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PROCEEDINGS AND DEBATES OF THE FORTY-EIGHTH CONGRESS. 


FPiRST SESSION. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, December 3, 1883. 


The first Monday of December being the day prescribed by the Con- 
stitution of the United States for the annual meeting of Congress, the 
first session of the Forty-eighth Congress commenced this day. 

The Senators assembled in the Senate Chamber in the Capitol, at 
Washington City. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (Mr. GEORGE F. EDMUNDS, a Sen- 
ator from the State of Vermont) took the chair and called the Senate 
to order at 12 o’clock, noon. 

PRAYER. 


Rey. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D., Chaplain to the Senate, offered the fol- 
Jowing prayer : 

Let us pray. Our Father in heaven, we adore Thee as the King 
eternal, immortal, and invisible, the only true and living God, the 
Father of all our mercies, and the Supreme Governor of the universe. 
We thank Thee for all the ess and mercy with which Thou hast 
crowned our past lives, and we pray that Thou wouldst continue to 
bless us as Thou seest we need. May we never, by our ingratitude and 
disobedience, forfeit Thy favor, which is life, and Thy loving kindness, 
which is better than life, but may we long live a united, happy, and 
prosperous people, a people who fear God and who love righteousness. 
Defend and deliver us from all evil, from ignorance and superstition, 
from infidelity and licentiousness, from internal strife arf from foreign 
aggression. 

Bless our rulers, the President of the United States and the Senators 
and Representatives in Congress, and all others in authority. May 
they be plenteously endowed with wisdom and grace from on high to 
guide and assist them in the discharge of their responsible duties. We 
invoke Thine especial blessing upon this Senate. May the members 
of this body illustrate in their tives the virtues and graces which should 
adorn those who occupy their exalted position. 

We would offer up a special prayer for those members of this body who 
are absent by reason of sickness. May it please Thee speedily to restore 
them to health. 

Most merciful God, we implore Thy grace and the forgiveness of all 
cur sins. Be with us in all the trials and of life, sustain and 
comfort us in the hour of death, and finally receive us all into Thy 
heavenly kingdom, we ask for Christ ont Redeemer’s sake. Amen. 


CREDENTIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the credentials of J AMES B. 
BECK, chosen by the Legislature of Kentucky a Senator from that State 
for the term beginning March 4, 1883; which were read. 

He also presented the credentials of THOMAS W. PALMER, chosen by 
the Legislature of Michigan a Senator from that State for the term be- 
ginning March 4, 1883; which were read. 

He also presented the credentials of AUSTIN F. PIKE, chosen by the 
Legislature of New Hampshire a Senator from that State for the term 
beginning March 4, 1883 ; which were read. 


SWEARING IN OF SENATORS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senators-elect will now be 
sworn. Astheir names are read by the Secretary they will advance to 
the chair to take the oath of office prescribed by law. 


The Acting Secretary (Mr. Francis E. SHOBER) called the mames 
of— 

Henry B. Anthony, of Rhode Island. 

James B. Beck, of Kentucky. 

Thomas M. Bowen, of Colorado. 

Shelby M. Cullom, of Illinois. 

Joseph N. Dolph, of Oregon. 

William P. Frye, of Maine. 

George F. Hoar, of Massachusetts. 

John R. McPherson, of New Jersey. 

Charles F. Manderson, of Nebraska, 

Thomas W. Palmer, of Michigan. 

Austin F. Pike, of New Hampshire. 

Preston B. Plumb, of Kansas. 

Dwight M. Sabin, of Minnesota. 

Eli Saulsbury, of Delaware. 

James F. Wilson, of Iowa. 

As their names were called the respective Senators-elect, with the 
exception of Mr. ANTHONY, of Rhode Island, who was absent, came 
forward and the oaths prescribed by the acts of June 1, 1789, and July 
2, 1862, were administered to them. 

The Acting Secretary called the names of— 

M. C. Butler, of South Carolina. 

Richard Coke, of Texas. 

Alfred H. Colquitt, of Georgia. 

Augustus H. Garland, of Arkansas. 

Randall L. Gibson, of Louisiana. 

Isham G. Harris, of Tennessee. 

John E. Kenna, of West Vi 

Lucius Q. C. Lamar, of Mississippi. 

John T. Morgan, of Alabama. ` 

Matt. W. Ransom, of North Carolina. 

Harrison H. Riddleberger, of Virgini 

As their names were called the respective Senators-elect came for- 
ward and the oaths prescribed by the acts of June 1, 1789, and July 
11,-1868, were administered to them. 


SENATORS PRESENT. 


The Senators-elect having been sworn and taken their seats i@ the 
Senate, the following Senators were present: 
From the State of— 
Alabama—John T. Morgan and James L. Pugh. 
Arkansas—Augustus H. Garland and James D. Walker. 
California—John F. Miller. 
Colorado—Thomas M. Bowen and Nathaniel P. Hill. 
Connecticut—Joseph R. Hawley and Orville H. Platt. 
Delaware—Thomas F. Bayard and Eli Saulsbury. 
Florida—Wilkinson Call. 
Georgia—Joseph E. Brown and Alfred H. Colquitt. 
Iltinois—Shelby M. Cullom and John A. Logan. 
Indiana—Benjamin Harrison and Daniel W. Voorhees. 
Jowa—William B. Allison and James F. Wilson. 
Kansas—John J. Ingalls and Preston B. Plumb. 
Kentucky—Jaines B. Beck and John 8. Williams. 
Louisiana—Randall L. Gibson and Benjamin F. Jonas. 
Maine—William P. Frye and Hale. 


Maryland—Arthur P. Gorman and James B. Groome. 
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Massochusetts—Henry L. Dawes and George F. Hoar. 
Michigan—Omar D. Conger and Thomas W. Palmer. 
Minnesota—Samuel J. R. McMillan and Dwight M. Sabin. 
Mississippi—James Z. George and Lucius Q. C. Lamar. 
Missouri—Francis M. Cockrell and George G. Vest. 
Nebraska—Charles F. Manderson and Charles H. Van Wyck. 
Nevada—James G. Fair. 

New Hampshire—Henry W. Blair and Austin F. Pike, 

New Jersey—John R. McPherson and William J. Sewell. 
New York—Elbridge G. Lapham and Warner Miller. 
North Carolina—Matt. W. Ransom and Zebulon B. Vance. 
Ohio—George H. Pendleton and John Sherman. 
Oregon—Joseph N. Dolph and James H. Slater. 
Pennsylvania—John I, Mitchell. 

Rhode Island—Nelson W. Aldrich. 

South Carolina—M. C. Butler and Wade Hampton. 
Tennessee—Isham G. Harris and Howell E. Jackson. 
Texas—Richard Coke and Sam. Bell Maxey. 
Vermont—George F. Edmunds and Justin §. Morrill. 
Virginia—William Mahone and Harrison H. Riddleberger. ` 
West Virginia—Johnson N. Camden and John E. Kenna. 
Wisconsin—Angus Catheron and Philetus Sawyer. 


NOTIFICATION ‘TO THE HOUSE. 


- Mr. INGALLS submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Poptat | inform the House of Representatives that a 
suonna of the Senate is assem! led, and that the Senate is ready to proceed to 
ness. : j 
NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. SHERMAN submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That a committee consisting of two members be appointed, to join 
such committee as may be appointed by the House of tatives, to wait 
upon the President of the‘United States and inform him that a quorum of eath 
House is assembled and that Congress is ready to receive any communication 
that he may be pleased to make, ‘ 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the committee on the part of the Senate; and Messrs. SHER- 
MAN and BAYARD were appointed. 


HOUR OF MEETING. 


Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution; which was considered 
by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the hour of the daily meeting of the Senate be 12 o'clock me- 
ridian until otherwise ordered. 
RECESS. 


Mr. GARLAND (at 12 o’clock and 30 minutes p. m.). As I do not 
resume there can be anything done for a little while, until the other 
Kase is communicated with, I move that the Senate take a recess for 
one hour. 
The motion was agreed to; and at the expiration of the recess (at 1 
o’clock and 30 minutes p. m. ) the Senate reassembled. 
Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, with a view of awaiting the com- 
plete organization of the Mouse of Representatives, which is 
in a very brief time, and in ordet that we may receive, if possible, a 
eémmunication from the President this afternoon, I move that the re- 
cess be continued until 3 o'clock. 
The motion was agreed to; and at the expiration of the recess (at 
3 o'clock p. m.) the Senate reassembled. 
Mr. INGALLS. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 
The motion hate, fay to; and (at 3 o’clock and 1 minute p. m.) 
the Senate adjo F ; 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, December. 3, 1883. 


This being the day prescribed by the Constitution for the meeting of 
Congress, the members-elect of the House of Representatives of the 
Forty-eighth Congress assembled in their Hall, and at 12 o’clock m. 
were called to order by Hon. EDWARD MCPHERSON, Clerk of the last 
House. 

The CLERK. Gentlemen, this is the hour for the meeting of the 
Forty-cighth Congress of the United States, and the Clerk of the House 
for the Forty-seventh Congress will proceed, as required by law, to call 
the roll of Representatives-elect who have complied with the law in 
furnishing proper credentials of their election. 

Tig roll was then called, showing the presence of the following mem- 
rs: 


James T, Jones. 
Hilary A. Herbert. 
William C. Oates. 


Wiliam H. Forney. 
Charles M. Shelley. 


Luke Pryor, 


Clifton R. Breckinridge. 
Poindexter Dunn. 
James K. Jones. 


Charles A. Sumner, 
John R. Glascock. 
William S. Rosecrans. 


William W. Eaton. 
Charles L. Mitchell. 


Robert H. M. Davidson. 


Thomas Hardeman. 
John C. Nicholls. 
Henry G. Turner. 
Charles F. Crisp. 
Hugh Buchanan. 


Ransom W. Dunham, 
John F. iy oe z 


Robert R. Hitt. 
Thomas J. Henderson. 
William Cullen. 
Lewis E. Pa 


n. 
Nicholas E. Worthington, 


John J. Kleiner. 
Thomas R. Cobb, 
Strother M. Stockslager. 
William S. Holman. 
Courtland O, Matson. 
Thomas M. Browne, 
Stanton J. Peelle. 


Jeremiah H. Murphy. 
David B. Henderson, 
Luman H. Weller. 
James Wilson. 

John C. Cook. 


Edmund N. Morrill. 
Lewis Hanback. 
Sanmel R. Peters, 


John G. Carlisle. 


Carleton Hunt. 
E. John Ellis. 
William P. Kellogg. 


Thomas B. Reed. 
Nelson Dingley, jr. 


George W. Covington. 
J. Frederick C. Talbott. 
Fetter S. Hoblitzell. 


ARKANSAS. 
John H. Rogers. 
Samuel W. Peel. 

CALIFORNIA. 
James H. Budd. 
Barclay Henley, 
Pleasant B. Tully. 

COLORADO. 

James B. Belford. 


CONNECTICUT. 
John T, Wait. 
Edward W. Seymour. 
DELAWARE. 
Charles B. Lore. 


FLORIDA. 
Horatio Bisbee, jr. 


GEORGIA. 


James H. Blount, 
Judson ©. Clements. 


Seaborn Reese. 
Allen D, Candler, 


ILLINOIS, 


William H. Neece, 
James M. Riggs. 
William M. Springer. 
Jonathan H. Rowell. 
Joseph G. Cannen, 

- Aaron Shaw. 


John R. Thomas. 
INDIANA. 


Robert Lowry. 
William H. Calkins, 


IOWA. 


John A. Kasson. 
William P. Hepburn, 
William H. M. A 
Adoniram J. Holmes, 
Isaac 8. Struble. 


KANSAS, 


Bishop W. Perkins. 
John A. Anderson. 
Thomas Ryan. 


John D, White. 

Frank L. Wolford. 
LOUISIANA. 

-Newton C. Blanchard. 

J. Floyd King.. 

Edward T, Lewis. 

MAINE. 
Charles A. Boutelle, 

Seth L. Milliken, 

MARYLAND. 


John V. L, Findlay. 
Hart B. Holton. 
Louis E. McComas, 


MASSACHUSETTS. 
Robert T. Davis. Eben F. Stone, 
John D. Long. William A. Russell. 
Amb A. ney. Théodore Lyman, 
Patrick A, Collins. William W. Rice. 
Leopold Morse. William Whiting. 
Henry B. Lovering. George D. Robinson. 

MICHIGAN. 


William C. Maybury. 
Nathaniel B. Eld: 
Edward S. Lacey. 
George L. Yaple. 
Julius Houseman. 
Edwin B. Winans. 


James B. Wakefield. 
Horace B. Strait. 


Henry L. Muldrow. 
Elza Jeffords. 
Hernando D. Money. 


William H. Hatch. 
Armstead M. Alexander, 
Alexander M. Dockery. 
James N. Burnes. 
Alexander Graves. 

John Cosgrove. 

Aylett H. Buckner, 


Ezra C. Carleton, 
Roswell G. Horr. 
Byron M. Cutcheon, 
erschel H. Hatch. 
Edward Breitung. 


MINNESOTA. 
William D. Washburn, 
Knute Nelson. 
MISSISSIPPI. 


Otho R. Singleton. 
Henry 8. Van Eaton. 
Ethelbert Barksdale. 
MISSOURI. 
John J, O'Neill. 
James O, Broadhead, 
ne oe 
arles H. Morgan, 
Robert W. 


e n. 
Lowndes H, Davis. 


1883. 


Archibald J. Weaver. 
James Laird. 
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NEBRASKA. 
Edward K. Valentine. 
NEVADA, 
George W. Cassidy. 
NEW HAMPSHIRE. 


Martin A. Haynes. Ossian Ray. 
NEW JERSEY. 

Th M. Ferrell. William Walter Phel, 
J. Bart Brows William H. F, Fiedler. 
John Kean, jr, “ William McAdoo, 

in F. Howey. 
Benjamin owey. YORE 
H W. Slocum. Henry G. Burleigh. 
Perry Belmont. Frederick A. Shara! 
William E. Robinson. Abraham X. Parker, 
Darwin R. James. Edward BL se 
Felix Campbell. George Ray. 
Nicholas Muller. Charles te Skinner, 
Samuel §, Cox, J, Thomas W: Kallag. 
William Dorsheimer, Gak W 
John J. Adams, Frank 


John Hardy. 
Abram 8, Hewitt. 
Orlando B. Potter. 
Waldo Hutchins. 
John H, Ketcham. 
Lewis Beach. 


John H. Bagley, j 
Thomas J. Van 


Sereno Ey pys 
James W. Wadsworth. 
Stephen C. Millard. 
John Arnot, 

Halbert S. Greenleaf. 
Robert 8. Stevens. 
William F. Rogers. 
Francis B, Brewer. 


rate CAROLINA, 


Alfred M. Seales. 


James E. O'Hara. eve in 
Wharton J, Green. ork. 
William R. Cox. Robert B. Vance. 
OHIO, 
John, Fotlett. veg eee 
I M. Jordan, eorge L. Converse. 
lobari M. Murray George W. Geddes. 
Benjamin Le Fevre. A. J. Warner. 
rge E, Se Beriah Dan 
William D. H Joseph D. lor. 
Henry L. Morey. Wiliam AER iniey, jr. 
J. Wa Keifer, Ezra B. Taylor. 
James 8. Robinson. David R. Paige. 
Frank H. Hurd. Martin A. Foran 
Ww. j 
OREGON. 
Melvin C. George. 
PENNSYLVANIA. 
Mortimer F. Elliott. Samuel F. Barr. 


Henry H. Bin Semi 
Charles @' Nei 
Samuel J. Randall. 
William D. Kelley. 
Alfred C. Harmer. 
James B. Everhart, 
I. Newton Evans. 
Daniel Ermentrout. 
A. Herr Smith, 
William Mutchler. 
John B. Storm. 
Daniel W. Connolly. 
Charles N. Brumm., 


Geo A. Post. 
William W, Brown. 
Jacob M. Campbell. 
Louis E. Atkinson. 
William A. Duncan. 
Andrew G. Curtin, 
Charles E. pk 
James H. Ho; Ea 
Thomas M. 

George V. Taani. 
John D. Patton. 
Samuel H. Miller. 
Samuel M. Brainerd. 


RHODE ISLAND. 


Henry J. Spooner. 


Jonathan Chace. 


SOUTH CAROLINA. 


Samuel Dibble, 


D. eee waning: 
John Y Ev: 


Augustus H, Pettibone. 
Leonidas C. Houk. 
George G. Dibrell. 
Benton MeMillin. 
Richard Warner. 


Olin Wellborn, 


John W. Stewart. 


John S. Wise. 
Robert M. Mayo. 
Harry Libbey. 
George D. Wise. 
Benjamin S. Hooper. 


John J. Hemphill. 
George W. Da 


Edmund W, M. ey. 


TENNESSEE, 


Andrew J. Caldwell. 
John G. Ballentine, 
John M. Taylor. 
Rice A. Pierce. 

. Casey Young. 


Thomas P. Ochiltree. 
Roger Q. Mills. 
T 
John Hancock, 
Samuel W. T. Lanham, 


VERMONT. 
Luke P. Poland. 


VIRGINIA. 


George C. Cabell. 

John Randolph Tucker, 
John S. Barbour. 

Henry Bowen, 


WEST VIRGINIA. 


Nathan Goff, ir. 
William L. Wilson. 


John Winans. 
Daniel H. Sumner. 
Burr W, Jones. 
Peter V. Deuster. 
Joseph Rankin. 


Charles P. Snyder. 
Eustace Gibson, 


WISCONSIN. 


Richard Guenther, 
Gilbert M. Woodward. 
William T, Price. 
Isaac Stephenson. 


When the State of Mississippi was reached in the call, 

The CLERK said: The Clerk wishes to make a statement respecting 
the second district of Mississippi, for which no enrollment has been 
made. 

THE SECOND DISTRICT OF MISSISSIPPI. 


The Clerk has not enrolled the name of,any one as a Representative 
for the second district of Mississippi, for the reason that no paper 
which can be considered a certificate of election in the sense of ‘the law 
has been presented to him. 

Hon. James R. Chalmers, who claims to have been elected in that 
district, has filed with the Clerk four ‘‘exhibits’’ in suppor of his 
claim to be enrolled as a Representative-elect. 

Exhibit A is a certified copy of the canvass made on the 18th of 
November, 1882, by the secretary of state of Mississippi of the votes 
east in that district, which canvass gave— 


Mr, Van H. Manning .. 
Mr. J. R. Chalmers.. 


sr.. 


In this canvass the county of Tate is counted as 1,166 for Mr. es 
ning, none for Mr. Chalmers, 3 for Mr. Car‘er, and 1, 472 for Mr. Cham- 
bless. 

Exhibit B is a certified copy of the return made November 11, 
1882, by the commissioners of election for Tate County, which certi- 
fies that in that county— 


Votes. 
. 1,166 
1 n 


Mr. Van H, Manning received.. 
Mr, James R. Chalmers received 
Mr, Hannibal C. Carter received... 


This return is signed by the three commissioners of electioħ of T 
County. 

On the back of it is a copy of the tally-list, which is referred to in 
the return as a ‘“‘true and correct’ tally-sheet of the votes cast for 
Congress by precincts, and which gives this total for that county : 

Votes. 


1,166 
1,472 
3 


Mr. Van H. Manning. 
Mr. J. R. Chambiess.. 
Mr. H. Carter 


Exhibit C is a certified copy of another certificate signed by the 
same commissioners, and made on the 18th day of November, 1882, 


stating that the ‘‘ true and correct ™ list of the returns of the vote in 
Tate County is as follows: 


Votes. 
1,166 
1,472 

3 


Mr. Van H. Manning 
Mr. James R. Chalme: 
Mr. H. O, Carter ...... 


The secretary of state, while to the correctness of the 
transcript of the paper last referred to, states that it reached his office 
November 21, 1882, and that he does not regard or recognize it as con- 
stituting any part of the official papers or documents in his office. 

Exhibit D is an affidavit of J. M. Williams to the effect that, as one 
of the clerks of the commissioners of election, he made out the tally- 
sheet first referred to, and he swears that there was no vote returned for 
J. R. Chambless, and that he intended to make out the tally of said 
vote for J. R. Chalmers ; that he still believes that he wrote J. R. Chal- 
mers and not J. R. Chambless on said tally-sheet; but if mistaken in 
this, he swears that it was a clerical error on his part, and that the vote 
returned on said tally-sheet was in fact and truth cast and returned for 
J. R. Chalmers. 

These papers, ist wont considered, show that there was a clerical 
error in the tally-list accompanying the return of the commissioners 
of Tate County, made November 11, 1882, in that the recitals of the 
return and of the tally-list differ as to the name of the person who 
received the 1,472 votes in question; and that on the 18th of No- 
vember, 1882, the same commissioners of election sent another paper, 
which corrected the tally-list as to this fact, and made its recital of 
name harmonize with that of the return, which cortection of error, 
however, reached the office of the secretary of state November 21, 1882, 
or three ‘days after said officer had made his canvass, a8 appears from 
Exhibit A, duly certified by himself. 

Whatever may be the judgment upon the facts hereby revealed, these 
papers, taken singly or den, oc afford the Clerk of the House no suffi- 
cient ground for the e ent of Mr. Chalmers as a Representative- 
elect, because they do not form a compliance with the plain require- 
ments of the law. 

If the governor of Mississippi issued a certificate of election to ad 
one, based upon the canvass made by the secretary of state on the 1 
of November, 1882, for the second district, it has not been presented to 
the Clerk, who submits to the House the papers in his possession, with 
his reasons for having failed to enroll any one. 

FIRST DISTRICT OF NORTH CAROLINA. 

When the first district of North Carolina was reached— 

The CLERK said: With to the first district of North Caro- 
lina, the Clerk has information that Mr. Walter R. Pool, who Was elected 


4 


August, 1883. No certificate of the election of a successor 
filed with the Clerk. 


SEVENTH DISTRICT OF VIRGINIA. 


When the seventh district of Virginia was reached in the call— 

The CLERK said: The Clerk advises the House, respecting the seventh 
district of Virginia, that Hon. John Paul, elected to represent it, re- 
signed his office, to take effect September 5, 1883. 

The following members failed to answer to their names: 

Mr. HAMMOND of Georgia, Mr. McCorp of Iowa, Mr. HASKELL of 
Kansas, Mr. ROBERTSON of Kentucky, Mr. WHITE of Minnesota, and 
Mr. CLarpy of Missouri. 

The CLERK. Three hundred and seventeen members have answered 
to their names—more than a quorum. 

LIST OF CHANGES SINCE THE ELECTION. 

‘The CLERK. Of interest to members and asa matter of permanent 
record the Clerk presents in tabulated form the changes in the list of 
members since the election of the Forty-eighth Congress, and requests 
it be incorporated in the RECORD. It is as follows: 


has been 


List of changes since the election of Forty-eighth House of Representatives. 
wick RC aes bey mich NT i A E Di ee A PERE Shi SE EES 
| 
Date of va- 
District. Name.. cancy. | Successor. 
Thomas H. Herndon*, March 28,1883 | James T. Jones, 
Marsena E. „| Aug. 31,1883 | John C. Cook. 
‘Andrew S. Herron®...| Nov. 27,1882 | Edward T. Lewis. 
Walter R. Pool*........ -| Aug. 25,1883 
Jonathan T. Upde- | Nov. 90,1002 | Joseph D. Taylor. 
Seventh Virginia....... Jia Pault TELE Sept. 5, 1883 | 
Third West Virginia... John E. Kennst. ..... -| March 4,1883 | Charles P, Snyder. 


*Died. Resigned. 
ADMISSION TO THE HALL. 


M: COX, of New York. Mr. Clerk, I desire to present a motion as 
‘a mater of courtesy and at the request of many members of the House 
around me. I ask consent to move that admission to the lobbies and 
to the floor of the House in rear of the seats be accorded to the families 
of members and other ladies accompanying them during to-day. The 
corridors around the Hall are and crowded to their utmost 
capacity, and the ladies connected with the families of members are 
unable to gain an entrance. I submit the motion hoping that it will be 
adopted as an act of simple courtesy to these ladies, and I believe it is 
not uausual to present such a motion pending the organization of the 
House. 

The CLERK. The gentleman from New York submits a motion that 
the doors of the Hall be opened for the admission of the families of 
members in order that they may occupy the space in the rear of the 
seats. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I call for a division. 

The CLERK. The Clerk will state to the gentleman from New York 
that this motion is entertained only by unanimous consent. 

Several members objected. 


Mr. COX, of New York. I did not believe that any member present | Chace, 


would object to the motion, but since objection has been made I with- 
draw it. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Mr. Clerk, I desire to submit a motion that the 
executive gallery be opened for the admission of the families of mem- 
bers: 

The motion was agreed to. 
: ELECTION OF SPEAKER. 

The CLERK. The Clerk is now ready to receive nominations for the 
office of Speaker of the House of Representatives. : 

Mr. GEDDES. Mr. Clerk, I nominate for the Speaker of this House 
for the Forty-eighth Congress Hon. Jom G. CARLISLE, a Represent- 
ative-clect from the State of Kentucky, a man of acknowledged pre- 
eminent qualifications for the office. : 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Clerk, I nominate for Speaker of this House 
Hon. J. WARREN KEIFER, a Representative-elect from the State of 
Ohio. 

The CLERK. 

roceed to the election of a Speaker. 
te called. 


Mr. LYMAN. I nominate for Speaker Mr. GEORGE D. ROBINSON, & 
member-elect from the State of Massachusetts. ; 

The CLERK. No farther nominations being made, the Clerk will 
yequest Mr. MORRISON of Illinois, Mr. TUCKER of Virginia, Mr. REED 
of Maine, and Mr. CALKINS of Indiana to act as tellers for the election 
of Speaker. 

The tellers 


If there are no further nominations, the House will 
The names of the members will 


took their places at the Clerk’s desk. 

The CLERK. Therules of the House provide that the vote for Speaker 
shall be viva voce, The roll will be called and members will respond to 
their names by announcing their choice for Speaker. 
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at the November election of 1882 to represent it, died on the 25th of 
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The roll was called, with the following result: 
For Mr. John G. Carlisle, of Kentucky—190. 
Adams, J. J. Dockery, King, Seney, 
Aiken, Dorsh er, Kleiner, Seymour, 
Alexander, Dowd, Lamb, Shaw, 
Arnot, Duncan, Lan Shelley, 
ley, Dunn, Le Fevre, Singleton, 
lentine, Eaton, Lewis, Slocum, 
Barbour, El Lore, Snyder, 
Barksdale, Elliott, Lo ; Spriggs, 
Beach, Ellis, Lowry, Springer, 
Belmont, Ermentro: McAdoo, Stevens, 
Bennett, Evins, J. H. MeMillin, Stewart, C. 
Blackburn, F Matson. Stockslager, 
Blanc! ý Fiedler, fa 3 Storm, 
Bland, Findlay, Miller, J. F. Sumner, C. A. 
Sc fe | meen 
yle, 'o! t t, 
Breckinridge, Foran, Money, Taylor, J. M. 
Broadhead, Forney, Morgan, 
Buchanan, n, Morrison, orton, 
Buckner, Geddes, £ Morse, Tillman, 
Budd, Gibson, Moulton, Townshend, 
Burnes, Glascock, Muldrow, Tucker, 
Cabell, Graves, Muller, Tully, 
Caldwell, Green, Murphy, Tumer, H. G 
Cam: i, F. Greenleaf, Murray, Turner, Oscar 
Jer, Halsell, Mutchler, Van Alstyne, 
Carleton, Ha x Neece, Vance, 
Cassidy, Hardeman, Nicholls, Van Eaton, 
Clay, Hardy, Oates, ard, 
Hatch, W. H, O'Neill, J. J. Warner, A. J. 
bb, Hemphill, Paige, Warner, Richard 
Collins, Henley, Patton, Wellborn, 
Connolly, He Pierce, Weller, 
Converse, Hewitt, A.S Peel, s.w Wemple, 
Cook, Hewitt, G. W. ‘ost, Wilkins, 
ve, Till, Potter, Williams, 
Covington, Hoblitzell, Pryor, Willis, 

Cox, S. S. Holman, Pusey, Wilson, W. L. 
Cox, W. R. Hopkins, Randall, Winans, E. B. 
isp, Houseman, Rankin Wise, G. D. 

Culberson, D. B. Hunt, Reagan, Wolford, 
Curtin, urd, Reese, Wood, 
Dargan, Hutchins, Riggs, Woodward, 
Da uos Jones, B. W. nson, W. E. Worthington, 
Davis, L. Jones, J. H. Rogers, J. H. Yaple, 
Deuster, ones, J. K. Rogers, W. F Young. 
Dibble, Jones, J.T. 
ordan, Scales, 
For Mr. J. Warren Keifer, of Ohio—113. 
Adams, G. E. Evans, I. N. Libbey, Reed, 
Anderson, Everhart, Lang, Rice, 
Atkinson, George, ey, Robinson, J, 8. 
Barr, Goff, McCo' Rowell, 
Has A Guenther, McCormick, Russell, 
Be s Hanbac! McKinley, Ryan, 
Bingham, Harmer, Mayo, Skinner, C. R. 
Bisbee, Hart, Millard. Smith, 
Boutelle, Hatch, H. H. Miller, 8. H. Spooner, 
Bowen, ynes, Milliken, Steele, 
Brainerd, Henderson, D. B. Moter Stephenson. 
haasen A Henderson, T.J. Mo i, Stewart, J. Ww. 
Brewer, F. B. Hepburn, elson, Stone, 
Brewer, J. H Hiscock, Nutting, Strai 
Browne, T. M. Hitt, ¥ Struble, 
Brown, W. W Holmes, O'Neill, Charles Taylor, E. B. 
Burleigh, Hooper, Parker, Taylor, J. D. 
Ikins, Horr, Payne, , 
Campbell, J. M Houk, Payson, Valentine, 
non, Howey, Peelle, S. J Wait, 
~ Jefri ins, Wakefield, 
Culbertson, W. W. Johnson, rs, ash! 
Cullen, Kean, Pettibone, Weaver, 
Cutcheon, Kelley, Phelps, Whiting, 
Davis, G. R. Kellogg, Poland, json, 
Dive R.T. Eo s Trios, Wise, J. S. 
ey, s ey, 
Du: = Laird, Ray, G. W. 
Ellwood, Lawrence, Ray, 
For Mr. George D. Robinson—2. 
James. Lyman. 
For Mr. Lacey—1. 
White, J. D. 
For Mr. Wadsworth—1. 
Ochiltree. 
For Mr. John 8. Wise—1. 
York. 
Not voting—13. 
Brumm, Holton, Robertson, Winans. 
Clardy, Kasson, Robinson, G. 
Hammond, Keifer, Wadsworth, 
ell, McCoid, White, Milo, 
Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Clerk, on behalf of the tellers appointed to , 


canvass the vote 
have 


for Speaker, I am directed to report that the tellers 


in their tally and the result is as follows: 


Whole number of votes cast, 308. Of this number Mr. CARLISLE hat 
received 190 votes; Mr. KEIFER 113 votes; Mr. ROBINSON of Massa- 


chusetts, 2 votes; 


and Mr. WADSWORTH, Mr. JoHN 8. WIsE, and Mr. 


LACEY, 1 vote each. 


The CLERK. 


The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MORRISON], om be- 
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half of the tellers appointed to canvass the vote for Speaker, reports that 
they have agreed in their tally, and that the whole number of votes 
cast is 308. The number necessary to a choice is 155. Of the total 
number of votes cast, Hon. JOHN G. CARLISLE, a member-elect from 
the State of Kentucky, has received 190 votes; Hon. J. WARREN KEIFER 
received 113 votes; Hon. GEORGE D. ROBINSON, 2 votes; Hon. J. W. 
WapswortH, 1 vote; Hon. E. 8. LACEY, 1 vote, and Hon. JOHN S§. 
WISE, 1 vote. Mr. CARLISLE having received 190 votes is hereby de- 
clared the duly elected Speaker of the House of Representatives for the 
Forty-eighth Congress. [Applause on the Democratic side.] Hon, 
SAMUEL J. RANDALL and Hon. J. WARREN KEIFER will please escort 
the Speaker-elect to the chair. 

Mr. RANDALL and Mr. KEIFER conducted Mr. CARLISLE to the 
chair, when the Speaker-elect addressed the House as follows: 

Gentlemen of the House of Representatives: I thank you sincerely for the 
high honor conferred upon me by the vote just taken. To be chosen 
from the membership of a great body like this to preside over its delib- 
erations is a distinction upon which any citizen might properly con- 
gratulate himself; and I assure you that your kindness and partiality 
are fully appreciated. At the same time, I realize the fact that the 
position to which you have assigned me is one of very great labor and 
responsibility ; and, while profoundly grateful to you for this manifes- 
tation of your confidence, I shall enter upon the discharge of its duties 
with a serious distrust of my capacity to meet in an acceptable man- 
ner the requirements of the office. I promise, however, to devote to 
your service all the zeal and all the ability of which I am possessed. 

Gentlemen, the maintenance of order upon the floor is essential—ab- 
solutely essential—to the intelligent and systematic transaction of the 
public business, and I earnestly invoke your assistance in the enforce- 
ment of the rules adopted for the government of our proceedings. The 
large addition to the mémbership of this House resulting from the re- 
apportionment of representation makes this duty even more difficult 
than it has been heretofore ; and without your cordial co-operation and 
support I can not reasonably hope even to discharge the ordinary daily 
duties of this office. That you will cheerfully co-operate with me in 
every proper effort to preserve order, and to facilitate the business of leg- 
islation, I have no doubt. But, gentlemen, Ishall ask something more 
of you than mere co-operation in the correct discharge of my official 
duties. Assuring you of my earnest desire at all times to be just and 
impartial, still I can not expect to avoid mistakes, and shall be compelled 
therefore frequently, no doubt, to rely upon the friendly forbearance of 
gentlemen upon both sides of the House. 

I am sure, gentlemen, that all matters of legislation presented during 
this Congress will receive from you such careful consideration as the 
magnitude and character of the interestsinvolved require, and that your 
action upon them will be wise, conservative, and patriotic. Sudden and 
radical changes in the laws and regulations affecting the commercial 


and industrial interests of the people ought never to be made unless | vided 


imperatively demanded by some great public emergency, and in my 
opinion, under existing circumstances, such changes would not be fa- 
vorably received by any considerable number of those who have given 
serious attention to the subject. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 
Many reforms are undoubtedly necessary, and it will be your duty, after 
a careful examination of the whole subject in all its bearings, to decide 
how far they shall extend, and when and in what manner they shall be 
made. If there are any who fear that your action upon this or any 
other subject will be actually injurious to any interest, or even afford 


reasonable cause for alarm, I am quite sure that they will be bly 
disappointed. [Renewed applause upon the Democratic side. 
What the country has the right to expect is strict economy in the ad- 


ministration of every department of the Government, just and equal 
taxation for public purposes, a faithful observance of the limitations of 
the Constitution, and a scrupulous regard for the rights and interests 
of the great body of the people, in order that they may be protected, so 
far as Congress has the power to protect them, against encroachment 
from every direction. Whatever can be done under the circumstances 
surrounding us to meet this expectation ought to be done, in my judg- 
ment. 
* But, gentlemen, without detaining you further, I am ready to take 
the oath of office prescribed by the Constitution and the laws, and pro- 
ceed to complete the organization of the House. K 
Mr. KELLEY, having served longest continuously as a member of th 
House, administered to the Speaker-elect the oath prescribed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPSON, one of its clerks, in- 


formed the House that a quorum of the Senate had assembled, and that | d 


the Senate was ready to proceed to business. 

The message further announced that the Senate had appointed a com- 
mittee to join such committee as might be appointed by the House of 
Representatives to wait on the President of the United States and in- 
form him that a quorum of each Honse had assembled and that Con- 
gress was ready to receive any communication he might be pleased to 
make, and that Mr. SHERMAN and Mr. BAYARD had been appointed 
such committee on the part of the Senate. 
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SWEARING IN OF MEMBERS. 


The SPEAKER proceeded to administer to the members in attend- 
ance the oath of office. The members presented themselves, as thcir 
names were called hy States, and took respectively the test-oath pre- 
scribed by the act of July 2, 1862, or the special oath provided in the 
act of July 11, 1868, for those whose disabilities under the fourteenth 
article of the amendments to the Constitution of the United States have 
been removed by a vote of two-thirds of each House of Congress. 

When the State of Kansas was called, 

Mr. SPRINGER said: I ask that Mr. PETERS, who claims to be 
sworn as a Representative at large from the State of Kansas, shall stund 
aside for the present. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will stand aside for the present. 

The Clerk having completed the call of the roll of members-elect for 
the administration of the oath of office, t 

The SPEAKER said: When Mr. PETERS appeared, claiming to be 
sworn as a Representative-elect from the State of Kansas, he was asked 
to stand aside for the present. Unless there be further objection the 
gentleman, if present, will take the oath of office. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The governor of the State of Kansas has placed 
in my hands or forwarded to me a memorial, signed by himself and 
other State officers of the State of Kansas and a number of the 
citizens of that State, protesting against the admission of Mr. PETERS 
to a seat as a member of this House, on the ground that under the con- 
stitution and laws of the State of Kansas he is ineligible to hold that 
office. 

I will ask that this memorial be prifited in the RECORD, except the 
names. I will also offer a resolution in reference to this subject, and 
after that I will withdraw my objection to the oath being administered 
to the gentleman from Kansas. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the memorial referred to 
by the gentleman from Mlinois will be printed in the RECORD without 
the names. A 

There was no objection. The memorial, without the names, is as fol- 
lows: 

STATE oF Kansas, EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT. 
Topeka, November 31, isss. 
To the House of Representatives United States, Washington, D, C.: 

We, State officers and members of the Democratic party of the State of Kan- 
sas, most res ly protest against the admission of Judge S. R. Peters, of this 
State, to a seat in your honorable body, and protest against him being allowed 
to take thé oath as a member of the House. 

Judge 8. R. Peters was elected of the ninth judicial district of the State 
of Kansas in November, 1879. His term of office commenced in January, 1880, 
for four years, e January, 1884. 

: Section 13, article 3, of the constitution of the State of Kansas reads as fol- 
ows: 

“The justices of the supreme court and judges of the district court shall at 
stated times receive for their Lara fat nee gran a may be provided by 
law, which shall not be increased during their respective term of office: Pro- 
ided, Such compensation shall not be less than fifteen hundred dollars to each 
justice or judge each year, and such justices or judges shall receive no fees or 

uisites, nor hold any other office of profit or trust under the authority of the 

te or the United States during the term of office for which said f kerin and 

j shall be elected, nor practice law in any of the courts in the State during 
their continuance in office.’ : 

This was the constitution under which Kansas was admitted into the Union, 
assented to by Congress in the act of admission, and is a part of the compact be- 
tween the United States, and the State of Kansas. 

Under this provision of our constitution, assented to by Congress, Judge S. R. 
Peters cannot hold a seat in your honorable body, nor can he take the oath asa 
member without a clear violation of our constitution. This was well known to 
the electors of Kansas when Judge Peters was voted for in November, 1882. 

The Legislature of the State of Kansas, in the face of this election, in order to 
give a legislative construction to the constitution, passed without opposition the 

ollowing law, approved March 8, 1883: 
An act to preserve the purity of the judiciary. 

Be it enacted by the Legislature of the Slate of Kansas: 

Sectiox 1. Thatall ballots or votes cast at any election for any person holding 
the office of judge of the district court, or of justice of the supreme court, ex- 
cept fora judicial ofice, shall be deemedand held void, and shall not be counted 
by the ju and clerks of any election, nor by any canvassing board, nor shall 
any record of the same be e by any canvassing board, nor any certificate of 
election be issued thereon. 

Sec, 2. Any person violating the provisions of this act shall be deemed and 
held to be guilty of a misdemeanor, and on conviction thereof shall be impris- 
oned in the county jail not less than three nor more than six months. 

Sec. 3. This act shall take effect on its publication in the statute-book. 

Approved March 8, 1883. 


I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of the original 


bill now on file in my office. 
JAMES SMITH, 
Secretary of State. 


Had this law been passed previous to the election in 1882 the vote for 8. R. 
Peters would not have been counted, and the next E Ae on the list of ean- 
didates for Representatives for Congress (Hon. S. N. Wood) would haye been 
jeclared elected and have the certificate. 

This law does not in any change the constitution, but does, in fact, 
pe a spans construction on it, under which Judge Peters is not entitled to 
seat, 


Mr. SPRINGER. I offer the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the memorial of the governor of the State of Kansas and of 
other officers and citizens in said State, and all papers presented to the Clerk in 
reference to the election and qualification of Hon. S. R. Peters, of said State, be 
referred to the Committee on Elections, when appointed, with instructions to 


\ 

report to the House, at the earliest time practicable, whether Mr. Peters is eligi- 
ble to a seat in this House ; and if not, w. er Hon. 8. N. Wood, the contestant, 
is entitled to the seat. 


Mr. CALKINS. Before moving to lay upon the table the resolution 
just offered, which it is my purpose to do, I desire to make a statement 
to the House. But before I make the statement I will ask the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] whether, in objecting to the swear- 
ing in of this member from Kansas now, he admits that the credentials 
which he presents from his State are perfect in form. I will ask the 
Clerk to read them. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have stated I will not make further objection to 


the gentleman being sworn in. 

A ERON hon I move as a matter of privilege that the gen- 
tleman be sworn in. 

Mr. CALKINS. The objection to the gentleman being sworn in being 
withdrawn, I will move, not that the resolution do lie upon the table, 
but that it go to the Committee on Elections when appointed. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will state it is perfectly immaterial to me whether 
the oath be now administered or the resolution be first considered. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was bout to suggest that the qualifi- 
cation of a member being a matter of the very highest poran per- 
haps the oath should be first administered, and then the gentleman 
from Ilinois [Mr. SPRINGER] can offer his resolution. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will withdraw the resolution until the oath has 
been administered. * 

Mr. PETERS then presented himself, and qualified by taking the 
oath prescribed by section 1756 of the Revised Statutes. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I now move the resolution which was read by 
the Clerk a few maments ago. 

TheSPEAKER. Unlessthe gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. SPRINGER] 
insists upon the immediate consideration of his resolution the Chair 
will direct the Clerk to call the names of the Delegates from the Ter- 
ritories, that they may be qualified. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will withdraw the resolution for that purpose. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I desire to present a question of high privilege. 
When the Clerk of this House was calling the roll this morning, refer- 
ring to the vacancy in the second district of the State of Mississippi he 
stated that if the certificate from the governor issued to Van H. Man- 


ning had been presented to him he should have filed it and placed the | Congress 


name of Mr. Manning upon the roll. 

For reasons which were satisfactory to Mr. Manning, he chose not 
to present that certificate until some action had been taken on the part 
of the House. This morning I called upon the attorney of Mr. Man- 
ning and asked permission to present his credentials to the House for 
such action as the House might see proper to take in relation to that 


vacancy. 

. It has been the custom, Mr. Speaker, to have no vacancy except 
where absolutely necessary. The sccond Congressional district of Mis- 
sissippi is entitled to a Representative on this floor. I believe it has 
been the policy of this House, by an unbroken chain of precedents, to 
seat the member To mag Be the certificate of the governor. 

I have here the iffcate issued by the governor of Mississippi to 
Mr. Manning, and I ask that it be read by the Clerk. I desire then 
to offer a resolution which I hold in my hand in relation to the matter. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I withdrew my resolution for the purpose sug- 
= by the Speaker, the swearing in of the Delegates from the Ter- 
ritories. i 

Mr. CONVERSE. Iwill state that the certificate is in the usual 
form of certificates from that State ; the same exactly, I believe, as pre- 
sented by the other gentlemen from that State. - ¢ 

Mr. KEIFER. Of course there can be no objection to the reading 
of this certificate, if it be proposed to submit any motion with reference 
to the swearing in of the gentleman referred to. But I desire to state 
to the House that Mr. Manning himself never accepted that certificate. 
And I will state further, if it is to be treated as accepted, that he has 
put upon the files of the House a statement which shows that he was 
beaten in that election by 980 votes. That isin his answer as formally 
filed; and he has also stated in that answer, in effect, that he would 
not ask to be seated on that certificate. 

Now, do gentlemen propose to force him to do that which he would 
not himself do? That is the question which I desire to ask. Does the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. CoNVERSE] propose to require Mr. Manning 
to be sworn in against his will? 

Mr. CONVERSE. After the reading of the certificate I will submit 
a resolution, and then we can discuss the question of fact when we 
come to that. Our claim is that Mr. Manning not only holds the cer- 
tificate and is therefore prima facie entitled to the seat, but that upon 
the contest he will be shown to be in fact entitled to the seat. I ask 
for the reading of the certificate. 

Mr. KEIFER. I do not object to the certificate being read. 

Mr. CALKINS. Before the certificate is read I desire to correct one 
statement which the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. CONVERSE] made with 
reference to the statement of the Clerk, inasmuch as the Clerk himself 
can not make the correction. I did not understand the Clerk to say 
that had General Manning presented his credentials to him he would 
Dare] put his name on the roll. I make that statement in justice to 
the Clerk. 
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Mr. CONVERSE. I think the record will show that he did state 
exactly what I said. That is immaterial, however. I ask that the 
credentials be read. 

The SPEAKER. The credentials will be read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. In acceding to the request of the Speaker, who 
said that he desired to administer the oath to the Delegates from the 
Territories, after which my resolution would be in order, I did not 
yield for any other business to take precedence. I therefore ask that 
the matter referred to by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. CONVERSE] 
be withheld until the Delegates have been qualified. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not know what motion the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. CONVERSE” proposes to submit. If it is a motion 
to administer the oath to Mr. Manning as a member-elect of this House, 
it would of course take precedence over the swearing in of the Dele- 

tes and over the matter pro; to be submitted by the gentleman 
Ben Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. Until the motion of the gentleman 
from Ohio is submitted it will be impossible for the Chair to decide. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I submit the resolution which I send tothe desk, 
on which I demand the previous question. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I rise to a question oforder. The reading 
of the prima facie certificate is a question of privilege; when that has 
been read we shall see what is next in order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood there was no objection to 
the ing of the certificate ; but the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
SPRINGER] claims that he had yielded his right to the floor simply for 
the purpose of having the oath administered to the Delegates from the 
Territories. 

Mr. COX, of New York. But, as I understand, my friend from Ohio 
[ Mr. re proposes to offer his resolution before the credentials 
are read. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the certificate will be read, 
and then the Chair will hear what is the nature of the motion of the 
gentleman from Ohio before determining whether or not it has preced- 
ence over that submitted by the gentleman from Illinois. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
jga S ote it'appears by the returns poor ade yer tec ice o. the secretary of 
state, as certified to me that officer, that Van H. Manning is duly and con- 
stitutionally elected to the office of Representative in and to the Forty-eighth 
from the second Congressional! district of the State of Mississippi: Now 
know ye, that in co; uence thereof, and by virtue of the constitution and laws 
of this State, we do authorize and empower him, the said Van H, Manning, to 
execute and fulfill the duties of that o acco! to law, and to have and to 
hold said office, with all the powers, emoluments to the same of 
D y belonging, for the term prescri! by law. 

testimony whereof, I, Robert Lowry, governor of the State aforesaid, have 
caused these letters to be made patent, and the great seal of the State to be here- 


unto affixed. < 
Given under my hand atthe city of Jackson the 18th day of November, in the 


year of our Lord 1882. 
ROBERT LOWRY. 


By the governor: 
Henry C. MYERS 
Secretary of State. 


Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to have read in this connec- 


tion, and with the same purpose, the other papers which have been filed 
with the Clerk pers in the nature of certificates showing the result 
of the election—all the papers pertaining to this matter. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection hte Sac the other papers ? 

Mr. COX, of New York, and Mr. CONVERSE objected. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman would have the right to have 
them read in his own time. 

Mr. KEIFER. Ido not refer to the testimony, but to the certifi- 
cates of the canvassing board showing the result of the election. This 
is not a paper which has been filed with the Clerk ; the others are. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I object. 

Mr. CALKINS. Irise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CALKINS. The question of order I make is this: The Clerk 
has stated to the House that there are other papers, certificates filed 
by General Chalmers claiming this seat ; and that statement having 
been made, the House, before it swears in either of these gentlemen 
on the prima facie case, has the right to have those certificates read. * 

Mr. CONVERSE. I ask that my motion be put. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no question that the House or any 
‘member has the right to have all the papers read when there is a mo- 
tion before the House in reference to this matter-—— 

Mr. CONVERSE. I make my motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio has sent up his motion 
in writing, and when it has been read all the papers, of course, will 
come before the House iu the consideration of the matter. 

Mr. CALKINS. But, Mr. Speaker, if the motion of the gentleman . 
from Ohio is to be followed, as I understood him toindicate, bya demand 
of the previous question, then I ask whether the question of order 
could properly be raised at that point? If it conld—if our rights are 
saved—that is all we desire. . 

Mr. KEIFER. Does the gentleman from Ohio propose to move the 
previous question ? : 

Mr. CONVERSE. ‘‘Sufficient unto the day is the evil thereof.” 

Mr. CALKINS. The gentleman from Ohio, as I understand, showed 
a disposition to move the previous qu on his resolution, which 
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would of course cut off debate upon it. Now the question is whether 
the Chair would hold that the reading of these other certificates would 
be in the nature of debate. To save this question of order, and in view 


of the statement e by the Clerk of this House that other certificates 
have been filed in hfs office asking that the name of General Chalmers 
be put upon the roll as the member from the second district of Missis- 
sippi, I demand that those certificates be read as well asthat submitted 
by the gentleman from Ohio before action be taken upon the resolution 
and before either claimant to the seat be sworn in. Itis this point of 
order which I desire to save. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair dislikes, of course, to decide absolutely 
any question of order before it arises; but from present information the 
Chair would be inclined to hold that the reading of those papers, they 
being mere matters of evidence, would be in the nature of debate. 

Mr. CALKINS. That was the point I was fearful of; and for this 
reason I desire to raise now the point of order that where there are two 
claimants to a seat and the House is called upon to decide the prima 
facie case (and here are two gentlemen struggling to be sworn in upon 
certificates) it certainly is the right of the House to hear both certifi- 
cates read before acting upon either. 

Mr. CONVERSE. ‘There is but one certificate from the governor— 
from the executive; the other papers relate to the merits of the case. 

Mr. CALKINS. We have the statement of the Clerk that certifi- 
cates have been filed in his office and a request made that General 
Chalmers be sworn in upon those certificates; but the Clerk refused to 
put his name on the roll and submitted the question—very properly— 
to the House. This is the first stage at which the question which I 
now present could be raised; and I wish to save that question, because 
if the reading of those certificates be in the nature of debate the mo- 
tion for the previous question would cut off the right to have them 
read 


Mr. CONVERSE. [I insist on my motion. 

Mr. CALKINS. A question of order is pending. 

The SPEAKER. ‘What is the gentleman’s question of order? 

Mr. CALKINS. The question of order is this: I now ask that the 
Clerk read also the certificates, which he has referred to as being in his 
hands, from the executive officer of Mississippi, relative to the right of 
General Chalmers to be sworn in on the prima facie case. 

Mr. TUCKER. I would ask the ‘gentleman from Indiana whether 
there is any certificate, according to the law of Mississippi, signed by 
the executive of the State, in favor of General Chalmers? 

Mr. CALKINS. I will answer the gentleman by saying, if he refers 
to what I know about it personally, that it is my wish to present to the 
House a question of law arising upon the statutes of Mississippi on that 
pont Whether the governor has signed any certificate or not I do not 

ow, but that the secretary of state under the law has made a certifi- 
cate I do know as a matter of fact, which I think under a fair construc- 
tion of the statutes of Mississippi entitles General Chalmers to a prima 
facie seat upon the floor. 

Mr. BELFORD. If the gentleman from Indiana will yield to me 
for one moment I will call the attention of my Democratic friends to a 
precedent which while exceedingly unpleasant to me was very effective 
to them. [Laughter.] You on that side of the House now have so 
large a majority you can afford to be decent in this Congress. The 
precedent I wish to refer to, made by my Democratic friends on the 
other side, is this: I was elected to the Forty-fifth Congress [interrup- 
tion and laughter]—you can answer me when I get through. I was 


elected to the Forty-fifth Congress. I had the certificate from the, 


p of Colorado. I had a majority of 2,700 honest votes in my 
tate. I came here and presented that certificate to this House. My 
competitor, knowing that you gentlemen of the Democratic side had a 
vast majority and expecting to obtain a seat through your partisan 
partiality, came here with a canvass from various counties as i 
my certifieate, and you referred my case to the Committee on Elections. 
If you acted honestly then why should you act otherwisenow? [Laugh- 
ter on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. MILLS. Permit me for one moment. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I rise to a point of order. I insist the pending 
question shall be disposed of. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has already decided that at this stage 
of the proceeding these papers could not be read except by consent. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I object, and ask for the reading of my resolution. 

The SPEAKER. As the Chair understands, they are simply papers 
which have been filed with the Clerk of the last House, and are not 
before this. House except as evidence. 

Mr. CALKINS. I make the further point that the certificate which 
has been read from the Clerk’s desk refers to the fact as certified by 
the secretary of state to the governor. Upon that certificate he there- 
fore issued this commission. I desire to state that if the certificate of 
the secretary of state is here it certainly ought to be read in connection 
with the credentials. 

It is as much a part of it asin an instrument referring to another 
paper, where both must be read before the instrument can be construed. 

Mr. MILLS. I desire to make a supplement to the historical state- 
ment just presented by the gentleman from Colorado. 

Mr. CONVERSE. [I object to all debate at this time. 


Mr. MILLS. The certificate of the gentleman from Colorado stated 
that the election was held on a day not authorized by law. 

Mr. MONEY. That is so. 

Mr. MILLS. The statement on the face of the certificate showed 
that the election was illegal. That was the reason why the gentleman 
was not admitted to his seat. [Laughter and applause. ] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio insists on his objection 
to the paper being read. 

Mr. BELFORD. I think the House at that time received the cer- 
tificates made out by the county canvassers, and upon. a resolution 
offered by the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. SPRINGER] who sits at my 
side the House referred that to the Committee on Elections. That 
is what they did. A Republican was elected then, and yet they rele- 
gated me to the Committee on Elections. [Laughter.]} 

Mr. MILLS. The Republican was elected in October and the Demo- 
crat in November. That is what was the matter. 

Mr. CALKINS. I do not desire to wrestle with the opinion of the 
Chair, and therefore I ask permission of the gentleman from Ohio to 
have read a section of the law of Mississippi with reference to this cer- 
tificate of the governor as read. 

Mr. CONVERSE, I object until my resolution has been read. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution of the gentleman from Ohio will 
now be read. 4 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Whereas Van H. Manning holds the certificate of the governor of the State of 
Mississippi in due form, giving him the prima facie right to a seat on this floor 
= s pasanin of the second district of ppi in the Forty-eighth 

Resolved, ‘That the said Van H. Manning immediately qualify as a member of 
this House as a Representative of said district without prejudice to the final 
right to the seat. 

Mr. CONVERSE. On that resolution I ask the previous question. 

Mr. CALKINS. Before the gentleman insists —— 

Mr. KEIFER. I desire to move an amendment. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I object, and insist upon my motion. 

Mr. CALKINS. I ask the gentleman from Ohio to yield before in- 
sisting upon the demand for the previous question, to allow the law 
bearing upon this subject to be read in the presence of the House. 

Mr. CONVERSE. There will be time enough when the previous 
question is ordered. I object at this,time. 

Mr. CALKINS. But if the law is read in the presénce of the House 
i#may not be necessary to order the previous question. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I do not yield. 

Mr. COX, of New York. The gentleman from Indiana ought to re- 
member that this side of the House has been frequently compelled to 
submit to the enforcement of a similar demand from that side. 

Mr. CALKINS. If we did wrong, then you ought to do right. 

Mr. COX, of New York. We propose to do right. The gentleman 
from Indiana ought himself to bow to the previous question. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I insistuponmy motion. I demand the previous 
question. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Shall the previous question be 
now ordered? 

Mr. CALKINS. If in order, I demand a second. 

The SPEAKER. There is no second allowed or required by the 
rule on this motion. x 

Mr. MAYO. I would like to ask the gentleman from Ohio a ques- 
tion for information. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I must decline to yield for a question. - 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio declines to yield. The 
question is, Shall the previous question be now ordered ? 

The question was taken. 

Mr. CALKINS. I demand a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 159, noes 97. 

Mr. CALKINS. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 

Mr. CALKINS and Mr. CONVERSE were appointed tellers. 

The rg divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 151, noes 108. 

Mr. CAL S. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 68 members voting therefor. 

The SPEAKER. The question is will the House now order the pre- 
vious question, and the Clerk will call the roll. 

Mr. KASSON. Before the roll is called I desire to rise to a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. KASSON. The resolution submitted by the gentleman from 
Ohio was not distinctly heard in this part of the Hall, and there is some 
doubt as to its terms—whether the resolution demands, though it does 
not assert, the right of Mr. Manning to be sworn in at this time. 

I ask, therefore, that it be again read for information, so that we may 
know before being called upon to vote on the resolution whether the 
House orders him to be sworn in. 

TheSPEAKER. Without objection the resolution will be again read. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. KASSON. Now I desire to ask the fyrther question, has the 
House the right to order a man who does not claim his right to a seat 
on this floor to be sworn in? 
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Mr. CONVERSE. He does claim his right to a seat upon the floor, 
and has never admitted to anybody, either publicly or privately, but 
that he was honestly elected. 


Mr. KASSON. The papers which the gentleman from Ohio declines | § 


to allow to be read in this connection, if lam correctly informed, show 
exactly the contrary. I wish he would allow them to be read so that 
all the facts may appear. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I must decline to yield for that purpose. If the 

tleman from Iowa will go to the case of the gentleman from Ohio 
fate McKINLEY] he will find an exactly parallel case. He presented 
the certificate of the governor, and we did not object; but we have on 
file a statement from the secretary of state showing the same state of 
facts that appear in this case, as we claim. 

Mr. N. “ But the gentleman from Ohio appears here and is 
claiming his seat. It is publicly alleged that the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi referred to in the resolution does not claim his right to a seat. 

Mr. CONVERSE. That is entirely a mistake. The gentleman has 
never admitted, as I have stated, that there wes any doubt of his right. 

The SPEAKER. This debate is entirely out of order. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Inasmuch as my name has been mentioned in 
this connection, I simply wish to state that there is no certificate filed 
with the secretary of state contradicting the certificate of the governor 
of Ohio in my case. 

Mr. CONVERSE. The gentleman is mistaken; there is such a cer- 
tificate. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I was informed by the secretary of state that 
there was no such certificate. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I filed the certificate myself. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the previous question; 
and the Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 162, nays 129, not 


voting 30; as follows: 
at YEAS—162. 
Adams, J.J Docke King, Shaw, 
Aiken, Dorsheimer, Kleiner, Shelley, 
Alexander, Dowd, b, Singleton, 
Arnot, Dunean, ; Slocum, 
Bagley, Dunn, Le Fevre, Snyder, 
lentine, Eaton, Lewis, Sp 
Barbour Eldredge, Lore, Stewart, Charles 
Barksdale, Elliott, Lovering, T, 
Beach, a is, Lo t Storm, 
Bennett, Ermentrout, McMillin, Sumner, C. A. ẹ 
Blackburn, ns, J. H. Matson, Sumner, D. H. 
Blanchard, Ferrell, Maybury, Talbott, 
Bland, Findlay, Mayo, Taylor, J. M. 
Blount, Follett, Miller, J. F. Zeowpeon, 
Boyle. Foran, Mills, morton, 
Breckinridge, Forney, Mitchell, Tillman, 
head, Fyan, Money, Tucker, 
Buchanan, Gedd Morgan, Tully, , 
Buckner, Gibson, Moulton, er, H. G. 
Burnes, Glascock, Muldrow, Turher, Oscar 
Graves, Muller, Van Alstyne, 
Caldwell, Green, Murphy, Vance, 
Candler, Greenleaf, Murray, Van Eaton, 
Carl k Halsell, Mutchler, ard, 
Cassidy, Han: ` Neece, Warner, A. J. 
Clay, Hardeman, Nicholls, Warner, 
Clements, Hardy, Oates, Wellborn, 
Cobb, Hatch, W. H Paige, Wemple, 
Collin: Hemphill, Pierce, Wilk 
Connolly, Herbert, Peel, S. W Williams, 
Converse, Hewitt, A. 8. Pryor, Willis, 
Carers. Hewitt, G. Randall, Wilson, W. L. 
Cov: on, Hoblitzell, Reagan, Winans, John 
oa ¥ % Holman, rer w Mock, D. 
x ouseman, ges, o 
Culberson, D. B. Hunt, Rogers, J. H. ood, 
rtin, urd, Rogers, W. F. Woodward, 
Davidson, Jones, J. H. Yaple, 
uster, Jones, J. K Scales, Young. 
Dibble, Jones, J. T. Seney, 
Dibrell, ordan, Seymour, 
NAYS—129. 
Adams, G, E. Davis, G. R. Horr, Morse, 
AN Davis, R. T, TAG aeon, 
Atkinson, ey, owey, utting, 
Barr, Dunham, James, O'Hara, 
Bayot Ellwood, Jeffords, O'Neill, Charles 
Be ford, Evans, I. N. Johnson, rker, 
Bingham, Everhart, Jones, B. W. e, 
Bisbee, Fiedler, Kasson, yson, 
Boutelle, George. Keifer, Peelle, 8. J 
Brainerd, Goff, Kelley ki 
Brewer, F. B. Guenther, Ke = Pettibone, 
Brewer, J. H. Han Lacey, Poland, 
Browne, T. M. Harmer, Laird, Post, 
Prown, W. W. Lawrence, Potter, 
Brumm, Hatch, H. H. 3 Price, 
Budd ynes, Long, Pusey, 
Burleigh, Henderson, D. B. Lyman, Ranney, 
Calkins, Henderson, T. J. ey, Ray, G. 
Campbell, J. M. Henley, McCo: Ray, 
Cannon, aa McCormick, s 
Hill, McKinley, Rice, 
Cook, Hiscock, Robinson, G. D. 
Cox, W. R. Hitt, Miller, 8. H. n, J 
Culbertson, W.W. Holmes, Milliken, Rowell, 
Cullen, Hoiton, rips 1, 
Cutcheon, Pe M 5 Ryan, 
į Hop! Morrison, Skinner, C., R, 


. 
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Smith, Taylor, E. B, Wakefield, Wise, J. S. 
Spooner, Taylor, J. D. Washburn, Worthington, 
Steele, Thomas, Weaver, York. 
Stephenson, Valentine, Weller, 
trait Wadswo: White, J. D. 
Struble, Wait, Whiting, 
NOT VOTING—30. 

Belmont, Haskell, Patton, Stewart, J. W. 
Bowen, Hu k Peters, Stone, 
proita Kean, Phelps, Townshend, 
Campbell, F. Kellogg, White, Milo 
C A cAdoo, Robertson. Wilson, James 
pari L. H. nee — W.E. Winans, E. B. 

erty, 2 p: ’ 
Hamad O'Neill, J. J. Stevens, 


So the previous question was ordered. 

After the second call of the roll, Mr. CALKINS said: I ask that the 
reading of the names of members voting be dispensed with. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I desire to know if my name has been 
recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that the gentleman's name 
is not recorded. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I desire to vote. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules of the House the Speaker has no 
right to entertain the request of a member to be permitted to vote who 
has not voted on the first or second roll-call. The gentleman’s vote 
can not be received unless he states that he actually did vote upon this 
question and that the Clerk failed to record his name. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

Mr. CALKINS. I now move to commit the resolution to the Com- 
mittee on Elections, when appointed, with the instructions which I 
send to the desk and ask the Clerk to read. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Pending that I move that the House do 


now adjourn. 
Mr. CALKINS. Let the instructions first be read. 
The Clerk read as follows : 


That the certificate of the governor of Mississippi certifying the election of 
Hon. Van H. Manning to this Congress from the second ional district 
of Mississippi, together with the certificate of the secretary of state and all other 

in the hands of the Clerk of this House touching the right of Hon. J. R. 

ers to a seat from said district, in this House, be, and they are hereby, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Elections; when po peony who are rata Amer 2 
to report to this House withont branes Savon said parties, if either, is entitled 
prima facie to be sworn in as a member pending the contest on the merits, and 
not to affect the final right to said seat. 


MEMBER SWORN IN. 


Mr. THOMPSON. I rise to a question of the highest privilege. My 
colleague from Kentucky [Mr. ROBERTSON] is present, and desires to 
have the oath of office administered. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman will come forward the oath of 
office will be administered. 

Mr. CALKINS. I will yield for that purpose. 

Mr. THOMAS A. ROBERTSON appeared and qualified by taking the 
prescribed oath. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

TheSPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Cox], that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. I ask the gentleman from New York 
to withdraw his motion for a moment, that I may move that the House 
shall meet each day at 12 meridian, until otherwise ordered. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have a resolution, which I send to the desk, and 
which will accomplish that object. 

Mr. RANDALL, I object to any yielding for the resolution. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let the resolution be read. I am sure there will 
be no objection to it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no power to have the resolution 
read if it be objected to. 

Mr. SPRINGER, I think the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
RANDALL] will withdraw his objection. 

Mr. RANDALL. I decline to withdraw the objection. If I had 
been going to withdraw it I would not have made it. We can take 
that up after the pending matter is disposed of. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will state that besides fixing the time for the 
meeting of the House at 12 o’clock, my resolution makes our time 
that of the 75th meridian, so as to conform to railway time. 

The SPEAKER. To the consideration of that resolution the Chair 
understands the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] to 
object. 

Mr. RANDALL. I object to anything except the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman object to the motion of the 
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Cox], that the daily hour of the 
meeting of the House until otherwise ordered shall be 12 o'clock 
meridian? 

Mr. KEIFER. The part of the resolution which relates to the daily 
hour of meeting being 12 o’clock should be considered in order, but 
the balance of the resolution is not. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the resolution offered by 
the gentleman from North Carolina [ Mr. Cox] relates to no subject ex- 
cept fixing the daily hour of meeting of the House. The effect of the 
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resolution of the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. SPRINGER] is to adopt 
a new method of calculating time. 

Mr. SPRINGER. We have now no time of meeting; we can fix the 
hour of twelve or ten minutes before twelve. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that we have the actual 
time. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But we have not adopted the actual time; that 
is all. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. Cox]. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Would not my motion be in order as an amend- 
ment? 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Why not? 

The SPEAKER. Because the Chair thinks the resolution of the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] relates to an entirely separate 
and distinct subject. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The Chair has not heard it read yet. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman himself has stated what it was. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It simply states that the hour of meeting of the 
House shall be 12 o’clock of the seventy-fiith meridian. 

SEVERAL MEMBERS. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from North Carolina. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the motion of the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Cox], that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. CALKINS, Pending the motion of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Cox], it has been suggested that it is desirable on the part 
of the other side of the House to perfect the organization of the Mouse 
to-night. I therefore suggest to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Con- 
VERSE] to allow this matter to go over without prejudice, in order 
that the organization of the House may be perfected to-night if desired. 

Many members objected. 

The SPEAKER. Objection being made to the suggestion of the 
genfleman from Indiana [Mr. CALKINS], the question is on the motion 
to adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to upon a division—ayes 159, noes 70; and 
accordingly (at 3 o'clock and 40 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BLAND; Papers relating to the claim of C. P. Culver, J. R, 
Randall, and others, and of Mrs. Č. P. Culver—severally to the Com- 
mittge on Claims. 

By Mr, DIBRELL: Papers relating to the claim of St. Peter and 
St. Paul’s Church, of Chattanooga, Tennessee ; of the heirs of Matthew 


id 


Allison, of Samuel Efimondson, and of F. E. Stewart, administrator of 
the estate of Michael 8, Stewart, deceased—severally to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. DUNN; Paper relating to the claim of the National Bank of 
Western Arkansas—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Leander M. Black—to the same 
committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Sewell Coulson and Porter, Har- 
rison & Fishbuck—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of the heirs of Calvin B. Cunningham for relief— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. à 

By Mr. JOHN H. EVINS: Papers relating to the claim of Dr. Theo- 
dore Dehon—to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Charles B. Roberts—to the same 
committees, 

By Mr. HARDY: Papers relating to the claim of Charles Marklein, 
lute sutler of the One hundred and seventy-cighth New York Volun- 
teers—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. SINGLETON; The petitions of personal representatives of 
Irvine & Field, and of personal representatives of Ayres P. Merrill 
deceased, for relief—severally to the same committee, 

By Mr. TUCKER: Papers relating to the claim of Moses Lacy—to 
the same committee. 

Also, the petitions of J. Henry Rives and of J. D. Morrison, for re- 
lief—severally to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, December 4, 1883. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 
_ CHARLES W. JONES, a Senator from the State of Florida, appeared 
in his seat to-day. 
Tho Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
COURT OF CLAIMS REPORT. 
The PRESIDENT protempore laid before the Senate the report of the 
rk of the Court of Claims, communicating, in obedience to law, 


chief cle 
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| a statement of the judgments rendered by that court duriag the year 


ending December 3, 1883, &c.; which was ordered to lie on the table 
and be printed. 
REPORTS OF SEARGEAT-AT-ARMS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore also laid before the Senate the annual 
report of the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate, communicating, in obe- 
dience to law, a full and complete statement of all the property in his 
possession belonging to the United States December 3, 1883; which was 
ordered to lie on the table and he printed. 

He also laid before the Senate 4 report of the Sergeant-at-Arms of 
the Senate on the subject of the sale of waste paper, old carpets, and 
condemned furniture; which was ordered to lie on the table and be 
printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a letter of the Sergeant-at-Arms of the 
Senate, submitting a report of Chief Engineer T. A. Jones on heating 
and ventilating the Senate Chamber; which was ordered to be printed, 
and to be referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
when appointed. 

REPORT OF SECRETARY OF THE SENATE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the report of 
the Secretary of the Senate, communicating, in obedience to law, a 
statement of the receipts and expenditures of the Senate from July 1, 
1882, to June 30, 1883, and « full and complete account of all property 
in his possession belonging to the United States December 3, 1883; which 
was ordered to lie on the tableand be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a joint memorial of the 
council and house of representatives of the Territory of Montana, per- 
taining to the boundaries of the Yellowstone National Park; whicli was 
ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Comniittee on Terri- 
tories when appointed. 

He also presented a joint memorial of the council and house of rep- 
resentatives of the Territory of Montana in favor of an increase of com- 
pensation to surveyors for surveying publie lands; which was ordered 
to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Public Lands 
when appointed. 

He also presented a joint memorial of the council and house of rep- 
resentatives of the Territory of Montana conterning the treatment of 
Indians and depredations committed by them upon white settlers and 
their property; which was ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs when appointed. 

He also presented a petition of members of Troop L, Tenth United 
States Cavalry, stationed at Fort Stockton, Tex., praying that pensions 
be granted after certain length of service in the Army; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Pensions 
when appointed. 

He also presented the petition of Gilbert Morton, ensign United 
States Navy, retired, praying restoration to his former rank ; which 
was ordered to lic on the table, to be referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs when appointed. 

He also presented a memorial of the New York Chamber of Com- 
merce in memory of the late ex-Governor Edwin D. Morgan, of that 
State, and foemerly a United States Senator, which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. LOGAN presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Chicago, 
Il., praying for the passage of a bankrupt law; which was ordered to 
lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary when 
appointed. 

Mr. DAWES. T desire to present as a memorial a resolution of the 
Legislature of Massachusetts relative to the French spoliation claims. 
I ask that it may be read and laid upon the table, to be referred at the 
proper time. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS, 
In the year one thousand eight hundred and eighty-three. 


Resolution relative to the French spoliation claims. 


Resolved, That the Senators and Representatives of Massachusetts in the United 
States Congress are requested to use their best endeavors to secure the passage 
of the Senate French spoliation claims bill during the present session of Con- 
gress. 

Hovsk oF REPRESENTATIVES, 


February 21, 1883. 

Adopted and sent up for concurrence. 
EDWARD A. MoLAUGHLIN, Clerk, 
SENATE, February 28, 1883. 


Adopted in concurrence, 
5. N. GIFFORD, Clerk, 

A true copy. 

Attest: 

+ EDWARD A. MCLAUGHLIN, 
Clerk of the House of Representatives, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The memorial will lie on the table 
and be printed. 

Mr. COKE. I ask leave to present a memorial, which is brief, and I 
desire that, without being read, it may be printed in the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD of to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator please state the 
nature of the memorial ? 
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Mr. COKE. It is a memorial from the United States district attor- 
ney for the western district of Texas, touching legislation which he 
deems necessary affecting the Federal judiciary. It isa brief document, 
not lengthy, and it is such a one as I should be glad to see published 
in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas presents a 
memorial of the United States district attorney for the western district 
of that State on the subject of improving the laws relating to the ad- 
ministration of justice in that district, and asks that it be printed in 
the RECORD. Is there objection ? 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, I think this is a very good time in 
which to present u suggestion that must have occurred to every Senator 
at previous sessions with reference to the enormous increase of the 
amount of matter that is printed inthe CONGRESSIONAL RECORÐ. That 
publication was meant to be a succinct and concise statement of the 
debates of both Houses of Congress; but the practice has grown from 
time to time—a vicious practice, as I think—of requiring avast amount 
of unimportant and immaterial and inconsequential matter to be printed 
in that publication. 

The memorial presented by the Senator from Texas is that of a pri- 
vate citizen, so far as the Congress of the United States is concerned. 
To be sure, he hasan official capacity; but what he has to say does not 
in any sense whatever belong to the publication of the debates of Con- 


I hope that this suggestion will be enough to call the attention of 
Senators to the impropriety of this practice and to enable us by com- 
mon consent to avoid it hereafter. I make the suggestion now, because 
it would be invidious to make it after any memorials had been so 
printed. I that in regard to the resolutions of legislatures 
and other great public bodies an exception may, perhaps, properly be 
made; but I am very sure that the Senator from Texas himself, if he 
will think a moment, will see that there is no propriety and no neces- 
sity for the publication that he asks; and he is aware that if all similar 
material is incorporated the bulk of the RECORÐ will soon become so 
enormous that it will be practically valueless for the purposes for which 
it was designed. 

I do not wish to be understood as making any objection to this par- 
ticular request of the Senator from Texas; I am aware that he can ac- 
complish what he desires by having the memorial read, if there is no 
objection ; but this suggestion is made in the interest of what 1 believe 
to be economy and the proper administration of the public service, and 
I will, therefore, at this time formally object to the admission of this 
memorial under thé rules, for the purpose of obtaining the sense of the 
Senate upon the general question as to how far this species of memorials 
or petitions shall be printed in that publication, which was designed 
merely for the presentation of the action of Congress itself. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President, I concur in the general proposition of 
the Senator from Kansas that many things are printed in the Con- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD which properly have no place there, but this 
memorial is not, in my judgment, one of that character. It refers toa 
matter affecting the judiciary of the whole country—to a matter of 
general public interest. I desire it in the RECORD in order that proper 
attention may be attracted to it. Our judges may substantially be said 
to be irresponsible while holding office for life. This memorial asks for 
legislation compelling a performance of duty by judicial officers who 
have assumed the responsibilities and are receiving the emoluments of 
the judicial office. It also asks for legislation prohibiting the practice of 
nepotism, alleged to be quite general in the appointments made by our 
Federal judges. Upon these general propositions I fully agree with the 
memorialist. Since the objection of the Senator from Kansas defeats 
my motion to publish in the Recorp, I will ask that it be read by the 
Secretary so that it will go into the RECORD as a part of my remarks, 
with the understanding, however, that I do not indorse any personal 
flings or innuendoes contained in it, believing, as I do, that our Texas 
judges are as little obnoxious to criticism as those of other States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas asks that 
this memorial be read at the desk. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it will þe read. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

To the honorable President of the Senate and 
Speaker of the House of Representatives of the Congress of the United States 


Your memorialist, a resident of the western district of Texas, most respect- 
fally invites your attention to two evils existing in the administration of justice 
in the United States district courts, and most respectfully prays that the same 
may be remedied at the present session of Congress. 

First, The United States district judges, whilst most industriously drawing 
their salaries, are persistently and without valid excuses and upon the smallest 
pretexts, failing to hold the terms of their courts as fixed by law, and so far as 
your memori: is informed and believes, there is no deduction of salaries or 
other remedy for such failure. 

_ Second. It is almost the invariable rule of al) the district judges, as soon asin- 
ducted into office, to appoint their sons, som -in-law, brothers and brothers-in- 
law, and other relatives to the places of district and deputy district clerks in 
their courts, and that, too, without the remotest thought of their moral charac- 
ter, honesty, or capacity for the places, and having so appointed them to hold 
them in office, to the great wrong of the public. ’ 

In urging upon your consideration the necessity of a remedy for these evils I 
have but to say that judges are but men, and that there exists no law that com- 
pels them to hold their courts at the peril of loss of salary or other inconvenience; 
and the facts are, as we are informed, that the district judges all over the Union 
are holding just such terms of their courts as they find conyenientand no more, 
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ana permitting United States prisoners to linger in jails months, and even years, 
for trial. 

In the western district of Texas the district judge, without the excuse of sick- 
ness or other good cause, has in the last three years held but two terms of his 
courts at Brownsville, Tex., out of the siz terms he should have held by law, 

In the eastern district of Texas the judge failed to hold his courts the last term 
at Tyler and both of the last terms of courts at Jefferson, though United States 
prisoners were confined in the jails awaiting trial at these terms, 

The invariable course of these defaulting Judges is to make asham of holding 
the courts by having all the jurors and witnesses summoned, and at the last hour 
getup the pretext of a sick child, a wife gets a fall, or other similar casualty, 
and back out, the true cause being laziness and fear of a few dollars’ expense from 
home, and no loss or inconvenience to themselves if they do not hold the courts. 

In the interest of public right and justice this thing should be stopped. This 
much on the first point. 

On the second, of preventing the district judges from appointing their relatives 
to office under them, I candidly say that this is the great evil in all United States 
courts, and has had in all times past and must have in ail future time until reme- 
died the most baleful influence upon all concerned, _ | 

When a litigant is so unfortunate as to got into a United States court where 
the judge is the father of the clerk what chance has he to enforce his rights 
against the neglect, misfeasance, and malfeasance of the clerk? What chance 
has the Government or the people against the clerk who is s depositary of pub- 
lic moneys if he shonld embezzle the public funds with his fatheron the bench? 
But the mention of the case is the greatest argument. The court and its clerk 
should not be related by blood or marriage, and if they are, wrong, oppression, 
and corruption are the results. 

One more word: The chief reason for old judges holding over after seventy 
vears is the fact that they have their sons, son-in-law, brothers and brothers-in- 

aw, uncles, aunts, nephews, nieces, and cousins all pensioned on the United 
States, and to keep them there they stay themselves. 

Your memorialist forwards herewith the draught of two acts of Congress which 
he believes will meet the evils complained of, but if not, then he prays that 
your most honorable bodies will, in your wisdom, devise some proper remedy. 

Most respectfully, 
A. J, EVANS, 
United States Attorney Western District of Texas. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The memorial will lie on the table, 
to be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary when appointed. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Sullivan Forehand and Henry 
C. Wadsworth, of New York, praying compensation for the use by the 
United States Government of their patented cartridge; which was 
ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Claims 
when appointed. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I presenta petition of the Chamber 
of Commerce of the city of New York, which is also signed by the Mar- 
itime Association and several other associations of thatcity, which asks 
for the location and construction of a marine hospital at the port of New 
York. The petition sets forth the fact that, while nearly one-fifth of 
the sum collected from the commerce of the whole country for the sup- 
port of the marine hospitals is collected at the port of New York, there 
has not up to the present time ever been a permanent marine hospital 
established at that port, and the petition asks that such a hospital may 
be established. It is numerously signed by various associations of the 
city of New York. I ask that it may lie on the table, to be referred 
to the Committee on Commerce when appointed. e 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made, 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, presented the pong of George Frick, 
of Amsterdam, N. Y., late a private in the Fou Regiment United 
States Infantry, praying to be allowed a pension; which was ordered 
to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Pensions when 
appointed. _ oon a : 

Mr. JONAS presented the petitions of William W. Hunter, Charles 
Le Sassier, and others, citizens of New Orleans, La., praying for the 
passage of a bill sending the claims of citizens who suffered by French 
spoliations before the Court of Claims; which was ordered to lie on the 
table, to be referred to the Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also presented the petition of the American Institute of Home- 
opathy, praying legislation granting equal privileges to the graduates of 
all schools of medicine in appointments to the public service; which 
was ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on 
Claims when appointed. Ys 

He also presented the petition of Peter Keverney, of New Orleans, 
La., praying to be reimbursed for certain losses alleged to have been 
incurred by him while carpenter on board the steam-transport Lewis 
Whiteman; which was ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Claims when appointed. x 

Mr. VEST presented the petition of the Mexican Veterans’ Asso- 
ciation of Polk County, Missouri, praying for the passage of a bill to 
pension soldiers of the Mexican war; which was ordered to lie on the 
table, to be referred to the Committee on Pensions when appointed. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, presented a memorial of the Chamber 
of Commerce and Board of Trade of San Francisco, Cal., on the sub- 
ject of bankruptcy legislation; which was ordered to lie on the table, 
to be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary when appointed. 

He also presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of San 
Francisco, Cal., in favor of an extension of signal-service facilities on 
the Pacific coast; which was ordered to lie on the table, to be referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs when appointed. A 

Mr. LAMAR presented the petition of the personal representatives 
of David Irvine and C. J. Field, of Bolivar County, Mississippi, pray- 
ing compensation for cotton belonging to them and sold under a decree 
of a United States court; which was ordered to lie on the table, to be 
referred to the Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also presented the petition of the personal representatives of Ayres 
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P. Merrill, deceased, of Natchez, Miss., praying compensation for stores 
and supplies alleged to have been taken by the Army of the United 
States; which was ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims when appointed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. INGALLS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 1) to amend section 2 of ‘tan act making appro- 
priations for the payment of the arrears of pensions granted by act 
of Congress approved January 25, 1879, and for other purposes,’’ ap- 
proved March 3, 1879; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. INGALLS. The bill proposes to amend what is commonly 
known as the arrears-of-pensions-act by removing the limitation named 
therein. Task that it lie on the table, and when the Committee on 
Pensions is formed that it may be referred to that committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made, 

Mr. GARLAND asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (8. 2) to amend chapter 1 of the Revised Statutes in 
reference to the election of Senators in Congress; which was read the 
first time hy its title. i ~ 

Mr. GARLAND. Iask the Secretary to read the bill at length, 

The bill was read the second time at length, as follows : 

Be ü enacted, €e., That section 19 of chapter 1 of the Revised Statutes, in ref- 
erence to the election of Senators in Congress, be amended, as follows: ‘After 
the word ‘State,’ in the second and Inst line thereof, insert ‘And such certifi- 
cate shall show the whole number of members elected to the Legislature choos- 
ing the Senator; the day and date of the meeting, and the day and date of the 
organization of such Legislature; the number of votes cast in each House, and 
the number cast for each person named for the place of Senator; that such 
votes were cast efra roce, and that these several matters were entered on the 
journal of each House, respectively, as they occurred therein; and that the 
members of both Houses convened in joint assembly on the next day after the 
meeting in separate Houses; that the journal of each House was read in such 
joint assembly, and in case of any person receiving a majority of all the votes 
cast, that fact was openly declared in such joint assembly by the presiding ofi- 
cer Lacreof: and in case of failure to elect on the first day of voting, that fact 
shall appear in such certificate, and also that the joint assembly proceeded on 
the day following to choose, by a viva voce vote of cach member present a per- 
son for Senator; also the whole number of votes cast in such joint assembly, 
and the number of votes cast for each person for Senator, and the person re- 
ceiving a majority of all the votes cast, and that he was openly declared by the 
presiding officer of such joint assembly duly elected, But in case of failure to 
elect in joint assembly on the first day of its meeting, such certificate shall so 
state substantially, as herein provided, the proceedings had in such joint assem- 


a7 each succeeding day thereafter until a Senator is elected and duly declared 
elected,’ 


Mr. GARLAND. I desire to haye the bill referred to the Commit- 
tee on Privileges and Elections when appointed; but before that is 
done it is due the Senate that I should make astatement of the reasons 
which have moved me to introduce the bill. 

If Senators have given this particular matter any attention, it must 
be very evident to them that there has been little or no form pursued 
in making out the certificates of the election of Senators under the act of 
the 25th of July, 1866. In fact nearly every certificate is a form unto 
itself. In times of party excitement, when there was & contest for 
supremacy here in the Senate, objections, sometimes upon their face 
rather frivolous, might be taken to these certificates, and the repre- 
sentation of a State, if not destroyed entirely for the time being, greatly 
interfered with. At this time there is no such excitement prevailing 
in the country; we are all in good humor, politically speaking; and 
this is an admirable opportunity to fix this subject. 

My attention was called to the certificates of the twenty-six Sena- 
tors returned at this term. Out of that number there were thirteen, 
just one-half, of which I have made an abstract here, that would not 
stand the test under the actof the 25th of July, 1866, if objection had 
been raised, and I think it is high time that something should be done 
to remove this difficulty, and in order that what has been done at this 
session may not be taken as a precedent hereafter to estop anybody, 
whether belonging to one party or the other, I offer a bill which I think 
will probably correct this trouble. If not, certainly the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections, attention being called to it, can prepare and 
report a bill that will remove it. 

Task that the bill may be referred to the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections when appointed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. INGALLS in the chair). The bill 
will lie on the table and be referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections when formed. p 

Mr. BECK asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained Jeave to in- 
troduce s bill (S. 3) for the removal of all disabilities imposed by the 
fourteenth amendment to the Constitution of the United States; which 
was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to introduce 
a bill (S. 4) to repeal the act of July 2, 1862, and such sections of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States as perpetuate the oath prescribed 
in said act; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the 
table, to be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to introduce 
aà bill (S. 5) to repeal section 1218 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, 
to be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary when appointed. 


Mr. BECK. Theseare the same class of bills which I have introduced 
at the beginning of every Congress for ten years. As the Senator from 
Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND] very well observed, there is good feeling now, 
and I hope they will be acted on, so as to remove this blot from onr stat- 
ute-book. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary when appointed. 

Mr. BECK asked and, by unaninious consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 6) amendatory of title 48 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, so as to authorize the purchase of foreign-built ships 
by citizens of the United States for use in the foreign carrying trade; 
which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lieon the table, to be 
referred to the Committee on Commerce when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 7) to authorize the payment of customs duties in legal- 
tender notes; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on 
the table, to be referred to the Committee on Finance when appointed, 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce.a bill (S. 8) for the relief of F. W. Peyton, administrator de bonis 
non of James D. Morton, decensed ; which was read twice by its title, 
and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on 
Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 9) for the relief of Warren Mitchell ; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 10) for the relief o? Harry I. Todd, Jate keeper of the 
Kentucky penitentiary; which was read twice by its title, and ordered 
to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Finance when 
appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 11) for the relief of Rosa Vertner Jeffreys’; which was 
read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to 
the Committee on Claims when appointed. AAAA 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (5. 12) forthe relief of Elizabeth Carson ; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (5. 13) for the relief of those suffering from the destruction 
of the salt-works near Manchester, Ky., pursuant to the orders of Maj. 
Gen. Don Carlos Buell ; which was read twice by its title, and ordered 
to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Claims when 
appointed. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Irise to an inquiry with reference to some of 
these bills. I desire to ask the Senator from Kentucky whether there 
has been any adverse report on the Mitchell bill? 

Mr. BECK. Inthe Warren Mitchell case there was an adverse report, 
but in none of the others, I do not ask to have the papers withdrawn 
in the Warren Mitchell case; there has been an adverse report in that; 
but in the other cases I desire to have the papers on file withdrawn 
and referred with the bills. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. In the Jeffreys case, also, has there not been an 
adverse report? 

Mr. BECK, No, sir, there has never been an adverse report in that 
case, but always a report in favor of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The rules of the Senate require that 
copies of the papers shall be left in all cases where adverse reports have 
been made. The order for the withdrawal of the papers will be made 
subject to the rules. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Butthisis in reference to withdrawing papers for 
reference again, which the rule prohibits if there has been an adverse 
report, unless there is new evidence, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The order will be made, subject to all 
the requirements of the rules. 

Mr: EDMUNDS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 14) to amend sections 1756 and 1757 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States ; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. J wish to say that this bill covers two sections of 
the Revised Statutes enibraced by one of the bills introduced by the 
Senator irom Kentucky [Mr. Beck], but it contains what his bills 
hitherto have not done—I do not know what the one that is now intro- 
duced contains—a limitation, a saving clause which does not affect the 
character of the oath, but which does affect the security of the Treas- 
ury, &c., regarding claims that might be made in some cases and regard- 
ing penalties that might have been incurred already for false swearing, 
&e. I will say that for one—and I speak, of course, only for myself 
I am, as at present advised, quite willing to substitute for what is called 
the iron-clad oath the oath that is provided by section 1757 for those who 
cannot properly take the iron-clad oath. 1 ask that the bill lie on the 
table, to be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary when appointed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That order will be made. 

Mr. EDMUNDS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 15) to provide for the further protection of citizens 
of the United States and others against the violation of certain rights 
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secured to them by the Constitution of the United States; which was 
reail twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary when appointed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to say, in reference to that bill, that itun- 
dertakes, and I believe successfully, to accomplish the security for the 
protection of the colored citizens of the United States against the inhu- 
mun, and, as I believe, wicked and cruel and prejudicial, distinctions 
that in some of the States are still made against them in respect of their 
civil rights, and to protect them consistently with the late decision of 
the Supreme Court of the United States upon thatsubject. I commend 
it to the early and careful attention of the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The. PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary when appointed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 16) further to protect the constitutional rights of cit- 
izens, and to punish violations of the same; which was read twice by its 
title, and ordered to lie on the table;to be referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary when appointed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is a redraught of a bill reported by the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary sonie years ago, pursuant to a resolutionof the 
Senate, which was carefully considered then, and deals in general with 
the same rights of our colored citizens, and white as well, in respect of 
being secured in the enjoyment of the dearest of all freemen’s rights, the 
right to a free vote and a fair count; and I hope all sides of the Senate 
Chamber (differing from our previous experience on those subjects) when 
itis again reported, as I trust it will be, will vote for it, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary when appointed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (8. 17) to provide for the establishment of a postal 
telegraphic system; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to 
lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 18) to amend an act entitled “An act to amend section 
5352 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, in reference to bigamy, 
and for other purposes,’’ approved March 22, 1882; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 19) to provide for ascertaining and settling private land 
claims in certain States and Territories; which was read twice by its 
title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee 
on Priyate Land Claims when appointed. 

Mr. SHERMAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (8. 20) to provide for the issue of circulation to national 
banking associations ; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire simply to say that this bill modifies the 
existing law only in a single phrase, allowing notes to be issued on 90 
per cent. of the market value of bonds deposited, instead of 90 per 
cent, of the face value. 

I desiro to call the attention of the Senate to the bill, because I hope 
the Senate without division will at an early day pass the bill, as it will 
relieve not only those engayed in the banking business, but the people 
at large from a fear that the operation of existing law will too rapidly 
contract the currency, especially the banking currency. 

The only amendment proposed by this bill (which I may say also 
receives the sanction of the executive officers connected with the sub- 
ject) is thatit allows notes to be issued to the amonnt of 90 per cent. 
of the market value of the bonds, and never to exceed 95 per cent. If 
95 per cent. of the market value of the bonds is reached at any time by 
the fluctuation in the price of bonds, then it becomes the duty of the 
Comptroller of the Currency to call for an additional quantity of bonds. 
In my judgment this will meet the difficulty that is now exciting so 
much attention amot business men. At any rate I call the attention 
of the Senate to it, and will at an early day ask the consideration of the 
Committee on Finance to it and the action of the Senate. 

Mr, MORGAN. I ask that the bill be read at length. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

A bill to provide for the issue of cirenlation to national banking associations. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America ti Congress assembled, That upon a deposit of bonds as required by law 
any national banking nssociation making the sume shall be entitled to receive 
from the Comptroller of the Currency circulating notes of different denomina- 
tions in blank, registered and countersigned as provided by law, equal in 
amount to 00 per cent. of the average current market value of the United States 
bonds so transferred and delivered for the previous fiscal year, and at no time 
shall the total amount of such notes issued to any such association exceed the 
amount at such time actually paid in of its ca ital stock, nor shall they exceed 


95 per cent. of the market value of such bonds; and that all laws anc pans of 
laws of the United States inconsistent with the provisions of this act be, and 


the same are hereby, repealed. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Does the Senator ask that the bill be referred ? 

Mr, SHERMAN. TI ask that it be referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance when formed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That order will be made. 

Mr. SHERMAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
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to introduce a bil) (S. 21) forthe relief of C. IT. Eddy; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Conanittee on Claims when appointed. 

Mr. HOAR asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 22) to provide for the performance of the duties of 
the office of President in case of removal, death, resignation, or in- 
ability both of the President and Vice-President; which was read twice 
by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to he referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 23) amending an act granting a pension to Charles 
Slawson; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the 
table, to be referred to the Committee on Pensions when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (5.24) for the relief of Robert Hunt, sergeant of ordnance; 
which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lic on the table, to be 
referred to the Committce on Military Affairs when appointed. 

He also asked und, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. 25) to fix the day for the meeting of the electors of Presi- 
dent and Vice-President, and to provide for and regulate the counting 
of the votes for President and Vice-President and the decision of ques- 
tions arising thereon; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to 
lie on the table, to be referred tothe Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtaincd leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 26) to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy; which 
was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary when appointed. 

He also (by request) askedand, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 27) for the relief of Chief Engineer James W, 
King; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the 
table, to be referred, with the accompanying papers, to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (5. 28) to confirm the status of John N. Quackenbush as 
a commander in the United States Navy; which was read twice by 
its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (5. 29) for the relief of the State National Bank of Boston, 
Mass.; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to say in reference to the last bill that it isa 
bill which was reported upon adversely by the Judiciary Committee 
in the last Congress, and recommitted to that committee and not re- 
ported, I believe, a second time. The gentleman who sent me the bill 
reqnested that it be referred to the Committee on Claims. I should, 
however, in spite of that request, have moved tosend it to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, that committee having onee considered it; but I 
suppose all that will happen to the bill will be that the matter will be 
sent to the Courtof Claims, under the new law, to investigate the facts. 
If there should be an original investigation in the Senate, it seems to 
me proper that the same committee should have the bill. I move now 
that it be referred to the Committee on Claims when appointed. 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. WILLIAMS askedand, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 30) granting pensions to certain soldiers and sailors 
of the Mexican and other wars therein named, and for other purposes ; 
which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be 
referred to the Committee on Pensions when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 31) for the establishment of a bureau of animal indus- 
try, to prevent the exportation of diseased cattle and the spread of 
infectious or contagious diseases among domestic animals; which 
was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 32) for the relief of Isabella Burbank; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the tahle, to be referred to the 
Committee on Pensions when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. 33) for the relief of A. L. Shotwell; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Claims when appointed. : 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 34) for the relief of A. 8. Bloom; which was read twice 
by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 35) for the relief of Mrs. Mary T. Duncan; which was 
read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to”be referred 
to the Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. 36) for the relief of Mrs. Martha Vaughn and Mrs. Louisa 
Jackman; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the 
table, to be referred to the Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to iutro- 
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duce a bill (S. 37) for the relief of Harriet Ann Walker; which was 
read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to 
the Committee on Pensions when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 38) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Griffith; which 
was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred 
to the Committee on Pensions when appointed. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. [ask that the usual order be made for the refer- 
ence of papers on file in the case of these private bills, subject to the 
rules of the Senate. y a 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The papers on file will be with- 
drawn and referred, subject to the rule, if there be no objection. 

Mr. WILLIAMS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce f bill (S. 39) for the relief of the Louisville and Jefferson 
County Agricultural and Mechanical Association of the State of Ken- 
tucky ; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, 
to be referred to the Committee on Claims when appointed. 

Mr. LOGAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 40) to disapprove and declare void act No. 1 of the 
acts of the Territorial Legislature of Arizona of the session of 1883, ap- 
proved ——, 1883; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie 
on the table, to be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary when 
appointed. J , 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 41) to provide for an additional judge in the Territory 
of Arizona; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the 
table, to be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 42) for the relief of Joseph F. Wilson; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred, with 
the accompanying papers, to the Committee on Publie Larfds when ap- 

inted. 

Pe also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duced a bill (S. 43) for the relief of John Grierson; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs when appointed. ; 

He also asked and, by unanimons consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 44) for pensioning prisoners of war who were confined 
in confederate military prisons during the late war; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Pensions when appointed. > 

He also asked and, by unaminous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 45) ting a pension to Charlotte T. Alderman; which 
was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. 46) to equalize the bounties of soldiers, sailors, and ma- 
rines of the late war for the Union; which was read twice by its title, 
and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs when appointed. 5 

Mr. HARRIS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 47) for the relief of Frances E. Stewart, adminis- 
tratrix of Michael S. Stewart, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on 
Claims when appointed. 

Mr. COKE asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 48) to provide for the allotment of lands in severalty 
to Indians on the various reservations, and to extend the protection of 
the laws of the States and Territories over the Indians, and for other 
purposes; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the 
table, to be referred tothe Committee on Indian Affairs when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 49) amendatory of the act of March 3, 1875, entitled 
“An act granting to railroads the right of way through the public 
lands of the United States;’’ which was read twice by its title, and 
ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Rail- 
roads when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 50) to grant to the Gulf, Colorado and Santa Fé Railway 
Company aright of way through the Indian Territory, and for other 
purposes; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the 
table, to be referred to the Committee on Railroads when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 51) to authorize the construction of a bridge for the 
transportation of street-cars, wagons, and other vehicles, horses and 
other animals, and pedestrians over the Rio Grande River, between the 
-city of Eagle Pass, Tex., and Piedras Ni Mexico; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Commerce when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 

duce a bill (S. 52) providing for the erection of a public building in 
Waco, Tex.; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the 
table, to be referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 

-duce a bill (S. 53) providing for the erection of a public building in San 


Antonio, Tex.; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on 
the table, to be referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds when appointed. 

Mr. McCPHERSON (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. 54) for the relief of Wilbur F. 
Cogswell ; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the 
table, to be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs when appointed. 

Mr. FAIR asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 55) to provide for the erection of a public building for 
the use of the United States courts, post-office, and other Government 
offices in the city of Carson City, in the State of Nevada; which was 
read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds when appointed. 

He also (by request) asked ets Y by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. 56) for the relief of Lieut. C. ©. Norton; 
which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs when appointed. 

Mr. VAN WYCK asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 57) for the relief of settlers and purchasers of 
lands on the public domain in the States of Nebraska and Kansas: 
which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to introduce 
a bill (S. 58) to restore to the public domain and to pre-emption and 
homestead entry lands donated to corporations and not earned within 
the time specified in the act granting such lands ; which was read twice 
by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to introduce 
a bill(S. 59)to release and quitclaim to any State, county, or municipality 


all equity and interest that the United States may have, by reason of 


the neglect or refusal of any railroad company to pay costs of locating 
and selecting lands donated by act of Congress, in and to lands sold and 


to be sold by States, counties, or municipalities for non-payment of 


taxes by any railroad company, also when costs of surveying and locat- 
ing lands shall be due and payable by corporations entitled to the same; 
which was read nep by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands when appointed. 

Mr. PLUMBasked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
ducea bill.(S. 60) to declare certain lands subject to taxation; which was 
read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 61) to make an additional article of war; which was 
read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 62) to declare certain lands heretofore granted to rail- 
road companies forfeited to the United States and to open the same to 
settlement; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the 
table, to be referred to the Committee on Public Lands when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 63) for the relief of William H. Morgan; which was 
read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs when appointed. 

Mr. BROWN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 64) to authorize suits in the Court of Claims in 
certain cases therein mentioned; which was read twice by its title, and 
ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 65) for the relief of Morgan Rawls; which was read twice 
by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims when appointed. 

Mr. SLATER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 66) providing for allotment of lands in severalty 
to the Indians residing upon the Umatilla reservation, in the State of 
Oregon, and granting patents therefor, and for other purposes; which 
was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to introduce 
a bill (S. 67) repealing an act entitled ‘‘An act granting lands to aid in 
the construction of -a railroad and telegraph line from Lake Superior to 
Puget Sound on the Pacific coast by the northern ronte, and for other 
p ;” which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the 
table, to be referred to the Committee on Public Lands when appointed. 

Mr. LAPHAM asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 68) to amend the act establishinga Territorial govern- 
ment for Utah and to change the name to Altamont ; which was read twice 
by its title. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I desire to say that this bill has been prepared un- 
der the direction of a gentleman who served many years as United States 
district judge in that Territory and is entirely familiar with its affairs, 
and who is of opinion that the only way to reach the great evil existing 
there is to change the Territorial government. I ask that the bill be 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary when appointed, 
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That order will be made. 

Mr. LAPHAM (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. 69) to amend an act approved June 
5, 1882, re-establishing the Court of Commissioners of Alabama Claims 
and for the distribution of the unappropriated moneys of the Geneva 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, 


award; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. LAPHAM. This bill I desire to say is made necessary by a de- 
cision of the Court of Commissioners of Alabama Claims. Task thatit 
be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary when appointed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made. 

Mr. LAPHAM asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 70) for the relief of Joseph M. Cumming, Hamilton 
J. Miller, and William McRoberts; which was read twice by its title, 
and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred tothe Committee on Claims 
when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. 71) for the relief of the creditors and assigns of Norman 
Wiard ; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the 
table, to be referred to the Committee on Claims when appointed. 

Mr. PLATT asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 72) to establish schools in Alaska ; which was read 
twice by its title. 

Mr. PLATT. I ask that the bill be referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor when appointed ; and I also present resolutions of 
the Connecticut State Teachers’ Association urging the passage of such 


a bill. 

Mr. HARRISON. With respect to the reference proposed by the 
Senator from: Connecticut, I desire to suggest that as there were at the 
last session before the Committee on Territories, and are now prepared 
and ready to be introduced again, certain bills in relation to the organ- 
ization of civil government in Alaska, he should allow this bill also to 
go to that committee, as it would be very appropriate in connection 
with such legislation as is proposed there, and in order to make the 
proposed action harmonious the question of education should be con- 
sidered in the same connection. 

Mr. PLATT. Lintroduced the bill by request, and was requested 
to suggest its reference to the Committee on Education and Labor; 
but upon the assurance of a member of the Committee on Territories I 
have no objection to the reference that he proposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill, with the accompanying 

will be referred to the Committee on Territories when appointed. 

Mr. HILL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 73) for the retirement of small legal-tender notes; which 
was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred 
to the Committee on Finance when e#ppointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to introduce 
a bill (S. 74) to enable the State of Colorado to take lands in lieu of the 
sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections, found to be mineral lands, and to 
secure to the State of Colorado the benefits of the act of July 2, 1862, 
entitled ‘‘An act donating public lands to the several States and Terri- 
tories which may provide colleges for the benefit of agriculture and the 
mechanic arts;’’ which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie 
on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Public Lands when 


gi rae 

. DAWES asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 75) forthe relief of Lucy D. Hooper; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Pensions when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained Jeave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 76) authorizing the President of the United States to 
appoint Lieut. William P. Randalla lieutenant-commander on the re- 
tired list of the Navy; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to 
lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs when 
appointed. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. 77) for the disposal of the public 
lands; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, 
to be referred to the Committee on Public Lands when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 78) for the erection of a public building at La Crosse, 
Wis.; which was read twice by its title, and ordered ta lie on the table, 
to be referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds when 
appointed. 

Piir. MILLER, of New York (by request), asked and, by unanimous 
consent, obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. 79) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘ An act to confirm certain private land claims in the Territory 
of New Mexico;’’ which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie 
on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims 
when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 80) for the relief of William W. Webb; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. 81) to confirm the title of Benjamin F. Pope to his 
office of assistant surgeon of the United States Army; which was read 


- 


twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. 82) for the relief of George Frick; which was read twice 
by its title, and ordered to lie ‘on the table, to be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 83) for the relief of John H. Walker, late a captain in 
United States Army; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to 
lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MCMILLAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 84) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
ascertain the amounts due to citizens of the United States for supplies 
furnished to the Sioux or Dakota Indians of Minnesota sifbsequent to 
August, 1860, and prior to the massacre of August, 1862, and providi 
for the payment thereof; which was read twice by its title, and orde 
to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs 
when eee 

Mr. JONAS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 85) for the relief of the Citizens’ Bank of Louisiana; 
which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be 
referred to the Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 86) for the relief of L. Madison Day; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. 87) providing for the relief of the heirs of 
Maurice Grivot; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on 
the table, to be referred to the Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 88) to provide for the payment of the claim of Joseph 
R. Shannon, of Louisiana; which was read twice by its title, and or- 
dered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Claims 
when appointed. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. 89) for the relief of Mrs. Eliza E. Hebert; 
which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be 
referred to the Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 90) to extend the provisions of the act of March 
2, 1855, to lands selected as swamp lands by the State of Louisiana 
under the act of March 2, 1849; which was read twice by its title, and 
ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands when appointed. 

Mr. GORMAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 91) for the relief of the trustees of Isaac R. 
Trimble of the city of Baltimore, Mda.; which was read twice by its 
title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 92) for the relief of Michael J. Brown; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 93) for the relief of Terence and Joseph Byrne, of Wash- 
ington County, Maryland; which was read twice by its title, and ordered 
to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Claims when ap- 
pointed. i 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 94) for the relief of Jacob D. Eavey; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 95) for the relief of Mrs. Catharine Litle, of Washington 
County, Maryland; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie 
on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 96) for the relief of the estate of Jacob Grim, late of 
Washington County, Maryland; which was read twice by its title, and 
ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Claims 
when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 97) for the relief of Michael Bartholow; whieh was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 98) for the relief of George E. Stonebraker, of Washington 
County, Maryland; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to 
eoi tos table, to be referred to the Committee on Claims when ap- 

an - 

SH also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 99) for the relief of George E. Stonebraker, administrator 
of Christian Stonebraker, deceased; which was read twice by its title, 
and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on 
Claims when appointed. 
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He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 100) for the resief of Robert K. Thrasher; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Claims when appointed: 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 101) for the relief of William W. Wenner, executor of 
the estate of Joseph Waltman; which was read twice by its title, and 
ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Claims 
when appointed. - 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 102) for the relief of Israel Kessler, of Frederick County, 
Maryland; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the 
table, to be referred to the Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 103) for the relief of Isaac Renn; which was read twice 
by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 104) for the relief of Abraham Shaff, of Frederick 
County, Maryland; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to 
lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Claims when ap- 
pointed. 

He alsoasked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to introduce 
a bill (S. 105) for the relief of George Thomas of H., of Frederick County, 
Maryland; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the 
table, to be referred to the Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimousconsent, obtained leave to introduce 
a bill (S. 106) for the relief of Michael Culler, of Frederick County, 
Maryland; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the 
table, to be referred to the Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to introduce 
a bill (S. 107) for the relief of Charles W. Hoffman, executor of the es- 
tate of William C. Hoffman; which was read twice by its title, and 
ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Claims 
when appointed. 

He also asked and, by wnanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 108) for the relief of Ezra M. Thomas, of Frederick County, 
Maryland; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the 
table, to be referred to the Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, hy unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 109) for the relief of William H. Vinson; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He alse asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 110) for the relief of Benjamin Duvall, of Montgomery 
County, Maryland; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to 
lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Claims when ap- 
pointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 111) forthe relief of Thomas H. Rabbitt, of Montgom- 
ery County, Maryland; which was read twice by its title, and ordered 
to ate the table, to be referred to the Committee on Claims when ap- 
pointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8.112) for the relief of Benjamin F. Ball, of Montgomery 
County, Maryland; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to 
ae table, to be referred to the Committee on Claims when ap- 

n 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 113) for the relief of Stephen M. Lyddane, of Montgom- 
ery County, Maryland; which was read twice by its title, and ordered 
to ees the table, to be referred to the Committee on Claims when ap- 
pointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 114) for the relief of William A. Wroe; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 115) for the relief of William Rouzer; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 116) for the relief of Henrietta Talbert and Susan Ben- 
son, heirs of Jonathan B. Benson, deceased; which was read twice by 
its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee 
on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 117) for the relief of Margaret A. Hickman; which was 
read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to 
the Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 118) for the relief of Robert W. Smoot; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 119) for the relief of Samuel T. Magruder; which was 
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read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred 
to the Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 120) for the relief of Reuben Rowzee, of Montgomery 
County, Maryland; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to 
lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Claims when ap- 

inted. 

Pole also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 121) for the relief of William T. Lewis, executor of 
John H. Lewis, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and or- 
dered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Claims 
when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 122) for the relief of Henry A. Pumphrey; which was 
read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to 
the Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 123) for the relief of William S. Wilson, of Montgomery 
County, Maryland; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to 
lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Claims when ap- 
pointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 124) for the relief .of W. S. Offutt, jr., of Montgomery 
County, Maryland; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie 
on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S, 125) for the relief of Lewis W.cand Sarah E. Williams, 
of Montgomery County, Maryland; which was read twice by its title, 
and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on 
Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 126) for the relief of Elizabeth A. Jarboe, of Montgomery 
County, Maryland ; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie 
on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 127) for the relief of the estate of Louisa G. Beall, late of 
Montgomery County, Maryland ; which was read twice by its title, and 
ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Claims 
when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to introduce 
a bill (S. 928) for the relief of Charles A. Duvall, of Montgomery County, 
Maryland ; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the 
table, to be referred to the Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 129) for the relief of Osborn S. Wilson, of Montgomery 
County, Maryland ; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to 
lie te the table, to be referred to the Committee on Claims when ap- 
pointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent; obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 130) for the relief of Howard Griffith ; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 131) for the relief of Richard T. West, of Montgomery 
County, Maryland ; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to 
lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Claims when ap- 
pointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to introduce 
a bill (S. 132) for the relief of Sarah Ellen Cady; which was read twice 
“by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to introduce 
a bill (S. 133) for the relief of Jaspar M. Jackson; which was read twice 
by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Cluims when appointed. 

Healso asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to introduce 
a bill (S. 134) for the relief of James F. Peerce; which was read twice by 
its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee 
on Claims when appointed. z 

Mr. CALL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 135) for the donation of the public land known as the 
Fort Brooke military reservation, in Florida, to the town of Tampa, in 
Florida; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, 
to be referred to the Committee on Public Lands when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to introduce 
a bill (S. 136) for thecontinnance of work on the bar at the mouth of the 
Saint John’s River, Florida ; which was read twice by its title, and or- 
dered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Com- 

when appointed. 
e also asked and, by unanimousconsent, obtained leave to introduce 
a bill Ase 137) for the relief of Ellen C. Long and Mary K. Brevard, heirs 
of Richard K. Call, deceased ; which was read twice by its title, and 
ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Claims 
when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous gonsent, obtained leave to intro- 

duce a bill (S. 138) making an appropriation for lighting the Saint 


John’s River, Florida ; which was read twice by its title, and ordered 
to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Commerce when 
appointed. 

Mr. MAXEY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 139) for the relief of C. M. Wilcox; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs when appointed. 

_ Mr. BLAIR asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 140) to establish a bureau of statistics of labor; 
which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 141) to fix and regulate the hours of labor of laborers, 
workmen, and mechanics employed by the Government of the United 
States ; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, 
to be referred to the Committee on Education and Labor when ap- 

inted. 

Pie also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. 142) for the relief of Isaac Polhamus, jr., 
and others ; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the 
table, to be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs when ap- 
inted. 

Pete also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introdnce a bill (S. 143) for the relief of Willis N. Arnold; 
which was read twicg by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 144) granting a pension to George W. Bean; which was 

` read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to 
the Committee on Pensions when appointed. 

Mr. BUTLER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 145) making appropriation for continuing work 
on the jetties at Charleston Harbor; which was read twice by its title, 
and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on 
Commerce when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 146) making appropriation for the erection of a public 
building at Greenville, 8. C.; which was read twice by its title, and 
ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds when appointed. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S, 147) to authorize the purchase of a 
site for a building for a post-office, court-house, and other offices in San 
Francisco, Cal.; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on 
the table, to be referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 148) to provide civil government for Alaska, and for other 
pepon; which was read ttvice by its title, and ordered to lie on the 
table, to be referred to the Committee on Territories when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 149) to correct the western and southern boundaries of 
the White Mountain Indian reservation, in the Territory of Arizona; 
which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs when appointed. 

Mr. HAWLEY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 150) granting a pension to Sarah Denny Ripley; 
which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be 
referred to the Committee on Pensions when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 151) to amend an act entitled “An act to incorporate 
the National Safe Deposit Company of Washington, in the District of 
Columbia,” approved January 22, 1867; which was read twice by its 
title, and ordered to lie on the'table, to be referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia when appointed. 

Mr. HARRISON asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (8. 152) to fix the salary of the judge of the district 
court of the United States for the district of Indiana; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. 153) providing a civil government for the Territory of 
Alaska; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the 
table, to be referred to the Committee on Territories when appointed. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida (by request), asked and, by unanimous con- 
sent, obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. 154) to extend the provisions 
of section 4631, Title LVI, Prize, of the Revised Statutes, and of the 
act of June 8, 1874, in relation to prize-money to fleet-officers; which 
was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs when appointed. 

Mr. SEWELL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 155) for the protection of fisheries on the Atlantic 
coast; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, 
to be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimousyonsent, obtained leave to iatroduce 
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a bill (S. 156) to amend section 1661 of the Revised Statutes, making 
an annual appropriation to provide for arms for the militia; which was 
read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs when appointed. 

Healso asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to introduce 
a bill (S. 157) to reorganize the Inspector-General’s ent of the 
Army; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, 
to be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to introduce 
a bill (S. 158) for the relief of Fitz-John Porter; which was read twice 
by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous: consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 159) for the relief of Rodman M. Price, late United 
States Navy; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on 
the table, to be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs when ap- 
pointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 160) for the erection of a public building at den, 
N. J.; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, 
to be referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds when 
appointed. 

Mr. BECK asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 161) to establish the eastern judicial district of Ken- 
tucky; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, 
to be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 162) to provide for the erection of a public building in 
the city of Lexington, Ky.; which was read twice by its title, and or- 
dered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. 163) for the relief of J. D. Butler; which was read twice 
by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 164) for the relief of John C. Herndon; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 165) for the relief of William H. Gray; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 166) for the relief of Oliver H. Perry, administrator of 
Mary Seott, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to 
Haon the table, to be referred to. the Committee on Claims when ap- 
pointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 167) for the relief of John Thorns; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 168) for the relief of George Denny, sr.; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 169) for the relief of Amelia B. Caldwell, administratrix 
of John B. Caldwell, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and 
ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Claims 
when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S, 170) for the relief of Thomas M. Redd; which was read 
twice hy its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 171) for the relief of J. W. Bowling and J. S. Gollady; 
which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be 
referred to the Committee on Claims when appointed. : 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 172) for the relief of Robert ; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Claims when appointed. 

Mr. BECK. In the case of all these private bills to be referred to the 
Committee on Claims there are papers on file which I ask to have with- 
drawn for reference with the bills. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Have there been adverse reports 
made upon them? f 

Mr. BECK. No adverse report has been made in any of these cases, 


I think. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order will be made, subject to 
Mr. GEORGE asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 


the rule. 
introduce a bill (S. 173) to provide a building for the use of the United 
States courts, post-office, custom-office, and internal-revenue office at 
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Vicksburg, Miss.; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to 
lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Publie Buildings 
and Grounds when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 174) to preserve and improve ‘the harbor at Vicksburg, 
in the State of Mississippi; which was read twice by its title, and or- 
dered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Commerce 
when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 175) to enlarge the powers and duties of the Department 
of Agriculture; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lieon the 
table, to be referred to the Committee on Agriculture when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
. duce a bill (S. 176) to Pedan employés and servants engaged in foreign 

and interstate commerçe, and employés in the District of Columbia 
and the Territories of the United States; which was read twice byits 
title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 177) to enforce forfeiture to the United States of lands 
heretofore granted to railroad corporations, and to apply the same to 
education; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the 
table, to be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 178) to repeal section 714 of the Revised Statutes, allow- 
ing pensions to judges in certain cases; which was read twice by its title, 
and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary when appointed. 

Mr. HAMPTON (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. 179) to provide for the settlement 
of the claims of the officers and soldiers of the Revolutionary army, and 
of the widows and children of those who died in the service; which was 
read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to 
the Committee on Revolutionary Claims when appointed. 

Mr. ALDRICH asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 180) for the relief of Stephen N. Smith; which was 
read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to 
the Committee on Patents when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 181) to provide for ascertaining and settling a certain 
private land claim in the Territory of Arizona; which was read twice 
by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 182) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to pur- 
chase land adjacent to the custom-house in the city of Providence, 
R.I.; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, 
to be referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds when 
appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 183) to remove the charge of desertion from the military 
record of William Hull; which was read twice by its title, and ordered 
to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs 
when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 184) for the relief of William G. Budlong; which was 
read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to 
the Committee on Patents when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 185) granting a pension to Mrs. MaryS. W. Harris; which 
was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 186) granting a pension to Penelope T. Heald; which was 
read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the t table, to be referred to 
the Committee on Pensions when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 187) onl section 4414 of the Revised Statutes; which 
was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 188) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. Ryan; 
which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be 
referred to the Committee on Pensions when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 189) granting a pension to Amos C. Weeden; which was 
read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to 
the Committee on Pensions when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 190) to amend section 2763 of the Revised Statutes, re- 

` lating to use of steam-launches in going on board of vessels; which 
was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred 
to the Committee on Commerce when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 191) for the relief of George C. and William J. Munro; 
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which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be 
referred to the Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 192) granting a pension to Mary A. Mykins; which was 
read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred 
to the Committee on Pensions when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 193) to amend section 2983 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, so that the duties paid upon sugars shall be assessed. 
upon the quantity delivered from, instead of the quantity entered into, 
bonded warehouses; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to 
lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Finance when ap- 
pointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 194) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to con- 
vey land in Providence, R. I., for highway p ; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be ‘referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 195) granting a pension to Emily Munroe; which was 
read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to 
the Committee on Pensions when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 196) for the relief of the devisees of the late Daniel. 
Carroll; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the 
table, to be referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia 
when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to introduce 
a bill (S. 197) to amend section 1571 of the Revised Statutes, in regard 
to service in the Navy; which was read twice by its title, and ordered 
to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs 
when appointed. 

Mr. GARLAND. This morning the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
BECK] introduced a bill in reference to certain oaths prescribed in the 
statutes, and the President of the Senate also introduced a bill in refer- 
ence to sections 1756 and 1757 on that subject. In June, 1882, the 
Committee on the Judiciary, by a unanimous report, instructed me to 
bring in a bill covering those subjects, which I reported, but it was 
never reached upon the Calendar. | I ask leave now, without previous 
notice, to introduce the bill, and to have it referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary when appointed. 

By unanimous consent leave was granted to introduce a bill (S. 198) 
amending section 1218 of the Revised Statutes, in reference to the dis- 
qualification of persons from appointment to any position in the Army 
of the United States, and for other purposes; which was read twice by 


its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Commit- 


tee on the Judiciary when appointed. 

Mr. MITCHELL asked , by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 199) for the relief of the heirs of Richard W. Meade; 
which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be 
referred to the Committee on Claims when appointed. 

Mr. MITCHELL. [I also ask, if it be necessary under the rules, that 
the papers on file in the Secretary’s office relating to the case covered 
by the bill just introduced be referred to the Committee on Claims when 
appointed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Has there been an adverse report? 

Mr. MITCHELL. There has not; on the contrary, a favorable re- 


port. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The order for the withdrawal of the 
papers in this case and their reference to the committee to which the 
bill is to be referred will be granted, subject to the rule, if there be no 
objection. 

Mr. VEST asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 200) authorizing the construction of a bridge over the 
Mississippi River at Saint Lonis, Mo.; which was read twice by its title, 
and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 201) to establish rules for preventing collisions at sea and 
on the waters of the United States; which was read twice by its title, 
and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 202) for the relief of John L. ; which was 
read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred, 
with the sonipa papers, to the Committee on Pensions when 
appointed. 

He also əsked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 203) to remove certain burdens on the American mer- 
chant marine, to encourage the American foreign carrying trade, and 
to amend the laws relating to the shipment and di of seamen; 
which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be 
referred to the Committee on Commerce when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 204) to repeal sections 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, and 9 of the act 
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of Congress approved June 10, 1880, entitled ‘‘Ar act to amend the stat- 
utes in relation to immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for 
other purposes;’’ which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on 
the table, to be referred to the Committee on Commerce when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 205) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to ex- 
amine certain vouchers filed by the State of Missouri for pay due to the 
officers and men of the militia of said State for military services, as 
evidenced by the proper pay-rolls heretofore filed with, accepted by, 
and paid upon, by the Government of the United States, and to report 
to Congress; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on 
the table, to be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs when 
appointed. 

3 e also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 206) making appropriation for the purchase of ground 
and the erection thereon, in the city of Washington, of a building to be 
used as ahall of records; which was read twice by its title, and ordered 
to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 207) to amend section 1190 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, relating to paymasteérs’ clerks of the United States Army; 
which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 208) providing for the appointment of commissioners to 
ascertain what just claims for military services performed by officers 
and privates of the military forces of the State of Missouri in the sup- 

ression of the rebellion, in concert with the authorities of the United 
Btates and subject to their orders, still remain unpaid and not assumed 
by said State, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, 
and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to introduce 
a bill (S. 209) to establish a United States court in the Indian Territory, 
and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to 
lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Territories when 
appointed, 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to introduce 
a bill (S. 210) donating to the city of Saint Louis, Mo., a certain strip 
of land for street purposes; which was read twice by its title, and ordered 
to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to introduce 
a bill (S. 211) for the relief of the legal representatives of the owners of 
the steamerSultana; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie 
on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. 212) for the relief of Richard F. Barrett; which was 
read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to 
the Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 213) for the relief of Joseph Knight; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 214) for the relief of Maria E. Warfield; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 215) to prohibit clerks of the Federal courts from col- 
lecting fees in any common-law action for copying the papers filed in 
such cause in a book styled ‘‘The Final Record,” and for other pur- 
poses ; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, 
to be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. 216) fixing compensation of United States marshals and 
deputies, and for other purposes ; which was read twice by its title, 
and. ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 217) to amend section 3734 of the Revised Statutes, and 
to provide for the erection of public buildings by contract with the low- 
est bidders ; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on 
the table, to be referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds when appointed. _ 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 218) fixing the compensation of United States district 
attorneys, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and 
ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary when appointed, : 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in 
duce a bill (S. 219) to authorize the construction of bridges across the 
Missouri River between its mouth and the mouth of the Dakota or 
James River, and across the Mississippi River between the port of Saint 
Paul, in the State of Minnesota, and the port of Natchez, in the State 
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of Mississippi, and across the Illinois River between its mouth and Peoria, 
in the State of Illinois, and to prescribe the character, location, and di- 
mensions of the same; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to 
lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Commerce when 
appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 220) to donate Lake Creve Cour, in Saint Louis County, 
Missouri, to the State of Missouri; which wasread twice by its title, and 
ordered to lic on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 221) to amend sections 2474 and 2475 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, setting apart a certain tract of land lying 
near the headwaters of the Yellowstone River as a public park; which 
was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred 
to the Committee on Territories when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 222) tor the relief of certain officers of the Missouri 
State militia; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on 
the table, to be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs when 
appointed, 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 223) for the relief of Helen M. Fiedler; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations when appointed. 

Mr. CALL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 224) for the erection of a public building at Jackson- 
ville, Fla.; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the 
table, to be referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 225) providing for a public building at Key West, Fla.; 
which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds when 
appointed. 

Mr. MORRILL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce 9. bill (S. 226) relating to coinage, silver certificates, and 
United States notes ; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask to have the bill printed and lie on the table. 
Whether all will agree with every part of the bill or not, I am quite 
sure that some action will be i as necessary at the present 
time by all. I give notice that I propose to-morrow, or at an early 
day, to submit some remarks explanatory of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will lie upon the table. 

Mr. HILL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 227) to establish a system of postal telegraphs in the 
United States; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. HILL. I move that the bill be printed and lie on the table 
until otherwise ordered. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LOGAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave toin- 
troduce a bill (S. 228) to appropriate and expend $50,000,000, derived 
from the internal-revenue taxes and sale of public lands, for the edu- 
cation of all the children living in the United States; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. VEST asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a joint resolution (S. R. 1) for the payment of certain moneys 
to the Crow Indians and the confederated tribes of Flathead, Koote- 
nay, and Pend d’Oreille Indians, in Montana Territory; which wasread 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a joint resolution (S. R. 2) for the relief of Helen M. Fiedler; 
which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations when appointed. 

Mr. ALDRICH asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a joint resolution (S. R. 3) for the relief of the widow and 
children of John W, Judson, late agent of the United States at Oswego, 
N. Y., for public works on Lake Ontario; which was read suey its 
title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee 
on Claims when appointed. 

Mr. LAMAR asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a joint resolution (S. R. 4) to provide for the settlement of ac- 
counts with the Mobile and Ohio Railroad Company; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Railroads when appointed. 

Mr. WILSON asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a joint resolution (S. R. 5) proposing an amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. WILSON. I desire that the joint resolution may be laid upon 
the table for the present; and I wish to say that to-morrow, or at such 
early time as may accord with the pleasure of the Senate, it is my pur- 
pose to submitsome observations concerning it, after which I shell move 
its reference to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

an PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will lie on the 
table. 
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ORGANIZATION OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr, CLARK, the Clerk of the House of Representatives, appeared be- 
low the bar of the Senate, and said: Z 

Mr. President, I am directed by the House of Representatives to in- 
form the Senate that a quorum of the House has assembled, and that 
Joun G. CARLISLE, a Representative from the State of Kentucky, has 
been chosen Speaker, and JOHN B. CLARK, jr., a citizen of the State 
of Missouri, Clerk ; and that the House of Representatives is ready to 
proceed to business. 

Iam further directed to inform the Senate that the House has 
a resolution that a committee of three be appointed on the part of the 
House of Representatives to join the committee appointed on the part 
of the Senate to wait upon the President of the United States and in- 
form him that a quorum of the two Houses has assembled, and that 
Congress is ready to receive any communication he may be pleased to 
make. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN ANI) REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr, LAMAR, it was 


Ordered, That the papra relating to the claim of the Mobile and Ohio Rail- 
road eon ned be taken from the files of the Senate and referred to the Com- 
mittee on roads when appointed. 


On motion of Mr. HARRIS, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and accompanying papers in the case of Frances 
E. Stewart, administratrix of Michael S. Stewart, deceased, of the State of Ten- 
nessee, be taken from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on 
Claims when appointed, 


On motion of Mr. MILLER, of New York, it was 

Ordered, That permission is hereby given to Capt. John H. Walker, late of 
the Fourteenth United States Infantry, or his representative, to withdraw from 
the files of the United States Senate the papers accompan his petition for 
relief, filed in the second session of the Forty-sixth Congress, subject to the rules 
of the Senate, 

On motion of Mr. MAXEY, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of C. M. Wilcox be withdrawn from the 
files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs when ap- 
pointed, subject to the rule. 


SIOUX INDIAN INVESTIGATION. 
Mr. DAWES submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to : 
Resolved, That the testimony taken by the select committee appointed March 
1883, to examine into the condition of the Sioux Indians upon their reserva- 


2 
tion, and into the grievances of the Indian tribes in the Territory of Montana, 
be printed for the use of the committee only. 


THE YELLOWSTONE NATIONAL PARK. 


Mr. VEST. Loffer the following resolution, and ask for its present 
consideration: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to transmit to the Sen- 
ate copies of.all leases, contracts, orders, instructions, or regulations made or 
issued by the Interior Department since the last session of Congress in relation 
to the Yellowstone National Park; also copies of any applications made for the 

rivilege of erecting hotels or other buildings or for transporting tourists or vis- 

tors in said park, and what action was taken as to such applications; also the 
names of the persons es oye policemen or assisfunts to the superintendent 
of the park, and from what States they were appointed, and whether are 
now residing in the park, as required by law; also copies of all correspondence 
aag Forged papers in to said park placed on file in the Department since 
the session, 


_ The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the resolu- 


tion. 

I ask the Senator from Missouri to also add copies of 
all orders issued by the Interior Department in reference to exclusive 
privil in the park. 

Mr. VEST. I believe that is included in the resolution. 

Mr. DAWES. I did not quite understand it. 

Mr. VEST. I intended it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be again read. 

The resolution was read. 

Mr. DAWES. I think if the Senator would add ‘‘also by order of 
the Department ’’ he would reach what I have in my mind. 

Mr. VEST. I have no objection to that modification. 

Mr. DAWES. Let it read, ‘issued by the Department or by its 
order.” j 

Mr. VEST. That would be a good amendment. Let the resolution 
be so modified. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri modifies 
his resolution by adding after the words ‘‘ made or issued by the In- 
terior Department” the words ‘‘ or by its order,” and, so modified, he 
asks for the adoption of the resolution. 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 

LEASES IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Mr. WALKER submitted the following resolution; which was con- 

sidered by unanimous consent, and a to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed to 
furnish, for the information of the Senate, copies of all documents and corre- 
spondence in his office relating to leases of lands in the Indian Territory to citi- 
zens of the United States for cattle-grazing and other purposes. 


RECESS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further concurrent or 


other resolutions, there being no Calendar, and no business upon the 
table, the Chair awaits the further pleasure of the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN (at 1 o’clock and 55 minutes p. m.). On account 
of some delay in the organization of the other House, the committee 
have not been able to perform the duty enjoined upon them by the 
Senate and the House, to wait upon the President. I suggest, there- 
fore, as further delay ought not to be created, that the Senate take a 
recess until half past 2 o’clock. I am told that by that time probably 
we shall be able to perform our duty. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Ohio, that the Senate take a recess until 
half past 2 o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to; and at the expiration of the recess (at 2 
o’clock and 30 minutes p. m.) the Senate reassembled. 

I move that the 


Mr. PLATT (at 2 o'clock and 35 minutes p. m.). 
Senate take a further recess until 3 o'clock. 

The motion was agreed to; and at the expiration of the recess (at 3 
o’clock p. m.) the Senate reassembled. 


NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. SHERMAN and Mr. BAYARD, the committee appointed in con- 
junction with a similar committee of the House of Representatives to 
ie upon the President of the United States, appeared below the bar, 
ani 

Mr. SHERMAN said: The committee on the part of the two Houses, - 
directed by the ive Houses to wait upon the President andinform 
him of their organization and that they were ready to receive any com- 
munication he might see proper to make to them, have performed their 
duty; and he requests the committee to inform the two Houses that he 
sends them the compliments of the season, his congratulations upon their 
organization, and that he will immediately communicate to them a mes- 
sage in writing. 

PRESIDENT’S ANNUAL MESSAGE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will receive a message 
from the President of the United States. 

Mr. O. L. PRUDEN, one of the secretaries of the President of the 
United States, appeared at the bar of the Senate, and said: 

Mr. President, I am directed by the President of the United States 
to deliver to the Senate a message in writing. 

The message was received from the Secretary and handed to the 
President pro tempore, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the annual message of the President of the United States, which the 
Secretary will read. 

The Acting Secretary of the Senate (Mr. FRANCIS E. SHoper) read 
the message, as follows: 

To the Congress of the United States: 

At the threshold of your deliberations I congratulate you upon the 
favorable aspect of the domestic and foreign affairs of this Govern- 
ment. 

7 Our relations with other countries continue to be upon a friendly 

boting. 

With the Argentine Republic, Austria, Belgium, Brazil, Denmark, 
Hayti, Italy, Santo Domingo, and Sweden and Norway no incident has 
occurred which calls for special comment. The recent opening of new 
lines of telegraphic communication with Central America and Brazil 
permitted the interchange of messages of friendship with the govern- 
ments of those countries. 

During the year there have been perfected and proclaimed consular 
and commercial treaties with Serbia and a consular treaty with Rou- 
mania, thus extending our intercourse with the Danubian countries, 
while our eastern relations have been put upon a wider basis by trea- 
ties with Corea and M The new boundary-survey treaty with 
Mexico, a trades-mark convention and a supplementary treaty of ex- 
tradition with Spain, and conventions extending the duration of the 
Franco-American Claims Commission have also been proclaimed. 

Notice of the termination of the fisheries articles of the treaty of 
Washington was duly given to the British Government, and the recip- 
rocal privileges and exemptions of the treaty will accordingly cease on 
July 1, 1885. The fisheries industries, pursued by a numerous class of 
our citizens on the northern coasts both of the Atlantic and Pacific 
Oceans, are worthy of the fostering care of Congress. Whenever 
brought into competition with the like industries of other countries, our 
fishermen, as as our manufacturers of fishing appliances and pre- 
parers of fish products, have maintained a foremost place. I suggest 
that Congress create a commission to consider the general question of 
our rights in the fisheries and the means of opening to our citizens, 
under just and enduring conditions, the richly stocked fishing waters 
and sealing grounds of British North America. 

Question has arisen touching the deportation to the United States 
from the British Islands, by governmental or municipal aid, of persons 
unable there to = a living and equally a burden on the community 
here. Such of these persons as fall under the pauper class as defined 
by law have been sent back in accordance with the provisions of our 
statutes. Her Majesty’s Government has insisted that precautions have 
been taken before shipment to prevent these objectionable visitors from 
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‘coming hither without guarantee of support by their relatives in this 
country. The action of the British authorities in applying measures for 
relief has, however, in so many cases proved ineffectual, and especially 
so in certain recent instances of needy emigrants reaching our territory 
through Canada, that a revision of our legislation upon this subject may 
be deemed advisable. Correspondence relative to the Clayton-Bulwer 
treaty has been continued and will be laid before Congress. 

The legislation of France against the importation of prepared swine 
products from the United States has been repealed. That result is due 
no less to the friendly representations of this Government than to a 
growing conviction in France that the restriction was not demanded by 
any real danger to health. ` 

Germany still prohibits the introduction of all swine products from 
America. I extended to the Imperial Government a friendly invita- 
tion to send experts to the United States to inquire whether the use of 
those products was dangerous to health. This invitation was declined. 
I have believed it of such importance, however, that the exact facts 
should be ascertained and promulgated, that I have appointed a com- 

tent commission to make a thorough investigation of the subject. 

ts members have shown their publie spirit by accepting their trust 
without pledge of compensation, but I trust that Congress will see in 
the national and international bearings of the matter a sufficient motive 
for providing at least for reimbursement of such expenses as they may 
necessarily incur. 

The coronation of the ezar at Moscow afforded to this Government 
an occasion for testifying its continued friendship by sending a special 
envoy and a representative of the Navy to attend the ceremony. 

While there have arisen during the year no grave questions affecting 
the status in the Russian Empire of American citizens of other faith 
than that held by the national church, this Government remains firm in 
its conviction that the rights of its citizens abroad should be in nowise 
affected by their religious belief. 

It is understood that measures for the removal of the restrictions 
which now burden our trade with Cuba and Puerto Rico are under 
consideration by the Spanish Government. 

The proximity of Cuba to the United States, apd the peculiar methods 
of administration which there prevail, necessitate constant discussion 
and appeal on our part from the proceedings of the insular authorities. 
I regret to say that the just protests of this Government have not as 
‘yet produced satisfactory results. 

The commission appointed to decide certain claims of our citizens 
against the Spanish Government, after the recognition of a satisfactory 
rule as to the validity and force of naturalization in the United States, 
has finally adjourned. Some of its awards, though made more than 
two years ago, have not yet been paid. Their speedy payment is ex- 

ted 


Claims to a large amount which were held by the late commission to 
be without its jurisdiction have been diplomatically presented to the 
Spanish Government. As the action of the colonial authorities, which 
has given rise to these claims, was admittedly illegal, full reparation 
for the injury sustained by our citizens should be no longer delayed. 

The case of the Masonic has not yet reached a settlement. The Ma- 
nila court has found that the proceedings of which this Government 
has complained were unauthorized, and it is hoped that the Govern- 
ment of Spain will not withhold the speedy reparation which its sense 
of justice should impel it to offer for the unusual severity and unjust 
action of its subordinate colonial officersin the case of this vessel. 

The Helvetian Confederation has proposed the inauguration of a class 
of international treaties for the referment to arbitration of grave ques- 
tions between nations. This Government has assented to the proposed 
negotiation of such a treaty with Switzerland. 

nder the treaty of Berlin, liberty of conscience and civil rights are 
assured to all st in Bulgaria. As the United States have no 
distinct conventional relations with that country and are not a party to 
the treaty, they should in my opinion maintain diplomatic representation 
at Sofia for the improvement of intercourse and the proper protection of 
the many American citizens who resort to that country as missionaries 
and teachers. Isuggest thatI be given authority to establish an agency 
and Leave Yoon at the Bulgarian capital. 

The United States are now participating in a revision of the tariffs of 
the Ottoman Empire. They haveassented to the application of a license 
tax to foreigners doing business in Turkey, but have opposed the oppress- 
‘ive storage tax upon petroleum entering the ports of that country. 

The government of the Khedive has proposed that the authority of 
the mixed judicial tribunals in Egypt be extended so as to cover citi- 
zens of the United States accused of crime who are now triable before 
consular courts. This Government is not indi to accept the 
change, but believes thatits terms should be submitted for criticism to 
the commission appointed to revise the whole subject. 

At no time in our national history hasthere been more manifest need 
of close and lasting relations with a neighboring state than now exists 
with respect to Mexico. The rapid influx of our capital and enterprise 
into that country shows, by what has already been accomplished, the 
vast reciprocal advantages which must attend the progress of its in- 
ternal development. The treaty of commerce and navigation of 1848 
has been terminated by the Mexican Government, and in the absence 
of conventional engagements the rights of our citizens in Mexico now 


depend upon the domestie statutes of that republic. There have been 
instances of harsh enforcement of the laws against our vessels and citi- 
zens in Mexico and of denial of the diplomatic resort for their protec- 
tion. The initial step toward a better understanding has heen taken 
in the negotiation by the commission authorized by Congress of a treaty, 
which is still before the Senate awaiting its approval. 

The provisions for the reciprocal crossing of the frontier by the troops 
in pursuitof hostile Indians have been prolonged foranother year. The 
operations of the forces of both governments against these savages have 
been successful, and several of their most us bands have been 
captured or dispersed by the skill and valor of United States and Mexi- 
can soldiers fighting in a common cause. J 

The convention for the resurvey of the boundary from the Rio Grande 
to the Pacific having been ratified and exchanged, the preliminary re- 
connaissance therein stipulated has been effected. It now rests with 
Congress to make provision for completing the survey and relocating 
the boundary monuments. 

A convention was signed with Mexico on July 13, 1882, providing for 
the rehearing of the cases of Benjamin Weil and the Abra Silver Min- 
ing Company, in whose favor awards were made by the late American 
and Mexican Claims Commission. That convention still awaits the con- 
sent of the Senate. Meanwhile, because of those charges of fraudulent 
awards which have made a new commission necessary, the Executive 
has directed the suspension of payments of the distributive quota re- 
ceived from Mexico. 

Our geographical proximity to Central America and our political and 
commercial relations with the states of that country justify, in my judg- 
ment, such a material increase of our consular corps as will place at 
each capital a consul-general. 

The contest between Bolivia, Chile, and Peru has passed from the 
stage of strategic hostilities to that of negotiation, in which the coun- 
sels of this Government have been exercised. The demands of Chile 
for absolute cession of territory have been maintained, and accepted by 
the party of General Iglesias to the extent of concluding a treaty of 
peace with the Government of Chile in general conformity with the 
terms of the protocol signed in May last between the Chilean com- 
mander and General Iglesias. Asa result of the conclusion of this 
treaty, General Iglesias has been formally recognized by Chile as Pres- 
ident of Peru, and his government installed at Lima, which has been 
evacuated by the Chileans. A call has been issued by General Iglesias 
for a representative assembly, to be elected on the 13th of January, and 
to meet at Lima on the ist of March next. Meanwhile the provisional 
government of General Iglesias has applied for recognition to the prin- 
cipal powers of America and Europe. When the will of the Peruvian 
people shall be manifested I shall not hesitate to recognize the govern- 
ment approved by them. 

Diplomatic and naval representatives of this Government attended 
at Caracas the centennial celebration of the birth of the illustrious 
Bolivar. At the same time the inauguration of the statue of Wash- 
ington in the Venezuelan capital testified to the veneration in which 
his memory is there held. 

Congress at its last Session authorized the Executive to propose to 
Venezuela a reopening of the awards of the mixed commission of Cara- 
eas. The departure from this country of the Venezuelan minister has 
delayed the opening of negotiations for reviving the commission. This 
Government holds that until the establishment of a treaty upon this 
subject the Venezuelan Government must continue to make the pay- 
ments provided for in the convention of 1866. 

There is ground for believing that the dispute growing out of the 
unpaid obligations due from Venezuela to France will be satisfactorily 
adjusted. The French cabinet has proposed a basis of settlement which 
meets my approval, but as it involves a recasting of the annual quotas 
of the foreign debt it has been deemed advisable to submit the pro- 
posal to the judgment of the cabinets of Berlin, Copenhagen, The Hague, 
London, and Madrid. 

At the recent coronation of His Majesty King Kalakaua this Gov- 
ernment was represented both diplomatically and by the formal visit 
of a vessel of war. 

The question of terminating or modifying the existing reciprocity 
treaty with Hawaii is now before Co: I am convinced that the 
charges of abuses and frauds under that treaty have been exaggerated, 
and I renew the suggestion of last year’s message, that the treaty be 
modified wherever its provisions have proved onerous to legitimate 
trade between the two countries. JI am not disposed to favor the entire 
cessation of the treaty relations which have fostered good-will between 
the countries and contributed toward the equality of Hawaii in the 
family of nations. 

In pursuance of the policy declared by this Government of extend- 
ing our intercourse with the Eastern nations, legations have during the 


nt missions of those countries will ere long 
in the United States. A special embassy from Siam is now on its way 


hither. 
Treaty relations with Corea were by the exchange at Seôul, 


on the 19th of May last, of the ratifications of the lately concluded con- 
vention, and envoys from the King of Tah Chosun have visited this 
country and received a cordial welcome. Corea, as yet unacquainted — 
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with the methods of Western civilization, now invites the attention of 
those interested in the advancement of our foreign trade, as it needs 
the implements and products which the United States are ready to 
supply. Weseek no monopoly of its commerce and no advantages over 
other nations, but as the Chosunese, in reaching for a higher civiliza- 
tion, have confided in this Republic, we can not regard with indifference 
any encroachment on their rights. 

China, by the payment of a money indemnity, has settled certain of 
the long-pending claims of our citizens, and I have strong hopes that 
the remainder will soon be adjusted. 

Questions have arisen touching the rights of American and other 
foreign manufacturers in China under the provisions of treaties which 
permit aliens to exercise their industries in that country. On this spe- 
cific point our own treaty is silent, but under the operation of the most- 
favored-nation clause we have like privileges with those of other powers. 
While itis the duty of the Government to see that our citizens have the 
full enjoyment of every benefit secured by treaty, I doubt the expedi- 
ency of leading in a movement to constrain China to admit an interpre- 
tation which we have only an indirect treaty right toexact. The trans- 
ference to China of American capital for the employment there of 
Chinese labor would in effect inaugurate a competition for the control 
of markets now supplied by our home industries. 

There is good reason to believe that the law restricting the immigra- 
tion of Chinese has been violated, intentionally or otherwise, by the 
officials of China upon whom is devolved the duty of certifying that 
the immigrants belong to the excepted classes. 

* Measures have been taken to ascertain the facts incident to this sup- 

posed infraction, and it is believed that the Government of China will 
eropa te with the United States in securing the faithful observance of 
the law. 

The same considerations which prompted Congress at its last session 
to return to Japan the Simonoseki indemnity seems to me to require 
at its hands like action in respect to the Canton indemnity fund, now 
amounting to $300,000. 

The question of the general revision of the foreign treaties of Ja 

has been considered in an international conference held at Tokio, but 
without definite result as yet. This Government is disposed to con- 
cede the requests of Japan to determine its own tariff duties, to provide 
such proper juticial tribunals as may commend themselves to the 
western powers for the trial of canses to which foreigners are parties, 
and to assimilate the terms and duration of its treaties to those of other 
civilized states. 
' Through our ministers at London and at Monrovia this Government 
has endeavored to aid Liberia in its differences with Great Britain 
touching the northwestern boundary of that republic. There is a pros- 
pect of adjustment of the dispute by the adoption of the Mannah Riveras 
the line. This arrangement is a compromise of the conflicting terri- 
torial claims, and takes from Liberia no country over which it has 
maintained effective jurisdiction. 

The rich and populous valley of the Tongo is being opened to com- 
merce by a society called the International African Association, of which 
the King of the Belgians is the president and a citizen of the United 
States the chief executive officer. Large tracts of territory have been 
ceded to the association by native chiefs, roads have been opened, steam- 
boats placed on the river, and the nuclei of states established at twenty- 
two stations under one flag, which offers freedom to commerce and pro- 
hibits the slave trade. The objects of the society are philanthropic. 
It does not aim at permanent political control, but seeks the neutrality 
of the valley. The United States can not be indifferent to this work 
nor to the interests of their citizens involved in it. It may become ad- 
visable for us to co-operate with othercommercial powers in promoting 
the rights of trade and residence in the Congo Valley free from the in- 
terference or political control of any one nation. ; 

In view of the frequency of invitations from foreign governments to 
participate in social and scientific congresses for the discussion of im- 
portant matters of general concern I repeat the suggestion of my last 
message, that provision be made for the exercise of discretionary power 
by the Executive in appointing delegates to such convocations. Able 

ialists are ready to serve the national interests in such capacity 
without personal profit or other compensation than the defrayment ot 
expenses actually incurred, and this a comparatively small annual ap- 
propriation would suffice to meet. 

I have alluded in my previous messages to the injurious and vexatious 
restrictions suffered by our trade in the Spanish West Indies. Brazil, 
whose natural outlet forits great national staple, coffee, is in and through 
the United States, imposes a heavy export duty upon that product. Our 
petroleum exports are hampered in Turkey and in other eastern ports 
by restrictions as to storage and by onerous taxation. For these mis- 
chiefs adequate relief is not always afforded by reciprocity treaties like 
that with Hawaii or that lately negotiated with Mexico and now await- 
ing the action of the Senate. Isit not advisable to provide some measure 
of equitable retaliation in our relations with governments which dis- 
criminate against our own? If, for example, the Executive were em- 

wered to apply to Spanish vessels and cargoes from Cuba and Puerto 

ico the same rules of treatment and scale of penalties for technical 
faults which are applied to our vessels and cargoes in the Antilles, a 
resort to that course might not be barren of good results. 


The report of the Secretary of the Treasury gives a full and inter- 
esting exhibit of the financial condition of the country. 
It shows that the ordinary revenues from all sources for the fiscal year 


ended June 30, 1883, amounted to--------------- $398, 287, 581 95 
Whereof there was received-— 
From customs--_---- --------- $214, 706, 496 93 
From internal revenue-_-~~—- 144, 720, 368 98 
From sales of public lands_-___- 7, 955, 864 42 
From tax on circulation and de- 
posits of national banks --_- 9,111, 008 85 
From profits on coinage, bullion 
deposits, and assays 4, 460, 205 17 
From other sources... 17, 333, 637 60 : 
dS SUE See ee aes 398, 287, 581 95 
For the same period the ordinary expenditures were : 
Por cvit expereea Ces. ole ean 22, 343, 285 76 
For foreign intercourse. ._........-------...---- 2,419, 275 24 
Ror Indiang 2025255 Soa o te ene 7, 362,590 34 
Ror pensions 22 9828 fo 8 area ` 66,012,573 64 
For the military establishment, includingriver and 
harbor improvements and arsenals ..-...------- 48, 911, 382. 93 
For the naval establishment, including vessels, ma- 
chinery, and improvements at navy-yards -__-__ 15, 283, 437 17 
For miscellaneous expenditures, including public 
buildings, light-houses,and collectingtherevenue 40, 098, 432 73 
For expenditures on account of the District of Co- 
PUMA ene E E aetna sat epee 3, 817, 028 48 
For interest on the public debt .---------------- 59, 160, 131 25 
Mbas T cine tate estan aS eee xn le N, 265, 408, 137 54 
Leaving a surplus revenue of___._-.-_------------ 132, 879,444 42 
Which, with an amount drawn from the cash bal- 
ance in the Treasury of__.......-..--.------- 1, 299, 312 55 
Making scce eaan S 134, 178, 756 96 
Was applied to the redemption— 5 
Of bonds for the sinking fund__-..-... -------- 44, 850, 700 00 
Of fractional currency for the sinking fund ------ 46, 556 96 
Of funded loan of 1881, continued at 34 percent. 65, 380, 250 00 
Of loan of July and August, 1861, continued at 34 
DEE CONS eae powesc ges E E saat 20, 594, 600 00 
Of funded loan of 1907...--.-------.  -----.-- 1, 418, 850 00 
Of Taniodd loan oF TRA tc 6 es es ee 719, 150 00 
Of loan of February, 1861_-.-..........----...- 18,000 00 
Of loan of July and August, 1861_-...--_...---- 266, 600 00 
Of loan of March, 1863__....-..--.-.-.--------- 116, 850 00 
Of loan’ Of July; 1883--— ss aca cope sceenc dots 47, 650 00 
Of five-twenties of 1862........-.-..---..--...- 10, 300 00 
Of five-twenties of 1864 ........-.....---....--- 7,050 00 
Of five-twenties of 1865 _.-.......---.--.------- 9,600 00 
Of ten-forties of 1864- ------------------ at Sie 133, 550 00 
Of conadla Of 1805. T A en deli as O 40, 800 00 
Of cqnnols Of 1807 ee ati 235, 700 00 
Of Colisolis GU la Sa R ee * 154,650 00 
Of Oregon-war debt -~.--.<. 2/2 72-222+----4--2- 5, 450 00 
Of refunding certificates -__._.__.-..-.-----..--- 109, 150 00 
Of old demand, compound-interest, and other notes 13, 300 00 
POE. pone A E S 134, 178,756 96 


The revenue for the present fiscal year, actual and estimated, is as 
follows: 


| 
\For the quarter |For the remain: 


ended Septem- 
ber 30, 1883. 
Source, 
Actual. 

MPI OTRO nn O A ATAN $57, 402, 975 67 
From internal revenue.. 29, 662,078 60 
From sale of public lands.. 2,932, 635 17 
From tax on circulation 

National DANKS.......2.....sscsassesserasseessstoresees 1, 557, 800 88 
From Nh ap ea of interest and sinking 

fund, ifie railway companies.............. 521,059 51 
From customs fees, fines, penalties, &c........ 298, 696, 78 
From fees—consular, letters patent, and 

lands.... PULSA ERATE 863, 209 80 
From 

A aA SOLNES BANEASA EK 112, 562, 23 
From profits on coinage, Åc...... sees. sses sesse 950,229 46 
From deposits for surveying public lands.. 172, 461 31 
From reyenues of the District of Columbia.. 256,017 99 
From miscellaneous sources...............:+.+++ 1,237,189 63 | 

Total receipis.........05...teceseecsses<csace neers 
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The actual and estimated expenses for the same period are: 


For the quarter | For the remaining 
on Bopien eve quarters of 
r > | year, 
Object. oe Weighs 


Actual. | Estimated. 


For civil and miscellaneous cepa , in- 


cluding public buildings, light-houses, 
and colidoting the revenue. Soreni ir eki, $15, 385,799 42 $51, 114, 200 58 
For Indians ....,........cseererneerreres il 2, 623, 390 54 4, 126, 609 46 
For PENSIONS ~.,0:crcccsvecesesiressorvessrncreerenac coves 16, 285, 261 98 53, 714, 738 02 
For military establishment, including for- 
tifications, river and harbor improve- 
ments, and arsenals ............ssccecrerseneenenes 13, 512, 204 33 26, 487.795 67 
For naval establishment, including vessels 
and machinery, and improvements at 
PAV EEAS P cde Listener ER 4, 199, 299 69 12, 300, 700 31 
Forexpenditures on account of the District 
of Columbia xe 1, 138, 836 41 2,611, 163 59 
For interest on the publie debt...... 14, 797, 297 96 39,702,702 O4 
Total ordinary expenditures ............. 190, 057, 909 67 
Total receipts, actual and estimated--------------- $343, 000, 000 00 
Total expenditures, actual and estimated -.-------- 258, 000, 000 00 
i 85, 000, 000 00 
Estimated amount due the sinking fund-----.--.-- 45, 816, 741 07 
Leaving a balance of_._.....---..........---- 39, 183, 258 93 


If the revenue for the fiscal year which will end on June 30, 1885, be 
estimated upon the basis of existing laws, the Secretary is of the opinion 
that for that year the receipts will exceed by $60,000,000 the ordinary 
expenditures, including the amount devoted to the sinking fund. 

Hitherto the surplus as rapidly as it has accumulated has been de- 
voted to the reduction of the national debt. 

As a result the only bonds now outstanding which are redeemable at 
the pleasure of the Government are the 3 percents, amounting to about 
$305,000,000. 

The 4} percents, amounting to $250,000,000, and the $737,000,000 4 
percents are not payable until 1891 and 1907, respectively. 

If the surplus shall hereafter be as large as the Treasury estimates 
now indicate, the 3 per cent. bonds may all be redeemed at least four 
years before any of the 4} percents can be called in. The latter at the 
same rate of accumulation of surplus can be paid at maturity, and the 
moneys requisite for the redemption of the 4 percents will be in the 
Treasury many years before those obligations become payable. 

There are t reasons, however, why the national indebtedness 
should not be thus rapidly extinguished. Chief among them is the 
fact that only by excessive taxation is such rapidity attainable. 

In a communication to the Congress at its last session I recommended 
that all excise taxes be abolished except those relating to distilled 
spirits and that substantial reductions be also made in the revennes 
from customs. A statute has since been enacted by which the annual 
tax and tariff receipts of the Government have been cut down to the 
extent of at least fifty or sixty millions of dollars. 

While I have, no doubt that still further reductions may be wisely 
made I do not advise the adoption at this session of any measures for 
large diminution of the national revenues. The results of the legisla- 
tion of the last session of the Congress have not as yet become suffi- 
ciently apparent to justify any radical revision or sweeping modifica- 
tions of existing law. 

In the interval which must elapse before the effects of the act of 
March 3, 1883, can be definitely ascertained a portion at least of the 
surplus revenues may be wisely applied to the long-neglected duty of 
rehabilitating our Navy and providing coast defenses for the protection 
of our harbors. This is a matter to which I shall again advert. 

Immediately associated with the financial subject just discussed is 
the important question what legislation is needed regarding the national 
currency. 

The aggregate amount of bonds now on deposit in the Treasury to 

support the national-bank circulation is about $350,000,000. Nearly 
$200,000,000 of this amount consists of 3 percents, which, as already 
stated, are payable at the pleasure of the Government, and are likely to 
be called in within less than four years unless meantime the surplus 
revenues shall be diminished. 
ł The probable effect of such an extensive retirement of the securities 
which are the basis of the national-bank circulation would be such a 
contraction of the volume of the currency as to produce grave commer- 
cial embarrassments. 

How can this danger be obviated? The most effectual plan, and one 
whose adoption at the carliest practicable opportunity I shall heartily 
approve, has already been indicated. d 

If the revenues of the next four years shall be kept substantially 
commensurate with the expenses, the volume of circulation will not be 
likely to suffer any material disturbance. 


But if, on the other hand, there shall be great delay in reducing tax- 
ation, it will become necessary either to substitute some other form of 
currency in place of the national-bank notes or to make important 
changes in the laws by which their circulation is now controlled. 

In my judgment the latter course is far preferable. I commend to 
your attention the very interesting and thoughtful suggestions upon 
this subject which appear in the Secretary’s report. 

The objections which he urges against the acceptance of any other 
securities than, the obligations of the Government itself as a foundation 
for national-bank circulation seem to me insuperable.: 

For averting tlie threatened contraction two courses have been sug- 
gested, either of which is probably feasible. One is the issuance of 
new bonds, having many years to run, bearing a low rate of interest, 
and exchangeable upon specified terms for those now outstanding. The 
other course, which commends itself to my own judgment asthe better, 
is the enactment of a law repealing the tax on circulation and permitting 
the banks to issue notes for an amount equal to 90 per cent. of the mar- 
ket value instead of as now the face value of their deposited bonds. 
I agree with the Secretary in the belief that the adoption of this plan 
would afford the necessary relief. 

The trade-dollar was coined for the purpose of traffic in countries 
where silver passed at its value as ascertained by its weight and fine- 
ness. It never had a legal-tender quality. Large numbers of these 
coins entered, however, into the volume of our currency. By common 
consent their circulation in domestic trade has now ceased, and they | 
have thus become a disturbing element. They should not be longer 
permitted to embarrass our currency system. I recommend that pro- 
vision be made for their reception by the Treasury and the mints, as 
bullion at a small percentage above the current market price of silver 
of like fineness. 

The Secretary of the advises a consolidation of certain of 
the customs districts of the country, and suggests that the President 
be vested with such power in relation thereto as is now given him in 
respect to collectors of internal revenue by section 3141 of the Revised 
Statutes. The statistics upon this subject which are contained in his 
report furnish of themselves a strong argument in defense of his views. 

At the adjournment of Congress the number of internal-revenue col- 
lection districts was one hundred and twenty-six. By Executive order, 
dated June 25, 1883, I directed that certain of these districts be consol- 
idated. The result has been a reduction of one-third their number, 
which at present is but eighty-three. 

From the report of the Secretary of Warit will be seen thatin only a 
single instance has there been any disturbance of the quiet condition of 
our Indian tribes. A raid from Mexico into Arizona was made in March 
last by asmall party of Indians, which was pursued by General Crook 
into the mountain regions from which it had come. It is confidently 
hoped that serious outbreaks will not again occur and that the Indian 
tribes which have for so many years disturbed the West will hereafter 
remain in peaceable submission, 

I again call your attention to the present condition of our extended 
seacoast, upon which are so many cities whose wealth and impor- 
tance to the country would in time of war invite attack from modern 
armored ships, against which our existing defensive works could give 
no adequate protection. Those works were built before the intro- 
duction of modern heavy rifled guns into maritime warfare, and if they 
are not put in an efficient condition we may easily be subjected to hu- 
miliation by a hostile power greatly inferior to ourselves. As germane 
to this subject, I call your attention to the importance of perfecting our 
submarine-torpedo defenses. The board authorized by the last Con- 
gress to report upon the method which should be adopted for the man- 
ufacture of heavy ordnance adapted to modern warfare has visited the 


principal iron and steel works in this country and in Europe. It is ` 


hoped that its report will soon be made, and that Congress will there- 
upon be disposed to provide suitable facilities and plant for the manu- 
facture of such guns as are now imperatively needed. 

On several occasions during the past year officers of the Army have, 
at the request of the State authorities, visited their militia encamp- 
ments for inspection of the troops. From the reports of these officers 
I am induced to believe that the encouragement of the State militia 
organizations by the National Government would be followed by very 
gratifying results, and would afford it in sudden emergencies the aid 
of a large body of volunteers educated in the performance of military 
duties. 

The Secretary of the Navy reports that under the authority of the 
acts of August 5, 1882and March 3, 1883, the work of strengthening 
our Navy by the construction of modern vessels has been auspiciously 
begun. Three crnisers are in process of construction—the Chicago, of 
4,500 tons displacement, and the Boston and Atlanta, each of 2,500 tons. 
They are to be built of steel, with the tensile strength and ductility pre- 
scribed by law, and in the combination of speed, endurance, and arma- 
ment are expected to compare favorably with the best unarmored war 
vessels of other nations. A fourth vessel, the Dolphin, is to be con- 
ariaa of similar material, and is intended to serve as a fleet dispatch 

t. 

The double-turreted monitors Puritan, Amphitrite, and Terror have 

been launched on the Delaware River, and a contract hasbeen made for 
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the supply of their machinery. A similar monitor, the Monadnock, has 
been launched in California. 

The naval advisory board and the Secretary recommend the com- 
pletion of the monitors, the construction of four gunboats, and also of 
three additional steel vessels like the Chicago, Boston, and Dolphin. 

As an important measure of national defense the Secretary urges also 
the immediate creation of an interior coast-line of water ways across 
the peninsula of Florida, along the coast from Florida to Hampton 
Roads, between the Chesapeake Bay and the Delaware River, and 
through Cape Cod. 

I feel bound to impress upon the attention of Congress the necessity 
of continued progress in the reconstruction of the Navy. The condi- 
tion of the publie Treasury, as I have already intimated, makes the 
present an auspicious time for putting this branch of the service in a 
state of efficiency. 

It is no part of our policy to create and maintain a Navy able to cope 
with that of the other great powers of the world. 

We have no wish for foreign conquest, and the peace which we have 
long enjoyed is in no seeming danger of interruption. 

But that our naval strength should be made adequate for the defense 
of our harbors, the protection of our commercial interests, and the main- 
tenance of our national honor is a proposition from which no patriotic 
citizen can withold his assent. 

The report of the Postwaster-General contains a gratifying exhibit of 
the condition and prospects of the interesting branch of the public serv- 
ice committed to his care. 

It appears that on June 30, 1883, the whole number of post-offices 
was 47,863, of which 1,632 were established during the previous fiscal 
year. The number of offices operating under the system of free deliv- 
ery was 154. 

At these latter offices the postage on local matter amounted to 
$4,195,230.52, a sum exceeding by $1,021,894.01 the entire cost of the 
carrier service of the country. 

The rate of postage on drop-letters passing through these offices is 
now fixed by law at two cents per half ounce or fraction thereof. In 
offices where the carrier system has not been established the rate is 
only half as large. 

It will be remembered that in 1863, when free delivery was first estab- 
lished by law, the uniform single-rate upon local letters was 
one cent; and so it remained until 1872, when in those cities where car- 
rier service was established it was increased in order to defray the ex- 
pense of such service. 

It seems to me that the old rate may now with propriety be restored, 
and that, too, even at the risk of diminishing, for a time at least, the 
receipts from postage upon local letters. 

I can see no reason why that particular class of mail matter should 
be held accountable for the entire cost of not only its own collection 
and delivery but the collection and delivery of all other classes; and I 
am confident, after full consideration of the subject, that the reduction 
of rate would be followed by such a growing accession of business as 
to occasion but slight and temporary loss to the revenues of the Post- 
Office. The Postmaster-General devotes much of his report to the con- 
sideration, in its various aspects. of the relations of the Government to 
the telegraph. Such reflection as I have been able to give to this sub- 
ject since my last annual message has not led me to the views 
which I there expressed in dissenting from the recommendation of the 
then Postmaster-General that the Government assume the same control 
over the telegraph which it has always exercised over the mail. 

Admitting that its authority in the premises is as ample as has ever 
been claimed for it, it would not, in my judgment, be a wise use of that 
authority to purchase or assume the control of existing telegraph lines, 
or to construct others with a view of entering into general competition 
with private enterprise. 

The objections which may be justly urged against either of those 
projects, and indeed against any system which would require an enor- 
mous increase in the civil-service list, do not, however, apply to some 
of the plans which have lately provoked public comment and discus- 
sion. It has been claimed, for example, that Congress might wisely 
authorize the Postmaster-General to contract with some private persons 
or corporation for the transmission of messages, or of a certain class of 
messages, at specified rates and under Government supervision. Vari- 
ous such schemes, of the same general nature but widely differing in 
their special characteristics, have been suggested in the public prints, 
and the arguments by which they have been supported and opposed 
have doubtless attracted your attention. 

It is likely that the whole subject will be considered by you at the 
present session. 

In the nature of things it involves so many questions of detail that 
your deliberations would probably be aided slightly, if at all, by any 
particular suggestions which I might now submit. 

I avow my belief, however, that the Government should be author- 
ized by law to exercise some sort of supervision over interstate tele- 
graphic communication, and I express the hope that for attaining that 
= some measure may be devised which will receive your approba- 

ion. 

The Attorney-General criticises in his report the provisions of exist- 


ing law fixing the fees of jurors and witnesses in the Federal courts. 
These provisions are chiefly contained in the act of February 26, 1853, 
though some of them were introduced into that act from statutes which 
had been passed many years previous. It is manifest that such com- 
pensation as might when these laws were enacted have been just and 
reasonable would in many instances be justly regarded at the present 
day as inadequate. I concur with the Attorney-General in the belief 
that the statutes should be revised by which these fees are Bi grenet 

So, too, should the laws which regulate the compensation of dis 
attorneys and marshals. They should be paid wholly by salaries in- 
stead of in part by fees, as is now the case. 

The change would prove to be a measure of economy, and would dis- 
courage the institution of needless and oppressive legal proceedin 
which, it is to be feared, have in some instances been conducted for the 
mere sake of personal gain. f 

Much interesting and varied information is contained in the report 
of the Secretary or the Interior. 

I particularly call your attention to his presentation of certain phases 
of the Indian question, to his recommendations for the repeal of the 
pre-emption and timber-culture acts, and for more stringent legislation 
to prevent frauds under the pension laws. The statutes which pre- 
scribe the definitions and punishments of crimes relating to pensions 
could doubtless be made more effective by certain amendments and 
additions which are pointed out in the Secretary’s report. 

I have previously referred to the alarming state of illiteracy in certain 
portions of the country, and again submit for the consideration of Con- 
gress whether some Federal aid should not be extended to public pri- 
mary education wherever adequate provision therefor has not already 
been made. 

The Utah Commission has submitted to the Secretary of the Interior 
its second annual report. As a result of its labors in supervising the 
recent election in that Territory, pursuant to the act of March 22, 1882, 
it appears that persons by that act disqualified to the number of about 
12,000 were excluded from the polls. This fact, however, affords little 
cause for congratulation, and I fear that it is far from indicating any 
real and substantial p toward the extirpation of polygamy. All 
the members-elect of the Legislature are Mormons. There is grave 
reason to believe that they are in sympathy with the practices that this 
Government is seeking to suppress, and that its efforts in that 
will be more likely to encounter their opposition than to receive their 
encouragement and support. Even if this view should happily be erro- 
neous, the law under which the commissioners have been acting should 
be made more effective by the incorporation of some such oat on 
amendments as they recommend, and as were included in bill No. 
on the Calendar of the Senate at its last session. 

I am convinced, however, that polygamy has become so strongly in- 
trenched in the Territory of Utah that it is profitless to attack it with 
any but the stoutest weapons which constitutional legislation can 
fashion. I favor, therefore, the repeal of the act upon which the exist- 
ing government depends, the assumption by the National Legislature 
of the entire political control of the Territory, and the establishment 
of £ commission with such powers and duties as shall be delegated to 
it by law. 

The Department of Agriculture is accomplishing much in the direc- 
tion of the agricultural development of the country, and the report of 
the Commissioner, giving the results of his investigations and experi- 
ments, will be found interesting and valuable. 

At his instance a convention of those interestedin the cattle industry 
of the country was lately held at Chicago. The prevalence of pleuro- 
pneumonia and other contagious diseases of animals was one of the 
chief topics of discussion.. A committee of the convention will invite 
your co-operation in investigating the causes of these diseases and pro- 
viding methods for their prevention and cure. 

I trust that Congress will not fail at its present session to put Alaska 
under the protection of law. Its people have repeatedly remonstrated 
against our neglect to afford them the maintenance and protection 
expressly guaranteed by the terms of the treaty whereby that Territory 
was ceded to the United States. For sixteen years they haye pleaded 
in vain for that which they should have received without the asking. 

They have no law for the collection of debts, the support of educa- 
tion, the conveyance of property, the administration of estates, or the 
enforcement of contracts; none indeed for the punishment of criminals, 
except such as offend against certain customs, commerce and naviga- 
tion acts. 

The resources of Alaska, especially in fur, mines, and lumber, are 
considerable in extent and capable of large development, while its 
geographical situation is one of political and commercial importance. 

The promptings of interest therefore, as well as considerations of 
honor and good faith, demand the immediate establishment of civil 
government in that Territory. 

Complaints have lately been numerous and urgent that certain cor- 
porations, controlling in whole or in part the facilities for the interstate 
carriage of persons and merchandise over the great railroads of the 
country, have resorted in their dealings with the public to divers meas- 
ures unjust and oppressive in their character. 

In some instances the State governments haveattacked and suppressed 
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these evils, but in others they have been unable to afford adequate relief 
because of the jurisdictional limitations which are imposed upon them 
by the Federal Constitution. 

The question how far the National Government may lawfully inter- 
fere in the premises, and what, if any, supervision'or control it ought 
to exercise, is one which merits your careful consideration. 

While we can not fail to recognize the importance of the vast railway 
systems of the country and their great and beneficent influences upon 
the development of our material wealth, we should, on the other hand, 
remember that no individual and no corporation ought to be invested 
with absolute power over the interests of any other citizen or class of 
citizens. The right of these railway corporations to a fair and profit- 
able return upon their investments and to reasonable freedom in their 
regulations must be recognized; but it seems only just that, so far as 
its constitutional authority will permit, Congress should protect the 
people at large in their interstate traffic against acts of injustice which 
the State governments are powerless to prevent. 

In my last annual m I called attention to the necessity of pro- 
tecting by suitable legislation the forests situated upon the public do- 
main. In many portions of the West the pursuit of general agriculture 
is only made practicable by resort to irrigation, while successful irriga- 
tion would itself be impossible without the aid afforded by forests in 
contributing to the regularity and constancy of the supply of water. 

During the past year severe suffering and great loss of property have 
been occasioned by profuse floods followed by periods of unusually low 
water in many of the great rivers of the country. 

These irregularities were in great measure caused by the removal 
from about the sources of the streams in question of the timber by which 
the water supply had been nourished and protected. 

The preservation of such portions of the forests on thenational domain 
as essentially contribute to the equable flow of important water courses 
is of the highest consequence. 

Important tributaries of the Missouri, the Columbia, and the Sas- 
katchewan rise in the mountain region of Montana, near the northern 
boundary of the United States, between the Blackfeet and Flathead 
Indian reservations, This region is unsuitable for settlement, but upon 
the rivers which flow from it depends the future agricultural develop- 
ment of a vast tract of country. The attention of Congress is called 
to the necessity of withdrawing from public sale this part of the public 
domain and establishing there a forest preserve. 

The industrial exhibitions which have been held in the United States 
during the present year attracted attentionin many foreign countries, 
where the announcement of those enterprises had been made public 
through the foreign agencies of this Government. The industrial ex- 
hibition at Boston and the Southern exposition at Louisvle were 
largely attended by the exhibitors of foreign countries, notwithstand- 
ing the absence of any professed national character in those under- 
takings. 

The centennial exposition to be held next year at New Orleans, in 
commemoration of the cen of the first shipment of cotton froma 
port of the United States, bids fair to meet with like gratifying success, 
Under the act of Congress of the 10th of February, 1883, declaring that 
exposition to be national and international in its character, all foreign 
governments with which the United States maintain relations have been 
invited to participate. 

The promoters of this important undertaking have already received. 
assurances of the lively interest which it has excited abroad. 

The report of the commissioners of the District of Columbia is here- 
with transmitted. I ask for it your careful attention, especially for 
those portions which relate to assessments, arrears of taxes, and in- 
crease of water supply. 

The commissioners who were appointed under the act of January 16, 
1883, entitled ‘‘An act to regulate and improve the civil service of the 
United States,” entered promptly upon the di of their duties. 

A series of rules, framed in accordance with the spirit of the statute, 
was approved and promulgated by the President. 

In some particulars wherein they seemed defective those rules were 
subsequently amended. It will be perceived that they discountenance 
any political or religious tests for admission to those offices of the pub- 
lic service to which the statute relates. 

The act is limited in its original application to the classified clerk- 
ships in the several Executive Departments at Washington (number- 
ing about 5,600) and to similar positions in customs districts and post- 
offices where as many as fifty persons are employed. 

A classification of these positions analogous to that existing in the 
Washington offices was duly made before the law went into effect. 

Eleven customs districts and twenty-three post-offices were thus 
brought under the immediate operation of the statute. 

The annual report of the civil service commission, which will soon 
be submitted to Congress, will doubtless afford the means of.a more 
definite judgment than I am now prepared to express as to the merits 
of the new system. Iam persuaded that its effects have thus far proved 
beneficial. Its practical methods appear to be adequate for the ends 
proposed, and there has been no serious difficulty in carrying them into 
effect. Since the 16th of July last no person, so faras I am aware, has 
been appointed to the public service in the classified portions thereof 


at any of the Departments, or at any of the post-offices and customs dis- 
tricts above named, except those certified by the commission to be the 
most competent on the basis of the examinations held in conformity to. 
the rules. 

At the time when the present Executive entered upon his office his 
death, removal, resignation, or inability to discharge his duties would 
have left the Government without a constitutional head. 

It is possible, of course, that a similar contingency may again arise 
unless the wisdom of Congress shall provide against its recurrence. 

The Senate at its last session, after full consideration, passed an act 
relating to this subject, which will now, I trust, commend itself to the 
approval of both Houses of Co 

The clause of the Constitution upon which must depend any law 
regulating the Presidential succession presents also for solution other 
questions of paramount importance. 

These questions relate to the proper interpretation of the phrase 
‘inability to discharge the powers and duties of said office,” our 
organic law providing that, when the President shall suffer from such 
inability, the Presidential office shall devolve upon the Vice-President, 
who must himself under like circumstances give place to such officer 
as Congress may by law appoint to act as President. 

I need not here set forth the numerous and interesting inquiries 
which are suggested by these words of the Constitution. They were 
fully stated in my first communication to Congress and have since been 
the subject of frequent deliberations in that body. 

It is greatly to be hoped that these momentous questions will find 
speedy solution, lest emergencies may arise when longer delay will be 
impossible, and any determination, albeit the wisest, may furnish 
cause for anxiety and alarm. 

For the reasons fully stated in my last annual message I repeat my 
recommendation that Congress propose an amendment to that pro- 
vision of the Constitution which prescribes the formalities for the en- 
actment of laws, whereby, in respect to bills for the appropriation of 
public moneys, the Executive may be enabled, while giving his ap- 
proval to particular items, to interpose his veto as to such others as do 
not commend themselves to his judgment. 

The fourteenth amendment of the Constitution confers the rights of 
citizenship upon all persons born or naturalized in the United States 
and subject to the jurisdiction thereof. It was the special purpose of 
this amendment to insure to members of the colored race the full en- 
joyment of civil and political rights. 

Certain statutory provisions intended to secure the enforcement of 
those rights have been recently declared unconstitutional by the 
Supreme Court. 

Any legislation whereby Congress may lawfully supplement the 
guarantees which the Constitution affords for the equal enjoyment by 
all the citizens of the United States of every right, privilege, and im- 
munity of citizenship will receive my unhesitating approval. 


> CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
WASHINGTON, December 4, 1883. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The message will be laid on the 
table and printed if there be no objection. 


DEPARTMENTAL REPORTS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
annual reports of the heads of Departments accompanying the message 
of the President, which will be laid on the table. 


FINANCE REPORT. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the annual 


report of the Secretary of the Treasury on the state of the finances for 
the year 1883; which was ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a letter of the 
Attorney-General, transmitting the annual report of the Department of 
Justice for the year 1883; which was ordered to lie on the table, and be 
printed. 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER IMPROVEMENT. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. LOGAN. Will the Senator withdraw that motion fora moment? 

Mr.SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. LOGAN. [ask leave to submit the following resolution, and ask 
for immediate action upon it: 

Resolved, That there be printed 500 copies of the testimony taken by the Select 
Committee on the Miseisel ppi River Improvements. 
The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 
FEES OF PENSION SURGEONS. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I desire, if the Senate will hear me at this time, 
to introduce a joint resolution which ought to be acted upon very 
promptly. 

There is now no provision for the payment of the pension examining 
surgeons, and there is a deficiency of over $400,000 in that branch of the 
service. The Commissioner of Pensions is very anxious that prompt 
action be taken on the subject. I have here a joint resolution which 
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‘proposes not to appropriate money, but simply to pay whatis due from 
appropriations already made for this branch of the Government. 
The Commissioner says that there is great embarrassment in the con- 
duct of the business of the Pension Office, resulting in some degree from 
' the multiplication especially of applications for increase which have been 
started almost since the publication of the list of pensioners throughout 
the country, amounting to over five thousand a month for the past 
month or so, which makes it necessary to have ‘a large increase of ex- 
aminations. Each case requires an expenditure of $6, and these 
examinations ought to be promptly made, because if the pension is 
allowed it dates from the date of the examination. 

The joint resolution provides for the payment of fees of examining 
surgeons or physicians for the years ending June 30, 1883 and 1884. 
I ask that it lie on the table for the present, and that it be considered 
as promptly as may be by the Committee on Appropriations, 

By unanimous consent leave was granted to introduce a joint resolu- 
tion (S. R. 6) providing for the payment of fees to examining surgeons 
of pensioners for the years ending June 30, 1883 and 1884; which was 
read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations when appointed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Now I renew my motion. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 5 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


TUESDAY, December 4, 1883. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker—— 

-The SPEAKER. There is pending before the House a matter of 
privilege, of the highest privilege, submitted by the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. CONVERSE]. After that matter has been bie Ze of the 
Chair will recognize the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH]. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I did not know but what I might be 
recognized now, the gentleman from Ohio not having claimed the floor. 


MISSISSIPPI CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE. 


Mr. CONVERSE. I am requested by Mr. Manning to ask unani- 
mous consent of the House that the question of his prima facie right to 
a seat on this floor be referred to the standing Committee on Elections 
when appointed, with instructions to report thereon at the earliest day 

ible. 
as KEIFER. Will not the gentleman also ask the same privilege 
for Mr. Chalmers ? 

Mr. CONVERSE. I am willing that his papers shall go to the com- 
mittee also. 

The SPEAKEK. The Chair understands that the proposition is that 
all the papers shall be referred to that committee. 

Mr. KEIFER. And let the question of the prima facie right of Mr. 
Chalmers to the seat go with that of Mr. Manning. 

Mr. CONVERSE. We will not object on this side. 

Mr. REED. Why not adopt the suggestion of the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. CALKINS] to refer the case of both contestants to the 
Committee on Elections? I am sure the gentleman will recognize the 
fairness of that proposition. d 

Mr. KEIFER. He can trust that committee. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I have no right to speak for Mr. Chalmers; his 
case is not before the House. I simply desire—— 

Mr. KEIFER. The gentleman is mistaken. The papers are in the 
hands of the Clerk. We desire that all the papers be referred. 

Mr. CONVERSE. Iam willing, of course, to embrace in my prop- 
osition the request that the papers shall go to that committee when ap- 
pointed. But I desire that only the question of the prima facie right to 
a seat shall now be submitted with instructions to the standing Com- 
mittee on Elections when appointed. 

Mr. KEIFER. Let the prima facie right of both gentlemen go there. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I do not see how we can send half of this 
case to the committee, s 

Mr. KEIFER. Let us send it all. 

Mr. COX, of New York. One question carries with it the other. Let 
all the papersgo there. 

Several MEMBERS. That is right. 

Mr. COX, of New York. That is good sense and good practice. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio will state his motion 
again, or perhaps it had better be put in writing, so that there may be 
no mistake about it. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I believe the Clerk has it down, but I will restate 
it. I ask unanimous consent, at the request of Mr. Manning, that the 
question of his right prima facie to a seat upon this floor be referred 
to the Committee on Elections when appointed, with instructions to 
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report at the earliest day possible, and I will embrace in my proposi- 
tion—— A 

Mr. KEIFER. Does not the gentleman include in it the prima facie 
right of Mr. Chalmers? 

Mr. CONVERSE. I will embrace in my proposition the suggestion 
that the papers which have been filed with the Clerk be directed to be 
placed in the hands of the committee when appointed. 

Mr. KEIFER. But let the other case go there, too, as suggested by 
the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. MORRISON. There is not any other case. 

Mr. KEIFER. There is another case. The papers on file with the 
Clerk show the fact—— 

Mr. CONVERSE. Then I desire the committee of course to report 
upon it. If they reportin favor of Mr. Chalmers, of course that will 
cover the other question. There is no doubt about it. 

Mr. KEIFER. The objection we make is that it is proposed to re- 
fer the prima facie right of one gentleman only, not both. By the 
papers here—by the certificates from the secretary of state of Missis- 
sippi—the result of the vote isshown absolutely. Let both cases go to 
thecommittee. They can be trusted to report upon the question whether 
Mr. Chalmers or Mr. Manning is entitled to the seat—— 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Prima facie. 

Mr. KEIFER. Prima facie. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That is all fair. 

Mr. KEIFER. That is all we ask. 
the two we make no further objection. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. That is agreed. 

The SPEAKER. Of course if there is objection this debate is out 
of order. The Chair is indulging it upon the supposition that some 
agreement may be arrived at. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. We are all agreed. 


If the gentleman will include 


Mr. KEIFER. It is stated on the other side that the two cases are 
not here. I am informed that the certificate from the secre of state 
of Mississippi—probably the only officer in the State authorized tomake 


a certificate; we do not concede that the governor is authorized to make 
a certificate, and he does not himself claim that he is—the certificate 
of the secretary of state regularly and properly filed here—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I object to debate. 

3 The SPEAKER. ` The gentleman from Illinois objects to further 
ebate. 

Mr. KEIFER. I supposed it was in order to debate the proposition, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. CONVERSE] pro- 
poses to ask unanimous consent for the consideration of a resolution 
ve will be read, after which any objection, if made, will be enter- 
tained. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Resol: That the certificate and all other pa; in the contested-election case 
of J. R. C ers vs. Van H. Manning, from the second Con; ional district 
of the State of Mississippi, be referred to the Committee on Elections when ap- 
pointed, with instructions to report immediately whether, upon the prime facie 
case as presented by seid papers, said Manning is entitled to be sworn in asa 
ered pending the contest on the merits, and not to affect the final right tosaid 
scat. 

Mr. CALKINS. I object to that resolution unless it be modified so 
as to read, ‘‘said Manning or said Chalmers.” 

Mr. BLACKBURN (to Mr. CONVERSE). Put that in. 

Mr. CONVERSE. Ihave no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio states that he has no 
objection to the modification. > } 

Mr. KEIFER. Let the resolution be modified and then read again. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution as modified. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the certificate and all other papers in the contested-election case 
of J. R. Chalmers vs, Van H. Manning, from the second Congressional district 
of the State of Mississippi, be referred to the Committee on Elections when 
appointed, with instructions to report immediately whether, upon the 

acie case as presented by said papers, said meee or Chalmers is entitled to 
sworn in as a member pen the contest on the merits, and not to affect 
the final right to said seat. 

Several MEMBERS. That is right. 

A The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the reso- 
ution? 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered and adopted. 

SWEARING IN OF DELEGATES. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I desire to submit a resolution for adop- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will suggest to the gentleman from 
Missouri that the organization of the House is not yet complete, as the 
Delegates have not been swornin. Butthe gentleman’s resolution can 
be considered if there be unanimous consent. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I will withhold it for the present. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from Mis- 
souri at the proper time. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
offered a resolution yesterday, which was withdrawn for the purpose of 

ing the question just disposed of. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It was withheld for the purpose of having the 
Delegates of the Territories sworn in. It was done at the suggestion of 
the Speaker. 
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The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the roll of Delegates. 
The roll-call showed the presence of the following Delegates: 
Arizona—Granville H. Oury. 

Tdaho—Theodore F. Singiser. 

Montana—Martin Maginnis. 

New Mexico—Tranquilino Luna. 

Utah—John T. Caine. 

Washington—Thomas H. Brents. 

Wyoming—Morton E. Post. - 

Mr. Joux B. RAYMOND, of Dakota, diù not respond when his name 
the Del t appeared, and Mr. OuRY took the oath pre- 

The Delegates present ap , an Š k the oat! 
scribed EY metio 1757 of the Revised Statutes, and the others, re- 
spectively, the oath prescribed by section 1756 of the Revised Statutes. 

KANSAS CONTESTED CASE. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois has a motion pend- 
ing in reference to an election case, which was suspended for the pur- 
pose of administering the oath of office to the Delegates from the Ter- 
ritories. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I now submit the resolution which was read yes- 


terday. ; 
The Clerk read as follows: 


R d, That the memorial of the governor of the State of Kansas, and of 
Sie ones and citizens in said State, and all rs presented to the Clerk in 
reference to the election and qualification of 8. R. Pe of said State, be 
referred to the Committee on Elections when appointed, with instructions to 
report to the House, at the earliest time practicable, whether Mr. Peters is eligi- 
ble to a seat in this House; and if not, whether Hon. S. N. Wood, the contestant, 
is entitled to the seat. 


Mr. SPRINGER. On the adoption of that resolution I demand the 
revious question. \ ` f : 
Mr. Speaker, is this proceeding by unanimous con- 


Mr. CANNON. 
„sent? 

The SPEAKER. Itisa matter of privilege, relating as it does to the 
right.of a member to his seat. ae 

Mr. CANNON, I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. Is the same privilege extended to the reference of 
the papers on the other side of the case? i 

The SPEAKER. Notas a matter of course, as there must beaction 
of the House in each and every case. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ihave demanded the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation thereof 
the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. SPRINGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


RULES OF THE HOUSE. 
Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, offered the following resolution: 


Resol: That the rules of the House of Representatives of the Forty-seventh 
Co say i the rules of the House of Representatives of the Bunty sane Con- 


gress until the expiration of two weeks from the date of the appointment of the 


mmittee on Rules. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I demand the previous question on the 
adoption of that resolution. ~ 

Mr. KASSON. I should like to ask the gentleman from Missouri 
why he has changed the usual form of the resolution. Itis always in 
the power of the House to adopt the rules for the time being, and that 
has been our custom, It is always in the power of the House to change 
them subsequently. I would inquire whether it is not better to follow 
the ent that the rules of the last Congress be the rules of this 
until otherwise ordered. That conforms to the usage, and this fixing 
a precise time, which may be forgotten or overlooked, it seems to me is 
unnecessary and I think unusual. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I will say to the gentleman from Iowa 
that I do not know the practice has been uniform in the House or that 
any particular language has been used in the adoption of the rules. 
But it has been suggested to me that the Committee on Rules within 
two weeks after their appointment will submit to the House a resolu- 
tion either to continue the rules of the Forty-seventh Congress during 
this session or this Congress or with such modification as they may be 
pleased to suggest. 

Mr. KASSON. The gentleman isaware that, being a privileged com- 
mi it can report at any time. 

Mr. MORRISON. We all know that. 

Mr. KASSON. The difficulty is that we may find ourselves from 
forgetfulness, just two weeks after the committee has been appointed, 
without any rules at all. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I undertake to say that the Committee 
on Rules when appointed will not forget so important a matter as this. 
I insist on my demand for the previous question. 

Mr. BELFORD. I rise to make an inquiry of the Chair. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Colorado. 

Mr. BELFORD. I desire to know whether or not this resolution is 
debatable. 


The SPEAKER. It is not at this time. 
Mr. BELFORD. I wanted a decision of the Speaker upon the sub- 


ject— 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman who offers the resolution has de- 
manded the previous question, and the only question now before the 
House is, Shall the previous question be ordered? If that demand is 
not sustained the Chair will then decide whether or not the resolution 
is open for debate. À 

The question is, Shall the previous question be now ordered ? 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation thereof 
the resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
resolution was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 

Mr. DUNN. In thissame connection I ask that the resolution which 
I now send to the desk may be read, and, by unanimous consent, 
printed in the RECORD, and referred to the Committee on Rules when 
0 f 
e SPEAKER. This can only be done by unanimous consent. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. DUNN. 
resolution 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Let it be read. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


3 Resolved, Jom the rules of the House of Representatives be amended as fol- 
ows, namely: 

In e 10, afterthe words “on commerce, to consist of fifteen members,” add 
‘ton rivers and harbors, to consist of fifteen members,” 

Amend paragraph 7 of rule 11 so as to read as follows: 

“To commerce, life-saving service, and light- houses, other than appro 
tions for life-saving service and light-houses, to the Committee on 
merce 

And insert t thereafter the foll: h: 

“To rra Bastard of rears eed barbers the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors; and the Committee on Rivers and Harborsshall have the same privilege 
in reporting bills, making appropriations for the improvement of riversand har- 
bors, as is accorded to the Committee on Appropriations in reporting general 
appropriation bills.” > 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Irise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The first question is, Is there objection to the 
request of the gentleman from Arkansas ? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I object to the resolution until there be 
a completed organization of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair stated distinctly that this resolution 
would require unanimous consent. There being objection, of course it 
is not before the House. 

Mr. DUNN. Let me state to the gentleman from Indiana that this 
resolution affects the organization of the House—— 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I must object to it at present. 

Several MEMBERS, order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. The resolution is, 
therefore, not before the House. 


ELECTION OF CLERK, SERGEANT-AT-ARMS, ETC. 


Mr. GEDDES. I now desire tosubmit and move the adoption of the 
resolution which I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That John B. Clark, jr.,of the State of Missouri, be, and is hereby, 
elected Clerk of the House of Representatives of the Forty-eighth Co: 

That John P. Leedom, of the State of Ohio, be, and is hereby, elected t- 
at-Arms of the House of Representatives of the Forty-eighth Congress. 

That James G. Wintersmith, of the State. of Te be, and is hereby, elected 
Doorkeeper of the House of Representatives of the Forty-eighth Congress. 

That Lyeu Dalton, of the State of Indiana, be, and is hereby, elected Post- 
master of the House of ee mage aA of the Forty-eighth Congress; and 

That Rev. John S., Lindsay, of the District of Columbia, be, and is hereby, 
elected Chaplain of the House of Representatives of the Forty-eighth Congress, 

Mr. CANNON. Task for a division of the resolution and a separate 
vote. Section 30 of the Revised Statutes contemplates the election of a 
Clerk before proceeding with other business. And I offer as an amend- 
ment to the first portion of the resolution what I send to the Clerk’s 
desk. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman is of course entitled to a division 
of the resolution if he desires it. Does the gentleman demand a divis- 
ion? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GEDDES. That proposition is cheerfully accepted. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment proposed by 
the gentleman from Illinois. 3 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out of the resolution the name of John B. Clark, jr., of the State of Mis- 
souri, and insert the name of Edward McPherson, of the State of Pennsylvania. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution is now before the House—— 

Mr. CANNON. I believe the statute contemplates that the Clerk 


I will state to the House that the only object of the 


shall be first sworn in. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will be sworn in as soon as the resolu- 
tion of the gentleman from Ohio isadopted. The question is now upon 
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agreeing to the first part of the resolution proposed by the gentleman 
from Ohio. ae 

The first branch of the resolution, relating to the election of Clerk, 
was to. 
Mr. CANNON. I offer now as an amendment to the second part of 
the resolution the following: 

The Clerk read as follows: ` 

For Sergant-at-Arms, strike òut the name of John P. Leedom, of the State o 
Ohio, and insert the name of W. Hooker, of the State of Vermont. 

For Doorkeeper, strike out the name of James G. Wintersmith, of the State 
-of Texas, and insert the name of Walter P. Brownlow, of the State of Tennessee. 

For Postmaster, strike out the name of Lycurgus Dalton, of the State of In- 
diana, and insert the name of George McNeir, of the State of Minnesota. 

For Chaplain, strike out the name of John S. Lindsay, of the District of Co- 
lumbia, and insert the name of Frederick D, Power, of the State of Virginia. 


The SPEAKER. The question is upon agreeing to the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Illinois. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

The question recurring upon the second branch of the resolution as 
proposed by Mr. GEDDES, it was agreed to. 

Messrs. CLARK, LEEDOM, WINTERSMITH, DALTON, and LINDSAY, 
having presented themselves at the Clerk’s desk, were duly qualified, 
Messrs. CLARK, WINTERSMITH, and LINDSAY taking the modified oath, 
and Messrs. LEEDOM and DALTON the oath prescribed by section 1756 
of the Revised Statutes. ` 

NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 

Mr. CURTIN. I offer the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Resolved, That a committee of three be 
join the committee appointed on the of the Senate, to wait on the President 
of the United States and inform that a quorum of the two Houses has 
assembled, and that Congress is ready to receive any communication he may 
be pleased to make. 

The resolution was adopted. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints, as the committee to join the 
committee on the part of the Senate to wait on the President, Mr. 
CURTIN of Pennsylvania, Mr. BLACKBURN of Kentucky, and Mr. His- 
COCK of New York. 


NOTIFICATION TO THE SENATE. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I offer the gesolution which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That a meueege be sent to the Senate informing that body that a 
uorum of the House of Representatives has assembled, and that Jonn G. 
ARLISLE, a Representative m the State of Kentucky, has been elected 
Speaker, and that Joun B. CLARK, jr., a citizen of the State of Missouri, has 
ae chosen Clerk, and that the House of Representatives is ready to proceed 
usiness. 


The resolution was adopted. 

AMENDMENT OF RULES. 

Mr. DUNN. I now renew my request for the reference to the Com- 
mittee on Rules, when appointed, of the resolution which I sent up a 
short time ago. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE] ts 
withdrawn his objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas renews his request 
for unanimous consent to introduce and have referred to the Committee 
on Rules, when appointed, the resolution which he has sent to the desk. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I understand that the resolution will pro- 
voke no discussion, but will be simply referred to the Committee on 


Rules. 
That is the understanding, and I desire to have the 


ted on the part of the House, to 


` 


Mr. DUNN. 
resolution printed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the resolution will be 
printed in the RECORD, and will be referred to the Committee on Rules 
when appointed. 

There was no objection. 

[The resolution appears in a former part of the proceedings. ] 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. I offer the resolution which I send to 
the desk, and ask that it take the same course, and be referred to the 
Committee on Rules when appointed. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I object to this or any other resolution until we 
have disposed of the next business in order, which is the drawing of 
seats, 

DRAWING FOR SEATS. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made to the consideration of the reso- 
lution sent up by the gentleman from Kentucky. The next business 
in order is the drawing of seats. 

Mr. BUCKNER. I ask that Hon. WILLIAM D. KELLEY be allowed 
to select his seat before the regular drawing begi 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask unanimous consent that Hon. SAMUEL 
8. Cox be permitted to select his seat before the drawing begins. 

The SPEAKER. After the Clerk hasreported therule under which 
the drawing takes place these requests may be entertained. 

Mr. KELLEY. I have been on my feet for the purpose of asking 
whether some provision should not be made for the three members of 
the committee appointed to wait on the President, or whether the ex- 


ecution of the duty intrusted to them should not be postponed until 
after the drawing. It does not seem right to send three gentlemenout 
of the House to execute its order and then proceed to draw for seats in 
their absence. 

The SPEAKER. The House has heard the suggestion of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania. What is the pleasure of the House? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentlemen appointed on the committee 
have not left the Hall. They might draw their seats before going. 

Mr. CALKINS. I suggest that each of those gentlemen shall choose 
a page and let the pages select the seats in their absence when the names 
of the gentlemen are called. 5 

Mr. RANDALL, I desire to call the attention of the House to the 
terms of the rale— j 

The SPEAKER. The Speaker has directed the rule to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 


RULE XXXII. 
DRAWING OF SEATS. 


a the apaes age a es ey et sae after 1o oe and 
legates are sworn in, the Cler) p! n a box, prepared for purpose, 
anumber ofsmall balls of marble or other material equal to the number of Mem- 
bers and Delegates, which balls shall be consecutively numbered and thoroughly 
intermingled, and at such hour as shall be fixed by the House for that purpose, 
by the hands of a page, draw said balls one by one from the box, and announce 
the number as it is drawn, upon which announcement the Member or Delegate 
whose name on a numbered alphabetical list shall correspond with the number 
on the ball shall advance and choose his seat for the term for which he is elected. 

2. Before said drawing shall commence each seat shall be vacated and so re- 
main until selected under this rule, and any seat. having been selected shall be 
deemed forfeited if left unoccupied before the call of the roll is finished, and 
whenever the seats of Members and Delegates shall have been drawn, no propo- 
sition for a second drawing shall be in order during that Congress. 


Mr. MILLS. I desire to call the attention of the Chair and the Clerk 
to the fact that I have noticed in preceding Con; the Clerk has 
called the roll so fast that when a ball is taken from the box and the 
name is called, if the gentleman is back against the wall and has to work 
through the crowd, somebody else has his name called and gets a prior 
choice, so that the gentleman whose name is earlier called does not get 
the benefit to which he is entitled. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will endeavor to have the names called 
slowly. 

Mr. SCALES. I ask that the name of Mr. Thomas G. Skinner, my 
colleague from the first district of North Carolina, be put in the box. 
His certificate of election is on the way here; but he has not been fortu- 
nate enough to receive it as yet. I make this request in order that his 
seat may be selected when the drawing takes place. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. SCALES]? 

Mr. REED. I have been informed that the gentleman referred to is 
not entitled to a seat under the decisions which the House has hitherto 
made. If that is the case, there would seem to be a decided impropri- 
ety in permitting him to make a choice of his seat. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The decisions to which the gentleman refers do 
not apply to this case. 

Mr. REED. I understand that they do. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman has been elected to fill a vacancy. 

Mr. REED. I understand he has been elected from one district to 
fill a vacancy in another. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Oh, no. 

Mr. REED. And the House has passed upon that a number of 
times and alwaysin one way. Andif that is the case, there would bea 
manifest impropriety in the gentleman being permitted to draw foraseat. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the gentleman presents a prima facie certificate 
he will be entitled to be sworn in upon it ; and this would simply rec- 
ognize the fact that he is prepared to present such a certificate. 

Mr. REED. I must object. 

Mr. SCALES. Is unanimous consent required? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks thet unanimous consent is re- 
quired. The House can not decide upon the right of this gentleman to 
his seat until he presents his credentials. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I desire to state to the House that my 
colleague, Mr. CLARDY, is detained at home on account of serious ill- 
ness. He has been sick for about three weeks, confined to his bed. I 
ask unanimous consent of the House that when his name is called one 
of his colleagues may be permitted to select a seat for him. 

Many MEMBERS. That is right. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. BLOUNT. My colleague, Mr, HAMMOND, is very sick at the 
Metropolitan Hotel, in this city, and unable to be present here to-day. 
I ask that I be allowed to select a seat for him when his name is called. 
I do so at his request. 

Mr. TUCKER. I suggest that in the case of any gentleman who is 
absent on account of sickness some friend be allowed to select a seat 
for him when his name is called. 

Many MEMBERS. That is right. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. TUCKER] sug- 
gests that in all cases of absence on account of sickness the seats for 
such members be selected by friends when their names are called. Is 
there objection? 
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There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. KELLEY. I suggest that there be a list made of those who are 
known to be absent on account of sickness. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will request members to hand in the 
names of such to the Clerk. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I desire to renew the motion intimated before the 
rule was read, to grant to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. KEL- 
LEY, and to the gentleman from New York, Mr. Cox, the two oldest 
members of the House, the privilege of selecting their seats before the 
drawing commences; that is one on each side of the House. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I suggest that that motion be amended, 
so as to include the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. RANDALL, ex- 
Speaker of this House. - 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I have no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER. Unanimous consent is asked that the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, Mr. KELLEY, the gentleman from New York, Mr. 
Cox, and the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. RANDALL, be allowed 
to select their seats in advance of the drawing. Is there objection to 
that? 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I move to add the name of Mr. KEIFER, of 
Ohio, the Speaker of the last House. 

The SPEAKER. Is that suggestion adopted ? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. If there be any members of the House per- 
mitted to select their seats in advance of the regular drawing, to which 
I have no objection, I desire to request that, in consequence of his in- 
firmity, of which the House is well aware, the name of the gentleman 


- from New York, Mr. ROBINSON, be added, so that he may be able to 


select a seat where he can hear something of the business of the House 
as it is being transacted. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I believe that none of these suggestions 
are in order except by unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. None of them. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. It has been by gentlemen 
that this courtesy be accorded to the distinguished gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, Mr, KELLEY, and the distinguished gentleman from 
New York, Mr. Cox, which suggestion was assented to very cheer- 
fully on this side of the House. Now, if the House will pardon me, 
members will recollect that atthe first session of the last Congress sim- 
ilar propositions were made, and a number of names were suggested. 
The result was that the House refused to accord the privilege to any 
gentleman, 

Then, on our side of the House, by unanimous consent, the hat of 
Mr. KELLEY was placed on his desk, and all of us respected the selec- 
tion, and he was accorded the seat which he desired. Now we are 
entirely willing that the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. KELLEY, 
with any gentleman who may be selected from the other side of the 
House, the gentleman from New York, Mr. Cox, or the other distin- 
guished gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. RANDALL, or, if itis desired, 
that the two gentlemen on that side be allowed this privilege. Then 
I am willing that the same privilege shall be accorded to the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, Mr. KELLEY, and the gentleman from Ohio, 
Mr. KEIFER, ex-Speaker of this House. But if the privilege is to be 
extended beyond that number, then I shall object, and we will take 
care of our own men on this side of the House, 

Mr. MILLS. Then I object now. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made and the proposition is not 
agreed to. . 

Mr. SCALE8. I ask the attention of the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. REED]. I understand that that gentleman, who objected to my 
request a few moments since, withdraws his objection. I ask if the 
objection is withdrawn? 

Many MEMBERS. “Regular order!’’ ‘‘ Regular order V? 

Mr. SCALES. I ask that the name of Mr. SKINNER, of North Car- 
olina, be placed on the list. 

The SPEAKER. Is there any objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina [Mr. SCALES]? 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule members of the House will now 
please retire to the lobby. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Or what is in the nature of a parliamentary in- 
quiry. There are so many more gentlemen on that side than there are 
on this, we wish to know what seats they propose or desire to occupy 
on this side of the Hall. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no information on that subject. 

The drawing of the seats was then proceeded with, beginning at 1 
o'clock, the name of Mr. DUNCAN, of Illinois, being first called, and 
concluding at 6 minutes after 2 o'clock, the name of Mr. LOVERING, 
of Massachusetts, being the last called. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. RANDALL. I now move that the House take a recess for 
twenty minutes, my object being to await the arrival of the President’s 
m which, as I am informed, is to be sent in to-day. It is proper 
that it should be read immediately upon its reception. 


Mr. TUCKER. Iask consent to introduce a bill for reference. 
Several members objected. 
Mr. RANDALL. I think we had better take a recess. 


COMMITTEE ON MILEAGE. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, announced the appointment 
of the following as members of the Committee on Mileage: 

Mr. Mouton of Illinois, Mr. WELLBORN of Texas, Mr. GLASCOCK 
of California, Mr, RANNEY of Massachusetts, and Mr. MILLER of 
Pennsylvania. ` 

The motion of Mr. RANDALL was then agreed to; and accordingly 
(at 2 o’clock and 10 minutes p. m.) the House took a recess for twenty 
minutes. 

The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 2 o’clock and 
30 minutes p. m. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move a further recess for half an hour. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The recess haying expired, the House, at 3 o’clock p. m., resumed 
its session. 

MESSENGER TO REPORTERS OF DEBATES. 

Mr. CANNON. I desire to offer the resolution which I send to the 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be, and is hereby, authorized and directed 
to pay Philip V. McElhone at the rate of $1,000 per annum during the present 
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session of Congress for servicesas messen; fficial reporters of debates; 
and that the same be paid out of the con nt fund of the House. 


The SPEAKER.. Is there objection to the consideration of this reso- 
lution ? 

Mr. COBB. Ihope the gentleman who introduces the resolution will 
explain it. I do not know anything about it. 

Mr. CANNON, I will say to the gentleman—— 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the 
nois [Mr. CANNON] will make his explanation, 
can be made. 

Mr. COBB. Is this messenger for the stenographers at the desk 
here? 

Mr. CANNON. It is the usual resolution. 

Mr. COBB. Very well; I have no objection. I simply wanted to 
understand the matter. my i Í 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution? 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered and adopted, 

Mr. CANNON moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


VIRGINIA ELECTION CONTEST. 


Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, in the contested-election case of Mayo 
and Garrison, Mr. Mayo took his seat the other day. I desire to pre- 
sent certain papers in connection with the return in that case and to 
offer the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Resolved, That the certificates and all other papers relating to the election of a 
Representative of the first Congressional district of Virginia in the Forty-eighth 
Congress be referred to the Committee on Elections when pasa, ‘with in- 
structions to report at as want fake as P agro which of the rival claimants 
to the seat from that district the prima facie right thereto, reserving to the 
other party the privilege of contesting the case upon the merits. 

Mr. TUCKER. Upon the adoption of that resolution I demand the 
previous question. i 

Mr. KEIFER. This resolution is very unusual. 

Mr. TUCKER. Not at all. 

Mr. KEIFER. The memorial would be referred asa matter of course; 
but the gentleman desires that this case be selected out from all the 
other cases and reported upon, whether it is ready or not to be consid- 
ered in advance of them. 

Mr. TUCKER. There is nothing in the resolution but that the com- 
mittee report as soon as practicable. 

The SPEAKER. The language of the resolution is that the commit- 
tee shall ‘‘report at as early a day as practicable.” 

Mr. KEIFER. That is not the whole resolution. It proposes to re- 
quire that the prima facie case be examined into; and that is very un- 


tleman from Mi- 
which objection 


Mr. TUCKER. I call for the previous question. ‘ 

The SPEAKER. Upon this resolution the gentleman from Virginia 
demands the previous question. 

Mr. KEIFER. I should like to have the resolution read again. 

The Clerk again read the resolution. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, the question of the prima facie right to 
the seat has been already settled by the House and Mr. Mayo sworn in. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order, Will the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. TUCKER] allow this matter to be suspended for one 
moment, that a report may be received from a committee? 

Mr. TUCKER. Certainly. i 

PRESIDENT’S ANNUAL’ MESSAGE. 


Mr. CURTIN. Mr. Speaker, the committee charged, in connection 
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with a similar committee on the part of the Senate, with the duty of 
informing the President of the United States that the two Houses of 
Congress are organized and ready to receive any communication he may 
desire to make, report that they have performed the duty,'and are 
directed by the President.to say that he will make a communication in 
writing to Congress immediately. 

A message, in writing, from the President of the United States was 
communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 


VIRGINIA ELECTION CONTEST. 


The SPEAKER. Upon the resolution which has been read the gen- 
tleman from Virginia Pirr. TUCKER] demands the previous question. 

Mr. CALKINS. I desire to ask a parliamentary question. I wish to 
inquire of the Chair whether as a matter of law the prima facie rightin 
this case is not already settled by the action of the House in swearing in 
one of the claimants to the seat upon the title he presented. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that is not a parliamentary in- 
quiry ; it is a question for the House to decide in voting upon the reso- 
lution. Al that the Chair can determine is that this is a matter of privi- 
lege and in order at any time. The House of course must dispose of the 
proposition upon such reasons as may govern the votes of members. 

Mr. CALKINS. But if the Chair will hear me a moment—— 

Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Mayo was directed to be sworn in because his 
name was on the roll, he having come here with a regular certificate. 
The facts which I have presented to-day show that the regular certifi- 
cate ought not to have been awarded to him. I desire that the Com- 
mittee on Elections shall examine into the question. 

The SPEAKER. © This matter is not debatable, the gentleman from 
Virginia himself having demanded the previous question. But the 
Chair will, of course, answer any parliamentary question. 

Mr. CALKINS. ‘The precedent is what I am looking after. I wish 
to state that within the range of my knowledge—— 

Mr. TUCKER. Irise to a point of order. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CALKINS] states 
that he desires to submit a parliamentary question. 

Mr. CALKINS. Within the range of my knowl of all the elec- 
tion contests that have taken place in this House I do not now recol- 
lect any resolution introduced here and adopted by the House directing 
an inquiry into the prima facie right of a member to hold a seat after 
he had been sworn in on the credentials presented and thus become a 
member of the House. Á 

The SPEAKER. But that is not a question for the decision of the 
Chair. 

Mr. CALKINS. But this is the point for the decision of the Chair 
to which Iam coming, whether, this being a resolution asking this 
House to determine a question which has already been determined by 
the House, that can bedonein this manner. Can we open up by a sim- 
ple resolution what has already been determined by the House? 

The SPEAKER. The point suggested by the gentleman from In- 
diana may be of such a character as to induce the House not to pass 
the resolution, but it does not pertain to any question of order for the 
decision of the Chair. 

Mr. CALKINS. I appeal to the gentleman from Virginia not to 
press this resolution for adoption until the matter can be fully inquired 
into 


Mr. TUCKER. That is exactly what I desire to have done—to 
‘authorize and instruct the Committee on Elections to examine into and 
report upon the matter without delay. 

Mr. CALKINS. Ido not believe it is the purpose of the gentleman 
from Virginia or that it is his desire that this House should take a step 
that has neither precedent nor law to sustain it. I ask him to let the 
anatter lie over until to-morrow, so that we can examine it. ; 

Mr. MAYO. Mr. Speaker— 

The SPEAKER. This matter isnot debatable if the gentleman from 
Virginia insists upon the demand for the previous question. 

Mr. MAYO. Irise for the purpose of asking a question. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. MAYO. I donot propose to debate it, but to ask a question of my 
colleague here from Virginia. I am the party interested in the matter, 
and I simply want to ask a question, which I hope he will answer. 

Mr. REAGAN. Irise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. REAGAN. I insist that this debate is entirely out of order, the 
‘previous question having been demanded, and the asking of questions 
is in the nature of debate. 

The SPEAKER. Of course propounding a question to a gentleman 
son the floor is in the nature of debate, Objection having been made, 
the Chair must sustain it. 

The question is on ordering the previous question. 

The question was taken. 

Mr. CALKINS. I demand a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 134, noes 103. 

ee further count being demanded, the previous question was 
-ordered. 

Mr. KEIFER. Now, Mr. Speaker, we desire on our part to debate 
this question. Do gentlemen on the other side desire to be heard first, 
wander the rule? 
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Mr. TUCKER. No, sir. 

Mr. KEIFER. Then we simply want to emphasize the effect of the 
proposition submitted here, perhaps for the first time in the history of 
Congressional legislation. This is a proposition to unseat a man after 
he has been sworn in; after being put upon the rolls regularly by the 
Clerk in the manner prescribed by the law, and after the House has 
permitted the man to come before its bar and take the oath of office 
required by the law. It is proposed now to go back of all this and 
adopt the peculiarly absurd idea which this resolution contemplates, 
to wit, to authorize a committee of the House to examine into the ques- 
tion of the prima facie case, which has been already determined through 
all the forms of law and with the consent of the whole House. 

No case, I believe, unless the gentleman from Virginia has been able 
to find some precedent which has been overlooked—but certainly no 
case has arisen within my knowledge where it has been proposed to ask 
or authorize the Committee on Elections to investigate the prima facie - 
case after the House has determined it. 

Now, what we want to look at in this connection is as to what can 
be done by the committee if this resolution be adopted. Suppose under 
these instructions proposed to be given to them they examine first the 
certificate presented here by Mr. Mayo from the governor of Virginia 
and find it to be regular in form and so report? That makes the prima 
facie case. The Clerk of the House was justified under that certificate 
in putting the name of this man upon the rolls ; and suppose the com- 
mittee further find that the House was justified in permitting him to be 
swornin. Then they propose to look at something else and see if there 
is not another prima facie case for somebody else. Suppose they should 
find it on some form of certificate? Then there would be a question of 
prima facie cases—one that had been settled by the House and the other 
not, That is the effect. It is proposed to give the Committee on 
Elections power to report back as soon as possible a question that has 
been already determined by the House and to ask the House to order 
aman out of his seat before the contest upon the regular notice that 
has been served and the answer. To do that, Mr. Speaker, would de- 
prive the sitting member of the power of making any contestatall. He 
could not file the notice, because the statute has run until the time has 
been exhausted. There is no longer a chance or opportunity for him - 
to file a notice of contest, and there would be no contest for the seat 
upon the merits. But the House having put the man in here on the 
authority of the certificate given by the governor of the State of Vir- 
ginia the contestant is given his notice, answers have been filed, testi- 
mony has been taken, and everything done in proper form for the 
committee to examine the case upon its merits. 

I would not object to a resolution that would refer all of the papers 
in the case—papers of every kind and character, memorials.that may be 
presented hereafter, and all proper documents bearing upon the subject— 
to the Committee on Elections. If that-committee wants to be vigi- 
lant, prompt, and active in its reviewal of the case I should not object. 
But this man, already sworn in, whose title to his seat is apparently as 
good as that of any other member here, is to be unseated on a prima 
facie case and forever debarred under our statute of the right of con- 
test. This is a case so entirely at variance with precedents that I ask 
the House to hesitate and consider carefully before it undertakes to 
adopt the resolution and put another gentleman into that position. I 
do not mean to be understood as saying that that is the purpose of the 
gentleman from Virginia; I do not mean to say that it is his wish to 
avoid dealing with the case upon its merits. But that is the effect of 
the resolution ifadopted and carried out by the Committee on Elections. 

If there is any further time I desire to reserve it until I hear from 
the other side. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio has seven minutes’ time 

Mr. KEIFER. Iwill reserve that time. 

Mr. JOHN §. WISE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentleman 
from Virginia whether he said the facts assumed in that resolution exist. 
The resolution in its character and import is to the effect that there is a 
question as to who has the prima facie title to thisseat. I ask the gen- 
tleman whether there is a question as to who has the prima facie title to 
the seat occupied by the gentleman from the first district? 

Mr. TUCKER. I answer my cobleague, yes. 

Mr. MAYO rose. 

Mr. TUCKER. How much time has been taken up in the debate 
already ? 

TheSPEAKER. The ruleallows only thirty minutes for debate; fif- 
teen minutes on each side. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEIFER], 
who controls the time on that side, has seven minutes of his time re- 
maining. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from Virginia I hope will yield 
five minutes of his time to me. 

TheSPEAKER, Does the gentleman from Virginia yield to the gen- 
tleman from Illinois? 

Mr. TUCKER. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, then, recognizes the gentleman from 
Illinois for five minutes. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I understand in this case Mr. Gar- 
rison has made contest as to his prima facie right to this seat as well as 
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to his right on the merits of the case. Now, under the Constitution of 
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the United States, this House is the judge of the elections, returns, and 
qualifications of its own members. It is necessary in the first instance 
to give to some other power the granting of certificates of membership, 
but now that this House is i and this is the House of Repre- 
sentatives, it is the judge of everything which pertains to the right of a 
member to a seat on this floor. 

*It has got to be too common, Mr. Speaker, for returning boards in 
the States to throw out indiscriminately precincts and counties, ‘as was 
done in this case, in order to accomplish a partisan purpose. I hold 
this House can not be estopped from inquiring into the legality of those 
proceedings as well as into the question as to the merits of the case 
finally. In the case before this House I understand one whole county 
was disfranchised by the arbitrary act of a returning board, and so 
arbitrary was it, that the governor himself, a partisan of the contestee 
in this case, refused to be a party to it. Will this House therefore 
allowa returning board in one of the States to usurp the authority which 
it has under the Constitution of the United States, and disfranchise 
wholecommunitiesin the granting of a prima facie certificate ; and when 
the question is brought here are we to refuse to meet that question to 
determine who ought to have had that certificate in the first instance? 
If there ever was a case where a claimant for a seat on this floor was 
entitled to a certificate in the first instance, that case is now before this 
House and covered by this resolution. If there ever was an unauthor- 
ized and arbitrary exercise of quasi-judicial power it was in the case of 
these returning boards in Virginia, and this House will do injustice to 
the rightful claimant to a seat on this floor if he shall be kept out until 
the merits of the case can be inquired into. 

Mr. J. S. WISE rose. 

Mr. KEIFER. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. J. S. WISE. I should like to have five minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio controls the time on 
that side. 

Mr. KEIFER. 
to be heard. 

Mr. J. S. WISE. Ido, and I ask the gentleman to yield to me for 
two minutes. 

Mr. KEIFER. Certainly, I will yield to the gentleman from Vir- 


Mr. J. S. WISE. Now, Mr. Speaker, the assumptions of the last 
speaker are based on facts which are not in the record, and the conclu- 
sions of the speaker reach to the point of deciding a case before it has 
been heard. The only case in Virginia in which the question of re- 
turning boards has ever been before this House was the case of Platt 
against Goode, where Platt, who was elected by an undisputed major- 
ity, was thrown out, the Democratic House letting Goode retain the 
seat during the whole session, and then, against the report of the ma- 
jority of the committee, seating Goode and depriving Platt of it. It 
comes with an ill-grace, therefore, from the other side to make any 
statement of that kind here that frauds of returning boards are becom- 
ing too common in Virginia. 

Mr. MAYO. Mr. Speaker, may I be allowed to be heard in my own 
behalf before this House ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio who demanded the de- 
bate is entitled under the usage of the House to control the time on 
that side. 

Mr. TUCKER. Does the gentleman desire to discuss the legal prop- 
osition? 

Mr. MAYO. I only wish two minutes of the gentleman’s time. 

Mr. KEIFER. I will yield two minutes of my time to the gentle- 
man from Virginia. 

Mr. MAYO. Iwish to ask the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. TUCKER] 
if the certificate which he has, that allowed him to be sworn in, is not 
identical with the certificate upon which I have been swornin? Upon 
that certificate I stand here before this House as the accredited Repre- 
sentative of the first Con ional district of Virginia. Under the 
sign manual of my State I am here. And I ask in common justice to 
myself that in acting upon this matter you shall deal with me, not as 
belonging to a different political party from the majority of this House, 
but that you shall deal with me fairly, squarely, and justly. That is 
all I ask of this House. è 

`I have taken my testimony. Itis going to be before your committee. 
Do not in advance prejudge the case. If you do, I shall be sorry to say 
that I belong to a body of men who so far forgot what was right and 
just that they decided in advance a case simply because they had a ma- 
jority in that body. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. KEIFER. If I have any further time I yield it to the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. CALKINS]. 

Mr. CALKINS. How much time have I? 

The SPEAKER. Two minutes. f 

Mr. CALKINS. T desire to appeal again to the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. TUCKER] not to establish a precedent of this kind, which 
will be a dangerous precedent for the seat of every man in this House. 
Majorities often change. We ought to live and act by precedents. 

It is true, as the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] has said, 


I understand the gentleman from Virginia desires 


the Constitution provides that each House shall be judge of the elec- 


tions, returns, and qualifications of its own members. But there is 
another clause of the Constitution which declares that we shall decide 
our mqde of procedure; that is, by rules. We have adopted rules under 
the Constitution; and one of our rules provides that these election con- 
tests, made up in accordance with the statute, shall go to the Committee: 
on Elections, who shall report who is entitled to the seat. 

Then Congress has passed a law that the Clerk of the House shall 
make up a roll of members. I desire to read it. It is as follows: 

In making out the roll of members-elect at the first meeting of a Congressthe 
Clerk of the next preceding House shall place thereon the names of those per- 
sons,and of such persons only, whose credentials show that they were regu- 
larly elected in accordance with the laws of their States respectively or the 
laws of the United States. 

I am reading from the law as it is quoted inthe Digest. The Clerk, 
then, is the person to whom this Congress has committed the right to 
decide upon the prima facie title of a member-elect, unless something: 
intervenes requiring him to submit the question to the House. AndI 
say, after the Clerk has made up that roll under this law passed by 
Congress and a man is sworn at the bar of the House, the prima facie 
case is res adjudicata, and no committee can go back to determine it. 
To declare that it can, for the first time in a hundred years, would be 
establishing a precedent that would en r the seat of every man in 
the House, The resolution is one which the House should not adopt. 

Mr. RANDALL. Will the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. TUCKER] 
yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. TUCKER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RANDALL. Will the gentleman consent to let this matter go- 
over till to-morrow or else submit to a motion to refer the resolution 
to the Committee on Elections when appointed, so that we may have 
time to consider the subject in all its bearings? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let it go over till to-morrow. 

Mr. TUCKER. I have no objection to letting it go over till to-mor- 
row, so that the President’s message may now be laid before the House. 
I believe I have ten minutes remaining. 

The SPEAKER. This is a question of privilege, and of course can 
be called up atany time. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. TUCKER} 
allows the resolution to go over till to-morrow. 


CONTESTED ELECTION—ENGLISH VS, PEELLE. 
Mr. COBB presented papers in the contested-election case of English 
vs. Peelle, seventh Congressional district of Indiana; which were ordered 
to be referred to the Committee on Elections when appointed. 


THE PRESIDENT’S ANNUAL MESSAGE, 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the annual message of the 
President of the United States; which was read. 

(For message see proceedings of Senate. ) 

Mr. MORRISON. I offer the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the message of the President be committed to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
documents, be printed. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. MORRISON. I offer also the resolution which I send to the 
desk, for reference to the Committee on Printing when appointed. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That there be printed —— thousand copies of the President's annual 
message for the use of the House. 

The resolution was referred to the Committee on Printing when ap- 
pointed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. Pending the vote on the motion to adjourn, the 
Chair desires to lay before the House certain communications. 

There was no objection. 

REPORT OF COMPTROLLER OF CURRENCY. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Comptroller 
of the Currency, transmitting his annual report, as required by section. 
333 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was referred 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency when appointed, and 
ordered to be printed. 

EXPENDITURES IN THE CLERK’S OFFICE. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from Edward 
McPherson, Clerk of the late House of Representatives, transmitting 
a report of expenditures from June 30, 1882, to June 30, 1883; which 
was referred to the Committee on Accounts when appointed, and ordered 
to be printed. 

LIST OF PRIVATE CLAIMS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from Edward 
McPherson, Clerk of the last House of Representatives, transmitting 
a digested summary and alphabetical list of private claims presented 
to the House of Representatives during the first session of the Forty- 
seventh Congress; which was referred to the Committee on Printing. 
when appointed. 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] that the House do now adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 47 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: The petition of Mrs. Pattie N. Bedinger, admin- 
istratrix of William Holloway, deceased, asking compensation for quar- 
termaster stores taken by the United States Army during the late 
war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BALLENTINE: The petition of Sallie Gray, of Tennessee, 
for compensation for —— taken by the United States Army during the 
late war—to the same committee, 

By Mr. BARBOUR: Papers relating to the claim of the Episcopal 
Seminary of Virginia, and of Peter and Anson B. Nodine—severally to 
the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Ralph King, for relief—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BROADHEAD: Papers relating to the claim of Lizzie Ham- 
ilton, administratrix of Charles D. Hamilton—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. GEORGE R. DAVIS: The petition of the Board of Trade of 
Chicago, by J. B. Hobbs, president, praying for a just, equitable, inex- 
peasivo, and uniform national bankrupt law—to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

By Me HARDY: Papers relating to the claim of Frances D. 
Donoho—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOUK: The petition of Marcos Radich, for relief—to the 
same committee. 

_ By Mr. McCOMAS: Papers relating to the claim of Mrs. Sallie Car- 
roll—to the same committee. 

By Mr. REAGAN: The petition of Mrs. Ann Barnes, of Texas, for 
relief—to the same committee. 

By Mr. SLOCUM: The letter of ex-President Grant and the memorial 
of the Fifth Corps Army Association, urging the passage of the bill for 
the relief of Fitz- John Porter—severally to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: The petition of John Spicer, for relief—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, 

By Mr. TUCKER: The petition of the Metropolitan police force of 
the District of Columbia, asking to be paid for their services under act 
of Congress of February 28, 1867—to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, the petition of Aymar & Co., David Wood & Sturges, Bennett 
& Co., and of T. M. English, administrator of the estate of Richard 
Fitzpatrick, asking payment of a judgment of the Court of Claims— 
severally to the Committee on Appropriations, 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, December 5, 1883. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


REPORT OF PUBLIC PRINTER. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Public Printer, transmitting the annual report of his 
office for the year ending June 30, 1883; which was ordered to lie on 
the table and be printed, to be referred to the Committee on Printing 
when appointed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. HARRIS. I present a number of petitions of citizens of Ten- 
nessee of the same character, each of which I desire to have referred to 
the Committee on Claims. The petitions, which are quite numerous, 
pray for indemnity for loss of property during the late war, but the 
indorsement on one is substantially, if not literally, the indorsement 
upon all of them. Without consuming time in reading the indorse- 
ment on the various petitions I ask that they lie on the table, to be 
referred to the Committee on Claims when appointed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petitions will lie upon the 
table, and be referred to the Committee on Claims when appointed. 

Mr. PENDLETON presented the petition of David S. Carrick, An- 
drew M. Robinson, Harry R. Smith, and others, machinists and in- 
ventors, of Cincinnati and its vicinity, praying for variousamendments to 
the patent laws; which was ordered to lie on the table, to be referred 
to the Committee on Patents when @ppointed. 

Mr. HOAR. I present a joint resolution of the Legislature of the 

, Commonwealth of Massachusetts in relation to the employment of con- 
vict labor, which I desire to have read. 

The resolution was read, and ordered to lie on the table, to be re- 


ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor when appointed, as 
follows: 
CoMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS, 
In the year one thousand eight hundred and eighty-three. 
Resolution concerning the employment of convict labor upon the works or 
property of the United States. 

Resolved, That the Senators and Representatives of Massachusetts in the Con- 
gress of the United States are requested to use their best efforts to secure the 
passage of a law to prohibit the employment of convicts, or persons restrained 
of their liberty, upon works or property of the United States. 

Hovse or REPRESENTATIVES, February 26, 1883. 

Adopted. Sent up for concurrence, 

EDWARD A. McLAUGHLIN, Clerk. 


SENATE, March 1, 1883. 


Adopted in concurrence. 
S. N. GIFFORD, Clerk. 


A true copy. 
Attest: 


EDWARD A. McLAUGHLIN, 
Clerk of the Houseof Representatives. 


Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the National Division of the Sons 
of Temperance, numbering 70,000 members, officially signed, praying 
for the creation of a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic 
liquor traffic; which was ordered to lie‘on the table, to be referred to 
the Committee on Finance when appointed. ` 

Mr. BLAIR. I present two joint resolutions of the Legislature o 
the State of New Hampshire, and ask that they be read and referred, 
respectively, to the proper committees when organized. P 

The joint resolution against land subsidies to railroads was read, and 
ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands when appointed, as follows: 

STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE, 
Office of Secretary of State, Concord. 
Joint resolution against land subsidies to railroads.— 


Resolved by the senate and house a Tooran e Court convened, 
That whereas the Government of the United States has given to the railroads 
178,952,688 acres of land, an area equal to thirty times the State of NewHampshire, 
and comprising the best lands of our national domain, the land tsin many 
cases being over 25,000 acres to every mile of rai constructed; and 

Whereas if such grants were ever proper that necessity has passed away, and 
many of the roads recently built are uncalled for, far in advance of any publie 
need, and pro; and constructed mainly to gain posee of immense tracts 
of land to enrich a few men, who monopolize the sections, holding them 
for a rise, or to exact unreasonable prices from settlers, against the public wel- 


fare; and 

Whereas the public lands are the property of the whole people, held in trust. 
for the benefit of the whole people, and when sold they should be sold in such 
pepe an on such terms aio encourage ae and kuproyomenh ana 
noi ven to large corporations nor in any other way squan : Therefore, 

Resolved, That our Senators in Co: be Gacketated and our Representatives 
be requested to oppose any further land subsidies to railroads except the right 
of way, and any land grants for any purpose except for objects of national im- 
portance ; and, Uy, to oppass any renewal of forfeited land grants, 

Resolved further, hat his excellency the governor be requested to send copies 
of this joint resolution to each of our Senators and eek epoi een a and to the 
President of the Senate and Speaker of the House of Representatives, at the 
opening ofthe next session of our national Congress, ý 

Approved September 7, 1883. 


The joint resolution in favor of a Government postal telegraph system 
was read, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads when appointed, as follows: 

Joint resolution in favor of a Government postal telegraph system. 


Resolved by the senate and house of representatives in General Court convened, 
That our Senators in Congress be ructed and our Re ntatives be re- 
uested to use all their influence towards the early establ ent of a Govern- 


ment Legh “why beng 
further, is excellency the governor be requested to forward 
copies of this resolution to each of our Senators and Representatives in Con- 
gress, and tothe President of the Senate and Speaker of the House of Represent- 
atives, at the opening of the next session of our national Congress. 
Approved September 7, 1882. 


Mr. PLUMB. [present a petition of certain ex-soldiers of the Union 
Army resident in Kansas, praying for certain modifications of the pen- 
sion laws; which I move lie on the table, to be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions when appointed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LOGAN presented a petition of letter-carriers of Peoria, IN., 
and a petition of letter-carriers of Springfield, IIl., praying for the pas- 
sage of a law establishing eight hours of service and granting them an 
annual vacation; which were ordered to lie on the table, to be referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads when appointed. 

He also presented a petition of the Colored Soldiers and Sailors’ 
Union, of New Orleans, La., praying for an extension of the time for pre- 
senting pension and bounty claims; which was ordered to lie on the 
table, to be referred to the Committee on Pensions when appointed. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, h aalan a petition of the Islais Creek 
Property Owners’ Association of San Francisco, Cal., praying for the 
removal of obstructions to the navigation of that stream; which was 
ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce when appointed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam requested to present the petition of J. W. 
Niles, a citizen of Arkansas, in which he complains that by an unlaw- 
ful combination he and his associates have been prevented from exer- 
cising their rights under the land laws to make a pre-emption of land. 
There are many allegations which I think ought to be examined. [I 
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move that the petition lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands when appointed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN presented the petition of Joseph H. Maddox, a citi- 
zen of Maryland, praying to be reimbursed for certain loses alleged to 
have been incurred by him during the late war; which was ordered to 
lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Claims when ap- 
pointed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. 229) io authorize the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury to erect a public building in the city of Key West, Fla.; 
which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds when 
appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
ducea bill (S. 230) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to settle 
the claim of the State of Florida on account of expenditures made in 
suppressing Indian hostilities; which was read twice by its title, and 
ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs when appointed. 

Mr. CULLOM asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 231) to correct the record of Col. B. H. Grierson, 
of the United States Army; which was read twice by its title, and or- 
dered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs when appointed. 

Mr. SEWELL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 232) to place the name of General Alexander 8, 
Webb on the retired list of the United States Army; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs when appointed. 

Mr. PLATT asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 233) providing for the enlargement and improvement 
of the post-oflice, custom-house, and court-house at New Haven, Conn. ; 
which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be 
` referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds when ap- 

inted.  . s 
PMi, HALE asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 234) to relieve ships and vessels from compulsory pilot 
fees; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, 
to be referred to the Committee on Commerce when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 235) to provide for the erection of a public building in 
the city of Augusta, Me.; which was read twice by its title, and or- 
dered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 236) for the relief of the owners and officers of the brig 
Olive Frances and others on board said brig; which was read twice by 
its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 237) for the relief of Frances W. Dyer; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Finance when appointed. 

Mr. LAPHAM (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. 238) for the relief of Hester Sprong 


widow of David Sprong; which was read twice by its title, and ordered 
to lie on the table, to referred to the Committee on Pensions when 
appointed. 


He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 239) in relation to oaths in pension and bounty cases; 
which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be 
referred to the Committee on Pensions when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. 240) to increase the ions of widows in certain cases; 
which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be 
referred to the Committee on Pensions when appointed. 

Mr. HILL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 241) to repeal section 8 of an act entitled “An act to 
accept and ratify the agreement submitted by the confederated bands of 
the Ute Indians in Colorado for the sale of their reservation in said 
State, and for other purposes, and to make the necessary appropriations 
for carrying out the same,” approved June 15, 1880; which was read 
twice by its title. 

Mr. HILL. I ask that the bill lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands when appointed. 

Mr. DAWES. I would inquire of the Senator from Colorado if the 
bill should not go to the Committee on Indian Affairs? 

Mr. HILL. No; it has no relation whatever to the work of the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. DAWES. Very well. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will lie on the table, to be 


referred to the Committee on Public Lands when appointed. 
Mr. HILL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 242) to provide agricultural lands for the Southern band 


of Ute Indians, in lieu of lands heretofore provided for allotment to 
them; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, 
to be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 243) to authorize the Postmaster-General to execute 
leases for post-offices in certain cases; which was read twice by its title, 
and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads when appointed. A 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 244) for the relief of Daniel Connor; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Claims when appointed. J 

Mr. DOLPH (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. 245) for the relief of George H. Washington; 
which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be 
referred to the Committee on Pensions when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 246) to fix the salary of the judge of the district court 
of the United States for the district of Oregon; which was read twice 
by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary when appointed. 

Mr. FRYE asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 247) to extend the duration of the Court of Commis- 
sioners of Alabama Claims, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary when appointed. j 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 248) to remove certain burdens on the American mer- 
chant marine, to encourage the American foreign carrying trade, and to 
amend the laws relating to the shipment and discharge of seamen; 
which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be 
referred to the Committee on Commerce when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 249) for the relief of shipping; which was read twice by 
its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee 
on Commerce when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 250) to provide for the ascertainment of claims of Amer- 
ican citizens for spoliations committed by the French prior to the 31st 
day of July, 1801; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie 
on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 251) for the relief of Ben Holliday; which was read twice 
by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims when appointed. 

Mr. HOAR asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 252) for the relief of George W. Morse; which was 
read twice by its title, and orderéd to lie on the table, to be referred to 
the Committee on Patents when appointed. 

Mr. FAIR asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 253) for the relief of John Leathers; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 254) for the relief of Arthur L. Fish; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Claims when appointed. 

Mr. BECK asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 255) for the relief of Mrs. Sultana S. Farrell; which was 
read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred, 
with the accompanying papers, to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads when appointed. 

Mr. WALKER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
‘introduce a bill (S. 256) to provide for a building for the use of the Fed- 
eral court, post-office, internal revenue and other civil offices, and a 
United States jail, in the city of Fort Smith, Ark.; which was read twice 
by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds when appojpted. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill fa 257) to indemnify the State of Arkansas for swamp and 
overflowed lands within said Statesold by the United States since March 
3, 1857, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and 
ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands when appointed., 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 258) donating a part of the abandoned military reserva- 
tion at Fort Smith, Ark., to the city of Fort Smith for the use and 
benefit of the free public schools thereof, and for other p ; which 
was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 259) for the adjustment of the claim of the State of Ar- 
kansas against the United States; which was read twice by its title, 
and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands when appointed. A 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
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duce a bill (S. 260) for the relief of James Cloud; which was read twice 
by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. 261) for the relief of Thomas F. Riley; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs when appointed. 

Mr. SLATER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 262) relating to the muster-rolls of the Oregon vol- 
unteers; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the 
table, to be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs when ap- 

inted. 

Pe also (by request) asked and, by unanimous censent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 263) to pay for the survey of certain public 
lands in Washington Territory; which was read twice by its title, and 
ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 264) for the relief of F. G. Schwatka and wife; which 
was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to bereferred 
to the Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 265) for the relief of Alonzo Gesner; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands when appointed, 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 266) granting a pension to Joseph McGuckian; 
which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to 
be referred to the Committee on Pensions when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 267) for the relief of Hadley Hobson; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimons consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 268) for the relief of William L. Adams; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to. intro- 
duce a bill (S. 269) for the relief of M. P. Jones; which was read twice 
iby its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 270) for the relief of Thomas J. Miller, of Washington 
Territory; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the 
table, to be referred to the Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 271) for the relief of Louisa Boddy; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs when appointed. 

Mr. HARRIS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 272) for the relief of J. W. Newman, administra- 
tor of Jacob Newman, deceased, of Tennessee; which was read twice 
by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 273) for the relief of the estate of Thomas Jones, de- 
ceased; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the 
table, to be referred to the Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 274) to pay Hiram Johnson and other persons herein 
named the several sums of money herein specified, being the surplus 
of a military assessment paid by them and accounted for to the United 
States in excess of the amount required for the indemnity for which it 
was levied and collected; which was read twice by its title, and ordered 
to ae the table, to be referred to the Committee on Claims when ap- 

inted. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 275) for the relief of Reuben 8. Jones; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 276) for the relief of Perez Dickinson, the surviving 
partner of James Cowan, deceased, heretofore trading and doing busi- 
ness under the firm name and style of Cowan & Dickinson, of Knox- 
ville, East Tennessee; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to 
lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Claims when ap- 
pointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 277) for the relief of J. A. Hodges; which was read twice 
‘by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims when appointed. ~ 

Mr. PLUMB asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 278) granting a pension to Mary E. McConnell; 
which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be 
weferred to the Committee on Pensions when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
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duce a bill (S. 279) granting a pension to Alfred M. Jarboe; which was 
read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to 
the Committee on Pensions when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 280) granting a pension to Wesley Morford ; which was reed 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Pensions when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 281) ting a pension to James S. Wright; which was 
read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred 
to'the Committee on Pensions when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 282) granting a pension to A. M. Wilson; which was 
read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to 
the Committee on Pensions when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 283) to increase the pension of George W. Bausman; 
which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be 
referred to the Committee on Pensions when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 284) granting a pension to Henry J. Seward; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paters, ordered to 
lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Pensions when ap- 
pointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to introduce 
a bill (S. 285) to grant the right of way through the Fort Bliss military 
reservation to the Rio Grande and El Paso Railroad Company; which 
was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs when appoipted. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to introduce 
a bill (S. 286) granting the right of way through a military reservation 
to a railroad company; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to 
lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs 
when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to introduce 
a bill (S. 287) to provide for the payment of bounty to certain di 
soldiers of the United States Army; which was read twice by its title, 
and ordered to lieon the table, to be referred to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 288) to secure to certain meritorious soldiers of the late 
war an honorable discharge from the service, and to provide for the 
paymentof the salary aud bounty due to such soldiers; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leaye to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 289) to confirm the homestead entry of Hugh Foster; 
which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 290) to confirm the homestead entry of John Waishkey, 
jr.; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, 
to be referred to the Committee on Public Lands when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 291) for.the erection of a public building at Wichita, 
Kans.; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the 
table, to be referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
when appointed. ’ 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 292) for the erection of a public building at Fort Scott, 
Kans.; which was read twice by its title,and ordered to lie on the 
table, to be referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
when appointed, 

Mr. GROOME asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 293) for therelief of William C. Spencer; which was 
read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 294) for the relief of Frank Della Terre and Susan F. 
Della Terre, heirs of Peter Della Terre, deceased; which was read twice 
by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims when appointed. 

Healso (by request) asked and, by unanimons consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 295) for the relief of Alfred G. Hatfield; which 
was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. 296) for the relief of Harriet W. Shacklett; 
which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to 
be referred to the Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 297) for the relief of Mrs. S. A. Wright and Mrs. 
C. Fahnestock; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on 
the table, to be referred to the Committee on Patents when appointed. 

Healso (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 298) for the rel'ef of Mrs. Maggie Cassidy; which 
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was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred 
to the Committee on Patents when appointed. 

Healso (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 299) to determine the rights of William Wheeler 
Hubbell and the United States, respectively, therein stated; which was 
read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs when appointed. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill e. ~~ for me reien MN. Wean Sher 
Ma; ier, a in the United States y; which was 
æ d its Lae pat ondeced to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Mili Affairs when appointed. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wi in, asked and, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. 301) to provide for a second cir- 
cuit judge for the seventh judicial circuit of the United States; which 
was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 302) to provide for compiling and arranging the statute 
laws in force in the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its 
title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee 
on the District ef Columbia when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 303) to establish a railway bridge across the Mississippi 
River, extending from a point between Wabasha and Read’s Landing, 
in Minneseta, to a point below the mouth of the Chippewa River, in 
Wisconsin; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the 
table, to be referred to the Committee on Commerce when appointed. 

Mr. JACKSON asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 304) to give the assent of Congress to the construc- 
tion of a free bridge by the mayor and city council of Nashville, Tenn., 
over the Cumberland River; which was read twice by its title, and or- 
dered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Commerce 
when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 305) for the relief of Thomas T. Stratton, assignee of W. 
B. Waldran; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on 
the table, to be referred to the Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 306) for the relief of Edmon Cooper; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Claims when appointed. 

Mr. LAMAR asked by unarzimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 307) for the relief of Lewis D. Allen; which was 
read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to 
the Committee on Claims when appointed. 

Mr. GARLAND asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 308) to exelude the public lands in Arkansas from 
the operation of the laws relating to mineral lands; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands when appointed. 

He also asked by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 309) to amend section 673 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, relating to the quorum of the Supreme Court of the 
United States; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on 
the table, to be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary when ap- 

inted. ; 

P He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 310) to amend the law relating to the bonds of execu- 
tors in the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, 
and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary when appointed. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York (by request), asked and, by unanimous 
consent, obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. 311) to refer the claim 
of Alice E. De Groot and Theodore R. B. De Groot, administrators of 
William H. De Groot, deceased, to the United States Court of Claims; 
which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary when appointed. 

Mr. INGALLS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 312) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River at the city of Leavenworth, Kans. ; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Commerce when appointed. 

He also asked by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 313) granting a pension to Charlotte McCay; which was 
read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to 
the Committee on Pensions when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 314) granting a pension to John C. Hughes; which was 
read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to 
the Committee on Pensions when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S.315) granting a pension to William Reinhardt; which 
was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred 
to the Committee on Pensions when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 


duce a bill (S. 316) granting a pension to Mrs. Katharina T. Wunsh; 
which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be 
referred to the Committee on Pensions when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous coxsent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 317) to establish depositories and provide for the distri- 
bution of public documents; which was read twice by its title, and 
ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Printing 
when appointed. 

Mr. MORGAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 318) for the relief of cadets and cadet-engineers who 
were in the naval service at Annapolis on the 5th day of August, 1882; 
which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 319) to amend the law as to the issue of postage penalty 
envelopes to certain public officers; which was read twice by its title, 
and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads when appointed. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. 320) authorizing the payment of in- 
terest due to the States of California, Oregon, and Nevada, and Nevada 
when a Territory; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie 
on rat table, to be referred to the Committee on Claims when ap- 
poin 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S, 321) amendatory of an act entitled ‘‘An act for the re- 
lief of certain settlers on public lands, and to provide for the repayment 
of certain fees, purchase-money, and commissions paid on void entries 
of public lands,” approved June 16, 1880; which was read twice by its 
title, and ordered to lie on the table, to bé referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 322) in relation to certain fees allowed registers and re- 
ceivers; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the 
eer be referred to the Committee on Public Lands when ap- 
pointed. 

Healsoasked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to introduce- 
a bill (8. 323) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to make allow- 
ance for rent of United States land offices; which was read twice by its 
title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 324) for the relief of purchasers and locators of swamp 
and overflowed lands in California, and to indemnify said State for 
swamp and overflowed lands disposed of therein by the United States; 
which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to 
be referred to the Committee on Public Lands when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 325) for the relief of William R. Wheaton and Charles 
H. Chamberlain, of California; which was read twice by its title, and 
ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. 326) for the relief of Jerome Madden, of California; 
which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 327)for the relief of A. S. Rosenbaum & Co., of New 
York city; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the 
table, to be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 328) to authorize Allexey W. Von Schmidt to bring suit 
in the Court of Claims; which was read twice by its title, and ordered 
to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary 
when appointed. > 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 329) for the relief of the sureties of the late J. O. Raw- 
lins; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, 
to be referred to the Committee on Finance when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 330) for the relief of E. J. Baldwin; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Claims when appointed. À 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 331) for the relief of J. L. Burchard; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs when appointed, 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 332) for the relief of Thomas B. Shannon; which was 
read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to. 
the Committee on Finance when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 333) to pay James and Emma S. Cameron for property 
taken and used by the Army during the late war; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Claims when appointed. 
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He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 334) for the reliefof Edward Byrne; which was read twice 
by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 335) referring the claim of John Williams to the Court 
of Claims; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the 
table, to be referred to the Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 336) releasing the estate of the late Frank Soulé, late 
collector of interna] revenue for the first district of the State of Califor- 
nia, and his sureties on his official bond; which was read twice by its 
title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee 
on Finance when appointed. 

Mr. SHERMAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 337) granting pensions to Wilson W. Brown and 
others; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the 
table, to be referred to the Committee on Pensions when appointed. 

Mr. HAMPTON asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 338) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to 

point Dr. A. Sidney Tebbs an assistant surgeon in the United States 
Marine Hospital Service; which was read twice by its title, and ordered 
to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Commerce when 

inted. 

. JONAS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 1n- 
troduce a bill (S. 339) for the relief of the State National Bank of Lou- 
isiana; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the 
table, to be referred to the Committee on Claims when appointed. 

Mr. LOGAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 340) granting public lands to the soldiers of the late 
war of the rebellion; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands when appointed. 

Mr. GROOME asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 341) to regulate the rank of engineer officers of the 


United States Navy; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to | appo 


lie on the table, to be referred, with the accompanying papers, to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs when appointed. 

Mr. BAYARD asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 342) to increase the pension of Mrs, tR. 
Jones, widow of Col. James H. Jones, late of the United States Marine 
Corps; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, 
to he referred to the Committee on Pensions when appointed. 

Mr. BAYARD. I ask that an order be made that the papers relating 
to this case be withdrawn from the files and referred with the bill, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Has there been an adverse report in 
the case? 

Mr. BAYARD. There has been no report whatever. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order will be granted if there 
be no objection. 

Mr. PENDLETON asked and, by unanimons consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 343) concerning the exercise of the jurisdiction 
conferred upon the United States in places out of their territory and 
dominion, and to amend the Revised Statutes from sections 4083 to 
4130, inclusive; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie 
on the table, to he referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations when 
appointed. 

e also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (8. 344) to regulate the payment of bills of 
exchange drawn in foreign countries on persons, companies, or 
corporations when the amount to be paid is named in foreign coins; 
which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, with 
the accompanying papers, to be referred to the Committee on Finance 
when appointed. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 345) for the relief of certain officers in the Medi- 
cal Department of the United States Army; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanyin; ordered to lie on the table, to 
be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs when appointed. 

Mr. COCKRELL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 346) to amend section 1860 of the Revised Statutes, 
so as not to exclude retired Army officers from holding civil office in the 
Territories; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie onthe 
table, to be referred to the Committee on Territories when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to introduce 
a bill (S. 347) to authorize the appointment of a special commissioner, to 
visit the principal countries of Centraland South America, for the pur- 
pose of collecting information looking to the extension of Avherican trade 
and commerce and the strengthening of friendly and mutually advanta- 
geous relations between the United States and all other American na- 
tionalities; which was read twice hy its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations when appointed. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the one 
day’s notice and have leave to bring in a bill by request, not knowing the 
merits of it and not being committed for or against it. 

unanimous consent, leave was granted to introduce a bill (S. 348) 
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to confirm an official order of the commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbia; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the 
table, to be referred tothe Committee on the District of Columbia when 
appointed. 

Mr, COCKRELL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 349) for payment te Daniel Donovan for additional 
labor and services rendered the District of Columbia; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on the DiStrict of Columbia when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 350) for the relief of the estate of Thomas L. Price, de- 
ceased; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the 
table, to be referred to the Committee on Finance when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 351) for the relief of Alexander Smiley; which was 
read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to 
the Committee on Finance when appointed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that an order be made withdrawing from 
the files of the Senate the papers in relation to each of these cases. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there an adverse report in any of 
the cases? 

Mr. COCKRELL. No, sir; a favorable report, and one bill passed 
the Senate at the last session. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order will be made. 

Mr. COCKRELL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 352) for the relief of Thomas H. Reeves; which 
was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 353) to repeal section 1 of the act entitled “An act 
making a grant of lands in alternate sections to aid in the construction 
and extension of the Iron Mountain Railroad from Pilot Knob, in the 
State of Missouri, to Helena, in Arkansas,” approved July 4, 1866, and 
for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie 
on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Public Lands when 
inted. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 354) relinquishing the right of the United States to an 
island therein named; which was read twice by its title, and ordered 
to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Public Lands 
when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 355) to confirm the title to certain lands in Platte 
County, Missouri, and authorize patents to be issued therefor to Kinsey 
B. Cecil; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, 
to be referred to the Committee on Public Lands when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 356) for the relief of Millie E. Hays, widow of John 
Hays, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie 
on the tahle, to be referred to the Committee on Public Lands when 
appointed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that the papers in each of these cases be 
taken from the files of the Senate and referred to the committee when 
appointed, no adverse report having been made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. t order will he made, 

Mr, COCKRELL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 357) granting a pension to William Lockhart; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with accompanying papers, 
ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Pensions 
when re bongo 

He asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill(S. 358) granting a pension to Thomas E. Brawner; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the papers on file relative to the case, 
ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Pensions 
when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duee a bill (S. 359) granting a pension to Samuel P, Bronson ; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the papers on file relative to the 
case, ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on 
Pensions when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 360) granting a pension to Maria Louise Moss; which 
was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred 
to the Committee on Pensions when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. 361) grantinga pension to John C. Hargrave; which was 
read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to 
the Committee on Pensions when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 362) granting a pension to Abraham H. Burkholder; 
which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be 
referred to the Committee on Pensions when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 363) for the relief of Edward P. Vollum; which was 
read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 


36 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


DECEMBER 5, 


duce a bill (S. 364) for the relief of Alvin A. Ayers; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs when appointed. , 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 365) for the relief of certain officers of the Army; which 
was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs when appointed. 

He also asked and, by nnanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 366) for the relief of Henry W. Martin; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs when appointed. ; 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 367) for the relief of Joseph W. Carmack; which was 
read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 368) for the relief of Oscar Eastmond and James W. At- 
will; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, 
to be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8.369) for the reliefof John F. Bair; which was read twice 
by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs when appointed. : 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 370) to pay certain officers of the Army for services actually 
rendered during the late war; which was read twice by its title, and 
ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs when appointed. : 

Mr, COCKRELL. I ask that an order be made that the papers in 
each of these cases be withdrawn from the files of the Senate and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs when appointed, there having been 
no adverse report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be entered if there 
be no objection. : 

Mr. COCKRELL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 371) for the relief of Charles P. Chouteau; which 
was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred 
to the Committee on Claims when appointed. A 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 372) for the relief of Frances A, Robinson, administra- 
trix of the estate of John M. Robinson; which was read twice by its 
title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee 
on Claims when appointed. , ; 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 373) for the relief of Samuel 8. Vinton; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 374) for the relief of Francis L. Valle; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Claims when appointed. , 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 375) for the relief of George H. Carlyle; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to rag the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 376) for the relief of Henry McGowan; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 377) for the relief of William Morrison; which was 
read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to 
the Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 378) for the relief of Thomas B. Wallace; which was 
read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to 
the Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duee a bill (S. 379) for the relief of Mrs. J. P. Williams; which was 
read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to 
the Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, ohtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 380) for the reliefof James Bridger; which was read twice 
by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 381) for the reliefof William R. Testerman; which was 
read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to 
the Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S, 382) for the relief of the city of Glasgow, in the State of 
Missouri, and of certain citizens thereof; which was read twice by its 
title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee 
on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 383) for the relief of William M. Pleas; which was read 


twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 384) for the relief of William M. Pleas and F. S. Jones; 
whieh was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be 
referred to fhe Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 385) for the relief of D. C. Allen; which was read twice 


. by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Com- 


mittee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 386) for the relief of Napoleon B. Giddings; which was 
read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to 
the Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. 387) for the relief of David Waldo & Co.; which was 
read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to 
the Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 388) for the relief of David Waldo; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 389) for the relief of A. I. H. Crenshaw; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 390) for the relief of Samuel A. Lowe; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimons consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 391) tor the relief of Wetmore & Brother, of Saint Louis, 
Mo.; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, 
to be, with an accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims 
when appointed, 

He also asked and, by unanimons consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 392) for the relief of Joseph Kinney, administrator of 
David Ballentine, of Missouri; which was read twice by its title, and 
ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Claims 
when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 393) for the relief of Asenath A. Phelps, administratrix 
of estate of Harlow J. Phelps, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee 
on Claims when appointed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In relation to each of these cases where there are 
any papers on file—in some of the cases there are no papers—I ask that 
an order be entered withdrawing them from the files of the Senate, to 
be referred to the Committee on Claims when appointed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be granted subject 
to the rule, if there be no objection. 

Mr. VAN WYCK asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 394) restoring to the pension-roll the name of 
Maj. D. Williams; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to 
ee table, to be referred to the Committee on Pensions when ap- 
pointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. 395) to provide for the holding of a term of the district 
and cirenit courts of the United States at Nebraska City, Nebr.; which 
was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 396) for the erection of a public building at Nebraska 
City, Nebr.; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on 
the table, to be referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds when appointed. 

Mr. BLAIR (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. 397) relating to the survey and disposal of 
an unsurveyed island belonging to the United States; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 398) to aid in the establishment and temporary support 
of common schools; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to 
lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor when appointed. 

Mr. HAWLEY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 399) for the relief of Albert H. Emery; which was 
read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the tuble, to be referred to 
the Committee on Claims when appointed. 

Mr. GEORGE (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. 400) for the relief of Lewis D. Allen; 
which was read twice hy its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be 
referred to the Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to mtro- 
duce a bill (8. 401) for the relief of the Protestant Orphan Asylum of 


1883. 
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Natchez, in the State of Mississippi; which was read twice by its title, 
and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on 


Claims when appointed. 

Mr. MORRILL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 402) for the completion of the Capitol terraces and 
the stairways connected therewith; which was read twice by its title, 
and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds when appointed. 

Mr. HAWLEY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 403) authorizing the erection of a fire-proof build- 
ing in the city of Washington, to contain the records, library, and mu- 
seum of the Army Medical Department; which was read twice by its 
title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds when appointed. 

Mr. CULLOM asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 404) to reorganize the legislative power of the Ter- 
ritory of Utah; which was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to state that this bill is substantially the 
same as one formerly introduced by a gentleman from Michigan in the 
House of Representatives. It meets my views as to what should be 
done in that Territory, and hence I have introduced it in the Senate. 
I ask that for the present it lie upon the table. 

The bill was read the second time by its title, and ordered to lie on 
the table. ; 

Mr. BUTLER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 405) to repeal the internal-revenue laws now of 
force, and abolish the Internal Revenue Bureau; which was read twice 
by its title, and ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BLAIR asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 406) to reduce revenue, promote domestic industry, 
and increase foreign commerce; which was read twice by its title, and 
ordered to lie on the table. ‘ 

Mr. LAPHAM asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 407) to authorize the United States district court 
for the northern district of California to proceed in the case of the ex- 
ecutors and heirs of Augustine Yturbide, deceased, appellants, against 
the United States, appellees, and hear and determine the same on its 
merits; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the 
table, to be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary when ap- 

inted. 

Pe HOAR asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduee a bill (S. 408) concerning Federal elections; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Privil and Elections when appointed. 

Mr. GEORGE asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a joint resolution (S. R. 7) to permit the erection of a statue 
of Garibaldi on the grounds of the national cemetery at Vicksburg; 
which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs when appointed. 

He also asked and, by, unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a joint resolution (S. R. 8) proposing an amendment to the Con- 
stitution of the United States in relation to appropriations; which was 
read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary when appointed. 

Mr. LOGAN. Iask leave without previous notice to introduce a joint 
resolution making an appropriation of $11,000, to be available immedi- 
ately on the passage of the resolution, for the completion of the work 
connected with the Rock Island arsenal, and for the purpose of saving 
work already done on the dam across the slough, which will be very ma- 
terially damaged unless the appropriation shall be made withina very 
few days. If it is proper to do so I ask that the ‘joint resolution be re- 
ferred to the Secretary of War, for him to communicate to the Senate the 
information in the War Department in reference to this particular case. 

By unanimous consent leave was granted to introduce a joint resolu- 
tion (S. R. 9) making an appropriation for theimprovement of the pool 
above the dam atthe Rock Island arsenal; which was read twice by its 


title. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will suggest to the Sen- 
ator from Illinois that he does not think a bill from this body can be 
referred as a bill to the Secretary of War. 

Mr. LOGAN, I thought probably that was so. The joint resolu- 
tion will have to go to the Committee on Appropriati when ap- 
pointed, as a matter of course; butif it is a proper thing to do, I would 
ask that the Secretary of War be requested to communicate to the com- 
mittee, or to the Senate, information in reference to the matter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator can offer a resolution, 
when resolutions are called, for that pi The joint resolution 
will lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions when appointed. 

Mr. INGALLS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a joint resolution (S. R. 10) providing for the preparation 
and distribution of pamphlet laws and Statutes at Large; which was 
read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to 
the Committee on Printing when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a joint resolution (S. R. 11) providing for the sale of public docu- 


ments; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, 
to be referred to the Committee on Printing when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a joint resolution (S. R. 12) providing for the distribution of the 
Congressional Globe and RECORD; which was read twice by its title, 
and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on 
Printing when appointed. 

Mr. GARLAND asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a joint resolution (S. R. 13) to reappropriate and apply the 
amount appropriated by the act of Congress approved M wch 3, 1877, to 
pay certain Southern mail contractors; which was read twice by its title, 
and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads when appointed. 

Mr. HARRIS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a joint resolution (S. R. 14) for the relief of Mrs. Jane Vena- 
ble; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, 
to be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations when appointed. 

Mr. CALL (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a joint resolution (S. R. 15) for the relief of Caroline 
M. Seton and Mary Jeannette Sibbald, heirs at law of Charles F. Sib- 
bald, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on 
the table, to be referred to the Committee on Claims when appointed. 

Mr. BLAIR asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave toin- 
troduce a joint resolution (S. R. 16) proposing an amendment to the 
Constitution in relation to alcoholic liquors and other poisonous bever- 
ages; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND -REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. HARRIS, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the matter of the following claims be withdrawn 
from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims when ap- 
pointed, there having been no adverse rt, to wit: 

1. The papers in respect to the claim of J. A. Hodges. 

2. The claim of Perez Dickinson, surviving partner, &c. 

3. Reuben S. Jones, of Tennessee, 

4. Hiram Johnson and others, 

5. The estate of Thomas Jones, deceased. 

Ordered, That the papers in the matter of the claim of Mrs. Jane Venable be 
taken from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations when appointed, there having been no adverse report on said claim, 

Ordered, That the petition and papers of Hugh L. W. Brinkley and Annie O. 
Snowden, formerly Annie O. Brinkley, be withdrawn from the files of the Sen- 
ate, ond referred to the Committee or? Claims when appointed, there having 
been no adverse report. < 


On motion of Mr. CALL, it was i 


Ordered, That the papers relating to the following claims be withdrawn from 
the filesof the Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims when appointed, 
or to the rules of the Senate: Ellen Call Levy and Mary K. Brevard, heirs 
of Richard K. Call, deceased, and Theodore Hartridge, surety on the bond of 
Felix Livingston, collector of customs at Fernandina, Fia. 


ROCK ISLAND IMPROVEMENT. 


Mr. LOGAN submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed tocommunicate to the Senate 
any information he may have in reference to the seas | of an immediate ap- 
prop for the completion of work at Rock Island, Ill. 


FLORIDA CLAIMS UNDER SPANISH TREATY. 


Mr. JONES, of Florida, submitted the following; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Whereas President Hayes, by special message, dated March 1, 1880, called the 
attention of Congress to “ the unsettled claims of Spanish inhabitants of East 
Florida during the years 1812and 1813,” arising out of the treaty of 1819 between 
the United States and Spain; and again, in his annual message to Congress, 
December, 1880, referred to the su’ in the following words, to wit: 

“The claims against the United States under the Florida treaty with Spain 
were submitted to Congress for its action at the late session, and I n in 
your attention to this long-standing question with a view to a final disposition 
of the matter.” 

And whereas from a transcript of the diplomatic correspondence between 
Spain and the United States on the subject, transmitted to the Senate subsequent 
to the messages referred to, it appears that the Government of Spain has for 
many years strenuously and persistently urged the settlement of said claims 
by the payment by the United States of the unpaid portions of the decrees 
made by the judges who, under the act of Congress of March 3, 1823, adjudi- 
cated said claims. 

And whereas the honor and dignity of the United States require that said mat- 
ter shall be speedily and finally dopad of: Therefore, to the end that Congress 
may be advised as to what further legislation, if any, is necessary or proper in 


the premises, 

Be it resolved, That the President be, and he hereby is, requested to inform the 
Senate, if not incompatible with the public service— 

First. Whether or not, in his opinion, the ninth article of the treaty of 1819 be- 
tween the United States and hasbeen tully executed by the United States. 

Second. If it has not been fully executed, then whether the impeciment to 
its execution arises out of unsettled questions of fact or undetermined questions 
of law, and what, ifany, are such unsettled questions of fact and undetermined 
questions of law. 


THE COINAGE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further concurrent or 
other resolutions the morning hour is closed. ‘ 

Mr. MORRILL. Pursuant to a notice that I gave yesterday I now 
desire to address the Senate on Senate bill No. 226, introduced by me 
yesterday. The bill has notyet been received from the Printing Office, 
but I understand that it will be on the desks of Senators presently. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont asks 
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unanimous consent for leave to proceed with his remarks on the sub- 
ject of the bill named by him. The bill not being now at the Secre- 
frs desk, the title of the bill will be read from the journal. 

The PRINCIPAL LEGISLATIVE CLERK. ‘‘A bill (S. 226) relating to 
coinage, silver certificates, and United States notes.” > 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the Senator 
from Vermont proceeding with his remarks at this time? The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. MORRILL. The topic I shall mainly discuss to-day, and which, 
perhaps, I have most at heart, is the improvement of our fractional 
silver and other minorcoinage; not, however, without bestowing some 
attention to collateral subjects of perhaps eyual importance embraced 
in the bill already presented by me to the Senate. 

The problem of a universal legal-tender coinage has long perplexed 
the world, and the vast extension of modern commerce, with the fluct- 
uating supplies of the precious metals, tends to perpetuate its difficul- 
ties; but American interests are too great to be surrendered to the 
blunders of others or of ourselves, whether of action or non-action. 
Having the primacy in the production of the precious metals, shall we 
not refuse to confess that we know not how to handle them, neither for 
our own nor for the general good? 


PRESENT COINAGE. 


The present unsatisfactory condition of our gold and silver coinage, 
as well as of the token coinage, appears to me so pronounced as to de- 
mand the serious and early attention of the Senate. Though nominally 
representing the double standard, their relative proportional value isa 
fiction too gross to endure; and when the fiction explodes, as some- 
time it must explode, the heaviest loss will fall upon those least able 
to bearit. The lawfrom Mount Sinai is against ‘‘ divers weights, great 
and small,” Our silver coins, and all the minor coins, are practically 
nothing more than tokens, representing values received for them much 
above their actual value. If the Government were poor, or its credit 
strained, such indirect gains might be winked at and tolerated; but the 
United States, now in full vigor and united manhood, with an over- 
flowing treasury, have no excuse for maintaining such conflicting stand- 
ards, and such paltry sources of unnecessary revenue, and by expedients 
which have grown to be inexcusable. 

We have asystem of internal taxation, and a tariff upon imports; and 
also, as a supplement beyond all this, a forced contribution levied upon 
our people of nearly 15 cents upon every silver dollar that comes forth 
from the Mint, and much more, or to over one-fifth part of the nominal 
value, upon all othersilvercoinage. This may not improperly be styled 
tyranny tempered by alloy. 

Congress, however, having the exclusive power te coin money, is under 
the highest promptings of duty to provide the soundest and safest known 
to the world; and its duty is equally grave to protect the people against 
raising revenue, much or little, directly or indirectly, by debased coin- 
age, or by a policy not based upon intrinsic value, which has never failed 
to blot the good name of any government that has ventured to try the 
disastrous experiment. 

But we do not seem to blush at these profits, whether arising from 
silver or even copper coinage. When the copper cent was originally 
authorized by the United States the first importation of copper—and 
then all had to be imported—cost over 43 cents per pound, or three 
times as much as it does to-day, when the cent contains less than one- 
fifth of the weight originally proposed. Copper is now hardly worth 
more than some of the baser metals—less than the best cast-steel—and 
perhaps not so much as the iron anciently used as money in Sparta, or 
even as the iron and tin once used in England. Hamilton, whom Jef- 
ferson styled a ‘‘Colossus,” with his usual extraordinary foresight, 
doubted whether copper would long remain fit for money. 

When our silver dollars were first authorized their intrinsic value 
was equal to their nominal value, and no more were coined than were 
wanted for circulation. This was the doctrine and practice of our 
fathers. Now the actual value of the silver dollar is 85) cents, in- 
stead of 93 cents in 1878, at the start of compulsory coinage ; and we 
are daily doing all we can to depress its value at home by laborious ad- 
ditions to the enormous pile in the Treasury, until it threatens to topple 
over, carrying with it its false and flimsy scaffolding of equivocating 
silver certificates, which, when redeemed, must be redeemed in a metal 
of quiteanother color. Silver will not be accepted for certificates while 
anything much better can be had. The accumulated tons of silver dol- 
lars now held by the Treasury are a conspicuous overproduction, rec- 
ognized, distrusted, and avoided byeverybody. A glut appears for the 
moment to make silver, as it does any other commodity, scarcely worth 
having. ‘Thus we appear to have, so to say, an ‘‘elephant”’ on hand, 
which, although white, not even Barnum will take off our hands; and 
which is not only difficult to keep, but, wherever sent, there are neither 

nor pockets ready to receive or to hold. 

We are compelled to seek and to use at least $24,000,000 of revenue 
annvally, with an option which allows the use of forty-eight million, 
above all that would otherwise be required, in order to perpetuate the 
colossal folly of hoarding 3,455 tons of silver dollars, 742 tons of frac- 
tional silver, and 140 tons of silver bullion, as useless, either to the Gov- 
erument or to the people, as the buried treasure of Captain Kidd. 
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SILVER CERTIFICATES. 

Let me say at once that it is not proposed to deprive outstanding sil- 
ver certificates of any existing functions. Let the nearly one hundred 
millions now afloat circulate with all of their privileges, but their bulk, 
already excessive, cannot be increased without danger to our whole 
monetary system. 

It may be falsely supposed that the large, constant, and unending 
accumulation of silver dollars in the Treasury is squarely there for the 
redemption of outstanding silver certificates, but not one of these cer- 
tificates ever has been or ever will be presented by the holder for redemp- 
tionin silver. They will all tura up and be tendered at the custom- 
house, instead of gold, the first moment our exchanges feel the shock of 
an adverse balance of trade, or whenever there is an excess of imports 
overexports ; and then the real difference between the standard of our 
gold and silver coins will become painfully manifest. We are bound 
by law to accept and receive silver certificates, in violation of our pledged 
public faith, as the equivalent of gold, at the custom-house. When the 
contingency occurs, ing the hollow truce existing between our 
gold and silver stan gold will become a fugitive and sink below the 
horizon, and a flickering single standard of silver, whether up or down, 
will become dominant. The disastrous effects thus to arise can not 
fail to disjoint our whole commerce, and will invade the home of every 
wage-receiving laborer of the country. Failing to keep our proper 
share of the products of our own gold mines, as well as silver, all the 
evils of a suddenly depreciated currency will be sure to revisit us, and 
with a proclamation that they come to stay. The Pactolian stream of 
gold will then cease to flow into the Treasury, and instead will come 
the juiceless flood of silver certificates. 

Does any one propose that we shall step down and out from among 
leading industrial and commercial nations, by having hereafter to base 
all of our financial and business interests exclusively on silver? Canany 
one propose at a blow to cut down the wages of labor and the terms of 
all contracts to the extent of 15 or 20 per cent.? Must all of our trade 
and business enterprises be kept forever on the lookout for a financial 
convulsion, suspended only by a hair’s breadth, in the rate of exchange? 
If not, then may I not hope that all will unite upon some proper and 
conservative measure that will save to our people the use of both gold 
and silver? At this moment the amount of silver dollars and fractions 
in the Treasury, never used except in very small sums, and never 
hoarded, is preposterously large in proportion to the amount of gold 
coins, which always have been and must continue to be used for all of 
the hundred-fold larger transactions. 

TEMPORARY SUSPENSION OF COINAGE, 

A temporary suspension of the coinage of silver can not reduce the 
amount in circulation in the least, as it will manifestly be impossible 
for several years to wholly exhaust the extensive stock now in the over- 
loaded vaults of the Treasury; and all those whose opinions are most 
entitled to our respect advise that such a suspension will be the only 
effective policy to checkmate the anti-silver fanaticism supposed to pre- 
vail among some foreign nations. It would be stupid to suppose that 
these nations will ever abandon their gold policy while we are exerting 
our utmost power to sustain it, not here but there, by rolling out ot 
their path the chief obstacle which blocks their way, but which, like 
the rock of Sisyphus, always rolls back to crush ourselves. 

A temporary suspension is also indispensable to enable us to reform 
and to vastly improve our annual display of coinage, which in 1882 was 
equal in amount to one-half of the combined annual coinage of all other 
leading commercial nations, 

The purpose of the proposition to cease issuing one and two dollar 
United States notes is to bring into circulation a larger amount of sil- 
verdollars. Themoney-order system and postal notes of the Post-Office 
Department—likely, as I am informed, soon to be greatly improved— 
fally demonstrate that small bills are no longer indispensable for re- 
mittances, and may properly be pushed aside to make room for silver 


dollars. COINAGE ACTS. 

In discussing the bill I have introduced I trust I may be excused for 
briefly referring to past and existing legislation, although the facts may 
be in all the horn-books of Congressional students, 

By our first coinage act of 1792, based on the plan presented by Jef- 
ferson in 1787, one ounce of gold was made the equivalent of fifteen in 
silver; and the gold eagle, eleven-twelfths fine, weighed 270 grains, 
This proved to be an undervaluation of silver until rap hho the gold 
eagle was reduced in weight to 258 grains, and slightly further reduced 
by alloy to a fraction below nine-tenths fine, or to eight hundred and 
ninety-nine and two-tenths thousandths, This made the value of the 
new eagle 66.68 cents less than the old. he half-eagle of 129 grains 
and the quarter-eagle of 64} grains were of the same fineness. In 1837 
the gold coinage was raised to nine-tenths fine, and the rutio to silver 
has since been one to sixteen, The double-eagle first appeared in 1849, 


and the gold dollar in 1853. 
that a silver do * of the value 


In 1792 it was provided by Con, 
of a Spanish milled dollar, as the same is now current,” should be 
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coined, and it first appeared in 1794, weighing 416 
tained 371} grains of pure silver. By the act of 1837 the rate was 
reduced to 412} grains, but the amount of pure silver was unchanged. 
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i 1851 the three-cent silver coin was authorized .750 fine, weighing 
12§ grains. 

By the act of 1853 all the fractions ef the silver dollar were reduced 
to the ratio of 384 grains to the dollar, nine-tenths fine, and regulated by 
the metricsystem of weights, or for halves 12} grams, quarters 6} grams, 
and dimes 2y'; grams; but the weightof the three-cent piece was changed 
to three-fiftieths of the half-dollar, or to 11.52 grains. This was an un- 
fortunate degradation of these coins, compensated by nothing gained 
abroad, and doomed them to much loss of prestige at home. Jefferson 
denied the right of Congress to lessen the value of coins. In conse- 
quence of this 7 per cent. shortage of silver in the half-dollars we no 
longer largely export them, as we did formerly, to South America and 
the West Indies, but peddle them out in dribblets at home, where they 
are reluctantly received as ‘‘ Hobson’s choice.” 

If gold had no foothold in our country from 1792 to 1834, silver had 
as little from 1837 to 1853, when it was suddenly cheapened and rein- 
stated. It will be observed that when the merest fraction of difference 
occurs in thestandard value of gold and silver coinage the undervalued 
coin becomes the sole coin in circulation, increasing its prerogatives as 
its merits diminish, and inexorably banishes that which is of superior 
value. 

By the act of March 3, 1865, when we were, perhaps, more humble 
than we have been since, the legend of “In God we trust’? was au- 
thorized upon all our coins. In 1873 we appear to have lapsed into 
incredulity, and this inscription was omitted; but at the same time the 
coinage acts were all revised and the trade-dollar had its ill-omened 
birth. No other important change was made, except that the old sil- 


ver dollar, then the Delilah of nobody, was left out, and for the reason |. 


that none had been coined for many years, none were called for, and 
none could then have been coined without a positive loss to the Gov- 
ernment. p 

TRADE-DOLLAR, 

The trade-dollar, of unusual weight, was authorized in consequence 
of an urgent commercial demand presented exclusively by those en- 
gaged in the trade with China, who paid the Mint the cost of its man- 
ufacture. It bore its exceptional character on its face, as a piece of sil- 
ver weighing 420 grains, nine-tenths fine. It was very awkwardly in- 
cluded as a legal tender, to the amount of $5, among fractional sil- 
ver coins, but was known to be worth as bullion 3 or 4 per cent. 
more than its legal-tender value, which wholly precluded it from any 
such use. When, however, silver to droop in price, it was plain 
that many of the 30,834,360 trade-dollars which had been exported 
might, much to our disadvantage, be returned to our hands; and, there- 
fore, by the joint resolution of the House of Representatives, July 22, 
1876 (introduced by Mr. RANDALL), td which all parties promptly as- 
sented, the non-used legal-tender power of the trade-dollar was with- 
drawn, but it remained at 1} per cent. above par for a year and a half 
afterward. Since then, silver bullion having diminished in value, this 
commercial rover thrusts itself in our faces and demands to be counted, 
with all the privileges of our eldest born, or as it might have been if it 
had always belonged to our domestic family of coins, and had not worn 
on its face the indelible brand of inferiority. The legend, ‘‘ In God we 
trust,” still lingering on this nondescript dollar, is an apt reminder of 
2 coin of Pope Innocent the Eleventh, when under great apprehensions 
from the King of France, which bore the inscription of *‘ Help, Lord, or 
else I perish,” with the figure of Saint Peter vainly trying, like our dol- 
lar, to walk on the waters, and piously calling for help. One other 
eccentricity may also be noticed, not unlike that on the coins of Crom- 
well, upon one side of which appeared ‘‘ God with us,” and upon the 
other side, *‘The Commonwealth of England.” This caused a cava- 
lier with some wit to say, ‘‘ God and the Commonwealth are on differ- 
ent sides.” The legend on the trade-dollar, ‘‘ In God we trust,” is on 
the obverse side, while itis true that the ‘‘ United States of America” 
and the eagle are ominously arrayed on the reverse or opposite side. 

Unfortunately all the trade-dollars have not left our country for our 
country’s good; they were made here by our machinery, and all that 
are in the hands of innocent holders should be offered a little chance 
to get out of the way, if they will only depart quickly. 

EXCESS OF SILVER. 

There are in circulation at the present time $93,953,780 of our silver 
coinage, There are also $141,337,533 more in the Treasury, which the 
Government would be only too glad to unload. Half as much of frac- 
tional silver and about three times as many silver dollars are now in 
the Treasury as are held by the people. Whereis it to go? Cui bono? 
The Treasury is thoroughly gorged, and the stomachs of the people are 
suffering from hopeless indigestion. 

It can hardly be doubted that the two or more millions of silver bullion 
which has been bought every month, and by the overtasked mints con- 
verted into-more millions of dollars, amounting in five years and seven 
taonths to the prodigious sum of $154,370,899, would have been more 
largely accepted and held as ready money by the people if the Govern- 
ment had left silverto stand on its own merits, and had not enlisted in 
what seemed almost a crusade to force an excessive and unnatural 
amount into circulation. Sober legislators appeared to rely upon coer- 
on to popularize the diffusion of silver, and also upon the 
creation df an absolute supply to create an equally absolute demand ; 
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but the public, wandering in unbelief, declined to be coerced, and sub- 
sequent experience, to a considerable extent, may have confirmed the 
general and more pronounced lackof faith. Itis true that the Govern- 
ment has been and is regularly in the market for its moon-struck sup- 
ply of bullion, yet any advantage of an increased or fictitious creation of 
value upon the general product of silver mines has been and is impos- 
sible, because all the rest of mankind, or the major part of consumers, 
are entigely free to buy or not to buy, and especially free to take notice 
of the fact that our Government is a purchaser on sheer compulsion, 
bound by positivelaw, to buy and to hoard a swelling surplus, that must 
ere long break through all barriersand intindate all markets. Beclouded 
by such surroundings, it is not wonderful that the price of silver has 
been rather adversely affected. The London quotation for silver, Feb- 
ruary 28, 1878, was 55 pence per ounce, and has rarely if ever been so 
much since, being to-day 50} pence per ounce, Britishstandard.* Bind- 
ing itself as a perpetual purchaser has placed the Government too nearly 
in the attitudeof the reckless speculators of thestock exchange, or of buy- 
ing silver to make a “‘corner’’ in order to squeeze some outsider, But 
the action of the Government is as bootless as was the stamp of the ty- 
rant’s foot to raisearmies. We have nothing to show for it except our 
own perspiration. The patronage of Government, bestowed uponsilver 
mines, or nickel mines, or copper mines, to secure their permanent pros- 
perity, is unreliable, and no more should be sought after by them than 
can bejustified by theactual requirementsoftheGovernment. Itshould 
also be forever borne ia mind that the annual production of our gold 
mines, heretofore much the largest, is now a little less than our silver 
mines, and no more favoritism should be shown to one than to the other. 

When our standard money is of universal value, circulating without 
loss elsewhere as well as at home, the increase or decrease of its volume 
does not materially affect the price of commodities. The intereommu- 
nication of the markets of the world preserves values at nearly a uni- 
versal level, and redresses fluctuations at the bare cost of the transporta- 
tion of coin. s 

It would obviously be to our great hurt if our specie should lack 
harmony with the standard of other commercial nations with whom 
our chief intercourse must be maintained. Different standards of 
money are worse and more inconvenient than different languages. 
Whatever disadvantages may now or hereafter arise from adverse ex- 
changes must be borne exclusively by those who adhere to the inferior 
standard. If we make one dollar in gold, or one dollar in silver, of the 
same intrinsic value each bears in London, Frankfort, and Paris, we 
may coin few or many without appreciable effect upon prices or values. 
Great Britain is supposed to have large control of the gold standard of 
Europe; but, if so, it is not derived from her abundant coinage, no 
gold having been coined there in 1882, and only £209,880 of silver. 
Others may soon find that their interests can only be permanently pro- 
moted, not by a scramble with all the world for gold, but by uniting 
with us in giving to both silver and gold at least a fair trial to hold 
universal and harmonious relations. Meantime, whatever others may 
do, the vital interests of our own people can not be effectually guarded 
by a left-handed imposition of the silver standard. 


CANADIAN SILVER, 


When our fractional silver strays into Canada it is hailed as an in- 
truder, and cannot pass at less than 20 per cent. discount, or our half- 
dollar shrinks to 40 cents and the quarter to 20 cents; but Canadian 
silver coins are plentiful on our northern borders, and, though really 
of less value than our fractional silver coins, they are generally ac- 
cepted at their full nominal value. Canadian silver should be sternly 
refused in all American markets, or subjected to a discount of 23.2 per 
cent., its bullion value. This would be reciprocity, and exelude a 
nuisance. 

CHARACTER OF OBR COINAGE. 


Although the abrasion of large coins, when in connection with the 
free use of paper currency, is not supposed to exceed 1 per cent. in fifty 
years, it is considerably more upon small coins. It is theretore of 
some importance that the surface of coins should not be too greatly ex- 
posed. Upon the larger coins, having possibly the central portions 
slightly eoncave, the figures in bas-relief, further protected by a grad- 
ually raised outer border, may be well rounded with little danger. 
This would give depth for greater boldness in the figures, so much ad- 
mired on ancient Greek coins, and would also make it impracticable to 
split coins and substitute baser metals for the inner part extracted, as 
has too often been practiced. 

COPPER CENTS, 

Gur copper coins as well as those of other countries, in numbers ex- 
ceeding all other coins, have been subjected to many fantastic changes. 
Rude everywhere, as they originally appeared, the most extensive fab- 
rication has added little grace to relieve them from being everywhere 
‘common and unclean.’’ Thecopper coins issued in England by Charles 
II possessed intrinsic value equal to their nominal value. Charles XII 
of Sweden, however, made copper coins of less weight than that of our 
earliest copper cent, and then paid them to his army as the value efa 


* According to United States standard, this shows a declension in value from, 
108.509 cents per ounce to 99.631 cents, orabout 8} per cent, 
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silver dollar. It is some gratification to find our treatment of copper a 
little less heroic than that of the Swede. 

The earliest American copper voins made by any State were made at 
Rupert, in Vermont, and before Vermont had been admitted into the 
Union. A mint was there establisked for eight or ten years, having a 
capacity tostamp 60 coppers per minute, upon which theso-called ‘‘ baby- 
head’? Goddess of Liberty appeared; but trath compels me to say that 
this goddess was no more comely than that on the coins of thg present 
day, although she was a hundred years younger. The owner of the 
mint, Reuben Harmon, was bound to pay the State 2} per cent. for his 
privilege. At first these coins passed two for a penny, then four, and 
then eight, when they no longer paid for the cost, mainly on account 
of the sudden competition of other States, and of the large importations 
of Birmingham hardware, commonly called ‘‘ Bungtown coppers.” 
We had no protectiv e tariff then, and we have none now, against ** Bung- 
towns,’’ whether of copper or silver. 

In 1787, by authority of Congress, a contract was made with James 
Jarvis for three hundred tons of copper coin of the Federal standard, 
and cents were coined at the New Haven mint of the following descrip- 
tion: On one side thirteen circles linked together, a small circle in the 
middle, with the words ‘‘ We are one;’’ on the other side a sun-dial, 
and below the dial the words “‘ Mind your business.” 

In 1792 Congress authorized the coinage of a copper cent weighing 
264 grains, which was reduced in 1793 to 208 grains, again reduced in 
1796 to 168 grains, later to 140 grains, on which the so-called ‘‘ booby- 
head” appears—and in 1857 to 72 grains, of which 88 per cent. was 
to be copper and 12 per cent. nickel. In 1864it was once more reduced 
to 48 grains, 95 per cent. of eopper and 5 percent. of tinorzinc. Finally, 
in 1872 the last was made to three-fourths of copper and one- 
fourth nickel, but the weight remains at 48 grains. 

The frequent and wide alterations which have been made in our 
copper coins show that intrinsic value has almost vanished, and they 
bear no proportional value to other coins; but, at the start, when cop- 
per bore a much higher price, the weight of the cent was fixed at five 
and a half times what it is now. In the southern portion of our coun- 
try, and especially on the Pacific coast, copper coins have been as un- 
current as the yellow-colored Chinaman, or tor a long time they were 
practically tabooed, and even now they are unwelcome travelers, much 
in need of a passport. Wherever not altogether snubbed the copper 
cent must pass, as Wood’s notable copper coins must have passed in 
America or Ireland, far above any real value, and with little other 
merit beyond that of the dusky color now supplied on its face to our re- 
cent Indian image of “‘ Liberty.” After common use these coins assume 
a deeper Ethiopic complexion and become petty nuisances, scents as 
well as cents, redolent of many coppery smells which are easily trans- 
mitted to other coins or to anything with which they hold pocket in- 
tercourse. Copper as a metal is wondrously useful, daily becoming 
more so, but neither stare Nae! Hamilton would at this day think 
of stamping it as money inly we can do better. If the cent and 
two-cent coins were now made wholly of nickel the Government would 
obtain an ample seigniorage; and nickel, when compared with swarthy 
copper, is immaculate, or clean and bright. The importance of the 
cent coinage will be realized when we find that over forty million 
pieces were coined the past year. 

The Chinese and Japanese bronze coins are of very light weight, of 
annular form, with a square hole in the center, and some of them are 
quite equal to other exhibitions of Oriental art which are now received 
with publicfavor. The specimen of an unauthorized cent made by our 
Mint in 1850 with a round hole in the center suggests what might be 
done, if not with a nickel cent, perhaps with a half-dimeof silver. The 
present nickel half-dimes are so nearly of the same diameter and thick- 
ness of a quarter-dollar that they are often not readily di ed; 
but with a perforation, square or round, in the center all confusion 
would be remedied, as well by touchas by sight. The three-cent nickel 
coin, no longer being the amount of letter postage-stamps, is no longer 
wanted, and might well give place to a two-cent nickel. 

GOLD COINS. 

The expediency of the original issue of the one-dollar and three-dollar 
gold coins has not been confirmed by experience. It will be observed, 
however, that our gold coins are all of equal fineness, and, in proportion 
to nominal value, of equal weight. At home or abroad, as to actual and 
relative value, they are not exposed to much criticism; but their beauty 
as works of art is not excessive, the figures being thin and barren of re- 
lief, especially the eagle on the twenty-dollar gold coin, which best rep- 
resents an unstuffed and unmounted flattened skin of some wild bird of 
prey long aes away by Professor Baird in the vaults of the National 
Museum. 

SILVER COINS, 

But our silver coins and all the minor coinage, including tokens, are 
bewilderinzly destitute of symmetry or any other visible merit, bear- 
ing no proportion of intrinsic value to each other, in harmony partly 
with the troy and partly with the metric system of weights, some.of 
them defying the laws of their birth, others easily colored with a gilded 
lie by the cheapest counterfeiter, none of them having a “‘coigne of 
vantage’? as to proportion, design, or beauty of workmanship; and the 
wider they circulate the wider discredit do they stamp upon the Gov- 


ernment. Coins equal in purity and weight to those of the Govern- 
ment now yield a tempting profit toenterprising counterfeiters. Surely 
Congress is not blameless when authorizing such an incoherent and 
fluttering output of coins; and the invisible genius presiding over the 
Mint from year to year would seem to have been just equal to the law 
and its profits, or just equal to the inflexible and awkward jobs he had 
in hand. If our coins were asked who made them, each one might an- 
swer in the dialect of Topsy, ‘‘1’spect I growed.” I would not unjustly 
nor ill-naturedly criticise our coi , but, while itself representing the 
standard of truth, it should be tried by that standard, however severe 
the ordeal may be. Able to command the best and highest resources 
of art, the United States should not be content with the poorest. We 
have been furnishing silver coinage, durable as it ought to be for half 
a century, as though it were a garment annually to be worn out and 
to be replaced on every first day of April; but we have given little at- 
tention to the material, less to the fit or its fashion, and Brother Jon- 
athan’s style never fails to be recognized and laughed at. The annual 
reproduction here of these prolific examples of the general state of the 
arts seems unworthy of our country. The Mint does its mechanical 
work with wonderful accuracy, but neither power nor means to do any- 
thing more has ever been granted or supplied. Some of the engravers 
on wood for our magazines command better pay than the engra 

the ‘“‘men of all work,” employed at the Mint in Philadelphia, nix ant 
yet some of the medals executed there are fairly creditable. 


ANCIENT COINAGE, 


Without making any pretentious display of erudition on the subject 
of coinage, as my study of the subject has not been so extended as tọ 
encourage any vanity of that sort, I will yet venture to cull the atten- 
tion of Senators very briefly to the character of the coinage of earlier 
times, more especially to some examples of our English ancestors, with 
the history of which, whether good or bad, all will be more or less fa- 
miliar; and finally to the absence of artistic perfection exhibited in the 
unattractive character of our own coinage, of which any one can sum- 
mon from his pocket a cloud of witnesses. 

What are now often called Roman or Greck medals were really 
coins put into circulation by the Greek and Roman governments in 
past ages, and appear, as the invention of a polished people—to have 
been not merely for service as coins, but were often works of art, or 
miniature copies of such works, illustrating not only ancient manners 
and much of ancient poetry, but they have also served to fix the date of 
many otherwise debatable facts of history. Many of them were de- 
signed to mark victories, like the medals of Napoleon, or notable events, 
and to perpetuate the fame of rulers, whose faces and actions were thus 
portrayed in a manner that insured circulation throughout empires and 
throughout future ages. Theconsentof the Roman Senate was first ob- 
tained by Cæsar to place his portrait on Roman coins, and his example 
appears to have been diligently followed by his successors. Previously, 
only the heads of their deities, or of those who had received divine 
honors, were placed on their coins; but subsequently the laureated heads 
with great prodigality celebrated their own virtues. 

These ancient coins are highly prized, not for the metal they contain— 
as one of brass or copper* frequently commands a much higher price 
than its weight in gold—but they are eagerly soughtafter by collectors 
to be placed in cabinets, being valuable for the illustration of the epoch 
or sometimes as specimens of rare beauty of workmanship; and w hat 
was worth the merest pittance when issued by Augustus or by Antony 
and Cleopatra now often commands a fubulous sum, So highly es- 
teemed are some of these specimens, that bogus imitations have been 
cunningly made, and, after being buried in the earth long enough to 
apparently acquire the rust and smell of antiquity, they come forth to 
deceive the very elect,or at least to deceive the collectors of those very rare 
coins once restored to the sacks of Joseph’s brethren, or of those ducats 
of old Duke Dandolo said to have been loaned by Shylock to Antonio, 

ENGLISH COINS, 

Coming down to later times, we find that in the reign of Queen Eliz- 
abeth, when silver money had been much debased and had also been 
shamefully clipped, she caused it all to be called in and stamped accord- 
ing to its purity and actual weight. This greatly improved commercial 
exchanges, promoted trade with other nations, and made, in the latter 
half of the sixteenth century, the long-headed and red-haired queen very 
popular. Strange to say, however, while rescuing England from base 
coin, she still issued it without stint for Ireland. Under the iron rule 
of Cromwell distinguished French artists were employed upon the coin- 
age of the Commonwealth, and it was ordered with much spirit that 
‘tin beauty of mechanical execution the coinsof this nation should not be 
behind any nation.” This order was strictly enforced, and England to 
this day has been unable to show any coins more beautifully designed 
and engraved than those of the Lord Protector in 1658. Notwithstand- 
ing his head was removed from Westminster Abbey, then stuck upon 
a pole and carried through the streets of London, yet his splendid head 
by Simon on silver crowns has perhaps among British coins had a yet 
more unrivaled elevation. The guinea issued under Charles II was 
so named because made of gold from Guinea, and bore the efiigy of an 


* Our Washington cent of 1791 now brings over $50. 
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elephant, from the vain idea that its circulation in England might en- 
courage the importation of more gold from Africa. 

So eminent a man as Sir Isaac Newton was made Master of the Mint 
in the reign of George I, as he had been in that of William IIT, when 
clipped coins were once more called in and exchanged for new coins of 
full value. In the reign of George I, with Walpole as minister, the 
famous royal patent was granted to William Wood for ‘‘ coining small 
money for Ireland and the English Plantations; and he coined a mul- 
titade of spurious shillings from copper or brass, as well as baser ‘‘small 
money for Ireland.” ‘*Wood’s money” was, however, fiercely assailed 
by the irrepressible Dean Swift,and the fiat of the government was 
scornfully trampled upon by the Irish people. 

The coinage under George III, fitly represented by his stolid face, 
was hardly less wretched than many other monumental facts of his 
long and wretched reign. The St. George and the dragon that appeared 
in 1817 on the coins of England,and notably on the gold sovereign, 
which superseded the guinea, was the spirited avd very creditable work 
of Pistrueci, a foreign artist employed by the Prince Regent, The head 
of George IV, on the coins of his reign, was designed by Chantrey, the 
sculptor, and is very fine as a portrait, though said to be amazingly 
flattered. 

Fifty-five million dollars of gold coins so late as 1842 were withdrawn 
by England and new coins of full weight given at the expense of the 
government. 

FRENCH COINAGE. 

The Parisian school of coinage, founded by David, the celebrated 
painter, aimed at first at something better than what may be called the 
grandiose style, and copied nature, or more of the simplicity and ele- 
gance of the Greek medals. f 

Among the large number of French medals given July 4, 1822, to our 
Congressional Library by George W. Erving, and accepted by Congress 
(but unfortunately destroyed subsequently by the fire in the Library), 
there were many executed with remarkable skill, and nearly all com- 
memorated some event in the history of Napoleon. Fresh copies of 
these, at small expense, it is supposed, might easily be obtained. In 
the beauty of workmanship and aptness of device French coins, for 
many years, were held to be superior to those of any other country, 
especially in the rounded and bolder relief of the figures. But some 
decadence began under Louis XVIII, and less credit would be due to 
the flood of coins bearing the dull image of Napoleon IIT, who had his 
portrait pompously decorated with the ancient laurel crown, that he 
might pass, if not as a Roman Cæsar, at least as a legitimate Napoleon. 

UNITED STATES COINAGE, 


From time to time many governments have made earnest efforts to 
improve the style and mechanical execution of their coinage, not al- 
ways with marked success, but generally with some advance upon the 
past. The difficulty of hammering flat circular coins having been over- 
come by the machinery of the mill and screw in 1561, the square, ob- 
long, octagon, and other ruder, irregular pieces were at once superseded. 
Men of science, or of eminence, were employed to advise or direct the 
work of mints, such as Locke, and Newton, and Herschel in England, 
and in our own country Rittenhouse, Boudinot, the Pattersons, and 
Snowden. The service was held to be both honorable and nationally 
important, and here early attracted the attention of such men as Jef- 
ferson, Hamilton, Franklin, and John Quincy Adams. In one of 
Franklin’s letters he laments that the eagle should have been selected 
as the emblem of the United States, and writes: ‘‘For my part, I wish 
the bald eagle had not been chosen as the representative of our coun- 
try. He is a bird of bad moral character ; he does not get his living 
honestly.” Franklin might have added that the eagle was already 
more appropriately claimed on the imperial standards of Russia, Aus- 
tria, Prussia, and France. 

For the reverse sides of our coins there were differences of opinion in 
Congress and long and grave debate, as the Senate wanted the portrait of 
Washington, and the House insisted, with success, upon a ‘‘figure em- 
blematic of Liberty,” although Representative Livermore, of New 
Hampshire, is reported to have said that ‘‘the President was a very 
good emblem of Liberty; but what an emblematic figure might be he 
could not tell. A ghost had been said to be in the shape of the sound 
of a drum, and so might Liberty for aught he knew.” 

Congress has by law prescribed within narrow bounds the devices and 
legends to be stamped upon our coins. Upon the obverse side there is 
to be an impression of Liberty, bearing the inscription of the word 
t‘ Liberty” and the year of the coinage, and upon the reverse side there 
is to be the figure or representation of an eagle, with the inscription, 
“ United States of America” and “E pluribus unum ” and a desi 
tion of the value of the coin; but on the one and three dollar gold 
pieces, and en the dime, five, three, and one cent pieces the figure of the 
eagle is to be omitted. Upon the reverse of the trade-dollar the weight 
and fineness were to be inscribed. 

EMBLEM OF LIBERTY. 

The emblem of Liberty, like that of many other virtues, has been 
said to be always represented in petticoats. The Britannia of Great 
Britain appears in form like a near relation to the Liberty, or the 
Minerva otten found on old Greek and Roman coins, and in the days of 


Charles II the Duchess of Richmond served as a model to the engraver; 
but, more recently, Victoria, by the distinguished medalist Wyon, has 
been stamped with great excellence upon British coins, and she, like 
Queen Anne, seems to have occasionally insisted upon decent drapery 
about the bust. 

Our sitting emblem of Liberty on fractional silver looks very like a 
descendant of our grandmother Britannia by Clark Mills. Whether 
she wears long hair or a jaunty widow’s cap may not be quite clear, 
and there is no end of erinoline, while the obtruding whalebones, in 
bas-relief, compressing the waist, painfully disclose overworn corsets. 
But, as our highest effort and best, on the copper cent and on the one- 
dollar and three-dollar gold coins the head of our emblem appears in 
the baubles of an Indian princess, doubtless an ideal Pocahontas— 
“ that female bully of the town ’”’—with the head accordingly stuck 
around with feathers, and labeled on the tiara ‘‘ Liberty.” Its circu- 
lation in the Indian Territory, I regret to say, has not been commen- 
surate to the witchery of the bait. England strangely omits to stamp 
on her figure of the lion “‘ this is a lion ;’’ but our emblem, safe from 
all misconception, is always plainly and veraciously branded zcross the 
forehead, ‘* Liberty.” 

I am a stalwart supporter of the consecrated emblem, but would in- 
voke the genius even of flattery to present the American ‘‘ Liberty ” 
without the feathers of a drum-major, and certainly something better 
than a Grecian face in the regalia of a squaw, or than a feeble copy of 
our ancient grandmother. 


AMERICAN EAGLES, 


We have on our various coins a grim crowd of so-called eagles, chiefiy 
representing a belated evolution from the buzzard family. The dif- 
ferent artists—technically perhaps of the same family origin—would 
seem to have spent their whole wit upon their several masterpieces. 
It is to be hoped, however, that their models, like the griffin and the 
dodo, are all extinct. Whether their outstretched wings point upward 
or downward, it is a great comfort to see that the birds are all truly 
American, as each one loyally shows himself, always andeverywhere, a 
spread eagle. Whoever looks at them may well croak, and utter Poe's 
doleful raven slang of ‘‘N-e-v-e-r m-o-r-e,’’ though they are not ravens, 
as none ever fed little children; but each one, in full-blown dignity, is, 
as John Neal has said, ‘‘a fierce gray bird with bending beak,” and 
not without terrors in a claw. The artists, it must be allowed, are 
great in profile views of ‘“‘bending beaks,” with feathery appendages; 
but it can not be a serious error to suppose their inspiration to have 
been largely derived from an obedient study of that familiar and rather 
pungent text which reads, ‘‘ For wheresoever the carcass is, there will 
the eagles be gathered together.” It will be observed, too, that all of 
their beaks are wide open, equally ready to dine or to scream. 

If the truth must be confessed, our figures of the eagle are not much 
above caricatures, and exhibit so little of truth and grace of form that 
our bakers would refuse to reproduce them in their cakessold at a dime 
fora dozen. What should be feathers are hardly to be distinguished 
trom the imbricated backs of that rare bird known as the turtle. The 
imputed vanity of our bird surely never got its start from any flattery 
on our coins, though he seems to be stiff there, with the purpose of in- 
viting all the double-headed spread eagles of Europe either to a fight 
or a carousal, not caring a ‘‘ continental” which. 

Strangely enough the trade-dollar has a left-handed figure of Liberty 
sitting on a bale of cotton, but the eagle is certainly not the worst we 
have, though a monstrosity wonderfully and fearfully made. That on 
the twenty-dollar gold piece, nearly destitute of relief, and in all senses 
flat, is very uncouthly drawn, with the wings turned wrong side up, 
like an inverted umbrella in a gust of wind, and tricked out with the 
trumpery of endless and meaningless scroll decorations. But unhap- 
pily on our latest dollar will be found the b/andest and possibly, where 
all are ugly, our most abominable eagle, unless we except the one on 
the wing which once appeared as a scarecrow on the silver dollar, aft- 
erward belittled as the eagle volant on the copper cent, and was then 
esteemed the nearest of kin to the vulture, as some plain matter-of-fact 
people will call the stray figure which seems determined to roost upon 
the head of Liberty at the top of the Capitol. I would not take a 
feather from our— 

Majestic monarch of the clouds, 
but would have him appear, if I could, more in the truthful dignity 
and beauty of nature, and then dismiss the whole brood of inven 


eagles. - j 
THE MINT FETTERED BY LAW. 

The Director of the Mint, the coiner and engraver, do not appear to 
have any discretion in regard to existing coins, which must be made 
from *‘the original dies already authorized,” and ‘conformable in all 
respects to the law,” and mainly the law of eighty years’ standing. 
It is, even under the law of 1873, only when new coins or devices are 
authorized that the Director of the Mint has power to seek any im- 
provements through the services of competent artists. This law was 
in the right direction, but wholly inoperative, as it has no application. 
except “‘ when new coins ordevicesare authorized.” Nonewcoins pe 
authorized, no can be made in the old matrices and dies; an 
the engraver, however expert and skillful, has no possible opportunity to 
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show any rare skil] or advancement in the perfection of his work. Nor 
can his ambition be greatly stimulated by his rather limited compen- 
sation. Quantity, not quality, would seem to have been best appre- 
ciated; and while we have eclipsed the world in quantity, we have 
suffered an eclipse in quality. 

REFORM DESIRABLE, 

Is it not time that we should put forth some effort to improve the 
general character and appearance of our coinage? What may have 
been acceptable and even creditable to our people in 1792 or in 1837, 
is no more applicable to our condition now than would be the garments 
of a boy to the man after a lapse of half a century. We do not now 
depend upon foreigr skill or upon foreign metals for our coinage; and 
a great nation can not afford to have any work which is exclusively 
under its control pass as second rate. We are prone to suggest doubts 
as to whether the people of this or that nation are competent to sus- 
tain a republican form of government. With the several examples of 
state-craft shown in attempts to regulate our coinage which have too 
often decorated United States statutes can we blame those we have 
‘criticised if they occasionally remind us that our Government has not 
yet passed beyond the region of experiment? But can we not have 
United States coins with more of positive value, allied and related to 
each other, and stamped with such simplicity of design and beauty of 
finish as to give them rank as models worthy to endure for many gen- 
‘erations? 

First, our coins should, from their size and character, be easily dis- 
tinguishable, whether by sight or touch, one from another; and there 
should be no silver or nickel coins which, by being gilded, would simu- 
late and pass for gold. At presentour silver dime is apparently of the 
same size of the three-cent piece and of the gold quarter-eagle, and the 
first and last have the same ancient Britannia doing her bestas the latest 
edition of American Liberty. The latest copper cent is very like the 
three-dollar gold piece, with a similar picture of the head of an Indian 
Venus de Modoc as the emblem of Liberty. Some of the nickel five- 
cent pieces, costing less than half a cent, are so nearly of the same size 
and weight of the gold half-eagle that they have already been gilded 
and circulated for one thousand times their real value. We have now 
in circulation five-cent pieces, as well as three-cent pieces, diverse in 
metal, form, inscription, and in value; and those made of the dearest 
metal are executed in the cheapestand most commonplace manner. On 
one of the five-cent pieces the design has been said to suggest its origin 
in old pictures of a tombstone overhung by weeping willows. The 
clumsy execution and ill-assorted relations of these coins will be recog- 
nized at sight by everybody except their godfathers. 

TOO MUCH ALLOY. 

There is so much alloy in our silver coins that they do not remain 
bright and attractive. When handled as change they become, after the 
briefest contact with their fellow-associates, as dingy as the dullest 
lead and tempt no one to break any commandment, for they are never 
coveted. Solid silverware when no finer than United States coin re- 
tains so little of permanent brilliancy that it has been almost dethroned 
by plated ware (not altogether because burglars refuse the cheaper 
substitute, but) because the substitute displays the beauty of silver 
more nearly in its absolute purity; and its luster, though only skin deep, 
does not vanish like that of the night-blooming cereus in a single night. 
Our silver coins should not be inferior in purity to the sterling standard 
of Great Britain. But it must be admitted that our current small coins 
are suggestive of no nobler use than that found in paying a reckoning 
at acorner grocery. They ought to contain enough of the precious 
metals to preserve them from the owner’s contemptand to insure some 
hospitality wherever they 1 They ought, also, to be so good as to 
banish the circulation here of ian silver, which, though uninvited, 
‘comes in large force, demanding American privileges, 

The actual weight of pure silver in our fractional coins is as much 
too small as that of the alloy is too great; and as works of art they 
have little merit, or far less than the works daily exhibited by our artif- 
icers in metals less precious. Believing that some reform would be a 
great and lasting public benefit, I am induced to urge a higher real 
value in fractional silver coins, or a restoration to the proportions of the 
silver dollar, which they always held until degraded, in order to find a 
French market which they failed to reach, by the act of 1853; and also 
to urge that the purity of the metal, now nine-tenths fine, shall be not 
less than that of the sterling silver of Great Britain, or nine hundred 
and twenty-fiveone-thousandthsfine. Thecoppercent, itisto be hoped, 
may be abandoned, and gradually superseded by another, less poisonous, 
composed chiefly of nickel, and farabove two millsin value. Our token 
‘coinage not being redeemable, we cannot afford to send it forth glaringly 
deficient in intrinsic value. 

CONCLUSION, 

Beyond all these points, let me urge that our coins, in aptness of de- 
sign and perfection of artistic execation, shall not be inferior, as they 
confessedly are, to any foreign examples, and certainly not inferior to 
the ordinary work of the best silversmiths or goldsmiths. As St. Paul 
said to the Philippians: ‘‘Whatsoever things are true, whatsoever 
things are honest, whatsoever things are just, whatsover things are 
pure, whatsoever fhings are lovely, whatsoever things are of good re- 


port; if there be any virtue, and if there be any praise, think on these 
i ” 


The questions, as I have intended to present them, are practical and 
political but not partisan, except among twinkling demagogues who 
may shine for the moment like Jack-a-lanterns in a dark swamp and 
are snuffed out by the first rays of morning light. Let us have Amer- 
ican coins so good that the people will be willing to work for them, and 
gladly carry them at their own expense, without asking free transporta- 
tion from the Government. 

The Greeks and Romans left no monuments illustrating their career 
more permanent than theircoins.. We have ceremoniously deposited in 
the corner-stones of many large edifices specimensof the United States 
coins. Should these ever become visible to a distant posterity, will 
they be likely to reflect much honor upon those who have thus chal- 
le future consideration? The rapid extinction going on of our 
public debt and the wonderful growth of the country in population 
and wealth indicate that our great seaport on the Atlantic, and possi- 
bly another on the Pacific, may ere long prove to bean ‘ive com- 
petitor for the controlling monetary power of the world. Producing 
all the silver and gold that we require for domestic use, with a large 
surplus to supply the demands of others less fortunate, may we not 
declare in Cromwellian phraseology, ‘‘that in the beauty of mechanical 
execution the coins of this nation should not be behind any nation?” 
And, therefore, let me urge that here and now is a proper time and 
opportunity for some action creditable to the Government, worthy of 
Congress, and such as will have the lasting approval of the people. 

Mr. President, I ask that the bill lie on the table until the Committee 
on Finance shall have been appointed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be laid on the table, if 
there be no objection, to be referred to the Committee on Finance when 
appointed. 

INDIAN MILITARY ACADEMY. 

Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and to: 

Resolved, That the Committec on Indian Affairs be instructed to inquire into 
the pred and expediency of creating a military academy west of the Missis- 
sippi River for the training and education of Indian youths and men up toa 
proper age as soldiers, and of admitting them, when qualified, into the lar 


Army as enlisted men; and that said committee have leave to report by bill or 
otherwise. ° 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Several messages in writing, of an executive character, were received 
during the day from the President of the United States by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I understand there is some executive business, 
and I therefore move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After ten minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 20’clock and 48 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, December 5, 1883. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Joun §. Lrypsay, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. ' 

ADJOURNMENT OVER. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move that when the House adjourn to-morrow 
it be to meet on Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SPRINGER moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

PRINTING THE DIGEST OF RULES. 

Mr. SPRINGER, by unanimous consent, submitted the following 
resolution; which was read, considered, and adopted: : 

Resolved, That 2,500 copies of the rules and practice of the House of Represent- 
atives for the present session be printed aud bound for the use of the House, 

Mr. SPRINGER moved te reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to recensider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. With the consent of the House, the Chair will now 
present certain executive and other communications. 

There was no objection. 

PRINTING RECORDS OF THE SUPREME COURT. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Chief-Justice 
of the Supreme Court of the United States, asking foran immediate ap- 
propriation for the printing of records in said court. 

SPEAKER. As the Committee on Appropriations has not yet 
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deen appointed, the Chair would suggest that it would perhaps be bet- 
"ter to refer this communication to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, as there seems to be some necessity for prompt 
action. 

Mr. CALKINS. Is there a resolution also submitted? 

The SPEAKER. There isa draught of a resolution accompanying 
the communication. 

Mr. CALKINS. Would it be in order to ask that the resolution be 
read? 

The SPEAKER. It would go to the Committee of the Whole along 
with the communication. 

Mr. CALKINS. Then—— 5 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the resolution proposes 
to appropriate the sum of $20,000. 

Mr. CALKINS. May Ibe permitted to ask another question? I 
desire to know whether the Chair is informed that in the opinion of the 
court an appropriation will be necessary for this purpose before the 
Committee on Appropriations will probably be organized. 

The SPEAKER. According to a memorandum submitted with the 
letter of the Chief-Justice it appears that this appropriation is neces- 
sary at once, or the court will be compelled to suspend business about 
the Ist of January. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iask that the communication of the Chief-Justice 
be read, 

TheSPEAKER. The communication is very brief, and will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Supreme COURT OF THE UNITED STATES, 
'ashington, December 4, 1883, 
Sm: The eles nhew oer} of last year for printing the records of the Supreme 
Court has been exhausted, and the business of the court is likely to be impeded 
unless an additional sum is immediately made available for that purpose. The 
clerk informs me that at least $20,000 will be required to put the printing suffi- 
ciently in advance of the current business to prevent embarrassment before the 


regular appropriation bills can be passed. y I ask you to call the attention 
of the House to the subject, so that prompt action may be had? 


Very fully, 
M. R. WAITE, Chief-Justice. 

Hon. JOHN G, CARLISLE, 

Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. KEIFER. I desire to inquire whether there isa joint resolution 
upon which the Committee of the Whole can act? 

Mr. RANDALL. It is understood that there is objection to the con- 
sideration of this matter at this time. 

The SPEAKER. Certainly. The Chair suggested that the commu- 
nication itself should be referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, inasmuch as no committee on appropriations has 
yet been appointed. Does the gentleman object to that? 

Mr. RANDALL. I donot. I object to any hasty action until we 
know why the appropriation has been exhausted. 

Mr. CALKINS. I think I can make the matter plain if the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] will yield a moment. It is 
within the recollection of the gentleman from Pennsylvania—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. I object to any discussion at this time. 

The SPEAKER. No debate is in order. 

Mr. CALKINS. I ask my colleague to withdraw his objection to my 
making a statement to the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not object to the statement of my colleague, 
but I object to any consideration of this matter at this time. 

Mr. CALKINS. I was about to remark that the last Congress 
ose a provision in an appropriation bill by which the clerk of the 

upreme Court was compelled to cover into the Treasury all the fees 
received in his office in excess of a specified salary. 

Heretofore the fund derived from this source has been subject to the 
order of the court, and a portion of it could be used for this purpose. 
But, inadvertently no doubt, the bill of the last Congress contained no 
provision whereby the records could be printed if the specific appro- 
priation for that purpose should become exhausted. Gentlemen will 
remember the provision of that bill as I do. 

Mr. RANDALL. I only want to say that I have a horror of defi- 
ciencies. I think that all deficiencies should have a thorough investi- 

ion not only by the House but by an appointed committee of the 
Louse, 

Mr. CALKINS. I entirely agree with the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, but here is an emergency requiring prompt action. 

Mr. TALBOTT. I call for the lar order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being called for, no debate is in 
order, If there be no objection the communication just read will be 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Before this is referred I desire to make a state- 
ment. - 

The SPEAKER. No debate isin order. The regular order is called 
for. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But I ask unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
asks unanimous consent to make a statement. Is there objection? 

Mr. KEIFER. Before the reference I desire to have my question 


answered. 
The SPEAKER. No debate is in order; the regular order has been 
called for. 


Mr. KEIFER. I do not propose to debate. I wish to inquire 
whether there is accompanying this communication a resolution or bill 
which can be considered. 

The SPEAKER. No resolution or bill can be introduced in the 
House except bya member, The communication is accompanied with 
the form of a resolution; but, of course, that is not before the House 
for action as a resolution. If there be no objection this communica- 
tion will be referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Is the joint resolution referred with it? 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution is not referred; it is not be- 
fore the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent that it be introduced 
and referred to the committee. 

The SPEAKER. If introduced, it must be by a member. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then I ask unanimous consent to introduce it. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous con- 
sent to introduce a joint resolution making an appropriation of $20,000 
to supply this deficiency; and he desires this resolution to go to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union with the com- 
munication of the Chief-Justice. Is there objection? 

Mr. COBB. I object. 

The communication was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 


EXPENDITURES BY CLERK OF LAST HOUSE. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from Edward Me- 
Pherson, Clerk of the last House of Representatives, transmitting a re- 
port of expenditures from July 1, 1883, to December 3, 1883; which 
was ordered to be printed, and referred to the Committee on Accounts 
when appointed. 


REPORTS OF DOORKEEPER OF LAST HOUSE. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a list of the property of 
the House of Representatives under the control of W. P. in Bo 
Doorkeeper of the last House, December 3, 1883; which was ordered to 
be printed, and referred to the Committee on Accounts when appointed. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from W. P. Brown- 
low, Doorkeeper of the last House of Representatives, transmitting an 
inventory of books and public documents in the folding-room of the 
House, December 4, 1883; which was ordered to be printed, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Accounts when appointed. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from W. P. Brown- 
low, Doorkeeper of the last House, transmitting a statement of sales 
of waste paper accumulated in his office since March 4, 1882; which 
was ordered to be referred to the Committee on Accounts when ap- 
pointed. 

ACCOUNTS OF ARMY DISBURSING OFFICERS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting reports of inspection of money accounts of 
disbursing officers of the Army; which was ordered to be printed, and 
referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the War Department 
when appointed. ; 

VIRGINIA ELECTION CONTEST. 


The House resumed, as unfinished business, the consideration of the 
following resolution, submitted yesterday by Mr. TUCKER: 

Resolved, That the certificates and all other papers relating to the election of a 
Representative of the first Congressional district of Vi iain the Forty-eighth 
Congress be referred to the Committee on Elections when appointed, with in- 
structions to report at as mead tard as practicable which of the rival claimants 
to the seat from that district the prima facie right thereto, reserving to the 
other party the privilege of contesting the case upon the merits, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. TUCKER] is 
entitled to the floor, and has ten minutes of his time remaining. 

Mr. TUCKER. The objections which have been made to this reso- 
lution by the gentlemen on the other side I desire to answer this morn- 
ing, without any reference to anything that was said by my colleagues 
from Virginia. The whole difficulty, as stated on the other side, is 
that the House has acted upon this question by allowing the sitting 
member to be sworn in. I desire to show to the House the confusion 
involved in this statement and the distinction to be made in reference 
to this point. 

All the preliminary procedure of swearing in of members is under 


law of Congress passed for the purpose of preventing the disorganiza- 
tion of a public body, or, as more accurately stated, passed that its 
organization may not be prevented; and the swearing in of members 


under the law depends upon the regularity of the certificates presented. 
This is a procedure preliminary to organization; but as soon as the 
members are sworn in upon the presentation of certificates which on 
their face are lar, then the House is organized, and organized for 
the first time. When organized it is no longer under the law as a dis- 
organized body of members-elect, but it is under the Constitution of 
the United States. Under the Constitution the House thus organized 
has a right to judge of the elections, returns, and qualifications of its 
mem 

Now, I put to gentlemen this question: If it appears that a member 
who has been sworn in is an alien, has he the right, because there is 
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no contestant of his seat, to sit here during a whole Congress when the 
Constitution disqualifies him? Though his return may be in regular 
form, and though he may have been sworn in, the House has the right 
to judge whether such a return can constitute him a member of this 
corporate body—one of the branches of the Legislature of the country. 

The other question is, What is a return? Here is a return made by 
the secretary of the Commonwealth, based upon the action of the can- 
vassing board; and the question is whether that return is tainted with 
fraud, irregularity, illegality, or based upon a mistake of facts. It is 
not a question of the election, because that goes back to the voting 
at the polls. The question is as to the counting of the votes; and the 
counting of the votes by this canvassing board was a miscount, because 
it left out a part of the constituency that was to be represented. 

Mr. MAYO. I call the gentleman to order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his point of order. 

Mr. MAYO. The gentleman is undertaking to state before the House 
facts which he has no right to present here. 

The SPEAKER. That is not a question of order. The gentleman 
occupying the floor has the right to make his statement in his own way. 

Mr. TUCKER. I eall the gentleman to order. 

Mr. Speaker, I say the papers which I have presented show that this 
canvassing board excluded the vote of a whole county that would have 
elected Judge Garrison; and by the exclusion of the vote of that county 
the gentleman on the other side [Mr. Mayo] holds his seat in this House. 

And I say the exclusion of that county was made on a technicality so 
trivial, that this House, when its Committee on Elections has made a 
veport on the subject, will not hesitate to say it was without foundation, 
and was null and void and of no effect. 

Therefore, Mr. Speaker, the whole question is whether that county 
ought properly to have been counted or not. If on the face of the 
certificate it appeared that county was not counted, then the gentleman 
should not have been sworn in; but the gentleman now occupying the 
seat having been sworn in because that fact did not appear on the face 
of the certificate, the question now is whether we have not the right to 
present the facts to show that the gentleman who now occupies the seat 
for the intermediate period between the swearing in of members and 
the report of the committee is not entitled to it, and that the gentleman 
who is entitled upon a fair and true count should be allowed to come 
in and take his seat. 

And that is the whole purpose of the resolution which I have offered. 
It is not a question of the final determination of the contested-election 
case, which will come up hereafter, but whether Mr. Garrison is not 
entitled to take his seat, from which he has been obstructed by the 
action of this returning board. If this be so, this House has the right 
to judge of the validity of that return, and upon the facts tosay thatit 
was invalid, null and void, and of no effect. And that is the whole 
question I call upon this House to decide. 

Gentlemen say there is no precedent for it. I hope, Mr. Speaker, 
there never will be a precedent for any such case as this. 

Mr. CALKINS. I hope my friend will allow me toask him a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. TUCKER. I will if it does not come out of my time. 

Mr. CALKINS. Of course it will. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman yields the floor it will come out 
of his time. 

Mr. CALKINS. I ask the gentleman to yield to me, as we have no 
time for reply. 

Mr. TUCKER. Very well, then. j 

Mr. CALKINS. I wish the gentleman to draw a distinction between 
a prima facie right of a member claiming a seat and the right of a 
member already sworn in and occupying the seat. 

Mr. TUCKER, Ido, The prima facie right the gentleman speaks 
of is the right to be sworn in under the certificate of the returning board; 
but I say that the prima facie right of which I speak is the right under 
that returning-board certificate to hold the seat during the intermediate 
time from the swearing in until the House decides on the final right to 
the seat on the merits. That certificate, proper on its face, I hold is 
invalidated by the fact that the canvassing board on the votes returned 
ought to have given the certificate to Judge Garrison. Itis nota ques- 
tion of who is entitled to the seat finally upon a determination of the 
votes cast at the election, but it is as to who is entitled to the seat upon 
the returns now. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have nothing to say about what was said by the 
gentleman on the other side yesterday [Mr. Mayo], that he sought noth- 
ing but justice. I tell you that the Democratic in this House 
will do justice to him and to all others in these election cases. I am 
not prompted’ by any motive to do him injustice, and he knows it. He 
knows I have no personal animosity to him. My only feeling is that 
it is the right of the House to vindicate itself by saying a man shall not 
hold a seat here who holds it under a return which is invalid. 

Mr. Speaker, how much time have I left? 

The SPEAKER. Three minutes. 

Mr. KASSON. Are there two prima facie rights here? 

Mr. TUCKER. No, sir; there are not two prima facierights. If my 
friend will permit me to say again, as he does notseem to have taken in 
the idea, the prima facie right he speaks of is the prima facie right in a 
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preliminary procedure which goes to the organization of the House, 
while the prima facie right I am speaking of is the prima facie right of 
a member to his seat after the House has been i 

Mr. REED. Then there are two, after all? 

Mr. CALKINS. The time to have submitted that question of prima 
facie right was when the roll was called, and the member should have 
been asked to stand aside and the resolution then submitted. 


Mr. TUCKER. McCrary, in his\book on elections, sections 204-222, 
says that before and in the course of the procedure for the organization 
of the House no member has the right to question any other member’s. 
title, except on the face of the certificate; because the law has provided 
that the only test on the swearing in of members shall be whether the 
member holds a certificate clean on its face. This is in order to prevent 
anarchy, in order to secure an organization, and therefore no objection of 
this kind shall be made at that time. But when we get into the House, 
when the House is organized by swearing in the members, and it be- 
comes incorporated as one of the branches of the legislative department 
of the Government, then the House has the right which the members 
in their unorganized condition did not have before it was organized, to 
determine as to the returns of a member. Itis not a question depend- 
ing on how many votes have been received, but it is whether on the 
vote returned the canvassing board ought to have given the certificate 
to Mr. Garrison rather than to the gentleman on the other side. And 
that is all I have to say. 

The SPEAKER. The tirse allowed for the discussion of this sub- 
ject is exhausted. 

Mr. BUCKNER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit in this connec- 
tion the resolution I send to the desk. 

Mr. BUDD. I move to lay the whole subject on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution submitted by the gentleman from 
Missouri will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the resolution be committed to the Committee on Elections, 
when formed, with instructions to reporton the legal question involved therein, 

Mr. CALKINS. I would like to ask a parliamentary question. 
Would that inyolve the consideration by the committee of the prima 
facie right to the seat before the committee reports to the House the 
legal question involved ? 

The SPEAKER. That is not a question for the Chair to determine. 

Mr. CALKINS. Then I desire to ask the gentleman from Missouri 
if it is his desire to have a report upon the legal question before deter- 
mining the prima facie right to the seat? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let the resolution be again reported. 

The resolution was again read. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon agreeing to. the resolution 
proposed by the gentleman from Missouri which has just been read. 

The resolution was to. 

Mr. KEIFER moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution ' 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. I desire, with the consent of the House, to in- 
troduce a bill for reference. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Let us have the regular order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think if we begin introducing bills we had better 
have a morning hour proper. j 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. RANDALL. Imove thatthe House do now adjourn; and before 
the motion is submitted I want to say to the members present that in 
all probability no business will be done to-morrow from what I hear 
around me. It is, I believe, the general understanding that there will 
be no business transacted to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. Jones] desires to make an announcement. 


s DEATH OF HON. THOMAS H. HERNDON. 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, it is my painful duty to 
announce the death of my predecessor, Hon. THOMAS H. HERNDON, 
which occurred on the 29th day of March last, at his home in Mobile, 
Ala. Atsome future time I shall ask that a day be set aside for the con- 
sideration of appropriate obituary resolutions, I now offer the res- 
olution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resol That this House has heard with profound tof the death of Hon. 
Tuomas H. HERNDON, late a representative-elect from the State of Alabama, 

Resolved, That, as a mark of respect to the: memory of the deceased, this 
do now adjourn. 


The resolutions were unanimously agreed to; and accordingly (at 12 
o’clock and 40 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 
- By Mr. AIKEN: The petition of the National Grange, asking Con- 
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gress to adopt measures to prevent the spread of pleuro-pneumonia and 
other infectious diseases of cattle—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BELMONT: The petitionof the New York Chamber of Com- 
merce, and by the presidents and secretaries of the following associa- 
tions: New York Produce Exchange, Maritime Association of Port of 
New York, New York Board of Trade and Transportation, New York 
Cotton Exchange, New York Mining Stock and Petroleum Exchange, 
Sailors’ Snug Harbor, New York and New Jersey Sandy Hook Pilots, 
American Seamen’s Friends’ Society, and others, praying for the estab- 
lishment of a permanent marine hospital at the port of New York— 
to the Committee on Appropriations. ; 

By Mr. W. R. COX: The petition of Sophia B. Duffy, for relief—to 


the Committee on War Claims, 
By Mr. DEUSTER: The petition of John W. Carr, of Milwaukee, 
Wis., for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MURRAY: The petition of John Davis, of James MeMullin, 
of Mrs. Christiana Eldermeier, and of John Schmidt, for a pension— 
severally to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of John Doenhardt, for correction of his Army rec- 
ord—to the Committee on Military Affairs. ` 

By Mr. PARKER: The petition of Charles F. Allen and others, citi- 
zens of Saint Lawrence County, New York, for the passage of a law im- 
posing a tax on incomes—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. J. M. TAYLOR: The petition of C. A. Ashby, of Tennessee, for 
compensation for property taken during the late war—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TUCKER: The petition of citizens of Virginia, praying for 
passage of bill granting peusions to soldiers of the Mexican war—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of George W. Hardwicke, for an appropriation of 
$795.12 for compensation for pxblishing military orders in the Lynch- 
burg Republican, a newspaper published at Lynchburg, Va.—to the 
Committee on Claims. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, December 6, 1883. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 
On motion of Mr. ALLISON, it was 
Ordered, That when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the 
Secretary of State, requesting certain charges in the estimates of that 


Department relating to foreis n intercourse contained in the annual Book 
of Estimates of appropriation.: required for the service of the fiscal year 


ending June 30, 1885; which was ordered to be printed, and lie on 
the table, to be referred to the Committee on Appropriations when 
appointed. 


He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Comptroller 
of the Currency, pursuant to section 333 of the Revised Statutes, trans- 
mitting his annual report;, which was ordered to be printed, lieon 
the table, to be referred to the Committee on Finance when appointed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a report from Capt. R. P. Hughes, Third Infantry, 
in regard to an investigation made t^ determine the true boundary lines 
of the military reservation of Fort Missoula, Montana Territory; which 
was ordered to lie on the table, with the accompanying papers, and 
to be printed, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs when 
appointed. 

HEATING AND VENTILATING SENATE CHAMBER, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a report of the 
Sergeant-at-Arms on the heating and ventilation of the Senate Cham- 
ber; which was ordered to be printed, and lie on the table, to be referred 
to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate when appointed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a communication from the 
Secretary of War, transmitting the petition of Second Lieutenant W. P. 
Hogarty, United States Army (retired), praying that he be given the 
fall rank of captain upon the retired list; which was ordered to lie on 
the table, to be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs when 
appointed. 

F - also presented a communication from the Secretary of War, trans- 
mitting a petition of enlisted men of the United States Army, praying 
for the passage of a law making provision for the retirement under cer- 
tain conditions of enlisted men of the Army with fixed rates of pay, 
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allowances, &c.; which was ordered to lie on tLe table, to be referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs when appointed. 

Mr. GARLAND. Yesterday the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] 
presented a petition of J. W. Niles, a citizen of Arkansas, in which, 
according to the statement made by the Senator, ‘‘he complains that 
by an unlawful combination he and his associates have been prevented 
from exercising their rights under the land laws to makea pre-emption 
of land.” That petition was ordered to be referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands when appointed. My attention was withdrawn at the 
time from the business of the Senate, and I failed to notice the presen- 
tation of the petition when it was presented by the Senator from Ohio. 
Some three or four weeks since Mr. Niles called upon me in reference 
to the grounds of his complaint, which, I see, were substantially stated 
by the Senator from Ohio in presenting the petition. I had never heard 
before of the complaints that were made by Mr. Niles, and I took it 
upon myself to address letters to the two courts, the national court 
and the State court, of which he complained. I have received informa- 
tion direct from those courts, from the judge and the district attorney 
of one and from the judge of the other, but I have not had the pleasure 
of seeing Mr. Niles since to lay them before him and to make known 
to him their responses. Inasmuch as the petition has been filed here, 
of which I make no complaint at I ask that the responses from 
those two courts be filed also and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands when appointed. I present the responses of the two courts of 
which complaint is made, with certified copies of transcripts, &c., from 
the records of those courts and other documents, which will be inter- 
esting and instructive to the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas asks 
leave to submit, to be referred in connection with the petition presented 
yesterday by the Senator from Ohio, certain papers, that they may be 
referred with the petition to the Committee on Publie Lands. 

Mr.SHERMAN. The request of the Senator from Arkansas isa very 
proper one. As a matter of course the whole subject ought to be ex- 
amined. I desire to say that I presented the petition at the request of 
a citizen of the United States who claimed that officers of the United 
States had violated his rightsasacitizen. I therefore deemed it proper 
to have the matter examined into. l have no objection at all to hav- 
ing any paper presented that will throw light on the subject. . 

Mr. GARLAND. I make no complaint whatever of the Senator 
presenting the petition. I should have presented it myself for Mr. 
Niles if he had asked me.. I have never declined to do that for any 
person. At the same time, as the complaint goes forward, I simply 
ask that these two responses, which substantially deny the charge that 
he has made, and in which they have answered him, may go with it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the papers 
submitted by the Senator from Arkansas will be received, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands when appointed. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I present a memorial and joint resolution of 
the Legislature of Nebraska, having reference to the taxing of railroad 
lands. I ask that it be read, and lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Railroads when appointed. 

The joint resolution was ordered to lie on the table, to be referred 
. the Committee on Railroads when appointed, and was read, as fol- 

ows: 
Memorial and joint resolution to Congress relative to lands in the State of Ne- 
braska granted to railroad companies and not taxed. 
To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives of the United States: 


Whereas the General Government has made large and feng ey grants of the 
public domain to aid in the construction of railroads in the State of Nebraska, 
as well as other States; and 

Whereas certain railroad companies in the State of Nebraska having neglected 
ilary, eget large portions of such lands and have refused to pay taxes 
on the same; an 

Whereas it is manifest injustice to all citizens of this State, and particularly to 
settlers in the immediate vicinity of said lands who are by their ind and 
improvements adding value to said lands and at the same time pater wehionly 
taxed for the support of local and State government: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the senate and house 


action 

gress as will ore said railroad companies to take out patents for said 
so that they may be taxed, or that they may revert to the General 

and be su to the homestead and pre-emption laws, 


ALFRED W. AGEE, 
President of the Senate. 
Attest: 
GEORGE L. BROWN, 
Secretary of the Senate. 
GEORGE M. HUMPHREY, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


BRAD. D. SLAUGHTER, 
Chief Clerk of House of Representat 


JAMES W. DAWES, Governor, 
Mr. MANDERSON. I present also a memorial and joint resolution 
of the Legislature of Nebraska, having reference to the improvement of 


the Missouri River, which I ask to have read. 
The joint resolution was ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to 


Attest: 


Approved February 24, A. D. 1883. 


` 
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the Committee on the Improvement of the Mississippi River and Tribu- 

taries when appointed, and was read, as follows: 

Memorial and joint resolution of the Legislature of the State of Nebraska con- 
cerning the improvement of the Missouri River, 

Whereas the importance to the whole country of continuing the work of the 
improvement of the great water way of the West, the Missouri, the epee A 
ant the Ohio, a k Arse of rivers unequaled on the face of the globe asa 
blessed competition with the railways in the interest of cheap transportation, is 
a matter of even more than national interest: 

Resolved, Thafthe house of representatives of the Stateof Nebraska requests 
its Senators and Representatives in Congress to sustain the plans for the im- 
provement of said rivers, and to use Giely healenitenvors to secure the appropri 
ations necessary to carry out the much-needed work as £ ily as practi le. 

, That we believe that an independent Missouri River commission, in 

rposes similar to the Mississippi River Commission, is demanded by the best 

| arte of Fag great valley of the Missouri—the most fertile agricultural region 
in the worl 

Resolved, That the clerk of this house is instructed to forward forthwith at- 
tested copies of this resolution to our Senators and Representatives in Congress. 

I hereby certify that the foregoing preamble and resolution was adopted by 


Feb: 15, 1883. 

S daa ei BRAD. D. SLAUGHTER, Chief Clerk. 
ttest : : 

James F, ZEDIKER, 


First Assistant and Journal Clerk. 
d correct . 
A true an copy: JAMES F, ZEDIKER, 
First Assistant and Journal Clerk House of Representatives. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I also present a memorial and joint resolution 
of the Legislature of Nebraska, requesting that the duty on barbed wire 
and the material of which it is made be removed. Iask that it be read, 
and lie upon the table, to be referred at the proper time to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

The joint resolution was ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to 
the Committee on Finance when appointed, and was read, as follows: 
Memorial and joint resolution requesting that the duty be removed off of barbed 

. wire and the material it is manufactured from. 
To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled : 
Whereas the article of barbed wire and the material from which it is made has 
become so necessary for use that it is indispensable to the people of the State of 
Nebraska, and especially to the agricultural interest, we do most ully 
- urge upon the Congress of the United States to repeal the duty on the same: 
™ rr é&c., That our Senators and Representatives in Congress are 
hereby uested to use all honorable means to secure the removal of such duty 
so it may laced on the free list, 

Resolved, ‘That the of state be, and is hereby, instructed to transmit 
a certified copy of this memorial and joint resolution to our Senators and Rep- 


resentati Congress. 
tind 9 GEORGE M. HUMPHREY, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
BRAD. D. SLAUGHTER, 
Chief Clerk of the House of 
ALFRED W. AGEE. 
President of the Senate. 


GEORGE L. BROWN, 
ebruary 21, A. D. 1883. edx i 

proved, F ADi 
>: k JAMES W. DAWES, Governor. 


I hereby certify thatthe within act originated in the house of representatives, 
and passed the Legislature February 20, A. D. i, D. BLAUGHTER. 
Chief Clerk of the House of Rep 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, presented the petition of Henrietta M. Sands, 
widow of the late Benjamin F. Sands, rear-admiral United States Navy, 
praying for an increase of pension; which was ordered to lie on the table, 
to be referred to the Committee on Pensions when appointed. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented the petition of Joseph Dawson, of Hartford, 
Conn., praying for a pension on account of a permanent disability in- 
curred in the ee of his duty in the internal-revenue service; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee 
on Pensions when appointed. 

Mr. PALMER presented the petition of Mrs. Eunice Tripler, of 
parnik Mich., praying compensation for Dr. Tripler’s Manual of the 
Medical Officers of the Army of the United States for the Recruiting 
Service; which was ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs when appointed. 

Mr. SLATER presented a petition’ of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Astoria, Oreg., praying that the lands granted the n Central Rail- 
road Company by act of Congress approved May 4,1870, to aid in the 
sepa ST of'a railroad from Portland to Astoria, Oreg., be forfeited 
and thrown open to settlement; which was ordered to lie on the table, 
to be referred to the Committee on Public Lands when appointed. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented the petition of Laura C. P. Haskins, 
widow of Second Lieut. Hiram D. Haskins, late of the One hundred 
and tenth Regiment New York Volunteers, praying for an increase of 

ion; which was ordered to Jie on the table, to be referred to the 
mmittee on Pensions when appointed. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. LAPHAM asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 409) limiting a portion of an act entitled ‘‘ An act 
making appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1883, and for other p ;P and of public act No. 207; 
which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to 
be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs when appointed. 


Attest: 


Attest: 


He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 410) for the relief of the Sone and Fleming Manufactur- 
ing Company, limited, of the city of New York; which was read twice 
by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 411) for the relief of James M. Wilbur; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the- 
Cemmittee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 412) for the relief of Thomas H. Lawrence; which was- 
read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to- 
the Committee on Commerce when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 413) for the relief of Edgar Huson; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the: 
Committee on Patents when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 414) for the relief of Alonzo Snyder; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 415) regulating maritime liens and remedies, and to secure- 
uniformity in the enforcementof the rights of material-men in courts of 
admiralty; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the 
table, to be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 416)to establish a mint of the United States at New York 
city; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, 
to be referred to the Committee ou Finance when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 417) for the relief of William H. Whiting; which was 
read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to- 
the Committee on the Judiciary when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 418) for the relief of Timothy E. Ellsworth; which was 
read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to 
the Committee on Claims when appointed. - 

Mr. LAPHAM. I desire to say that nearly all of these bills were 
introduced and reported upon and passed in the Senate during the last 
Congress, but they were not acted on in the House of Representatives. 

Mr. PLATT asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 419) for the extension of letters patent to the heirs of 
Rudolph Leschot, deceased ; which was read twice by its title, and ordered 
to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Patents when 
appointed. á 

e also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a hill (S. 420) for the relief of the Union Metallic Cartridge Com- 
pany; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, 
to be referred to the Committee on Patents when appointed. 

Mr. DOLPH asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 421) for the relief of Thomas J. Miller, of Wash- 
ington Territory; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie 
on the ane to be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs when 
appointed. 

Mr, MILLER, of California (by request), asked and, by unanimous 
consent, obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. 422) for the relief of 
Isaac Minor, administrator of the estate of John Saf, deceased, of Hum- 
boldt County, California; which was read twice by its title, and or- 
dered to lie on the table, to-be referred to the Committee on Claims 
when appointed. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. 423) for the relief of settlers under the 
desert land act; which was read twice by its title,and ordered to lie 
on the be fe to be referred to the Committee on Public Lands when 
a po) é 

E INGALLS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 424) to repeal the pre-emption laws; which was 
read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, tobe referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 425) to repeal the timber-culture laws; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 426) to amend the homestead laws; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands when appointed. 

Mr. BUTLER (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. 427) for the relief of Thomas G. 
Corbin; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the 
table, to be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs when appointed. 

Mr. SLATER. In accordance with the prayer of the petition of the 
Chamber of Commerce of Astoria, Oreg., which I presented this morn- 
ing, I ask leave to introduce a bill. 
hy unanimous consent, leave was granted to introduce a bill (S. 428) 
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to forfeit certain public lands granted to the Oregon Central Railroad | Mr. MITCHELL. There has been no report. I ask that an order 


Company in the State of and the Territory of Washington; 
which was read twi¢e by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands when appointed. 

Mr. McMILLAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 429) granting a pension to Laura C; P. Haskins; 
which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be 
referred to the Committee on Pensions when appointed. 

Mr. JACKSON (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. 430) for the relief of Myra Clark 
Gaines; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
, Paper, ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims when appointed. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. 431) for the relief of Sallie A. Spence; 
which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be 
referred to the Committee on Claims when appointed. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I ask for an order that the papers in 
the claim of Sallie A. Spence be withdrawn from the files of the Senate, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims when appointed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem Has there been an adverse report? 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. The bill, as I understand it, was re- 
ported favorably and passed by the Senate at the last session. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order will be entered, subject 
to the rule. 

Mr. CALL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
ducea bill (S. 432) to disqualify justices of the Supreme Court from sitting 
in the trial of causes which have been previously heard before them in 
their circuits or otherwise; which was read twice by its title, and 
ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary when appointed. 

Mr. GARLAND asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 433) to release the Memphis and Little Rock 
Railroad Company from such of the conditions of the several acts of 
Congress approved February 9, 1853, and July 28, 1866, as unjustly 
affect said corporation; which was read twice by its title, and ordered 
to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Railroads when 
appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimots consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 434) to authorize and direct the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to settle and adjust the account between the United States and the 
Memphis and Little Rock Railroad Company on account of customs 
duties arising out of the importation of iron for said company during 
the years 1860 and 1861; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. GARLAND. .This bill is in the nature of a claim, and I ask 
thatsit be referred to the Committee on Claims, although it might very 
well go to the Committee on Finance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill wil lie on the table, to be 
referred to the Committee on Claims when appointed. 

Mr. GARLAND asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S, 435) for the relief of Silas F. Feild, one of the sure- 
ties on the bond of John G. Halliburton, deceased, late marshal of the 
United States in and for the eastern district of Arkansas; which was 
read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to 
the Committee on Finance when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 436) for the relief of William J. Gamble; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Claims when appointed. 

Mr. GARLAND: In connection with the two last bills I ask for an 
order, under the rules, withdrawing certain papers to be referred with 
them. 

Ordered, That the papers in the claim of William J. Gamble be withdrawn Seg 
the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims when inted: 

That the papers in the claim of Silas F. Feild be withdrawn from the 
files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Finance when appointed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Has there been an adverse report in 
these cases? Â 

Mr. GARLAND. No, sir; they come under the rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theorders will be entered, subject to 
the rule, if there be no objection. 

Mr. MITCHELL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 437) to provide for the appointment of official 
stenographers fer the circuit and district courts of the United States, 
fer the several Territorial courts, and for the supreme court of the 
District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to 
lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary when 
appointed 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimons consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. 438) for the relief of the heirs and 1 
representatives of Capt. Lambert Wickes; which was read twice by its 
title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims when appointed. 

Mr. MITCHELL. In that case I suppose there should be an order 
for the withdrawal and reference of the papers. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Has there been an adverse report? 


be made withdrawing the papers from the files of the Senate, and re- 
ferring them to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims when appointed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. + If there be no objection that order 
will be entered. 

Mr. MITCHELL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to. 
introduce a bill (8. 439) tor the relief of George A. Jaeger; which was 
read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs when appointed. 

Mr. MITCHELL. In that case there was a favorable report; and I 
ask that an order be made withdrawing the papers from the files of the 
Senate, and that they be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be entered, if there 
be no objection. 


Mr. JONES, of Florida (by request), asked and, by unanimous con- ` 


sent, obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. 440) for the relief of W. P. 
Moran; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the 
table, to be referred to the Committee on Appropriations when appointed. 

Mr. BROWN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 441) to provide for the settlement of accounts with 
certain railway companies; which was read twice by its title, and ordered 
to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Railroads when 
appointed. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, asked and, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. 442) to restore to market and sale 
certain lands of the United States in the States of Minnesota and Wis- 
consin, and toauthorize their sale subject to the right of flowage; which 
was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands when appointed. 

Mr. JONAS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 443) to refer the claim of George E. Payne to the Court 
of Claims; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the 
table, to be referred to the Committee on Claims when appointed. 

Mr. PLUMB asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to. 
introduce a bill (S. 444) for the relief of Edward Fenlon; which was 
read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred 
to the Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 445) for the relief of the heirs or legal representative of 
Robert J. Baugness, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and 
ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 446) for the relief of H. A. Myers; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs when appointed. 

Mr. GROOME asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to, 
introduce a bill (S. 447) to provide for the construction of the Mary- 
land and Delaware Free Ship-Canal, as a means of military and naval 
defense and for commercial purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee 
on Transportation Routes to the Seaboard when appointed. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. 448) for the relief of George H. Plant; which 
was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred 
to the Committee on Claims when appointed. 

Mr.GROOME. In connection with the bill I ask that the papers in 
the case of George H. Plant be referred from the files of the Senate to 
the Committee on Claims, there having been no adverse report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made, if there be 
no objection. 

Mr. MORGAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 449) to grant the Sera way over the public lands 
in Alabama tothe Rome and Decatur Railroad Company, from Rome, 
Ga., to Decatur, in Alabama, on the Tennessee River; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 450) for the relief of Weil & Moore, of Montgomery, 
Ala.; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, 
to be referred to the Committee on Claims when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 451) to define the jurisdiction of the circuit and district 
courts of the United States; which was read twice by its title, and 
ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 452) to remit the forfeiture of the British bark Viscount 
Canning, and to refund the proceeds of the sale thereof to her owners, 
Edward D. Morris and C. R. Morris; which was read twice by its title, 
and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary when appointed. 

Mr. MORGAN. In connection with that bill I ask that the papers 
relating to the claim of the owners of the British bark Viscount Can- 
ning be withdrawn from the files of the Senate, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary when appointed. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order will be made, subject to 
the rules of the Senate, if there be no objection. 

Mr. MORGAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 453) for the relief of Coronna, Taussig & Co. and 
others; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table, 
to be referred to the Committee on Claims when appointed. + 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obt: ined leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 454) to explain and carry into effect sections 2498 and 
2499 of the Revised Statutes, and to provide for executing in their true 
intent and purpose the commercial treaties between the United States 
and other governments; which was read twice by its title, and ordered 
to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations 
when appointed. 

Mr. BUTLER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a joint resolution (S. R. 17) proposing an amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States; which was read twice by its title, 
and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Comm. ttee on the 
Judiciary when appointed. 

Mr. LAPHAM asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introducea joint resolution (8. R. 18) proposing an amendment to Article 
I, section 7, clause 2, of the Constitution of the United States, in rela- 
tion to the veto power; which was read twice by its title, and ordered 
to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary 
when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to introduce 
a joint resolution, (S. R. 19) proposing an amendment to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States; which was read twice by its title, and ordered 
to lie on the table, to be referred to the Select Committee on Woman 
Suffrage when appointed. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a joint resolution (S. R. 20) referring the claim of Clinton G. Col- 
pe to the Court of Claims; which was read twice by its title, and or- 

ered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on Claims 
when appointed. 

Mr. PLUMB asked and, by unanimons consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a joint resolution (S. R. 21) for the relief of the Kansas City, 
Fort Scott and Gulf Railroad Company; which was read twice by its 
title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee 
on Railroads when appointed. 

Mr. MORGAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a joint resolution (S. R. 22) proposing an amendment to the 
Constitution in relation to appropriations; which was read twice by its 
title, and ordered to lie on the table, to be referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary when appointed. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. COKE, it was 

Ord That thi titi d 
TSAI ba withetrawe from the flesof the DAAE uae 
on Claims when appointed, 

On motion of Mr. MITCHELL, it was 


Ordered, That the petition aud papers in relation to the claim of Matilda Wat- 
mough be withdrawn from the files of the Senate and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions when appointed. 


On motion of Mr. JACKSON, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of Thomas B, Stratton, assignee of W. B, 
Waldron, be taken from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on 
Claims when appointed. 


On motion of Mr. McMILLAN, it was 


Ordered, That the papers relating to the pension claim of Laura C. P. Haskins 
be taken from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Pensions 
when appointed. 


On motion of Mr. JONAS, it was 


ts in the ease of Marcus 
referred to the Committee 


Ordered, That the papers in the claim of the Citizens’ Bank of Louisiana be" 


taken from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims, 
subject to the rules of the Senate. 

Ordered, That the oes in the claim of the heirs of Maurice Grivot be taken 
from the liles of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims, subject to 
the rules of the Senate. 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of Martin Kenofsky be taken from the 
files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, subject 
to the rules of the Senate, 

Ordered, That the petition and espn in relation to the claim of John F. 
Krantz, of the State of Louisiana, be taken from the files of the Senate and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, subject to the rules of the Senate. 

Ordered, That the petition and papers in the claim of L. Madison Day be taken 
from the files of the Senate and rred to the Committee on Claims, subject to 
the rules of the Senate, 

Ordered, That the petition and papers in the claim of Joseph R. Shannon be 
taken from the files of the Senate and referred tothe Corhmittee on Claims, sub- 


ject to the rules of the Senate. 
Ordered, That the petition and papers in relation to the claim of the State Na- 
tional Bank of New Orleans be taken from the filesof the Senateand referred to 


the Committee on Claims, subject to the rules of the Senate, 


On motion of Mr. FAIR, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of John Leathers be referred from the files 
of the Senate to the Committee on Claims when appointed, there being no ad- 
verse report, 


On motion of Mr. MILLER, of California, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of Edward Byrne be withdrawn from the 
files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs when ap- 
pointed, there being no adverse report. 


On motion of Mr. GROOME, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of Margaret Cassidy be referred from the 
br of the Senate to the Committee on Patents when appointed, there being no 

verse report. 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of Alfred G. Hatfield be referred from 
the A ie of the Senate to the Committee on Claims when appointed, there being 
no adverse report. 

Ordered, That the phpers in the case of Frank Della Terre and Susan F. Della 
Terre be referred from the filesof the Senate to the Committee on Claims when 
appointed, there being no adverse report. 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of Mrs, S. A. Wright and Mrs. C. Fahne- 
stock be referred from the files of the Senate to the Committee on Patents when 
appointed, there being no adverse report, 


TRANSFER OF A LAND GRANT. 


Mr. HILL. I offer the following resolution, and ask for its imme- 
diate consideration: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to furnish to the Senate 
copies of all papers now on file in the Interior De ment relating to the trans- 
fer of the land grant of the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vick Railroad 
Company to the New Orleans Pacific Railway Company. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let that lie on the table and be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The present consideration of the 
resolution is objected to, and it will go over under the rules. It will 
be printed, if there be no objection. 

SIOUX INDIAN RESERVATION. 


Mr. DAWES submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: ; 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to communicate tothe 
Senate copies of any and all a; ments made with the Sioux Nation of Indians, 
and with any tribe or band of then, for the cession of any portion of their ex- 
isting reservation to the United States, together with all signatures now atlached 
to the said agreements; and to inform the Senate whether any tribe or band of 
such Sioux Nation has declined to enter into such agreements; and to furnish 
copies of any correspondence between the Department and any official or other 
individuals concerning any such agreements. or the ratification thereof by In- 
dians; and to communicate to the Senate what has been done by the Depart- 
ment in carrying out the provisions of chapter 143 of the statutes of the second 
session of the last Congress in reference thereto, 


CATTLE SHIPMENTS TO CUBA, 

Mr. CALL submitted the following resolution; which was ordered to 
be printed, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations when 
appointed: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be nested to demand of 
the Government of Spain the payment to citizens of the United States of the 


money paid by them under demand of the Spanish authorities for the shipment 
of cattle from the United States to Cuba. 


ADJOURNMENT. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further concurrent or 
other resolutions the morning hour will be considered as having termi- 
nated. The Chair awaits the further pleasure of the Senate, there being 
no calendar and no special or general orders. 

Mr. GARLAND. If no Senator has any business to bring before the 
Senate, I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 12 o’clock and 55 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, December 6, 1883. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev 
Joun 8. LINDSAY, D. D. ‘ 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

ADDITIONAL MEMBER SWORN IN. 

Mr. McCorp, of Iowa, appeared and took the oath of office pre- 

scribed by section 1756 of the Revised Statutes. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. Pending the motion of the gentleman from Indi- 
ana that the House do now adjourn, the Chair desires by consent te 
submit certain executive communications, 

There was no objection. 

* ANNUAL REPORT OF THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Attorney- 
General, transmitting his annual report for the Year 1883; which was 
laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

REPORT ON THE FINANCES FOR 1883. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the annual report of the 
Secretary of the Treasury on the state of the finances for the year 1883; 
which was laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

TERRACE AND APPROACHES TO THE CAPITOL. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting estimates for the proposed terrace 
and approaches to the United States Capitol, Washington, D. C.; which 
was ree to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
prin 
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AMENDED ESTIMATES FOR FOREIGN INTERCOURSE. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting a communication from- the Secretary of 
State of the Ist instant relating to certain changes desired in the esti- 
mates of his Department, relating to foreign intercourse; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Davis, of Missouri, for three weeks. 

To Mr. GIBSON, for one week from Monday next. 

To Mr. Woop, for one week. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The motion of Mr. HoLMAN was then agreed to; and accordingly 

(at 12 o’clock and 10 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

Mr. DIBRELL: The petition of J. A. Henry and of Mrs. J. P. 
Williams, for relief—severally to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HERBERT: The petition of William H. Beck, for relief— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. LIBBEY: The petition of Mrs. Margaret T. Higgins, of the 
Norfolk County Ferry, and of Mary Parker, for relief—severally to the 
‘Committee on War Claims. 

Also, the petition of William H. C. Ellis, for relief—to the Committee 
-on Claims. 

Also, the petition of Mrs. Elizabeth Baker, widow of Capt. Francis 
H. Baker,-late of United States Navy, for an increase of pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

Also, the petition of Benjamin T. Loyall, for relief—to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Paper relating to the claim of Joseph H. Mad- 
dlox—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PIERCE: The petition of J. C. & J. H. Atkins, adminis- 
trators of the estate of N. G. Atkins; of Isaac W. Coppedge; of Stephen 
‘S. Hale; of William P. Posey, and of Elizabeth Seward, for relief--sev- 
-erally to the same committee. 

By Mr. RICHARD WARNER: The petition of D. M. Coldwell and 
-of William J. Thompson, for relief—severally to the same committee. 

By Mr. YOUNG: The petition of Richard L. Andrews, administrator of 
‘the estate of M. H. Battle; of John Bateman; of William E. Barnett; of 
‘Charles C. Burke, administrator of the estateot Elizabeth Burke; of Clara 
E. Bryan; of A F. Bonner, administrator of Anna M. Cogswell; of 
Washington G. Campbell; of Robert H. Clure; of Amelia B. Caldwell; 
administratrix of Mrs. Martha C. Cole; of Malon Courts, administrator 
-of Jane M. Courts, deceased; of Fendall Carpenter; of Wiley T. Car- 
gill, executor of estate of Wiley Cargill, deceased ; of Sanders R. Carney, 
of Fendall Carpenter; of Hugh Davis; of M. L. M. Edenton; of W. W. 
R. Elliott; of John A. Farley; of Meshack Franklin; of M. A. Gober; 
administrator of estate of Joseph T. Abernathy, deceased ; of John O. 
“Graves; of Elizabeth Gri; executrix of H. C. Gri deceased; of 
Robert C. Hardwicke; of Delos A. Harrell; of David H. Hildebrand; 
-of Fannie T. Hunt; of Mrs. Lucie A. Jameson; of James H. Johnson: 
of Henry T. Jones, administrator of estate of J. C. Anderson, deceased; 
-of Harriet Jones, administratrix of John L. Jones; of William R. Kear- 
ney; of Ezekiel T. Keel; of Elijah Kennon; of Abner W. Lanier; of 
Abner D. Lewis; of Mary E. McKinney; of John H. McClellan; of the 
‘City of Memphis, Tenn.; of John H. Mitchell; of Thomas E. Moore; 
of George W. Morris; of "John Morrison; of Thomas G. Neal; of John 
B. Reed; of Mrs. J. D. Scott; of Josiah Q. Shaw; of Henry E. Sills; of 
Mrs. Lucy J. Stockley; of John T. Stratton, Edgar McDavitt, and 
Samuel H. Dunscomb; of Mrs, Elizabeth Toof and R. H. Wood, exe- 
-cutors of the estate of J.H. Bills, deceased, for relief—severally to the 
-Committee on War Claims. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, December 10, 1883. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and ap- 
proved, 

APPOINTMENT OF PAGES. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Sergeant-at-Arms, on the subject of the state of the law 
and rules of the Senate regarding the appointment of pages; which was 
-ordered to lie on the table and be printed, to be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Rules when appointed. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communication 


ber, 1882; which was ordered to lie on the table, and be printed, to be 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections when appointed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
communication from the Treasurer of the United States, transmitting, 
in accordance with law, copies of his accounts for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1883. The letter will be printed. The accounts are very 
veluminous, and such accounts the Chair thinks for many years past 
have not been printed, at first at least, by order of the Senate. The 
Chair thinks they have been referred hitherto to the Committee on 
Printing; and if there be no objection the letter and the accounts will 
be referred to the committee with a view to consider whether the ac- 
counts shall be printed. 

COMMITTEES @F THE SENATE. >- 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iask unanimous consent of the Senate to offer a 
resolution affecting the organization of the body which I suppose to be 
privileged. I ask the consent of the Senate to submit the resolution 
at this moment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio presents a 
privileged resolution, which will be read. 

The resolutions were read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate now proceed to the appointment of the standing 
and other committees of the Senate for the present session. 

Resolved, That so much of the forty-sixth rule of the Senate as requires the ap- 
pinau of e fer semi and other committees of the reer ayn to be made by 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the first resolution? The Chair hears none. Is there 
objection to the suspension of the standing rule regarding a ballot for 
committees embraced in the second resolution? The Chair hears none. 
The question is on agreeing to the resolutions. 

The resolutions were agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iwnove that the committees of the body be con- 
stituted as stated in the paper I send to the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio moves that 
the standing committees of the body be constituted according to the 
list now to be read by the Secretary. The Secretary will read the list. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the following be the standing committees of the Senate 
during the present session: 

On Privileges ond pen te warp mel Hoar pe 


Cameron of Wisconsin, 
Lag 


and Jonas, 
Messrs. Mi of of Califone es: Sherman, Lap- 
Shey Edmunds, Wilson, Moryan; Pendleton, Vance, and Brown. 
i a Seanet Vecehean Sherman, Jones of Nevada, Allison, 
Aar Miller of a Linda ry: > ae a a a een Fi 
ropriations—Messrs, m (chairman), Logan, Dawes, Plumb, Hale, 
Beck, m, Cockrell, actions TPN LJ EK is 
On Commerco—M. cMillan (chairman), Jones of Nevada, Conger, Frye, 
Miter of New York. Ri Ransom, Coke, Farley, and Vest. = 
On Som factures—Messrs. Riddleberger (chairman), Sabin, Dolph, Williams, 
an u 
On Agriculture—Messrs. Miller of New York (chairman), Blair, Plumb, Van 
Wyck, George, Williams, and Fair. 
n Military Affairs—Messrs. Logan ee. bamgetey Aas ert vania, 
Harrison: Sewell, Hawley, Cockrell, ey, 
On Naval Affairs—Messrs.Cameron of Pennsy Sees ag Da „Hale, 
Mahone, Miller of California, TA atri Jon Jones of Florida, Farley, and tler, 
On the uay an. a ANO ONAR Ria n), Logan, In MeMillan, 
Hoar, Garland, Bayard, Lamar. 
On Post. and Post-Roads— Messrs, Hil Shaman); Sawyer, Mahone, 
Palmer, Wilson, Maxey, Saulsbury, Groome, and Jackso: 
On Public ha Tand MA. Plum (chairman), Hill, Blair, Van Wyck, Dolph, 
Walker, Morgan, Slater, and Gibson. 
On Private Land Claims—Messrs. Bayard (chairman), Jonas, Colquitt, Ed- 
munds, and Manderson. 
On Indian “owen, Coke, Dawes  Corosigee Ingalls, Harrison, Cameron 
of Wisconsin wen, Coke, Walker, Slater, and Gorman. 
On Pensions—Messrs. Mitchell 1 (chairman), Blair, Van Wyck, Cullom, Sabin, 
Slate:, Jackson, Camden, and Colquitt. 
On Revolutionary Claims—Messrs. Jones of Florida (chairman), Garland, 
Williams, Any: and McMillan. 
On Claims—Messrs. Cameron of Wisconsin banm Hoar, Pike, Dolph, 
Manderson, Jackson, George, Gibson, and Ken: 
On the District of Columbia—Messrs. Ingalls is (chairman), Aldrich, Riddleberger, 
Pike, Palmer, Harris, Vance, Gorman, an 
On Patents—Messrs. Platt (chairman), Maar Mitchell, Lapham, Coke, Call, 
and Camden. 
On Territories—Messrs. Harrison (chairman), Platt, Conger, T AAS But- 
ler, Garland, and Vest. 
On Raitroads—Messrs Sawyer (chairman), Hawley, Sewell, Sabin, Riddleber- 
ber, Cullom, Lamar, Williams, Jonas, Brown, and Kenna 
On Mines and Mining—Messrs. Wilson (chairman), Bowen, Van Wyck, Jones 
of Nevada, Hampton, Fair, and Camden. 
On the Revision of the Laws of the United States—Messrs. Conger (chairman), Platt, 
Hale, Pendleton, and Kenna. 
On Education and Say one Blair (chairman), Mahone, Miller of New 
York, Aldrich, Bowen, Geo: Pugh, and Groome. 
On Ciril Service a Ad rant O Hawley (chairman), Dawes, Mitch- 
ell, Miller of Oai Pike, Walker, Williams, Lamar, and McPherson. 
To Audit and Control the Contin gent "Expenses o of the Senate—Messrs. Jones of 
Nevada (bainan), Platt, and Vance. 
On Rules—Messrs. mye (chairman), Sherman, Ingalls, Harris, o nites ino 
On Engrossed Bills— Messrs, Saulsbury (chairman Call, and A 
On the Improvement of the Mississippi River and rns foes oe VanWyck 
(chairman), P Mitehell. Cullom, Pike, Jonas, Cockrell, and Jackson. 
On Transportation ation Routes to the Seaboard—Messrs. ‘Aldrich (chairman), Came- 
ron of Pennsylvania, Manderson, Palmer, Farley, Slater, and besarte 
On Printing—Messrs. Anthony (chairman), Hawley, and 


Gorm 
from the Attorney-General, transmitting, in compliance witha resolution | On Enrolled Bills—Messrs. Sewell (chairman), Riddleberger, and d Colquitt, 


of March 3, 1883, the names of special deputy marshals employed at the 


Congressional election held in New Castle County, Delaware, in Novem- | 


x ¥——4 


On the Library—Measrs. Sherman (chairman), Hoar, and Voorhees. 
On Public a, and Grounds—Messrs. Mahone: (chairman), Morrill, Cam- 
eron of Wisconsin, Jones of Florida, and Vest 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
constitution of thestanding committees of the Senate as proposed. Sen- 
ators in the affirmative will say ‘‘ay;’’ Senators in the negative will 
zay ‘‘no.’’ [Putting the question.] The ‘‘ayes’’ have it, and it is so 
ordered. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Lnowoffer the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved, That the following select committees be appointed for the present 
with all the 


mittees on the reapece ve subjects to which they relate: 
Examine the 


(chairman), Morrill, Sawyer, Wilson, Pendleton, Morgan, and Fair. 
igate and rt the Best Means of Preventingthe Introduction and Spread 
a ic Diseases—Messrs. Harris (chairman), Garland, Jonas, Hampton, Sew- 
ell, Bowen,and Frye. 
» To Inquire into all Claims of Citizens of the United States against the Governme: 
of Nicaragua—Messrs. Maxey (chairman), Groome, Beck, Hill, and Dolph. : 
On Woman ee Lapham (chairman), Anthony, Blair, mer, 
Fair, Jones of Florida, and Brown. à j 
On Additional Accommodations for the Library of Congress—Messrs. Voorhees 
(chairman), Butler, and Dolph. p 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of this resolution? The Chair hears none. Is there ob- 
jection to dispensing with the rule which requiresa ballot? The Chair 
hears none. The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its Clerk, 
announced that the House had passed a joint resolution (H. Res. 1) ex- 
the time fixed for the joint commission appointed to consider 

the number and salaries of officers and employés of the two Houses to 
submit their report; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented resolutions of the commit- 
tee of the National Association of the Veterans of the Mexican War, in 
favor of pensions being allowed to the surviving soldiers and the wid- 
ows of deceased soldiers of the war with Mexico. 

Mr. VEST. I ask that the resolutions be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolutions will be read, if 
there be no objection. ‘The Chair hears none. 

The resolutions were read, and ordered to be referred tothe Commit- 
tee on Pensions, as follows: 


At a meeting of the National Association of the Veterans of the Mexican War, 
held in the city of Washington, D. C., on the 6th day of December, 1883, the fol- 
lowing resolutions were unanimously ado: 4 

Fi Resolved, That wecongratulate the American people that peace prevails 
and plenty abounds hout the borders of this great nation, and that amity 
and good fellowship exist between the various sections thereof. 

Second, That we regard as especially gratifying the friendly relations exist- 
ing between the United States and our neighbor, the Republic of Mexico, and 
we earnestly that ing will everoccur to e the relations less peace- 
a, but that the means and habits of intereommunication between us may be 
still further extended and increased until we shall have such a community ot 
interests and feeling that war between the two countries may never again be 


e. 

Third. That our security at home and our standing abroad as a nation de- 
pend upon the patriotism and valor of our citizen soldiery rather than the 
aropa of our standing armies, and that it is one of the first and most impor- 
tant duties of our Government to foster this essential element of our national 
greatness; and in order ti do which effectively important services should, in 
every instance, meet with certain recognition and just reward. 

Fourth. That the reward meted out to the survivors of our Army and Navy 
in Mexico has not been at all commensurate with the great value of the services 
rendered, neither has it been such as to meet the reasonable expectations and 
oft-repeated demands of the great majority of the people of this country, as ex- 
pressed in the public prints, through the resolutions of mass-meetings and con- 
ventions, and by the solemn enactments of the I tures of twenty-eight of 
the States of this Union; all of which are unrescinded, and stand to-day as the 
will of the le of these States. 

Fifth. That the conquest achieved by the valor and prowess of that Army and 
Navy added more than a million square miles to our public domain, extending 
it to the yrestern ocean, an area almost equal to that of twenty of the States, 
and whith has already produced enough of the precious metals to pay off the 
national debt; higher and better than which, it added fresh laurels to our na- 
tional fame and vindieated the bonor of our flag. 

Sixth. That those who achieved these momentous results, a large majority of 
the survivors of whom are now living in extreme poverty, deserve better of 
theircountrymen than to be allowed to stand as alms-men fora national bounty, 
and we respectfully ask of the Congress of the United States that their names be 
placed upon the pension-rolls of your country on equal terms with those of the 
pace and sailors of the war of 1812 as a just recognition of their meritorious 
services, : 

Seventh, That we are profoundly grateful to those members of Congress who 
have labored zealously at former sessions of Congress to secure the passage of 
a bill giving pensions to the veterans of the Mexican war. 

Eighth. a copy of these resolutions be spread upon the records of this 
association, and that a copy cach be presented to the President of the Senate 
and the Speaker of the House of Representatives in Congress now assembled, 
with the request that they be laid before the bodies over which they respect- 
ively de for their favorable consideration. 

y submitted. 


A, B. PEARSON, of Missouri, 
JAMES C. McGINNIS, of Missouri, 
J. A. CRAVENS, of Indiana, 
x, A. ERFIELD, of West Virginia, 
FRANCIS D. aa of New Jersey, 


C. J. CREEKMANN, of Virginia, 
Committee on Resolutions. 
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Mr. SHERMAN presented the petition of George C. Davies, of Dayton, 
Ohio, praying for the renewal of a patent for an improvement in wood- 
screws; which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. HALE presented the petition of George E. Brackett, secretary 
of the Good Templars of Maine, praying for the appointment of a com- 
mission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SAWYER presented the petition of Elias J. Pritchard and 4 
others, letter-carriers, of Racine, Wis., praying that all Jetter-carriers in 
the United States be granted thirty days’ leave ofalisence in each year; 
whieh was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. LAPHAM presented a petition of citizens of the city of New 
York, praying for the passage of a bill authorizing the Secretary of 
War to contract with Charles Stoughton and his associates for the work 
of improving Harlem River, New York; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the board of supervisorsof Richmond. 


nt | County, New York, and the board of trustees of Edgewater, N. Y., re- 


monstrating against the establishment of a marine hospital in Edge- 
water; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. HARRISON presented the petition of Levi M. Cross and 31 
others, of Freetown, Ind., praying for the passage of a law equalizing 
soldiers’ bounties; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


He also presented the sige of Isaac Smith and 29 others, of Free- 
town, Ind., praying for the passage of an act of Congress making the 
pay of soldiers equal to gold; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of John Garbet and 30 others, of Free- 
town, Ind., and the petition of J. H. Knight and 108 others, of Para- 
gon, Ind., praying Congress to pass a law removing the limitation in 
the arrears-of-pension act; which were referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mt. VANCE presented the petition of Cornelia A. Stanly, widow of 
Fabius Stanly, late a rear-admiral, United States Navy, praying for an 
increase of pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 


sions. 

Mr. GORMAN presented the petition of Juliet H. Palmer, widow of 
James C. Palmer, deceased, late m-General United States Navy, 
praying for an increase of pension; which was-referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. HARRIS presented the petition of Pee Hill and others, heirs 
of Addison Hill, deceased, of Tipton County, Tennessee, and the peti- 
tion of Mrs. Martha T. Wade, of Chester County, Tennessee, praying 
compensation for property taken and used by the United States Army 
during the late war; which were referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MORGAN. I present the petition of a number of cadets of 
the Naval Academy at Annapolis, asking that ‘‘that part of the act 
approved August 5, 1882, limiting the number of graduates of the 
Naval Academy to be retained in the service in each year shall notapply 
to those classes who were in the service at the time of the of 
said act.’ I had the honor the other day to introduce a bill (8. 318) 
on this subject, which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
This petition contains a full and succinct statement of the facts on 
which these gentlemen rely to convince the that they ought to- 
have this exemption. “I ask that the petition be printed for the use of 
the Senate, because I think it is a valuable paper, and will be so to the 
committee in the investigation of the question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Alabama? The Chair hears none, and the petition 
will be printed, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented the petition of Richard T. Bryan, exam- 
ining and revising clerk of the division of finance in the office of the 
Third Assistant Postmaster-G praying compensation for the use 
of certain tables prepared by him, by which Government officials are 
now paid and accounts audited and paid in the Departments; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of John T. Pickett, late United States 
consul at Vera Cruz, Mexico, praying to be reimbursed sums advanced 
by him to destitute American citizens returning from California and 
other places; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GARLAND presented the petition of Frank E. McLanghlin and 
other letter-carriers of Little Rock, Ark., praying to be allowed thirty 
days’ leave of absence, with pay, each year; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of John N. Griswold and others, citi- 
zens of Pine Bluffs, Ark., praying that all French spoliation claims be 
referred for adjudication to the Court of Claims; which was referred to. 
the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Appleton, Pope County, 
Arkansas, praying for the establishment of a t-route between At- 
kins and Appleton, in that State; which was referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. ; 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Arkansas, praying for the 
establishment of a post-route from Rocky Comfort to Silver Hill, in that 
State; which was-referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 


1883. 
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Healso presented a petition of citizens of Perry and Yell Counties, in 
the State of Arkansas, praying for the establishment of a post-route 
between Aplin, in Perry County, and Onyx, in Yell County; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Fulton County, Arkansas, 
praying the establishment of a mail-route between Salem and Mammoth 
Spring, in Fulton County; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr, INGALLS presented the petition of John F. Lewis, late tirst 
lieutenant Twenty-first United States Infantry, praying to be restored 
to his former rank; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of Michael Lane, of Lawrence, Kans., 
late private Company I, Seventeenth Kansas Volunteer Cavalry, pray- 
ing to be allowed a pension; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of George E. Brackett, grand sec- 
retary, in behalf of 20,000 Good Templars of Maine, praying for an 
amendment to the Constitution prohibiting the manufacture and sale 
of intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor. 

Mr. PIKE presented a petition of the New Hampshire Medical So- 
ciety, praying an appropriation for the erection of a fire-proof build- 
ing in the city of Washington for the preservation of the Medical Li- 
brary and Museum of the Surgeon-General’s Office; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a memorial and jointresolution of the 
Legislature of Nebraska; which was read, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands, as follows: 

Memorial and joint resolution concerning the le of Nebraska and the lands 
known as the Saint Joseph and Denver city! Railroad Company lands. 


Resolved, That whereas there are many settlers and purchasers of the public 
domain in the State of Nebraska who have patents from the United States for 
said land, and which are now disputed by a claim from other parties derived 
originally from grants of land by gress to a certain railroad com known 


as the Saint Joseph and Denver City Railroad Company, i. ¢., the Kneevals |, 


land claim ; 

Whereas such dispute of title is not only a great injury and wrong to many 
persons who have spent years of toil, labor, and expense upon said lan y 
of these persons filed on or homesteaded these lands between the Mth day of 
April and the 28th day of March, A. D. 1869, after which in due process of time 
the United States issued patents to the party or parties so filing on or home- 
pending ae said land—and these party or parties, with the United pat- 
ent in their on, have sold, transferred these said lands to a third party, 
and the third party to the fourth party, all transfers being based upon the orig- 
oe States patent, the abstract of title from the county clerk’s office so 

ng: 

Whereas, such being substantially the facts of the case, a large portion of our 
citizens are dissa! uneasy, in trouble, and anxious about the titles to their 
hard-earned fore, 


homes: s 

Be it resolved by the the State of Nebraska (in this the cighteenth ses- 
sion), That Con: be respectfully asked to make such 
will settle the title and titles now in 


te, doing ample 
concerned, reinstating those who sacs toon Ae ber and 


those who have defended their in courts of law, giving us all such satis- 
faction and proof that the United States patent will be made good to her citizens 
aaigesoleed, soled. That Coples ofito foregoing resolutions be forwarded by the 
co: o reso! ns for’ y secre- 
My of state to the Senators and Representatives of Nebraska elected or now in 
ngress, 
st GEORGE M. HUMPHREY, 
K Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
ttest: 
BRAD. D. SLAUGHTER, 
Chief Clerk: of the House of Representatives. 
ALFRED W. AGEE, 
President of the Senate. 
Attest: 
GEORGE L. BROWN, 
i of the Senate. 


Approved February 22, A. D. 1883. 
JAMES W. DAWES, Gorernor. 
Mr. COCKRELL presented the petition of Dr. P. W. Bradbury, of 
Saint Louis, Mo., late scout in the Union Army in Western Virginia, 
praying to pe allowed a pension; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CONGER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 455) granting a pension to Alexander St. Bernard; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the papers on file relating 
to the case, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 456) to remove certain burdens on the American mer- 
chant marine, to encourage the American foreign carrying trade, and 
to amend the laws relating to the shipment and discharge of seamen; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 457) to establish the rights and to define the privileges 
of the James River Navigation and Improvement Company of the Ter- 
ritory of Dakota; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 458) for the relief of William H. Crook; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims, 


Mr. MILLER, of New York. asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. 459) to refund excessive duties caused 
by extraordinary overvaluation of the Austrian florin in the year 1878; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. SAWYER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 460) toauthorize thesale of timber on certain lands 
reserved for the use of the Menomonee tribe of Indians in the State of 
Wisconsin; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 461) granting a pension to Warren Croan; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 462) to provide for the removal of obstructions to the 


free navigation of the navigable waters of the United States; which was 


read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HILL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 463) to provide for coinage at the branch mint at 
Denver, Colo. ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. HALE asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (8. 464) granting a pension to James P, F. Toby; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LAPHAM asked and, by unanimous cousent, obtained leave to 
introducea bill (S. 465) forthe relief of Mary L. Walker and Ella Walker, 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. LAPHAM. In connection with the bill I ask that an order be 
made that the petition and accompanying papers in the case of Mary 
L. Walker and Ella Walker, sole surviving daughters of Lieut. Col 
Calvin Walker, late of the Thirty-third Regiment of New York State 
Volunteers, be taken from the files of the Senate and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
in the case? 

Mr. LAPHAM. There was a favorable report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order will be granted if there 
be no objection. 

Mr. LAPHAM asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 466) for the relief of Guy V. Henry; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to introduce 
a bill (S. 467) to provide for a settlement with the Indians who were 
parties to the treaty concluded at Buffalo Creek, in theState of New York, 
on the 15th day of January, 1838, for the unexecuted stipulation of that 
treaty; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimons consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 468) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Mary K. 8. 
Eaton; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. 469) to increase the salaries and pay of the chaplains in 
the Army; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 470) for the relief of the State of New York, and to pay 
off certain certificates issued by that State to the soldiers of the war 
of 1812; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. : 

He also asked and, hy unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. 471) to provide for courts of review in the various cir- 
cuits of the United States, and to regulate the practice in civil and 
criminal eases in the courts of the United States; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. LOGAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S, 472) for the relief of George P. Webster; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Af- 

irs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 473) for the relief of Frances Hall; which wasread twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leaye to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 474) for the relief of George W. White; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DAWES asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (8.475) granting arrears of pension to Emily Agnel; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. PALMER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 476) for the relief of Seth Colvin; which was 1ead 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BOWEN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave toin- 
troduce a bill (S. 477) for the relief of Horace A. W. Tabor; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


Has there been any adverse report 
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He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 478} to authorize the Secretary of War to relinquish and 
turn over to the Interior Department certain parts of the Camp Doug- 
las military reservation, in the Territory of Utah; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the papers on file relating to the case, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FRYE asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S: 479) for the relief of Samuel D. Bailey; Samuel D. Bai- 
ley, administrator of the estate of B. C. Bailey; and Nancy S. Ballard, 
administratrix of the estate of Calvin Ballard; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, asked and, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. 480) for the relief of Reuben B. 
Clark and Sayles J. Bowen; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. , 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 481) to provide certain regulations concerning the man- 
ner of conducting elections for Representatives in Congress, and to 
punish violations thereof; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 482) to extend the provisions of the act of Congress en- 
titled ‘‘An act for the relief of certain pensioners,” approved March 3, 
1879, to certain other pensioners; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VAN WYCK asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 

„to introduce a bill (S. 483) for the relief of the State of Nebraska; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

Mr. PLUMB asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 484) granting a pension to Charles H. Noble; which 
was read twice by its title and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 485) granting a pension to L. V. Hallyfield; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 486) for the relief of Richard H. White; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 487) to regulate promotion in and to increase the efficiency 
of the Army of the United States; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 488) for the relief of Alexander J. Mueller; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. VANCE asked and, by unanimons consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 489) to make an appropriation for a United States 
court-house and post-office in Charlotte, N. C.; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. HARRIS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 490) to amend and define the meaning of section 
4886 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, to authorize the issue 

_ of patents forinventions, discoveries, and improvements; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Patents. 

' He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 491) for the relief of John W. Franklin, executo% of the 
last will of John deceased; which was read twice by iiè titli, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 492) for the relief of Sallie Jarratt, executrix of Gregory 
Jarratt, deceased, late of Hardeman County, Tennessee; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 493) for the relief of C. S. Moss; which was read twice 
by its title, and, together with the papers on file relating to the ease, 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 494) for the relief of Naney Miller; which was read twice 
by its title, and, together with the papers on file relating to the case, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimons consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. 495) for the relief of Thomas J. Prosise; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 


Mr, BUTLER (by request) asked and, by unanimousconsent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. 496) for the relief of B. S. James; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CAMDEN (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. 497) for the relief of the 1 rep- 
resentatives of Daniel Bedinger, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. MORGAN asked and, by unanimons consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S, 498) granting a pension to Letitia Tyler Semple; 
= was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

*ensions. 


He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 499) for the relief of William A. Cowles; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 500) to define the rights of American citizens when re- 
siding in foreign countries; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
ducea bill (S. 501) to compensate physicians for services rendered under 
an orderof the United States courtof the northern district of Alabama; 
bch was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

aims. Py [j 

He also asked and, by imous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 502) to increase the salary of the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office, and to create the offices of assistant commissioner 
of the General Land Office and inspectors of surveyors-general and dis- 
trict land offices; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 503) to increase the endowment of the University of 
Alabama from the public lands in said State; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 504) for the relief of John Silsby and others, purchasers 
of the “Weaver tract” lot of land in the city of Selma, State of Ala- 
bama; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 505) for the erection of a public building at Huntsville, 
Ala.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to introduce 
a bill (S. 506) for the relief of Claude H. Mastin, surviving partner of 
the firm of Le Vert & Mastin, of Mobile, Ala., and the children of Octavia 
Le Vert, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. JONAS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 507) for the relief of Gervin & Bietry, of Louisiana; 
we was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

ms. 

He also askedand, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to introduce 
a bill (S. 508) for the relief of the legal heirs of G. P. Work, deceased, 
late a citizen of Louisiana; which was read twice byits title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. 509) for the relief of the estate of Robert H. 
Montgomery; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. y : 

Mr. SLATER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leaye to 
introduce a bill (S. 516) for the relief of B. J ; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 511) for the relief of the State of Oregon; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
4uce a bill (S. 512) for the relief of citizens of Oregon, Washington, 
Idaho, and Montana who served in connection with the United States 
troops in the war with the Nez Percé Indians, and for the relief of 
the heirs of such as were killed in such service, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Mili Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 513) granting a grey to James Coffey, of Oregon; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to introduce 
a bill (S. 514) for the relief of S. B. Cranston, of Oregon; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 515) to establish the price of lands in the Bitter 
Root Valley, Montana Territory; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. 516) to adjust the accountsof John B. Mon- 
teith, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. ` 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will call the attention of 
the Senate to the fact that the morning hour has expired. If it be the 
pleasure of the Senate the Chair will continue to receive bills and joint 
resolutions and other morning business. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none. , 

Mr. SLATER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 517) for the relief of John Fitzhugh, of Oregon; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee or 
Public Lands. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. 518) further defining the class of persons 
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included in the provisions of section 5 óf the act of July 17, 1854, 
amendatory of the Oregon donation law of September 27, 1850; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 519) for the relief of the State of Oregon; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. MAXEY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 520) for the relief of Francis Gilbeau; which was 
read twice by its title, and, together with the papers on file relating to 
the case, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GORMAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 521) for the relief of Ernest H. Wardwell; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. 522) for the relief of Henry Herman; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 523) for the relief of Juliet Leef, widow, and the heirs 
of Henry Leef, deceased, owner of the bark Mary Teresa, illegally 
seized by Alexander H. Tyler, consul of the United States at Bahia, 
Brazil; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 524) for the relief of Jabez Burchard; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 525) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to issue 
bonds to Albert V. Conway, substituted trustee, for certain registered 
United States bonds redeemed or assigned by the Government upon 
forged assignments; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr, VOORHEES asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 526) granting a pension of $50 per month, to be 

id out of the naval pension fund, to Julia T. Scott, widow of Gustavus 
Fr. Scott, late rear-admiral in the United States Navy, and for forty-six 
years in the active service; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 527) for the relief of citizens of Indiana and Ohio for 
losses incurred during the Morgan raid in 1863; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. . 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 528) for the relief of Silas Q. Howe, surviving partner of 
William T. Pate & Co.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Finance. ` 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 529) to increase the pensions of widows and dependent rel- 
atives of deceased soldiers and sailors; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 530) for the relief of Henry Ayres, of Evansville, Ind. ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. 531) granting apension to Caroline M. McDougal; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 532) for the relief of Mark Walker; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 533) for the payment of Sewell Coulson and Porter, Har- 
rison & Fishback, for legal services; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 534) for the relief of J. S. Pickett; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 535) for the relief of the sureties of George F. FAliott; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 536) for the relief of Capt. Nicholas J. Bigley; which 
was read twice by its title, and, together with the papers on file relat- 
ing to the case, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL asked by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 537) for the relief of J. A. Henry and others; 
which was read twice by its title, and, together with the papers on file 
relating to the case, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 538) for the relief of William H. Beck, assignee of A. 
Burwell; which was read twice by its title, and, together with the papers 
on file relating to the case, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McMILLAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 


to introduce a bill (S. 539) for the relief of Francis B. Van Hoesen; 
which was read twice by its title, and, together with the papers on file 
relating to the case, referred to the Committee on Public Lands. - 

Mr. HARRISON asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 540) to amend section 4919 of the Revised Stat- 
utes, relating to the recovery of damages for the infringement of pat- 
ents; which was read“wice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Patents. ; 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 541) to set apart a certain tract of land lying on the 
Colorado River of the West, in the Territory of Arizona, as a public 
park; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 542) for the relief of John Fletcher; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 543) for the relief of Martin L. Bundy; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to introduce 
a bill (S. 544) granting an increase of pension to Elijah W: Penny; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SHERMAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 545) for the relief of the widow of Col. Lyman M. 
Kellogg; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 546) granting a rerating of pension to Jacob: Meier; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 547) granting a pension to John C. F. Beyland, of New 
York; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 

pers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr, MITCHELL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to tk et a p> (8. ae sei the relief of James L. Selfridge; which 
was twice byits title, and, together with the on file 
to their case, referred to the Committee on Finan rii = 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 549) for the relief of J. H. Hammond; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. EDMUNDS (Mr. COCKRELL in the chair) asked and, by unan- 
imous consent, obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. 550) granting « 
pension to Fannie S. Beaumont; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. INGALLS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 551) to extend the laws of the United States over 
certain unorganized territory south of the State of Kansas; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 552) to prevent the unlawful inclosure of public lands; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duve a bill (S. 553) relative to surveys of the public lands; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 554) to promote the efficiency of the General Land Office; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 555) granting a pension to Hannah M. Wright; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
one a bill ue 556) fo ee wig Aaa A. H. Von Luettwitz; which was 

twice by its title, and, with the accom i referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. AEEY 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 557) for the relief of John A. Hart; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 558) for the relief of Isaac A. Meyer; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the papers on file relating to the case, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. ALLISON asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 559) to quiet the title of settlers on the Des 
Moines River lands, in the State of Iowa, and for other purposes; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. COKE asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 560) for the relief of Mrs. Susan M. Roach: which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 


He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 561) for the relief of A. C. Larkin: which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
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Mr. GROOME asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to | ate in the form in which the report is made, it being different trom the 


introduce a bill (S. 562) for the relief of Orville Horwitz, trustee for C. | usual form. 


D. De Ford & Co.; which was read twice by its title, and, together with 
the papers on file relating to the case, referred to the Committee on Fi- 
naxce. 

Mr. MANDERSON asked and, by unanimous censent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 563) for the relief of John Little and Hobart 
Williams; which was read twice by its title, and, together with the 
papers on file relating to the case, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Mr. PLATT (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. 564) to authorize Dr. Daniel M. Appel, of 
the United States Army, to receive pay for di 
physician to the Mescalero Apache Indian agency, New Mexico; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. BLAIR asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 565) for the relief of Worcester Willey; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WALKER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 566) for the relief of Z. M. Pettigrew; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. PENDLETON asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 567) for the relief of Alexander Swift & Co., 
partners, and Alexander Swift & Co. and the Niles Works; which was 
read twice by its title, and, together with the papers on file relating to 
the case, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BECK asked by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 568) for the relief of John B. Davis; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 569) for the relief of Mrs. Fanny 8. Conway, of Louis- 
ville, Ky.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 570) for the relief of Brannin, Summers & Co.; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BUTLER (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. 571) for the relief of Casimiro Ginesi; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. VOORHEES asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 572) authorizing the construction of a building 
for the accommodation of the ional Library; which was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr, GARLAND asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (8. 573) amending an act re-establishing the Court of 
Commissioners of Alabama Claims, and for the distribution of the un- 
appropriated moneys of the Geneva award, approved June 5, 1882; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, , 

Mr. LAPHAM asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a joint. resolution (S. R. 23) authorizing and requiring the 
Secretary of War to contract for the improvement of Harlem River 
navigation; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. VOORHEES asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a joint resolution (S. R. 24) proposing an amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States, providing for the election of cer- 
tain United States officers by the people of the several States; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

Mr HARRIS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a joint resolution (S. R. 25) authorizing the printing of 2,500 
extra copies of the report of the health officer of the District of Colum- 
bia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Printing. 

REVISION OF THE RULES, 

Mr, FRYE. [ask leave, out of order, to present at this time a re- 
port from the Committee on Rules. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CocKkELLin the chair). If there 
be no objection the report will be received. 

Mr. FRYE. The committee report, first, a code of rules for the gov- 
ernment of the Senate; second, a joint code of rules for the government 
of the two Houses; third, a resolution touching the Manual. I ask that 
the two codes and the resolution be placed on the Calendar; and as the 
form in which the report is made necessarily differs from the ordinary 
form of reports as bound up in the books for preservation, I ask that 
100 copies of the report be printed for the use of the Senate in the form 
in which it is presented. I wish to state that I shall call up the report 
on the rules for consideration at the earliest day possible, and I give 
notice that I shall call it up on Thursday next. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator ask for the printing 
or 100 copies in addition to the ordinary number? 


discharging the duties of | of the Senate, and that those 


I do not ask for the printing of the usual number in the 
ordinary form, but instead thereof 100 copies in the form in which the 
report is presented. 

Mr. INGALLS. One hundred copies, if none others are printed, 
will not be sufficient. The number had better be increased. 

Mr. EDMUNDS and Mr. SHERMAN, Say 200. 

Mr. INGALLS. Very well. 

Mr. FRYE. I have no objection to saying 200 copies. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. - The Senator from Kansas suggests 
an amendment, which the Senator from Maine accepts, that 200 copies 
of the report, in the form in which it is presented, be printed for the use 
the only copies printed. Is there ob- 
jection to this request? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


JUAX REED’S LAND CLAIM. 


Mr. PLUMB. I am direeted by the Committee on Public Lands, 
who were instructed to examine into the claim of Juan Reed for a grant 
of the land known as ** Corte de Madera del Presidio,” and other lands 
in California to submit a report thereon and ask that it be printed and 
recommitted to the committee. I do not desire the ordi number 
printed, if there is any ordinary number printed. I wish a hundred 
copies printed for the use of the committee. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? ThéChair hears 
none, and the order to print is made aceordingly, The report will be 
recommitted to the Committee on Public À 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. LOGAN, it was 


“ia ARETE A NOR SONE TONON D-NA Amerga Pastors bees 
against n onaccount ving been a certain 
chan «plea from the files of the Senate and rred to the Committee 
on c Lands. 


On motion of Mr. HARRIS, it was : 
Ordered, That the ion and papers in respect tothe claim of Collin Adams 


be taken from the of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims, 
here having been no adverse report on the same. 

On motion of Mr. PLUMB, it was 

Ordered, That the papers relating tothe claim of Edward Fenlon be taken from 
the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims, there having 
been no adverse report ; also in the case of Alexander J. Mueller. 

Ordered, a 4 hes Canin a Adair Gate moninetonnne 
— and TREA to Committee on Affairs, there having been no 

verse report: 

1. William H. Morgan. 

2. Robert J. Baugness. 

3. H. A. Myers. 

4. Richard H. White. , 

Ordered, poh aie in the matter of the Kansas Cit 
Railway be taken from the files of the Senate and 
Railroads, there having been no adverse report. 


On motion of Mr. SLATER, it was 

Ordered, That the petition and papers of F.G. Schwatka be taken from the files 
of the Senate and to the Committee on Claims. 

On motion of Mr. HOAR, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in relation to the claim of Maria C. Underwood, ad- 
ministratrix of John C. Underwood, deceased, be taken from the files of the Sen- 
ate and referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

On motion of Mr. GORMAN, it was ; 

Ordered, That the papers in the claim of Isaac R. Trimble be taken from the 
files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, there being 
no adverse report. 

On motion of Mr. GARLAND, it was 

Ordered, That the papers relating to the claim of the National Bank of West- 
ern en be taken from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee 
on ms, 

Ordered, That the papers relating to the claim of M. F. Haine be taken from 
the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

, That the papers relating to the claims of C. Frank and Jacob Adler 
be taken from the flles of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


DETACHED ARMY SERVICE, 
Mr. PLUMB submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


, That the Secretary of War inform the Senate of the names and rank 
of offi of the Army on detached service anuak officers on sick leave), 
where serving, and what service performing, and the length of time detached ; 
also whether officers thus absent are needed with their commands, and, if so, 
what superior military reason called for their being detached. : 


CLERKS FOR SENATORS. 
Mr. BUTLER submitted the following resolution; which was ordered 
to lie on the table, and be printed: 


Resolved, That each Senator, except the chairmen of standing or select com- 
mitteesof the Senate, shall be entitled to a clerk or secretary at a salary of $1,008 
annually, the same to be paid out of the contingent fiand of the Senate, 


tf JOHNSON’S ORIGINAL PORTRAITS OF WASHINGTON.”’ 

Mr. VOORHEES submitted the following resolution; which was 
read: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Library be instructed to inquire into the 


xpediency and propriety of purchasing 5,000 copies of the work entitled * Origi- 
Portraits of Washington, by El h Bryant Johnson,” for distribution 


„Fort Scott and Gulf 
tothe Committee on 


‘ 


Mr. FRYE. One hundred copies especially for the use of the Sen- ! to the public libraries throughout the United States. 
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The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the resolu- 
tion, 

Mr. INGALLS. Does the resolution provide for the purchase, or 
does it merely instruct the committee to inquire into the expediency 
of purchasing ? 

Mr. VOORHEES. It simply directs the Library Committee to in- 
quire into the propriety of doing so; that is all. 

Mr, INGALLS. Let it pass. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

VALLEY FORGE ENCAMPMENT GROUNDS. 

Mr. VOORHEES submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimons censent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be, and it is hereby, in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency and feasibility of purchasing the ee 
ment grounds, embracing the lines of fortifications, forts, redoubts, and eart: 
works, occupied by the army of the American Revolution at Valley Forge from 
December 17, 1777, to June is. 1778, together with the headquarters of the army 
occupied by ea ts S during that period; said grounds, situated in Mont- 
gomery County, in State tvania,and supposed to contain about 
1,600 acres, to be purchased for the ee, of being inclosed and maintained as 
a national pok we just recognition by Government of the United States of 


the sufferings, the patriotism, and the unfailing courage there displayed in the 
cause of constitutional liberty. 


THE NATIONAL DEBT, 


Mr. VOORHEES submitted the following resolution; which was 
ordered to lie.on the table, and be printed: ` 


United States, 
TRANSFER OF A LAND GRANT. 
Mr. HILL. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the 
resolution which I offered on Thursday last. 
The resolution submitted by Mr. HILL December 6 was read, as 
follows: X 
That the of the Interior be directed to furnish to the Senate 


now on file in the Interior Department relating to the trans- | STAN 


copies of all papers 
fer of the land grant of the New ns, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad 
Company to the New Orleans way Company. 


The PRESIDING OEEICER. Will the Senate agree to the resolu- 
tion? 

Mr. INGALLS. I do not know that I have any objection to the 
adoption of the resolution, and should never Oppose any request for 
information which any Senator might allege that he believed to be im- 
portant to the public interests; but there are some assumptions of fact 
in the resolution that I do not wish to be committed to nor have the 
Senate pass upon without some further advice from the Senator from 
Colorado. I would be glad if he would state, in the first place, if there 
ever has been a grant of land to the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and 
Vicksburg Railroad Company, and, if so, whether any transfer ever 
has been made and the amount of it, so that we may act advisedly in 
the premises. 

Mr. HILL. I would say in reply to the Senator from Kansas that 
there was a grant of land made to the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and 
Vicksburg Railroad Company in 1871. That grant lapsed in five years. 
It expired in 1876. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator states that it lapsed in 1876. 

Mr. HILL. In 1876. Since that time there has been an attempt 
made to transfer the land to the New Orleans Pacifie Railroad Com- 
pany. The information the resolution calls for, I think, is very im- 
portant to enable-the Senate to-act intelligently upon measures which 
may come before it. The subject to which it relates involves the dis- 
position of some 2,000,000 acres of valuable land in the State of Lou- 
isiana. 

Mr. INGALLS. How many acres does the Senator state? 

Mr. HILL. About 2,000,000 acres. 

Mr. INGALLS. 1 understood the Senator to say that the land grant 
had lapsed. Does he mean to have it understood by the Senate that 
there has been any declaration by any competent authority that the 
land grant has lapsed ? 

Mr. HILL. The land grant lapsed by the terms of the act. 

Mr. INGALLS. Is the Senator confident on that subject? : 

Mr. HILL. Iam confident on that subject. The grant was made 
with the condition that the road should be built in five years, and it 
was made in 1871. 

Mr. INGALLS. And the Senator is equally confident that the 
amount involved is 2,000,000 acres? 

Mr. HILL. Very nearly 2,000,000 acres. d 

Mr. INGALLS. Is the Senator aware that this subject has been be- 
fore the Attorney-General of the United States, and that he has de- 
clared that the land grant had not lapsed ? 

Mr. HILL. Iam not aware that the Attorney-General declared that 
the grant bad not lapsed. As I remember the decision of the Attorney- 
General, it was to the effect that the New Orleans and Pacific Railway 
Company was the legal successor of the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and 
Vicksburg Railroad Company. 

Mr. INGALIES. I will ask the Secretary to read the syllabus of the 


opinion of the Attorney-General on this subject, which consists o; four 
or tive paragraphs, in order that the Senate may be advised fully as to 


the actual condition of the land grant and the alleged lapse. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will tead as requested 
by the Senator from Kansas. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: 


The grant of lands made by act of Congress of March 3, 1871, to aid in the con- 


struction of the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad, was a 


nt in presenti,and invested the company with a present interest in the lands, 
ut thegrant did not acquire preses and attach to any specific tracts until the 
route of the road was definitely located. 

The proviso in the grant requiring the whole road to be completed within five 
years from the date of the act was a condition set which did not ipso 
facto work a forfeiture of the grant for breach of the condition, but simply au- 
thorized the United States to declare a forfeiture by proper l ve or judi- 
cial proceedings. Until there was such a forfeiture and re-entry the grant re- 
mained unimpaired in the A ever who could lawfully p with the con- 
struction of the road notwi nding the default. 

The New Orleans, Baton a and Vicksburg Company, beinglawfully seized 
of a present interest in the lands, had a right to sell and assign them to New 
Orleans Pacific Company without the assent of Congress, as the grant was made 
to the former company, its successors and assigns, and the right toassign thereby 
any anticipated and provided for in the granting act. 

ere a portion of the road was built before the t was made, neither the 
original company nor its assignee is entitled to lands opposite such constructed 


Mr. INGALLS. The Senate will observe from this syllabus that the 
Attorney-General of the United States, the proper law officer of the 
Executive Departments, has declared, in opposition to the statement of 
the Senator from Colorado, that this land grant did not lapse; and it 
would have been obviously unjust if the statement should have to 
the country on the assertion of the Senator from Colorad: Ss pang 
that the Secretary of the Interior had attempted to revivify a lapsed 
land grant and authorize its assignment and transfer to a railroad com- 
pany not entitled to it. 

In order also that the Senate may understand the minuteness and 
value of the information presented by the Senator from Colorado on 
this subject when he states that the amount involved in the land grant 
is about 2,000,000 acres, I will say further that the amount within the 
ted limits in the Natchitoches district is 348,183.03 acres ; in the 
New Orleans district, 231,786.17 acres; making a total of 579,969.20 
acres ; of which not a single acre has been either transferred or patented. 
The land now remains precisely as it has hitherto, and the assignment 
from the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Company 
to the other company has in no sense whatever been made operative or 
effective. 

I assume that the Senator from Colorado desires, if possible, to pre- 
vent the accomplishment of what might be an illegal or an unadvisable 
transfer of public lands in violation -either of the rights of the Gov- 
ernment or of settlers thereon, in which event his resolution, if 
to, will accomplish nothing; but if hẹ wishes to secure the public do- 
main or the settlers on this land against a wrongful acquisition of any 
portion of the territory by the railroad company, his resolution should 
be accompanied by a request to the proper officers to see that no more 
of the land is transferred. 

Mr. President, it has been rumored in various localities during the 
summer that this session was to be characterized by a memorable on- 
slaught on the administration of the Interior Department of this Gov- 
ernment. Ihaveno idea that the Senator from Colorado, whose relations 
I know to be entirely cordial with his former colleague in this body, 
the presént Secretary of the Interior, shares at all in that design or 
pu but I merely wished at the outset to emphasize the fact that 
this is, in my opinion, the first in the series of assaults that are intended 
to be made upon the administration of that Department. I have been 
informed, and I believe, that it is to be followed by an assault upon the 
administration of the Pension Bureau; that that will be succeeded by 
an assault upon the Land Office in connection with the public domain 
so faras railroads and other claimants are concerned; and that the Indian 
service is then to be assailed in all itsadministration from Manitoba to 
the Gulf of Mexico; that no portion of that great branch of the public 
service, with powers that are inherently more than those exercised by 
many heads of European principalities, is to escape an assault affecting 
the purity of its administration. 

Without any observation as to the somewhat vulgar and homely but 
not entirely unpicturesque adage about the obscenity of the bird that 
defiles its own nest, I wish upon the threshold and in the vestibule of 
these proceedings to declare and to announce that in my judgment, 
which I believe to be shared by the country, the Department of the 
Interior has never been administered with more fidelity, with more in- 
tegrity, with more honesty in all its branches than under its present 
efficient and honorable head. I wish also to say further that I believe 
the head of that Department stands before the country inviting the 
strictest scrutiny and the minutest investigation into all the affairs of 
that great office. r 

So far as the matter before the Senate now is concerned there is noth- 
ing that can be accomplished by the adoption of this resolution in the 
way of saving the public domain from depredation if thisalleged transfer 
from one railroad company to the other was illegal. I assume that the 
Senator from Colorado desires to protect the public domain, if possible, 
gnd I have no objection myself to the adoption of the resolution, but 


56 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


DECEMBER 10, 


would suggest that if anything is desired to be accomplished, inasmuch 
as the allegations of the Senator that this land grant had by pp and 
that the Secretary had attempted to authorize the transfer of a lapsed 
land grant are shown by the opinion ef the Attorney-General to be in- 


correct, and inasmuch as the amount that the Senator states is shewn | 5 


also to be incorrect by about three-quarters of the entire amount, the 
resolution should be amended in order to be effective and operative. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, there is nothing which the Senator from 
Kansas can say about obscenity, or fouling nests, or anything else 
which will deter me from doing what T believe to be my duty; and that 
is to ask the Senate to obtain the information which it ought to have 
in order to act intelligently on subjects which will come before it. 

As to my statement that the grant had lapsed, I intended to say that 
one of the conditions of the grant was that the railroad should be built 
within five years, and during those five years not one foot of road was 
built. In that sense I stated that the grant had lapsed. As to the 
two millions of acres, I believe my information is correct. It may be 
slightly in error, but not largely. I believe my source of information 
is as correct as that which is furnished by the Senator from Kansas. 

As to the onslaught which the Senator says is to be made upon the 
Interior Department, I know nothing about it. I have heatd from a 
good many different sources that an onslaught was to be made by the 
railroad eompanies upon Congress this winter, and that there was to bea 
gathering of railroad men here such as'has never been seen in Washing- 
ton before to prevent legislation detrimental to their interests and also to 
procure legislation in their favor and against the interests of the people 
of the United States. oe 

I understand that an attempt has been made (and that it will very 
soon be accomplished) to place the title to the lands granted the New 
@rleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Company in the New 


Orleans Pacific Railroad Company. If my information is correct the’ 


whole proceeding is illegal. Even if the New Orleans Pacific Railroad 
Company is the legal successor to the other company, I am informed 
that there is no evidence whatever that there has ever been any legal 
transfer made. ; 

I desire to prevent the consummation of this act, and the best means 
of preventing it is to’place before the Senate the information called for. 
Let us know on what ground this action of the Interior Department is 
proposed to be based. That is all my resolution asks for. There is 
nothing whatever personal in it. It is merely a proposition that the 
Secretary of the Interior shall furnish the Senate copies of papers on file 
in the Interior Department. I hope, Mr. President, the Senate will 
grant that request. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President; the land has been transferred so far 
as it can possibly be done from the original grantee to the assignee, and 
the land has been withdrawn from market and is now being posted up 
for the purpose of being delivered to the second corporation. The 
amount is precisely what I have stated. If the Senator desires to ac- 
complish the prevention of the transfer of this land from the public 
domain into the hands of the railroad corporation his resolution is 
inoperative, because while the information is being transmitted to the 
Senate the patents may issue, and that will be the end of the matter. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the resolution be read again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will beagain reported. 

The Acting read the resolution. 

Mr. HILL. I understand that the title to this land has not yet 
passed to the New Orleans Pacific Railroad Company, and my object is 
to prevent the transfer of the land to that company unless ité right 
and just that it should be done. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator seems not to be familiar with the Con- 
gressional literature on these subjects and with the reports already 
made. I will ask the Secretary to read the letter of the Secretary 
of the Interior, dated March 13, 1888, to the President of the United 
States, and the indorsements of the President, which I send to the desk. 

The Acting Secretary read as follows: ` 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, March 13,1853. 

Sin: The New Orleans Pacific Railroad Company applied to this Department 
more than a year ago for a transfer to itself of the lands granted to the New Or- 
leans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Company by the pra Seapine 
section of the act of Con approved March 3, 1871, presenting at the same 
time satisfactory proof of said transfer as between the said companies. I have 
delayed action thereon for many months, against the —— pressure of per- 
sons in interest, in the tion that Congress mig t legislate upon the sub- 

matter thereof; but t body having adjourned, without action thereon, 

d knowing of no reason for further delay, I have now the honorto submit the 
same for your consideration. k 

In reply to my predecessor's request of January 5, 1882, the Attorney-General, 
under date of June 12, ultimo, submitted to him an opinion (copy herewith) 
that the grant to the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Com- 
pany was a grant in presenti; that that company had an assignable interest in 
the lands granted to it; that the New Orleans Pacific Railroad Company is such 
a successor to or assignee of the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Com- 
pra is retary, oe by the act of March 3, 1871; that even if the New Or- 


Mobile and Texas road was constructed subsequently to the date of said 
act, so much of its road as is now owned by the New Orleans and Pacific Com- 
py is such a road as is contemplated for ria ees by the President within 

meaning of said act, and that patents may e to the latter company for 
lands o te to and conterminous with such constructed portion of road, 

I also submit herewith a p of the report of the Senate Committee on Rail- 
roads (under date of June 7, ) declaring that, in its judgment, no consider- 
ations of public yoy require a forfeiture of the grant to the from Orleans, 
Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Company; and also two letters (here- 


with) under date of December 15, last, from Hon. L, E. Payson, of the House 
Judiciary Committee, in one of which he notifies this Department that upor 
that day, ata meeting of the committee, he had formally withdrawn the pend- 
ing resolution offered by him at the previous session of Congress for a forfeit- 
ure of said grant. In the other, after stating his request in October last for a 
nsion of Department action until he could be heard before the House Ju- 
di Committee upon the nmtter, he elaborately discussed the questions jn- 
volved, and announcing that after conference with them the Senators and House 
delegation from Louisiana nae no opposition to Immediate action by this 
Department, and that his own objections are disposed of and withdrawn, states 
his conclusions that the New Orleans Pacific Company is entitled to the grant, 
both under the law and the equities of the case, and the rights of settlers 
are fully protected. 

I have also the honor to submit herewith two reports on the New Orleañs Pa- 
cific Railway by Mr. Thomas Hassard, whom you appointed commissioner to- 
examine completed portions of said way. ~ 

The first tepon bears date Octuber 26, 1881, and has not been submitted to you 
atan earlier on account of the controversies in question, The portions of 
said railway examined, and at that time reported on, extend from the west bank 
of the Misetesippi River opposes Thalia street, New Orleans, La., ina north- 
wi direction, near said river, sixty miles, to near the town of Donaldson, in 
Tp. 118.,R. 15 E.; also from Pou Lamourie, in Tp. 2 N., R, 1 E., toa point in 

. 4 N., R. 2 W., a distance of 20 miles; also from the junction of said railway 

th the Texas aad Pacific Railway in Shreveport, La., southwesterly to Tp. 10 
N., R. 12 W., a distance of 50 miles. F 

The second Bae! ewe pangs date 15th of November, 1882, and relates to such por- 
tions of said rai as were not examined and reported on in October, isi, 
amounting to 198 miles, lying between New Orleans and Shrev 


The Com ioner reports said portions of road, 328 miles as con- 
oe in tial compliance with law and the instructions of nis Desert: 
men 


In view of the facts and the law of the case, I regard the New Orleans and 
Pacific Railway Company as the lawful ee of the New Orleans, Baton 
Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Company, and entitled to the lands granted by 
the twenty-second section of the act of March 3, 1871, to said latter-named com- 
pany and to patents therefor in so far as it has earned or hereafter may earn 
the same under -that act, with the exception below named, and recommend 
that you accept said 328 miles of said road, less and exclusive of 68 miles of the 
line of said New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg road extending from New 
Orleans to White Castle, between New Orleans and Shrev: (to which 68 miles. 
the New Orleans Pacific road has withdrawn its claim right to receive lands 
under the twenty-second section of said act), and that patents for such lands as 
may have been earned by the construction be issued to the New Orleans Pacific 
Railway Company (exclusive nevertheless of lands alomg said 68 miles) on 
their compliance with the law and regulationsin such case made and provided, 
These patents will, of course, be subject to rights acquired by any person or 
corporation prior to the act of March 3, 1871. 

Requesting that the inclosures berewith be returned to this Department when 
no longer needed for the purposes hereof, I am, very rig ne 

$ y H. M. T. R, 


. EXECUTIVE MANSION, March 16, 1883. 
The within recommendations are approved. 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 

Mr. INGALLS. It would appear from this communication that this 
whole question had been passed upon by the law officer of the Govern- 
ment; that in pursuance of the opinion of the Attorney-General the 
Secretary of the Interior took the action that is set forth in his letter 
of March 13. This communicatiofi was transmitted to the President 
of the United States, and by him the recommendations therein con- 
tained were approved. If the Senator from Colorado had advised him- 
self more definitely than he has done, befere presenting his resolution, 
as to the exact condition of this business, he would how found the 
subsequent action that has been taken by the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office, to which I will now call the attention of the Senate. 

On the 19th day of March, 1883, after the letter of the Secretary of 
the Interior had been approved by the President of the United States, 
the Secretary referred to the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
for appropriate action a copy of that communication, with the Presi- 
dent’s acceptance indorsed thereon, together with all the rs and 
maps relating tothe case. Upon the 19th day of April, 1883, the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office submitted to the Department of 
the Interior certain questions ing the definite location of and 
withdrawal of lands for the New Orleans Pacific Railroad. ‘Ro this, on 
the 23d of April, the Secretary responded, declining to upon the 
questions presented because the office had expressed no opinion thereon. 
On the 22d of May, 1883, the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
advised Mr. Wheelock, the president of the company, that the dates 
of the filing of the maps of constructed road in thé Department would 
be treated as the dates of definite location. Upon the following day Mr. 
Wheelock, the president, advised the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office that the company would accept the dates of definite loca- 
tion fixed by the letter of the 22d of the same month, which was the 
22d of last May. 

By letters dated October 15, 1888, some six months after this action 
had been taken, the matter still remaining in abeyance, the local offi- 
cers at New Orleans and Natchitoches, La., were directed to adjust the 
withdrawal made in 1871 and 1873 upon the line of general route of the 
New Orleans, Baton Rouge, and Vicksburg road to the line of definite 
location of the New Orleans Pacific road; whereupon, on the 8th day of 
November, 1883, within the granted limits, the New Orleans Pacific 
Railroad Company in the Natchitoches district selected 348, 183.03 acres, 
and on the 13th day of November, 1883, within the granted limits in 
the New Orleans district, the New Orleans Pacific Cempany selected 
land to the amount of 231,786.17 acres, making in all—that is up to 
this time—subjeet to the claims of that assignee of the original grant 
the amount of 579,969.20 acres. No lands have yet been detinitely pat- 
ented or withdrawn, and the whole matter remains before the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office, ready to be acted upon whenever the 
clerical force of the office will permit these lands to be patented. 
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There has been nothing obscure, there has been nothing occult or 
mysterious or hidden, about this transaction. It has been a matter of 
public record from the beginning until the present time, and step after 
step has been taken in accordance with law, as might have been seen 
by any person who saw fit toinquire into the records of the office, until 
this amount of land now has been definitely selected and will be trans- 
ferred unless Congress takes some action. But now the Senator from 
Colorado, professing to desire to protect the Government and to prevent 
what he declares to be an illegal assignment of a lapsed grant, simply 
introduces a resolution calling for information abouta matter which is 
already of public record and accessible to everybody, leaving the main 
fact in the controversy, that is, the transfer of these lands by patent to 
the railroad company, a matter to be adjusted without further inter- 
ference by Congress. ; 

Now, so far as I am concerned, I have not examined this matter suf- 
ficiently to say definitely whether the assignment was valid ornot. I 
know nothing about that and care nothing about it. But until some 
authority overturns the decision of the Attorney-General and shows 
that the action of the Secretary and the recommendations of the Presi- 
dent shall be set aside, there is a prima facie showing in favor of the 
legality of the assignment and of the withdrawal. But if the Senator 
desires to test that question and protect the public domain against the 
presumed loss of half a million acres of ground he will not reach it by 
this resolution, because when it is answered the papers that I have 
read and referred to will be transmitted to the Senate, and meanwhile 
the mischief, if mischief it is, may have been aceomplished. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, there are a great many other papers in 
this case besides those the Senator from Kansas has read, and I have a 
desire that all the papers in the case should be presented to the Senate, 
that we may act intelligently on the subject. If, as the Senator from 
Kansas says, this is all matter of public record, there can be no objec- 


* tion to the Senate adopting the resolution. 


Mr. INGALLS. I have no objection. 

Mr. HILL. Why then this discussion over the resolution? I had 
not supposed it was necessary to discuss the merits of the questions in- 
volved when nothing was before the Senate buta resolution calling for 
certain papers, I do not feel disposed at this time to enter upon adis- 
cussion as to the quantity of land or as to the decision of the Attor- 
ney-General. I merely ask that we may have the information before 
us by obtaining copies of all the papers on record. 

Mr. INGALLS. Does not the Senator meanwhile desire that the 
patenting of this land should be prevented ? - 

Mr. HILL. Certainly I desire, that no further action shall be taken 

“toward perfecting the title to these lands until we have the papers, 
and if the Senator has an amendment of that kind to offer I shall be 
very glad to have it presented. 

Mr. INGALLS. I shall offer no amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. . 

The resolution was agreed to. 


JOINT COMMISSION ON CONGRESSIONAL EMPLOYES. 


Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I rise to ask that a joint resolution of 
which the Senate was notified this morning during the morning hour, 
by the House of Representatives, may be laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will ask consent at this 
time to lay before the Senate a joint resolution from the House of 

tatives. 

e joint resolution (H. Res. 1) extending the time fixed for the joint 
commission appointed to consider the number and salaries of officers 
and employés of the two Houses to submit their report was read twice 
by its title. 

Mr. PLATT. If there is any rule which prevents the consideration 
of the resolution at the present time I ask that it may be suspended and 
that the resolution be now considered. 

At the last session a joint committee or commission, consisting of 
three members of the Senate and three members of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, was appointed to adjust and equalize the salaries of the 
officials of the two Houses and to report on the second Monday of this 
session; which would be to-day. The committee has not been able to 
finish its duties so as to be ready to report, and the House of Represent- 
atives has a resolution extending the time for the committee to 
report until the 10th day of January. I hope the resolution may be 

d in concurrence with the House of Representatives, 

Mr. INGALLS. Let it be read in full. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore ‘The joint resolution will be read in 
full. 

The joint resolution was read at length. It provides that the joint 
commission appointed under the act of Congress, approved March 3, 
1883. to consider the question of the salaries and compensation of the 
officers and employés of the Senate and House of Representatives, and 
also the number of such employés necessary for the official transaction 
of the business of the two Houses, shall have until Thursday, January 
10, in which to prepare and submit their report to the two Houses. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, _The Senator from Connecticut asks 
unanimous consent that this joint resolution be now considered witha 
view to tins! action. Is there objection ?. 


By unanimous consent, the Senate,as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 
The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered toa third reading, read the third time, and passed. , 
ADJOURNMENT, - 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no Calendar. What is the 
pleasure of the Senate? 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 2 o'clock and 12 minutes p. m.) ` 
the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, Desember 10, 1883. 


The House met at120’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. JOHN 
S. LINDSAY, D. D. 
The Journal of Thursday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


CONGRESSIONAL OFFICERS AND EMPLOYÉS. 


Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to offer the resolution which I send to the 
desk. I ask that it may be read, and then, if there be no objection, that 
it may be put upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be read, after which ob- 
jection, if any, will be in order. 
The joint resolution was read, as follows: i 
A joint resolution extending the time fixed for the joint commission appointed to 

consider the number and salaries of officers and employés of the two Houses. 
to submit their report. 

Resolved, &c., That the joint commission appointed under the act of Congress. 
approved March 8, 1883, to consider the pEb pen of the salaries and compensa- 
tion of the officers and employés of the Senate and House of Representatives, 
respectively, and also the number of such employés necessary for the efficient 
transaction of the business of the two Houses. bave until January 10 in which 
to prepare and submit their report to the two Houses, : 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this resolution ? 
There was no objection. 


The joint resolution (H. Res, 1) was read a first and second time, . 
ordered to be and read a third time; and being engrossed, it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HISCOCK moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint res- 
olution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MEMBERS SWORN IN. 


Mr. CALKINS. Irise to a question of the highest privilege. The 
Delegate-elect from Dakota is present, and I ask that he be sworn in. 

Mr. STRAIT. Ihave the same request to make on behalf of my+ 
colleague, Mr. Milo White, Representative-elect from the first Congres- 
sional district of Minnesota. 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemen will present themselves to be 
sworn in. 

Mr. JoHN B. RAYMOND, Delegate-elect from Dakota, and Mr. MILO- 
Waite, Representative-elect from the first Congressional district of 
Minnesota, appeared and took the oath prescribed by section 1756 of 
the Revised Statutes. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. RANDALL.. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to offer a resolution which pertains to the 
regular order, It is in regard to the printing of bills to be introduced. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman frogn Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] 
has demanded the lar order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. He withdraws the demand until the resolution is- 


read, 

The SPEAKER. The resolution may be read, afier which it will be - 
open to objection. 

The resolution was read, as follows: b 

Resolved, That private bills which have been heretofore printed shall not be 
again printed at the expense of the Governinent until favorably reported by a 
committee of the House. 

Mr. MILLS. I want the regular order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Does the gentleman from Texas object to this 
resolution? 

Mr. MILLS. [I object to taking this time to consider the question. 
I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The regular order being demanded, the Clerk will 
read the first clause of Rale XXIV. i 

The Clerk read as follows: 


1. Each Monday morning during n session of Congress, immediately after the 
Journal of the proceedings of the last day's sitting has been read and approved, 
the Speaker shall call all the States and Territories in alphabetical order for 
bills and joint resolutions for printing and reference. on which call joint and 
concurrent resolutions and memorials of State and Territorial Legislatures may 
be presented and appropriately referred, and on this call only resolutions of in- 
quiry directed to the beads of the Executive Departnients shall be in order for” 
reference to appropriate committees, which resolutions shall be reported to the: 
House within one week thereafter. 
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The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now proceed to call the States and | C. Murphy, late United States consul at the port of Shanghai, China; 


Territories alphabetically for the introduction of bills and joint resolu- 
tions for reference, beginning with the State of Alabama. 
kd COMPENSATION OF MARSHALS. 

Mr. HERBERT introduced a bill (H. R. 1) fixing the compensation 
of marshals in cases to which the United States is a party; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

COMPENSATION OF UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS. 

Mr. HERBERT also introduced a bill (H. R. 2) fixing the compen- 
sation of United States a and for other purposes; which was 
read a firstand second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 


CIRCUIT COURT COMMISSIONERS, 


Mr. HERBERT also introduced a bill (H. R. 3) to regulate the juris- 
diction of. circuit court commissioners; which wus read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on.the Judiciary, and ordered to 
be printed. Š 

TIME OF SERVICE OF JURORS. 

Mr. HERBERT also introduced a bill (H. R. 4) to } proes the time 
of service of jurors; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


SECTION 688, REVISED STATUTES. 


‘ 

Mr. HERBERT also introduced a bill (H. R. 5) to amend section 688 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

NUMBER OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

Mr. HERBERT also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 2) propos- 
ing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States, limiting 
the number of members in the House of Representatives; which was 
read a first and second time. : 

Mr. HERBERT. [ask that the joint resolution be referred to the 
committee on the count of the electoral vote. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks the joint resolution should go 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. Thereis no such committee as the 
gentleman has indicated. 

The joint resolution was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

. C. F. PERRY AND E. GILMER. 

Mr. OATES introduced a bill (H. R. 6) for the relief of Columbus 
F. Perry and Elizabeth Gilmer; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

NAVIGABLE WATERS OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. OATES also introduced a bill to prevent the obstruction or im- 
pairment of the navigable waters of the United States. 

The SPEAKER. ‘This bill goes, under the rules, to the Committee 
on Commerce. j 

GRADUATES OF NAVAL ACADEMY. ? 

Mr, OATES also introduced a bill (H. R. 7) to prevent the retroact- 
ive operation of that portion of the naval appropriation act of August 
5, 1882, limiting the number of graduates of the Naval Academy to be 
retained in the service, printed on page 285 of volume 22, United 
States Statutes at Large; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PRE-EMPTION OF PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. OATES also introduced a bill (H. R. 8) to repeal all laws pro- 
viding for the pre-emption of public lands, allowing entries for timber 
culture; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, and ordered to'be printed. 

HOMESTEAD LAWS. 

Mr. OATES also introduced a bill (H. R. 9) to amend the homestead 
laws so that patents may issue after three years’ actual occupancy, and 
to reqmire one year's occupancy before commutation is allowed; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

HOMESTEADS IN ALABAMA. 

Mr. OATES also introduced a bill (H. R. 10) to amend the home- 
steal laws so that within the State of Alabama after two years’ actual 
occupancy and cultivation patents may issue to homesteaders; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

_COMMON SCHOOLS. 

Mr. OATES also introduced a bill (H. R. 11) to donate, in trust, the 
net proceeds of the sales of the public lands to the States and Terri- 
tories for the support of common schools; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Education and Labor, and 
ordered to be printed. 


= ROBERT C. MURPHY. 
_ Mr. FORNEY introduced a bill (H. R. 12) for the relief of Robert 


which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
MAHMALA H. PORTLOCK. 

Mr. PRYOR introduced a bill (H. R. 13) for the relief of Mahala H. 
Portlock; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HIRAM N. ROBERTS. 

Mr. PRYOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 14) for the relief of Hiram 
N. Roberts; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Chims, and ordered to be printed. 

? W. P. SHELTON. 

‘Mr. PRYOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 15) for the relief of W. P. 
Shelton; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE W. KENNARD. 
Mr. PRYOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 16) for the relief of George 
W. Kennard; which was read a-first.and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


DAVID WOOD, 


Mr. PRYOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 17) for the relief of the 
estate of David Wood, deceased; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed, 

T. M. ENGLISH. 

Mr. PRYOR also introduced a bill (H; R. 18) for the relief of T. M. 
English, administrator of the estate of Richard Fi ck, deceased ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN W. CATER. 

Mr. PRYOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 19) for the relief of John 
W. Cater, surviving partner of the firm of Aymar & Co.; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS G. CORBIN. 

Mr. PRYOR also introduced a bill (H, R. 20) for the relief of Thomas 
G. Corbin; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PERRY A. LEATHERBERRY. 

Mr. PRYOK also introduced a bill (H. R. 21) for the relief of Perry 
A. Leatherberry; which was read a first and second time, referred tu 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

W. P. MORAN. 

Mr. PRYOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 22) for the relief of W. P. 
Moran, late disbursing clerk and superintendent of the Navy Depart- 
ment building; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


J. HENRY RIVES. 
Mr. PRYOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 23) for the relief of J. 


Henry Rives; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
UNITED STATES COURTS IN ALABAMA, 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, introduced a bill (H. R. 24) in relation 
to the district and circuit courts for the northern district of Alabama; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

COMMON SCHOOLS, 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, also introduced a bill (H. R. 25) to aid 
in the support of common schools; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Education and Labor, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PENSIONS FOR MEXICAN WAR, ETC. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, also introduced a bill (H. R. 26) grint- 
ing pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Mexican and other 
wars therein named, and for other purposes; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MINERAL LANDS IN ALABAMA, 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, also introduced a bill (H. R. 27) to amend 
an act entitled “An act to exclude the public lands in Alabama from 
the operation of the laws relating to mineral lands,” ap ed. March 
3, 1883; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

A. R. SHEPARD. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, also introduced a bill (H. R. 28) for the 
relief’ of A. R. Shepard, a citizen of Tuscaloosa, Ala.; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. ; 
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AID TO PUBLIC SCHOOLS. 


| was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, also presented a memorial of the General | Judiciary, und ordered to be printed. 


Assembly of the State of Alabama, requesting the Senators and Repre- 
sentatives in Congress from said State to support a bill to aid the public 
schools in the several States on the basis of illiteracy; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Laba, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM F. MARTIN. 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama, introduced a bill (H. R. 29) to pay Will- 
iam F. Martin, of Mobile, Ala., the value of one hundred half boxes 
-of tobacco illegally seized and sold by the collector of internal reve- 
nue at New Orleans; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MOBILE MARINE DOCK COMPANY. 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama, also introduced a bill (H. R. 30) for the 
relief of the Mobile Marine Dock Company; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

I. C. HAMNER. 


Mr. JONES, of Alabama, also introduced a bill (H. R. 31) to pay 
I. C. Hamner, as administrator of George M. Hamner, deceased, the 
of certain cotton; which was read a first and second time, re- 

terred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ROBERT OTIS. 


Mr. JONES, of Alabama, also introduceda joint resolution (H. Res. 3) 
for the relief of Robert Otis, administrator de bonis non of Roger A. 
Hiern; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PRIZE-MONEY OF FLEET-OFFICERS. 


Mr. SHELLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 32) to extend the provisions 
-of section 4631, Title 56, Prize, of the Revised Statutes, and of act of 
June 8, 1874, in relation to prize-money to fleet-officers; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
-ordered to be printed. 

WALNUT GROVE MINING COMPANY. 

Mr. SHELLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 33) for the relief of J. G. 
Fell, Edward Hoopes, and George Burnham, trustees of the Walnut 
-Grove Gold Mining Company; ‘which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 


Mr. DUNN introduced a bill (H. R. 34) granting pensions to certain 
soldiers and sailors of the Mexican war; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 


¢ 


KANSAS PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY, ETC. 


Mr, DUNN also introduced a bill (H. R. 35) to compel the payment 
by the Kansas Pacific Railway Company of the cost of surveying, select- 
ing, and conveying certain lands granted to it, and to create a sink- 
ing fund for the Kansas Pacific, Sioux City and Pacific, and Central 
Branch Union Pacific Railroad Companies, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Pacific Railrowds, and ordered to be printed. 

MEMPHIS AND LITTLE ROCK RAILPOAD COMPANY. 


Mr. DUNN (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 36) to release 
the Memphis and Little Rock Railroad Company from such of the con- 
-ditions of. the several acts of Congress approved February 9, 1853, and 
July 28, 1866, as unjustly affect said corporation; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Railways and Canals, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ESTATE OF C. H, IRELAND, DECEASED. 

Mr. DUNN also introduced a bill (H. R. 37) for the relief of the 
estate of C. H. Ireland, deceased ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


TEXAS PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. DUNN also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 4) to declare 
the forfeiture of lands granted the Texas Pacific Railroad Company 
under act of March 3, 1871, and acts amendatory thereof and supple- 
mental thereto; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

* FORFEITURE OF RAILROAD LAND GRANTS. 

Mr. DUNN also introdnced a joint resolution (H. Res. 5) todeclare the 
forfeiture of lands granted to certain railroad companies or to States in 
aid of such railroad companies; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. x 
TEXAS PACIFIC RAILROAD GRANT. 

Mr. DUNN also submitted a resolution requesting the Secretary of 
the Interior to furnish to the House all papers and information in his 
possession in relation to the attempted assignment of the Texas Pacific 
Railroad land grant to the Southern Pacific Railroad Company; which 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS, FORT SMITH, ARK. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (H. R. 38) to provide 
for a building for the use or the Federal court, -office, internal 
revenue and other civil officers, and as United States jail, in the city of 
Fort Smith, Ark.; which was read a first and second time, referred-to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
printed. 

FORT SMITH MILITARY RESERVATION. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 39) donat- 
ing a part of the abandoned military reservation at Fort Smith, Ark., 
to the city of Fort Smith, for the use and benefit of the free public schools 
thereof and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time. 

The SPEAKER. ‘This bill will be referred to the! Committee on 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. Mr.-Speaker, the military reservation 
at Fort Smith, Ark., has been abandoned for many years, and would not 
the proper reference for the bill be the Committee onthe Public Lands? 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules the proper reference for the bill 
would be the Committee on Military Affairs, but the gentleman from 
Arkansas has the right to make a motion to reter it to any committee 
which he may designate. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. It has been abandoned as a military 
reservation formany years, and I therefore move that the bill be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Mr. RYAN. That bill should go to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

The SPEAKER. The question is not debatable. The Chair has 
already stated that in its opinion the bill should be referred to the 
Committee on Military and if there be no objection it will be 
so referred. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

JAMES CLIFFORD. 

Mr, ROGERS, of Arkansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 40) for the 
relief of James Clifford; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LUCY ANN LEE AND OTHERS. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 41) for the 
relief of Lucy Ann Lee and Allen G. Lee, of South Canadian Choctaw 
Nation, Indian Territory; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM A. HARRIS, 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 42) for the 
relief of William A. Harris; which was read n first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

EDWARD HARBERT. 

Mr. PEEL, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (H. R. 43) for the relief of 
Edward Harbert; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC LANDS WITHDRAWN FROM ENTRY. 

Mr. ROSECRANS introduced a bill (H. R. 44) to provide for the dis- 
position of public lands withdrawn from entry and sale under authority 
of law and to determine claims respecting them in certain cases; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Pub- 
lie Lands, and ordered to be printed, 

, TERRITORY OF ALASKA. 

Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 45) for the organiza- 
tion of the Territory of Alaska and providing for the establishment of 
a civil government therefor; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT SAN FRANCISCO. 

Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 46) to anthorize the 
purchase of a site for a public building for the post-office, court-house, 
and other offices in San Francisco, Cal.; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildingsand Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 

RETURN OF FINAL DISCHARGES, ETC. 

Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 47) providing for the 
return of final discharges of soldiers and sailors who served in the war 
with Mexico; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

BUILDING FOR MEDICAL MUSEUM. 


Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 48) providing for the 
erection of building to contain the records of the library and museum 
of the Medical Department, United States Army; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. - 

RELINQUISHMENT OF TITLE. 
Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 49) to relinquish the 
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title of the United States to certajn land in the city of San Francisco; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

CALIFORNIA INDIAN WAR CLAIMS. 

Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 50) to indemnify the 
State of California for balances paid and remaining due on account 
of indebtedness incurred in the Indian wars in said State, for the 
payment of which the State of California issued bonds in the year 1862; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 51) to indemnify the 
State of California for balances paid and remaining due on account of 
indebtedness incurred in the Indian wars, for the payment of which 
said State issued bonds in 1851 and 1852, and part of which remain 
unpaid, owing to delays occasioned by War Departmént rulings under 
the act of Congress of August 5, 1854; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

SETTLERS UNDER THE DESERT-LAND ACT, 

Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 52) for the relief of 
settlers under the desert-land act; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PAYMENT OF PUBLIC BILLS. 

Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 53) amendatory of 
an act entitled “An act for the relief of certain settlers on the public 
lands and to provide for the repayment of certain fees, purchase-meney, 
and commissions paid on void entries of public lands,” approved June 
16, 1880; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

ERNEST BEECHMER. 5 

Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 54) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to remove the charge of desertion from the record of 
Private Ernest Beechmer; which was reađ'a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

f OFFICERS UNDER RANK OF MAJOR. 

Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 55) for the relief of 
certain officers who have served for a certain specified number of years 
in one grade under the rank of major; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

AMERICAN SHIPPING. 

Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 56) relating to Amer- 
ican shipping; which was read a first and second time, referred to.the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

p SHIP-BUILDING. 

Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 57) to encourage 
ship-building; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

APPRENTICES IN MERCHANT MARINE. 


Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 58) to encourage em- 
ployment of apprentices in merchant marine; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 


IRON AND STEEL STEAMERS, 

Mr. ROSECRANS also molpe: a bill (H. R. 59) to encourage 
building of American iron and steamers; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND NAVIGATION. 

Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a. bill (H. R. 60) to establish a 
department of commerce and navigation; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 

CLAIMS AGAINST THE ‘DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, ETC. 

Mr, ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 61) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to provide for the settlement of all ou ing claims 
against the Districtof Columbia,” &c.; which was read a firstand second 
time, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered 
to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF COPYRIGHT LAWS. 

Mr, ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 62) giving copyright 
under certain conditions to journalistic articles; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to 
be printed. 

CONSULAR. FEES. 

Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 63) relating to con- 
sular fees; which was read a first and time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

RAILWAY TRANSPORTATION. 
Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 64) to prevent undue | 
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discrimination in railway transportation; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 

LOS ANGELES AND OTHER INDIAN TRIBES. 

Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 65) to provide for the 
settling of Los Angeles and other Indians; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

FEES OF SHIPPING COMMISSIONERS, ETC. 

Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 66) to amend section 
4594 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

UNLAWFUL OCCUPATION OF PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 67) to prevent the 
unlawful occupation of public lands; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PROOF IN DESERT-LAND CASES. 

Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 68) to extend the 
time for making proof in desert-land cases: which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 

CLAIM OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 69) to, indemnify the 
State of California; which was read a first and sesond time, referred to- 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

BOUNDARIES OF CERTAIN LANDS IN CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 70) to authorize the: 
correction of certain boundaries of certain lands in San Mateo County, 
California; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

RELIEF OF CERTAIN SETTLERS IN CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 71) for the relief of 
settlers on certain lands in California; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to 
be printed. f 

SUSPENDED EMPLOYÉS IN NAVY-YARDS. 

Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 72) to indemnify sus- 
pended employés, &c.; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

REORGANIZATION OF UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 73) to reorganize the 
courts of the United States; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

NICARAGUA SHIP-CANAL. 

Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R.'74) to incorporate the 
Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

EDWARD BYRNE, 

Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 75) for the relief ot 
Edward Byrne; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JEROME MADDEN. 


Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 76) for the relief of 
Jerome Madden, of California; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be- 
printed. 

CHARLES M. BLAKE. 

Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 77) for the relief of 
Charles M. Blake, a chaplain in the United States Army; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

COL. HENRY J. HUNT., - 

Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 78) to provide forthe 
retirement of Col. Henry J. Hunt asa major-geneyal of the United States 
Army; which was read a first and se¢ond time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CAROLINE M. M’DOUGAB. 

Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 79) granting a pension 
to Caroline M. McDougal, widow of Rear-Admiral David S. McDougal; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on- 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. KATE C. M’DOUGAL. 

Mr. ROSECRANS also introdueed a bill (H. R. 80) to grant a pension. 
to Mrs. Kate C. McDougal; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHILDREN OF GENERAL CARLETON. 
Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 81) for the relief off 
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the children of General James H. Carleton; which was read a first and 


fornia title to certain property for a sailors’ home; which was read a 


second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to | first und second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 


be printed. : 
WM. R. WHEATON AND C. H. CHAMBERLAIN. 

Mr, ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 82) for the relief of 
William R. Wheaton and Charles H. Chamberlain; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A. 8 ROSENBAUM & CO. 

Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 83) for the relief of 
A. S. Rosenbaum & Co., of New York city; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

CORNELIUS HUNTINGTON. 

Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 84) for the relief of 
Cornelius Huntington; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

G. A. R. BAUM. 

Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H, R. 85) granting an in- 
crease of pension to G. A. R. Baum; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. . 

DANIEL CONNOR. 

Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 86) to grant a pension 
to Daniel Connor; which was read a first and secona time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CRAFTS J. WRIGHT. 

Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 87) for the relief of 
‘Crafts J. Wright, which was read a first and second time, referred to 
‘the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DELIA G. WEBBER AND OTHERS. 

Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 88) for the relief of 
Delia G. Webber and others; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PENINA HUNT. 

Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 89) for the relief of 
Penina Hunt; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES AND EMMA S. CAMERON. 

Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H; R. 90) to pay James and 
Emma S. Cameron for property taken and used by the Army during the 
late war; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

5 BENJAMIN ALVORD. 

Mr. ROSECRANS alse introduced a bill (H. R. 91) for the relief of 
Benjamin Alvord; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION ACT OF 1883. 

Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 92) limiting a portion 
of an act entitled ‘‘An act making appropriations for the naval serv- 
ice for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, and for other papaa 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS F. RILEY. 

Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 93) for the relief of 
“Thomas F. Riley; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

BENJAMIN F. CRARY. 

Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 94) granting a pen- 
sion to Benjamin F. Crary, of San Francisco, Cal.; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

DAVID T. TRYON. 

Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 95) for the relief of 
David T. Tryon; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MARTIN KELLEY. i 

Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 96) to increase the 
pension of Martin Kelley, late of Company A, Sixteenth United States 
Infantry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
‘mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

RENI E. DE RUSSY. 

Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 97) for the relief of 
Reni E. De Russy; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SAILORS’ HOME, SAN FRANCISCO. 

Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 6) au- 

Whorizing the city of San Francisco to relinquish to the State of Cali- 


| and ordered to be printed. 
POSTAL FACILITIES. 
| Mr. SUMNER, of California, introduced a bill (H. R. 98) to enlarge 
the postal facilities of the people of the United States; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 
FARES OF PACIFIC RAILROADS. 

Mr. SUMNER, of California, also introduced a bill (H. R. 99) to fix 
and establish the maximum rates of fares of the Union Pacific and Cen- 
tral Pacific Railroads; which wfs read a first and second time. 

Mr. SUMNER, of California. I ask that the bill be referred to the 
Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

Mr. REAGAN. It ought to go to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. ANDERSON. This is a matter relating to Pacific railroads. 

The SPEAKER. The bill seems to relate alone to the Pacific rail- 
roads, and under the rules goes to the Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

Mr. REAGAN, It relates to the regulation of commerce, and I 
think should go to the Committee on Commerce. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands from an examination of 
the title that the bill relates to no other roads than the Pacific rail- 
roads. The Chair has not read the body ofthe bill. 

Mr. REAGAN. Atanyrateit relates to the regulation of commerce, 
and does not belong to the Pacific Railroad Committee or any other 
railroad committee. It belongs to the committee that deals with the 
regulation of commerce. 

“ThesSPEAKER. Does the gentleman move to refer it to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce? 

Mr. REAGAN. Ido.: 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that under the rule the bill 
should go to the Committee on Pacific Railroads. The gentleman from 
Texas Fate. REAGAN] moves that it be referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, 

The motion of Mr. REAGAN was a to. 

The bill was accordingly referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. i 


PRE-EMPTION AND HOMESTEAD SETTLERS IN CALIFORNIA, 


Mr. BUDD introduced a bill (H. R. 100) for the relief of certain 
emption and homestead settlers in California; which was read a 

and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 


COMMERCIAL INTERESTS OF CALIFORNIA. 

Mr, BUDD also introduced a bill (H. R. 101) to protect the commer- 
cial interests of California and to improve the navigation of its rivers 
and harbors, and a bill (H. R. 102) to protect the commercial interests 
of California and to improve the navigation of its rivers and harbors; 
which were severally read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

: THERESA CROSBY WATSON, 

Mr. BUDD also introduced a bill (H.'R. 103) granting a to 
Theresa Crosby Watson; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SCHOOL LANDS IN CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. GLASCOCK introduced a bill (H. R. 104) to authorize the State 
of California to select ether lands in place of sixteenth and thirty-sixth 
sections, returned as mineral lands; which was read a first and second 
epi referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to 

printed, 


PUBLIC BUILDING IN SACRAMENTO, CAL. 


Mr. GLASCOCK also introduced a bill (H. R. 105) to provide for 
the erection of a post-office building at Sacramento, , and appro- 
priating $100,000 therefor; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered 
tobe printed. è 

FIVE PER CENT. LAND FUND FOR CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. GLASCOCK also introduced a bill (H. R. 106) granting to Cali- 
fornia 5 per centum of the net proceeds of the sale of public lands in that 
State; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. DAVIS. 

Mr. GLASCOCK also introduced a bill (H. R. 107) for the relief of 
William H. Davis, of Oakland, Cal.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 


printed. : 
CALIFORNIA WAR CLAIMS. 


Mr. HENLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 108) for the relief of the 


State of California; “which was read a first and second time, referred to 


the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
WAR CLAIMS. 
Mr. HENLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 109) authorizing the 
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payment of interest due to the States of California, Oregon, and Nevada, 
and Nevada when a Territory; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. | 
CLAIMS. | 

Mr. HENLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 110) to adjust certain 
accounts between the United States and the several States and Terri- 
tories and the District of Columbia; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


FIVE PER CENT. LAND FUND IN CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. HENLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 111) granting to the State 
of California 5 per centum of the net of the sale of public lands 
in that State; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


KLAMATH RIVER INDIAN RESERVATION. 
. Mr. HENLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 112) for the restoration | 
of the Klamath River Indian reservation in the State of California to 
the public domain; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
SWAMP AND OVERFLOWED LANDS IN CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. HENLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 113) for the relief of pur- 
chasers and locators of swamp and overflowed lands in California, and 
to indemnify the said State for swamp and overflowed lands; which | 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the | 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. | 

THOMAS GUINEAU. 

Mr. HENLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 114) for the relief of 
Thomas Guineau, of California; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 


WILLIAM FOWLER, SR. 

Mr. HENLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 115) for the relief of 
William Fowler, sr., of California; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SURETIES OF J. 0. RAWLINS, DECEASED. 

Mr. HENLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 116) for the relief of 
the sureties of the late J. O. Rawlins; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 


printed. 
E. J. BALDWIN. 


Mr. HENLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 117) for the relief of E. J. 
Baldwin; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ALLEXEY W. VON SCHMIDT. 

Mr. HENLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 118) to authorize Allexey 
W. Von Schmidt to bring suit in the Court of Claims; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. $ 

FORFEITURE OF LAND GRANTS IN CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. TULLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 119) to declare forfeited all 
unearned railroad land grants in the State of California; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

OCCUPANTS OF LAND, CAMP INDEPENDEXCE, CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. TULLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 120) for the relief of 
certain citizens of the United States and occupants of land within one 
mile of the military post of Camp Independence, Inyo County, Cali- 
fornia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC LANDS IN CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. TULLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 121) to establish the price 
of certain lands in the State of California; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. : 

Mr. TULLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 122) to authorize the State 
òf California to select other lands in place of the sixteenth and thirty- 
sixth sections returned as mineral; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. e 

RAILWAY TRAFFIC. 

Mr. BELFORD introduced a bill (H. R. 123) to regulate railway traf- 
fic between States and Territories; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. | 

COMMERCE WITH CENTRAL AND SOUTH AMERICA. ! 

Mr. BELFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. 424) to authorize the | 
appointment of a special commissioner for promoting commercial inter- | 
course with such countries of Central and South America as may be 
found to possess the most natural and available facilities for railway | 
intercommunication with each other and with the United States; which | 
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was read a first, and second time, referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
IRRIGATION IN COLORADO. 

Mr. BELFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. 125) to authorize Sec- 
retary of War to appoint a commission to make surveys for the con- 
struction of reservoirs in the State of Colorado for the irrigation and 
reclamation of public lands; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Publie Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HORACE A. W. TABOR. 

Mr. BELFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. 126) for the relief of 
Horace A. W. Tabor; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


DEPOSITS OF SILVER BULLION, 

Mr. BELFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. 127) providing for the 
deposit of silver bullion at the Treasury of the United States, and the 
issue of certificates therefor; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and 
ordered to be printed. 


PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS IN NEW MEXICO, 

Mr. BELFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. 128) toconfirm a certain. 
private land claim in the Territory of New Mexico; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BELFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. 129) to confirm a certain. 
private land claim in the Territory of New Mexico; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BELFORD also introduced a bill (H. R, 130) to confirm a certain 
private land claim in the Territory of New Mexico; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committeeon Private Land Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS BUTLER. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (H. R. 131) for the relief of Thomas 
Butler; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ALBERT H. EMERY. 

Mr, SEYMOUR introduced a bill (H. R. 132) for the relief of Albert 
H. Emery; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL CONNOLLY. 

Mr. SEYMOUR also introduced a bill (H. R. 133) granting a pension 
to Daniel Connolly; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES CALER. 

Mr. EATON introduced a bill (H. R. 134) for the relief of James * 
Caler; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. _ 

WILLIAM R. BENNETT AND OTHERS. 

Mr. WAIT introduced a bill (H. R. 135) for the relief of William R. 
Bennett, John Eldrege, and William G. gua which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

AMOS CLIFT. 

Mr. WAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 136) for the relief of Amos 
Clift; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

BETSY A. MOWER. 

Mr. WAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 137) for the relief of Betsy 
A. Mower; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WEAVER «& STERRY. 

Mr. WAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 138) for the relief of Weaver 
& Sterry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

GRISWOLD ROGERS. 

Mr, WAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 139) for the relief of Gris- 
wold Rogers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

RECKNAGEL & CO. 

Mr. WAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 140) for the relief of Reck- 
nagel & Co.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PERRY P. WILSON, 


Mr. WAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 141) for the relief of Perry 
P. Wilson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
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_  MGREGOR POST, CONNECTICUT. 

Mr. WAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 142) granting condemned 
cannon to MeGregor Post, No. 27, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Connecticut; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


STANDARD SILVER DOLLARS, 

Mr. WAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 143) to limit the purchase 
of silver by the Secretary of the Treasury and the coinage of standard 
silver dollars; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 

-Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and ordered to be 
printed. 
JAMES CALER. 

Mr. WAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 144) for the relief of James 
Caler, of Connecticut; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


RANK OF TELEGRAPHIC OPERATORS. 

Mr. WAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 145) conferring military rank 
on telegraphic operators in the military service; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

s _ HEIRS OF CAPT. SAMUEL JEFFREY. 

Mr. WAIT also introduc& a bill (H. R. 146) for the relief of the 
widow and heirsof the late Capt. Samuel Apn Tadge was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WATERMAN CLIFT. 

Mr. WAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 147) for reimbursement of 
Waterman Clift, of Mystic River, Conn., for property destroyed in the 
late war; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL DE LEE. 

Mr. WAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 148) for the relief of Daniel 
De Lee and the payment to him of bounty-money; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MAJ, JAMES BELGER. 

Mr. WAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 149) for the relief of Maj. 
James Belger; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

UNLADING OF FOREIGN VESSELS. 

Mr. WAIT also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 7) relating to 
the ing of foreign vessels; which was read a firstand second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

FLORIDA INDIAN WAR CLAIM. 

Mr. DAVIDSON introduced a bill (H. R. 150) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to settle the claim of the State of Florida on ac- 
count of expenditures made in suppressing Indian hostilities; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. ‘ 

PUBLIC BUILDING, KEY WEST, FLA. 

“Mr. DAVIDSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 151) providing for the 
erection of a public building in the city of Key West, State of Florida; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES F. SIBBALD, DECEASED. 

Mr. DAVIDSON also (by request) introduced a joint resolution (H. 
Res. 8) for the relief of Caroline W. Seton and Mary Jeannette Sibbald, 
heirs at law of Charles F. Sibbald, deceased; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE, SAINT JOHN’S RIVER, FLORIDA. 

Mr, BISBEE introduced a bill (H. R. 152) to authorize the Secretary 
of the Treasury to construct beacons and light-houses on the Saint 
John’s River, Florida; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

EAST FLORIDA SEMINARY. 

Mr. BISBEE also introduced a bill (H. R. 153) for the relief of the East 
Florida Seminary} which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, JACKSONVILLE, FLA. 


Mr. BISBEE also introduced a bill (H. R. 154) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to erect a public building in the city of Jackson- 
ville, Fla.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL A. DONALD. 

Mr. BISBEE also introduced a bill (H. R. 155) for the relief of Sam- 
uel A. Donald; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


LOCAL INSPECTORS. 
Mr. BISBEE also introduced a bill (H. R. 156) to amend section 4414 
of the Revised Statutes: which was read a first and second time, referred ~ 
to the Committee en Commerce. and ordered to be printed. 


CLAIMS, STATE OF GEORGIA. 


Mr. NICHOLS introduced a bill (H. R. 157) to provide for the adju- 
dication of cotton and other claims of the State of Georgia for property 
seized during the late civil war; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ROBERT ERWIN. 

Mr. NICHOLS also introduced a bill (H. R.158) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act forthe reliefof Robert Erwin; -which was reada first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 


TAX ON ALCOHOL. 


Mr. NICHOLS also introduced a bill (H. R. 159) to abolish the tax 
on alcohol used for medicinal purposes; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ord: 
to be printed. : 

FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS, 

Mr. NICHOLS also introduced a bill (H. R. 160) to provide for the 
ascertainment of claims of American citizens for spoliations committed 
by the French prior to the 31st day of July, 1801; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

REDEMPTION OF INTERNAL-REVENUE STAMPS, ETO. 

Mr. BLOUNT introduced a bill (H. R. 161) making an appropriation 
for the redemption of internal-revenue stamps, and to pay allowance of 
drawbacks or rebate of tax on manufactured tobacco, snuff, &e.; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. ; 

PUBLIC BUILDING, MACON, GA. 

Mr. BLOUNT also introduced a bill (H. R. 162) for the erection of 
a public building at Macon, Ga.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

- CLERKS OF COURTS, SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF GEORGIA. 

Mr. BLOUNT also introduced a bill (H. R. 163) providing for the 
appointment of clerks of circuit and district courts in the southern dis- 
trict of Georgia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

ee GEORGE M’DONALD. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, introduced a bill (H. R. 164) for the re- 
lief of George McDonald, administrator of the estate of E. McDonald; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. f 

HENRY GEE. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 165) for the 
relief of Henry Gee; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGIA INDIAN-WAR CLAIMS. 

Mr. BUCHANAN introduced a bill (H. R. 166) to pay the State of 
Georgia $27,175.50, money advanced by said State for the defense of 
her frontiers against the Indians, and not heretofore repaid. 

The SPEAKER. This bill would properly go to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I desire it should go to the Committee on 
Claims. and I move its reference to that committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The bill was accordingly read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. = 

WILLIAM MAHAFFEY. 

Mr. BUCHANAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 167) for the relief of 
William Mahaffey; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MARTHA S. HENDRICK. 

Mr. BUCHANAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 168) for the relief of 
Martha 8. Hendrick; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS M. JONES. 


Mr. BUCHANAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 169) for the relief of 
Thomas M. Jones; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ACCOUNTS WITH CERTAIN RAILWAY COMPANIES, 


Mr. CLEMENTS introduced a bill (H. R. 170) to provide for the 
settlement of accounts with certain railway companies; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 

| ordered to be printed. 


INTERNAL REVENUE, ETC. 

Mr. CLEMENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. 171) to repeal an act 
entitled "An act to provide internal revenue to support the Government, 
to pay interest on the public debt, and for other purposes,” passed June 
30, 1804, and all laws amendatory thereof; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. i 

NATIONAL CEMETERY AT MARIETTA, GA. 

Mr. CLEMENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. 172) making an appro- 
priation to build a road from the city of Marietta, Ga., to the national 
cemetery near that city; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

COURT OF APPEALS, 

Mr. PAYSON introduced a bill (H. R. 173) to establish a court of ap- 
peals; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
-on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

EXTENSION OF VETO POWER. 


Mr. PAYSON also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 9) toamend 
the Constitution of the United States to permit the President to veto 
items in a general appropriation bill; which was read a first and second 
time, referred tothe Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. -+ 

: FORFEITURE OF CERTAIN RAILROAD LANDS. 

Mr. PAYSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 174) to declare the forfeit- 
ure of lands granted to the Texas Pacific Railway Company, &c., and to 
enforce the same by judicial proceedings; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. PAYSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 175) to declare forfeited 
-eertain lands granted to the State of Mississippi toaid in the construction 
of railroads, &c., and to enforce the same by judicial proceedings; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PAYSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 176) to declare forfeiture 
of certain lands granted to the State of Alabama to aid in the construc- 
tion of the Savannah and Albany Railroad, and to enforce the same by 
judicial proceedings; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PAYSON also introduced a bill (H. R: 177) to declare forfeited 
-certain lands ted to the State of Arkansas to aid in the construc- 
tion of &c., and to enforce the same by judicial proceedings; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 

the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PAYSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 178) to declare forfeited 
-certain lands ted to the State of Mississippi to aid in the construc- 
tion of rai &c., and to enforce the same by judicial proceedings; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PAYSON also introduced a bill AF R. 179) to declare forfeited 
certain lands ted to the State of Alabama to aid in the construc- 
tion of &e., and to enforce the same by judicial proceedings; 


which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on |. 


the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PAYSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 180) to declare forfeited 
certain lands in the’ State of Michigan ted to aid in the construc- 
tion of railroads, and to enforce the same by judicial proceedings; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PAYSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 181) to declare forfeited 
certain lands granted to aid in the construction of a railroad in Oregon, 
and to enforce the same by judicial proceedings; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and or- 
-dered to be printed. 

Mr. PAYSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 182) to declare forfeited 
certain lands granted to the State of Alabama, &c., and to enforce the 
same by judicial proceedings; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PAYSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 183) to declare a forfeiture 
of certain lands granted in aid of certain railroads named, and to en- 


force the same by judicial p ; which was read a first and second 
perme ayia to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
prin 


Mr. PAYSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 184) to declare a forfeiture 
of certain lands granted toaid in the construction of the Northern Pa- 
cific Railroad, and to enforce the same by judicial proceedings; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PAYSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 185) to declare a forfeiture 
tio olaina Se. and to ERAON the seme iy JONli procooangn; 
‘tion o - to e same by judicial p ings; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PAYSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 186) to declare forfeited 
certain lands granted to the Stateof Missouri to aid in the construction 
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of railroads, &c., and to enforce the same by judicial proceedings; which 
was read a first and second time, referred tothe Committee on the Ju 
diciary, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PAYSON also introduceda bill (H. It. 187) to declare a forfeiture 
of certain of the lands granted to the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany, and to enforce the same by judicial proceedings; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PAYSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 188) to declare a forfeiture 
of certain lands granted to the State of Alabama in aid of the MempL is 
and Charleston Railroad, and to enforce the same by judicial proceed- 
ings; which was read a first and second. time, referred to the Comm? - 
tee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

TESTING OF STEEL, IRON, ETC. 

Mr. PAYSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 189) for the appointment 
of a commission of experts for the testing of steel, iron, and other build- 
ing material, &c.; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Manufactures, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT SPRINGFIELD, ILL. 

Mr. SPRINGER introduced a bill (H. R. 190) to authorize the pur- 
chase of additional grounds for the United States court-house and post- 
office buildings at Springtield, Ill.; which was read a first and:second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SPECIAL LEGISLATION. 

Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 10) pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution prohibiting special legi 
tion; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

L. 8. ENSEL. 

Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H, R. 191) for the relief of 
L. S. Ensel; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS FOR INDIAN WARS. 

Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 192) granting pensions 
to soldiers and sailors of certain Indian wars and their widows, and for 
other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

RECORD OF OFFICERS? 

Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 193) to fix the date of 
entering into the military service and to correct the record of officers 
now in the regular Army who served as officers of volunteers and reg- 
ulat Army; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ARMY PROMOTIONS, ETC. 

Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 194) to facilitate pro- 
motions and retire from active service upon their own applications offi- 
cers of the Army who served during the war of the rebellion as general 
officers of volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

GENERAL B. H. GRIERSON. 

Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 195) to correct and 
complete the record of Col. and Byt. Maj. Gen. B. H. Grierson, United 
States Army, aide-de-camp on the staff of General B. M. Prentiss, United 
States Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

POSTAGE PENALTY ENVELOPES. 

Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 196) to amend the laws 
as to the issue of postage penalty envelopes to certain public officers; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

ANDREW J. MIFFORD. 

Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 197) to reinstate the 
name of Andrew J. Mifford on the pension-roll; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. . 

LEVICIA A. CARTER. 

Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 198) for the relief of 
Levicia A. Carter; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ALEXANDER M. WRIGHT. 

Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 199) granting a pen- 
sion and arrears of pension to Alexander M. Wright, captain of Com- 
pany H, Thirty-second Regiment Illinois Volunteers; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

y THOMAS JEFFRIES. 

Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 200) granting a pen- 
sion to Thomas Jeffries; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. ; 
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GEORGE C. M’FARLAND. 


Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 201) granting an honor- 
able discharge to George C. McFarland; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. $ 

GEORGE BANCROFT. 

Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 202) for the relief of 
George Bancroft; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JORDAN RICHARDSON, 

Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 203) granting a pen- 
sion to Jordan Richardson; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

‘SUSAN Y. ATTWATER. 

Mr. HENDERSON, ef Mlinois, introduced a bill (H. R. 204) grant- 
ing a pension to Susan Y. Attwater; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN K. MANNON. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. 205) 
granting a pension to John K. Mannon; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. ` 

PROMOTIONS OF JUDGE-ADVOCATES. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Tlinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. 206) to 
provide promotion in the corps of judge-adyocates; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

WAR CLAIMS OF CERTAIN OFFICERS. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Ilinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. 207) to 
pay certain officers of the Army for services actually rendered during 
the late war; which was read a first and second time. 

3 a HOLMAN. That bill should go to the Committee on War 
ims, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Ilinois. There isa general law on the sub- 
ject; and the bill should go to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. The recollection of the Chair is that the House at 
the last session by a vote directed bills of this character to go to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I know that the Committee on Mil- 
. itary Affairs considered several bills of this character. It is a matter 
of general law, and does not relate to the claim of any particular officer. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that under the rule, and the ac- 
tion of the House construing the rule, this bill should go to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois’ That would be correct if this was 
the case of the claim of any particular officer. But it isa general mat- 
ter, and I move that it be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has decided that under the rule this 
bill should go to the Committee on War Claims. The gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. HENDERSON] moves that it be referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, 

The motion of Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, was not agreed to. 

The bill was accordingly referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. b 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI RIVER. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. 208) to 
authorize the construction of a railroad bridge across the Missouri 
River at a point opposite or nearly opposite Parkville, in the State of 
Missouri; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. 209) to 
provide a board of commissioners of interstate commerce, and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

POSTAGE ON SECOND AND THIRD CLASS MATTER. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND introduced a bill (H. R. 210) to abolish the post- 
age on second-class mailable matter and to reduce the postage on tran- 
sient newspapers and certain other third-class mailable matter; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

TIME OF MEETING OF CONGRESS. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 211) fixing the time 
for the assembling of Congress; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

IMPORTS INJURIOUS TO PUBLIC HEALTH, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 11) 
authorizing the President during the recess of Congress to prohibit the 
importation of any imports injurious to public health from those coun- 
tries which, upon the same grounds, prohibit the importation of any 
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American goods or products; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

REMOVAL OF CAUSES FROM STATE COURTS. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 212) to repeal certain 
sections of the Revised Statutes and to amend certain sections of the 
Revised Statutes and of the Statutes at Large relating to the removal 
of causes from State courts, and to suits concerning corporations, and 
to writs of error, to review judgments of courts relating only to the 
revenue laws of the State where the judgment is rendered; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 213) granting pen- 
sions to the soldiers and sailors of the Mexican, Creek, Florida, and 
Black Hawk wars, and for other purposes; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN H. AND ROBERT F. SHUGART. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 214) for the relief 
of John H. Shugartand Robert F. Shugart; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

TAX ON SALT. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 215) to amend sec- 
tion 3022 of the Revised Statutes so as to place the tax on salt used in 
curing pork, beef, and other provisions on the same basis with salt used 
in curing fish; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

ADMISSION OF TERRITORIES. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 216) in relation to 
the admission of Territories as States into the Union; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Territories, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 217) to increase the 
rate of pension of those who have lost one limb, and are permanently 
and totally disabled from manual labor in the other, to $50 per month; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


FEES OF INSPECTORS OF STEAM-VESSELS. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 218) amending sec- 
tion 4458 of the Revised Statutes, regulating the fees of inspectors’ cer- 
tificates issued to masters, engineers, pilots, and mates of steam-vessels; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

COMPENSATION IN ELECTION CONTESTS. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 219) to amend 
sections 38 and 39 of chapter 4 of the Revised Statutes, relating to the 
compensation of Members.and Delegates in cases of contested elections; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

i PENSIONS. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 220) to provide that 
the same rate of pension shall be allowed to those who are pensioned on 
account of amputation of either leg above the knee-joint, and in con- 
sequence thereof are so disabled that they can not use artificial limbs, 
and those who are pensioned on account of amputation of either arm at 
the shoulder-joint as is allowed to those who are pensioned on account 
of amputation of either leg at the hip-joint; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JACOB B. KING. : 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 221) for the relief 
of Jacob B. King; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

N, C. PACE. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 222) for the relief of 
N. C. Pace; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ISHAM C. TAYLOR. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 223) for the relief of 
Isham C. Taylor; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE M. SANDERS. , 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 224) for the relief 
of George M. Sanders; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE ELLEDGE: 
Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 225) granting a pen- 
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sion to George Elledge; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
/ ALBERT A. TROWBRIDGE. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 226) granting apen- 
sion to Albert A. Trowbridge, Company C, One hundred and eleventh 
Regiment Illinois Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 


printed. 
JASPER GUILL. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 227) granting a pen- 
sion to Jasper Guill, Company E, Eighty-seventh Regiment Illinois 
Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CATHARINE WATERS. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 228) granting a pen- 
sion to Catharine Waters, mother of Thomas Waters, deceased, steward 
of steamer Benefit; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH H. LAWLER. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 229) granting a 
pension to Elizabeth H. Lawler; which was read-a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A. JONES. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 230) granting a pen- 
sion to A. Jones; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

TEMPERANCE. J. O'NEAL. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 231) granting a pen- 
sion to Temperance J. O’Neal; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES M. BLADES. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 232) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James M. Blades; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM E. TAYLOR. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 233) granting a pen- 
sion to William E. Taylor; which wasread a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN B. TUCKER. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 234) granting a pen- 


sion to John B. Tucker; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
WILLIAM 8. DAVIS. 
Mr. TOWNSHENDalso introduced a bill (H. R. 235) granting arrears 


of pension to William S. Davis; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 


printed. 
MINERVA A. ROSS. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 236) grantinga pen- 
sion to Minerva A. Ross; which was read a first and second time, re- 
_ ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
JOHN H. CORN. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 237) grantinga pen- 
sion to John H. Corn; which was read a first and seeond time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


EQUALIZATION OF BOUNTIES. `‘ 
Mr. THOMAS introduced a bill (H. R. 238) to equalize bounties of 
soldiers of the war of the rebellion; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 


printed. 
INCREASE OF PENSION. 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 239) granting an increase 
of pension to certain classes of pensioners therein named; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

THREE JUDICIAL DISTRICTS, ILLINOIS. 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 240) to divide the State 
of Illinois into three judicial districts and to provide for holding courts 
therein; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and erdered to be printed. 

LIENS ON REAL ESTATE. 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 241) regulating liens on 
real estate created by judgments rendered by United States circuit and 
district courts in the several States and Territories; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 


SEMINARY OF QUEBEC. 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 242) concerning certain 
lands in the State of Illinois ceded by France to the Seminary of Que- 
bec, and to indemnify the grantee thereof; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF HUGH WORTHINGTON. 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 243) for the relief of the 
legal heirs of Hugh Worthington; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

UNITED STATES STEAMER MONITOR. 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 244) for the relief of the 
officers and crew of the United States steamer Monitor who participated 
in theaction with the rebel iron-clad Merrimac on the 9th day of March, 
1862; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH F. PARKER. 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 245) increasing the pen- 
sion of Lieut. Joseph F. Parker; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CAPTORS OF STEAMBOAT NEW ERA NO. 5. 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 246) to authorize the pay- 
ment of prize-money to the captors of the steamboat New Era No. 5 
and cargo; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

LUCINDA BARRETT. 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 247) granting a pension 
to Lucinda Barrett; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES G. HELM. | : 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 248) for the relief of 
James G. Helm; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN HEBERER. 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 249) for the relief of 
John Heberer; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

BERRY JOHNSON. 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 250) granting a pension 
to Berry Johnson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH W. KING. 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 251) for the relief of 
Joseph W. King; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PETER M. HAGLER. _ 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 252) granting a pension 
to Peter M. Hagler; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL HAZEL. 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 253) ting a pension 
to Samuel Hazel; which was read a first and pas serving referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN ROBBINS. i 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 254) granting a pension 
to John Robbins; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN H. FERRELL. 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 255) granting a pension 
to John H. Ferrell; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY A. LAMB. 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 256) granting a pension 
to Mary A. Lamb; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN P. GREGSON. 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 257) for the relief of John 
P. Gregson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION. 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a joint Srei carps (ot Res. 12) propos- 
ing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

EMANUEL KLAUSER. : 
Mr. MOULTON introduced a bill (H. R. 258) for the reliefof Eman- 
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uel Klauser; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
PUBLIC ADVERTISING. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. 259) to amend sec- 


tion 3767 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 
GENERAL AND LIEUTENANT-GENERAL UNITED STATES ARMY. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 
13) amending the proviso of section 1094 of the Revised Statutes, re- 
lating to the General and Lieutenant-General of the Army; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC LANDS AT CHICAGO. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. 260) i 
to certain public grounds at Chicago, Ill.; which was read a first an 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 14), 
proposing an amendment to the Constitution; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

TAX ON MANUFACTURE OF STILLS. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. 261) to amend 
section 3244, Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 


LANGDON, RICHARDSON & CO. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. 262) for the relief 
of Langdon, Richardson & Co. ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

` GEORGE F. BICKNELL. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Ilinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. 263) for the relief 
of George F. Bicknell; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN E. SMITH. 
- Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. 264) author- 

izing the President to place Col. John E. Smith upon the retired list with 

the rank and pay of a brigadier-general; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

THOMAS LYNCH. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. 265) for the re- 
lief of Thomas Lynch; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

A. H. GERMER. 

Mr, DAVIS, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. 266) granting 
a pension to A. H. Germer; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES KING. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. 267) granting 
a pension to James King; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE P. WEBSTER. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Ilinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. 268) for the re- 
lief of George P. Webster; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

OF BLACK BEAVER. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, also (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 269) 
for the relief of the heirs of B Beaver; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

HANNAH M. WRIGHT. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. 270) granting 
a pension to Hannah M. Wright; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DR. DANIEL M. APPEL. : 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. 271) for the 
relief of Dr. Daniel M. Appel; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

AUGUSTINE ZEISLER. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON introduced a bill (H. R. 272) granting a pen- 
sion to Augustine Zeisler; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARTHA DOWNS. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 273) granting a 
pension to Martha Downs; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ALBERT A. NORTH. | 
Mr. WORTHINGTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 274) for the relief 
of Albert A. North; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JOSEPH F. WILSON. 
Mr. WORTHINGTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 275) for the relief 
of Joseph F. Wilson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


TELEGRAPH OPERATORS DURING THE WAR. 

Mr. DUNHAM introduced a bill (H. R. 276) for the relief of telegraph 
operators during the war; which was read a and second time. 

Mr. DUNHAM. [ask that the bill be referred to the Committee on 

The SPEAKER. From the title of the bill it would appear it should 
go to the Committee on War Claims. It appears to relate to a claim 
for service in the late war, and under the rule should go to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. g 

Mr. DUNHAM. The object of the bill is to provide the military 
status of telegraph operators who served gy Ae war. It seems to 
me it belongs to the Committee on Military i 

The SPEAKER. Upon re-examination of the bill the Chair believes 
it ought to go to the Committee on Military Affairs. It does not pro- 
pose to make any appropriation for the payment of any claim. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. ` ; 

CONSTRUCTION OF GUNBOATS, ETC. 

Mı. FINERTY introduced a bill (H. R. 277) for the construction of 
four gunboats and three additional steel cruisers for the Navy of the 
United States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


HENRY C. BARLOW. 
Mr. FINERTY also introduced a bill a R. 278) granting a pension 
to Henry C. Barlow; which was read a and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


LOUIS J. SACRISTE. 

Mr. FINERTY also introduced a bill (H. R. 279) to restore Louis J. 
Sacriste to the rank of second lieutenant in the Army and place him 
on the retired-list; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

_ ARNO Voss, 

Mr. FINERTY also introduced a bill (H. R. 280) for the relief of 
Arno Voss, late colonel Twelfth Illinois Volunteer Cavalry; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

DATE OF FILING PENSION CLAIMS. 

Mr. ROWELL introduced a bill (H. R. 281) to the date of 
filing certain pension claims; which was read a first and second time, _ 
sorry to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CORNELIUS FITZGERALD. 

Mr. ROWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 282) to reinstate Cor- 
nelius Fi d on the pension-roll; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PATRICK HORAN. 

Mr. CULLEN introduced a bill (H. R. 283) ting a pension to 
Patrick Horan; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MARY G. HAWK. 

Mr. HITT introduced a bill (H. R. 284) for the relief of Mary G. 
Hawk; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH M’KIMM, 

Mr. HITT also introduced a bill (H. R. 285) for the relief of Eliza- 
beth McKimm; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ARCHIBALD HUNLEY. 

Mr. SHAW introduced a bill (H. R. 286) granting relief to Archibald 
Hunley; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM B. BISHOP. 

Mr. SHAW also introduced a bill (H. R. 287) ing a pension to 
William B. Bishop; which was read a first and Us seen referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZA J. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. CANNON introduced a bill (H. R. 288) for the relief of Eliza J. 
Campbell; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittec on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
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HENRY G. CONRAD. 

Mr. CANNON also introduced a bill (H. R. 289) granting a pension 
to Henry G. Conrad; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM A. AMMERMAN. 

Mr. CANNON also introduced a bill (H. R. 290) granting a pension to 
William A. Ammerman; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

EQUALIZATION OF BOUNTIES. 

Mr. COBB introduced a bill (H. R. 291) to equalize the bounties of 
soldiers who served in the late war; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
z LAND GRANTS TO RAILROADS, ETC. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 15) to prevent 
the Secretary of the Interior from issuing patents for lands granted by 
the United States to aid in the construction of railroads or other im- 
provements where the said railroads or other improvements have not 
been completed within the time fixed in the act making said grant; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

REPEAL OF LAND GRANTS TO RAILROADS. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 292) repealing all laws grant- 
ing public lands to certain-railroad companies and to certain States for 
the benefit of said railroad companies, and declaring the right and in- 
terest of said railroad companies and States in said lands forfeited, and 
also declaring said lands to be a part of the public domain, subject to 
homestead, pre-emption, and sale as other public lands belonging to the 
United States, and for other p ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

REDEMPTION OF WORN SILVER COIN. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 293) providing that the silver 
coin of the United States which is worn or defaced by ordinary usage 
only shall hereafter be received by the Government and paid for in 
perfect coin at its face or original value at all places where it is now 
received and paid for at its bullion value; which was read a first and 
‘second time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures, and ordered to be printed. 

CLARA WIBLE. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 294) granting a pension to 
Clara Wible; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

NICHOLAS M’QUINN. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 295) granting a pension to 
Nicholas McQuinn; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN H. SCOTT. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 296) for the relief of John H. 

Scott; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
- VIOLET CALLOWAY. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 297) granting a pension to 
Violet Calloway; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLOTTA A. WELTON. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 298) granting a pension to 
Charlotta A. Welton; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MATHIAS YAKELEY. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 299) granting a pension to 
Mathias Yakeley; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed, 

HIRAM A, BERNFIELD. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 300) for the relief of Hiram 
A. Bernfield; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

THEODORE LEVERON. 


Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 301) granting a pension to 
‘Theodore Leveron; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM HOGUE. / 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 302) granting a pension to 
William Hogue; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HIRAM A. BERNFIELD. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 303) for the relief of Hiram 
‘A. Bernfield; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN BURKE, 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 304) for the relief of John 
Burke; which was read afirst and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 305) providing that all per- 
sons who are entitled to pensions under existing laws, who have tiled 
their claims therefor in the time when they were required to do so to 
entitle them to arrearages of pensions, as well as all those who have 
filed their claims since the expiration of said time or who shall here- 
after file their claims for pensions before the expiration of two years 
after the passage of this act, shall be entitled to arrearages of pensions 
the same as those who filed their claims before the expiration of the 
time heretofore fixed by law, and for other purposes; which was read 
a firstand second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CALKINS introduced a bill (H, R. 306) to equalize the bounties 
of soldiers and sailors who served in the late war for the Union; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PAY OF NURSES. 

Mr. CALKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 307) to provide for the 
payment of female nurses during the war; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PETER SCOUDEN. 

Mr. CALKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 308) for the relief of 
Peter Secouden; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


CONTESTED ELECTIONS. 
Mr. CALKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 309) relating to con- 
tested elections; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Elections, and ordered to be printed. 


HOMESTEADS, 
Mr. CALKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 310) to amend section 
5 of an act entitled “An act to amend an act relating to soldiers’ and 
sailors’ homesteads;’’ which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


PRACTICE IN PATENT SUITS, 
Mr. CALKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 311) to regulate the 
practice in patent suits; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 


SIGNALS ON RAILROADS. 

Mr. CALKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 312) to establish a 
uniform code of signals for use on railroads; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Railways and Canals, 
and ordered to be printed. 

COUPLING OF RAILROAD CARS. 

Mr. CALKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 313) to regulate the 
coupling of cars on the various railroads of the United States, and pro- 
viding penalties for the violation of the provisions of this act; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Rail- 
ways and Canals, and ordered to be printed. 

` JOHN W. CUMMINS. 

Mr. CALKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 314) for the relief of 
John W. Cummins; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH C. ARNOLD. 

Mr. CALKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 315) granting a pension 
to Joseph C. Arnold; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF CONSTITUTION OF UNITED STATES. 

Mr. CALKINS also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 16) propos- 
ing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, and ordered to be printed. : 

FORFEITURE OF RAILROAD LAND GRANTS. 

Mr. HOLMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 316) to declare the forfeiture 
of certain public lands heretofore granted to aid in the construction of 
certain railroads; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

HOMESTEAD LAWS. 

Mr. HOLMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 317) to limit the disposal 
of public lands adapted to agriculture to actual settlers under the pro- 
visions of the homestead laws, and for other p ; Which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 
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CLAIMS AGAINST THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. HOLMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 318) in relation to claims 
against the United States; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


RELIEF FROM CHARGE OF DESERTION. 

Mr. HOLMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 319) to more effectually 
accomplish the object of an act entitled ‘An act to relieve certain sol- 
diers of the late war from the charge of desertion,” approved August 
7, 1882; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

KATE AMANN. 

Mr. HOLMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 320) granting a pension 
to Kate Amann; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN G. MURRAY. 

Mr. HOLMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 321) granting a pension 
to John G. Murray; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

NEAL MEGINLEY. 

Mr. HOLMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 322) granting a pension 
to Neal Meginley; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN LOVE. 

Mr. HOLMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 323) for the relief of 
John Love; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES F. HAYES. 

Mr. HOLMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 324) for the relief of 
Charles F. Hayes; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

- JOSEPH PERRY. 

Mr. HOLMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 325) granting a pension 
to Joseph Perry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

NEWTON J. BURRIS. 

Mr. HOLMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 326) granting a pension 
to Newton J. Burris; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM N. SEYMOUR. 
Mr. HOLMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 327) granting a pension 


to William N. Seymour; which was read a first and second time, re- | § 


ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
JOHN P. T. DAVIS. 

Mr. HOLMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 328) for the relief of 
John P. T. Davis; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CYRUS Q. HOWE. 

Mr. HOLMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 329) for the relief of 
Cyrus Q. Howe, surviving partner of William T. Pate & Co.; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

HARRIET M’LEASTER. 

Mr. HOLMAN also introduced a bill (H, R. 330) granting a pension 
to Harriet McLeaster; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

NEWTON DAY. 

Mr. HOLMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 331) granting a pension 
to Newton Day; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES S. JELLEY. b 

Mr. HOLMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 332) for the relief of 

James 8. Jelley; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN ELLIS. 
Mr. HOLMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 333) for the relief of 
John Ellis; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Accounts, and ordered to be printed. 


SAMUEL KRAMER. 


Mr. HOLMAN also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 17) author- 
izing the appointment and retirement of Samuel Kramer, a chaplain 
in the Navy of the United States; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 
winted. 


ATTEMPTED TRANSFER OF LAND GRANTS. 
Mr. HOLMAN also submitted a resolution calling on the Secretary 
‘f the Interior for copies of papers relating to the attempted transfer by 


the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Company of its 
land grant to the New Orleans and Pacific Railroad Company; which 
was eae to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. HOLMAN also submitted a resolution calling on the Secretary 
of the Interior for copies of certain papers relating to the attempted 
transfer by the Texas Pacific Railroad Company of its land grant to the 
Southern Pacific Railroads of Arizona, New Mexico, and the Los An- 
geles and San Diego Railroad Company, of California; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

LEAVE TO PRINT SPEECHES. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I wish to submit a resolution toamend 
the rules, and ask that it be reported by the Clerk. I would inquire 
of the Chair whether it is notin order to submit a resolution to amend 
the rules for reference to the Committee on Rule¢ under this call? 

The SPEAKER. It isnot embraced in the letter of the twenty-first 
rule, but the Chair is looking to see whether there has not been an 
amendment sustaining the right of a member to introduce such a reso- 
lution under this call. s 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I ask, then, that it be read. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair willseeinonemoment. [Aftera pause. ] 
The Chair finds that it was decided in the Forty-third Congress that such 
aresolution might be introduced on the call of the States, although not 
embraced by the letter of the rule. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. Does not the rule limit this call to the 
introduction of bills and resolutions only? ` 

The SPEAKER. It does by its terms, but it has been decided by the 
House that a resolution proposing to amend the rules may be introduced 
under this call for reference only. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. Is not that in violation of the rule? 

The SPEAKER. That has been the practice, the Chair is advised, 
ever since that decision. The present occupant of the Chair might have 
decided otherwise, but he conforms to the practice of the House. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Let my resolution be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the rules be amended as follows: 

“ RULE —. That leave to print inthe RECORD shall only be given at the time a 
subject is pending before the House for action and is under discussion, butsuch 
leave shall authorize remarks only on such subject, and shall not be first pub- 
lished in the RECORD after the adjournment of the session.” 

The resolution was referred to the Committee on the Rules, and or- 
dered to be printed. ‘ 


AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, also introduced a joint resolution (H. 
Res. 18) proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
tates. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I ask the reference of that resolution 
to the Select Committee on Law respecting Election of President and 
Vice-President, when formed. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the select committee to 
which the gentleman refers has not been continued, so far, by the pres- 
ent House. The gentleman’s resolution will therefore be referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Very well. Let me make a parlia- 
mentary inyuiry in that connection. If this select committee is here- 
after appointed may I ask to have the House recall the present refer- 
ence and refer the joint resolution to the select committee? 

The SPEAKER. There will be no difficulty about the change of 
reference. The Committee on the Judiciary can report it back with a 
recommendation that it be referred to the other committee. 

The joint resolution was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

CATHERINE JOHNSON. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 334) for the 
relief of Catherine Johnson; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

AMENDMENT OF ARMY REGULATIONS, ETC. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 335) to fix 
the date of entry into the military service and to correct the record of 
officers now in the regular Army who served as officers of volunteers 
and the regular Army; which.was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PAYMENT OF MORGAN-RAID CLAIMS. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER introduced a bill (H. R. 336) to provide for the 
payment of claimants for property taken, used, or destroyed in the 
Morgan raid in the State of Indiana; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. i 

PUBLIC BUILDING, NEW ALBANY, IND. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER also introduced a bill (H. I. 337) to provide 
for the construction of a public building at New Albany, Ind.; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 
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MORGAN-RAID CLAIMS, INDIANA. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 338) to provide 
for the payment of claims for property taken during the Morgan raid in 
the State of Indiana; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

EBENEZER KNIGHT. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER also introduced.a bill (H. R. 339) for the relief 
of Ebenezer Knight; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

REY. WILLIAM MARTIN. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER also introduced 4 bill (H. R. 340) for the relief 
of Rey. William Martin; which was read a first and second ti re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be prin 

* GEORGE L. KEY. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 341) for the relief 
of George L. Key; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

z CYRUS L. DUNHAM. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 342) for the relief 
of the estate of Cyrus L. Dunham, deceased; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 


printed. 
REY. WILLIAM MARTIN. 


Mr. STOCKSLAGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 343) for the relief 
of Rev. William Martin; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MATILDA STOCKDALE. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 344) for the relief 
of Matilda Stockdale; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. HONORA Y. LYON. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 345) for the relief 
of Mrs. Honora V. Lyon; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ANNA E. HOLLOWELL- 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 346) for the relief 
of Anna E. Hollowell; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH HOLE. 

Mr, STOCKSLAGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 347) for the relief 
of Joseph Hole, Jennings County, Indiana; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JESSE K. VAWTER. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 348) for the relief 
of Jesse K. Vawter, of Jennings County, Indiana; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN HARTWELL. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 349) for the relief 
of John Hartwell, Jennings County, Indiana; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. Í 

RELIEF OF CERTAIN ARMY OFFICERS. 

— Mr. STEELE introduced a bill (H. R. 350) for the relief of certain 
officers of the Army; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY Z. BLINN. 

Mr. STEELE also introduced a bill (H. R. 351) authorizing the mus- 
ter-in and discharge of Henry Z. Blinn; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JETHRO M. BOYD. 

Mr. STEELE alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 352) for the relief of Jethro 
M. Boyd; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SERVICES OF OFFICERS IN INDIAN WARS. 


Mr. STEELE also introduced a bill (H. R. 353) authorizing brevet 
commissions to commissioned officers for distinguished conduct in en- 
gagements with or in campaigns against hostile Indians; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 

INSPECTOR-GENERAL’S DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. STEELE also introduced a bill (H. R. 354) to increase the ef- 
ficiency of the Inspector-General’s Department of the Army; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MUSTER AND PAY OF VOLUNTEERS. 
Mr. STEELE also introduced a bill (H. R. 355) to provide for the 
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uster and pay of certain officers and enlisted men of the volunteer 
forces; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


EQUALIZATION OF BOUNTIES. 


Mr. STEELE also introduced a bill (H. R. 356) to equalize the boun- 
ties of soldiers, sailors, and marines; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 


printed. 
WILLIAM F. BRYSON. 


Mr. STEELE also introduced a bill (H. R. 357) forthe relief of Will- 
iam F. Bryson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

EDWIN R. W. TRUAX. 

Mr. STEELE also introduced a bill (H. R. 358) for the relief of Ed- 
win R. W. Truax; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


IRA A. BLOSSOM. 


Mr. STEELE also introduced a bill (H. R. 359) for the relief of 
A. Blossom; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM T. SEWARD. 


Mr. STEELE also introduced a bill (H. R. 360) for the relief of 
William T. Seward; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Ciaims, and ordered to be printed. 

MELVIN SEWARD. 


Mr. STEELE also introduced a bill (H. R. 361) for the relief of Mel- 
vin Seward; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

H. M. SAILORS. 


Mr. STEELE also introduced a bill (H. R. 362) for the relief of H. M. 
Sailors; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

` JOSIAH STANLEY. 

Mr. STEELE also introduced a bill (H. R. 363) for the relief of Josiah 
Stanley; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES P. JOHNSON. ` 

Mr. STEELE also introduced a bill (H. R. 364) for the relief of James 
P. Johnson; which was read a first and second time, referred to thè 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES MAHONEY. 

Mr. STEELE also introduced a bill (H. R. 365) granting a pension 
to James Mahoney; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM BOONE. 

Mr. STEELE also introduced a bill (H. R. 366) granting a pension 
to William Boone, late private Company F, Eighty-eighth Indiana 
Volunteers; which was read % first and second ti referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE B. ROWAN. 

Mr. STEELE also introduced a bill (H. R. 367) for the relief of George 
B. Rowan; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT FORT WAYNE, IND. 

Mr. LOWRY introduced a bill (H. R. 368) to amend chapter 464 of 
the acts of the first session of the Forty-seventh Congress, entitled ‘‘ An 
act to provide for the construction of a public building at Fort Wayne, 
in the State of Indiana;’’ which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
printed. 


Ira 
the 


TIME FOR FILING APPLICATIONS FOR PENSIONS. 

Mr. LOWRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 369) to repeal all limita- 
tions as to the time within which meritorious applications for pensions 
may be filed; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES B. WHITE. 

Mr, LOWRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 370) for the relief of James 
B. White; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN R. SMITH. 

Mr. LOWRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 371) for the relief of John 
R. Smith; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LEWIS J. BLAIR. 

Mr. LOWRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 372) granting a pension to 
Lewis J. Blair; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
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WILLIAM A. WARD. 


Mr. LOWRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 373) increasing the pen- 
sion of William A. Ward; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM BOONE. 
Mr. LOWRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 374) granting a pension to 


William Boone; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE OTIS. 


Mr. LOWRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 375) to restore the name 
of George Otis to the pension-roll; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM P. PATRICK. 

Mr. LOWRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 376) for the relief of Will- 
iam P. Patrick; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ADAMS STERNBERG. 

Mr. LOWRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 377) granting a pension to 
Adams Sternberg; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELMER WYATT. 

Mr. LOWRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 378) granting a pension to 
Elmer Wyatt; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

"LEWIS DEEMS, 

Mr. LOWRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 379) for the relief of Lewis 
Deems; which was read a first amd second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSIAH DUKES. 

Mr. LOWRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 380) granting a pension to 
Josiah Dukes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY C. MURRAY. 


Mr. LOWRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 381) granting a pension to 
Mary C. Murray; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH T. ERWIN. 

Mr. LOWRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 382) granting a pension to 
Joseph T. Erwin; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CREET H. DOUGHERTY. 

Mr. LOWRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 383) granting a pension to 
Creet H. Dougherty; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM MAXHEIMER. 

Mr. LOWRY alse introduced a bill. (H. R. 384) | ersten, | a ion 
to William Maxheimer; which was read a first and second e, Te- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered te be printed. 

BENJAMIN F. BETHEL. 


Mr. LOWRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 385) granting a pension to 
Benjamin F. Bethel; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ANN CRAIG. 


Mr. LOWRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 386) granting a pension to 
Ann Craig; which was read a first and second time, referred tothe Com- 
mittee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SILAS B. JOHNSTON. 

Mr. LOWRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 387) for the relief of Silas 
B. Johnston; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PATRICK O'DONNELL. 

Mr. LOWRY also submitted a resolution requesting the President of 
the United States to communicate to this House any correspondence 
which has taken place between this Government and that of Great 
Britain in relation to the trial of Patrick O'Donnell, a citizen of the 
United States, for the alleged murder of the informer Carey; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

EQUALIZATION OF BOUNTIES. 

Mr. WARD introduced a bill (H. R. 388) to equalize the bounties of 
soldiers who served in the late war for the Union; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN BOYLE. 

Mr. WARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 389) granting a pension to 
John Boyle; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
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SAMUEL DAVIDSON. 

Mr. WARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 390) granting a pension te 
Samuel Davidson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL H. ROSS. 

Mr. WARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 391) granting a pension te 
Daniel H. Ross; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES B. CADDY. 

Mr. WARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 392) granting a pension to 
Charles B. Caddy; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL MOORE. 


Mr. WARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 393) for the relief of Samuel 
Moore, late captain Company E, Ninety-ninth Indiana Volunteers; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MES. M. C. JONES. 

Mr. WARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 394) granting a pension to 
Mrs. M. C. Jones; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HIRAM RUSSELL. 


Mr. WARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 395) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of Hiram Russell; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH VAN ARSDEL. 

Mr. WARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 396) granting a pension to 
Joseph Van Arsdel; which was read a first and secoud time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. FLORA SKINNER. 


Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana, introduced a bill (H. R. 397) for relief of 
Mrs. Flora Skinner; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, aud ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL ALADICE. 

Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 398) granting 
an increase of pension to Samuel Aladice; which was read a first 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

DR. SAMUEL DAVIS. 

Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 399) a 
an increase of pension to Dr. Samuel Davis; which was read pia 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

SOLOMON YEWELL. 

Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 400) ting 
an increase of pension to Solomon Yewell; which was read a first 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and erdered 
to be printed. 

. ELMABETH J. MONCRIEF. 

Mr. P of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 401) for the 
relief of Elizabeth J. Moncrief; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to beprinted. 

REBECCA C. REICH. Mt igs 

Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 402) grant- 
inga pension to Rebecca C. Reich; which was read a first and second 
ike Wai to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM G. SMITH. 

Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 403) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William G. Smith; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MARY A. POTTS. 

Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 404) increas- 
ing the pension of Mary A. Potts; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

MRS. SARAH H. WIGGINS. 

Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 405) for the 
relief of Mrs. Sarah H. Wiggins; which was read a first and second 
ance a to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CATHARINE BULLARD. 

Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 406) granting 

a pension to Catharine Bullard; which was read a first and second time, 


referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
JOHN FLETCHER, 
Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 407) for the 
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relief of John Fletcher; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
W. R. HOLLOWAY. 

Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 408) for the 
relief of W. R. Holloway; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL PITMAN. 

Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 409) for the 
correction of the military record, and honorable discharge, of Samuel 
Pitman; which was a read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

E. P. THOMPSON. 

Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 410) for the 
relief of E. P. Thompson; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH CONNOR. 

Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 411) grant- 
ing a pension to Elizabeth Connor; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY E. DANE. 

Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 412) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary E. Dane; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 


GEORGE F. WALKER. 

Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 413) grant- 
ing a pension to George F. Walker; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE. 

Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 414) to fix the 
pay of printers and book-binders in the Government Printing Office, and 
repealing all laws in conflict therewith; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be 


printed. 
CAPT. ROBERT G. SMITHER. 

Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 415) for the 
relief of Capt. Robert G. Smither, late first lieatenant and adjutant, 
Tenth United States Cavalry; which was read a first and s&cond time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A. A. FITZGERALD, DECEASED. 

Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 416) to grant 
a pension to Lena S. Fitzgerald, widow, and Eva M. Fitzgerald, minor 
child, of A. A. Fitzgerald, deceased, scout United States volunteers; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. SyMpson, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced the passage of joint resolution (H. Res. 1) extending the time 
fixed for the joint commission appointed to consider the number and 
salaries of officers and employés of the two Houses to submit their re- 


port. 
WILLIAM H. HAMLET. 
Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 417) for the 
relief of William H. Hamlet; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


SOLDIERS AND SAILORS OF THE MEXICAN WAR. 

Mr. LAMB introduced a bill (H. R. 418) amending the laws granting 
pensions to the soldiers and sailors of the war of 1812, and their widows, 
and extending its provisions to the soldiers, sailors, and marines em- 
ployed in the war with Mexico, commencing April 24, 1846; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

INFRINGEMENT OF PATENTS. 


Mr. LAMB also introduced a bill (H. R. 419) to late practice in 
suits brought to recover damages for infringement of patents; which 
‘was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Patents, 
and ordered to be printed. 

PRISONERS CONFINED IN CONFEDERATE PRISONS. 

Mr. LAMB also introduced a bill (H. R. 420) for pensioning prisoners 
of war who were confined in confederate military prisons during the late 
war; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 

-on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


EQUALIZATION OF BOUNTY. 


Mr. LAMB also introduced a bill (H. R. 421) to equalize the bounty 
of soldiers who served in the late war for the Union; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. > 
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FRANKLIN P. BURGETT AND OTHERS. 

Mr. LAMB also introduced a bill (H. R. 422) granting a pension to 
Franklin P. Burgett, William Burgett, and Lydia A. Burgett; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CAPT. ROBERT E. BRYANT. 

Mr. LAMB also introduced a bill (H. R. 423) for the payment of Cant. 
Robert E. Bryant for his services as commissary of subsistence on the 
staff of Brig. Gen. Lewis Wallace; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

RICHARD M. RUCKER. 

Mr. LAMB also introduced a bill (H. R. 424) for the relief of Richard 
M. Rucker; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

EXPENDITURES IN THE STAR-ROUTE CASES. 

Mr. LAMB also submitted a resolution asking the Attorney-General 
for an itemized account of expenditures in prosecution of the star-route 
cases; which was referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the De- 
partment of Justice, and ordered to be printed. i 

HENRY AYRES. 

Mr. KLEINER introduced a bill (H. R. 425) for the relief of Henry 
Ayres, of Evansville, Ind. ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CRAWFORD BROWN. 


Mr. KLEINER also introduced a bill (H. R. 426) for the relief of 
Crawford Brown, of Perry County, Indiana; which was read a firstand 
Sai time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
Pp 

REVISION OF PENSION LAWS. ; 

Mr. MATSON introduced a bill (H. R. 427) to provide for the ap- 
pointment of a commission to investigate the question of revising the 
pension laws; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

EQUALIZATION OF BOUNTIES, 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 428) to equalize the 
bounties of the soldiers who served in the late war for the Union; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN FLETCHER. 


Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 429) for the relief of 
John Fletcher; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH FORD. , 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 430) for the relief of 
Joseph Ford; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN LOOKABAUGH. 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 421) for the relief of 
John Lookabaugh; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH B. SELLERS. 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 432) to increase the pen- 
sion of Joseph B. Sellers; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

. SIMPSON HARRIS. 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 433) to increase the pen- 
sion of Simpson Harris; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SPECIAL EXAMINATION IN PENSION CASES. 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 434) relating to special 
examinations in pension cases; which was read a and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL W. TRACY. 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 435) granting a pension 
to Samuel W. ; Which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES E. MACKLIN. 


Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R- 436) for the relief of 
Second Lieut. James E. Macklin; which: was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. : 

TARVIN C. GROOME. 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 437) for the relief of 
Tarvin C. Groome; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

REPRESENTATIVES OF GIDEON WALKER, DECEASED. 


` Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 438) for the relief of the 
representatives of Gideon Walker, deceased; which was read a first 
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and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 
BRIDGET SHERLOCK. 
Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R, 439) granting a pension 
to Bridget Sherlock; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid-Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


IMPORT DUTIES ON FRENCH AND GERMAN BOOKS. 

Mr. LOWRY introduced a bill (H. R. 440) to repeal the import duties 
on German and French books used in educational institutions; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

COMMITTEE ON ENROLLED BILLS. 

The SPEAKER. Before proceeding further with the call of States 
the Chair will ask unanimous consent of the House to make a tempo- 
rary appointment of one member of the Committee on Enrolled Bulls. 
A joint resolution which has been passed by the House was passed also 
by the Senate and communicated to this body, and it is now necessary 
that there shall be a member of the Committee on Enrolled Bills to see 
that the joint resolution is pfoperly enrolled. 

The Chair will therefore appoint for that purpose the gentleman from 
Tennessee, Mr. WARNER. f 

PUBLIC BUILDING, COUNCIL BLUFFS, IOWA. 

Mr, PUSEY introduced a bill (H. R. 441) providing for the comple- 
tion of a public building at Council Bluffs, Iowa; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE K. OTIS. 


Mr. PUSEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 442) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to issue to George K. Otis duplicates of certain 
land-warrants lost while in possession of the officers of the Govern- 
ment; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


ROBERT H. MILLER. 

Mr. PUSEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 443) granting a pension to 
Robert H. Miller; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH AUSTIN. 

Mr. PUSEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 444) granting a pension to 
Joseph Austin; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


HORSE RAILWAY, ROCK ISLAND. 

Mr. MURPHY introduced a bill (H. R. 445) to empower the Secre- 
tary of War to establish under certain conditions a horse-railway upon 
and over the island of Rock Island and the bridges erected by the United 
States connecting the cities of Davenport and Rock Island therewith; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, SIOUX CITY, IOWA. 

Mr. STRUBLE introduced a bill (H. R. 446) for the erection of a 
public building at Sioux City, Iowa; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL EXPERIMENTAL STATIONS. 

Mr. HOLMES introduced a bill (H. R. 447) to establish national ex- 
perimental stations in connection with the agricultural colleges of the 
various States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture, and ordered to be printed. 

UNITED STATES COURTS, IOWA. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (H. R. 448) to fix the 
times for holding the terms of the circuit and district courts of the 
United States in the northern district of Iowa; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

> _SALE OF LOTS IN PERU, IOWA. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. 449) to pro- 
vide for the appraisement and sale of lots in the town of Peru, Dubuque 
County, Iowa; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI AT DUBUQUE. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. 450) to 
amend an act entitled “An act to authorize the construction of a pon- 
ton wagon-bridge across the Mississippi River at or near the city of 
Dubuque, in the State of Iowa; which wasread a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


SWINE PRODUCTS OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, also submitted a resolution calling upon 
the President for copies of correspondence with foreign governments 


touching the interdiction on the importation of swine products of the 
United States; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture. 
DUTIES ON WIRE, ETC. 

Mr. WELLER introduced a bill (H. R. 451) removing the duty from 
certain kinds of lumber and fence wire and fixing the rate of duty on. 
other kinds of lumber; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

FREDERICK CORFE. 

Mr. WELLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 452) granting a pension 
to Frederick Corfe; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES M. BACON. 

Mr. WELLER also (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 453) for the 
relief of James M. Bacon; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF SAMUEL H. MOER. 

Mr. WELLER also (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 454) for the 
relief of the heirs or legal representatives of Samuel H. Moer; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

- WILBUR F. ÇOGSWELL. 

Mr. WELLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 455) for the relief of Wil- 
bur F. Cogswell, late assistant engineer United States Navy, of Beverly, 
N. J.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

DUTIES ON LUMBER. A 

Mr. COOK introduced a bill (H. R. 456) permitting the importation 
of certain classes of lumber and timber free of duty; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. i 

ELIZABETH DAVIS. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (H. R. 457) granting a pen- 
sion to Elizabeth Davis; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MERIT M. OAKLEY. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. 458) for restor- 
ing pension to Merit M. Oakley; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

E. D. YULE. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. 459) to reim- 
burse E. D. Yule for loss of horses in active service; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT J. GILLESPIE. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. 460) granting a 
pension to Robert J. Gillespie; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MOSES J. TEETERS. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. 461) to correct 
the record of Moses J. Teeters; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 3 

ELECTION OF PRESIDENT AND VICE-PRESIDENT, ETC. 

Mr. McCOID introduced a bill (H. R. 462) providing for the election 
of President and Vice-President for the unexpired term in case of the 
removal, death, resignation, or inability both of the President and Vice- 
President, and declaring the officer who shall act as Acting President 
ad interim; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

PETER ENGELDINGER. 

Mr. McCOID also introduced a bill (H. R. 463) for the relief of Peter 
Engeldinger; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CITY OF BURLINGTON, IOWA. 

Mr. McCOID also introduced a bill (H. R. 464) relinquishing the 
title which still remains in the United States to all lots or portions of 
ground which lie within the limits of the present city of Burlington, 
State of Iowa, to the said city of Burlington; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. : 

DES MOINES RAPIDS IMPROVEMENT.” 

Mr. McCOID also introduced a bill (H. R, 465) for the relief of certain 
employés on the work for the improvement of the Des Moines Rapids of 
the Mississippi River; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

‘ELIZABETH J. SIMPSON. 
Mr. McCOID also introduced a bill (H. R. 466) for the relief of Eliza- 
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beth J. Simpsen; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


RICHARD MIDDLETON. 

Mr. McCOID also introduced a bill (H. R. 467) for the relief of 
Richard Middleton; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to bé printed. 

S. T. MARSHALL. 

Mr. McCOID also introduced a bill (H. R. 468) for the relief of S. 
T. Marshall; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

STENOGRAPHERS FOR UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr. McCOID also introduced a bill (H. R. 469) to provide for the ap- 
pointment of official stenographers for the courts of the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered tobe printed. 

JOHN 0. VALLANDIGHAM. 

Mr. McCOID also introduced a bill (H. R. 470) for the relief of John 
O. Vallandigham; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ADAM HINE. . 

Mr. McCOID also introduced a bill (H. R. 471) for the relief of Adam 
Hine; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY SIMONS. 

Mr. McCOID also introduced a bill (H. R. 472) for the relief of 
Henry Simons, which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ZEMIA SHEPHERD. 

Mr. McCOID also introduced a bill (H. R. 473) for the relief of Zemia 
Shepherd; which was read a first and second tire, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

BIRNEY W. SNOW. 

Mr. McCOID also introduced a bill (H. R. 474) for the relief of Bir- 
ney W. Snow; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

J. G. GILLHAM. 

Mr. McCOID also introduced a bill (H. R. 475) for the relief of J. 
G. Gillham; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH TRIBBLE. 

Mr. McCOID also introduced a bill (H. R. 476) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth Tribble; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE H. WELLS. 

Mr. McCOID also introduced a bill (H. R. 477) for the relief of 
George H. Wells; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

BALDWIN B. SHAFFER. 

Mr. McCOID also introduced a bill (H. R. 478) for the relief of Bald- 
win B. Shaffer; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSION-MONEY. 

Mr. McCOID also introduced a bill (H. R. 479) giving legislative 
construction to section 4747 of the Revised Statutes exempting pension- 
money from execution; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

RAILWAY COMMERCE. 

Mr. McCOID also introduced a bill (H. R. 480) to provide for the 
regulation of commerce by railways among the States, and for the pro- 
tection of the people from extortion and oppression, and of capital in- 
vested in railways from maladministration and railway wars; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN D. BRIDGES. 

Mr. McCOID also introduced a bill (H. R. 481) for the relief of John 
Ð. Bridges; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

RUSSELL SMITH. 

Mr. McCOID also introduced a bill (H. R. 482) for the relief of Rus- 
sell Smith; which was read a firstand second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIO BUILDING AT KEOKUK, IOWA. 

Mr. McCOID also introduced a bill (H. R. 483) for the erection of a 
public building at Keekuk, Iowa; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 


LEONARD KING. 


Mr. McCOID also introduced a bill (H. R. 484) for the relief of 
Leonard King; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


BANKEUPT LAW. 


Mr. McCOID also introduced a bill (H. R. 485) to establish a uniform 
system of bankruptcy; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

MAP OF RAIL AND WATER TRANSPORTATION ROUTES. 

Mr. McCOID also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res, 19) to au- 
thorize and require the preparation of a map showing all rail and 
water transportation routes in the United States; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

INTERNATIONAL ARBITRATION. 

Mr. McCOID also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 20) relating 
to international arbitration; which was read a first and second tinie, 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PARSON’S COLLEGE, IOWA. 


Mr. McCOLD also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 21) to donate 
one telescope not in use to Parson’s College, Fairfield, Iowa, for scien- 
tific and educational purposes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CANNON, ETC., FOR SOLDIERS’ REUNIONS. 

Mr. McCOID also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 22) granting 
the use of cannon, tents, and muskets at soldiers’ reunions to be held in 
the State of Iowa in the year 1884; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, in addition to several bills which I pur- 
pose to present I have a number which I would like to introduce on 
behalf of my colleague, Mr. Haskell, who is confined to his room by 
severe illness. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair presumes there will be no objection to 
the gentleman sending up the bills and introducing them in his own 
name; but the gentleman to whom he refers is not yet qualified asa 
member of the House. 

Mr. RYAN. Then I withdraw my proposition. 


SOLDIERS’ HOME IN KANSAS. 


Mr. RYAN introduced a bill (H. R. 486) to authorize the Secretary 
of War to establish a home for indigent soldiers and sailors in the State 
of Kansas; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

SURVEYS OF PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 487) relating to surveys of 
the public lands; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

HOMESTEAD LAWS. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 488) to amend the home- 
stead laws; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, and erdered to be printed. 


UNORGANIZED TERRITORY SOUTH OF KANSAS. 


Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 489) to extend the laws of 
the United States over certain unorganized territory south of the State } 
of Kansas; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

BUILDING FOR GENERAL LAND OFFICE. 


Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 490) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a fire-proof building for the General Land Office; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

ARREARS OF PENSIONS, 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 491) to amend section 2 of 
an act making appropriations for the payment of arrears of pensions 
granted by act of Congress approved January 25, 1879, and for other pur- 
poses, approved March 3, 1879; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

EQUALIZATION OF BOUNTIES. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 492) to equalize the boun- 
ties of soldiers and others who served in the late war for the Union; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

LOSSES BY INDIAN DEPREDATIONS. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 493) to provide for the ap- 
pointment of commissioners to ascertain and report losses sustained by 
citizens of the United States by reason of Indian depredations; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
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WILLIAM H. MORGAN, 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 494) for the relief of William 
H. Morgan; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN B. CHILDS. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 495) granting a pension to 
John B. Childs; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

REBECCA J. LOWERY. 


Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 496) param J pension to 
Rebecca J. Lowery, guardian; which was read a and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CHARLES A. MORRIS. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 497) for the relief of Charles 
A. Morris; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH COMSTOCK. 
` Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 498) to reimburse Elizabeth 
‘Comstock customs dues paid by her on articles donated for the relief 
-of colored refugees; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY A. KNAWBER. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 499) granting a pension to 
Mary A. Knawber; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
‘the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS H. SOWARD. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 500) for thereliefof Thomas 
H. Soward; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
«Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HIRAM M. HOWARD. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 501) for the relief of Hiram 
M. Howard, of Richland, Kans.; which was read a first and second 
‘time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
‘be printed. j 

ELIJAH CRUDGINGTON. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 502) for the relief of Elijah 
"Crudgińgton; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
‘Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HIRAM C. HENDERSON. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 503) granting a pension to 
‘Hiram C. Henderson; which was read a first and second time, referred 
‘to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

AGRICULTURAL COLLEGES. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced joint resolution (H. Res. 23) to authorize 
‘the Secretary of the Interior to certify lands for agricultural college 
-purposes to the State of Kansas; which was read a first and second time, 
weferred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION. 

Mr. WARNER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported he 
thad examined and found truly enrolled joiat resolution (H. Res. 1) ex- 
tending the time fixed for the joint commission appointed to consider 
the number and salaries of officers and employés of the two Houses to 
submit their report; when the Speaker signed the same. 

KANSAS PACIFIC RAILROAD. 

Mr. ANDERSON introduced a bill (H. R. 504) to provide for the 
adjustment of the grant of lands made to aid in the construction of 
the Kansas Pacific Railroad, formerly the Leavenworth, Pawnee and 
‘Western Railroad; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Pacific Railroads, and ordered to be printed. 

ATCHISON, TOPEKA AND SANTA FE RAILROAD. 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 505) to provide for 
the adjustment of the grant of lands made to the State of Kansas to 
aid in the construction of the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fé Rail- 
road; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pacific Railroads, and ordered to be printed. 

PREVENTION OF UNJUST DISCRIMINATION. 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 506) to prevent un- 
just discrimination by railroad companies, and subjecting them to the 
control of States under certain circumstances; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PAYMENT OF, COSTS OF SURVEYING, ETC. 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 507) to provide for the 
payment of costs of surveying and selecting certain lands granted by 
Congress to aid in the construction of certain railway and telegraph 
lines; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pacific Railroads, and ordered to be printed. 
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ENLARGEMENT OF DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE. 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 508) to enlarge the 
powers and duties of the Department of Agriculture; which reada 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Agriculture, and 
ordered to be printed. 

AGRICULTURAL COMMISSION. 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 509) to create an ag- 
ricultural commission; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture, and ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL AGRICULTURAL EXPERIMENT STATION, 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 510) establishing a 
national agricultural experiment station in the District of Columbia; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture, and ordered to be printed. 

POSTAL TELEGRAPH. A 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 511) to create a postal 
telegraph in the United States; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

REDUCTION OF POSTAGE ON LOCAL LETTERS. 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 512) to reduce the rate 
of postage on letters commonly known as drop or local letters to one 
cent; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


COMPENSATION TO ROUTE AGENTS. . ; 

Mr. ANDERSON alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 513) to provide for the 
compensation of route agents and clerks in railway post-offices when 
disabled by accidents to railway trains; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 
and ordered to be printed. 

SETTLERS ON PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 514) to provide for the 
relief of settlers on public lands under pre-emption laws; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

SHORTENING PERIOD ON HOMESTEAD LANDS. 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 515) to shorten the 
period required in homesteading public lands to two years; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF THURMAN SINKING FUND. 


Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 516) to amend the 
Thurman sinking-fund act; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Pacific Railroads, and ordered to be printed. 

IRA HAYWORTH. 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 517) to re-examine 
the homestead claim of Ira Hayworth; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. - 

AGRICULTURAL COLLEGES. 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 518) to amend the 
act entitled ‘‘An act donating public lands to the several States and 
Territories which may provide colleges for the benefit of agriculture 
and mechanic arts,” approved July 2, 1862, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

FORT RILEY MILITARY RESERVATION. 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 519) to provide for 
the sale to actual settlers of a portion of the Fort Riley military reser- 
vation, in the State of Kansas; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PAYMENT TO OFFICERS FOR PROPERTY DESTROYED. 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 520) for the payment 
of to officers stationed at Fort Riley, Kans., for property de- 
stroyed by cyclone, April 7, 1882; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN B. LUTE. 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 521) for the relief of 
John B. Lute; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES GANNON, 

Mr. ANDERSON also introdnced a bill (H. R. 522) for the relief of 
James Gannon; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

S. D. HOUSTON. 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 523) for the relief of 
S. D. Houston; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


CONGRESSIONAL 


JOSIAH H. PILLSBURY. 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 524) for the relief of 
Josiah H. Pillsbury; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES M. CUNNINGHAM. 

Mr, ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 525) for the relief of 
Charles M. Cunningham; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM $S. THATCHER. 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 526) for the relief of 
William S. Thatcher; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PENSIONS TO SOLDIERS AND SAILORS IN CONFEDERATE PRISONS. 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 527) granting pen- 
sions to certain Union soldiers and sailors of the late war of the re- 
bellion who were confined in so-called confederate prisons; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

; FANNY A. HENDRICK. 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 528) to increase the 
pension of Fanny A. Hendrick; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM W. ANDREW. k 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 529) to increase the 
pension of William W. Andrew; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOSEPH BELL. $ 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 530) for the relief of 
Joseph Bell; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ALONSON FINK. 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 531) granting a pen- 
sion to Alonson Fink; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ISAAC PENDLEBURG. 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 532) for the relief of 
Isaac Pendleburg; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ALBERT H. SMITH. 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 533) for the relief of 
Albert H. Smith; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN H. FAULK. 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 534) for the relief of 
John H. Faulk; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GODFRIED HAUG. 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 535) granting a pen- 
sion to Godfried Haug; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANKLIN PHILBRICK. 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 536) for the relief of 
Franklin Philbrick; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSIAH ELKINS. 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 537) for the relief of 
Josiah Elkins; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHESTER F, HART. 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 538) granting a pension 
to Chester F. Hart; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JACOB R. M’FARREN, 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 539) granting a pension 
to Jacob R. McFarren; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY C. WILLIAMS. 


Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 540) granting a pension ` 


to Henry C. Williams; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
DURANT F. HUNT. 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 541) granting arrears of 
pension to Durant F, Hunt; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL HANSON. 


Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 542) granting a pen- 
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sion to Samuel Hanson; which was read afirstand second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
ELISHA DRESSER. 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 543) granting a pen- 
sion to Elisha Dresser; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PORTER B. HEWITT. 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 544) granting a pen- 
sion to Porter B. Hewitt; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES H. CARR. 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 545) granting a pen- 
sion to Charles H. Carr; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN G. BANKS. 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 546) granting a pen- 
sion to John G. Banks; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHRISTIAN H. STEINMEIER. 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 547) granting a pen- 
sion to Christian H. Steinmeier; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ALFRED A. QUINN. 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 548) for the relief of 
Alfred A. Quinn; which was read a first and second time, referred to- 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS WAR OF 1812. 


Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 549) to amend section: 
1 of an act approved March 9, 1878, granting pensions to surviving offi- 
cers, soldiers, and their widows, of the war of 1812; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 
UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. ANDERSON also submitted a resolution of inquiry as to the 
compliance of the Union Pacific Railroad Company with the Thurman. 
act; which was referred to the Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

GENERAL LAND OFFICE. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (H. R. 550) to promote the efficiency- 
of the General Land-Office; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

ARREARS OF PENSIONS. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 551) to amend section 2 
of the act “‘making appropriations for the payment of the arrears of 
pensions granted by act of Congress approved January 25, 1879, and 
for other purposes,’’ approved March 3, 1879; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

LEMUEL J. BENNETT. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 552) granting a pension 
to Lemuel J. Bennett; which was read a first and second time, referred. 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM M. CAVES. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 553) granting a pension 
to William M. Caves; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH L. CALDWELL, 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 554) granting a pension 
to Joseph L. Caldwell; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN GALLOUP. i 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 555) granting a pension. 
to John Galloup; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


VALIDATION OF TITLES TO PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. PETERS introduced a bill (H. R. 556) making certain titles to 
public lands in the hands of innocent holders valid; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN F. LEWIS. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 557) to restore John F. 
Lewis to the rank of first lieutenant Twenty-first United States Infan- 
try and place him upon the retired-list; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

RAILWAY MAIL SERVICE. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 558) to pay dependent 
relatives of persons killed by accident, engaged in the railway mail 
service, and to compensate for injuries received; which was read a first 
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and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM L. ROSE. ’ 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 559) for the relief of Will- 
iam L. Rose; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES DEXTER. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R: 560) for the relief of 
sames Dexter; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 561) granting pensions to 
all honorably discharged soldiers and sailors of the war of the rebellion 
who are now or may hereafter become 55 years of age; which was 
read a first and second time, referred tothe Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

H. E. VAN TREES. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 562) granting a pension to 
H. E. Van Trees; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ELKANAH HUDDLESTON. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 563) for the relief of El- 
kanah Huddleston, late first lieutenant Company A, First Regiment 
Kansas Colored Infantry Volunteers; which was reada first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. f y 

THOMAS B. ATCHISON. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 564) for the reliefof Thomas 
B. Atchison; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

BENJAMIN ROWDYBUSH. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 565) for the relief of Ben- 
jamin Rowdybush; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

REBECCA BURCH. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 566) forthe relief of Re- 
becea Burch, widow of a soldier of the Reyolution; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

SOLDIERS’ HOME IN KANSAS. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 567) making appropria- 
tion for a home forindigent and disabled soldiers and sailors in Harvey 
County, State of Kansas; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


INCREASED PENSIONS. 


Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 568) granting to honorably 
discha’ soldiers and sailors of the war of the rebellion, under dis- 
ability from gunshot wounds equal to the loss of an arm or leg, in- 
creased pensions; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
- Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

REUBEN MARSHALL. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 569) granting a pension to 
Reuben Marshall; which was read a first and second time, referrred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

M. H. CLEMENTS. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 570) granting a pension to 
M. H. Clements; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ARTESIAN WELL IN KANSAS. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 571) for sinking an arte- 
sian well in Rush County, Kansas, and makingan appropriation there- 
for; which was read 4 first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture, and ordered to be printed. 

' ARREARS OF PENSIONS. 

Mr. HANBACK introduced a bill (H. R. 572) to amend section 2 of 
an act making appropriation for the payment of the arrears of pen- 
sions granted by act of Congress January 25, 1879, and for other pur- 
poses, approved March 3, 1879; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

REPEAL OF TIMBER-CULTURE LAWS. ‘ 

Mr. HANBACK also introduced a bill (H. R. 573) to repeal the tim- 
ber-culture laws; which was read afirst and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

REPEAL OF THE PRE-EMPTION LAWS. 

Mr. HANBACK also introduced a bill (H. R. 574) to repeal the pre- 
emption laws; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


UNLAWFUL INCLOSURE OF PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. HANBACK also introduced a bill (H. R. 575) to prevent. the 
unlawful inclosure of public lands; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to 
be printed. 

SAMUEL S. HITE. 

Mr. HANBACK also introduced a bill (H. R. 576) for the relief of 
Samuel 8. Hite; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CEMETERY SITE IN KIRWIN, KANS. 

Mr. HANBACK also introduced a bill (H. R. 577) to donate a ceme- 
tery site on the public land to thecity of Kerwin, in the State of Kansas; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. ; 

FORT HAYS MILITARY RESERVATION. 

Mr. HANBACK also introduced a bill (H. R. 578) to authorize the 
sale of a certain portion of the Fort Hays military reservation, Kansas, 
to the Ellis County Agricultural Society of Kansas; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

LEWIS CHRISTIE. 

Mr. HANBACK also introduced a bill (H. R. 579) for the relief of 
Lewis Christie; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

TIMBER CULTURE. 

Mr. HANBACK also introduced a bill (H. R. 580) amending an 
act to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to encourage the growth of timber 
on western prairies,” approved March 13, 1874; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER. 

Mr. MORRILL introduced a bill (H. R. 581) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Missouri River at the city of Leaven- 
worth, Kans.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL W. ROBINSON. 

Mr. MORRILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 582) granting a pension 
to Samuel W. Robinson; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. KATHARINA T. WUNSH. : 

Mr. MORRILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 583) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Katharina T. Wunsh; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM SEAMANS. 

Mr. MORRILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 584) to increase the 
pension of William Seamans; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM REINHARDT, 

Mr. MORRILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 585) granting a pen- 
sion to William Reinhardt; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ISAAC A. MEYER, 

Mr. MORRILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 586) for the relief of 
Isaac A. Meyer; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES M’DONALD. 

Mr. MORRILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 587) granting a pension 
to James McDonald; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY H. SPAULDING. 

Mr. MORRILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 588) for the relief of 
Henry H. Spaulding; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN C. HUGHES. 

Mr. MORRILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 589) granting a pension 
to John C. Hughes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANK KITZMILLER. s 

Mr. MORRILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 590) granting a pension 
to Frank Kitzmiller; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

W. H. BLAKE, 

Mr. MORRILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 591) granting a pension 
to W. H. Blake; which was read a firstand second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LEVI ANDERSON. 
Mr. MORRILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 592) granting increase of 
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pension to Levi Anderson; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, LEXINGTON, KY. 


Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (H. R. 593) to provide for the 

tion of a public building in the city of Lexington, Ky.; which was 

read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 
ELIZABETH CARSON. 

_ Mr. BLACKBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. 594) for the relief of 

Elizabeth Carson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

REPORT OF HEALTH OFFICER, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. BLACKBURN also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 24) 
authorizing the printing of 2,500 extra copies of the report of the 
health officer of the District of Columbia; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM H. GRAY. 

Mr. BLACKBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. 595) for the relief 
of William H. Gray, of Kentucky; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WOMAN SUFFRAGE. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 25) 
proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

RESTRICTIONS ON USE OF DISTILLED LIQUORS. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 596) to 
lessen crime and human suffering from alcoholism by restricting the 
use of distilled spirits to scientific, mechanical, and medicinal pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

COMMON SCHOOLS. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 597) to aid 
in the support of common schools; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

TRANSMISSION OF MERIDIAN TIME. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 598) to pro- 
vide for transmitting the meridian time of the Naval Observatory at 
Washington to ports of entry and other cities, and for placing time- 
balls on custom-houses, for the protection of commerce and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred te the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

WATER COMMUNICATION BETWEEN OHIO VALLEY AND SAVANNAH. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 599) appro- 
priating $25,000 to survey a cheap transportation water route from 
Beattyville, Ky., via Cumberland Gap, to Savannah, Ga., with a view to 
establishing free water communication between the valley of the Ohio 
and the tide water at Savannah, Ga.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Railways and Canals, and ordered 
to be printed. ` 

MONEY VALUE OF HOMESTEADS. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 600) to enable 
soldiers and sailors to obtain in money the value of the homesteads to 
which they are entitled; which was reada first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

BOUNTIES AND PENSIONS TO HEIRS OF COLORED TROOPS. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 601) pro- 
viding for the payment of bounties aud pensions to the heirs of colored 
troops serving in the late war; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

EMILY HUGHES, ALIAS BURCH. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 602) granting 
a pension to Emily Hughes, alias Burch; which was read’a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

i RACHEL NICKEL. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 603) granting 
a pension to Rachel Nickel; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

TABITHA BALL. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 604) granting 
a pension to Tabitha Ball; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WIDOW OF MAJ. JOHN C. EVERSOLE. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentacky, alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 605) granting 
a pension to the widow of Maj. John C. Eversole; which was reada first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 


ROBERT BRYANT. 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 606) granting: 

a pension to Robert Bryant; which was read a first and second time, 

referred tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
SARAH MAYNARD. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 607) granting 

a pension to Sarah Maynard; which was read a first and second time, 

referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JONATHAN SNIVELY. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 608) increas- 


ing the pension of Jonathan Snively; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


COL. JOHN DILS, JR. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 609) for the 


relief of Col. John Dils,.jr.; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES F. BLUNT. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 610) for the 
reliefof James F. Blunt; which was read afirst and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


T. J. PITZER. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 611) for the 
relief of T. J. Pitzer; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ABIJAH B. GILBERT. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 612) for the 
benefit of Abijah B. Gilbert; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. ESTHER GEARHEART. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 613) permit- 
ting Mrs. Esther Gearheart to present for adjudication her claim against 
the United States Government in the Court of Claims; which was read. 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

` EMILY B. CALDWELL. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 614) for the 
relief of Emily B. Caldwell, administratrix; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

SARAH MARRS, 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 615) for the 
relief of Sarah Marrs; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MILTON L. DAVIS. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 616) for the 
relief of Milton L. Davis; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

BAUGHMAN & WYATT. ' 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 617) forthe — 
relief of Baughman & Wyatt; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILEY KIMBRELL. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 618) grant- 
inga pension to Wiley Kimbrell; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

M. B. MOSELY. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 619) for the 
relief of M. B. Mosely; which was read a first and secend time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOEL RYAN. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 620) for the- 
relief of Joel Ryan, father of C. P. Ryan; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JOHN H. WILSON. s 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 621) for the 
relief of John H. Wilson; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PATIENCE BEATTY. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 622) fer the: 
benefit of Patience Beatty; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

BENJAMIN FRANKLIN AMOS. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H.-R. 623) for the 
relief of Benjamin Franklin Amos; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 
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GRANVILLE EVANS. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 624) for the 
relief of Granville Evans; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL MAY. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R, 625) for the 
relief of Samuel May; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM J. MAY. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 626) for the 
relief of William J. May; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A. J. BOWMAN. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 627) for the 
relief of A. J. Bowman; which was read a first ard second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JACKSON COOMER. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 628) for 
the relief of Jackson Coomer; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JESSE BAYLES. S 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 629) for the 
relief of Jesse Bayles; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT TO CONSTITUTION. - 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky, introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 
26) proposing an amendment to the Constitution requiring the yeas and 
nays on all appropriations exceeding $10,000; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Rules, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PENSIONS TO SURVIVORS OF MEXICAN WAR. 

Mr, TURNER, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 630) grant- 
ing a pension to the survivors of the Mexican war; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. $ 

REPEAL OF TOBACCO TAX. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 631) to 
enable tobacco planters to sell the tobacco raised on their lands free 
from any internal-revenue tax; which was read a first and second time, 
referred tothe Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

ABOLITION OF DUTY ON SALT. à 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 632) to 
abolish the duty on salt and put the same on the free-list; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 

ABOLITION OF DUTY ON TRACE-CHAINS, 


Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 633) to 
abolish the duty on trace-chains and put the same on the free-list; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

ABOLITION OF DUTY ON AGRICULTURAL IMPLEMENTS. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 634) to 
abolish the duty on all agricultural implements and place the same on 
the free-list; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

MANUFACTURE OF WINE AND BRANDY. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 635) to 
authorize any one to manufacture grapes, peaches, or apples raised by 
him into wine or brandy free from any internal-revenue tax; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and-ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS OHIO RIVER. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 636) to au- 
thorize the construction of a bridge across the Ohio River at Paducah, 
Ky.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

J. M. BEST. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky, also (by request) introduced a bill (H. 
R. 637) for the relief of the estate of J. M. Best, deceased; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM PRITCHARD. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky, also (by request) introduced a bill (H. 
R. 638) for the relief of William Pritchard; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JOHN M. HIGGINS. 
Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky, also (by request) introduced a bill (H. 


R. 639) for the relief of John M. Higgins; which was read a first and + 


second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 
A. GATES LEE. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky, also (by request) introduced a bill (H. 
R. 640) for the relief of A. Gates Lee; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HESTER V. BLACKBURN. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky, also (by request) introduced a bill (H. 
R. 641) granting a pension to Hester V. Blackburn; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF H. CORTHS. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky, also (by request) introduced a bill (H. 
R. 642) for the benefit of the heirs of H. Corths; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PIUS A. COOMES. 

Mr. ROBERTSON introduced a bill (H. R. 643) granting a pension 
to Pius A. Coomes; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LOT C. READ. 

Mr. ROBERTSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 644) for the benefit 
of Lot C. Read, of Kentucky; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS. 

Mr. WILLIS introduced a bill (H. R. 645) to aid in the support of 
common schools; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor, and ordered to be printed. 

CIVIL-SERVICE REFORM. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 646) to reform the civil 
service; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


| ALCOHOL, ETC., USED IN INDUSTRIAL PURSUITS. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 647) to authorize the with- 
drawal from distillery warehouses without tax of alcohol and other 
spirits to be used in industrial pursuits; which was read a fist and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PENSIONS FOR MEXICAN AND INDIAN WARS, 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 648) granting pensions to 
the survivors of the Mexican and Indian wars; which was a read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

BUREAU OF STATISTICS, ETO, 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 649) to establish a bureau 
of statistics and of labor and industries; which was read a firstand second 
time, referred to the Committeee on Education and Labor, and ordered 
to be printed. 

REBATE OF TAX ON TOBACCO. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 650) to carry out the pro- 
visions of section 4 of the act of March 3, 1883, in regard to rebate of 
tax on tobacco; which was read a first and second time, referred to fhe 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

BRANCH MINT AT LOUISVILLE, KY. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 651) to provide for the 
establishment of a branch mint of the United States at the city of Louis- 
ville, Ky.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and ordered to be printed. 

BRANNIN, SUMMERS Å CO. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 652) for the relief of Bran- 
nin, Summers & Co.; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN B. DAVIS. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 653) for the relief of John 
B. Davis; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY 8. COHN. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H.R. 654) for the relief of Henry 
S. Cohn; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com - 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


D. Q. ROUSSEAU. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 655) for the relief of D. Q. 
Rousseau; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed, 

MRS. FANNY S. CONWAY. 
Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 656) for the relief of Mrs, 
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Fanny 8. Conway; whieh was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
JOHN FINZER & BROTHERS. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 657) for the relief of John 
Finzer & Brothers; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

WARREN MITCHELL. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 658) for the relief of War- 
ren Mitchell; which was read a first and secohd time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH HAXTHAUSEN, 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 659) for the relief of Jo- 
seph Haxthausen; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY S$. COHN. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 660) granting a pension to 
Henry S. Cohn; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
on Committee Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF KUNIGUNDA A. MILLER. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 661) granting relief to the 
heirs of Kunigunda A. Miller, deceased; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

MRS. ANN SHEFFIELD. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 662) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Ann Sheffield; which was reada first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

KATE WILHARLITZ. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 663) granting a pension to 
Kate Wilharlitz; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GILBERT A. PHILIPS. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 664) granting a pension to 
Gilbert A. Philips; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. . 

CLARA L. PREUSS. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 665) granting a pension 
to Clara L. Preuss; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY HOWARD. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 666) granting a pension to 
Mary Howard; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE D. BLAKEY. 

Mr. HALSELL introduced a bill (H. R. 667) for the relief of George 
D. Blakey; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS FOR MEXICAN WAR. 

Mr. WOLFORD introduced a bill (H. R. 668) granting pensions to 
certain soldiers and sailors of the Mexican wars therein named, and for 
other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. ` 

INTERNAL-REVENUE TAXATION. 

Mr. CULBERTSON, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. 669) to 
amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to reduce internal-revenue taxation, 
and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1883; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 

TEXAS PACIFIC RAILROAD. 

Mr. LEWIS introduced a bill (H. R. 670) to repeal section 22 of the 
act to incorporate the Texas Pacific Railroad Company, approved March 
3, 1871, and to declare the forfeiture of the grant therein named; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT OPELOUSAS, LA. 

Mr. LEWIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 671) to provide for the con- 
struction of a public building at Opelousas, State of Louisiana; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN C. COFIELD. 

Mr. HUNT introduced a bill (H. R. 672) to confirm the land claim 
of John C. Cofield, of Louisiana; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

INDEMNITY LAND SCRIP, ETC. 

Mr. HUNT also introduced a bill (H. R. 673) to abrogate the pow- 
ers of executive officers of the United States in allowing indemnity 
locations or scrip for confirmed unsatisfied private land claims under 


section 3 of the act of Congress approved June 2, 1858 (United States 
Statutes at Large, volume 11, pages 294 and 295, chapter 81), and to 
vest that power in the courts óf the United Siates; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER COMMISSION. 

Mr. KING introduced a bill (H. R. 674) making appropriation for 
the payment of the services and examinations and the necessary salary 
and other expenses of the Mississippi River Commission for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1884; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

EQUALIZATION OF PAY OF GOVERNMENT EMPLOYES. 

Mr. KING also introduced a bill (H. R. 675) to equalize the rate of 
pay of male and female employés of the Government; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ELLEN M. YZNAGA DEL VALLE. 

Mr. KING also introduced a bill (H. R. 676) for the relief of Ellen 
M. Yznaga del Valle; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT MONROE, LA. 

Mr. KING also introduced a bill (H. R. 677) for a public building 
at Monroe, La.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS FOR MEXICAN WAR, ETC. 

Mr. KING also introduced a bill (H. R. 678) to provide pensions to 
the soldiers and sailors of the Mexican war and of the Indian wars of 
1836, &c.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. bd et 

Mr.SHELLEY. I move that the House now adjourn; the call of 
States for introduction of bills ean be completed to-morrow, 

Mr. TALBOTT. I move that when the House adjourn to-day it be 
to meet on Thursday next. 

The motion of Mr. TALBOTT was not agreed to. 

Mr. TALBOTT. I nowask unanimous consent that the call of States 
be continued to-morrow until completed. 

Mr.SHELLEY. I will withdraw the motion to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to adjourn is withdrawn. The gen- 
tleman from Maryland [Mr. TALBorr] asks unanimous consent that 
the call of Statesand Territories for the introduction of bills be resumed 
to-morrow as of to-day. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

TERMS OF CONGRESS. 

Mr. BLANCHARD introduced a bill (H. R. 679) establishing the 
time when the terms of Congress shall begin and end and when Con- 
gress shall meet; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. MORSE. 

Mr. BLANCHARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 680) for the relief of 
George W. Morse; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

FRED, PHILLIPS. 

Mr. BLANCHARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 681) for the relief 
of Fred. Phillips; which was reada first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

L. MADISON DAY. 

Mr. ELLIS introduced a bill (H. R. 682) for the relief of L. Madison 
Day; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ALABAMA CLAIMS. 

Mr. ELLIS also introduced a bill (H. R^. 683) amendatory of and 
supplementary toanact entitled ‘“‘Anact to re-establish the Court of Com- 
missioners of Alabama Claims and for the distribution of the unappro- 
priated moneys of the Geneva award,” approved June 5, 1882; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZA E. HERBERT. 


Mr. ELLISalso introduced a bill (R. H. 684) fortherelief of Mrs. Eliza 
E. Herbert; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

TRIAL OF PATRICK O'DONNELL. 

Mr. SHELLEY. I move that the House adjourn, 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I ask the gentleman to give way for 
a moment that I may obtain unanimous consent to present aresolution. 

Mr.SHELLEY,. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I ask unanimousconsent that the res- 


olution which I send to the desk may be read and put upon its passage. 
The SPEAKER. This call can only be interrupted by unanimous — 
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consent, 


Is there objection to interrupting it for the purpose indicated 
by the gentleman from New York? The Chair hears none. 
Mr. ANDERSON. Let the resolution be read, the right to object 


being reserved. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
That this House brings to the notice of the President the case of 


Resolved, 
Patrick O’ Donnell, clai to be a citizen of the United States and now under 
sentence of death in Great Britain, in the hope that the President may secure 
such reasonable delay in the execution of the sentence as will enable the Presi- 
dent to ascertain whether the said O'Donnell is a citizen of the United States, 
and if so, whether he was tried and convicted in accordance with the provisions 
vad the municipal law of Great Britain and with the requirements of international 

W. e 


There being no objection, the resolution was considered and adopted. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. MILLS. It is now about 4 o'clock. I move that the House 
adjourn; and I hope the adjournment will be ħad upon the under- 
standing that the call of States for the introduction of bills and resolu- 
tions be resumed to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER. That has been agreed to. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent to offer a resolution in 
regard to the printing of private bills. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’] 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. MILLs, it was not 
agreed to; there being—ayes 88, noes 100. 

IMMIGRATION. 

Mr. REED introduced a bill (H. R. 685) to amend the three hundred 
and seventy-sixth chapter, laws of 1882, entitled ‘“‘An act to te 
immigration;’’ which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on’ Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT IN MAINE. 

Mr. REED also introduced a bill (H. R. 686) to fix the time for hold- 
. ing the district court in the district of Maine; which was read a first and 

second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

VICTOR BEAUBOUCHER. 

Mr. REED also introduced a bill (H. R. 687) for the relief of Victor 
Beauboucher; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE 8. HUNT. 

Mr. REED also introduced a bill (H. R. 688) for the relief of George 
S. Hunt; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

` PHINNEY & JACKSON. 

Mr. REED also introduced a bill (H. R. 689) for the relief of Phin- 
ney & Jackson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

DUDLEY HALL & CO. 

Mr. REED also introduced a bill (H. R. 690) for the relief of Dudley 
Hall & Co.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM W. THOMAS. 

Mr. REED also introduced a bill (H. R. 691) for the relief of Will- 
iam W. Thomas; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

AMERICAN MERCHANT MARINE. 

Mr. DINGLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 692) toremove certain bur- 
dens on the American merchant marine; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 

BUREAU OF COMMERCE AND NAVIGATION. 

Mr. DINGLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 693) to constitute a 
bureau of commerce and navigation in the Treasury Department; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. ; 

PILOTAGE. 

Mr. DINGLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 694) relating to pilots 
and pilotage; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

AMERICAN SHIP-BUILDING. 

Mr. DINGLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 695) to encourage Ameri- 
can ship-building for the foreign carrying trade; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

NATHANIEL Woops. 

Mr. DINGLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 696) granting a pen- 

sion to Nathaniel Woods, a soldier of the war of 1812; which was read 


a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 
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WILLIAM H. DOUGHTY. 

Mr. DINGLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 697) to remove the 
charge of desertion against William H. Doughty; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL D. BAILEY AND OTHERS. 

Mr. DINGLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 698) for the relief of 
Samuel D. Bailey and others; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

NEVA C. LANE. 

Mr. DINGLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 699) granting a pension 
to Neva C. Lane; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

GRAND TRUNK RAILWAY, OF CANADA. 

Mr. DINGLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 700) for the relief of 
the Grand Trunk Railway, of Canada; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered 
to be printed. 

RELIEF FROM COMPULSORY PILOT FEES. 

Mr. MILLIKEN introduced a bill (H. R. 701) to relieve ships and 
vessels from compulsory pilot fees; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, AUGUSTA, ME. ; 

Mr. MILLIKEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 702) for the erection 
of a public building in the city of A ta, Me.; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

FRENCH SPOLIATIONS AND CLAIMS. 

Mr. MILLIKEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 703) to provide fo 
the ascertainment of claims of American citizens for the spoliatio 
committed by the French prior to the 31st day of July, 1801; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES 0. M’KINNEY. 

Mr. MILLIKEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 704) granting a pen- 
sion to Charles O. McKinney; which was read a first and second time, 
referred tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

EMORY 8. WARDWELL. 

Mr. MILLIKEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 705) for the relief of 
Emory S. Wardwell; which was read a first and second time, referred - 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

BRIG OLIVE FRANCES AND OTHERS. 

Mr. BOUTELLE introduced a bill (H. R. 706) for the relief of the 
owners and officers of the brig Olive Frances, and others on the said brig; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT HOULTON, ME. 

Mr. BOUTELLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 707) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at the town of Houlton, Me.; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

ELLA I. SMALL. 

Mr. BOUTELLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 708) granting a pen- 
sion to Ella I. Small; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT L. WILLEY. 

Mr, BOUTELLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 709) granting a pen- 
sion to Robert L. Willey; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

3 AURELIA F. ROBBINS. 

Mr. BOUTELLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 710) granting a pen- 
sion to Aurelia F. Robbins; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

BRIDGES ACROSS SAINT JOHN AND SAINT FRANCIS RIVERS. 

Mr. BOUTELLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 711) for the construc- 
tion ot bridges across the Saint John and Saint Francis Rivers; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

© APPOINTMENT OF CADETS TO THE NAVAL ACADEMY. 

Mr. TALBOTT introduced a bill (H. R. 712) to and pro- 
vide for the appointment of cadets to the Naval Academy at Annapolis; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF WILLIAM B. MUSE. 
Mr. TALBOTT also introduced a bill (H. R. 713) for the relief of 
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the heirs of William B. Muse, acting lieutenant United States Navy; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ABRAM T. SHERTZER. 

Mr. TALBOTT also introduced a bill (H. R. 714) for the relief of 
Abram T. Shertzer, late surgeon’s steward United States Navy; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF WILLIAM B. MUSE. 

Mr. TALBOTT also introduced a bill (H. R. 715) for the relief of the 
heirs of William B. Muse; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

> p SAMUEL CHASE BARNEY. 

Mr. TALBOTT also introduced a bill (H. R. 716) for the relief of 
Samuel Chase Barney; which was read a and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

BARBARA CHENOWITH. 

Mr. TALBOTT also introduced a bill (H. R. 717) for the relief of Bar- 
bara Chenowith; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

TRUSTEES OF ISAAC R. TRIMBLE. 

Mr. TALBOTT also introduced a bill (H. R. 718) fortherelief of the 
trustees of Isaac R. Trimble, of the city of Baltimore, Md. ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF AUGUSTUS W. BRADFORD. 

Mr. TALBOTT also introduced a bill (H. R. 719) for the relief of 
the heirs of the late Augustus W. Bradford; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

- MARYLAND AND DELAWARE FREE SHIP-CANAL. 


Mr. HOBLITZELL introduced a bill (H. R. 720) to provide for the 
construction of the Maryland and Delaware FreeShip-Canal as a means 
of military and naval defense, and for commercial purposes; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Railways and 
Canals, and ordered to be printed. 

NORTH GERMAN LLOYD STEAMSHIP COMPANY. 

Mr. HOBLITZELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 721) for the relief of 
‘the North German Lloyd Steamship Company; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ABRAHAM BRAFMAN. 

Mr. HOBLITZELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 722) to relieve 
Abraham Brafman from a forfeiture under the internal-revenue laws; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES H. AYERS. 

Mr. HOBLITZELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 723) for the relief 
of James H. Ayers; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH H. G. RUTTER. 

Mr. HOBLITZELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 724) for the relief 
of Joseph H. G. Rutter; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM EBERT. 


Mr. HOBLITZELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 725) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the roll of the Adjutant-General’s Office against 
William Ebert; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee en Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT BROWN. i 

Mr. HOBLITZELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 726) granting apen- 
sion to Robert Brown; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed: 


JANE G. SULLIVAN. 

Mr. HOBLITZELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 727) granting a 
pension to Jane G. Sullivan; which was read a first and second time, 
referred tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL JAMISON. 

Mr. HOBLITZELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 728) granting a pen- 
sion to Daniel Jamison; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Sine’ Leander nore a be ordered ta be pilita: 

ANNIE LIEUTAND. 

Mr. HOBLITZELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 729) granting a pen- 
sion to Annie Lieutand; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARIA SHULZ. i 

Mr. HOBLITZELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 730) granting a pen- 


sion to Maria Shulz; which was read a first and second time. referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
MARY DUNKEL. 
Mr. HOBLITZELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 731) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary Dunkel; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM WEDDINGFIELD. 


Mr. HOBLITZELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 732) granting a pen- 
sion to William Weddingfield, of Maryland; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

REBATE ON TOBACCO, ETC. 

Mr. FINDLAY introduced a bill (H. R. 733) for the relief of dealers 
in tobacco by appropriating a sum of money for the payment of the 
rebate or drawback allowed by act of Congress, chapter 121, approved 
March 3, 1883, and entitled ‘* An act to reduce internal-revenue taxa- 
tion, and for other purposes;’’ which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

ORVILLE HORWITZ. ; 

Mr. FINDLAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 734) for the relief of 
Orville Horwitz, assignee in trust of C. D. De Ford; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 

EDMUND WOLF. 

Mr. FINDLAY also introduced a bill (H. R..735) for the relief of 
Edmund Wolf; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES HOOPER. 3 

Mr. FINDLAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 736) for the relief of 
James Hooper; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

JULIET LEEF AND OTHERS. 

Mr. COVINGTON introduced a bill (H. R. 737) for the relief of Juliet 
Leef, widow, and the heirs of Henry Leef, deceased, owner of the bark 
Mary Teresa, illegally seized by Alexander H. Tyler, consulof the United 
States at Bahia, Brazil; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES H. CONARD. 

Mr. COVINGTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 738) granting a pen- 
sion to Charles H. Conard; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES L. COLE. 

Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (H. R. 739) for the relief of Charles 
L. Cole; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL 8. LOY. 

Mr. McCOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 740) for the relief of 
Daniel S. Loy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


SECTIONS 1059, 1069, AND 1079 OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. McCOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 741) to amend sections 
1059, 1069, and 1079 of the Revised Statutes of the United States as they 
nowstand; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Revision of the Laws, and ordered to be printed. 

COLOR BLINDNESS, 

Mr. LYMAN introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 27) relating to 
color blindness and visual acuteness in persons employed in the Navy 
and merchant marine; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

BANKRUPTCY. 

Mr. MORSE introduced a bill (H. R. 742) to establish a uniform 
tem of bankruptcy; which was read a first and second time, refe 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

RETIREMENT OF NAVAL OFFICERS. 

Mr. MORSE also introduced a bill (H. R. 743) for the retirement of 
certain naval officers; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


FEDERAL ELECTIONS, 

Mr. MORSE also (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 744) concern- 
ing Federal elections; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

FRENCH SPOLIATIONS. 

Mr. MORSE also introduced a bill (H. R. 745) to provide for the 
ascertainment of claims of American citizens for spoliations committed 
by the French prior to the 31st day of July, 1801; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 


to 
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STANDARD SILVER DOLLARS. 

Mr. MORSE also introduced a bill (H. H. 746) repealing the provis- 
ions authorizing the coinage of the standard silver dollar of the act 
of February 28, 1878; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and ordered to 
be printed. 

FANNIE 8. BEAUMONT. ; 

Mr. MORSE also introduced a bill (H. R. 747) granting a pension to 
Fannie 8. Beaumont; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

COURT-HOUSE AT BOSTON, MASS. 

Mr. MORSE also introduced a bill (H. R. 748) for the sale of the 
United States court-house at Boston, Mass.; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 

URIEL CROCKER. 


Mr. MORSE also introduced a bill (H. R. 749) for the relief of Uriel 
Crocker; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

OFFICERS AND CREW OF UNITED STATES SLOOP CUMBERLAND. 

Mr. MORSE also introduced a bill (H. R. 750) for the relief of the 
officers and crew of the United States sloop òf war Cumberland who 
engaged the Merrimac on the 8th of March, 1862, and went down with 
her colors flying; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL BANK OF NEWTON, MASS. 


Mr. MORSE also introduced a bill (H. R. 751) making an appropria- 
tion for the relief of the National Bank of Newton, Mass.; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

CHARLES SLAWSON. 

Mr. MORSE also introduced a bill (H, R. 752) amending an act grant- 
ing a pension to Charles Slawson; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

EMPLOYMENT OF CONVICT LABOR. 

Mr. MORSE also presented a resolution o. the Commonwealth of 
Massachusetts concerning the employment of convict labor on the works 
of the property of the United States; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

CENSURE OF HON. OAKES AMES. 

Mr. MORSE also presented a resolution of the Commonwealth of 
Massachusetts relating to the resolutions of the Fortyecond Congress 
rm Hon. Oakes Ames; which was referred to the Committee on 

es. - 
FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 

Mr. MORSE also presented a resolution of the Commonwealth of 
Massachusetts relating to the French spoliation claims; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

` CHELSEA NAVAL HOSPITAL. 

Mr. MORSE alsointroduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 28) forthe sale 
of the naval hospital at Chelsea, Mass. ; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

BOOKS FOR THE BLIND. 

Mr. MORSE also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 29) providing 
for the importation into the United States, duty free, of books printed 
for the use of the blind; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

AGNES W. AND SARAH J. HILLS. 

Mr. LONG introduced a bill (H. R. 753) for the relief of Agnes W. 
and Sarah J. Hills; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

NATHAN Y. DUNPHE. 

Mr. LONG also introduced a bill (H. R. 754) for the relief of Nathan 
Y. Dunphe, of Bridgewater, in the State of Massachusetts; which was 
read a and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

BENJAMIN HAWKES. 

Mr. LONG also introduced a bill (H. R. 755) for the relief of Ben- 
jamin Hawkes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY ANN MURPHY. 

Mr. LONG also introduced a bill (H. R. 756) granting a pension to 
Mary Ann Murphy; which was read a first and AAEE tite. referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, ard ordered to be printed. 

URIEL CROCKER. 

Mr. LONG also introduced a bill (H. R. 757) for the relief of Uriel 
Crocker; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways.and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


* WILLIAM MAGEE. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts, introduced a bill (H. R. 758) to 
authorize the restoration of William Magee tothe Army; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. ? 

PATRICK DRONEY. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts, also introduced a bill (H. R. 759) 
granting a pension to Patrick Droney; which was read a first and second 
time, referred. to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WATSON 8. BENTLEY. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts, also introduced a bill (H. R. 760) 
granting additional pension to Watson S. Bentley; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

WALLACE ORTON. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts, also introduced a bill (H. R. 761) 
for the relief of Wallace Orton; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CONDEMNED CANNON. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts, also introduced a bill (H. R. 762) 
granting condemned ordnance to the Otis Chapman Post, Grand Army 
of the Republic, No. 103, of Chicopee, Massachusetts; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. \ 

LOIS M. BUELL. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts, also introduced a bill (H. R. 763) 
granting a pension to Lois M. Buell; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HONORA M’CARTHY. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts, also introduced a bill (H. R. 764) 
granting a pension to Honora McCarthy; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

EMILY AGNEL. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts, also introduced a bill (H. R. 765) 
for the relief of Emily Agnel; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Commitiee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

REUBEN H. FITTS. 

Mr. RUSSELL introduced a bill (H. R. 766) granting a pension to 
Reuben H. Fitts; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHRISTOPHER FLYNN. 

Mr. RUSSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 767) for the relief of 
Christopher Flynn; which was read 4 first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SOPHIA LOWE HOOLE. 

Mr."RUSSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 768) for the relief of 
Sophia Lowe Hoole; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM R. BOAG. 

Mr. COLLINS introduced a bill (H. R. 769) for the reliefof William R. 
Boag; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

COPYRIGHT. 

Mr. COLLINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 770) to extend the privi- 
leges of the copyright acts to persons not citizens of, nor domiciled in, 
the United States; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL BANK CIRCULATION. 

Mr. WHITING introduced a bill (H. R. 771) to repeal all taxes on 
the circulation of national banking associations; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WHITING also introduced a bill (H. R. 772) to fix the amount 
of circulating notes which may be issued to national ing associa- 
tions on deposit of bonds; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be 
printed. 

b WILLIAM P. RANDALL. 

«Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, introduced a bill (H. R. 773) author- 
izing the President of the United States to appoint Lieut. William P, 
Randall a lieutenant-commander on the retired-list of the Navy; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. : 

HELEN C. MULFULL. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, also introduced a bill (H. R. 774) 
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granting a pension to Helen C. Mulfull; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

FRENCH SPOLIATIONS. 

Mr. STONE introduced a bill (H. R. 775) providing for the ascertain- 
ment of claims of American citizens for spoliations committed by the 
French prior to the 31st day of July, 1801; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

HEIRS OF N. AND M. A. FOUQUET. 

Mr. STONE also introduced a bill (H. R: 776) for the relief of the 
heirs of Nicolas and Mare Antoine Fouquet; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

` ELIZA ATKINS MERCHANT. 

Mr. STONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 777) granting a pension to 
Eliza Atkins Merchant; which wasread a firstand second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CLAIMS, 

Mr. STONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 778) to authorize the ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury to pass upon certain claims; which was 
read a first and second time, teferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 

Mr. RICE (by Mr. STONE) introduced a bill (H. R. 779) to establish a 
board of commissioners of interstate commerce, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

CONGRESSIONAL LIBRARY. 

Mr. RICE also (by Mr. STONE) introduced a bill (H. R. 780) author- 
izing the construction of a building for the additional accommodation 
of the Congressional Library; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Library, and ordered to be printed. 

INTEROCEANIC CANAL. 

Mr. RICE also (by Mr. STONE) introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 
30) declaring the policy of the United States in reference to an inter- 
oceanic ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CHINESE INDEMNITY FUND. 

Mr. RICE also (by Mr. STONE) introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 
31) for the disposition of the Chinese indemnity fund; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT HUNT. 

Mr. LOVERING introduced a bill (H. R. 781) for the relief of Ser- 
geant of Ordnance Robert Hunt, United States Army; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MORRISON moved that the House adjourn. 

Pending the motion the following business was transacted by unani- 
mous consent: 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. GRAVEs obtained leave of absence for ten days, on account of 
illness in his family; 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Ilinois, for ten days, on account of the danger- 
ous illness of his brother. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Mr. HALSELL obtained leave to withdraw from the files papers in 
the case of William Watkins for reference to the Committee on Claims, 
there having been no adverse report. 

Mr. MAYBURY obtained leave to withdraw papers filed with House 
bill 746 of the Forth-seventh Congress, entitled ‘“An actto authorize the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office to sell certain overflowed and 
unsurveyed lands in Saint Clair County, Michigan.” 

Mr. CALDWELL obtained leave to withdraw from the files papers 
jn the case of Andrew J. Duncan, of Nashville, Tenn., for reference to 
the Committee on War Claims, there having been no adverse report. 

Mr. FOLLETT obtained leave to withdraw from the files papers in 
the case of Peter Marche and others for reference to the Secretary of 
the Treasury, there having been no adverse report. 

The motion of Mr. MORRISON was then agreed to; and accordingly 
(at 4 o’clock and 25 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. ; 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BALLENTINE: Paper relating to the claim of William H. 
Brown, of James Henderson, of William F. Moore, and of Thomas J. 
Whitaker—severally to the Committee on War Claims. 

Mr. BARBOUR: Thepetition of Benjamin W. Hunter, forrelief— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


the 


By Mr. BISBEE, JR.: Paper asking an appropriation for the im- 
provement of rivers and harbors in the State of Florida—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BLACKBURN: The petition of Elizabeth Carson, for relief— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, the petition of Susan Bnford Edson, widow of Maj. Theodore 
Edson, deceased, for increase of pension; also, the petition of Sanford 
Goin, for a pension—severally to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: The petition of Edward Ganaway, adminis- 
trator of the estate of Andrew J. Duncan, deceased, for relief—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CALKINS: Paper relating to an appropriation of $125,000 
to aid in the construction of a harbor at Michigan City, Ind.—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Also, papers relating to the pension claim of John W. Cummins— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COLLINS: The petition of the city of Boston for an act ceding 
Castle Island, in Boston harbor, to the city of Boston for park pur- 

to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, the petition of members of John A. Andrews Post, Grand Army 
of the Republic, for amendment of section 4832 Revised Statutes, so as 
to provide that volunteers in the Navy in the last war may be admitted 
to the soldiers’ homes upon the same terms as volunteer soldiers—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. 8. 8. COX: Papers relating to the pension claim of J. C. F. 
Beyland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Patrick Haney, for relief—to the Committee on 
Pensions. J s 

By Mr. R. T. DAVIS: The petition of Eliza A. Perry, for increase of 
pension to widowsand dependent relatives of persons for military serv- 
ices now receiving less than $12 per month—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. DIBRELL: Papers relating to the claim of Hardie R. Brown, 
of Lucinda Bullington, and of James M, Thomas—severally to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of Thomas S. Fagg and of Jane M. Goodall, for re- 
lief—severally tothe Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Simeon S. Barrett; of A. M. Cate, 
W. T. Cate, and others; of the First Baptist Church of Chattanooga, 
Tenn.; of Col. William Clift, of William Clift, of James W. Eastwood, 
and of Asa Faulkner—severally to the same committee. 

By Mr. DOWD: Paper relating to an appropriation for the improve- 
ment of the navigation of Pee Dee River, in North Carolina—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. D : Paper relating to the claim of Denton & Sage— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DUNN: Papers relating to the claim of James M. Barker, of 
Elias R. Carr, of Hugh Core, of W. S. Jennings, of Philip R. Jones, of 
Harmon Mickle, of Elizabeth B. Higgins, Joel Higgins, and Brand 
Higgins, of Thomas A. Moore and of Ransom Thompson—severally to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, paper relating to the repair and preservation of certain works 
on the Mississippi River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. EATON: The petition of Joseph Dawson, for a pension—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ELLIS: The petition of Peter Keveney, for relief—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of L. Madison Day—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: The petition of the Berks County (Penn- 
sylvania) Medical Society, for the erection of a suitable building forthe 
use of the medical museum and library—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. FOLLETT: The petition of Mrs. Hannah C. Grandin, ad- 
ministratrix of the estate of John H. Pratt, deceased—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Hiram D. Rogers and of Josiah 
Shinkle for saving Government property—severally to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. FORNEY: Paper relating to an appropriation to continue the 
work on the Coosa River, in the States of Alabama and Georgia; also, 
relating to the work on the Tennessee River—severally to the Commit- 


tee on Commerce. 
By Mr. FINERTY: Papers relating to the claim of F. Rob- 
. B. Thayer—to the Committee 


erts, administrator of the estate of 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HALSELL: The petition of Jacob Duvall and of James F. 
Ewing, for compensation. for property taken and used by the United 
States Army during the late war—severally to the Committee on War 


By Mr. HARMER: Papers relating to the pension claims of James 
McKean and of Mary A. Elliott—severally to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Mr. A. S. HEWITT: The petition of George S. Cox, president of 
j nited States Banking Association, and other leading bankers and 
business men of New York, representing over $750,000,000 active com- 
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mercial capital, requesting Co to authorize the Secretary of War 
to contract with Charles Stoughton and his associates for the entire 
work of improving Harlem River, New York—to the Committee on 
Commerce. ; 

By Mr. HURD: The petition of Harry S. Kellogg, for relief—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HUTCHINS: The petition of Alexander Hamilton, for a 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NELSON: The resolutions adopted by the Board of Trade of 
Duluth relative to the bill to establish a bureau of mercantile marine 
in the Navy Department, &c. ; also, the petition of theSaint Paul Cham- 
ber of Commerce relative to the Mississippi River improvements—sev- 
erally to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the resolutions adopted by the board of directors of the Cham- 
ber of Commerce of Saint Paul relative to the withdrawal from circula- 
tion of the trade-dollar—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, the resolutions adopted by the Chamber of Commerce of Saint 
Paul relative to the crip sheen of the Mississippi River—to the Com- 
mittee on Levees and Improvement of the Mississippi River. 

Also, the petition of Mrs. Sarah B. Stearns, President of the Woman’s 
Suffrage Association of Minnesota, and others, relative to female suf- 
frage—to the Committee on the Judiciary. ; 
Also, papers relating to the pension claim of Anna Lindblom—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. NICHOLLS: The petition of citizens of McIntosh, Ga., rela- 
tive to the abolition of the tax on aleohol—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, papers relating to the improvement of the harbor of Brunswick, 
of the harbor of Sa and of the improvement of the navigation of 
Romley Marsh, in the State of Georgia—severally to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. KASSON: The resolutions adopted by the Iowa State Medi- 
cal Society, praying for an appropriation for the erection of a building 
for the medical library and museum—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

By Mr. KING: Paper relating to the improvement of the Mississippi 
River from the head of the passes to Cairo, including the harbors of 
New Orleans, Vidalia, Natchez, Vicksburg, Delta Point, and Memphis— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. LOVERING: The petition of George H. Payne and others, for 
an amendment to section 4214, chapter 133, Revised Statutes. so as to 
include all unlicensed vessels under five tons—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MAYBURY: The petition of John Casbey, for relief—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: The petition of Judges John T. Lowe, John H. 
Keller, and others, citizens of Frederick County, Maryland, asking 
cognizance of war claims barred by limitations and rejected on ex parte 
proof—to the Committee on War Claims. { 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: The petition of Ansel Potter, for a pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLARD: The petition of Sophronia E. Bucklin, for a 
pension—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of man) merchants, and business men of 
Binghamton, N. Y., for the enactment of a bankrupt law—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MILLS: The petition of Henrietta M. Sands, widow of the 
late Benjamin F. Sands, rear-admiral United States Navy, for increase 
of pensign—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOREY: The petition of Thomas Worthington, of Ohio, for 
relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, the petition of Robert N. Evans and others, for the establish- 
ment of a post-route from Hamilton to Okeana, Butler County, Ohio— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. - 

By Mr. MORSE: The petition of the Massachusetts State Pharma- 
ceutical Association, asking for an appropriation for the introduction 
and cultivation of foreign medicinal plants and for the better protec- 
tion of indigenous medicinal plants—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MURRAY: The petition of James Roden, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Hugh Ward, for a pension—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. OATES: Paper relative to the’obstruction of the navigable 
waters of the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. J. J. O'NEILL: The petition of James E. Gibson, M. D., and 
others, relative to the construction of a bridge at Chain of Rocks, North 
Saint Lonis—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of the Union Veteran Army, praying for a grant of 
160 acres of land for discharged soldiers and a pension for soldiers con- 
fined in confederate prisons—to the Select Committee on the Payment 
of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

Also, the petition of Capt. John Reilly, John F. Smith, Joseph W. 
Mullin, Edward Cole, and Edward Donahoe, for relief—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

By Mr. PIERCE: Papers relating to the claim of W. A. Allison; of 
Joshua Baker; of L. R. Barnwell; of James A. Bowling; of J. B. Brad- 
bury; of William H. Bryan; of John M. Campbell; of J. J. Farron; of 


‘Richard Hill; of the trustees of Humboldt Female College, of Gibson 
County, Tennessee; of L. C. Nolen; of G. H. Ramsey; of John A. Roe; 
of George W. Sims; of Robert Talley—severally to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, the petition of J. T. Peck, for compensation for property taken 
and used by the United States Army during the late war—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. POST: The petition of Charles N. Warner, for restoration to 
the Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PRYOR: Papers relating to the claim of Perry A. Leather- 
berry—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RANNEY: The petition of the mail-carriers of the city of 
Boston, for an increase of salary—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. č 

Also, the petition of Sarah Winnemucca Hopkins, Wendell Phillips, 
and others, relating to the Piute Indians—to the Committee on Indian 


By Mr. OSSIAN RAY: The resolutions of the New Hampshire Med- 
ical Society, praying for an sh oct to provide a fire-proof build- 
ing for the medical library and museum of the S m-General’s 
Office at Washington, D. C.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 


and Grounds. 

By Mr. REED: The petition of Lyman D. ding, for relief on ac- 
count of the death of his son, Lyman G. Spalding, a lieutenant in the 
Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

, papers relating to the pension claim of Matilda A. Lake—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. RIGGS: Two petitions, for the improvement of the navigation 
of the Mississippi River—severally to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. G. D. ROBINSON: The petition of Benjamin F. Adams, for 
relief—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Papers relating to the claim of Franklin Lee and 
Charles F. Dunbar—to the same committee. 

By Mr. ROSECRANS: Memorial of General Ward B. Burnett, pray- 
ing that payment may be ordered of his increased pension of $50 per 
month, granted by special actof Congress, approved March 3, 1879, but 
withheld since June 4, 1882—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Cornelia A. Stanly, widow of Fabius Stanly, rear- 
admiral United States Navy, for increase of pension—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Also, the petition of the naval cadets, asking that the law regulating 
appointments in the Navy be changed, so that the act of March 5, 1882, 
limiting the number of graduates of the Naval Academy to be retained 
in the service in each year shall not apply to those classes which were 
in the service at the time of the passage of said act—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Papers relating to the pension claim of Captain 
Alexander Wright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STOCKSLAGER: Paper relative to the improvement of the 
channel of the Ohio River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. J. M. TAYLOR: Papers relating to the claim of Greenbery 
Adamson, of Alfred Gardner, of W. C. McHaney, of Louisa Merrie- 
weather, of James M. Enay of Isaiah Sweat, and of A. Thompson, 
administrator of the estate of John N. Barnett—severally to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, the petition of John Deaton, of Chester County, Tennessee, 
and of John Vantruse, for compensation for property taken and used 
by the United States Army during the late war—severally to thè same 
committee. 

By Mr. THROCKMORTON: The petition of J. M. Lindsey, W. O. 
Davis, and others, members of the bar of Gainesville, Tex., transmit- 
ting joint resolution of the Legislature of the Chickasaw Nation, ask- 
ing that a term of the Federal court be held at Gainesville, Tex., and 
that the territory of said nation be attached to such court for judicial 
purposes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, the petition of J. A. Aston and others, for the establishment of 
a mail-route from Kingston, Tex., via Merrit, togarmersville, Tex.— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND; Papers relating to pension claim of Catharine 
Waters, mother of Thomas Waters, deceased, late steward of steamer 
Benefit—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TUCKER: The petition of the legal representatives of John 
Henry, deceased, to refer their cleim to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, the petition of William Henry Fitzhugh, of William Levesy, 
and of Mrs."E. Muloehull, for relief—severally to the same committee. 

By Mr. G. TURNER: Papers relating to the claim of J. M. 
Best,—to the same committee. 

By Mr. OSCAR TURNER: The petition of A. Bradshaw, of 
McCracken County, Kentucky, for relief—to the same committee. 

By Mr. VALENTINE: The petition of Lee Fried & Co. and others, 
merchants and business men of Omaha, Nebr., praying that Congress 
extend the bonded period for distilled spirits—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. VANCE: Papers relating to the claim of George C. Haynie— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, the petition of R. F. Cole and others, for a mail-route from 
Duck Town, via Penn Jones and Taylor's Ferry, to the Unaka Turn- 
pike Gate, in the State of North Carolina—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. ' 

Also, paper relating to the improvement of the French Broad River, 
in North Carolina—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WAIT: The petition of Waterman Clift, of Mystic River, 
Conn., for com’ tion for property destroyed in the late war—to the 
Committee on Clai 

Also, the resolutions adopted by the Connecticut Medical Society, 
urging that an appropriation be made for the erection of a building for 
the use of the Army medical museum and library—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WEAVER: The petition of Leighton & Clark and 75 others, 
for an extension of bonded period for distilled spirits—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WELLER: The petition of Frank L. Freeman and others, for 
equalization of pay and bounty of soldiers of the late war—to the Select 
Committee on Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. YOUNG: Papers relating to the claim of Mark M. Harwell 
and Mrs. Sarah E. Norton; of James M. Provine, deceased; of W. C. 
Reeves; of Leger Restle; of Hennie E. Revell; of Mary K. Rogers, 
widow of Jeremiah Rogers; of Alexander P. Rose; of Sarah A. Waters, 
adiministratrix of the estate of Robert Waters; of Thomas H. Webb; of 
Thomas H. Webb, administrator of the estate of Emily Ewell; of F. 
E. Wirt; of William H. Wood, administrator of the estate of George 
Wood, deceased; and of P. L. Vernon, administrator of the estate of 
Robert H. Vernon—seyerally to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, the petition of Hannah B. Edwards and Mary E. Lucas, heirs 
of Mary G. Wray, deceased, and heirs of Mary G. Wilkes, deceased, 
and of J. J. Tharp, executor of R. R. Moon, deceased, for compensa- 
tion for property taken and used by the United States Army during 
the late war—to the same committee. ` 

Also, the petition of John R. McKinnie, administrator of the estate 
of David McKinnie, deceased, for relief—to the same committee. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, December 11, 1883. ` 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 
THE JOURNAL. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state to the Senate 
that the Journal as now prepared does not show that the suspension of 
the rule regarding the election of committees by ballot was by unani- 
mous consent. The Chair suggests that the Journal be corrected so as 

- to show that it was by unanimous consent, in order that it may not be 
drawn into a precedent, If there be no objection the Journal will 
be corrected accordingly. Itisso ordered. If there be no objection, 
the Journal of yesterday's proceedings, thus corrected, will stand ap- 
proved. 

SENATOR FROM RHODE ISLAND. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I beg to announce the presence of 
my colleague, Mr. ANTHONY, Senator-elect from Rhode Island, whose 
credentials are on file with the Secretary; and I ask that the oaths of 
office may now be administered to him. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. , If there be no objection the Senator- 
elect from Rhode Island will attend at the desk and receive the oaths 
of office. 

Mr. Henry B. ANTHONY advanced to the desk, escorted by Mr. 
ALDRICH; and the oaths prescribed by the acts of June'l, 1789, and 
July 1, 1862, having been administered to him, he took his seat in the 
Senate. All the members of the Senate rose when Mr. ANTHONY 
reached the President’s desk and remained standing during. the admin- 
istration ofthe oaths of office. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. b 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter of the Chief of Ordnance, 
EAE e by a report of the commanding officer of the Watertown 

in regard to tests of iron and steel made during the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1883; which was referred to the Committeoon Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. è 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary of 
War, transmitting a statement exhibiting the expenditures ofthe Spting- 
field armory, and the arms, &c., fabricated, altered, and repaired at that 
place during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting, in compliance with a resolution of the Senate of 
December 5, 1883, the report of Lieut. Col. D. W. Flagler, command- 
ing the Rock Island arsenal, in to the work of completing the 
improvement of the water-power pool at Rock Island, Nl.; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting, in compliance with the act of August 2, 1882, 
reports from Lieut. Col. W. P. Craighill and Capt. Thomas Turtle, 
Corps of Engineers, upon surveys for a ship-canal to connect the Chesa- 
peake and Delaware Bays; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary of 
War, transmitting a report of Capt. George M. Wheeler, Corps of Engi- 
neers, United States Army, on the third international geographical Con- 
gress and exhibition at Venice, Italy, to which he was appointed a 


commissioner. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter of the Secretary of War 
will be printed, and as the recommendation of the Secretary is for print- 
ing in a particular form, the Chair will, with the leave of the Senate, 
refer the letter, with the accompanying documents, to the Committee 
on Printing for recommendation as to the method of printing, if there 
be no objection. The Chair hears no objection, and that reference will 
be made. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. PLUMB presented a petition of ex-soldiers of the Union Army 
resident in Kansas, praying for the establishment of a soldiers’ home 
in that State; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Kansas of African descent, 
in favor of such legislation as will protect citizens against the abuse of 
power, and praying for such an amendment to the Constitution as will 
give Congress unlimited power to protect the lives and rights of citi- 
zens in the States and Territories; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I present a memorial of the Board of Trade of 
Philadelphia in relation to the banking question, which I should like 
to have read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the reading? 
The Chair hears none. The memorial will be read. 

The memorial was read, and referred to the Committee on Finance, 
as follows: ~ 

OFFICE OF THE PHILADELPHIA BOARD OF TRADE, 
MERCANTILE LIBBARY BUILDING, TENTH STREET, ABOVE CHESTNUT, 
Philadelphia, December 10, 1883. 
To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled : 


The following memorial re: fully-showeth that: 

Ata meeting of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, on November 19, 1883, the 
methods to be adopted for the retention of our currency and its increase as the 
wants of the nation may require being under consideration, the following state- 
ments were submitted by a committee previously appointed to consider this sub- 
ject. The views of the committee, having been ros habia are now respectfully 
forwarded to your honorable bodies as the sense of this board, 

The committee on currency and banking, to whom was referred the resolu- 
tion directing them to report such amendments to the national-bank act as in, 
their judgment should be made to prevent further withdrawals of currency, and’ 
to provide for additional issues as the demands of the nation may require, re- 
spectfully report— 

That r carefully considering the subject, and obtaining the views of the 
financial and business men of our city, we find a general desire to in the 
present national banking system, and to oppose any change which does not 
ere for the security of the circulation on a basis of Government bonds. 

hat we believe would be most acceptable to the public would be the issue 
of United States bonds having twenty years to run. and bearing interest of not 
less than 2 per cent, per annum as a basis of circulation, and the repeal of the 
law taxing national-bank notes 1 per cent. 

The committee are further of the opinion that the national-bank notes issued 
by the Government should be equal in amount to the par value of the bonds 


deposited, 

They also find that the banks of our city are indifferent concerning the reten- 
tion of their circulation, believing it to be of much more importarice to the 
public than to themselves. 

All of which is respectfully submitted. 


Geo. L. Buzsy, Secretary. 


Mr, SEWELL presented a resolution adopted at a meeting of the 
Veteran Zouaves, of Elizabeth, N. J., in favor of conferring the rank 
of General upon Philip H. Sheridanand the rank of Lieutenant-General 
upon. Winfield Scott Hancock; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. - 3 

Mr. JONAS presented the petition of Edward M. Walker, adminis- 
trator of the estate of Marcus Walker, deceased, late of La., 
praying for the reference to the Court of Claims of a claim for cotton 
taken and sold by the Government during the late war; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SAWYER presented the petition of H. A. Tenney and Morgan 
L. Martin, of Wisconsin, late paymasters in the United States volun- 
teer army of the rebellion, praying for additional compensation for 
services rendered while in the Army; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. INGALLS. I present a petition from Kit Carson Post, No. 20, 
Grand Army of the Republic, in Kansas, praying for the of an 
act equalizing bounties; also for the removal of certain limitations in 
the arrears-of-pension act; for the passage of a law pensioning ex-pris- 
oners of war; also to allow payment to officers of the Army for certain 
services rendered; to enforce section 1754 of the Revised Statutes; to 
prevent the reduction of internal-revenue receipts; and for the enact- 
ment of a law granting to all soldiers and sailors of the late rebellion 
who served ninety days a warrant for 160 acres of public land. I moye 
that the petition be referred tothe Committee on Military Affairs, 
~The motion was agreed to. 


JOHN WELSH, President. 
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Mr. INGALLS presented a petition of citizens of Kansas, praying for 
additional legislation to protect them in the enjoymentof their civil 
and political rights; which was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Mr. HARRIS presented a petition of letter-carriers of Memphis, 
Tenn., praying to be allowed a leave of absence of thirty days, with 
pay, in each year; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. SLATER presented the petition of William Allen, an ex-soldier 
of the Mexican war, praying for a pénsion; and the petition of A. B. 
Hunter and 40 others, citizens of Johnson County, Indiana, praying 
that a pension be granted to William Allen; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. McMILLAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 574) appropriating money for the purchase of a 
site and the erection of a suitable building for the United States courts, 
post-office, and other Government offices in the city of Winona, State of 
Minnesota; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. McMILLAN. A similar bill passed the other House, but failed 

. to pass the Senate at the last session. I move that it be referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. McMILLAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 575) for the erection of a public building at 
Dulnth, Minn.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. FRYE asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 576) granting a pension to Neva C. Lane, adopted 
daughter of Warren L. Lothrop, late colonel in the United States 
Army; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 

pers, referred to the Commitee on Pensions. 

Mr. GROOME (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. 577) for the relief of the heirs of the 
late Langley B. Culley; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 578) for the relief of Dennis W. Mullan; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval 


Affairs. 

Mr. INGALLS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 579) to provide for determining the existence and re- 
moval of inability of the President to di the powers and duties 
of his office; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S..580) to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy 
throughout the United States; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 581) to define the routes of steam-railroads in the city 
of Washington, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 582) for the relief of W. H. Powell; which wasread twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 583) for the relief of William H. Morgan; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 


He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 584) for the relief of S. D. Houston; which wasread twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 585) granting a pension to John B. Tibbetts; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 586) granting an increase of pension to Samuel S. Hite; 
e's was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 587) granting a pension to Phineas Gano; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. , 

Mr. JONAS (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. 588) for the relief of the estate of Lucien 
Goyaux; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. GARLAND asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 589) to carry out provisions of joint resolution for 
payment of Fourth Arkansas Mounted Infantry Volunteers, approved 
March 18, 1870; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 590) amending clause 2 of section 2426 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, in reference to persons in the naval serv- 


ice of the United States entitled to bounty land-warrants; which was 
read twice by its title. 

Mr. GARLAND. Iask that the bill be referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. A similar bill at the last session was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and that committee reported it back and 
asked to be excused from its further consideration and that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary if there be no objection. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. GARLAND asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 591) for the relief of the estate of Chester Ashley; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 


He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 592) for the relief of William Porter; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, asked by unanimous co 
obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. 593) for the relief of Richard John- 
son; which was read twice by its title, and, together with the paperson 
file in the case, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SHERMAN (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. 594) for the encouragement of closer 
commercial relationship and in the interest of and the perpetuation of 
peace between the United States and the Republics of Mexico, Central 
and South America, and the Empire of Brazil; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. COLQUITT asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 595) to repay the State of Georgia $27,175.50, money 
advanced by said State for the defense of her frontiers against the Indi- 
ans from 1795 to 1818, and not heretofore repaid; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. JACKSON asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 596) for the relief of the book agents of the Meth- 
odist Episcopal Church South; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims, 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 597) for the relief of the estate of A. H. Buchanan, de- 
ceased, late of Nashville, Tenn. ; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. r 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
ducea bill (S. 598) for the payment of certain awards in favor of parties 
therein named; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also asked by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 599) for the relief of Duncan Marr; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MAXEY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 600) to refund internal-revenue tax illegally col- 
lected; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

Mr. BROWN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 601) to provide for hearing and determining the 
claims of the State of Georgia for captured and abandoned property of 
said State seized by the United States; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PLATT asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 602) granting a pension to Sarah Lupkin Merchant; 
voa was read twice by its title, and referred tothe Committee on 

ensions. 

Mr. VOORHEES asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 603) for the relief of William McGarrahan; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims. j 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 604) for the relief of the heirs of George McDougall, 
deceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam requested by a reputable attorney of this 
city to introduce a bill, and I ask unanimous consent to introduce it, 
by request. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to introduce a bill (S. 605) 
granting a pension to Capt. Sanderson H. Rodgers; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MANDERSON asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 606) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Missouri River at a point to be selected between the north 
and the south line of the county of Douglas, in the State of Nebraska, 
and also to construct accessory works to secure the best practicable 
channel-way for navigation and confine the flow of the water to a per- 
manent channel at such point; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. of New York (by request), asked and, by unanimous 
consent, obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. 607) for the relief of Will- 
iam H. Young; which was read twice py its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
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leave to introduce a bill (S. 608) for the relief of J. S. Underhill; which 


was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PLUMB asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 609) to provide for the appointment of commissioners 
to ascertain and report losses sustained by citizens of the United States 
by reason of Indian depredations; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 610) to provide for the allotment of lands in severalty to 
the United Peorias and Miamies of the Indian Territory, and for other 
purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 611) for the relief of Dr. Lewallen and Anthony G. Davis; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 612) for the relief of Dr. Lewallen; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 613) for the relief of John S. Friend; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also asked by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 614) authorizing the issue of artificial eyes to soldiers, 
seamen, and others; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 


duce a bill (S. 615) granting arrearsof pension to Wellington V. Heus- 
ted; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 


Mr. HAWLEY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 616) to establish a standard of time in the District of 
Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 617) for the relief of Maj. James Belger; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 618) to regulate appointments and promotions in the staff 
of the Marine Corps; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. LAPHAM asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 619) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
make final adjustment of claims of certain foreign steamship companies 
arising from the illegal exaction of tonnage duties; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to introduce 
a bill (S. 620) for the relief of John Spicer; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SLATER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 621) for the relief of William L. White; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 622) for the relief of sufferers by the wreck of the Gov- 
ernment transport-bark Torrent; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. SLATER. Task that the bill be referred to the Committee on 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will suggest to the Sena- 
tor from Oregon, if he will pardon him, that this appears to be a bill 
for relief on account of some maritime disaster. 

Mr. SLATER. But it proposes to relieve soldiers who were having 
their private property transported. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DOLPH asked and, by unanimons consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 623) for the relief of purchasers and locators of 
swamp and overflowed lands in Oregon, and to indemnify said State 
for swamp and overflowed lands disposed of therein by the United 
States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, asked and, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. 624) to establish depositories and 
provide for the distribution of public documents; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred tothe Committee on Printing. 

Mr. MORGAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a joint resolution (S. R. 26) granting permission to Ensign 
L. K. Reynolds, United States Navy, to accept the decoration of the 
Royal and Imperial Order of Francis Joseph from the Government of 
Austria; which was read twice by its title, and, together with the papers 
on file in the case, referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

ISRAEL DODGE’S LAND CLAIM. 

Mr. PLUMB submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 

ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Whereas in the confirmation of the claim of Israel Dodge, or his I 


repre- 
sentatives, for 6,002.50 acres by the act of June 21, 1860, it was provided j 


the sec- 


ond section that the location of the certificate to be issued in satisfaction of said 
confirmed claim “may be located upon any of the public lands of the United 
States subject to sale at private entry at a price not exceeding $1.25 per acre ;"" 


and 
of December, a Er pee of location was issued 


Whereas on the 22d da £ 
by the Commissioner of the General Land ionof said claim, 


jo megs zoanng the act of Congress approved June 2,1858, as the authority 
ori ue; an 

Whereas the act of Congress approved June 15, 1880, autho: the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office to correct this error of recital, by the issue of 
new certificates, provided that the new certificates should be “subject to all the 
provisions of the said act of June 21, 1860;” and 

Whereas the Acting Commissioner of the General Land Office on April 14, 1881, 
did issue new certificates locatable on unoffered lands and of more than ten times 


Be it resolved, That the Co ed to in- 
verano the issue of the said unauthorized certificates, with full authority to 
send for persons and papers; and the Secretary of the Interior, pending this in- 
vestigation, is requested to suspend the issue of patents on the said certificates 
where located on unoffered lands,and to report to the Senate the facts in the 
matter as shown by his records and files, and whether have been taken 
dig hg secure the limitation of said certificates to to private en- 

only. 
THE SINKING FUND. 

Mr. BECK. I offer the following resolution, and ask for its present 
consideration: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and heis , directed to 
inform the Senate as soon as practicable the amount of the public debt of the 
United States after the sums provided for in the act of February 25, 1862, were 
obtained under its provisions, and how much said public debt has now been re- 
duced pepu ha amount required to be appliedas a sinking fund by the pro- 
visions of sections 3694 and of the Re Statates, and to further inform 
the Senate what sums will hereafter be required annually until the maturity of 
the 4 per cent. bonds in 1907, in order to comply with the provisions of said sec- 
tion as now construed by his Department; stating how the amounts so required 
can be applied to the sinking fund prior to 1907, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. INGALLS in the chair). Is there 
objection to the present consideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. MORGAN. I think I discover in the resolution the opening of 
a very important subject, one on which I confess I am not as well in- 
formed as I should like to be, and, unless it will disoblige the Senator 
from Kentucky, I should prefer that the resolution go over until to- 
morrow. I want to hear the Senator explain it if I can get him to do so. 

Mr. BECK. Iam prepared to explain it now. I can, however, do 
so better to-morrow morning, when it has been printed and Senators 
have examined it. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then let it go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. BECK. Iagree that it is a very important resolution. I ex- 
pect to show that we are now being required to collect from the people 
very large sums of money that can not be paid out on the public debt 
under the existing distribution of the bonds of the United States. The 
Secretary of the Treasury tells us that we must place in his hands 
$50,000,000 a year to be applied to the sinking fund, when he and for- 
mer Secretaries—Secretary Richardson, Secretary Morrill, and Secre- 
tary Sherman—have all assured us that we have already supplied means 
largely in excess of the requirements of the sinking fund in the pay- 
ments already made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will remind the Senator 
that if the present consideration of the resolution is objected to debate 
is not in order. 

Mr. BECK. I beg pardon; I only want to say one other word. We 
have since 1865 reduced the public debt over $1,200,000,000, when the 
sinking fund has not required over $600,000,000, or, at the utmost, 
$700,000,000, by any possible construction of it. I ask that the res- 
olution be printed and lie on the table, and to-morrow morning I will 
explain it to the satisfaction of Senators. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will lie on the table 
and be printed, under the rule. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Before that is done I wish the indulgence of the 
Senate for a moment to make a reply to a remark which has been made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the Senator from 
Ohio proceeding upon this resolution? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is not the slightest objection in any quar- 
ter to having the Senator from Kentucky fully informed upon the sub- 
jects-matter of this resolution; but I beg leave to inform him that in 
every report made by the Treasury Department for several years there 
is a full and detailed statement of the sinking fund. He is perfectly 
correct in stating that for some years prior to 1873 the amount paid on 
the sinking fund was much larger than the amount required by law: 
but all that is shown by tables, giving the fullest details, attached 
every yeartothereportof theSecretary of the Treasury. Iwish simply 
to say, therefore, that this information is not necessary to be called for, 
because it is communicated in the regular annual report of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury. 

Mr. BECK. If the Senator will allow me I will state that I have 


the figures in full up to the report made by himself when he was Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, in 1878. Since then I might perhaps pick them 
out in a number of reports. But the valuable information I desire is 
to ascertain how the sinking fund, which the Secretary of the Treasury 
now tells us must be kept up to $50,000,000 annually, is to be applied, 
when all the bonds that we can pay up to 1891 will be exhausted at 
the, present rate of taxation in three and a half years. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to having the information 
communicated to the Senate. ' 

Mr. BECK. Iam satisfied that the sinking fund is now being used 
to keep up taxation without cause. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will lie over under the 
rule, and it will be printed. 

GEORGE A. CLARKE AND W. H. H. ST. JOHN. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, submitted the following resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contin- 
gent Expenses of the Senate: 


di 

Senate to K Š , late mes- 

senger in charge of the room of the Official Reporter of the Senate, the sum of 
, being an amount 

to the widow of W. H. 

sum of $600, being an amount 

skid; the above sums to be consi 


other allowances, 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the en- 
rolled joint resolution (H. Res. 1) extending the time fixed for the joint 
commission appointed to consider the number and salaries of officers and 
employés of the two Houses to submit their report; and it was there- 
upon signed by the President pro tempore. 

THE NATIONAL DEBT. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. INGALLS in the chair). W there 
be no further ‘‘ concurrent or other resolutions ”’ the morning business 
is completed, and the Secretary will report the resolutions lying on the 
table from a previous day. The resolution offered by the Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] will be read. 

The resolution submitted by Mr. VoorHEES, December 10, was read, 
as follows: 

i ablic 
a IE Pelle oa ese 
= ard igs ge interest-bearing national debt of this Government for the 


nal banking, or on any other account, meets with the disapprobation of 
this body,and should be viewed with alarm by the tax-payers of the United 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senate agree to the resolu- 
tion? : 

Mr. GARLAND. The Senator from Indiana has been called tempo- 
rarily out of the Chamber, and I ask that the resolution be passed over 
informally. 

The PRESIDIN G OFFICER. That order will be made, if there be 
no objection, and the next resolution on the Calendar will be reported. 
CLERKS FOR SENATORS. 

A The resolution submitted by Mr. BUTLER, December 10, -was read, as 
follows: 

That each Senator, except the chairmen of standing or select com- 
mittees of the Senate, shall be entitled toa clerk or secretary at a salary of 
$1,000 annually, the same to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senate agree to the resolu- 
tion? 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senate is not ready to consider the resolution, 
would it be in order to allow it to lie over? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution may lie on the table 
at the pleasure of the Senate or it may be referred to a committee. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask that it lie on the table, to be called up by me 
hereafter. 3 

The resolution was ordered to lie on the table. 

REVISION OF THE RULES. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Calendar of General Orders is 
now completed. What is the further pleasure of the Senate? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not see the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] 
here, but I suggest as he is within call that the Senate proceed to con- 
sider the report of the Committee on Rules. I have no doubt that it 
would be agreeable to him. [Mr. FRYE entered the Chamber.] Ah, 
here he is present. Isuggest that the report of the Committee on Rules 
be now taken up. We have more time to consider the proposed new 
rules now than probably we shall have again during the session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator make a motion? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes; I will make the motion that the report be 
een up, the Senator from Maine now being present to take charge 
of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio moves that 
eu Sai proceed to consider the report submitted by the Committee 
on Rules. 

Mr. GARLAND. I hope the Senator from Ohio will not press that 
motion. There are in the report sixty-seven pages of printed matter, 
double columns at that, and it was just laid on our tables about ten 
minutes ago. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Would there be any objection, as the proposed 
rules are quite long, to their being formally read through so as to save 
us the time that would be occupied in the reading when they are taken 
up for consideration? f, 


Mr. GARLAND. I think that we had better let the matter lie over 
until to-morrow, so that we may compare the proposed rules with the 
existing rules of the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well. 

Mr. GARLAND. The proposition I see here is at once to change 
pretty much the entire features of the book which has been our guide 
for some time. I should like to have achance to read them over before 
they are read by the Secretary. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is of opinion that, the re- 
port having been made on a previous day, it is not subject to a single 
objection, but that it rests with the Senate to determine whether it 
shall consider the matter. i 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will not press it against the desire ofany Senator. 
I merely made the suggestion in the absence of the Senator from Maine 
in order to expedite business. It seems to me that the popon rules 
ought to be acted upon, and I think that they ought to be adopted be- 


all | fore we get into any real important business. Therefore I made the 


ion. I withdraw the motion. 

. GARLAND. The Senator from Maine notified theSenate that he 
would call up this report on Thursday, and it has just been laid on our 
tables. I have no objection to taking it up to-morrow. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Suppose we take it up to-morrow, to save time. 

Mr. FRYE. Then, if allowed, I will give notice that I shall call up 
the report to-morrow. I proposed Thursday because I did not know 
certainly that it would be placed on Senators’ desks to-day. It is here 
now, and, with the permission of the Chair, I should like to call the 
attention of Senators to it for one moment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senate will notice that on the left hand of each 
page there is printed the original rule; in the next column there are 
printed the amended forms proposed from time to time by Senators in 
the Senate; in the next column is found the present rule; and in the 
last the proposed rule. A very brief report accompanies the rules, and 
on page 39 Senators will find in the nature of a report memoranda to 
the Senate rules, and following the joint rules proposed Senators will 
find memoranda touching the joint rules on page 45, and on page 53 
they will find a brief history of the joint rules of Congress, these mem- 
oranda and this history taking the place to a large extent of any ex- 
tended report. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator from Maine to repeat, if 
he kindly will, the explanation that he just gave of the four columns 
crossing two pages; what is the first, what is the second, what is the 
third, and what is the fourth, in order that.we may all perfectly un- 
derstand it? 

Mr. FRYE. The first is the original rule obtaining in the United 
States Senate in the earlier days. 

Pes EDMUNDS. Thatis, the rules of the very earliest sessions of the 
te? 

Mr. FRYE. Of the very earliest sessions of the Senate. The second 
are propositions that have been made in the Senate from time to time 
for amendments to the rules. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But-not carried into force? 

Mr. FRYE. Not carried into force; not made rules. The third are 
the present rules. 

Mr. HALE. Upon the next page? 

Mr. FRYE. On the next page. The fourth are the proposed rules. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Recommended by the committee? 

Mr. FRYE. Recommended by the committee. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. So that in reading we cross both pages ? 

Mr. FRYE. We cross both pages. . í 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now I understand it. 

Mr. HALE. Let me understand one matter: Does my colleague pros 
pose to take this subject up and consider it in the order of the propo- 
sitions found in the report? 

Mr. FRYE. In the order found in the report, and I gave notice that 
I should call it up to-morrow. I do not regard my presence as any 
matter of importance in the discussion upon the rules, because there 
are Senators on the committee with me who are more familiar with the 
rules than I am; but I shall be necessarily absent to-morrow as a mem- 
ber of a national committee, where important matters are coming upin 
which I feel a deep interest. 

Mr. EDMUNDS (in his seat). Stick to Thursday. 

Mr. FRYE. I will withdraw my notice for to-morrow with the per- 
mission of the Senate, and give the notice for Thursday. 

Mr. GARLAND. That is satisfactory. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. What is the further pleasure of the 
Senate? 

Mr. SHERMAN, I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After one hour and ten minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 2 o’clock and 15 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. ‘ 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


TUESDAY, December 11, 1883. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Joun §. LINDSAY, D. D. ; ‘ 
READING OF THE JOURNAL DISPENSED WITH. 

At this point Mr. Speaker CARLISLE called to the chair Mr. Cox, 
of New York, as Speaker pro tempore. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The first business in order is the read- 
ing of the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings. 

Mr. STORM. I move that the reading of the Journal of yesterday 
be dispensed with. 3 

' The SPEAKER pro tempore submitted the question to the House. 

Mr. KEIFER. I desire to say that the question of dispensing with 
the reading of the Journal can only be done by unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It can only be done by unanimous 
consent. The Chair has heard no objection. It will again submit the 
ange KERA there is objection to dispensing with the reading of 

e Journal. 


Mr. MILLS. There can be no objection to dispensing with the read- ma 


ing of the Journal of yesterday, as it refers to mere formal matters. 

Mr. KEIFER. I only wish to suggest that it ought not to be done 
except by unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is advised that it will take 
two hours to read the Journal, and if there be no objection it will be 
dispensed with, 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

CALL OF STATES. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The order of business is to re- 
sume the call of States and Territories for the introduction of bills 
and joint resolutions for reference, and the call will be resumed where 
it left off yesterday, at the State of Massachusetts. 

Mr. SHELLEY. I ask unanimous consent to offer a resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order of business has 
been called for. 

Mr. SHELLEY. I hope the gentleman calling for the regular order 
will withdraw it, as I wish to offer a resolution. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. I demand the regular order of busi- 
ness, and if there be no other objection I will withdraw it. 

Pane EEE, I will send my resolution up to the Clerk’s desk 
to be ` 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hearsdemand for the regular 
order of business from both sides of the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to introduce a resolution in regard to the 
printing of private bills which have been already introduced. It is 
well known that the Printing Office will be overwhelmed—— [Cries 


of Be cor order !??] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order having been de- 

manded, the call of the States and Territories will be resumed. 
RECIPROCITY TREATY WITH CANADA. 

Mr. MAYBURY introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 32) request- 
ing the President to negotiate with Great Britain for the renewal of the 
Canadian reciprocity treaty of 1854; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be 


printed. 
ALIENS AS ENGINEERS AND PILOTS. 

Mr. MAYBURY also introduced a bill (H. R. 782) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the employment of certain aliens as en- 
gineers and pilots,” approved April 17, 1854; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JESSE H. FARWELL. 

Mr. MAYBURY also introduced a bill (H. R. 783) for the relief of 
Jesse H. Farwell, of Detroit, Mich.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

RICHARD HAWLEY & SONS. 

Mr. MAYBURY also introduced a bill (H. R. 784) for the relief of 
Richard Hawley & Sons; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS WALSH & CO. 


Mr. MAYBURY also introduced a bill (H. R. 785) for the relief of 
Thomas Walsh & Co., of Detroit, Mich., for the repayment of over- 
charges; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Waysand Means, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF WILLIAM A. BURT. 

Mr. MAYBURY also introduced a bill (H. R. 786) for the relief of the 
heirs of William A. Burt, inventor of solar compass adopted and used 
in the service of the United States; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY F. BROWNSON. 
Mr. MAYBURY also introduced a bill (H. R. 787) for the relief of 


Henry F. Brownson, of Detroit, Mich., for restoration to rank in the 
Army; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MARTIN H. M’CHESNEY. 

Mr. MAYBURY alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 788) confirming action of 
the President of the United States in annulling and revoking the order 
dismissing Martin H. McChesney from service in the armies of the United 
States, and honorably discharging said McChesney from said service; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

EDWARD C. GARDINER. 

Mr. HOUSEMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 789) to increase the pen- 
sion of Edward C. Gardiner, of Grand Rapids, Mich., the father of 
Charles F. Gardiner; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. . 

IMPROVEMENT OF GRAND RIVER. 


Mr. HOUSEMAN. I desire tointroducea bill making an appropria- 
tion to continue the improvement of Grand River, in the State of Mich- 


n. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the rule that bill will go into 
the box at the Clerk’s table. 

DANIEL W. PERKINS. 

Mr. HORR introduced a bill (H. R. 790) for the relief of Daniel W. 
Perkins; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SAGINAW AND MOUNT PLEASANT RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. HORR also introduced a bill (H. R. 791) granting the right of 
way to the Saginaw and Mount Pleasant Railroad Company in the State 
of Michigan; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 

Mr. HORR also introduced a bill (H. R. 792) to establish a board of 
commissioners of interstate commerce as a bureau of the Interior De- 
partment; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

CONFIRMATION OF LAND CLAIM, NEW MEXICO. 

Mr. HORR also introduced a bill (H. R. 793) to confirm a certain land 
claim in the Territory of New Mexico; which was read a first and sec- 
cond time, referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

JERRY H. CRAWFORD. 

Mr. LACEY introduced a bill (H. R. 794) granting a pension to Jerry 
H. Crawford; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN C. DILLON. 

Mr. LACEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 795) granting a pension to 
John C. Dillon; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PETER LENNON. 

Mr. LACEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 796) to increase the pen- 
sion of Peter Lennon; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES G. EDWARDS. 

Mr. LACEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 797) granting a pension to 
James G. Edwards; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELI A. HALE. 

Mr. LACEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 798) granting a pension to 
Eli A. Hale; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 4o be printed. 

GEORGE W. STRATTON. 

Mr. LACEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 799) granting a pension to 
George W. Stratton; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JULIA E. REVERE. 

Mr. LACEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 800) granting a pension to 
Julia E. Revere; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

i THOMAS NILES. 

Mr. LACEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 801) granting a pension to 
Thomas Niles; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

EDWARD C. GARDNER. 

Mr. LACEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 802) granting a pension to 
Edward C. Gardner; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELLEN M. THIERS. 
Mr. LACEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 803) granting a pension to 
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Ellen M. Thiers; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
SARAH D. RUSSELL. 

Mr. LACEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 804) granting a pension to 
Sarah D. Russell; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, JACKSON, MICH. 

Mr. LACEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 805) to provide for the con- 
struction of a public building at Jackson, in the State of Michigan, 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

ADELBERT L. NICHOLS, 

Mr. LACEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 806) for the relief of Adel- 
bert L. Nichols; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY A, LEE. 

Mr. LACEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 807) for the relief of Mary 
A. Lee; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PATRICK CASEY. 

Mr. LACEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 808) for the relief of Patrick 
Casey; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

OLIVER, H. GREENFIELD. 

Mr. LACEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 809) for the relief of Oliver 
H. Greenfield; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


HOWELL H. TRASK. 
Mr. LACEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 810) for the relief of Howell 


H. Trask; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
SECTION 3829, REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. LACEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 811) to amend section 3829 
of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be 
printed. 

POSTAL SAVINGS DEPOSITORY. 

Mr. LACEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 812) to establish a postal 
savings depository as a branch of the Post-Office Department; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

i GEORGE GOULD. 

Mr. BREITUNG (by Mr. Lacry) introduced a bill (H. R. 813) grant- 
ing a pension to George Gould; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed, 


INSPECTORS OF HULLS AND BOILERS. 

Mr. BREITUNG also (by Mr. Lacey) introduced a bill (H. R. 814) 
amending section 4414 of the Revised Statutes, fixing the compensation 
of the inspectors of hulls and boilers in the several districts of the United 
States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS CHAMBERS. 

Mr. BREITUNG also (by Mr. LACEY) introduced a bill (H. R. 815 
for the relief of Thomas bers of Mackinac, Mich. ; which was rea 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

RELIEF OF CERTAIN OFFICERS. ~ 

Mr. ELDREDGE introduced a bill (H. R. 816) for the relief of cer- 
tain officers of the late war; which was read a first and second time, 
referted to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

J. L. DIVINE. 

Mr. ELDREDGE also introduced a bill (H. R. 817) granting a pen- 
sion to J. L. Divine; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. LANE. 

Mr. ELDREDGE also introduced a bill (H. R. 818) granting a pen- 
sion to George W. Lane; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MERRITT LEWIS. 

Mr. WINANS, of Michigan, introduced & bill (H. R. 819) granting 
an increase of pension to Merritt Lewis; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JOHN BARLOW. 

Mr. WINANS, of Michigan, also introduced a bill (EL R. 820) grant- 
ded ponton to John Barlow; which was read a first and second time, re- 
fi to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
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MARTHA SEWELL. 

Mr. WINANS, of Michigan, also introduced a bill (H. R. 821) grant- 
ing a pension to Martha Sewell; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. : 

LEWIS 8. JONES. 

Mr. CUTCHEON introduced a bill (H. R. 822) for the relief of Lewis 
S. Jones, of Manistee County, Michigan; which was read a first and 
second timé, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 

HARBOR OF REFUGE, LAKE MICHIGAN. 

Mr. CUTCHEON also introduced a bill (H. R. 823) for the better pro- 
tection of life and property on Lake Michigan by the construction of a 
harbor of refuge; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

LANDS RESTORED TO MARKET, 

Mr. CUTCHEON also introduced a bill (H, R. 824) to restore to market 
and sale certain lands within the State of Michigan; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM J. BARKER, 

Mr. CUTCHEON also introduced a bill (H. R. 825) granting a pen- 
sion to William J. Barker; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HOMESTEAD AND PRE-EMPTION ENTRIES. 

Mr. CUTCHEON also introduced a bill (H. R. 826) to amend an ` 
act entitled ‘‘ An act to provide additional regulations for homestead 
and pre-emption entries of public lands,” approved March 3, 1879; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

CALVIN H. FRENCH. 

Mr. CUTCHEON also introduced a bill (H. R. 827) granting a pen- 
sion to Calvin H. French; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DUTY ON SALT. 

Mr. YAPLE introduced a bill (H. R. 828) to abolish the duty on 
salt; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE H. MURDOCH. 

Mr. YAPLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 829) for the relief of George 
H. Murdoch; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SETTLERS ON RAILROAD LANDS. : 

Mr. STRAIT introduced a bill (H. R. 830) for the relief of settlers on 
railroad lands; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

` PRICE OF RAILROAD LANDS. 

Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 831) to reduce the price of 
public lands within railroad limits; which was read a first and second 
re gaa to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PINE TIMBER LANDS. 

Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 832) relating to the public 
lands and to provide for the classification and disposition of the pine-tim- 
ber lands belonging to the public domain; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. i 

HOMESTEAD SETTLERS. 

Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 833) to amend an act enti- 
tled ‘‘ An act to grant additional rights to homestead settlers on public 
lands in railroad limits,” approved March 3, 1879; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. , 

SWAMP LANDS IN MINNESOTA. 

Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 834), for the relief of cer- 
tain settlers on swamp lands in Minnesota; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

COLLINS D. WHITE. 

Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 835) to place Collins D. 
White on the retired-list of the Navy; which was read a firstand second 
soe, migre to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 
P 


JOHN C. FENSCKE. 

Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 836) granting a pension to. 
John C. Fenscke; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

REUBEN J. CHEWNING. 2 

Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 837) granting a pension to 
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Reuben J. Chewning; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
MRS. LYDIA P. HUGGINS. 

Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 838) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Lydia P. Huggins; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PRE-EMPTION AND HOMESTEAD LAWS, ETC. 
Mr. WASHBURN introduced a bill (H. R. 839) to repeal laws allow- 
ing pre-emption of public lands, and to amend homestead and timber- 
ture land laws; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 
ALSTORPHEUS WERINGER. 

Mr. WASHBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. 840) for the relief of 
Alstorpheus Weringer; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES D. WOOD. 

Mr. WASHBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. 841) for the relief of 
James D. Wood; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CLAIMS FOR INDIAN SUPPLIES. 

Mr. WASHBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. 842) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Interior to ascertain the amounts due to citizens of the 
United States for supplies furnished to the Sioux or Dakota Indians of 
Minnesota subsequent to A 1860, and prior to the massacre of 
August, 1862, and providing for the payment thereof; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE STORRS. 

Mr. WASHBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. 843) for the relief of 
George Storrs; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM THOMAS. 

Mr. WAKEFIELD introduced a bill (H. R. 844) granting a pension 
to William Thomas; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JEROME DANE. 

Mr. WAKEFIELD also introduced a bill (H. R. 845) granting addi- 
tional pension to Jerome Dane; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 


printed. 
RED LAKE INDIAN RESERVATION. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (H. R. 846) relating to the Red Lake 
Indian reservation, in the State of Minnesota; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

FRANCIS B. VON HAESEN. 

Mr. NELSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 847) for the relief of 
Francis B. Von Haesen; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be 


printed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING IN DULUTH, MINN. 

Mr. NELSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 848) to provide for the 
erection of a public building in the city of Duluth, State of Minne- 
sota; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC PRINTING AND BINDING. 

Mr. SINGLETON introduced a bill (H. R. 849) to reduce the ex- 
pense of the public printing and binding, and for other purposes; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Printing, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. SINGLETON also introduced a bill (H. R. 850) granting pensions 
to certain soldiers and sailors of the Mexican, Florida, and Black Hawk 
wars, and certain widows of deceased soldiers and sailors of the same; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF MARY JANE VEAZIE. 

Mr. SINGLETON also introduced a bill (H. R. 851) for the relief of 
the heirs of Mary Jane Veazie; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES ROBINSON. 

Mr. SINGLETON also introduced a bill (H. R. 852) for the relief of 
James Robinson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

` JULIA A. THOMAS. 

Mr. SINGLETON also introduced a bill (H. R. 853) for the relief of 
Julia A. Thomas, administratrix of the estate of J. S. O. G. Greer, de- 
ceased; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
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HARBOR OF GREENVILLE, MISS. , 
Mr. JEFFORDS introduced a bill (H. R. 854) to improve and pre- 


serve the harbor of Greenville, Miss.; which was read a first and sec- 
ond a referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
prin 
HARBOR OF VICKSBURG, MISS. 
_ Mr. JEFFORDS also introduced a bill (H. R. 855) to preserve and 
improve the harbor at Vicksburg, in the State of Mississippi; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING, VICKSBURG, MISS. 

Mr. JEFFORDS also introduced a bill (H. R. 856) to provide a build- 
ing for the use of the United States courts, post-office, custom office, and 
internal-revenue office at Vicksburg, Miss.; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildingsand Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ALFRED SMITH. 

Mr. JEFFORDS also introduced a bill (H. R. 857) for the relief of 
Alfred Smith: which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JACKSON BRISCOE. 

Mr. JEFFORDS also introduced a bill (H. R. 858) for the relief of 
Jackson Briscoe; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

NORAH WALSH. 

Mr. JEFFORDS also introduced a bill (H. R. 859) for the relief of 
Norah Walsh; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ALFRED HOUSTON. 

Mr. JEFFORDS also introduced a bill (H. R. 860) for the relief of 
Alfred Houston; which was read a firstand second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JANE E. SIMES. 

Mr. JEFFORDS also introduced a bill (H. R. 861) for the relief of 
Jane E. Simes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SIDNEY BALLARD. 

Mr. JEFFORDS also introduced a bill (H. R. 862) for the relief of 
Sidney Ballard; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SARAH A. THOMAS. 

Mr. JEFFORDS also introduced a bill (H. R. 863) for the relief of 
Sarah A. Thomas; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH A. BRILEY. 

Mr. JEFFORDS also introduced a bill (H. R. 864) for the relief of 
Joseph A. Briley; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CORNELIUS PHETZING. 

Mr. JEFFORDS also introduced a bill (H. R. 865) for the relief of 
Cornelius Phetzing; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF HORATIO N, SPENCER. 

Mr. BARKSDALE introduced a bill (H. R. 866) for the relief of 
the heirs of Horatio N. Spencer, deceased; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. BARKSDALE also introduced a bill (H. R. 867) for the relief 
of the heirs of Horatio N. Spencer; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE í 

Mr. MULDROW introduced a bill (H. R. 868) to enlarge the pow 
and duties of the Department of Agriculture; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Agriculture, and ordered 
to be printed. 

GOVERNMENT OF ALASKA. 

Mr. MULDROW also introduced å bill (H. R. 869) to provide civil 
government for Alaska, and for other purposes; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Territories, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT ABERDEEN, MISS. 

Mr. MULDROW also introduced a bill (H. R. 870) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at Aberdeen, Miss., for use as a post-office, 
United States court, and for United States internal-revenue officials, and 
for other Government purposes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

ENLARGEMENT OF POWERS OF THE DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE. 

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (H. R. 871) to enlarge the powers and 
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duties of the Department of Agriculture; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Agriculture, and ordered to 
be printed. 
RATES OF POSTAGE ON SECOND-CLASS MAIL MATTER. 
Mr. MONEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 872) regulating the rates of 
e on second-class mail matter; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and 
ordered to be printed. 
MINT AT SAINT LOUIS, MO. 

Mr. BROADHEAD introduceda bill (H. R. 873) to establish a mint of 
the United States at Saint Louis, Mo.; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures, and ordered to be printéd. 

AUGUSTINE E. GANS. 

Mr. BROADHEAD also introduced a bill (H. R. 874) for the relief of 
Augustine E. Gans; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

P. T. BRADBURY. 

Mr. BROADHEADalso introduced a bill (H. R. 875) granting a pen- 
sion to P. T. Bradbury, of Saint Louis, Mo. ; which was read a first and 
second time; referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 


BUREAU OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY. 


Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. 876) for the es- 
tablishment of a bureau of animal industry, to prevent the exportation 
of diseased cattle and the spread of infectious and contagious diseases 
among domestic animals; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture, and ordered to be printed. 

MISSOURI JUDICIAL DISTRICTS. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 877) toamend 
the act dividing the State of Missouri into two judicial districts, and to 
divide the eastern and western districts thereof into divisions, and to 
prescribe the time and place for holding courts therein, and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


IMPORTATION OF SALT FREE OF DUTY. 


Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 878) to pro- | ® 
vide for the importation of salt free of duty; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered 

to be printed. 
- REPEAL OF DUTY ON LEAF-TOBACCO. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 879) to re- 
peal so much of the sixth clause of section 3244 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States as prohibits farmers and planters from selling leaf- 
tobacco at retail directly to the consumers without the payment of the 
special tax, and to allow farmers and planters to sell leaf-tobacco of 
their own production to other persons than manufacturers of tobacco 
without special tax; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I consent that that bill shall be referred 
for the present tothe Committee on Ways and Means, but I give notice 
that at the proper time I will move to take it up and refer itto the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let the title be again read, so we may understand 
what the controversy is about. 

The title of the bill was again read. 

Mr. Hatcu, of Missouri, rose. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is not in order. The bill has 
been referred. 

BRIDGE AT HANNIBAL, MO. 


Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 880) authoriz- 
ing the construction of a bridge over the Mississippi River, at Hannibal, 
Mo., at or near Glasscock Island; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

POSTAGE ON PLEADINGS, ETC. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 881) to amend 
section 3877 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


JOSEPH SNYDER. 
Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 882) for the 
relief of Joseph Snyder; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


CATHOLIC CHURCH AT MACON, MO. 

Mr, HATCH, of Missouri, yr Goargc seme R. 883) 
an appropriation to reimburse the Catholic church at Macon, Mo., for the 
use and occupation of their church building by United tates cater 
during the late civil war; which was read a first and second time, 
to the Committee on War Claims, eae per 10 To PORA 
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JOHN T. PENNINGTON. 
Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 884) granting 
a pension to John T. Pennington; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 
EMELINE HOWREN. 
Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 885) granting 
a pension to Emeline Howren; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 
THOMAS MURPHY. 


Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 886) for the , 


relief of Thomas Murphy; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JONATHAN CRAMMER. > 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 887) for the 
relief of Jonathan Crammer; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN SLAGER. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 888) to re- 
store to the pension-roll the name of John Slager; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

CHRISTIANA W. MURRAY, 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri,,also introduced a bill (H. R. 889) granting 
a pension to Christiana W. Murray; which was read a first and second 
Sioe gpa to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JAMES W. KISLING. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 890) grant- 
ing a pension to James W. Kisling; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 
ROBERT J. EBBERMAN. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 891) grant- 

ing ® pension to Robert J. Ebberman, of Macon, Mo.; which was read 

and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 
GEORGE HARMAN. 


Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 892) grant- 
ing a pension to George Harman; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

BRANCH MINT OF THE UNITED STATES, SAINT LOUIS, MO. 

Mr, O'NEILL, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R.-893) to estab- 
lish a branch mint of the United States at Saint Louis, Mo.; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures, and ordered to be printed. 

BUREAU OF LABOR STATISTICS. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 894) to es- 
tablish a bureau of labor statistics; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Education and Labor, and ordered 
to be printed. 

DROP-LETTER POSTAGE. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 895) reduc- 
ing the postage on city or drop-letters to one cent; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES P. CHOUTEAU. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 896) for the 
relief of Charles P. Chouteau; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

POSTAL SAVINGS DEPOSITORY. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, also introduced a bill.(H. R. 897) to es- 
tablish a postal savings depository as a branch of the Post-Office De- 
partment; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

BOUNTY TO CERTAIN NON-COMMISSIONED OFFICERS, ETC. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 898) granting 
bounty to non-commissioned officers, musicians, and privates of the 
Second Regiment Artillery, Missouri Volunteers; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ADULTERATION OF FOOD AND DRUGS. 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, Sup tnteortnced a UL (HS R. 899) to pre- 
vent the adulteration of food and drugs; which was read a first and sec- 
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JOSEPH KINNEY. 

Mr. COSGROVE introduced a bill (H. R. 900) for the relief of Joseph 
Kinney, administrator of David Ballentine, of Missouri; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

COOPER COUNTY, MISSOURI. 

Mr. COSGROVE also introduced a bill (H. R. 901) to reimburse the 
county of Cooper, in the State of Missouri; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

EIGHTH MISSOURI STATE CAVALRY. 

Mr. FYAN introduced a bill (H. R. 902) for the relief of the soldiers of 
various companies of the Eighth Cavalry, Missouri State Militia; which 
was reada first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

X ALVIN A. AYERS. 

Mr. FYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 903) for the relief of Alvin A. 
Ayers, Company A, First Arkansas Volunteer Cavalry; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

J. J. GIDEON. 


Mr. FYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 904) for the relief of J. J. 
Gideon; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

DUTY ON BARBED IRON WIRE. 

Mr. BURNES introduced a bill (H. R. 905) to admit the importation 
of barbed iron wire free of duty; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and orderéd to be 
printed. 

REPEAL OF DUTY ON SALT. 

Mr. BURNES also introduced a bill (H.-R. 906) to admit the impor- 
tation of salt free of duty; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


REPEAL OF DUTY ON SUGAR. 

Mr. BURNES also introduced a bill (H. R. 907) to admit the impor- 
tation of all grades of sugar free of duty; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered 
to be printed. j 

SWAMP LANDS FOR SCHOOL PURPOSES. 

Mr. BURNES also introduced a bill (H. R. 908) granting certain 
swamp landsin Platt County, Missouri, for school purposes; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

LANDS DESTROYED BY NAVIGABLE RIVERS. 

Mr. BURNES also introduced a bill (H. R. 909) for the relief of own- 
ers whose lands have been destroyed by any navigable rivers; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

DABNEY PERKINS. 

Mr. BURNES also introduced a bill (H. R. 910) for the relief of Dab- 
ney Perkins; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SAINT JOSEPH COMMERCIAL COLLEGE. 
Mr. BURNES also introduced a bill (H. R. 911) for the relief of the 


Saint Joseph Commercial College; which was read a firstand second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


CHARLES A. PERRY & CO. 


- Mr. BURNES also introduced a bill (H. R. 912) to authorize the Court 
of Claims to hear and determine the claim of Charles A. Perry & Co.; 
which was read a first and second time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Cox, of New York). Is this a war 
claim? 
e BURNES. No,sir. The bill goes properly to the Judiciary Com- 

ttee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman please to state the 
nature of the claim? 

Mr. BURNES. It isa claim against the Government growing out of 
affairs in Salt Lake some twenty-five years ago. It has been pending 
in this House, and was reported upon by the Judiciary Committee ina 


former Congress, 
The SPEAKER pro tem . It is evidently a claim, and the bill 
should properly go to the ittee on Claims, 


Mr. BURNES. Very well. 
The bill was referred tothe Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 


FRANCIS A. ROBERTSON. 
Mr. GRAVES (by Mr. Burnes) introduced a bill (H. R. 913) for the 
relief of Francis A. Robertson; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
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Q. N. PHELPS. 

Mr. BURNES also introduced a bill (H. R. 914) granting a pension 
to Q. N. Phelps; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM REYNOLDS. 

Mr. BURNES also introduced a bill (H. R. 915) to grant a pensiofi 
to William Reynolds, latea private Company O, Fifth Cavalry, Missouri 
Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. BLAKE. 

Mr. ALEXANDER introduced a bill (H. R. 916) granting a pension 
to William H. Blake; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ABRAHAM H. BURKHOLDER. 

Mr. ALEXANDER also introduced a bill (H. R. 917) granting a 
pension to Abraham H. Burkholder; which was read a first and second 
cas enii to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
prin 

CADETS, ETC., AT ANNAPOLIS. 

Mr. BUCKNER introduced a bill (H. R. 918) for the relief of cadets 
and cadet-engineers who were in the naval service at Annapolis onthe 
5th day of August, 1882; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF RULES. 

Mr. BUCKNER also submitted a resolution to amend Rule XXIV, 
so as to fix certain days for the consideration of the House Calendar; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Rules. 

EDWARD 8. ARMSTRONG. 

Mr. BUCKNER also introduced a bill (H. R. 919) for the relief of 
Edward S. Armstrong; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

EUGENE V. LAYCRAFT. 

Mr. BUCKNER also introduced a bill (H. R. 920) for the relief of 
Eugene V. Laycraft; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HENDERSON ©. LEACH. 

Mr. BUCKNER also introduced a bill (H. R. 921) for the relief of 
Henderson C. Leach; which-was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

LAND OFFICES IN MISSOURI. 

Mr. BUCKNER also introduced a bill (H. R. 922) authorizing the’ 
archives of the several land offices in the State of Missouri to be de- 
livered to said State whenever said offices shall be closed and discon- 
tinued; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

J. H. MERRILL, 

Mr. BUCKNER also introduced a bill (H. R. 923) for the relief of J. 
H. Merrill; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANK BACKOF. 

Mr. BUCKNER also (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 924) for 
the relief of Frank Backof; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

REVOLUTIONARY WAR CLAIMS. 

Mr. BUCKNER also (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 925) to 
provide for the settlement of the claims of the officers and soldiers of 
the Revolutionary army and of the widows and children of those who 
died in the service; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH W. CARMACK. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (H. R. 926) for the relief of Joseph 
W. Carmack; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL C. PUTRAM. 

Mr. MORGAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 927) for the relief of 
Daniel C. Putram; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DADE COUNTY, MISSOURI. 

Mr. MORGAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 928) for the relief of the 
county of Dade, in the State of Missouri; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 


be printed. 
WILLIAM OSBORN. 

Mr. DOCKERY introduced a bill (H. R. 929 ting a pension to 
William Osborn; which was read a Ea and airen referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GERIAH COLLINS. 
Mr. DOCKERY also introduced a bill (H. R, 930) granting a pension 
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to Geriah Collins; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
J. F. JOHNSON. 

Mr. DOCKERY also introduced a bill (H. R. 931) granting relief to 
J. F. Johnson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FREE TIMBER AND LUMBER, 

Mr. DOCKERY also introduced a bill (H. R. 932) to exempt from 
customs duties timber and lumber used in the construction of houses, 
fences, ships, steam vessels, barges, and other boats; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 

FIRE-ESCAPES IN HOTELS, ETC., DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. BLAND introduced a bill (H. R. 933) to provide for the better 
protection of life against fire in hotels and lodging-houses in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

UNION PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. VALENTINE introduced a bill (H. R. 934) to napa the pay- 
ment by the Union Pacific Railway Company of the cost of surveying, 
selecting, and conveying certain lands granted to it, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pacific Railroads, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS FOR SOLDIERS IN CONFEDERATE PRISONS. 


Mr. VALENTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. 935) granting pen- 
sions to certain Union soldiers and sailors of the late war of the rebell- 
ion who were confined in so-called confederate prisons; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

SWAMP AND OVERFLOWED LANDS. 

Mr. VALENTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. 936) to extend the 
provisions of an act entitled ‘‘An act to enable the State of Arkansas 
and other States to reclaim swamp lands within their limits,” and also 
of an act entitled ‘‘An act for the relief of purchasers and locators of 
swamp and overflowed lands,’’ to Kansas, Nebraska, Colorado, Nevada, 
and for other ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

PURCHASERS OF SWAMP LANDS. 

Mr. VALENTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. 937) to extend the 
rovisions of an act approved March 2, 1855, entitled ‘‘An act for the re- 
ief of purchasers and locators of swamp and overflowed lands,” and for 

other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 
NEBRASKA WAR CLAIM. 
Mr. VALENTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. 938) to reimburse the 
„State of Nebraska for money appropriated by said State to pay for arm- 
ing and equipping a company of Territorial militia for service on the 
western borders in protecting the settlers from hostile Indians in the 
years 1861 and 1862; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
LOCATIONS OF LAND UNDER TIMBER LAWS. 

Mr. VALENTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. 939) for the con- 
firmation of certain entries of public lands irregularly allowed under 
the laws to encourage the growth of timber on the western prairies; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 


the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


LOSSES BY INDIAN DEPREDATIONS. 

Mr. VALENTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. 940) to authorize 
the appointment of commissioners to ascertain and report losses sus- 
tained by citizens of the United States on account of Indian depreda- 
tions, and to adjust claims arising therefrom; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. At ae 

STENOGRAPHERS FOR UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr. VALENTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. 941) to provide for 
the appointment of official stenographers for the circuit and district 
courts of the United States; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

APPOINTMENT OF INDIAN AGENTS. 

Mr. VALENTINE also introduced a bill (H. H. 942) in reference to 
the appointment of Indian agents; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. VALENTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. 943) granting a pen- 
sion to Samuel Barnard; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOEL E. CADY. 
Mr. VALENTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. 944) granting a pen- 


sion to Joel E. Cady; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
. DANIEL CORNWELL. 

Mr. VALENTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. 945) granting a pen- 
sion to Daniel Cornwell; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ABOLITION OF TOLLS ON RAILROAD BRIDGES. 

Mr. WEAVER ted a memorial and joint resolution of the Leg- 
islature of Neb asking legislation at the hands of to 
abolish all bridge tolls of railroad bridges across the Missouri River; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

BARBED WIRE. 

Mr. WEAVER also presented a memorial and joint resolution of the 
Legislature of the State of Nebraska, requesting that the duty be re- 
moved from barbed wire and the material it is manufactured from; 
which was referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PROTECTION OF SETTLERS IN NEBRASKA. 

Mr. WEAVER also presented a memorial and joint resolution from 
the Legislature of the State of Nebraska, asking such legislation at the 
hands of Congress as will protect the people of Nebraska and secure to 
the settlers and homesteaders lands patented to them by the Govern- 
ment and now claimed by the Saint Joseph and Denver City Railroad 
Company and their assignees; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

TAXATION OF RAILROAD LANDS IN NEBRASKA. 


Mr. WEAVER also presented a memorial and joint resolution of the 
Legislature of the State of Nebraska, asking from Congress legislation 
that will compel the railroads to take out their patents, that their lands 
may be subject to taxation; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

GOVERNMENT OF UTAH. 

Mr. CASSIDY introduced a bill (H. R. 946) to reorganize the legis- 
lative power of Utah Territory; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, CARSON CITY, NEV. 

Mr. CASSIDY also introduced a bill (H. R. 947) to provide for the 
erection of a public building for the use of the United States courts, 
post-office, and other Government offices in the city of Carson City, in 
the State of Nevada; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN M. DORSEY AND WILLIAM F. SHEPARD. 

Mr. CASSIDY also introduced a bill (H. R. 948) for the relief of 
John M. Dorsey and William F. Shepard; which was read a first and 
mone time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
prin 

CALIFORNIA, OREGON, AND NEVADA. 

Mr. CASSIDY also introduced a bill (H. R. 949) for the benefit of 
the States of California, Oregon, and Nevada, and Nevada when a Ter- 
ritory; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ARTESIAN WELLS IN NEVADA. 

Mr. CASSIDY also introduced a bill (H. R. 950) to provide for the 
sinking of artesian wells on Government land in the State of Nevada; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

EUGENE B. RAIL AND OTHERS. 

Mr. CASSIDY also introduced a bill (H. R. 951) for the relief of 
Eugene B. Rail and others; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

INDIAN WARS IN‘NEVADA. 

Mr. CASSIDY also introduced a bill (H. R. 952) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to adjust and settle the expenses of Indian wars 
in Nevada; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. ` 

REIMBURSEMENT TO NEVADA. 

Mr. CASSIDY also introduced a biJl (H. R. 953) to authorize the 

peguen of certain money to the State of Nevada; which was read a 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CASSIDY also introduced a bill (H. R. 954) to settle certain 
accounts between the United States and the State of Nevada; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. i 
. JACKSON FERGUSON. 

Mr. CASSIDY also introduced a bill (H. R. 955) for the relief of 
Jackson Ferguson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
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WILLIAM H. CROOK. 

Mr. CASSIDY also (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 956) for the 
relief of William H. k; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DUTY ON SUGAR AND MOLASSES. 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, introduced a bill (H. R. 957) to repeal 
the duty on sugar and molasses; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. 

TAX ON NATIONAL-BANK CIRCULATION. 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, also introduced a bill (H. R. 958) to 
repeal the tax on national-bank circulation; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and 
ordered to be printed. 

POSTAL MONEY-ORDERS. 

Mr, RAY, of New Hampshire, also introduced a bill (H. R. 959) to 
reduce the fees for post-office money-orders; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

PATENTS. 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, also introduced a bill (H. E. 960) to 
amend section 490, chapter 6, title 11, of the Revised Statutes, relating 
to the distribution of specifications and drawings of patents; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. : 

DUPLICATES FOR LOST OR STOLEN CHECKS. 


Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, also introduced a bill (H. R. 961) to 
amend section 3646, title 40, of the Revised Statutes, relating to issuing 
duplicates for lost or stolen checks; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
z RECEIVERS AND MASTERS IN CHANCERY. 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, also introduced a bill (H. R. 962) in 
relation to the appointment of clerks of the United States circuit and 
district courts or their deputies as receivers and masters in chancery; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. ~ 

COURT OF CLAIMS. 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, also introduced a bill (H. R. 963) re- 
lating to the Court of Claims; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

RACHAEL J. FLOYD. 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, also introduced a bill (H. R. 964) for 
the relief of Rachael J. Floyd; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH H. THOMAS. 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, also introduced a bill (H. R. 965) grant- 
ing a pension to Joseph H. Thomas; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. x 
JOSEPH P. MATTHEWS. 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, also introduced a bill (H. R. 966) grant- 
ing a pension to Joseph P. Matthews; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 


ted. 
are RAY, of New Hampshire. I send up now bills which I have 
been requested to introduce, and in reference to which I reserve the 
right to oppose them either in committee or in the House if I find it 
necessary to do so. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is not in order. 

ROSWELL W. SILSBEE. 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, also introduced a bill (H. R. 967) 
granting a pension to Roswell W. Silsbee; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MRS. S. A. STEEVER. 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, also introduced a bill (H.,R. 968) for 
the relief of Mrs. S. A. Steever, of the District of Columbia; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

RELIEF OF ESTATE OF ANTHONY ADDISON. ~ 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, also introduced a bill (H. R. 969) for 
the relief of the estate of Anthony Addison, of the District of Columbia; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ZADOCK WILLIAMS. 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, also introduced a bill (H. R970) for 
the relief of Zadock Williams, of the District of Columbia; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 


ESTATE OF WILLIAM H. ARNOLD. 


Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, also introduced a bill (H. R. 971) for 
the relief of the estate of William H. Arnold; which was read a firstand 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ESTATE OF REZIN ARNOLD. 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, also introduced a bill (H. R. 972) for 
the relief of the estate of Rezin Arnold, of the District of Columbia; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

EVAN LYONS. 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, also introduced a bill (H. R. 973) for 
the relief of Evan Lyons, of the District of Columbia; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ESTATE OF THOMAS TALBERT. 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, also introduced a bill (H. R. 974) for 
the relief of the estate of Thomas Talbert, of the District of Columbia; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN R. CONDON. 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, also introduced a bill (H. R. 975) for 
the relief of John R. Condon, of the District of Columbia; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT S. PERKINS. 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, also introduced a bill (H. R. 976) for 
the relief of Robert S. Perkins, of the District of Columbia; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

C. F. F. ROSENTHAL. 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, also introduced a bill (H. R. 977) for 
the relief of C. F. F. Rosenthal. of the District of Columbia; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY A. BUTLER. 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, also introduced a bill (H. R. 978) for 
the relief of Henry A. Butler; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


HENRY STELLO. ` 
Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, also introduced a bill (H. R. 979) for 


the relief of Henry Stello; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
OTHO HENSEN. 
Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, also introduced a bill (H. R. 980) for 


the relief of Otho Hensen; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
DAVID WEBSTER. 

Mr. HAYNES introduced a bill (H. R. 981) for the relief of David 
Webster; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL MARCY. 

Mr. HAYNES also introduced a bill (H. R. 982) directing the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to refund money wrongfully paid for duties on 
imports by Daniel Marcy; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

REUBEN CLARK AND SAYLES J. BOWEN. 

Mr. HAYNES also introduced a bill (H. R. 983) for the relief of 
Reuben Clark and Sayles J. Bowen; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SWEENY, RITTENHOUSE, FANT & CO. 

Mr. HAYNES also (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 984) for the 
relief of Sweeny, Ri ouse, Fant & Co.; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

. AMMONIATED FERTILIZER COMPANY OF WASHINGTON, D. C. 

Mr. HAYNES also (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 985) for the 
relief of the Ammoniated Fertilizer Company of Washington, D. C.; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

COMMERCIAL TRAVELERS, 

Mr. BREWER, of New Jersey, introduced a bill (H. R. 986) to regu- 
late the commerce between the States pertaining to commercial travelers; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Manufactures, and ordered to be printed. 

FRAUDS ON CUSTOMS REVENUE. 
Mr. BREWER, of New Jersey, also introduced a bill (H. R. 987) to 


1883. CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. , 97 


prevent frands on the customs revenue; which was read a first and sec- 


ond time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered 
to be printed. 
ANNE 8. MELLACH. $ 

Mr. BREWER, of New Jersey, also introduced a bill (H. R. 988) to 
increase the pension of Anne 8. Mellach; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ANNA M. THOMAS. 

Mr. BREWER, of New Jersey, also introduced a bill (H. R. 989) 
granting a pension to Anna M. Thomas; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

WIDOWS OF LIFE-SAVING KEEPERS AND SURFMEN. 

Mr. BREWER, of New Jersey, also introduced a bill (H. R. 990) to 
provide for the widows of keepers and surfmen who lose their lives 
while on duty in the Life-Saving Service; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed, 

OWNERS OF SCHOONER TWILIGHT. 

Mr. BREWER, of New Jersey, also introduced a jointresolution (H. 
Res. 38) to correct clerical errors in the resolution referring the claims 
of the owners of the schooner Twilight to the Court of Claims; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF LAND LAWS. 

Mr. McADOO introduced a bill (H. R. 991) to prevent aliens other 
than bona fide settlers from owning lands in the Territories of the United 
States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH E. MOORE. 

Mr. MCADOO also introduced a bill (H. R. 992) for the relief of 
Joseph E. Moore; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE E. WARD. 

Mr. McADOO also introduced a bill (H. R. 993) to rerate the pension 
of George E. Ward; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

TERRITORY OF ALASKA. 

Mr. PHELPS introduced a bill (H. R. 994) providing a civil govern- 
ment for the Territory of Alaska; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Territories, and ordered to be 
printed. y 

CONTRACT PRISON-LABOR, ETC. 

Mr. FIEDLER introduced a bill (H. R. 995) to prohibit any officer, 
agent, or servant of the Government of the United States of America, 
to hire or contract out the labor of risoners incarcerated for violating 
the laws of the Government of the United States of America; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor, and ordered to lie printed. 

Mr. FIEDLER also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 34) propos- 
ing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States of America 
providing that no State shall contract with any person or corporation 
to hire or contract out the labor of the prisoners, or any part of them, 
who are now or may be hereafter confined for offenses against the laws 
- of the United States; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, CAMDEN, N. J. 

Mr. FERRELL introduced a bill (H. R. 996) for the erection of a 
public building at Camden, N. J.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL V. ADAMS. 

Mr. FERRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 997) to pay Samuel V. 
Adams arrears of pensions; which was read a first and second time, re- 
Jerred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES BUTLER. 

Mr. FERRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 998) for the relief of 
James Butler; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

EXTENSION OF VETO POWER. 

Mr. WEMPLE introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 35) to amend 
the Constitution of the United States so as to give the President power 
to veto separate items in appropriation bills; which was read a firstand 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to he printed. 

: GRANDCHILD OF JEFFERSON. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 999) grant- 

ing a pension to the sole surviving grandchild of the author of the Dec- 
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laration of Independence; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
MYRA CLARK GAINES. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1000) 
for the relief of Myra Clark Gaines: which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. k 

PENNY POSTAGE. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1001) 
establishing a uniform rate of ; Which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


RICHARD OULAHAN. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1002) 
for the relief of Richard Oulahan; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

i JAMES H. CONANT. 


Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1003) 
for the relief of James H. Conant; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PURCHASE OF LANDS BY FOREIGN NOBLEMEN. 


Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, also submitted a resolution of inquiry 
concerning the purchase of public lands by foreign noblemen, so called; 
which was referred to the Cémmittee on the Public Lands, 


JOHN E. WHEELOCK. 


Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, also submitted a resolution of in- 
quiry concerning arrest, &c., of John E. Wheelock in Venezuela; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


BOMBARDMENT OF ALEXANDRIA, ETC. 


Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, also submitted a resolution of in- 
quiry concerning the bombardment of Alexandria, and the reception of 
gifts from kings, princes, or foreign states; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. . 


AMERICAN MINISTER TO PERSIA, ETC. 


Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, also submitted a resolution of in- 
quiry concerning the reception of the American minister by the Shah 
of Persia; also, concerning the reception of a title of nobility from a for- 
eign state; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

BRITISH SPY IN POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 


. Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. Isubmit also a resolution of inquiry 
regarding the admission of a British spy to the secret service of the 
United States Post-Office Department, and I ask for the reading of that 
resolution. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Whereas it has been Med and By Siege A stated im the public press that a 
British spy named M, EF. O’Brien had lowed to tamper with the Ameri- 
ean mails in the city of New York, and known as such to the United States in- 
spector, Newcome, was by him permitted to visit his office in the New York 
post-office, where he had a ntly unlimited opportunity to tamper with and 
open the correspondence of American merchants and citizens, and where he 
laid his plans for entrapping those unfortunate men, some of them American 
pinsons; who were recently tried in Liverpool and sentenced to imprisonment 
for life: 
Resolved. 


fo 
|, That the Postmaster-General is hereby directed to examine into this 
matter, and communicate to this House the facts and circumstances connected 
therewith, together with the correspondence relating thereto. 


The resolution was referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and ` 
Post-Roads. 
JEREMIAH PHELAN. 


Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, also introduced a joint resolution (H. 
Res. 36) placing Jeremiah Phelan, late hospital steward United States 
Army, on the retired-list; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MEXICO, 


Mr. COX, of New York. I submit a resolution of inquiry as tọ- 
Mexico and ask that it be read. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the President be requested, if in his opinion not incompatible 
with the public interest, to communicate to this House any correspondence with 
the Mexican Government relative to the claims specified in the fifth section of 
the act of Congress approved June 18, 1878, and to inform the House if any pay- 
ment or payments have been made on claims; and, if so, at what date and 
of what amount, 

2. Also, any letters from the Mexican minister at Washington or other corre- 

ndence or information in possession of the Department of State relating to 
the new condition of things created in Mexico since the railroads morarcees for 
communication with the United States, and all statisticsand other data as to the 
present condition of our sister republic. 

3. Also, any correspondence with the Governments of Mexico and Guatemala 
in reference to the boundary question between said republics, and any offer on 
the part of this Government to mediate on the same. 


The resolution was referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
RAILROAD GRANTS. 


Mr. COX, of New York. I also submit a resolution of inquiry as te 
railroad grants, and I ask that it be read. 
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The resolution was read, as follows : 


Whereas the Government of the United States has given to the railroads 
178,952,688 acres of land, comprising the best lands of our domain, the land 
grants in many cases being over 25,000 acres to every mile ef railroad con- 


structed; and ` 
of these railroads have been be yer and constructed mainly 


Whereas man 1 
to gain possession of immense tracts of land to enrich afew men, who mo- 


nopolize the best sections, holding them for arise or to exact unreasonable 
prices from settlers, against the public welfare; and f 

Whereas the public lands are the property of the people, held in trust for the 
benefit of the whole people, and when sold they should be sold in such quanti- 
ties and on such termsas to encourage settlement and improvement, and not to 
be given to large corporations nor in any other way squandered ; Therefore, 

ved, That the tary of the Interior communicate to this House copies 

of all papers on file in his Department relating to the pene transfers by the 
Texas and Pacific Railroad escy rye of its land grant to the Southern Pacific 
Railroads of Arizona and New Mexico, and the Los Angeles and San Diego 
Railroad Company of California, by deed under date of January 18, 1883; also 
copies of all papers on file relating to the attempted transfer by the New Or- 
leans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Company to the New Orleans Pa- 
cific Railway of Ioniana, S7 deed dated January 5, 1881, and all information 
not heretofore communicated as to the forfeiture of railroad grants. 


The resolution was referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


CHINESE INDEMNITY FUND. 
Mr. COX, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1004) in rela- 
tion to the Chinese indemnity fund; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be 


printed. 
FOREIGN-BUILT SHIPS, ETC. 

Mr. COX, of New York, also introduced a-bill (H. R. 1005) amend- 
atory of title 48 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, so as to 
authorize the purchase of foreign-built ships by citizens of the United 
States for use in the foreign carrying trade and for free ship materials; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

ACCOUNTS OF LABORERS. A 

Mr. COX, of New York, also introduced a bill (HJR. 1006) to settle 
accounts of laborers, &c.; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor, and ordered to be 
printed. . 

ALICE E. AND THEODORE R. B. DE GROOT. 

Mr. COX, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1007) to refer 
the claim of Alice E. De Groot and Theodore R. B. De Groot, admin- 
istrators of William H. De Groot, deceased, to the United States Court 
of Claims; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

GENERAL ALEXANDER 8. WEBB. 

Mr. COX, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1008) to place 
the name of General Alexander S. Webb on the retired-list of the United 
States Army; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

REMOVAL OF POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 

Mr. COX, of New York, also introduced a bill (H.R. 1009) to re- 
move all disebilities imposed by the third section of the fourteenth 
article of amendments to the Constitution of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, and ordered to be printed. 

REPEAL OF TEST-OATH. TE 

Mr. COX, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1010) to repeal 
the act of July 2, 1862, and such sections ot the Revised Statutes of 
the United States as perpetuate the oath prescribed in said act; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, and ordered to be printed. ; 

POSTAGE. 


Mr. COX, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1011) to pro- 
vide for forwarding in the mails letters inadvertently unpaid, and to 
establish a uniform rate of postage of 1 cent on local or drop letters; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


CLAYTON-BULWER TREATY. 

Mr. COX, of New York, also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 
37) requesting the President to abrogate the Clayton-Bulwer treaty; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 

Mr. COX, of New York, also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 
38) to provide for the enforcement of the eight-hour law; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor, and ordered to be printed. 

ABROGATION OF GERMAN TREATY OF 1888. 

Mr. COX, of New York, also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 
39) as to giving notice to the North German Confederation to terminate 
the treaty of February 22, 1868; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 
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TONNAGE DUTIES ON TUGS, ETC. 

Mr. BURLEIGH introduced a bill (H. R. 1012) to abolish tonnage 
duties on tugs, tow-boats, and vessels not propelled by steam built 
within the United States and trading between contiguous foreign terri- 
tory and the United States; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT TROY, XN. Y. 


Mr. BURLEIGH also introduced a bill (H. R. 1013) for the erection 
of a public building at Troy, N. Y.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

i MAX BEEBER. 

Mr. POTTER introduced a bill (H. R. 1014) for the relief of Max 
Beeber, New York City; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


TRIAL OF ARMY OFFICERS. 


Mr. SLOCUM submitted the following resolution; which was read, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to communicate to this House 
a statement of the ave n of commissioned officers in the United States 
Army during the period from the 4th of March, 1857, to March 4, 1861, and during 
the period from 4, 1877, to March 4, 1881, together with astatement of the 
number tried by courts-martial during each period, the number of convictions, 
the list of cases in which the findings of the courts were disapproved or the 
sentences remitted or partially remitted; also a statement of the charges and 
Í ions of which the officers were found guilty in cases in which the Ex- 
ecutive clemency was exercised. 


FITZ-JOHN PORTER. 

Mr. SLOCUM also introduced a bill (H. R. 1015) for the relief of 
Fitz-John Porter; which was read a first and second time, referred to. 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM W. BUSH. 


Mr. SLOCUM also introduced a bill (H. R. 1016) for the relief of 
William W. Bush; which was read a first and second time, referred to. 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

INSPECTOR-GENERAL OF THE ARMY. 

Mr. SLOCUM also introduced a bill (H. R. 1017) relative to the 
Inspector-General's Department of the Army; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

UNIFORM STANDARD OF VALUE. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 1018) to secure 
a uniform standard of value; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to. 
be printed. ; 

BILLS OF LADING, ETC. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1019) to 
facilitate the negotiation of bills of lading and other commercial instru- 
ments, and to punish fraud therein; which was read a first and second 
time, réferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

FOREIGN-BUILT SHIPS. 


Mr. HEWITT, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1020) 
amendatory of title 48 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, so 
as to authorize the purchase of foreign-built ships by citizens of the 
United States for use in the foreign carrying trade; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and or- 
dered to be printed. ’ 

A. A. LOW & BROTHERS. 


Mr. HEWITT, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1021)-for 
the relief of A. A. Low & Brothers; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. 

EXTRADITION, 

Mr. BELMONT submitted the following resolution: which was re- 

ferred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs: 


Resolved, That the President be requested to transmit to this House complete 
copies of all correspondence between this Governmentand that of Great Britain, 
respecting the extradition of alleged ry abd from justice that has taken place 
since the date of the President's special message to Con: of December 23, 
1876, announcing that the suspended extradition under the of 1842 had been 
resumed; and that the aforesaid correspondence be accompanied by projects of 
any new extradition stipulations that may have been submitted by either gov- 
ernment to the other since the suspension in 1876 of the operations under the 
tenth article of the treaty of 1842, ` 


INTERNAL-REVENUE DECISIONS, 
Mr. BELMONT also submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to transmit to this 


i| House a plain and concise statement of each question arising under the act 


“ Act to reduce internal-revenue taxation, and for other purposes,” approved 
March 3, 1883, that has been presented to the Treasury Department for a decis- 
ion, and wherever such decision has been made in writing a copy thereof, and 
of each and every report in writing made on the question, either by the np- 
praisers’ department to the collector or by the last-named officer to the Treas- 
ury ent; and when the decision of the Treasury Department has been 
adverse to the importer of any merchandise as to its liability to duty, or as to 
the rate or amount of duty to be levied thereon by law, that the Secretary of 


1883. 


the Treasury send to this House such an estimate as can be ids of the total 
sum claimed up to date by the importers to have been thus illegally 

rom them at the port of New York; and that the Secretary of the Treasury 
ransinit to this House on the first Monday of each month during the session of 
the present Congress similar information, so far as may be feasible, us tions 
duties alleged to have been illegally exacted from importers at each and every 
port during the preceding month, together with copies of the protests and ap- 
peals and of the reports theron made by the appraisers and collectors and the 
decisions of the Department. 


MESSAGES FROM PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Several messages, in writing, from the President of the United States 
were communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secreta- 
ries, ‘ 
IMPORTATION ‘OF CLASSICAL ANTIQUITIES. 

Mr. BELMONT also introduced a bill (H. R. 1022) in relation to the 
importation of classical antiquities; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

i IMPORTATION OF WORKS OF ART. 

Mr. BELMONT also introduced a bill (H. R. 1023) in relation to the 
importation of works of art; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES D. DUNCAN. 

Mr. BAGLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 1024) granting a pension to 
Charles D. Duncan; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SARAH DAYTON. 

Mr. BAGLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1025) granting a pension 
to Sarah Dayton, widow of Erastus G. Dayton; which was read a first 
and second gime, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PORT OF ENTRY, ETC., NEWBURG, N. Y. 

Mr. BEACH introduced a bill (H. R. 1026) to constitute Newburg, 
in the State of New York, a port of entry and delivery; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON. 
Mr, BEACH also introduced a bill (H. R. 1027) authorizing the Sec- 
tary of War to deliver to the town of Cornwall, Orange County, New 
Fork. four condemned cannon and four cannon-balls for the decoration 
of the soldiers’ monument; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
CATHARINE HENRY. 

Mr. BEACH also introduced a bill (H. R. 1022) granting a pension 
to Catharine Henry; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. ` 

PUBLIC BUILDING, NEWBURG, N. Y. 

Mr, BEACH also introduced a bill (H. R. 1029) for the erection of a 
public building at Newburg, N. Y.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ANNIE M’CARTHY. 

Mr. POTTER introduced a bill (H. R. 1030) for the relief of Annie 
McCarthy, widow of George P. McCarthy, a soldier of the late war; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

TRADE-DOLLARS. ; 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE introduced a bill (H. R. 1031) for the retirement 
of the trade-dollars and their recoinage into any authorized coins of the 
United States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and ordered to be printed. 

IMMIGRATION. 

Mr. MULLER introduced a bill (H. R. 1032) to amend an act enti- 
tled ‘‘An act to regulate immigration;’’? which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
printed. < 

¢ GEORGE W. SOULE. 

Mr. MULLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1033) for the relief of 
George W. Soule; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

UNITED STATES GAS, ELECTRIC LIGHT AND FUEL COMPANY. 

Mr. MULLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1034) to incorporate the 
United States Gas, Electric Light and Fuel Company, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE MILSOM, HENRY SPENDELOW, AND GEORGE V. WATSON. 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 1035) for-the 
relief of George Milsom, Henry Spendelow, and George V. Watson; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANKLIN LEE AND CHARLES F. DUNBAR. 
Mr. ROGERS, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1036) for 
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the relief of Franklin Lee and Charles F. Dunbar; which was read 4 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

BENJAMIN ALVORD. 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1037) for 
the relief of Benjamin Alvord; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Afiairs, and ordered to be printed. 

SARAH E, WEBSTER. 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1038) for 
the relief of Sarah E. Webster, administratrix; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

* THREE MONTHS’ PAY TO VOLUNTEERS, 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1039) to ex- 
tend the benefits of section 4 of an act entitled ‘‘An act making appro- 
priations for the support of the Army for the year ending June 30, 1866, 
approved March 3, 1865;’’ which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

RETIREMENT OF ENLISTED MEN. 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1040) to 
provide for the retirement of enlisted men in the Army of the United 
States who have served thirty years faithfully; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

: THOMAS M'’MAHON. 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1041) for 
payment to Thomas McMahon for services rendered Peter McNamara, 
a contractor for the board of public works of the District of Columbia; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. SARAH LINFIELD. 

Mr. BREWER, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 1042) for the 
relief of Mrs. Sarah Linfield, of the Third Excelsior Brigade of the 
State of New York; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SOLDIERS’ UNION, GRAND ARMY OF REPUBLIC. 

Mr. BREWER, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1043) do- 
nating cannon to the Soldiers’ Union, Grand Army of the Republic, for 
monumental purposes; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

NOAH D. CLARK. 

Mr. BREWER, of New York, also introduced a bill (H, R. 1044) for 
the relief of Noah D. Clark; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

QUARANTINE STATIONS FOR NEAT CATTLE. 

Mr. STEVENS submitted the following resolution; which was re- 

ferred to the Committee on Agriculture, and ordered to be printed: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to furnish for the in- 
formation of this House a statement showing where and at what places quar- 
antine stations for neat cattle imported have been established, the amount of 
money expended at each station, what accommodations for the shelter and 
proper care of said cattle have been provided, the name of the commissioncrat 
each station, and what rules and regulations have been adopted and are now 
in force in reference to the control and panagara of imported neat cattle on 
their arrival at any port of entry of the United States, 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE NIAGARA RIVER. 

Mr. STEVENS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1045) to authorize the 
construction and maintenance of a bridge across the Niagara River; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY A. GRIFFITH. 

_Mr. STEVENS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1046) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary A. Griffith; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

UNITED STATES COURT IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Mr. STEVENS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1047) to establish a 
United States court in the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

0. B. AND 0: S. LATHAM. 

Mr. PAYNE introduced a bill (H. R. 1048) for the relief of O. B. and 
O. 8. Latham; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN M'DONALD. 

Mr. PAYNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1049) directing the pay- 
ment of a bounty to John McDonald; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 


THOMAS CASEY. 
Mr. PAYNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1050) directing payment 
of a bounty to Thomas Casey; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
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age of the standard silver dollar; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, und Measures, and 
ordered to be printed. 
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ROBERT J. POBSON. 

Mr. PAYNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1051) correcting the mili- 
tary revord of Robert J. Dobson, and directing the payment of a bounty 
to him; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

HESTER SPRONG. 

Mr. PAYNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1052) for the relief of Hes- 
ter Sprong; which’ was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

INCREASE OF CERTAIN PENSIONS. 

Mr. PAYNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1053) to increase the pen- 
sions of widows in eertain cases; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
£ OATHS IN PENSION AND OTHER CASES, 

Mr. PAYNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1054) in relation to oaths 
in pension and other cases; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

BANKRUPT LAW. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 1055) to es- 
tablish a uniform system of bankruptcy throughout the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

HONORA KELLEY. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1056) grant- 
ing a pension to Honora Kelley; which wasread a first and second time, 
ened tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions,and ordered to be printed. 

FRANCIS TRAYNOR. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1057) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Francis, Traynor; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

REPEAL OF BANKRUPT LAW. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of New York (by request), introduced a bill (H. 
R. 1058) to repeal chapter 160 of the laws of 1878, entided ‘‘An act to 
repeal the bankrupt law,” approved June 7, 1878; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

AUGUSTINE DE YTURBIDE. 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of New York, also (by request) introduced a bill 
H. R. 1059) to authorize the United States district court for the north- 
district of California to proceed in the case of the executors and 
heirs of Augustine de Yturbide; which was read a firstand second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 
ALABAMA CLAIMS. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER introduced a bill (H. R. 1060) to amend an act 
approved June 5, 1882, re-establishing the Court of Commissioners of 
Alabama Claims and for the distribution of the unappropriated moneys 
of the Geneva award; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

REFUND OF CERTAIN DUTIES. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1061) to refund ex- 
cessive duties caused by extraordinary overvaluation of the Austrian 
florin in the year 1878; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


CLAIMS FOR ILLEGAL TONNAGE DUTIES. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1062) authorizing 
the Secretary of the Treasury to make final adjustment of claims of 
<ertain foreign steamship companies arising from the illegal exaction 
of tonnage duties; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

HARBOR @F REFUGE, BIG SANDY CREEK, NEW YORK. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 1063) author- 
izing the construction of a harbor of refuge at the mouth of Big Sandy 
Creek, New York; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE, CARLTON ISLAND, NEW YORK. 


Mr. SKINNER, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1064) 
providing for the erection of a light-house on the head of Carlton Island, 
in Jefferson County, New York; which was read « first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE F. DRESSER. | 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1065 
granting a pension to George F. Dresser; which was read a first and 
second tine, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to he printed. 

COINAGE OF STANDARD SILVER DOLLAR. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1066) to 

amend section Jafthe act of February 23, 1878, authorizing the coin- 
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THE TRADE-DOLLAR. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1067) for 
the redemption of the trade-dollar; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and 
ordered to be printed. 

FOUR AND FOUR AND ONE-HALF PER CENT. BONDS. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York, also introdticed a bill (H. R. 1068) to 
provide for the purchase of 4 and 4} per cent. bonds; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 

POSTAGE ON FIRST-CLASS MATTER. 7 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1069) 
fixing the rate of postage on first-class matter; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

PAY OF LETWER-CARRIERS. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1070) to 
amend section 5 of an act approved February 21, 1879, entitled “An 
act to fix the pay of letter-carriers;’’ which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and 
ordered to be printed. 

FREE DELIVERY OF MAIL MATTER. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1071) to 
provide for the more speedy delivery of letters at free-delitery offices 
and a special stamp to insure said delivery; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT TILLSON AND MAITLAND BOON. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York, also (by request) introduced a bill 
(H. R. 1072) for the relief of Robert Tillson and Maitland Boon, of the 
State of Ilinois; which was read a first and second time, teferred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM J. LEE. 

Mr. KETCHAM introduced a bill (H. R. 1073) granting a pension 
to William J. Lee; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

W. H. GIFFORD. 

Mr. KETCHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 1074) granting a pen- 
sion tọ W. H. Gifford; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, anå ordered to be printed. 

CAROLINE LAUFFER. 

Mr. KETCHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 1075) granting a pen- 
sion to Caroline Lauffer; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MILES B. FARLIN. 

Mr, KETCHAM also introduced a bill (H. K. 1076) granting a pen- 
sion to Miles B. Farlin; which was read a first and second tinfe, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

: SARAH MINER. 

Mr. KETCHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 1077) granting a pen- 
sion to Sarah Miner; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GOUVERNEUR K. WARREN. 7 

Mr. KETCHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 1078) to authorize the 
Secretary of War to erect a monument to commemorate the services of 
the late Gouverneur K. Warren; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed, 

HENRY B. SEELY. 

Mr. RAY, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 1079) for the relief 
of Henry B. Seely and relating to his rank in the United States Navy; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

POSTMASTER AT ONEONTA, N. Y. 

Mr. RAY, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1080) to adjust 
the salary of the postmaster at Oneonta, in the county of Otsego, State 
of New York; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

PATENTS. 

Mr. RAY, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1081) to pro- 
vide for the protection of bona fide manufacturers, purchasers, venders, 
and users of articles, machines, machinery, and other things for the ex- 
clusive use, manufacture, and sale of which a patent has been or may 
hereafter be granted; which was read a first and second time, referred 


to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 
BANKRUPTCY, 
Mr. HARDY introduced a bill (H. R. 1082) to establish a uniform 


et ee S 


system of bankruptcy; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 
W. M. SHIMMINS AND G. H. M’PHERSON. 

Mr. HARDY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1083) for the relief of Will- 
iam M. Shimmins and H. McPherson; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 


. 


DOROTHEA BOTHNER. 
Mr. HARDY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1084) granting a pension 
to Dorothea Bothner; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOSEPH M. CUMMING AND OTHERS. 

Mr. HARDY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1085) for the relief of 
Joseph M. Cumming, Hamilton J. Miller, and William McRoberts; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES MERKLEIN. 

Mr. HARDY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1086) for the relief of 
Charles Merklein, late sutler of the One hundred and seventy-eighth 
Regiment New York Volunteers; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

TREATY WITH HAWAII. 

Mr. HARDY also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 40) direct- 
ing that notice be given on the part of the Government of the United 
States to terminate the treaty concluded between the United States of 
America and His Majesty the King of the Hawaiian Islands on the 30th 
of January, 1875; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

SCHOOLS IN ALASKA. 

Mr, JAMES introduced a bill (H. R. 1687) to establish schools in 
Alaska; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor, and ordered to be printed, 

ISABELLA J. RAMSDELL. 

Mr. JAMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1088) granting a pension to 
Isabella J. Ramsdell; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF SOLOMON SPITZER. 

Mr. JAMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1089) for the relief of the 
heirs of the late Solomon Spitzer; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK. 

Mr. MILLARD introduced a bill (H. R. 1090) to amend the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, establishing the times, places, and pro- 
visions for holding terms of the district courts in the northern district 
of New York; which was read a first and'second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

SOPHIA A. MORGAN. 

Mr. HISCOCK introduced a bill (H. R. 1091) granting an increase of 
pension to Sophia A. Morgan, widow of the late Charles H. Morgan, 
brevet brigadier-general of the United States Army; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

* JOHN F. WHEELER. 

Mr. HISCOCK also introduced a bill (H. R. 1092) for the relief of 
John F. Wheeler; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM W. WEBB, 

Mr. HISCOCK also introduced a bill (H. R. 1093) for the relief of 
William W. Webb; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JACOB HULL. 

Mr. NUTTING introduced a bill (H. R. 1094) granting a pension to 
Jacob Hull; which was read a tirst and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

_ REDEMPTION OF TRADE-DOLLARS, 

Mr. NUTTING also introduced a bill (H. R. 1095) to authorize the 
redemption of trade-dollars of United States coinage; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY ABBOTT. 

Mr. NUTTING also introduced.a bill (H, R. 1096) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary Abbott, widow of William Abbott, Bai K, Fourth 
United States Artillery; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DENOMINATION OF UNITED STATES NOTES. 

Mr. HUTCHINS introduced a bill (H. R. 1097) to amend section 

3571 of the Revised Statutes, relating to the denomination of United 


States notes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 
INTERNAL-REVENUE SUITS. 

Mr. HUTCHINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1098) to limit the 
time within which suits or prosecutions for violation of internal-reve- 
nue laws shall be brought; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

COURT OF CLAIMS. 

Mr. HUTCHINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1099) to confer juris- 
diction upon the Court of Claims in certain cases arising under the 
customs and internal-revenue laws; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary; and ordered to be 
printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT YONKERS, N, Y. 

Mr. HUTCHINS also introduced a bill (H. R.'1100) for the erection 
of a public building at Yonkers, N. Y.; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 

GENERAL ALFRED PLEASANTON. 

Mr. HUTCHINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1101) authorizing 
the President to appoint and retire Alfred Pleasonton a major-general; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee om 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

BERNARD SMYTH. 

Mr. HUTCHINS also introduced a bill (H, R. 1102) for the relief of 
Bernard Smyth; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

F AMENDMENT OF THE CONSTITUTION. 

Mr. HUTCHINS also introduced a joint resolution (H, Res. 41) pro- 
posing an article of amendment to the Constitution; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

RICHARD H. BIRMINGHAM. 

Mr, POTTER introduced a bill (H. R. 1103) for the relief of Richard 
H. Birmingham; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

REPEAL OF INTERNAL-REVENUE LAWS. 

Mr. SCALES introduced a bill (H. R. 1104) to repeal the internal-rey- 
enue laws of the United States and to abolish all taxes and offices created. 
by them; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

DIRECT LAND TAXES. 

Mr. SCALES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1105) to refund certain 
direct taxes on land collected from citizens in the Jate insurrectionary 
States under the act of August 5, 1861; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

NORTH CAROLINA RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. SCALES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1106) to refund to the 
North Carolina Railroad Company certain moneys illegally assessed 
against and unlawfully collected from it by the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

HOMESTEAD EXEMPTION. 

Mr. SCALES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1107) providing for home- 
stead and personal-property exemption as now provided for under the 
constitution and laws of each State; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. i 

JAMES L. CARDWELL, 

Mr. SCALES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1108) for the relief of 
James L. Cardwell; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

REFUNDING TAX ON FRUIT BRANDY. 

Mr. SCALES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1109) to refund to distill- 
ers of brandy from apples, peaches, or grapes all of the special taxes 
paid by such distillers under the act of July 20, 1868, which is in excess 
of $50; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

CIVIL-SERVICE REFORM. 

Mr, VANCE introduced a bill (H. R. 1110) to promote the faithful 
administration of public trusts and to secure more efficient civil-service 
reform, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and oydered to be printed. 

CLAIMS OF SOUTHERN MAIL-CARRIERS. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1111) to provide for the 
payment for carrying the United States mail in the States of Virgenia, 
North Carolina, South Carolina, Tennessee, Kentucky, Méssouri, Ar- 
kansas, Georgia, Florida, Alabama, Mississippi, Lonisiana, and Texas 
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prior to May 31, 1861; which was read a firstand second time, referred | to Anson B. Sarns; which was read a first and second time, referred to 


to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
EASTERN BAND OF CHEROKEES. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1112) to pay certain ex- 
penses of the Eastern Band of Cherokee Indians, of North Carolina; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PINKNEY ROLLINS. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1113) for the relief of Pink- 
ney Rollins; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed: 

INTERNAL REVENUE. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1114) to repeal all laws of 
the United States providing for the internal revenue; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JEARUM ATKINS. 

Mr. VANCEalso introduced bill (H. R. 1115) for the relief of Jearam 
Atkins; which was read a first and second time. referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

FRENCH SPOLIATIONS. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1116) to provide for the 
ascertainment of claims of American citizens for spoliations committed 
by the French prior to the 31st day of July, 1801; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

; CADETS AT ANNAPOLIS. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1117) for the relief of cadets 
and cadet-engineers who were in the naval service at Annapolis on the 
5th of August, 1882; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

EASTERN CHEROKEE INDIANS. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1118) for the removal of 
Eastern Cherokee Indians to the Indian Territory; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

E. Z. BURCHFIELD. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1119) for the relief of E. Z. 
Burchfield; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


HEIRS OF THOMAS TATHAM. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1120) for the relief of the 
heirs of Thomas Tatham, deceased; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

P. B. TATHAM. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1121) forthe relief of P. B. 
Tatham; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


NEWMAN & TATHAM. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1122) for the relief of New- 
man & Tatham; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1123) to provide for placing 
all the surviving soldiers and sa‘lors of the United States who served 
in Indian wars, including those who served in removing the Cherokee 
Indians from North Carolina, Georgia, and Tennessee to the Cherokee 
Nation, on the pension-roll; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

TRADE-DOLLARS. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1124) to provide for the 
exchange of the trade-dollars for legal-tender dollars, and to stop the 
coinage of the trade-dollar, and for other purposes; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT ASHEVILLE, N. C. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1125) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at Asheville, N. C.; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed! 

SIGNAL STATIONS IN NORTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1126) to provide for estab- 
lishing signal stations on Mount Mitchell and at Highlands, N.C.; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 

-Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
ANSON B. SARNS. 
Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1127) granting a pension 


the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
DUTY ON SALT. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1128) to repeal the duty 
on salt; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

INFRINGEMENTS OF PATENTS. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1129) relating to recov- 
eries for infringements of patents; which was a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL H. FLEMMING. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1130) for the relief of Sam- 
uel H, Flemming; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. ' 

RACHAEL FRISBEE. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1131) for the relief of Ra- 
chael Frisbee, widow of Elzy Frisbee; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

J. WASHINGTON BRANK. 

Mr, VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1132) to place J. Washing- 
ton Brank on the muster-rolls of Company —, Second North Carolina 
Mounted Infantry; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

S. D. PLIMMONS. 


Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1133) for the relief of 8. 
D. Plimmons; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

PATENTS. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1134) to amend section 
4847 of the Revised Statutes in relation to patents; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Patents, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

SARAH A. BIRCHFIELD. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1135) granting a pension 
to Sarah A. Birchfield; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FRAUD IN GRANTING PATENTS. 


Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1136) to enable the courts 
of the United States in the case of the improper grant of letters patent 
by reason of fraud, misrepresentation, or for other reason to declare the 
patent void on application of the Attorney-General; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered 
to be printed. 

WILLIAM M. MOORE. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1137) for the relief of 
William M. Moore, of Company G, Third North Carolina Mounted In- 
fantry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE C. HAYNIE. 
Mr. VANCE also introduced & bill (H. R. 1138) to amend an act for 
the relief of George C. Haynie; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


5 SOLDIERS OF THE WAR OF 1812, 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 42) to con- 
strue the act of March 9, 1878, to include soldiers who served for four- 
teen days in the war of 1812; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT CHARLOTTE, N. C. 

Mr. DOWD introduced a bill (H. R. 1139) making an appropriation 
for the erection of a United States court-house and post-office in the city 
of Charlotte, N. C.; which was read a first and second time; referred to 
the Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ELIZABETH FLEMING AND OTHERS. 

Mr. DOWD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1140) for the relief of Eliz- 
abeth Fleming, Frances E. Robinson, and Mary and t Johnston; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DEPOSITORS OF FREEDMAN’S SAVINGS AND TRUST COMPANY. 

Mr. O'HARA introduced a bill (H. R. 1141) to reimburse the de- 
positors of the Freedman’s Savings and Trust Company for loss incurred 
by the failure of said company; which was read a first and second timé, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

NELLY ROBERTS. 

Mr. O'HARA also introduced a bill (H. R. 1142) granting a pension 
to Nelly Roberts; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
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F, N. KENDRICK. 


Mr. O'HARA also introduced a bill (H. R. 1143) for the relief of F. 
N. Kendrick, lieutenant Seventh United States Infantry; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN A. PAYNE. 

Mr. O'HARA also introduced a bill (H. R. 1144) for the relief of John 
A. Payne, first lieutenant United States Infantry, United States Army; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CURING TITLE TO REAL ESTATE. 

Mr. O°’ HARA also introduced a bill (H. R. 1145) to cure title to certain 
real estate in the District of Columbia; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee for the District of Columbia, and 
ordered to be printed. 

UNITED STATES COURTS, FAYETTEVILLE, N. C. 

Mr. GREEN introduced a bill (H. R. 1146) to provide for holding 
«listrict and circuit courts in the city of Fayetteville, N; C.; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, WILMINGTON, N. C. 

Mr. GREEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1147) to provide for the 
erection of a building for the accommodation of post-office, custom- 
house, court-roows, and other Government offices in the city of Wil- 
mington, N. C.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, FAYETTEVILLE, N. C. 

Mr. GREEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1148) to provide for the 
erection of a public building in the town of Fayetteville, in the State of 
North Carolina; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

REPEAL OF TAX ON DISTILLED SPIRITS AND TOBACCO, 

Mr. YORK introduced a bill (H. R. 1149) to repeal'the internal-rev- 
«nue laws on distilled spirits and tobacco, with all amendmenfs adding 
to or enlarging the same; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


APPROPRIATING SURPLUS, ETC., FOR EDUCATIONAL PURPOSES. 

Mr. YORK also introduced a bill (H. R. 1150) appropriating the sur- 
plus now in the Treasury, and to apply all money hereafter derived 
from internal-revenue laws on distilled spirits and tobacco, to educa- 
tional purposes among the States and Territories; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed, 

W. F. PORTER. 

Mr. YORK also introduced a bill (H. R. 1151) for the relief of W. 
F. Porter, of Wilkes County, North Carolina; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

WILLIAM K. BRYAN. 

Mr. YORK also introduced a bill (H. R. 1152) for the relief of Will- 
jam K. Bryan, of Surry County, North Carolina, to pay him $397.50 for 
property taken for the use of the United States Army in the late war; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PHEBE W. ROSS. 

Mr. YORK also introduced a bill (H, R. 1153) granting a peygion to 
Phebe W. Ross, widow of Samuel Ross, late colonel, United States Army; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

EXCHANGE OF NORTH CAROLINA BONDS. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina, introduced a bill (H. R. 1154) to author- 
ize an exchange of North Carolina bonds now held by the United States 
Government; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

INTERNAL-REVENUE TAX ON SPIRITS. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1155) to 
change the method of collecting the internal-revenue tax on spirits; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed, 

EXECUTIVE VETO POWER. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina, also introduced a joint resolution (H. 
Res. 43) to amend the Constitution of the United States in relation to 
the veto power; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

INCREASE OF DUTY ON WOOL. 

Mr. GEDDES introduced a bill (H. R. 1156) to provide increased 
revenue from imported wool by imposing duties as provided by the act 
approved March 2, 1867; which was read a first and second time, re- 
“erred io the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


E. J. PHILLIPS. 

Mr. GEDDES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1157) granting relief to 
E. J. Phillips, postmaster at Oberlin, Ohio; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

EVIDENCE IN CASES OF DISPUTED HANDWRITING. 

Mr. GEDDES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1158) providing for evi- 
dence in cases involving disputed handwriting; which was read a first 
and second time, referred tothe Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. ~ 

MONUMENT AT WYANDOTTE MISSION, OHIO. 

Mr. GEDDES also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 44) relative 
to the erection of a monument at the Wyandotte Mission, Upper San- 
dusky, Ohio; which wasread a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Library, and ordered to be printed. 

: RICHARD D. BREWER. 

Mr. GEDDES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1159) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of Richard D. Brewer; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ADAM WINTER. 

Mr. GEDDES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1160) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of Adam Winter; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN M’FARLAND. 

Mr. GEDDES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1161) to relieve John 
McFarland from the of desertion; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

LEWIS C. RANCK. 

Mr. GEDDES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1162) to relieve Lewis C. 
Ranck from the charge of desertion; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

GEORGE W. SELTS. ‘ 

Mr. GEDDES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1163) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of George W. Selts; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ELENER STOUGH. 

Mr. GEDDES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1164) to restore to the 
pension-roll the name of Elener Stough; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PENSIONS OF DEPENDENT RELATIVES. 

Mr. GEDDES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1165) to regulate the 
granting of pensions to dependent relatives; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

HENRY F. RUTH. 

Mr. GEDDES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1166) granting a pension 
to Henry F. Ruth, late of Company A, Twelfth Ohio Cavalry; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES A. M’CLARRAN. 
Mr. GEDDES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1167) granting a pension 
to James A. McClarran; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CHRISTIAN FRANSKI. 
Mr. GEDDES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1168) rerating the pension 
of Christian Franski; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


DAVID DOUGLASS. 

Mr. GEDDES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1169) for the relief of 
David Douglass; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY .LINDSAY. 

Mr. GEDDES alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 1170) granting a pension 
to Mary Lindsay; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ISABEL CAMPBELL. 

Mr. GEDDES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1171) granting a pension 
to Isabel Campbell; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON. 

Mr. GEDDES also introduced a bill (H. R. 1172) granting two con- 

demned cannon to Hughes Post, Grand Army of the Republic, Nash- 
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ville, Ohio; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
HEIRS OF JOHN BYRNES. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR introduced a bill (H. R. 1173) for the relief of 
the heirs of John Byrnes; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM W. BURNS. ' 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 1174) for the 
relief of William W. Burns; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

EDWARD WHITEHOUSE. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 1175) granting 
a ion to Edward Whitehouse, a private soldier in the war of the re- 
bellion; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 

on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
STANLY B. LOCKWOOD. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 1176) granting 
an increase of pension to Stanly B. Lockwood; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SEYMOUR D. BURR. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 1177) granting 
a pension to Seymour D. Burr, a private in the war of the rebellion; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SOLDIERS, ETC., IN CONFEDERATE PRISONS. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 1178) granting 
a pension to soldiers and sailors confined in confederate prisons; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ORRIS 0. KING. 

Mr, EZRA B: TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 1179) granting 
a pension to Orris O. King, a captain in the war of the rebellion; which 
was read x first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ISAAC WINANS. 


Mr. EZRA B. ‘TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 1180) granting 


a pension to Isaac Winans, of the Ohio militia in the war of 1812; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 
and ordbred to be printed. 

GEORGE L. RIKER. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (M. R. 1181) granting 
a pension to George L. Riker; which was read a first and second time, 
veferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MILITARY LAND-WARRANTS. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. 1182) supplement- 
ary to an act entitled ‘‘An act in relation to land-patents in the Vir- 
ginia military district of Ohio,’’ approved August 7, 1882; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to.the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. > 


REGULATION OF STEAM VESSELS. P 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1183) to 
amend certain sections of titles 48 and 52 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States concerning commerce and navigation and the regulation 
of steam vessels; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committce on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

A. H. VON LUETTWITZ. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1184) for the 
relief of A. H. Von Leuttwitz; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committeeon Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT M. DICK. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H.R. 1185) grant- 
ing a pension to Robert M. Dick of Ohio; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to he printed. 

s AARON KITCHELL. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1186) grant- 
ing a pension to Aaron Kitchell; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committeeon Invalid Pensions, and ordered tobe 
printed. 

MOSES B. WALLER. 

Mr. xOBLNSON, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1187) for the 
relief of Moses B. Waller, late colonel Thirty-first Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES AND ELIZABETH SMITH. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Ohio, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1188) for the 

relief of Charles Smith and Elizabeth Smith; which was read a first 
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and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 
PRISONERS OF WAR LN CONFEDERATE PRISONS. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Ohio, also introduced a bill ive R. 1189) for pen- 
sioning prisoners of war who were confined in confederate military pris- 
ons during the late war; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS, 

Mr. HART introduced a bill (H. R. 1190) granting pensions to aged 
and disabled persons who have served in the Army or Navy of the United 
States since March 4, 1861, and also ting arrears of pensions in cer- 
tain cases; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS J. LINDSEY. 

Mr. HART also introduced a bill (H. R. 1191) to increase the pen- 
sion of Thomas J. Lindsey; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printer, 

i E. M, SHIELD. 

Mr, FOLLETT introduced a bill (H. R., 1192) for the relief of the 
heirs of E. M. Shield; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MASON CITY SALT COMPANY. 

Mr. FOLLETT also introduced a bill (H. R. 1193) for the relief of 
the Mason City Salt Company; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH COOPER. 

Mr. FOLLETT also introduced a bill (H. R. 1194) for the relief of 
the estate of Joseph Cooper, deceased, of Hamilton County, Ohio; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee om 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANK P. GROSS, 

Mr. FOLLETT also introduced a bill (H. R. 1195) for the relief of 
Frank P. Gross; which was read a first and second time, referred tothe 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ORVILLE BURKE. 

Mr. FOLLETT also introduced a bill (H. R. 1196) for the relief of 
Orville Burke; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


ANNA M. WEHE. 
Mr. FOLLETT also introduced a bill (H. R, 1197) granting a pen- 
sion to Anna M. Wehe; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


e JOHN TAYLOR & SON. 
Mr. FOLLETT also introduced a bill (H. R. 1198) for the relief of 
John Taylor & Son; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


SOPHIAH G. MITCHELL AND ELIZA J, MAHON. 

Mr. FOLLETT also introduced a bill (H. R. 1199) for the relief of 
Sophiah G. Mitchell and Eliza J. Mahon; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JOHN REID. 

Mr. FOLLETT also introduced a bill (H. R. 1200) for the relief of . 
Jo id; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. f 


HENRY MARCOTTE. 
Mr, FOLLETT also introduced a bill (H. R. 1201) for the relief of 


First Lieut. Henry Marcotte; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN A. COAN. 
Mr. FOLLETT also introduced a bill (H. R. 1202) for the relief of 
John A. Coan; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


* ELIZABETH BAUER. 
Mr. FOLLETT also introduced a bill (H. R. 1203) granting a pen- 
sion to Elizabeth Bauer; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid-Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


HIRAM D. ROGERS. 

Mr. FOLLETT also introduced a bill (H. R. 1204) for the relief of 
Hiram D. of Cincinnati, Ohio; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM ELDER. 

Mr. FOLLETT also introduced a bill (H. R. 1205) for the relief of 
William Elder; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


1883. 


FRANKLIN W. M’CAULEY. 

Mr, WILKINS introduced a bill (H. R. 1206) to close the account 
of Franklin W. MeCauley, late first lieutenant Ninety-eighth Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry; which was read a ; and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE F. CONN. 

Mr. WILKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1207) granting arrears 
of pension to George F. Conn, late captain Company B, First Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELLEN EVANS. 

Mr. WILKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1208) granting a pension 
to Ellen Evans; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES KORTZENBORN. 

Mr. WILKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1209) for the relief of 
Charles Kortzenborn; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES J. JOHNSTON. 

Mr. McKINLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 1210) for the relief of James 
J. Johnston; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

ANNA A. PROBERT. 

Mr. CONVERSE introduced a bill (H. R. 1211) granting a pension 
to Anna A. Probert; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

COMMISSIONERS @F ALABAMA CLAIMS. 

Mr. CONVERSE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1212) to extend the 
duration of the Court of Commissioners of Alabama Claims, and for 
other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

‘ EDITH BAKER. 

Mr. CONVERSE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1213) for the relief of 
Edith Baker, guardian of Danial T. Baker; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

HENRY CANODE. 

Mr. CONVERSE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1214) for the relief of 
Henry Canode; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THEODORE W. TALLMADGE, 

Mr CONVERSE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1215) for the relief of 
Theodore W. Tallmadge; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

COLUMBUS BARRACKS GROUNDS, 

Mr. CONVERSE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1216) granting the 
right of way through the Columbus barracks grounds for railroad pur- 
poses; which was read a fist and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


GOVERNMENT BUILDING AT COLUMBUS, OHIO. - 

Mr. CONVERSE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1217) to extend the 
limit of cost in the construction of the Government building at Colum- 
bus, Ohio; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

DUTY ON WOOL. ? 

Mr. CONVERSE also introduced a bill (M. R. 1218) to restore the 
rates of duty on imported woul; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Waysand Means, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES HENDRIX. 

Mr. MURRAY introduced a bill (H. R. 1219) granting a pension to 
Charles Hendrix; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HUGH WARD. 

Mr. MURRAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1220) ting a pen- 
sion to Hugh Ward; which was read a first and pa time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES M’MULLEN, 

Mr. MURRAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1221) granting a pen- 
sion to James McMullen, which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN BAVIS. 

Mr. MURRAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1222) granting a pension 
to John Davis; which was read a first and second time, hed to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DISEASES OF DOMESTIC ANIMALS. 

Mr. LE FEVRE introduced a bill (H. R. 1223) to provide for the sup- 

pression of coritagious diseases among domestic animals; which was read 
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a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Agriculture, and 
ordered to be printed. 
REORGANIZATION OF THE DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE. 

Mr. LE FEVRE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1224) to provide for the 
reorganization of the Department of Agriculture; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Agriculture, and ordered 
to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, LIMA, OHIO. 

Mr. LE FEVRE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1225) to provide for the 
erection-of a publie building at Lima, Ohio; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. r 

REMOVAL OF BARTHOLDI FOUNTAIN. 

Mr. LE FEVRE also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 45) pro- 
viding for the removal and relocation of the Bartholdi fountain; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Li- 
brary, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC GARDENS, WASHINGTON, D. C. 

Mr. LEFEVRE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1226) for the consoli- 
dation of the public gardens of Washington, D. C.; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Library, and 
ordered to be printed. 

RETIREMENT OF ARMY OFFICERS. 

Mr. LE FEVRE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1227) to fix the rank of 
officers of the Army hereatte- retired by reason of wounds received in 
action; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


CLAIMS FOR HORSES, ETC. 

Mr. LE FEVRE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1228) to extend the 
time for filing claims for horses and equipments lost by officers and en- 
listed men in the service of the United States; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered. 
to be printed. 

PROTECTION OF SETTLERS ON THE PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr, LE FEVRE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1229) for the protection 
of settlers on the public lands: which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


PRINTING OF VETERINARY REPORTS. 

Mr. LE FEVRE also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 46) to pro- 
vide for the printing of the veterinary report, Department of Agricult- 
ure, for the year 1883; which was read.a first and second time, referred. 
to the Comniittee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 

s BONDED WAREHOUSES. 

Mr. LE FEVRE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1230) concerning dis- 
tillery and special bonded warehouses, and prescribing regulations for 
depositing distilled spirits therein and withdrawing the same there- 
from; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

EQUALIZATION OV BOUNTIES. 

Mr. LE FEVRE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1231) equalizing the 
bounties to soldiers who served in the late war for the Union; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WOOLS OF FIRST AND SECOND CLASS. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR introduced a bill (H. R. 1232) to increase 
the duty on wools of the first and second class; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

EQUALIZATION OF BOUNTIES, 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 1233) to 
equalize the bounties of soldiers who served in the late war for the Union; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN LAPPERT. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 1234) grant- 
inga pension to John Lappert; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and qrdered to be 
printed. ; 

3 ANNIE E. BAILEY. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R, 1235) grant- 
hgs pern Annie E. Bailey; which wasread a first and second time, 
referred to the Committeeon Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MATILDA HARRIMAN. 


Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 1236) grant- 
ing a pension to Matilda Harriman; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to he 
printed. 
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SOLOMON K. RUGGLES. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 1237) grant- 
ing a pension to Solomon K. Ruggles; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANCIS HAMMOND, 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR also introduced « bill (H. R. 1238) for the 
relief of Francis Hammond; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES M. LEEDS. 

Mr. JORDAN introduced a bill (H. R. 1239) for the relief of James 
M. Leeds, of Cincinnati, Ohio; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CLOSER COMMERCIAL RELATIONS. 

Mr. JORDAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1240) for the encourage- 
ment of closer commercial relations and common interests and the 
perpetuation of peace between the United States and the Republics of 
Mexico, Central and South America, and the Empire of Brazil; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

EQUESTRIAN STATUE TO LA FAYETTE, 

Mr. JORDAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1241) for the erection of 
an equestrian statue to the memory of General La Fayette; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Library, 
and ordered to be printed. 

UNION OF MISSOURI AND COLUMBIA RIVERS, 

Mr, JORDAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1242) to authorize apre- 
liminary examination and survey between the affluents of the Upper 
Missouri and Columbia Rivers for the purpose of ascertaining the dis- 
tance between the navigable waters of said rivers and the practicability 
of uniting said rivers by canal or otherwise; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. ' 
WILLIAM H. DILTZ. 

Mr. JORDAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1243) granting a pension 
to William H. Diltz; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ALEXANDER SWIFT & CO. AND THE NILES WORKS. 

Mr. JORDAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1244) for the relief of 
Alexander Swift & Co. and the Niles Works; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

DAVIS A. HANNUM. 

Mr. HURD introduced a bill (H. R. 1245) granting a pension to Davis 
A. Hannum; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


WIDOW OF MAJOR-GENERAL STEEDMAN. 


Mr. HURD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1246) granting a pension to 


the widow of Maj. Gen. J. B. Steedman; which was read a first aad 
second time, referred to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

MRS, SARAI J. LAKE. 

Mr. HURD also introduced a bill (H. R, 1247) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Sarah: J. Lake, widow of James Lake, late colonel Seventeenth 
New York Volunteers; which was read a firstand second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CAROLINE PATTEN. d 

Mr. McCORMICK introduced a bill (H. R. 1248) for the relief of 
Caroline Patten, administratrix; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WIDOW OF RICHARD BLAZER, 

Mr. MCCORMICK also introduced « bill (H. R. 1249) granting a pen- 
sion to the widow of Richard Blazer, a captain in the war of the rebell- 
ion: which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

INNOCENT PURCHASERS OF PATENTED ARTICLES. 

Mr. MOREY introduced a bill (H. R. 1250) to protect innocent pur- 
chasers of patented articles; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 


RELIEF OF CERTAIN OFFICERS OF THE VOLUNTEER ARMY. 

Mr. MOREY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1251) for the relief of cer- 
tain officers of the volunteer army; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 


RE-ENLISTED VETERAN VOLUNTEERS. 

Mr. MOREY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1252) for the relief of cer- 
tain re-enlisted veteran volunteers; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 
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PATTISON & CALDWELL, 

Mr. MOREY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1253) for the relief of Pat- 
tison & Caldwell; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Ways agd Means, and ordered to be printed. 

RELIEF OF CERTAIN OFFICERS. 

Mr. MOREY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1254) for the relief of offi- 
cers of the volunteer army who were commissioned but not mustered; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

COL, THOMAS WORTHINGTON, 

Mr. MOREY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1255) to increase the pen- 
sion of Col. Thomas Worthington; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

BEN MORGAN. 

Mr. MOREY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1256) increasing the pen- 
sion of Ben Morgan; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY COLE, 

‘Mr. MOREY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1257) granting a pension 
to Mary Cole; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to he printed. 

PENSIONS TO FEMALE NURSES. 

Mr. MOREY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1258) extending the pro- 
visions of the pension laws to female nurses; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JACOB WITTENBACH. 

Mr. MOREY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1259) granting a pension 
to Jacob Wittenbach; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SUSANNAH HALL. 

Mr. MOREY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1260) granting a pension to 
Susannah Hall; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CONDEMNED CANNON, WILLIAMSBURG, OHIO. 

Mr. MOREY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1261) donating two con- 
demned cast-iron cannon and two cannon-balls to J. H. Jenkins Post, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Williamsburg, Ohio; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 4 

THOMAS WORTHINGTON. 

Mr. MOREY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1262) for the relief of 
Thomas Worthington; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE F. ELLIOTT. 

Mr. MOREY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1263) for the relief of sureties 
of George F. Elliott; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be`printed. 

BENJAMIN D. LAKIN, 

Mr. MOREY alse introduced a bill (H. R. 1264) for the relief of Ben- 
jamin D. Lakin; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

BARRINGTON BEHYMER. 

Mr. MOREY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1265) for the relief of Bar- 
rington Behymer; which was read a first and second ime, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ALEXANDER D. SCHENCK. 

Mr. MOREY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1266) for the relief of Al- 
exander D. Schenck; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANCIS OREBAUGH. 

Mr. MOREY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1267) granting a pension 
to Francis Orebaugh; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JACOB LEIBEE. i 

Mr. MOREY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1268) granting a pension 
to Jacob Leibee; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

H. L. KYLER. 

, Mr. MOREY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1269) restoring to the pen- 
sion-roll the name of H. L. Kyler; which was read a first and second 
Say Boing to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

DONATION OF CANNON. 

Mr. MOREY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1270) donating two con- 
demned cast-iron cannon end two cannon-balls to Strong Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Jamestown, Obio; which was read a tirst and 
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-second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 
HENRY BLOUT. 

Mr. MOREY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1271) to increase the pen- 
-sion of Henry Blout; which was read a first and second time, referred 
‘to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CAROLINE TREKELL. 

Mr. MOREY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1272) granting a pension 
to Caroline Trekell; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH OWENS. 

Mr. MOREY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1273) granting a pension 
-and arrea to Elizabeth Owens; which was read a first and second 

time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 
BARBARA FOULE. 

Mr. MOREY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1274) granting a pension 
to Barbara Foule; which was read a first and second time, referred to 

-the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
MRS. M. E. SWEENEY. 

Mr. MOREY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1275) granting a pension 
to Mrs. M. E. Sweeney; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ADAM KRESS. 

Mr. MOREY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1276) granting a pension 
to Adam Kress; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH H. WILLIAMS. 

Mr. MOREY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1277) for the relief of 
Joseph H. Williams; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ABRAM G. HOYT. 

Mr. HILL introduced a bill (H. R. 1278) for the relief of Abram G. 
Hoyt; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 

-on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
DR. CHARLES E. TUPPER. 

Mr. HILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1279) for the relief of Dr. 
Charles E. Tupper, of Putnam County, Ohio, late assistant surgeon 
Forty-first Regiment of Ohio Volunteer Infantry; which was read a first 

-and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 
x HOUSTON L. TAYLOR. 

Mr. HILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1280) for the relief of Houston 
L. Taylor; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 

-mittee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 
BOUNTY LANDS. 

Mr. HILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1281) granting bounty lands 
to soldiers of the United States who served in the war of 1861; which 
-was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee onthe Pub- 
lic Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANCIS M. OLIVER. 

Mr. HILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1282) granting a pension to 
Francis M. Oliver; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
‘the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

REPRESENTATIVES OF A. H. BROWN. 

Mr. HILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1283) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Alexander H. Brown, deceased; which was read a first 
cand second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JOHN L. CHISUM. 

Mr. HILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1284) for the relief of John 
L. Chisum; which was reada first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JEREMIAH CAIN. 

Mr. KEIFER introduced a bill (H. R. 1285) for the relief of Jeremiah 
Cain; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

THORNTON JONES. 

Mr. KEIFER also introduced a bill (H, R. 1286) granting a pension 
to Thornton Jones; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ANTHONY PETERSON. 

Mr. KEIFER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1287) granting a pension 
to Anthony Peterson; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS FOR SOLDIERS IN CONFEDERATE PRISONS. 

Mr. KEIFER also introduced a bill-(H. R. 1288) granting pensions 

to certain soldiers and sailors of the late war of the rebellion who were 


confined in so-called confederate prisons; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

EQUALITY OF CITIZENSHIP. 

Mr. KEIFER also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 47) pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution to secure equality of citizen- 
ship; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


CIVIL GOVERNMENT FOR ALASKA. 

Mr. GEORGE introduced a bill (H. R. 1289) providing a civil gov- 
ernment for the Territory of Alaska; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the Territories, and ordered to 
be printed. 

UMATILLA INDIANS, OREGON. 

Mr. GEORGE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1290) providing for an 
allotment of lands in severalty to the Indians residing upon the Uma- 
tilla reservation, in the State of Oregon, and for other purposes; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

J. H. SMITH, 

Mr. GEORGE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1291) for the relief of J. 
H. Smith; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JUDGE-ADVOCATE-GENERAL OF THE ARMY. 

Mr. GEORGE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1292) to reorganize the 
Judge-Advocate-General’s Department of the Army; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SIMS J. ELY. 

Mr. GEORGE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1293) for the relief of 
Sims J. Ely; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


LOUISA BODDY. : 
Mr. GEORGE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1294) for the relief of 
Louisa Boddy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


HADLEY HOBSON. 

Mr. GEORGE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1295) for the relief of Had- 
ley Hobson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM GALLICK. 

Mr. GEORGE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1296) for the relief of Will- 
iam Gallick; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM L. WHITE. 

Mr. GEORGE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1297) for the relief of 
William L. White; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN FITZHUGH. 

Mr. GEORGE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1298) for the relief of 
John Fitzhugh, of Oregon; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ALONZO GESNER. 

Mr. GEORGE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1299) for the relief of 
Alonzo Gesner; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

k 8. B. CRANSTON. 

Mr. GEORGE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1300) for the relief of S. 
B. Cranston, of Oregon; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

M. P. JONES. 

Mr. GEORGE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1301) for the 1vuef of M. 
P. Jones; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

F. G. SCHWATKA. 

Mr. GEORGE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1302) for the relief of F. 
G. Schwatka; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

KATE HATTON. 

Mr. GEORGE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1303) for the relief of 
Mrs. Kate Hatton; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

OREGON WAR CLAIMS, ETC. 

Mr. GEORGE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1304) for the relief of 
citizens of Oregon, Washington, and Idaho who served in connection 
with the United States in the war with the Nez Percé and Ban- 
nock Indians, and forthe reliefof the heirs of such as were killed insuch 
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service, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
LOSSES BY INDIAN DEPREDATIONS. 

Mr. GEORGE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1305) to provide for the 
appointment of commissioners to ascertain and report losses sustained 
by reason of Indian depredations; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

OREGON VOLUNTEERS. ® 

Mr. GEORGE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1306) relating to the 
muster-rolls of the Oregon volunteers; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed, 

SWAMP AND OVERFLOWED LANDS IN OREGON. 

Mr. GEORGE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1307) for the relief of pur- 
chasers and locators of swamp and overflowed lands in Oregon, and to 
indemnify said State for swamp and overflowed lands disposed of therein 
by the United States; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

: OREGON DONATION LAW. 

Mr. GEORGE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1308) further defining 
the class of persons included in the provisions of section 5 of the act of 
July 17, 1854, amendatory of the Oregon donation law of September 27, 
1850; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LAND GRANT TO OREGON CENTRAL RAILROAD. 

Mr. GEORGE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1309) to forfeit the land 
grant to the Oregon Central Railroad Company and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

RELIEF OF OREGON. 

Mr. GEORGE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1310) for relief of the 
State of Oregon; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Olaims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GEORGE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1311) for the relief of the 
State of Oregon; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

SETTBERS ON PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. GEORGE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1312) to protect settlers 
on the public lands of the United States and relating to land entries; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN J. NANRY. 

Mr. GEORGE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1313) granting a pension 
to John J. Nanry; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM GRAHAM. 

Mr. GEORGE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1314) granting a pension 
to Wiliam Graham; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM SHAW. 

Mr. GEORGE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1315) to grant a pension 
to William Shaw for services in the war of 1812; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JAMES COFFEY. 

Mr. GEORGE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1316) granting a pension 
to James Coffey; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. MARTHA F. WOODRUM, 

Mr. GEORGE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1317) to grant a pension 
to Mrs. Martha F. Woodrum; which was read a first and second time, 
referred tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOSEP M’GUCKIAN. 
Mr. GEORGE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1318) granting a pension 
to Joseph MeGuckian; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ACCOUNTS OF JOHN B. MONTEITH. 

Mr. GEORGE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1319) to adjust the ac- 
counts of John B. Monteith, deceased; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PHILOMON MORRIS. 

Mr. GEORGE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1320) for the relief of 
Philonron Morris; which was ‘read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PAY AND PENSION OF OREGON VOLUNTEERS. 
Mr. GEORGE also presented a memorial from the Legislature of 


RECORD—HOUSE. DECEMBER 11, 


Oregon, asking for pay and pension for the Oregon volunteers in the 
Rogue River war; which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

RAILROAD IN OREGON. 

Mr. GEORGE also presented a memorial from the islature of 
Oregon, for aid in the building of a railroad from Crescent City to The 
Dalles; which was referred to the Committee on Pacific Railroads, and 
ordered to be printed. 

EXPENSES OF ROGUE RIVER WAR. 

Mr. GEORGE also presented a memorial from the Legislature of 
Oregon, asking for payment of balance due the Territory of Oregon ex- 
pended in the Rogue River war and for grant of land to the soldiers of 
that and succeeding Indian wars; which was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MILITARY ROAD IN OREGON. 


Mr. GEORGE also presented a memorial from the Legislature of 
Oregon, asking aid for the repair of military road from Jacksonville to- 
Fort Klamath; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

LAND GRANT TO OREGON CENTRAL RAILROAD. 

Mr. GEORGE also presented a memorial from the Legislature of Ore- 
gon, asking for forfeiture of land grant to the Oregon Central Railroad 
Company; which was referred to the Committee on the Pnblic Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. ; 

_ HARBOR OF REFUGE, PORT ORFORD, OREGON. 

Mr. GEORGE also presented amemorial from the Legislature of Ore- 
gon, for harbor of refuge. at Port Orford, Oreg.; which was referred to, 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE, UMPQUA RIVER. 

Mr. GEORGE also presented . memorial of the Legislature of Oregon,. 
for an appropriation for a light-house at the mouth of the Umpqua 
River; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

RAILROAD FROM ROSEBURG TO COOS RIVER. 

Mr. GEORGE also presented a memorial of the Legislature of Ore-- 
gon, asking aid for the construction of a railroad from Roseburg to the- 
Coos River; which was referred to the Committee on Pacific Railroads,. 
and ordered to be printed. 

INCREASE OF RATES FOR SURVEYING. 

Mr. GEORGE also presented a memorial of the Legislature of Oregon: 
for an increase of rates of surveys; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF COQUILLA RIVER. 

Mr. GEORGE also presented a memorial of the Legislature of Oregon. 
for an appropriation for the improvement of the Coquilla River; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

: PUBLIC BUILDING AT READING, PA. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT introduced a bill (H. R. 1321) for the erection. 
of a publie building at Reading, Pa.; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 

BERKS COUNTY AGRICULTURAL SOCIETY. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT also introduced a bill (H. R. 1322) for the 
relief of the Berks County Agricultural Society, of Berks County, 
Pennsylvania; which was read a first and second time, referred to the- 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


SECOND-CLASS MAIL MATTER. 

Mr. BINGHAM introduced a bill (H. R. 1323) fixing the rate of 
postage to be paid on mail matter of the second class for each three 
ounces or fraction thereof when sent by persons other than the publisher 
or news agent; which was read a first and second time, referred to the- 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


POSTAL CLERKS KILLED WHILE ON DUTY. 

Mr. BINGHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 1324) authorizing the 
Postmaster-General to pay one year’s salary to the widows or minor 
children of railway postal clerks killed while in the discharge of official 
duty; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. $ 


POSTAL CLERKS DETAILED AS CHIEF CLERKS. 


Mr. BINGHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 1325) authorizing the 
Postmaster-General to pay railway postal clerks detailed as chief clerks 
of railway mail service actual expenses while traveling on the busi- 
ness of the Department; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered 
to be printed. 


BIDDERS ON MAIL ROUTES. 


Mr. BINGHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 1326) to amend section 
3953 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second time, 
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referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered 
to be printed. ) 


J. H. HAMMOND. 

Mr. BINGHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 1327) for the relief of 
.J. H. Hammond; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

; DEFICIENCY IN STAR-ROUTES. 

Mr. BINGHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 1328) to repeal section 
:3961 of the Revised Statutes, and the proviso of section 2 of the act pro- 
viding for a deficiency in the appropriation for the transportation of the 
mail on star-routes; which was read « first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to 
tbe printed. 

REDUCTION OF THE POSTAGE ON DROP-LETTERS, 

Mr. BINGHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 1329) to amend section 
3904 of the Revised Statutes so as to reduce postage on drop-letters, and 
for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Commitete on’ the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be 
printed. ; 
FIRST-CLASS MAIL MATTER. 

Mr. BINGHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 1330) fixing the rate of 
postage to be paid on mailable matter of the first-class on each ounce or 
fraction thereof; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

MYRON E. DUNLAP. : 

Mr. BINGHAM also intreduced a bill (H. R. 1331) for the relief of 
Myron E. Dunlap; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


AID TO TELEGRAPH LINES. 


Mr. BINGHAM submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Whereas Congress bas at various times since the lst day of July, 1862, passed 
laws aiding in the construction of railroad and telegraph lines, by the Joan of 
United States bonds and grants of jand: and 

Whereas the operation of said telegraph lines for the Government and the pub- 
lic are inseparable from the operation of the railroad line as a condition of said 
aid in bonds and lands: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be requested to report to the House 
whether any railroad company so aided has granted, or attempted to grant, to 
any othereorporation or per, 250-5 company any rights to operate the linesoftel- 
egraph belonging to said rai d company, so as to prevent the said railroad 
company from fully performing its duties to the Government and the public, or 
from nting equal facilities in all respects to all persons and corporations with- 
out discrimination. 


MARY J. FRANCIS. 

Mr. MUTCHLER introduced a bill (H. R. 1332) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Mary J. Francis; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

P. F. SEAMAN. 

Mr. MUTCHLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1333) granting a pen- 
sion to P. F. Seaman; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

“CAPT. DOUGLASS OTTINGER. 

Mr. MUTCHLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1334) for the relief 
of Capt. Douglass Ottinger, of the revenue marine service; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Nayal Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

TELEGRAPI OPERATOR, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

Mr. MUTCHLER also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 48) re- 
garding the salary of the telegraph operator of the House of Representa- 
tives; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committ: 
on Accounts, and ordered to be printed. - 

COINAGE OF SILVER DOLLARS. 

Mr. KELLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 1335) for the further limita- 
tion of the coinage of silver dollars; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JEROME LYON. 

Mr. KELLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1336) for the relief of 
Jerome Lyon; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MARK WALKER. 2 

Mr. KELLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1337) for the relief of 
Mark Walker; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF RICHARD W- MEADE. 

Mr. KELLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1338) for the relief of the 
heirs of Richard W. Meade: which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDINGS, PITTSBURGH, PA. 

Mr. HOPKINS introduced a bill (H. R, 1339) to increase the appro- 

“riations for the erection ef the public buildings at Pittsburgh, Pa. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill should properly be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is regulated by the rule. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The bill should properly be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will cause the rule to be 
read; but the Committee on Appropriations is the proper reference, in 
the judgment of the Chair. 

Mr. BAYNE. The bill does not go there, Mr. Speaker. That bill 
is to change or modify the law respecting the amount of money to be 
wholly appropriated to the public buildings at Pittsburgh, and it prop- 
erly goes therefore to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
It is not an appropriation, but it is to change the existing law in order 
that the Appropriations Committee may act upon the subject, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the rule as to the 
proper reference. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Rute XI. 


All pro shall be referred to th itt ed in th 
ey ae agp farage le Subjects relating, Cor aarne = Lee 

19. to the public buildings and occupied or improved grounds of the United 
States, other than appropriations therefor; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks, therefore, that Ap- 
propriations is the proper committee. The Chair would, of course, 
recognize a motion to refer it aš the gentleman from Pennsylvania 


indicates. 
Mr. HOPKINS. Then I move its reference to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 


The motion was to. 

The bill was accordingly read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 
DEPARTMENT OF LABOR STATISTICS. 

Mr. HOPKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1340) to establish and 
maintain a department of labor statistics; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Education and Labor, and 
ordered to be printed. 

RULES, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

Mr. HOPKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1341) to provide rules 
for the governing of the House of Representatives at the opening of each 
Congress; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Rules, and ordered to be printed. 

OATH OF OFFICE. 

Mr. HOPKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1342) prescribing the 
form of the oath of office; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 

Mr. HOPKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1343) to regulate inter- 
state. commerce and to prohihit unjust discrimination by common car- 
riers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS OF INTERSTATE COMIMEROE. 

Mr. HOPKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1344) to establish a board 
of commissioners of interstate commerce; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

INTERNAL-REVENUE LAWS. 

Mr. HOPKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1345) to repeal the laws 
known as the internal-revenue laws; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JAMES M. PAGE. 

Mr. HOPKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1346) granting a pension 
to James M. Page; which was read a first and seeond time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CAPT. NICHOLAS J, BIGLEY. kg 

Mr. HOPKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1347) for the relief of 
Capt. Nicholas J. Bigley; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ARREARS OF PENSIONS. 

Mr. HOPKINS also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 49) de- 
fining the meaning of the second section of the act of January 25, 1879, 
relating to arrears of pensions; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JULIUS A. KAISER. 

Mr. HARMER introduced a bill (H. R. 1348) for the relief of Julius 
A. Kaiser; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE A. JAEGER. 

Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1349) for the relief of 
George A. Jaeger: which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
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HENRY HERMAN. 

Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1350) for the relief of 
Henry Herman; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

RIGHT OF WAY AT BRIDESBURG, PA. 

Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1351) granting the right 
of way for railroad purposes through the United States arsenal grounds 
at Bridesburg, Pa., or to connect the man ing establishments of 
Bridesburg with the Pennsylvania Railroad; which was read a first and 


second time. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Cox, of New York). The bill will 
be referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


Mr. BAYNE. It should go to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the rule it goes to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds; but the Chair is willing to enter- 
tain a motion for a reference to another committee. 

Mr. BAYNE. It is a matter pertaining to United States arsenal 

ands, of which the Committee on Military Affairs have always had 
jurisdiction. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. The bjll grants the right of way through 
the public grounds. It is not properly a military matter. 

Mr. BAYNE. I move that the bill be referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 4 

The motion was agreed to; and the ®ill was accordingly referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

POSTAL SERVICE. 

Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1352) granting a gratuity 
to persons having served faithfully twenty-five continuous years in the 
postal service of the United States, or who after ten years’ faithful serv- 
ice shall become physically or mentally disabled; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, and ordered to be printed. . 

MRS, MARY M. SPRANDELL. 

Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1353) for the relief of 
Mrs. Mary M. Sprandell, widow of Julius Sprandell, late first lieuten- 
ant engineers, Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1354) granting a pension 
to Mary M. Sprandell, widow of Julius Sprandell, late first lieutenant 
Pennsylvania Engineers; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN FRASER. 

Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H, R. 1355) for the relief of 
John Fraser; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

AGNES CRAWFORD. 

Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1356) granting a pension 
to Agnes Crawford, widow of Thomas Crawford, late first lieutenant 
Company F, Fortigth New York Volunteers; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

WILLIAM GEBLER. 

Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1357) granting a pension 
to William Gebler; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

EDWARD SHIELDS AND OTHERS. 


Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1358) for the relief of 
Edward Shields and others; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

LEAGUE ISLAND NAVY-YARD. 

Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1359) for the erection of 
a dry-dock at League Island navy-yard, Philadelphia; which was read 
a first and d time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
ordered to be Printed. 
JABEZ BURCHARD. 


Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1360) for the relief of 
Jabez Burchard; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FARRAGUT FLEET. 

Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1361) authorizing the 
payment of prize-money to officers, seamen, and marines of the Far- 
ragut fleet; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY C. PARRY. 

Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R, 1362) for the relief of 

Henry C. Parry; which was read a first and second time, referred to 


the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
JOHN SLEVIN. 
Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1363) granting a pen- 


sion to John Slevin; which was read a first and second time, referred. 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
BRIDGET LEAFFY. 

Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1364) ting a pen- 
sion to Bridget Leaffy; which was read a first and second time, referred! 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS M’BRIDE. 

Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1365) for the relief of 
Thomas McBride; which was read a first and second time, referred to» 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN DELAVAN. 

Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1366) for the relief of” 
John Delavan; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MARK WALKER. 

Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1367) for the relief of 
Mark Walker; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ALFRED G. HATFIELD. 

Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1368) for the relief of 
Alfred G. Hatfield; which was read a first and second time, referred to- 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ARTHUR L. FISH. 

Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1369) for the relicf of 
Arthur L. Fish; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. MARGARET CASSIDY. 

Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1370) for the relief of 
Mrs. Margaret Cassidy; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

PAYMASTERS’ CLERKS. 

Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1371) to amend section 
1190 of the Revised Statutes, relative to paymasters’ clerks of the» 
United States Army; which was read a fiyst and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS H. LAWRENCE. 

Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1372) for the relief of 
Thomas H. Lawrence: which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE H. PLANT. 

Mr. HARMER also introduced « bill (H. R. 1373) for the relief of 
George H. Plant; which was read a first and second time, referred to» 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ESTATE OF JOHN W. DEAR. 

Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1374) for the relief of 
the administrator of the estate of John W. Dear, deceased; which was- 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM WHEELER HUBBELL. 

Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1375) to determine the- 
right of William Wheeler Hubbell and the United States, respectively, 
therein stated; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

F. AND S. F. DELLA TORRE. 

Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1376) for the relief of” 
Frank Della Torre and Susan F. Della Torre, heirs of Peter Della Torre, 
deceased; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 

„mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
JOHN LEATHERS. 

Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1377) for the relief of 
John Leathers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MAJ. WILLIAM M. MAYNADIER. 

Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1378) for the relief of 
Maj. William M. Maynadier, a paymaster in the United States Army; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

k PROHIBITION OF POLYGAMY. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A joint resolution was introduced yes- 
terday by the gentleman from California [Mr. ROSECRANS], proposing. 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States prohibiting 
polygamy. By some misadventure at the Clerk's desk or at the Speak- 
er’s table the joint resolution was not recorded, and did not come into- 
the possession of the Clerk. The Chair proposes, if there be no objec- 
tion, that it now be received and referred to the Committee on the Ju- 


There was no objection. 
Mr. ROSECRANS accordingly introduced a joint resolution (H. Res.. 
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50) proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States 

prohibiting polygamy; which was read a first and second time, referred 

to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 
NATIONAL BANK CIRCULATION. 

Mr. STORM introduced a bill (H. R. 1379) to provide for the issue 
of circulation to national banking associations; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, 
and ordered to be printed. 

REPEAL OF INTERNAL-REVENUE LAWS. 

Mr. STORM also introduced abill (H. R. 1380) to repeal the internal- 
revenue laws of the United States, and to abolish all taxes and offices 
created by them; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

LEGACIES AND SUCCESSIONS. 

Mr. STORM also introduced a bill (H. R. 1381) to repeal chapter 10, 
title 35, of the Revised Statutes of 1878, relating to legacies and suc- 
cessions; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

; TRADE-DOLLARS. 

Mr. STORM also introduced a bill (H. R. 1382) for the retirement 
of trade-dollars from circulation; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MONUMENT OF BENJAMIN A. BIDLACK. 

Mr. STORM also introduced a bill (H. R. 1383) to repair the monu- 
ment over the grave of Benjamin A. Bidlack, late chargé d’affaires of 
the United States to the Republic of New Granada, now the United 
States of Colombia, and making appropriations therefor; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY H. WOOD. 

Mr. STORM also introduced a bill (H. R. 1384) for the relief of Henry 
H. Wood; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES EDWARDS. 
Mr. STORM also introduced a bill (H. R. 1385) for the relief of 


Charles Edwards; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
MRS. CORNELIA SCHOONOVER. 

Mr. STORM also introduced a bill (H. R. 1386) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Cornelia Schoonover; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

STEAM VESSELS. 

Mr: BAYNE introduced a bill (H. R. 1387) to amend certain sections 
of titles 48 and 52 of the Revised Statutes of the United States concern- 
ing commerce and navigation and the regulation of steam vessels; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 


SUFFERERS BY EXPLOSION AT PITTSBURGH ARSENAL. 

Mr. BAYNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1388) for the relief of the 
sufferers by the explosion of the United States arsenal at Pittsburgh, 
Pa., September 17, 1862; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MYRON E. DUNLAP. 

Mr. BAYNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1389) for the relief of My- 
ron E. Dunlap; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN D. HIEBER. 

Mr. BAYNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1390) for the relief of John 
D. Hieber; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

3 MARY ELIZA DICKSON. 

Mr. BAYNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1391) granting a pension to 
Mary Eliza Dickson, widow of Dr. Thomas Dickson; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

CAPT. W. J. KOUNTZ. 

Mr. BAYNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1392) for the relief of Capt. 
W. J. Kountz; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to he printed. 

ANNA M. GERST. 

Mr. BAYNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1393) granting a pension to 
Anna M. Gerst; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

‘ MARY P. THOMPSON. 
Mr. BAYNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1394) granting a pension 


to Mary P. Thompson; which was read a first and second time, referred. 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
JOSEPH CHALFANT. 

Mr. BAYNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1395) granting a pension 
to Joseph Chalfant; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FREDERICK WILHELM. 

Mr. BAYNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1396) granting a pension 
to Frederick Wilhelm, late sergeant Company L, Fifth Regiment Penn- 
sylvania Cavalry; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ALBERT 0. LAUFMAN. 

Mr. BAYNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1397) granting a pension 
to Albert O. Laufman, late second lieutenant Company A, Sixty-third 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. : 

SAMUEL P. FULTON, 

Mr. BAYNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1398) for the relief of 
Samuel P. Fulton; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY C. WATTERSON. 

Mr. BAYNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1399) authorizing the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue to adjust the claim of Henry C. Watter- 
son; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

COL. JAMES R. PORTER. 

Mr. BAYNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1400) granting an increased 
pension to Col. James R. Porter; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELECTION OF POSTMASTERS, ETC. 

Mr. BAYNE also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 51) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution providing for the election of certain 
United States officers by the people; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. f 

LONGEVITY PAY. 

Mr. BAYNE also (by request) introduced abill (H. R. 1401) to amend 
section 1556 of the Revised Statutes, giving longevity pay to certain offi- 
cers of the Navy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN NORMAN FILLMORE AND OTHERS. 

Mr. CURTIN introduced a bill (H. R. 1402) for the relief of John 
Norman Fillmore and John Septa Fillmore, heirs of John S. Fillmore, 
deceased; and Max Howard Kershow and Carlton Montgomery Ker- 
show, heirs of Jere Kershow, deceased; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and | 
ordered to he printed. 

RETIREMENT OF GENERAL MEIGS. 

Mr. CURTIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1403) to provide for the 
retirement of Bvt. Maj. Gen. Montgomery C. Meigs, with the rank 
according to which he is now assigned to duty; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SOLDIERS WHO LOST AN ARM. 

Mr. CURTIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1404) for the relief of _ 
soldiers who lost an arm at or above the shoulder-joint; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ONE-ARMED AND ONE-LEGGED SOLDIERS AND SAILORS. 

Mr. CURTIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1405) to increase the 
pension of one-armed and one-legged soldiers and sailors; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. i 

MARY F. BARNES. 

Mr. CURTIN also introduced a bill (H R. 1406) granting a pension 
to Mary F. Barnes; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ARMY RETIRED-LIST. 

Mr. CURTIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1407) modifying the pro- 
visions of sections 1782 and 5498 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

NAVAL SERVICE. 
Mr. CURTIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1408) limiting a portion 


-of an act entitled ‘‘An act making appropriations for the naval service 


for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883;” which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 
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TRADE-DOLLARS. 

Mr. EVANS, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. 1409) to au- 
thorize the redemption, exchange, and recoinage of trade-dollars; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY SCHUETBERG. 

Mr. PATTON introduced a bill (H. R. 1410) granting a pension to 
Henry Schuetberg; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARTHA M. B, M’CULLACH. 

Mr. PATTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1411) granting a pension 
to Martha M. B. McCullach; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM HAZLETT. 

Mr. PATTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1412) granting 2 pension 
to William Hazlett; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN MERVINE. 

Mr, PATTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1413) granting a pension 
to John Mervine; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JESSE THOMAS. 

Mr. PATTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1414) granting a pension 
to Jesse Thomas; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, ERIE, PA. 

Mr. BRAINERD introduced a bill (H. R. 1415) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act to provide a building for the use of the United States 
circuit and district courts, for the United States post-office, internal- 
revenue offices, and other Government oflices at Erie, Pa.,’’ and making 
an additional appropriation therefor; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SOLDIERS’ HOME, ERIE, PA. 

Mr. BRAINERD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1416) to authorize the 
Government of the United States to receive certain lands and property 
in the city of Erie, Pa., and to establish a home for indigent soldiers 
and sailors; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affnirs, and ordered to be printed. 

LAND LIGHT-HOUSE AT ERIE, PA. 

Mr. BRAINERD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1417) to provide for 
the re-establishment and maintenance of land light-house at Erie, Pa.; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

PATTERSON G. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. BRAINERD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1418) aithorizing pay- 
ment of a bounty to Patterson G. Campbell; which was read a firstand 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MYRON FELLOWS. 

Mr. POST, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. 1419) granting 
a pension to Myron Fellows; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed, 


CHARLES N. WARNER. 

Mr. POST, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1420) for 
the relief of Charles. N. Warner, late first lieutenant Fourth United 
States Cavalry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ALEXANDER WISHART. 

Mr. LAWRENCE introduced a bill (H. R. 1421) for the relief of 
Alexander Wishart, late first lieutenant Twentieth United States In- 
fantry; which was read afirst and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

RESTORATION OF TARIFF ON WOOL. 

Mr. LAWRENCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1422) for the resto- 

ration of the tariff of 1867 on foreign wool; which was read a first and 


s cond time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and or-, 


dlered to be printed. 
PRINTING REPORTS OF TENTH CENSUS. 

Mr. LAWRENCE also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 52) pro- 
viding ‘for the printing of the reports of the Tenth Census for Repre- 
sentatives and Delegates in the Forty-eighth Congress not members of 
the Forty-sevyenth Congress; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES WILLIAM BUTLER, 

Mr. ATKINSON introduced a bill (H. R. 1423) for the relief of James 
William Butler; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE L. ARNOLD. 


Mr. ATKINSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1424) granting a pen- 
sion to George L. Arnold; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. MARGARET J. CORNELIUS AND CHILDREN, 


Mr. ATKINSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1425) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Margaret J. Cornelius and children; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

CORNELIUS WETZLER. 

Mr. ATKINSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1426) granting a pen- 
sion to Cornelius Wetzler; which was read a first and second time, re- _ 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


DANIEL J. BENNER. 


Mr DUNCAN introduced a bill (H.-R. 1427) for the relief of Daniel 
J. Benner; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


CORNELIUS A. SCHULTZ. 


Mr. DUNCAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1428) granting a pension 
to Cornelius A. Schultz; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN A. REA. 


Mr. DUNCAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1429) for the relief of 
John A. Rea; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MARGARET KLINEDINST. 


Mr. DUNCAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1430) granting a pen- 
sion to Margaret Klinedinst, widow of John H. Klinedinst, late a 
private Company A, Sixteenth Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 


TERRENCE DELOZIER. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H, R. 1431) 
for the relief of Terrence Delozier. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania. I ask the reference of the bill 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

The SPEAKER nro tempore. The proper reference of the bill, in the 
judgment of the Chair, would be to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania. During the last Congress two 
bills of a similar character were taken from the Committee on Claims 
and referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The general subject has been referred 
to the Committee on Claims because they are claims against the Gov- 
ernment; but the gentleman can make a motion, if he so desires, for 
the other reference. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania. I move the reference of this bill 
and the one immediately to follow to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let the bill be read for information, 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr, MCMILLIN” That properly belongs to Claims. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has so decided, that it be- 
longs to that committee under the rule. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania now moves its reference to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

The motion to refer was not agreed to. , 

The bill was accordingly read a first and second time, referred to th 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


FRANCIS M. BELL. 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1432} 
for the relief of Francis M. Bell; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MARY E. MURPHY. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R, 1433) 
granting a pension to Mary E. Murphy; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JOHN W. GUMMO. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1434) 
to remove the charge of desertion from the military record of John W. 
Gummo; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


COMMISSION ON STRUCTURAL MATERIALS. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 1435} 
authorizing the President to appoint a commission of experts, skilled in 
the investigation, production, and use of metallic substances and other 
structural materials, toexecute tests and experiments on iron, steel, and 
other materials used in the construction of bridges, buildings, and.me- 
chanical structures, and deduct useful rules therefrom; which was read 
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a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Manufactures, and 
ordered to be printed. 
WILLIAM T. M’COY. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1436) 
granting a pension to William T. McCoy; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

NATIONAL SAFE DEPOSIT COMPANY. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1437) 
to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to incorporate the National Safe De- 
posit Company of Washington, D. C.,’’ approved January 22, 1867; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
‘the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

RELIEF FROM CHARGES OF DESERTION. 

Mr. RANDALL introduced a bill (H. R. 1438) to relieve certain sol- 
diers of the late war from the charge of desertion; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

THEO. ARTZ. 

Mr. RANDALL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1439) granting a pen- 
sion to Theo. Artz; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SILVER DOLLARS. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. 1440) to re- 
deem trade-dollars and to suspend the coinage of silver dollars; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures, and ordered to be printed. 


TAX ON BANK CIRCULATION, 


Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1441) to 
remove the tax on bank circulation; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT LANCASTER, PA. . 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1442) 
for a public building at Lancaster, Pa.; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY MULLEN. s 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1443) for 
the relief of Henry Mullen; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS, HARRIET CARR. 

Mr, SMITH, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1444) for 
the relief of Mrs. Harriet Carr; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

S. E. BRYANT. 

Mr. CONNOLLY introduced a bill (H. R. 1445) for the relief of 8. 
E. Bryant; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN M’CORMICK. 


Mr. CONNOLLY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1446) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of John McCormick; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF LIEUT. H. C. NIELDS. 

Mr. EVERHART introduced a bill (H. R. 1447) to increase the pen- 
sion of the widow and heirs of the Jate Lieut, Com. Henry Clay Nields; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY M. BOSSERT. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, introduced a sect R. 1448) grant- 
ing a pension to Henry M. Bossert; which was & first and second 
time, referred to tye Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

DENNIS M’GINNIS. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1449) 
granting a pension to Dennis McGinnis, private Company D, One hun- 
dred and seyentieth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CUSTOM-HOUSE AT PROVIDENCE, R. I. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (H. R. 1450) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to purchase land adjacent to the custom-house 
in the city of Providence, R. I.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
` ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM G. BUDLONG. 
Mr. SPOONER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1451) for the relief of 
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William G. Budlong; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Patents, and ordered tə be printed. 
WILLIAM HULL. 

Mr. SPOONER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1452) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of Williara Hull; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES H. KELLEN. 

Mr. SPOONER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1453) for the relief of 
Charles H. Kellen; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. : 

COMMON SCHOOLS. 

Mr. MACKEY introduced a bill (H. R. 1454) to aid in the support 
of common schools; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor, and ordered to be vzinted. 


FREEDMAN’S SAVINGS AND TRUST COMPANY. 


Mr. MACKEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1455) to reimburse the 
depositors of the Freedman’s Savings and Trust Company for losses in- 
curred by the failure of said company; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. MACKEY. I ask that it be referred to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. A similar bill was referred in the last Congress to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A similar bill went to the Committee 
on Claims this morning. If the gentleman makes a motion the Chair 
will entertain it. 

Mr. MACKEY. It is immaterial. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 


The bill will be referred to the Com- 


TRANSPORT-BOAT PLANTER. | 
Mr. MACKEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1456) authorizing the 
reappraisement of the steam transport-boat Planter, and for the distri- 
bution of proceeds thereof; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION. 

Mr. MACKEY also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 53) pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States declar- 
ing the rights, privileges, and immunities of all citizens of the United 
States to be the same, and forbidding any denial or abridgment of the 
same; ‘which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE. 

Mr. AIKEN introduced a bill (H. R. 1457) to establish a department 
of agriculture; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT GREENVILLE, 8. C. 

Mr. AIKEN (for Mr. Eyrns) also introduced a bill (H. R. 1458) for 
a public building at Greenville, S.C.; which wasreada first and second 
time, referred to. the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

TAXATION OF STATE BANK NOTES. 

Mr. DIBBLE introduced a bill (H. R. 1459) to repeal all acts and 
parts of acts discriminating in taxation against the ci ing notes of 
State banks and State bank associations; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Waysand Means, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JETTIES IN CHARLESTON HARBOR. 

Mr. DIBBLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1460) making an appro- 
priation for resuming work on the jetties in Charleston Harbor, 8. C., 
to be available immediately; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

CITADEL ACADEMY, CHARLESTON, 8. C. 

Mr. DIBBLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1461) providing for the 
payment to the State of South Carolina of rent for the Citadel Academy, 
and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 

Mr. DIBBLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1462) to provide for the 
ascertainment of claims of American citizens for spoliations committed 
by the French prior to the 31st day of July, 1801; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PENSION FOR MEXICAN WAR. 

Mr. DIBBLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1463) granting pensions 
to soldiers and sailors of the Mexican war, and im cabs purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee ou 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. * 
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: HEIRS OF ROBERT CHISHOLM. 

Mr. DIBBLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1464) for the relief of the 
heirs of Robert Chisholm; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

; MARY O'CONNOR. , 

Mr. DIBBLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1465) for the relief of 

Mary O'Connor; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
“Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
THOMAS BLACK. 

Mr. DIBBLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1466) for the relief of the 
heirs of Thomas Black; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

F. W. CLAUSSEN. 

Mr, DIBBLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1467) authorizing the 
Court of Claims to grant a rehearing in the case of F. W. Claussen vs. 
The United States; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

PETER F. SPARKMAN. 

Mr. DIBBLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1468) granting a pension 
to Peter F. Sparkman; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARTIN SLAWSON, JR. 

Mr. DIBBLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1469) for the relief of the 
heirs of Martin Slawson, jr.; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JULIUS ROUMILLAT. 

Mr. DIBBLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1470) for the relief of 
Julius Roumillat; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ORMSBY BLANDING. : 

Mr. HEMPHILL introduced a bill (H. R. 1471) granting a pension 
to Ormsby Blanding, of South Carolina; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 


printed. 
SOUTHERN MAIL CONTRACTORS. 

Mr. HEMPHILL also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 54) to 
reappropriate and apply the amount appropriated by the act of Con- 
gress approved March 3, 1877, to pay certain Southern mail contractors; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

TRADE-DOLLAR. 

Mr. MCMILLIN introduced a bill (H. R. 1472) to make thé trade- 
dollar a legal tender; which was read a first and second time, referred 
` to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PENSIONS FOR MEXICAN AND INDIAN WARS. 

Mr. McMILLIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1473) granting pen- 
sions to the survivors of the Mexican and Indian wars; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

TENNESSEE JUDICIAL DISTRICTS. 

Mr. MCMILLIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1474) to detach Fentress 
County from the middle district and attach it to the southern division 
of the western district of Tennessec; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 


SALES OF LEAF-TOBACCO. 

Mr! MCMILLIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1475) to authorize the 
producer of tobacco to sell the same to any purchaser without license; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES MORELAND. 

Mr. MCMILLIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1476) for the relief of 
James Moreland, of Jackson County, Tennessee; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

HIRAM JOHNSON AND OTHERS. 


Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, introduced a bill (H. R. 1477) to pay 
Hiram Johnson and other persons herein named the several sums of 
money herein specified, being the surplus of a military assessment paid 
by them and accounted for to the United States in excess of the amount 
required for the indemnity for which it was levied and collected; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SALES OF TOBACCO, 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1478) to 
autkorize the producer of tobacco to sell the same to any purchaser with- 
out a license and in such quantities as he may desire; also to repeal the 
laws imposing a tax on manufactured tobacco; which was read a first 
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and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 
ISAAC M. JOHNSON. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1479) grant- 
ing a pension to Isaac M. Johnson; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1480) grant- 
ing a pension to soldiers of the United States engaged in the war with 
Mexico; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


REPEAL OF INTERNAL-REVENUE LAWS. ‘ 

Mr. DIBRELL introduced a bill (H. R. 1481) repealing the internal- 
revenue laws; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

POST-ROUTES. 

Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1482) making all pub- 
lic roads and highways post-reutes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SALE OF SCHOOL LANDS. 

Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1483) to amend an act 
passed February 15, 1843, chapter 33, to authorize the Legislatures of 
certain States to sell tracts appropriated to school purposes; which was 
read a first and second time, refesred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. f 

PUBLIC BUILDING, CHATTANOOGA, TENN. 

Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1484) for the erection of 
a public building in Cha‘ , Tenn.; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1485) granting a pension 
to soldiers in the war with Mexico and Indian wars; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

NEWTON J. MELTON. 

Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1486) to restore the 
name of Newton J. Melton, a soldier in the war with Mexico, to the 
pension-roll; which was read a first and second time, referred to th 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. \ 


MARGARET ROSE. 

Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1487) granting a pension 
to Margaret Rose, widow of W. W. Rose, a soldier in the war of 1812; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

` PHŒBE BAIN, 

Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1488) to pay Phæbe 
Bain the pension due her husband, William Bain, from February 9, 
1871, to the date of his death; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF WILSON PURDONE. 

Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1489) ting a pension 
to the heirs of Wilson Purdone, deceased, late a ih ve Company F, 
Fifth Tennessee Cavalry; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ALFRED COLLINGWOOD. 

Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1490) to increase the 
pension of Alfred Collingwood; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SARAH L. HARVEY. 

Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1491) granting a pen- 
sion to Sarah L. Harvey, widow of G. B. Harvey, late lieutenant Com- 
pany E, Tenth Tennessee Cavalry; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. ‘ 

PAYMENT OF AWARDS. 

Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1492) for the payment 
of certain awards in favor of parties therein named; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF JOHN ARMFIELD. 

Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1493) for the relief of 
the heirs of John Armfield, deceased; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

BOUNTIES. 
Mr. HOUK introduced a bill (H. R. 1494) to equalize the bounties of 
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soldiers who served in the late war for the Union; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 1495) to grant pensions to 
the soldiers and sailors of the war-with Mexico, and to the widows of 
such as are deceased; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


_ PUNISHMENT OF OFFENSES AGAINST ELECTION LAWS. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 1496) to preserve the purity 
of the elective franchise and to punish bribery and other offenses against 
a free ballot; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

RELIEF OF CERTAIN OFFICERS. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 1497) for the relief of cer- 
tain officers of the Army for services actually performed during the re- 
bellion; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

COMPENSATION OF UNITED STATES MARSHALS, ETC. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 1498) fixing the compensa- 
tion of United States marshals and district attorneys; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

CAPTURED AND ABANDONED PROPERTY. : 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 1499) to amend an act ap- 
proved March 12, 1863, entitled “‘An act to provide for the collection 
of abandoned property and for the prevention of frauds within the in- 
surrectionary districts within the United States,” and acts amenda 
thereof, and to extend the provisions of the act of May 18, 1872; whi 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

‘ LIEUT. JAMES W. VENTIS. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 1500) granting a pension to 
Lieut. James W. Ventis; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FREEMORTON YOUNG. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 1501) granting arrears of 
pension to Freemorfon Young; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and orflered to be printed. 

WILLIAM ROBINSON. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H, R. 1502) granting a pension 
to William Robinson; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. GRAHAM. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 1503) for the relief of George 
W. Graham; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MILLIA STAPLES. ‘ 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 1504) for the relief of Mil- 
lia Staples; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PAYMENT OF LOYAL CLAIMANTS. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 1505) to provide for the 
payment of loyal claimants; and for other purposes; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

HARDIE R. BROWN. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 1506) for the relief of 
Hardie R. Brown; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


LUTHER M. BLACKMAN. 
Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 1507) for the relief of Lu- 
ther M. Blackman; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


CONTESTED ELECTIONS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

Mr. PETTIBONE introduced a bill (H. R. 1508) authorizing com- 
missioners of the circuit court of the United States to take testimony 
in the case of contested elections of members of the House of Repre- 
sentatives; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Elections, and ordered to be printed. 


W. W. BOVELL. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1509) for the relief of 
W. W. Bovell; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. . 

PAYMENT FOR HORSES, ETC. = 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1510) for the payment 

of horses and other property lost or destroyed in the military service of 
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the United States; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
WILLIAM H. TURLEY. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1511) for the relief 
of William H. Turley: which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ADDITIONAL BOUNTY TO VOLUNTEER SOLDIERS. 


Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1512) to revive sec- 
tion 12 of the act of July 28, 1866, providing an additional bounty of 


. $100 to certain volunteer soldiers of the United States; which was read 


a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 
ELIZABETH BRAY. 
Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R, 1513) for the relief 
of Elizabeth Bray; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


NELSON M’LAUGHLIN. 
Mr, PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1514) for the relief 
of Nelson McLaughlin; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JESSE P. HARTMAN, 

Mr, PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1515) for the relief 
of Jesse P. Hartman; which was read a first and second time, referred. 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM M. HENRY. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1516) for the relief 
of William M. Henry; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS FAIN. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1517) for the relief’ 
of Thomas Fain; which was read a first and second time, referred to the- 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH BRAY. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1518) for the relief of’ 
Elizabeth Bray; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM R. MILLER. 

Mr, PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1519) granting a pen- 
sion to William R. Miller; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

M’HENRY BRAY. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1520) for the relief of 
McHenry Bray; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

DAVID F. MANLY. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1521) for the relief of 
David F. Manly; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

COL. 8. K. N. PATTON. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1522) for the relief 
of Col. S. K. N. Patton; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

niz J. H. PAINTER. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1523) for the relief 
of J. H. Painter; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee òn Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MADISON TRENT. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1524) for the relief 
of Madison Trent; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES O'BRIEN. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1525) for the relief 
of James O’Brien; which was read a first and second time, referred to. 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH TIPTON, 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1526) granting a pen- 
sion to Elizabeth Tipton; which was read a first and Leap Te- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JEREMIAH B. MALE. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1527) granting apen- 
sion to Jeremiah B. Hale; which was read a first and Keet Je g 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WINNIFRED LAWS. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1528) granting a pen- 
sion to Winnifred Laws; which was read a firstand second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
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LYDIA 8. ROARK. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1529) granting apen- 
sion and bounty to Lydia 8. Roark, and for other purposes; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

JORTAL ONKST. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1530) granting a pen- 
sion to Jorial Onkst; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

W. T. PRITCHETT. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1531) granting a pen- 
sion to W. T. Pritchett; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSIAH MAHONEY. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1532) granting a pen- 
sion to Josiah Mahoney; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

REBECCA STARNS. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1533) granting a pen- 
sion to Rebecca Starns; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT MEMPHIS. x 

Mr. YOUNG introduced a bill (H. R. 1534) appropriating $50,000 to 
construct a supporting wall for the protection of the custom-house, 
post-office, &c., in the city of Memphis; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL CEMETERY AT MEMPHIS. 

Mr. YOUNG also introduced a bill (H. R. 1535) to provide for the 
construction of a macadamized road from the city of Memphis, in the 
State of Tennessee, to the National Cemetery, near said city; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT CARRICK. 

Mr. YOUNG also introduced a bill (H. R. 1536) for the relief of Robert 
Carrick, late first lieutenant United States Army; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC LAND GRANTS. 

Mr. YOUNG also introduced a resolution proposing an amendment 
to the rules, so as to authorize the Speaker to appoint a special com- 
mittee of nine members to examine into public land grants; which 
was referred to the Committee on Rules, 

CORONNA, TAUSSIG & CO, 

Mr. YOUNG also intréduced a bill (H. R. 1537) for the relief of 
Coronna, Taussig & Co. and others; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 


printed. 
W. W. M’ DOWELL. 

Mr. YOUNG also introduced a bill (H. R. 1538) for the relief of W. 
W. McDowell, administrator of the estate of Thomas Jones, deceased; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS JONES. £ 

Mr. YOUNG also introduced a bill (H. R. 1539) for the relief of the 
estate of Thomas Jones, deceased; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN HOGAN. 

Mr. YOUNG also introduced a bill (H. R. 1540) granting a pension 
to John Hogan; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PATENT LAWS. 

Mr. YOUNG also introduced a bill (H. R. 1541) to amend the patent 
laws of the United States; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

SOLDIERS OF MEXICAN WAR. 


Mr. CALDWELL introduced a bill (H. R. 1542) to admit invalid and 
indigent soldiers and sailors of the Mexican war to the benefits of the 
Soldiers’ Home of the District of Columbia; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. GORDON. 

Mr. CALDWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1543) for the relief of 

William H. Gordon; which was read a first and second time, referred to 


the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MICHAEL L. KIGGINS. 
Mr. CALDWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1544) for the relief of 
Michael L. Kiggins, administrator of James Walsh; which was read a 
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first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 
SAMUEL J. WARNER. 
Mr. WARNER, of Tennessee, introduced a bill (H. R. 1545) to restore 
to the pension-roll the name of Samuel J. Warner; which was read a 


-| firstand second time, referred tothe Committee on Pensions, and ordered 


to be printed. ` : 
T. W. STONE. 
Mr. WARNER, of Tennessee, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1546) for 
the relief of T. W. Stone; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


EDMON COOPER. 
Mr. WARNER, of Tennessee, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1547) for 
the relief of Edmon Cooper; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. JANE VENABLE. 

Mr. WARNER, of Tennessee, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1548) for 
the relief of Mrs. Jane Venable; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM T. LEAGUE. 

Mr. WARNER, of Tennessee, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1549) for 
the relief of William T. League; which was read a first and ‘second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PENSIONS FOR MEXICAN AND INDIAN WARS. 

Mr. WARNER, of Tennessee, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1550) 
granting pensions to the survivors of the Mexican and Indian wars; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DUTY ON SALT AND MATCHES. 

Mr. WARNER, of Tennessee, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1551) te 
abolish the duty on salt and matches; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered 
to be printed. 

DUTY ON NEEDLES AND BROOMS. 

Mr. WARNER, of Tennessee, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1552) to 
abolish the duty on sewing, darning, and knitting needles and brooms; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

CURTIS DAVIS. 


Mr. WARNER, of Tennessee, also (by request) introduced a bill (H. 
R. 1553) granting a pension to Curtis Davis; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

DARIUS SEA. 

Mr. WARNER, of Tennessee, also (by request) introduced a bill (H. 
R. 1554) granting an increase of pension to Darius Sea; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. RACHEL WRIGHT. 

Mr. WARNER, of rnap nay (by request) introduced a bill (H. 
R. 1555) granting a pension to Rachel Wright; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM E. PRINCE. 

Mr. WARNER, of Tennessee, also (by request) introduced a bill (H. 
R. 1556) granting a pension to William E. Prince; which was a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ALCOHOLIC METER. 

Mr, BALLENTINE (by request) introduced a joint resolution (H. 
Res. 55) to adopt a suitable meter to accurately measure the gravity and 
temperature of distilled and malt liquors and to make an automatic 
register of the same, and appropriating for placing them in use 
in distilleries; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

DAVIDSON DICKSON AND OTHERS. 

Mr. BALLENTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1557) for the relied 
of Davidson Dickson and others; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JURISDICTION OF COURT OF CLAIMS, 


Mr. THROCKMORTON introduced a bill (H. R. 1558) to extend the 
jurisdiction of the Court of Claims to all claims ETDE OOE rees 
the United States and Indian tribes, and the laws pertaining 
thereto; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
AMENDMENT OF CONSTITUTION. 
Mr. THROCKMORTON also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 
56) to amend the Constitution of the United States; which was read a 
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first and second time, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 
ALLOTMENT OF INDIAN LANDS, ETC. ; 

Mr. THROCKMORTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1559) to provide 
foz the allotment of lands in severalty to Indians on the various reser- 
vations, and to extend the protection of the laws of the States and Ter- 
ritories over the Indians, and for other purposes; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1560) granting 
pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Mexican, Florida, and 
Black Hawk wars, and certain widows of deceased soldiers and sailors 
of the same; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move thatthe House now adjourn, with the un- 
derstanding that the call of States be resumed and concluded to-mor- 
row. It will take until 6 o’clock to complete the call to-day. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER] moves that the House now adjourn, with the understand- 
ing that the call of States beresumed to-morrow. Pending the motion, 
the Chair, with the consent of the House, will submit some executive 
¢ommunications for reference. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There are thirty-five more members to be called, 
and the call can not be concluded this evening before 6 o’clock. 

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION FOR INDIAN DEPARTMENT. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House the 
following message from the Presidentof the United States; which, with 
the accompanying pa) was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 
I transmit herewith a letter from the Secretary of the Interior, inclosing 


a communication from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs setting forth the 
necessity of a deficiency appropriation of $60,000 for the immediate wants of his 


bureau. 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 

EXEcuTive Mansion, December 11, 1883. 

Mr. MILLS. I object to the presentation of any more executive com- 
munications until the call of the States is completed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] that the House adjourn. 

The motion was not to; there being—yeas 45, nays 92. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The call of States for the introduction 
of bills and joint resolutions will be resumed. 

Mr. MAYO. I rise to a privileged question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MAYO. I move that the time of this House be changed to rail- 
road time as now adopted throughout the United States. [Cries of 
** Regular order! ’?} 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is nota privileged question; and 
if it were it would not be in order at this time. 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 

Mr. REAGAN introduced a bill (H. R. 1561) to regulate interstate 
commerce and to prohibit unjust discriminations by common carriers; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

FOREIGN-BUILT SHIPS. 


Mr. REAGAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1562) to amend the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States so as toallow the purchase and reg- 
ister of foreign-built ships by citizens of the United States; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 

STEAM-VESSELS. 

Mr. REAGAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1563) to amend certain 
sections of titles 48 and 52 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
concerning commerce and navigation and the regulation of steam-ves- 
sels; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

SOLDIERS OF MEXICAN WAR, ETC. 

Mr. REAGAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1564) granting pensions 
to certain soldiers and sailors of the Mexican, Florida, and Black Hawk 
wars, and certain widows of deceased soldiers and sailors of the same; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENTS TO CONSTITUTION OF UNITED STATES. 

Mr. REAGAN also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. Aly ed 
ing amendments to the Constitution of the United States; which 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

SOUTHERN MAIL CONTRACTORS. 
Mr. REAGAN also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res, 58) to reap- 


propriate and apply the amount appropriated by the act of Congress 
approved March 3, 1877, to pay certain Southern mail contractors; which 
was read a first and second time. = 3 

Mr. REAGAN. I move its reference to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. REAGAN. I move it be referred to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. It was before that committee originally. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will submit the motion to 
the House. A similar bill, the Chair is advised, has been before the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. KEIFER. Before voting on the reference of the resolution I ask 
that it be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, &c., That th fth shall begin at to payi 
fait to OLLE SARIT SOARE ef te DIME of ADAN ACADA Whee. 
Georgia, Kentucky, Louisiana, Mississippi, Missouri, North Carolina, South 
Carolina, Texas, Tennessee, Virginia, an West Virginia, their heirs or legal 
representatives, the amount due under their ive contracts for the years 
1859, 1860, and 1861, and the appropriation of $375,000 made by the act a 
proved March 3, 1877, shall be and is reappropriated and made immediately 
available for said payments, provided that no demand shall be made for services 
rendered after May 31, 1861, when discontinuance was ordered by the Post- 
master-General, or where payments were made by the confederate government; 
and the provisions of section 3480 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
shall not be applicable to the payments herein authorized. All acts and parts 
of acts inconsistent herewith are hereby repealed. 

Mr. KEIFER. Asthereis a question of reference different from that 
provided for by the rule, I ask that the Clerk read that portion of the 
rule relating to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads and 
to the Committee on Claims. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the portions of the 
rule indicated. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Under the rule it should go the Com- 


RULE XI. 
POWERS AND DUTIES OF COMMITTEES. 


All proposed bs mage shall be referred to the committees named in the pre- 
eeding rule, as follows, viz: Subjects relating, * * * 

12, to the Post-Office and ae bora other than appropriations for their sup- 
port: te the Committee on he Post-Office and Post-Roads. f 


= 
27. To private and domestic claims and demands, other than war claims, 
against the United States: to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. KEIFER. It isapparent that, under the rule, this joint resolu- 
tion should be referred to the Committee on Claims, and not to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. REAGAN. As the Chair has allowed the gentleman from Ohio, 
it will only be fair I should be allowed to make a statement in reply. 
This is a general law, and not a special one. 

The question recurred on Mr. REAGAN’S motion; and there were— 
ayes 44, noes 79. 

So the motion was disagreed to. 

The joint resolution was then referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 


CREDITORS OF THE LATE REPUBLIC OF TEXAS. 


Mr. REAGAN also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 59) author- 
izing the Secretary of the Treasury to pay over to the State of Texas the 
balance ining of the fund appropriated by the act of September 9, 
1850, and of February 28, 1855, for the payment of the creditors of the 
late Republic of Texas; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


BOUNDARY LINE BETWEEN INDIAN TERRITORY AND TEXAS. 


Mr. LANHAM introduced a bill (H. R. 1565) to authorize the ap- 
pointment of a commission by the President of the United States to run 
and mark the boundary lines between a portion of the Indian Territory 
and the State of Texas, in connection with a similar commission to be 
appointed by the State of Texas; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 

0. L. COCHRAN. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas, introduced a bill (H. R. 1566) for the re- 
lief of O. L. late at Houston, Tex., reimbursing 
him for money erroneously collected from him by the Post-Office Depart- 
ment; which was read a firstand second time, referred to the Committee 
on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

‘ CAPT. JOHN G. TOD. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1567) for the 
relief of the legal representatives of the late Capt. John G. Tod, of the 
Texas navy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, TYLER, TEX. 


Mr. JONES, of Texas, introduced a bill (H. R. 1568) to provide a 
suitable building for the United States courts, post-office, and internal- 
revenue offices in the city of Tylef, State of Texas; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 
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MES. MARY M. ORD. 

Mr. MILLER, of Texas, introduced a bill (H. R. 1569) granting a 
pension to Mrs. Mary M. Ord, widow of the late Maj. Gen. E. O. C. 
Ord; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, WACO, TEX. 

Mr. MILLS introduced a bill (H. R. 1570) for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at Waco, Tex.; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered 
to be printed. 

LIEUT. COL. T. G. BAYLOR. 

Mr. MILLS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1571) for the relief of Lteut. 
Col. T. G. Baylor; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN SHIRLEY. 
Mr. WELLBORN introduced a bill (H. R. 1572) for the relief of the 


widow and children of John Shirley, deceased; which was read a first? 


and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, angl or- 
dered to be printed. 
WILLIAM BEDDO AND OTHERS. 
Mr. WELLBORN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1573) for the relief of 
William Beddo and others; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


SECOND NATIONAL BANK, FORT WORTH, TEX. 

Mr. WELLBORN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1574) to authorize 
the increase of the capital stock of the Second National Bank of Fort 
Worth, Tex.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE R. SMITH. : 

Mr. WELLBORN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1575) for the relief 
of George R. Smith; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

GULF, COLORADO AND SANTA FE RAILWAY. 

Mr. WELLBORN also (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 1576) 
granting to the Gulf, Colorado and Santa Fé Railway Company a right 
of way through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CAPITAL AND OTHER CRIMES. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas, introduced a bill (H. R. 1577) con- 
cerning capital and otherwise infamous crimes; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JURISDICTION OF UNITED STATES CIRCUIT COURTS, ETC. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1578) to 
amend sections 1, 2,3. and 10 of an act to determine the jurisdiction of 
the circuit court of the United States, and to regulate the removal of 
causes from State courts, and forsother purposes, approved March 3, 
1875; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

DENNIS M. JACKSON. 

Mr. POLAND introduced a bill (H. R. 1579) for the relief of Dennis 
M. Jackson, Company E, Fourth Regiment, New Hampshire Volun- 
teers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. MARY L. MARTIN. 

Mr. POLAND also introduced a bill (H. R. 1580) granting arrears 
of pensions to Mrs. Mary L. Martin, as dependent mother of James L. 
Martin, Company I, Fifth Vermont Volunteers; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

CONDEMNED CANNON, BRATILEBOROUGH, VT, 

Mr. POLAND also introduced a bill (H. R. 1581) ting four con- 
demned cannon to the town of Braitleborough, Vt. ; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

HABEAS CORPUS. 


Mr. POLAND also introduced a bill (H. R. 1582) limiting the use 
of the writ of habeas corpus; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

JULIA SPENARD. 

Mr. POLAND also introduced a bill (H. R. 1583) granting a pension 
to Julia Spenard; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LYDIA JOHNSON. 

Mr. POLAND also introduced a bill (H. R. 1584) for the relief of 
Lydia Johnson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON. 


Mr. POLAND also introduced a bill (H. R. 1585) granting four con- 
demned cannon to the town of Saint Johnsbury, Vt.; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MOSES FULLINGTON. 

Mr. POLAND also introduced a bill (H. R. 1586) granting a pension 
to Moses Fullington, of Cambridge, Vt., war of 1812; which was read 
a firstand second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and or 
dered to be printed. 

MRS. ELIZABETH A. RANDALL. 

Mr. POLAND alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 1587) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Elizabeth A. Randall, widow of Capt. Fernando Randall; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensiens, and ordered to be printed. 

TRADE-DOLLARS. 
Mr. POLAND also introduced a bill (H. R. 1588) making trade-dol- 


‘lars a legal tender and forbidding the further coinage thereof; which 


was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures, and ordered to be printed. 
J. D. MORRISON. 

Mr. TUCKER introduced a bill (H. R. 1589) for the relief of J D. 
Morrison, surviving partner of C. M. & J. D. Morrison; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 

DR, A. SIDNEY TEBBS. , 

Mr. BARBOUR (by Mr. TUCKER) introduced a bill (H. R. 1590) te 
authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to appoint Dr. A. Sidney Tebbs 
an assistant surgeon in the United States Navy hospital service; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com - 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF WILLIAM FALIS. 

Mr. BARBOUR (by Mr. TUCKER) also introduced a bill (H. R. 1591} 
for the relief of the heirs of William Falls, of Alexandria County, Vir- 
ginia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Cummit 
tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT. 

Mr. BARBOUR also (by Mr. TUCKER) introduced a bill (H. R. 1592) 
confirming an order of the commissioners of the District of C lumbia; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Comr ittee on 
the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. °° 

J. V. DAVIS. 

Mr. BARBOUR also (by Mr. TUCKER) introduced a bill (H. R. 1593) 
for the relief of J. V. Davis; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DEVISEES OF DANIEL CARROLL. 

Mr. BARBOUR also (by Mr. TUCKER) introduced a bill (H. R. 1594) 
for the relief of the devisees of the late Daniel Carroll; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Dist ict of 
Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY ANN KING. 

Mr. BARBOUR also (by Mr. TUCKER) introduced a bill (H. R. 1495) 
for the relief of Mary Ann King, mother of Andrew King, deceased; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

INTERNAL-REVENUE LAWS. 

Mr. CABELL introduced a bill (H. R. 1596) to repeal the internal- 
revenue laws of the United States and to abolish all taxes and all offices 
created by them; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL CEMETERY, DANVILLE, VA. 

Mr. CABELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1597) to provide for grad- 
ing and paving the approaches to the national cemetery at Danville, 
Va.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN R. PACE & Ce. 

Mr. CABELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1598) to refund to John 
R. Pace & Co., of Danville, Va., the sum of $236.20 improperly col- 
lected by William Fernald, collector of internal revenue for the fourth 
district of Virginia; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


ADVANCES BY MARYLAND AND VIRGINIA. 

Mr. CABELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1599) to provide for pay- 
ing certain advances made to the United States by the States of Mary- 
Jand and Virginia; which was read a first and sccond time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JACOB WEAVER. 
Mr. CABELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1600) for the relief of 


CONGRESSIONAL 


1883. 


RECORD—HOUSE. 119 


Jacob Weaver; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
CAROLINE F, WRIGHT AND OTHERS. 


Mr. CABELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1601) directing the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to issue duplicates of bounty land-warrant No. 
57833 to Caroline F, Wrighffand others; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ACCOUNTS BETWEEN STATES AND THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. CABELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1602) for the recompu- 
tation of the accounts between the United States and the several States 
growing out of moneys expended by said States in the war of 1812; which 
was read a first and second time. - 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. That bill under the rule will be referred 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Mr. CABELL. I move that it be referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. MARY WEAVER. 

Mr. CABELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1603) for the relief of Mrs. 
Mary Weaver; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

9 TAX ON FRUIT BRANDY. 

Mr. CABELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1604) to repeal so much 
of section 3251 of the Revised Statutes and subsequent or existing laws 
as imposes a revenue tax upon spirits distilled from apples, peaches, and 
other fruits; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT HUFF. 

Mr. CABELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1605) for the relief of 
Robert Huff; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LICORICE AND LICORICE PASTE. 

Mr. CABELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1606) to permit manu- 
facturers of tobacco to import licorice and licorice paste in bond, and 
to exempt the same from duty; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

GREEN PENN. pies 

Mr. CABELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1607) for the relief of 
Green Penn; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

REPEAL OF INTERNAL-REVENUE LAWS. 


Mr. GEORGE D. WISE (by Mr. CABELL) introduced a bill (H. R. 
1608) to repeal the internal-revenue laws now in force and to abolish 
the Internal-Revenue Bureau; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
4 PUBLIC BUILDING AT RICHMOND, VA. 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE also (by Mr. CABELL) introduced a bill (H. 
R. 1609) making an appropriation for the extension, enlargement, and 
improvement of the United States custom-house at Richmond, Va., to 
secure accommodations for post-office, courts, and United States officers; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


NATIONAL CEMETERY, HENRICO COUNTY, VIRGINIA. 


Mr. GEORGE D.WISE also (by Mr. CABELL) introduced a bill (H. 
R.1610) to construct a road from the city of Richmond tothe national 
cemetery in the county of Henrico, in the State of Virginia; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Af 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES 8. MILLS. 


Mr. GEORGE D. WISE also (by Mr. CABELL) introduced a bill (H. 
R. 1611) for the relief of Charles S. Mills; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM B. ISAACS & CO. 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE also (by Mr. CABELL) introduced a joint 
resolution (H. Res. 60) for the relief of William B, Isaacs & Co.; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. SALLY HARDMOND. 

Mr. GEORGE D.WISE also (by Mr. CABELL) introduced a bill (H. 
R. 1612) for the relief of Mrs. Sally Hardmond; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

. SOLDIERS OF MEXICAN WAR. 

Mr. LIBBEY introduced a bill (H. R. 1613) for the relief of certain 

officers and soldiers of the Mexican war and to explain the act of Feb- 


ruary 19, 1879; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
A. G. TEBOULT. 

Mr. LIBBEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1614) for the relief of A. 
G. Teboult; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LANGLEY B. CULLEY. 

Mr. LIBBEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1615) for the relief of the 
heirs of the late Langley B. Culley; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Nayal Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN S. BRAXTON. . 

Mr. MAYO introduced a bill (H. R. 1616) for the relief of John 8. 
Braxton; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

REBATE ON TOBACCO, 

Mr. GOFF introduced a bill (H. R. 1617) to provide for the payment 
to dealers in and manufacturers of tobacco of such sums of money as 
have been and may hereafter be found due them on claims presented 
for rebate of taxes under the provisions of section 4 of the act of March 
3, 1883; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT CLARKSBURG, W. VA. 

Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 1618) to provide for the con- 
struction of a court-house and post-office at Clarksburg, W. Va.; which 
was.read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN HOUCHIN. 

Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 1619) grauting a pension to 
John Houchin; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE F. RANDALL. 

Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 1620) granting a pension to 
George F. Randall, late of Company H, Fourteenth Regiment West Vir- 
ginia Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

. HENRY C. WORTHINGTON. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, introduced a bill (H. R. 1621) for 
the relief of Henry C. Worthington; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SILAS K. HAINES. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1622) 
granting a pension to Silas K. Haines; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. i 

JAMES ALLENDER. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1623) 
for the relief of James Allender; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. + 

WILLIAM G. WINDOM. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1624) 
for correcting the military record of William G. Windom; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 

SCHOOL LANDS, HARPER’S FERRY. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1625) 
to authorize and direct the Secretary of War to convey by deed to the 
board of education of the district of SpA Ferry, W. Va., a lot of 
ground (No. 2in Block B) with the building thereon for the use of the 
common schools thereof; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor, and ordered to be 
printed. 

REPRESENTATIVES OF DANIEL BEDINGER. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, algo introduced a bill (H. R.,1626) 
for the relief of the legal representatives of Daniel Bedinger; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ELK BRANCH CHURCH, JEFFERSON COUNTY, WEST VIRGINIA. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H.R. 1627) for 
the relief of the trustees of the Elk Branch church, Jefferson County, 
West Virginiaa; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SALE OF GOVERNMENT PROPERTY, HARPER'S FERRY. 
Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1628) 


authorizing and directing the sale of real estate and riparian rights now 
owned by the United States at Harper’s Ferry, in the State of West Vir- 


ginia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 
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NATURALIZATION. 


Mr. DEUSTER introduced a bill (H. R. 1629) to amend section 2172 
of the Revised Statutes in relation to naturalization; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 


TREATY WITH GERMAN EMPIRE. 


Mr. DEUSTER also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 61) pro- 
viding for a treaty with the German Empire; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

FOREST HOME CEMETERY, MILWAUKEE, WIS. 

Mr. DEUSTER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1630) providing for the 
erection of a memorial stone over the common grave of nineteen un- 
known soldiers at Forest Home Cemetery, Milwaukee, Wis.; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MATTHEW 0. REGAN. 

Mr. DEUSTER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1631) to increase the 
pension of Matthew O. Regan; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed, 

W. R. WHITING. 

Mr. DEUSTER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1652) granting a pen- 
sion to W. R. Whiting; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN W. BRISBOIS, 


Mr. DEUSTER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1633) for the relief of 
John W. Brisbois; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN WHITTAKER. 


Mr. DEUSTER also (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 1634) for 
the relief of John Whittaker; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DABNEY WALKER. 

Mr. DEUSTER also (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 1635) for 
the relief of Dabney Walker; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM T. DUVALL. 


Mr. DEUSTER also (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 1636) re- 
ferring the claim of William T. Duvall against the United States to the 
Court of Claims; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM J. SANGSTON. 

Mr. DEUSTER also (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 1637) for 
the relief of William S. Sangston; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ISAAC R. MOULTON. 
Mr. DEUSTER also (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 1638) for 
_ the relief of Isaac R. Moulton; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PIERRE PERNOT. 


Mr. DEUSTER also (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 1639) for 
the relief of Pierre Pernot; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


HECTOR F. PHELPS. 


Mr. DEUSTER also (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 1640) for 
the relief of Hector F. Phelps; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

REBATE OF TOBACCO TAXES, ETC. 

Mr. DEUSTER also submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means: 

Whereas the Forty-seventh Congress passed a law revising the tariff-list, where- 
by it was provided that a rebate, amounting in the aggregate to several million 
dollars, should be paid by the United States Government to the manufacturers 
and dealers in certain articles, notably tobacco, cigars, &c,; and 

Whereas no provision was made by the Forty-seventh Congress in the form 
of an appro; dation to repay the taxes thus required to be repaid to the manu- 
fucturers and dealers in the articles aforesaid; and 

Whereas it is charged that a syndicate exists that is taking advantage of this 
neglect on the,part of the Forty-seventh Congress to appropriate money to ey 
the rebate aforesaid, oon Beye exorbitant commission therefor, knowing that 
the Government will repay the rcoate in full: Therefore, 

Be it That the of the Treasury be, and is hereby, requested 
to farnish the House of Representatives with information as to the amount of 
money necessary to be appropriated in order to meet the demands against the 
Government on account of the rebate aforesaid. 


IMMIGRATION. 

Mr. GUENTHER introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 62) provid- 
ing for a commission and joint commissioners on immigration; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT OSHKOSH, WIS. 

Mr. GUENTHER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1641) for the erection 
of a public building at Oshkosh, Wis.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SIDNEY PALENS. 

Mr. GUENTHER also introduced a pill tH. R. 1642) for the relief of 
Sidney Palens; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GILBERT W. HUBBELL, 

Mr. GUENTHER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1643) for the relief of 
Gilbert W. Hubbell; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Rensions, and ordered to be printed. 

RICHARD GOYIN. f 

Mr. GUENTHER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1644) for the relief of 
Richard Goyin; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PLINY JEWETT. 

Mr. GUENTHER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1645) granting a pen- 
sion to Pliny Jewett; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES A. STEVENS. 

Mr. GUENTHER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1646) for the relief of 
Charles A. Stevens; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PETER MITCHELL, JR. 

Mr. GUENTHER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1647) forthe relief of 
Peter Mitchell, jr.; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

IRA J. J. TURNEY. 

Mr. GUENTHER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1648) granting a pen- 
sion to Ira J. J. Turney; which was read a first and-second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PRISCILLA WOOD. 

Mr. GUENTHER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1649) granting a pen- 
sion to Priscilla Wood; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN W. BRISBOIS. 

Mr. GUENTHER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1650) for the relief of 
John W. Brisbois; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

EXCISE, 

Mr. PRICE introduced a bill (H. R. 1651) to amend subdivisions 4 
and 5 of section 3244, Revised Statutes of 1878, relating to excise; whicb 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. PRICE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1652) to grant pensions for 
services in the Army, Navy, and Marine Corps of the United States dur- 
ing the war of the rebellion; which was read a firstand second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN R. HURLBURT. 

Mr. PRICE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1653) granting a pension to 
John R. Hurlburt; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WEST DIVISION OF WISCONSIN. 

Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin, introduced a bill (H. R. 1654) to regulate 
the terms of court in the western district of Wisconsin; which was read 
a first and secon t time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ELIJAH M. DOBBS AND OTHERS. 

Mr. OURY introduced a bill (H. R. 1655) for the relief of Elijah M. 
Dobbs, Mariano G. Samaniego, and H. C. Hooker; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 


HENRY C. FRAZIER. 
Mr. OURY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1656) for the relief of Henry 
C. Frazier; which was reada first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


ISAAC POLHAMUS, JR., AND OTHERS. 


Mr. OURY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1657) for the relief of Isaac 
Polhamus, jr., and others; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM YORK. 


Mr. OURY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1658) for the relief of Will- 
iam York; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
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AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. OURY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1659) toamend section 1862, 
title 23, of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

REMOVAL OF INDIANS TO INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Mr. OURY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1660) to provide the means 
of obtaining the consent of the five civilized tribes of Indians now oc- 
eupying the Indian Territory to the settlement of the Indian tribes of 
Arizona Territory upon the land heretofore ceded by said civilized tribes 
to the Government of the United States; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

INDIAN SCHOOL AT YUMA, ARIZ. 

Mr. OURY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1661) to provide for the es- 
tablishment and maintenance of an Indian school at Yuma, in Yuma 
County, Arizona, and tomake an appropriation therefor; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

TRANSFER OF GOVERNMENT PROPERTY IN ARIZONA. 

Mr. OURY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1662) to provide for the trans- 
fer of certain Government in the Territory of Arizona from 
the War Department to the Interior Department, for Indian school pur- 
~ poses; which was read a first‘and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

TRANSFER OF BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS. 

Mr. OURY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1663) to transfer the Bureau 
of Indian Affairs from the Interior to the War Department; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on IndianAffairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ISAAC POLHAMUS, JR., AND OTHERS. 

Mr. OURY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1664) for the relief of Isaac 
Polhamus, jr., and others; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ARTESIAN WELLS, ARIZONA. 

Mr. OURY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1665) to provide for the bor- 
ing of artesian wells in the Territory of Arizona; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Agriculture, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ELECTION OF GOVERNOR, ETC., JN THE TERRITORIES. 


Mr. OURY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1666) to provide for the elec- 
tion of a governor and a secretary of the Territory by the people of the 
several Territories; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 

ADMISSION OF ARIZONA AS A STATE. 

Mr. OURY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1667) to enable the people 
of Arizona Territory to form a constitution and State government, and 
for the admission of such State into the Union on an equal footing with 
the original States; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 


COMPLETION OF TERRITORIAL PRISON, ARIZONA. 

Mr. OURY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1668) making an appropria- 
tion for the completion of the Territorial prison at Yuma, in the Ter- 
ritory of Arizona; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


BRANCH MINT, ARIZONA. 

Mr. OURY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1669) to establish a branch 
mint in the Territory of Arizona; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ASSAY OFFICE, ARIZONA. 

Mr. OURY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1670) to establish an assay 
office in the Territory of Arizona; which was reada first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and 
ordered to be printed. 

INDIAN DEPBEDATIONS, ARIZONA. 

Mr. OURY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1671) to provide for the 
appointment of commissioners for ascertaining a report of the losses 
sustained by the people of the Territory of Arizona by reason of In- 
dian depredations; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM FRANKLIN GROUNDS. 

Mr. OURY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1672) for the relief of Will- 
iam Franklin Grounds; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


WHITE MOUNTAIN INDIAN RESERVATION. | 


Mr. OURY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1673) to correct the western 
and southern boundaries of the White Mountain Indian reservation in 


the Territory of Arizona, and to segregate the Deer Creek coal fields; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

TERRITORIAL LEGISLATURES. 

Mr. OURY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1674) to provide for addi- 
tional members of the Legislatures of the several Territories, and to 
increase the pay of the members and officers thereof; which was rea¢, a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Territoris, 
and ordered to be printed. 

FRED. E. BROOKS. 

Mr. OURY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1675) for the relief of Fred. 
E. Brooks, postmaster at Tomsbtone, Ariz.; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 


printed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING, ARIZONA. 

Mr. OURY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1676) making an appropria- 
tion for the erection of a building in the Territory of Arizona for ihe 
capitol of said Territory, and for a custom-house, post-office, and other 
purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Cum- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed 

H. C. HOOKER. 

Mr. OURY also introduced a bill (Lf. R. 1677) for the relief of H. C. 
Hooker; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Cum- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FREDERICK FREDLEY. 


Mr. OURY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1678) for the relief of Fred- 
erick Fredley, Yuma, Ariz.; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be prin! ed. 

TRES ALAMOS LAND CLAIM, ARIZONA. 


Mr. OURY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1679) to confirm title to that 
certain private land-claim Tres Alamos, in Arizona Territory; wlich 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PRIVATE LAND GRANTS IN ARIZONA. 

Mr. OURY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1680) to confirm title to cer- 
tain private land grants in Arizona Territory; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, snd 
ordered to be printed. 

TERRITORY OF NORTH DAKOTA. 

Mr. RAYMOND introduced a bill (H. R. 1681) establishing the ‘Ter- 
ritory of North Dakota and providing a temporary government therefor; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Territories, and ordered to be printed. 


SUPREME COURT OF DAKOTA. 

Mr. RAYMOND also introduced a bill (H. R. 1682) providing for two 
additional associate justices of the supreme court of the Territory of 
Dakota; which was read a first and second time, referred to the C'om- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


FORT RICE MILITARY RESERVATION. 

Mr. RAYMOND also introduced a bill (H. R. 1683) to abolish the 
military reservation of Fort Rice, in the Territory of Dakota, and 
authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to have the lands embriced 
therein surveyed and made subject to homestead and pre-emption entry 
and sale the same as other public lands; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

FORT RANDALL MILITARY RESERVATION. 

Mr. RAYMOND also introduced a bill (H. R. 1684) vacating all that 
portion of Fort Randall military reservation in the Territory of Dakota 
lying east of the Missouri River; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HENRY YOUNG. 

Mr. RAYMOND also introduced a bill (H. R. 1685) for the relief of 
Henry Young; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


EDWIN PARLIMAN. 

Mr. RAYMOND also introduced a bill (H. R. 1686) for the relief of 
Edwin Parliman; which was read a first and second timg referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A. G. SHAW. 

Mr. RAYMOND also introduced a bill (H. R. 1687) for the relief of 
A. G. Shaw; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN B. STONE. 

Mr. RAYMOND also introduced a bill (H. R. 1688) granting a pen- 
sion to John B. Stone; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
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ASSAY OFFICE AT DEADWOOD. 

Mr. RAYMOND also introduced a bill (H. R. 1689) to establish an 
assay office at Deadwood, in the Territory of Dakota; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures, and ordered to be printed. 

EDWAY A. GRANT. 

Mr. RAYMOND also introduced a bill (H. R. 1690) for the relief of 
Edway A. Grant, late postmaster, at Fargo, Dak.; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. > 

SUPREME COURT OF IDAHO. 

Mr. SINGISER introduced a bill (H. R. 1691) providing for an ad- 
ditionalassociate justice of the supreme court of the Territory of Idaho; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

INDIAN RESERVATIONS IN IDAHO. 

Mr. SINGISER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1692) to accept and 
ratify the agreementssubmitted by the Shoshones, Bannoclis, and Sheep- 
eaters of the Fort Hall and Lemhi reservations, in Idaho, for the sale of 
a portion of their lands in said Territory, and for other purposes, and 
to make the necessary appropriations for carrying out thesame; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

REAPPORTIONMENT OF IDAIIO. 

Mr. SINGISER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1693) to authorize the 
reapportionment of the Territory of Idaho into council and representa- 
tive districts; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 

FEES OF CLERKS, MARSHALS, ETC. 

Mr. SINGISER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1694) toextend the pro- 
visions of the acts of Congress relating to the fees of clerks, marshals 
and attorneys of the district and circuit courts to the Territory of Idaho; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Territories, and ordered to be printed. 

ALBERT ELSBERG. 

Mr. LUNA introduced a bill (H. R. 1695) for the relief of Albert 
Elsberg, administrator of Gustave Elsberg, deceased; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

MANUEL CHAVES AND LORENZO LABADIE. 

Mr. LUNA also introduced a bill (H. R. 1696) for the relief of Manuel 

Chaves and Lorenzo Labadie; which was read a first and second time, 
. referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
F. W. POSTHOFF. 

Mr. LUNA also introduced a bill (H. R. 1697) for the relief of F. W. 
Posthoff; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ARTESIAN WELLS IN NEW MEXICO. 
Mr. LUNA also introduced a bill (H. R. 1698) to provide for the bor- 
of artesian wells in the Territory of New Mexico; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Agriculture, and 
ordered to be printed. 
JOHN S. CHISUM. 

Mr. LUNA also introduced a bill (H. R. 1699) for the relief of John 
S. Chisum; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CHRISTOPHER CARSON. 

Mr. LUNA also introduced a bill (H. R. 1700) for the relief of the 
children and heirs of the late Christopher Carson; whick was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ANTHONY JOSEPH AND PEDRO J. JARAMILLO. 

Mr: LUNA also introduced a bill (H. R. 1701) for the relief of An- 
thony Joseph and Pedro J. Jaramillo; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

R. B. HIGBEE. 

Mr. LUNA also introduced a bill (H. R. 1702) for the relief of R. B. 
Higbee; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HUGO WEDELES. 

Mr. LUNA also introduced a bill (H. R. 1703) for the relief of Hugo 
Wedeles; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS IN NEW MEXICO AND ARIZONA. 

Mr. LUNA also introduced a bill (H. R. 1704) to limit the compen- 
sation of United States attorneys for Mexico and Arizona; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Territo- 
ries, and or lered to be printed. 


ORGANIC ACT OF NEW MEXICO. 

Mr. LUNA also introduced a bill (H. R. 1705) to amend section 10 of 
the organic act of the Territory of New Mexico entitled “An act propos- 
ing to the State of Texas the establishment of her northern and west- 
ern boundaries, the relinquishment by the said State of all territory 
claimed by her exterior to said boundaries, and of all her claims upon 
the United States, and to establish a Territorial government for New 
Mexico,” approved September 9, 1850; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the Territories, and ordered to 
be printed. 

LAND GRANTS IN NEW MEXICO. 

Mr. LUNA also introduced a bill (H. R. 1706) to confirm certain land- 
grants in the Territory of New Mexico; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS IN NEW MEXICO. 

Mr. LUNA also introduced a bill (H. R. 1707) to confirm certain pri- 
vate land claims in the Territory of New Mexico; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

‘SOCORRO, N. MEX, 

Mr. LUNA also introduced a bill (H. R. 1708) to confirm a t of 
land to citizens of Socorro, N. Mex.; which was read a first Pok rda ` 
time, referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ADMISSION OF UTAH AS A STATE. 

Mr. CAINE introduced a bill (H. R. 1709) for the admission of Utah 
into the Union on an equal footing with the original States; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Territo- 
ries, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. BEAN. 

Mr. CAINE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1710) granting a pension to 
George W. Bean; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. _ 


FRANK NELSON, T. CAINE, AND R. SAUNDERS. 

Mr. POST, of Wyoming, introduced a bill (H. R. 1711) granting a 
pension to Frank Nelson, T. Caine, and R. Saunders; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

WIND RIVER VALLEY, WYOMING. 

Mr. POST, of Wyoming, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1712) for the 
relief of certain settlers in the Wind River Valley, Wyoming; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Afiairs, and ordered to be printed. 

SERVICE OF JUDICIAL PROCESSES WITHIN RESERVATIONS. 

Mr. POST, of Wyoming, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1713) to au- 
thorize the service of civil and criminal processes issued by Territorial 
courts within the military and Indian reservations on the Yellowstone 
National Park; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


LARAMIE CITY, WYOMING TER. 

Mr. POST, of Wyoming, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1714) setting 
apart one section of public land and the springs or sources of water 
thereon, now on the Fort Saunders military reservation, Wyoming Terri- 
tory, to the corporate and domestic uses of the people of the town of Lara- 
mie City, insaid Territory; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


SALE OF TIMBER LANDS. 

Mr. POST, of Wyoming, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1715) to amend 
an act entitled “An act for the sale of timber lands in the States of 
California, Oregon, and Nevada, and in Washington Territory,’ approved 
June 18, 1878; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


TERRITORIAL COURTS. 

Mr. POST, of Wyoming, introduced a bill (H. R. 1716) to amend chap- 
ter 80, volume 1, of the supplement to the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, entitled ‘‘An act concerning the practice of Territorial courts, 
and appeals therefrom;’’ which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, CHEYENNE, WYO. 

Mr. POST, of Wyoming, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1717) to pro- 

vide for the ‘erection of a public building at Cheyenne, Wyo.; which 


was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


LIEUT. F. M. H. KENDRICK. 
Mr. POST, of Wyoming, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1718) for the 


relief of Lieut. F. M. H. Kendrick; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on ’Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
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ROBERT H. YOUNG, 

Mr. POST, of Wyoming, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1719) for the 
relief of Robert H. Young; which was read a first and second time, 
teferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. POST, of Wyoming, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1720) to amend 
section 1864, chapter 1, title 23, Revised Statutes of the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC LANDS IN WYOMING. 

Mr. POST, of Wyoming, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1721) provid- 
ing for the withdrawal from settlement and sale of certain lands in 
Wyoming Territory; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. À 

Mr. CABELL introduced a bill (H. R. 1722) granting pensions to 
certain soldiers and sailors of the Mexican Wàr; which was read a first 
-and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered 
‘to be printed. 

HEIRS OF DAVID G. BURNETT. 

Mr. OCHILTREE (by Mr. THROCKMORTON) introduced bill (H. R. 
1723) for the relief of the heirs of David G. Burnett; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SANTIAGO DE LEON. 

Mr. OCHILTREE also (by Mr. THROCKMORTON) introduced a bill 
(H. R. 1724) for the relief of Santiago de Leon; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims and ordered 
to be printed. 

VIDAL HERNANDEZ. 

Mr. OCHILTREE also (by Mr. THROCKMORTON) introduced a bill 
(H. R. 1725) for the relief of Vidal Hernandez; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

E. B. TALFOR AND H. C. RIPLEY. A 

Mr. OCHILTREE also (by Mr. THROCKMORTON) introduced a bill 
(H. R. 1726) for the relief of R. B. Talfor and H. C. Ripley; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. : 

HEIRS OF WILLIAM HENDLEY. 

Mr. OCHILTREE also (by Mr. THROCKMORTON) introduced a bill 
(H. R. 1727) for the relief of the heirs of William Hendley; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES EICHLITZ. 

Mr. OCHILTREE also (by Mr. THROCKMORTON) introduced a bill 
{H. R. 1728) for the relief of Charles Eichlitz; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

WILLIAM SCHUCHARDT. . 

Mr. OCHILTREE also (by Mr. THROCKMORTON) introduced a bill 
(H. R. 1729) for the reliefof William Schuchardt; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

RAPHAEL M. MILLER. 

Mr. OCHILTREE also (by Mr. THROCKMORTON) introduced a bill 
(H. R. 1730) for the relief of Raphael M. Miller; which was read a first 
and ea time, referred tothe Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
prin 

PUBLIC BUILDING, BROWNSVILLE, TEX. 

Mr. OCHILTREE also (by Mr. THROCKMORTON) introduced a bill 
(H. R. 1731) providing for the erection ofa public building at Brownsville, 
"Tex.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


MARINE HOSPITAL, GALVESTON, TEX. 

Mr. OCHILTREE also (by Mr. THROCKMORTON) introduced 4 bill 
(H. R. 1732) for the construction of a marine hospital at Galveston, Tex. ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


DISEASES. OF SHEEP. _ 


Mr. OCHILTREE also (by Mr. THROCKMORTON) introduced a bill 
(H. R. 1733) to investigate the diseases of sheep and the remedies 
therefor; which was read a first and ‘second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, and ordered to be printed. 

QUARANTINE STATION, TEXAS. 

Mr. OCHILTREE also (by Mr. THROCKMORTON) introduced a bill 

(H. R. 1734) to provide for a quarantine station on the coast of Texas; 
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which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
IMPROVEMENT AT ROCK ISLAND- ARSENAL. 

Mr. MURPHY introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 63) making an 
appropriation for the improvement of the pool above the dam at the Rock 
Island arsenal; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT OF RULES. 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, submitted the’ following resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Rules : 
Resolution proposing an amendment to Rule X, “‘ Of committees,” 


Change “Committee on Education and Labor” by striking out the words 
“and Labor; ™ and add to section 1 of said rule the following: 

“ A Committee on Labor, to consist of seven members, to which shall be re- 
ferred all proposed legislation and matters affecting the working classes.” 


DENTON & SAGE. è 
Mr. DUNHAM, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 1735) 
torefund to Denton & Sage the sumof $1,549.67, custom dutieson sixty 
hogsheads of sugar destroyed in the great Chicago fire; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 


NEBRASKA WAR CLAIM. 


Mr. LAIRD, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 1736) 
for the relief of the State of Nebraska; which was read a and sec- 
ond a referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered te be 
printed. 

RELIEF OF SETTLERS. 

Mr. LAIRD also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
1737) for the relief of settlers and purchasers of lands on the public 
domain in the States of Nebraska and Kansas; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MAJ. D. WILLIAMS. f 

Mr. LAIRD also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
1738) restoring to the pension-roll the name of Maj. D. Williams; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


EXTENSION OF WHISKY IN BOND. 


Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, I have here two petitions, both very 
numerously signed by the most prominent business, banking, and dis- 
tilling houses—there being over a thousand persons and firms—of 
Louisville, Chicago, Cincinnati, Philadelphia, Pittsburgh, New York, 
Boston, Indianapolis, Detroit, Omaha, ver, and other principal 
cities of the Union. The Western Export Association and other lead- 
ing associations are also signers of this petition for urgently requesting 
Congress at its earliest opportunity to enact a law extending the bonded 
period for two years upon all distilled spirits remaining in distillers’ 
warehouses on the 1st of December, 1883. 

As these gentlemen represent a great interest, and as their claim is 
set forth here clearly and tersely but very briefly, I ask that these two 
petitions, without the names, be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I object. 

Mr. MORRISON. I move the House do now adjaurn. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Pending that metion I move that when the 
House adjourn to-day it be to meet on Friday next. There is nothing 
for us to do between now and then. 7 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Pending the motion to adjourn over, by unanimous consent leave of 
absence was granted in the following cases: 

To Mr. BRAINERD, for two weeks, on account of important business. 

To Mr. VALENTINE, indefinitely, on account of the illness of his wife. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
On motion of Mr. WARNER, of Tennessee, by unanimous consent, 
leave was granted for the withdrawal from the files of the House of 
the papers in the claim of the executors of Thomas Hood, deceased.. 


CHICKASAW NATION. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON, by unanimous consent, presented a joint 
resolution of the Chickasaw Nation, asking that the Chickasaw Nation 
be attached to Gainesville, Tex., for judicial purposes; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

ADJOURNMENT OVER. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question recurs on the motion of 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN], that when the House 
adjourns to-day it be to meet on Friday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 

SIOUX INDIANS. 

Pending the motion to adjourn, by unanimous consent the following 
business was transacted: £ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the following mes- 
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from the President; which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Afairs, 


and ordered to be printed: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


d ratify certain ts made with the Sioux Indians, and to grant the 
right of way to the ota Central Railway Company through the Sioux reser- 
vation in 


is ted for the consideration of the Con; 
The matter is presen ro Conse 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, December 10, 1883. 

TIMBER DEPREDATIONS ON INDIAN RESERVATIONS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: Pee : 
i yO terior o 
the 3d instan E iih accompany ing papers, submitting draught of a bill to pre- 


t timber depredations on Indian rese: ons, 
“The subject is presented for the consideration of the Congress. 


CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
ExECUTIVE MAxstox, December 10, 1883. 
TRESPASSES UPON INDIAN LAND. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the following 
message from the Presidentof the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senateand House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a communication of the 3d instant from the Secretary of 
the Interior, in relation to the urgent necessity of action on the of the Con- 
gress for the more — prevention of upon Indian lands, with 
copy of report from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs upon the subject, draught 
of bill for the object indicated, and copy of correspondence from the Secretary 
of War recommending action in the premises. 

The matter is commended to the consideration of jn Congress. 


ER A. ARTHUR. 
Executive Mansion, December 10, 1883. 
RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH WALKER RIVER RESERVATION, NEVADA. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith a communication of the 3d instant from the Secretary of 
the Interior, with the draught of a bill “to accept and ratify anagreement made 
by the Pah Ute Indians, and Rrantings ight of way to the Carsonand Colorado 
Railroad Company through the Walker River reservation in Nevada,” and ac- 
companying popes in Prag heed So mea: OT, 

resen iê COl eration ol ie Con, 
oie ee id CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE Mansion, December 10, 1883. i 

ALIÒTMENT OF LAND IN SEVERALTY. 

The SPEAKER pro also laid before the House the following 
m from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, of 
the 3d instant, with accom ying papers, submitting a draught of a bill “‘ pro- 
viding for the allotment n grek severalty to certain Chippewa Indians of 
Lake Superior, residing a ys pege aon ae granting patentstherefor.” 

i t deration of the 
The subject is presen for co! o! = ap Oe 


EXECUTIVE Mansion, December 10,1883, 
DUCK VALLEY LANDS, NEVADA. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 4 


I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, of 
the 3d instant, with draught of bill, for the payment of certain settlers in the 
State of Nevada, for improvements on lands Duck Valley, in that State, 
taken for the use and occupancy of the Shoshone Indians, with accompanying 


rs. 
P The subject is presented for the consideration of Ae nae eri 
EXEcuTIve MANSION, December 10, 1882. z i 


KICKAPOO INDIANS, KANSAS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the following 
m from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed: k 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, of 
the 3d instant, submitting, with secon penring papers, draught of a bill “to 
rovide for the settlement of the estates of Kickapoo Indians, in the 
te of Kansas, and for other n 
The matter is presented for the consideration of the Congress. 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE Maxnsrox, December 10. 1883. 


A. ARTHUR. 
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CHANGE OF REFERENCE OF A BILL. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. On yesterday I introduced a bill (H. R. 711) for 
the construction of bridges across the Saint John and Saint Francis Riv- 
ers, which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

This reference should have been to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
It relates to an international subject, referring as it does to commerce 
between the United States and the Dominion of Canada. I ask, there- 
fore, that the reference be made to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The change of reference suggested by 
the gentleman from Maine will be made. 

ADJOURNMENT OVER. 

The motion of Mr. MorRIsON was then to; and accordingly 

(at 5.30 o’clock p. m.) the House adjourned until Friday next. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr: ANDERSON: The petition of Wesley Turner, of Norton 
County, Kansas, asking that the pension to soldiers’ widows be increased 
from $8 to $12 per month—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of colored citizens of Kansas, for.a constitutional 
amendment protecting them in their rights—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. BEACH: The petition of Lydia J. Cline, of Newburg, N. Y., 
for increasing the pension now allowed widows of deceased soldiers—to- 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Paper relating to the pension claim of Esther 
Hudson; of Anna Monohan, guardian of James Monohan, minor child 
of Richard Monohan; of John Leide; of Philip Lotz, and of Eliza Narr, 
widow of Isaac Narr—severally to the same committee. 

By Mr. BRAINERD: Paper relating to an appropriation of $130,000 
for the protection and improvement of the harbor at Erie, Pa.—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: Paper relating tothe improvement of Cumber- 
land River—to the same committee. 

By Mr. CULLEN: The petition of soldiers of the late war, for an 
equalization of pay and the payment of such sums as will make the 
amounts received equal to the value of coin at the time of payment— 
to the Select Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and 
Back Pay. 

By Mr. COSGROVE: The petition of J. H. Waugh and others, forthe 
improvement of the Mississippi River and its navigable tributaries—to. 
the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: The petition of 152 citizens of Franklin County, 
Florida, for an appropriation of $25,000 for the improvement-of the 
mouth of Carrabelle River—to the same committee. 

By Mr. DEUSTER: The petition of Timothy Dermody, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of John Stader, for increase of pension—to the 
same committee. 

Also, the petition of certaim soldiers and sailors of the late war, pray- 
ing for a change in the pension laws—to the same committee. 

By Mr. DIBBLE: Paper relating to the improvement of the harbor 
of Charleston, of the Edisto River, of the North Edisto River, and of 
Wappoo Cut, in the State of South Carolina—severally to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. DIBRELL: Paper relating to an appropriation to complete 
the improvement in Caney Fork River from its mouth to Frank’s Ferry; 
also, for an appropriation for the improvement of Hiwassee River, and 
for the improvement of the Tennessee River at Muscle Shoals—sever- 
ally to the same committee. 

By Mr. DUNCAN: The petition of Jacob J. Morningstar, of Penn- 
sylvania, r a got the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DUNN: The petition of letter-carriers of Little Rock, Ark., 
eee of salary—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

By Mr. GEORGE: The petition of citizens of Oregon, asking an ap- 
propriation for the improvement of the Coquille River—to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Oregon, for the improvement of the 
Umpqua River—to the same committee. 

Also, memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of Astoria, Oreg., pray- 
ing for the forfeiture of the Oregon Central Railroad land grant—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, 

By Mr. GREEN: Paper relating to the improyement of Black River 
in North Carolina—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HATCH: Papers relating to the claim of Yost Harbaugh— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HAYNES: The petition of Hon. S. W. Hale, governor of 
New Hampshire, and 42 others, for an increase of pension for Alfred J 
Hill, late adjutant Third New Hampshire Volunteers—to the Commuic- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Michael G. Donohoe and 25 others, for the relief 
of Andrew D. Walden—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUSEMAN: The petition of John T, Holmes and others, 
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praying that the pension of Edward C. Gardner be increased—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper relating to an appropriation to continue the improvement 
of Grand River, in the State of Michigan—to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 

By Mr. KELLEY: The petition of citizens of Washington, D. C., rel- 
ative to improvements made in steam carbon gas—to the Committee for 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: The petition and accompanying papers of 
Alexander Wishart, late first lieutenant in Twentieth United States 
Infantry, for relief—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MAYBURY: The petition of Mrs. Eunice Tripler, for allow- 
ance for publication of text-book for use of officers in the recruiting 
service of the Army—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Nelson M. Farrar, for a pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper relating to the pension claim of Margaret MeCrickett— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Papers relating to the claim of Michael J. 
Brown, of James F. Peerce, of George E. Stonebraker, and of George 
E. Stonebraker, administrator of Christian Stonebraker, deceased— 
‘severally to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MCCORMICK: Paper relating to the establishment of a post- 
route in Gallia County, Ohio—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McMILLIN: Papers relating to an appropriation to lock and 
dam the Cumberland River above Nashville, Tenn., and for the im- 
provement of the Caney Fork River—severally to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. NUTTING: Paper relating to an appropriation of $20,000 
for the improvement of Salmon River, on Lake Ontario, State of New 
York—to the same committee. 

By Mr. J. J. O'NEILL: The petition of members of the Second Regi- 
ment Missouri Volunteer Artillery, for a bounty—to the Select Com- 
mittee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounties, and Back Pay. 

Also, the petition of John Mueller, of Saint Louis, to abolish postage 
on periodicals—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. OHARA: The petition of citizens of New Berne, N. C., relat- 
ing to French spoliation claims—to the Committee on Foreign ‘Affairs. 

y Mr. S. J. PEELLE: The petition of Mariah S. Newton, Elizabeth 
Gray, and 40 others, of Indianapolis, Ind., widows of soldiers of the late 
war, asking an increase of their pensions—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of E. P. Thompson—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. POLAND: The petition of Julia A. Ross, for a pension—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Mary Martin and others, for arrears of pension 
for Mary Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RANDALL: The petition of Thomas A. Walters, for com- 
pensation for planning and superintending the construction of certain 
public buildings in the city of Washington and elsewhere—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, the petition of Bvt. Brig. Gen. John F. Ballier, for an increase 
of ion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

y Mr. ROSECRANS: The petition of 46 shipmasters of San Fran- 
cisco, Cal., for legislation for protection of American mercantile ma- 
rine—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. SCALES: Paper relating to the establishment of a post-route 
from Penn’s Store to Dalton and from Germantown to Brown Mount- 
ain, in the State of North Carolina—severally to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SLOCUM: Papers relating to the retirement from the Army 
of Alfred Pleasonton as major-general—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. CHARLES STEWART: Papers relating to an appropriation 
for continuing the work in removing the obstructions to navigation at 
Sabine Pass and Blue Back Bar, in Texas—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr, STRAIT: The petition of J. M. Howard, president of the 
Board of Trade at Litchfield, Minn. , and others, for the improvement of 
the Mississippi River and its tributaries—to the same committee. 

By Mr. TALBOTT: The petition of Juliet H. Palmer, widow of James 
C. Palmer, late surgeon-general of United States Navy, for an increase 
of pension—to the Committee oh Pensions. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: The petition of E. Ralch, jr., to increase pen- 
sions of soldiers’ widows, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. f 

By Mr. VANCE: Memorial for the relief of Jearum Atkins—to the 
Committee on Patents. 

_ By Mr. WAIT: The petition of citizens of New London, Conn., pray- 
ing that an increase of pension be allowed Mrs. Betsey A. Mower, widow 
of the late General J. A. Mower—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Charles Young, for remuneration for injuries sus- 
tained at Mystic, Conn., at the unveiling of soldiers’ statue, June 13, 
1883—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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By Mr. A. J. WARNER: The petition of L. W. Linkin and others, 
surviving soldiers of the Mexican war, for a pension—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. YOUNG: The petitions of Mrs. Jacksey Armour, of Elizabeth 
I. Finney, of Joseph L. Glover, of Solomon Isaac, of William R. Kear- 
ney, of James P. Lowrey, of Joseph 8. McAnulty, of Thomas L. Tay- 
lor, administrator of the estate of Andrew Taylor, deceased, and of 
David H. Townsend, administrator of the estate of Oswell P. Newly, 
deceased, for relief—severally to the Committee on War Claims. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, December 12, 1883. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 

JoHN P. JONES, a Senator from the State of Nevada, appeared in his 
seat to-day. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


INDIAN BUREAU DEFICIENCY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith a letter from the Secretary of the Interior, inclosing a 


communication from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs setting forth the ne- 
cessity of a deficiency appropriation of $60,000 for the immediate wants of his 


Laisa CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 

EXpeurivE Mansion, December 11, 1883. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The message, together with the ac- 
companying papers, will be printed and referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Mr. DAWES. I should think, as that calls for a special appropria- 
tion for particular reasons, perhaps it ought to go to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, in order that they may make known to the Committee 
on Appropriations the facts in reference to it. I am not certain about 
it, but it so strikes me. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. At the suggestion of the Senator 
from Massachusetts, if there be no objection, the message of the Presi- 
dent, with the accompanying papers, will be referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. ’ 

Mr. DAWES. It will go ultimately to the Committee on Appro- 
priations; but it strikes me that under the circumstances it should go 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs first. - 


SHOSHONE INDIAN LANDS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and, together with the accompanying 
papers, ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : - 

I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, of 
the 3d instant, with draught of a bill for the fp bape of certain settlers in the 
State of Nevada, for improvements on lands in Duck bu in said ý 
taken for the use and occupancy of the Shoshone Indians, with accompanying 


TS. 
Phe subject is presented for the consideration of the EL ad 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE Mansion, December 10, 1883. 


KICKAPOO INDIANS IN KANSAS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which, with the ac- 
companying was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 
I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, of 
the 3d instant, submitting, with accompanying papers, draught of a bill * to 
rovide for the settlement of the estates of pms, Kickapoo Indians, in the 
tate of Kansas, and for other purposes.” 


The matter is presented for the consideration of the 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, December 10, 1883. 


CHIPPEWA INDIAN LANDS. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which, with the ac- 
companying papers, was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith a communication from the of the Interior, of 
the 3d instant, with accompanying papers, submitting a draught of a bill “pro- 
viding for the allotment of lands in severalty to certain Chippewa Indians of 


Lake aprior residing in the State of Wisconsin, and granting patents therefor.” 
The subject is penie for the Aola of the Congress, > 
Cc R A. ARTHUR. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, December 10, 1883. 


WALKER RIVER RESERVATION. 
The PRESIDENT pro tem: laid before the Senate the following 


pore 
message from the President of the United States; which was referred 
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to the Committee on Indian Affairs, with the accompanying papers, 
and ordered to be printed: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives : s 

I transmit herewith a communication of the 3d instant from the Secretary of 
the Interior, with the draught of a bill rea te and ratify an agreement made 
by the Pah Ute Indians, and Mage, So ht of way to the Carson and Colorado 
Railroad Company through Walker River reservation in Nevada,” and ac- 
sompanying a in year Dg the yor * tie Gs 

he matter is present r the consideration o: ngress. 
ae a = CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
Executive Maxsron, December 10, 1883. 


TRESPASSES ON INDIAN LANDS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was referred, 
with the accompanying papers, to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith a communication of the 3d instant from the Secretary of 
the Interior, in relation to the urgent necessity of action on the part of the Con- 
gress for the more adequate prevention of trespasses on Indian lands, with copy 
of report from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs upon the subject, draught 
of bill for the object indicated, and copy of correspondence from the Secretary 
of War recommending action in the premises, 

The matter is commended to the consideration of oe Con: 


HESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, December 10, 1883. 
TIMBER DEPREDATIONS ON INDIAN RESERVATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which, with the ac- 
company ins papers, was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of the Interior of 
the 8d instant, with accompanying papers, submitting draught of a bill to pre- 
vent timber depredations on Indian reservations. 

The subject is presented for the consideration of the Con, 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 

Exrcurive Mansion, December 10, 1883. 

SIOUX INDIAN RESERVATION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which, with the ac- 
companying papers, was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and Aara to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of the Interior of the 
3d instant, submitting, with sooo ing pavers, draught of a billtoacceptand 
ratify certain agreements made with the Sioux Indians, and to grant a right of 
wey to the Dakota Central Railway Company through the Sioux reservation in 


Dakota. 
‘The matter is presented fot the consideration of a Con; 


EXECUTIVE Mansion, December 10, 1883. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in compliance with sec- 
tion 1136 of the Revised Statutes, plans of the proposed new barracks 
for the light battery at Fort Adams, Rhode Island; which was ordered 
to be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, referred tothe Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

COLUMBIA INSTITUTION FOR THE DEAF AND DUMB. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. BAYARD director on the 
part of the Senate of the Columbia Institution for the Instruction of 
the Deaf and Dumb, pursuant to section 4863 of the Revised Statutes. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. LAPHAM presented the petition of George Milsom, Henry Spen- 
delow, and George V. Watson, of Buffalo, N.Y., and the petition of C. J. 
Wells and others, citizens of Buffalo, N. Y., praying for the extension of 
letters patent to the patentees of the grain-shoveling machine now in 
use at the grain elevators at that place; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

Mr. GARLAND presented the petition of Benjamin Williams, a cit- 
izen of Georgia and a resident of Washington, D. C., praying for an 
increase of salary as r and laborer in the office of the National 
Board of Health; which was referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations. 


ER A. ARTHUR. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BAYARD. I am instructed by the Committee on Private Land 
Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 19) to provide for ascertain- 
ing and settling private land claims in certain Ststes and Territories, 
to report it with amendments. The bill will go upon the Calendar, 
but I shall ask the Senate at the earliest possible day to allow it to 
pass, fora similar bill met the favorable consideration of the Senate on 
two previous occasions, and it is I think essentially demanded by the 
public interests that it should become a law. I shall call it up on the 
first occasion when I can get an opportunity to do so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed upon the 
Calendar. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- | 


tained leave to introduce a bill (S. 625) to provide for the just and legal 
determination of controversies about title to lands derived from the 
United States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro~ 
duce a bill (S; 626) to increase the pension of Francis Scott, and to rate 
him in the second grade of ioners; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GARLAND asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 627) for the relief of John Jackson; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. JONAS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave toin- 
troduce a bill (S. 628) to repeal an actentitled ‘‘An act to amend an act, 
entitled ‘An act for the removal of cases in certain causes from State. 
courts,’ approved July 27, 1866," approved March 2, 1867, and also to 
repeal the third paragraph of section 639 of the Revised Statutes; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee onthe Judi- 
ciary. 7. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 629) to attach the parishes of Saint Mary and Tberia, in 
the State of Louisiana, to the western judicial district of Louisiana; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. i 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 630) for the relief of Cora A. Slocum, Ida A. Richardson, 
and Caroline A. Urquhart; which was read twice by its title, and re~ 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro~ 
ducea bill (S. 631) for the relief of Duncan S. Cage and the minor heirs 
of Albert G. Cage, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. ! 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 632) for the relief of the heirs of Manning R. Ariail and 
Sarah Fish, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. : 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 633) to authorize the sale of the Baton Rouge arsenal 
and grounds; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 4 

He also asked and, by unanimous ‘consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 634) for a public building at Opelousas, La.; which was, 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. } 

Mr. SAWYER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 635) for the relief of Theodore C. Hawkins; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 636) for the erection of a public building at Oshkosh, 
Wis.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. WILSON (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. 637) for the relief of J. D. Haworth; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LAPHAM asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 638) for the relief of George Milsom, Henry Spende- 
low, and George V. Watson; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. ALLISON asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 639) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
issue to George K. Otis duplicates of certain land-warrants lost while in 
the possessien of the officers of the Government; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. INGALLS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 640) for the relief of Rebecca Johnston; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, réeferred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PLUMB asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 641) concerning details from the Army; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 


He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. 642) for the relief of William P. Hogarty; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. $ 
He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 643) for the relief of A. A. Thomas; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HILL (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (8. 644) for the relief of the administrator of 
the estate of John W. Dear, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SHERMAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 645) granting a pension to Solomon K. Ruggles; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HARRIS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
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troduce a bill (S. 646) for the relief of R. G. P. White, Peter Hanger, 
and L. T. Green; which was read twice by its title, and, together with 
the papers on file relating to the case, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HAMPTON asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S, 647) to empower Mitchell King, executor, to bring 
suit in the Court of Claims for rentalleged to be due him; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to'the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 648) to empower Robert Adger to bring suit in the Court 
of Claims for rent alleged to be due him; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WALKER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 649) for the relief of the estate of John Shirley, de- 
ceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. j 

Mr. GROOME asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 650) for the relief of Elizabeth Gordon, of Mary- 
land; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 651) to authorize the President to restore Charles 
Brewster to his former rank in the Army; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Afairs. 

Mr. VOORHEES asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 652) to carry into effect the decree of the district 
court of the United States for the southern district of New York in the 
case of the Spanish ferry-boat Nuesta Sefiora de Regla; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BROWN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 653) to appropriate $75,000 to erect a building for 
a post-office and custom-house in Brunswick, Ga.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Mr. JONAS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a joint resolution (S. R. 27) as to giving notice to terminate the 
convention of June 3, 1875, with His Majesty the King of the Hawaiian 
Islands; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. VEST asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a joint resolution (S. R. 28) making an appropriation for the 
immediate relief of the Blackfeet, Piegan, and Assinaboine and Gros 
Ventres Indians in Northern Montana; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


EXPENDITURES OF DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. I ask for the present consideration of the following 
resolution. - 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to furnish to the 
Senate copies of vouchers and items audited by the First Auditor of the Treas- 
ury onaccount of expenses incurred by the Department of Justice since March 
4, 1881, with the names of cial or assistant attorneys, and the names of de- 
tectives, excepting the vouchers and items relating to and the names of special 
attorneys from January 1, 18%2,to March 1, 1883, that information having been 
furnished and printed by order of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of this resolution ? 

Mr. INGALLS. Let the resolution lie on the table and be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will go over and be 
printed. 

TEXAS AND PACIFIC RAILROAD LAND GRANT. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I ask for the present consideration of the fol- 

lowing resolution: 
That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to furnish to the Senate 


copies of all papers on file in his De ent relati: g to the attempted transfer 


by the Texas and Pacific Railroad Company of its land grant to the Southern 
Pacific Railroad Companies of Arizona, New Mexico, and California, Also 
capies of any memorials, briefs, or letters relating to the matter of land grants 


or subsidies to said Texas and Pacific Railroad. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of this resolution ? 

Mr. INGALLS. Let it lie on the table, and be printed. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will go over and be | by 


printed. f 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
On motion of Mr. WILLIAMS, it was 


Ordered, That the papersin the case of David Merriwether be withdrawn from 
the files of the Senate. 


THE SINKING FUND. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further *‘ concurrent 
or other resolutions” there will be laid before the Senate the resolu- 
tion offered by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr, Beck] yesterday which 
went over under the rule. 

The Acting Secretary read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
BECK, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to 
inform the Senate as soon as practicable the amount of the public debt of the 
United States after the sums provided for in the act of February 25, 1862, were 
obtained under its provisions, and how much said public debt has now been 
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reduced beyond the amount required to be applied as a sinking fund by the pro- 
visions of sections 3694 and 3696 of the Revised Statutes, and to further inform 
the Senate what sums will hereafter be required annually until the maturity of 
the 4 per cent. bonds in 1907, in order tocomply with the provisions of said sec- 
tion as now construed by his Department; stating how the amounts so required 
can be applied to the sinking fund prior to 1907. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempere. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. : 

Mr.BECK. Mr. President, I said yesterday that if any explanation 
was desired as to the object and scope of this resolution I would give 
it this morning. The Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan], who is 
not now in his seat, made the inquiry. I do not now care to do so 
unless there is objection made to the passage of the resolution; but I 
will state that I desire the information for the use of the Committee on 
Finance, so that we may determine the basis upon which we shall seek 
to adjust the taxation of the country. 

I desire at some time to say, and perhaps I may as well say it now, 
that it will be perfectly apparent that the request of the Secretary of 
the Treasury made in hisreport the other day, asking us to keep up tax- 
ation beyond the ordinary wants of the Government at least $50,000,000, 
to be applied to the sinking fund, ought not to be thought of. His re- 
port seems to me to furnish the basis for the statement I make, because 
he shows in a few words very clearly that— 

The only United States bonds which are now payable at the pleasure of the 
Government are the 3 percents, being $305,529.00; those which next become re- 
deemable are the $250,000,000 of 4} percents, on September 1, 1891. The $737,620,- 
A g 4 percents and the $325,850 of refunding certificates are redeemable July 

, 1907. 

The estimates for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884 show a surplus revenue 
of $85,000,000 per annum. This is enough to pay all the 3 percents in about 
three and one-half years, and before the close of the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1887. This surplus, kept up for the four succeeding years, to September 1, 1891, 
would be more than $350,000,000, or $100,000,000 more than enough to pay all the 
bonds then fall due. The same annual surplus until July 1, 1907, would 
amount, with the $100,000,000 left after payin the 4} percents, to about $1,460,- 
000,000, while the whole amount of the debt then redeemable is less than #7. - 
000,000. The estimated surplus of $85,000,000 a year would pay the whole amount 
of the interest-bearing debt in about fifteen years. 


Therefore he very properly recommends that there shall be a reduc- 
tion of taxation. He adds, speaking of the sinking fund: 


The estimate of the sobin uoa for the current fiscal year is fixed at $45,816,- 
741.47, and the amount req will increase from year to year at the rate of 
about $1,000,000 until1891, Itisestimated that an average of about $50,000,000 each 
year until then will be required for the sinking fund. This will vary accord 

to the amount actually applied in payment beyond the need of the sinking fund. 

I consider, therefore, that in ] ing for the.future the revenues should not 
be so far reduced as to prevent application each year of about $50,000,000 to 
the sinking fund. Upon the estimate of $85,000,000 as the surplus forthe current 
year we find a surplus for that period of nearly $40,000,000, not wanted for the 
regular e: itures of the Government or for payment ofthe national debt 
through the sinking fund. > 

The Secretary shows this condition of things: that $85,000,000 of the 
public debt will be paid during the current year, and $106,000,000 is 
estimated to be paid during the next fiscal year before we can reason- 
ably hope to change existing laws, leaving only $109,000,000 possible 
to be paid, in accordance with the present adjustment of our bonds, 
until 1891; and if we are to keep up $50,000,000 a year for a supposed 
sinking fund, that $50,000,000, after applying the surplus of this year 
and the amount estimated for the next now provided for, will in two 
years, or in a small-fraction over two years, pay off all we can possibly 
pay until 1891. There will be only $109,000,000 left after the now as- 
certained surplus up to June 30, 1885, is applied. In any event all 
the 3 per cent. bonds will be paid three or four years before we can pay 
any more, even if the provisions for the ever-pressing sinking fund are 
dispensed with. ; 

_In adjusting our taxation hereafter I insist that we shall not make 
provision for the hoarding of money that we can not properly apply; and 
I insist that the present construction given to the sinking-fund law is 
not legitimate, and was never intended to be construed as it now is by 
any legislation prior to 1875. For these reasons I have asked the Sec- 
retary to tell us, first, what the debt was in 1862, when the pledge, sd 
called, as to a sinking fund was given. The law passed on the 25th of 
February, 1862, reads thus: 

Src. 5. And be it further enacted, That all duties on imported goodsshall be paid 
in coin, or in notes payable on demand heretofore authorized to be issued and 
law receivable in payment of ic dues, and the coin so paid shall be set 
apart as a special fund, and shall be applied as follows: 

T Boe a payment in coin of the interest on the bonds and notes of the 
ni 

Second. To the purchase oe payma of 1 per cent. of the entire debt of the 
United States, to be made wit each ype gee after the Ist day of July, 1862, 
which is to be set apart as a sinking fund, and the interest of which shall in like 


manner be applied to th porose or payment of the public debt as the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury shall time to time direct. : 


Under that act about ‘five hundred million dollars was borrowed, 
perhaps five hundred and fifty million dollars. 

Mr. BAYARD. May I draw the attention of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky to the change made in the revision of the Statutes? ` 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Kentucky 
yield to the Senator*from Delaware? 

Mr. BECK. Certainly; I am seeking information. 

Mr. BAYARD. I doit to facilitate the Senator's statement. In the 
revision of the statutes the date recited in the second clause of this sec- 
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tion ‘* to the purchase or payment of 1 per cent. of the entire debt of the 
United States, to be rade within each fiscal year after the Ist day of 
July, 1862,’’ does not find its place when carried into the revision of 
1873, but it provides for ‘‘ the purchase or payment of 1 per cent. of the 
entire debt of the United States to be made within each fiscal year,” 
without limiting it to the date of July 1, 1862. I knew it was the pur- 
pose of the Senator from Kentucky to be accurate, and I thought pos- 
sibly he had not adverted to the change by the transposition of the law 
from the Statutes at Large into the revision of the statutes. 

Mr. BECK. I had not seen that, nor had I examined it with a crit- 
ical eye, but I remember very well that the Revised Statutes professed 
(and therefore I did not examine and compare them as carefully as I 
perhaps otherwise should have done) simply to be a revision, without 
any alteration or any addition to or subtraction from existing law. 

Mr. BAYARD. The Senator knows that nevertheless very important 
and exceedingly important changes were wrought by the revision, 
whether intended or not. I merely refer to it for the purpose of assist- 
ing the statement of the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. BECK. I read the law of February 25, 1862, fer the purpose of 
showing what I meant by the first statement in the resolution, which 
reads: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and heis hereby, directed to inform the 
Senate, as soon as practicable, the amount of the public debt of the United States 
after the sums provided for in the act of February 25, 1862, were obtained under 
its provisions, 

The debt at that time was in my opinion—I do not know accurately, 
and therefore I desire the information—somewhere about $500,000,000 
or $600,000,000. Now, we have these facts, upon which we do not re- 
quire any information: that the debt kept increasing from February, 
1862, until the 31st of August, 1865, when it reached the enormous 
sum of $2,756,431,571.43, and that by the last debt statement of De- 
cember 1, 1883, the total debt of the United States on the Ist day of 
the current month, less cash in the , is $1,509,785,060.85, or a 
reduction since August, 1865, of $1,246,646,510.58. In other words, we 
have reduced the public debt as it existed on the 31st of August, 1865, 
more than double the total amount of the indebtedness of the United 
States on the day when this so-called pledge to create a sinking fund 
was originally given. The whole debt then did not amount to much 
over $600,000,000, and since we hegan reducing the debt after August 
31, 1865, up to the present time we have paid $1,246,646,510.58, or more 
than double the whole original indebtedness. 

It may as well be stated that there never was a sinking fund created 
or maintained, nor was the law of 1862 in uny sense attempted to be 
complied with in that regard until 1870; yet nobody thought we were 
neglecting the public credit. Governor Boutwell, then Secretary of the 
Treasury, perhaps paid off asmall sum in 1869; but in 1870, for the first 
time, the sinking fund was put in shape; and then many things were 
done, that I do not care to advert to, which caused great criticism, and I 
think did great wrong to the tax-payers of the country by the pur- 
chase of bonds unnecessarily and at enormous premiums. : 

Mr. Lot M. Morrill while Secretary of the Treasury madea report upon 
this whole subject which I hold in my hand—it is not very long, yet it is 
interesting in this connection—in which he shows that the public debt 
up to the date that he made his report had been reduced $656,000,000 
in round numbers, and that under no possible state of the case could the 
grand total then due the sinking fund exceed $433,000,000, which left a 
surplus of $225,000,000 which had been paid off beyond what anybody 
would assume the sinking fund required. 

Secretary Sherman said in his report in December, 1877: 

In the last annual report (page 10) wy predecessor stated that had the re- 
sources of the Treasury during cach fiscal year, Errare | with 1862, been suf- 
ficient to make a literal compl with the conditions of the sinking-fund law 

racticable, a total of $433,848,215.37 would have been appen to that fund July 1, 

876, whereas the actual reduction of the debt. including accrued interest, less 
cash in the areuy at that date, amounted to $658,992,226.44. On thesame 
the amount in the sinking fund would have reached $475,318,888.78 on the Ist of 
July, 1877, on which date the reduction of the debt, including accrued interest, 
Jess cash in the Treasury, since its highest point in 1865, amounted to $696,273,- 
348.17, or $220,954,459.39 in excess of the amount required by law to be provided 
for that fund. 

The report to which Secretary Sherman refers is that of Hon. Lot M. 
Morrill, late Secretary of the Treasury, made to Congress in December, 
1876, in which he'says: 

THE SINKING FUND. 


By the terms of the act of February 25, 1862, it was provided that after the Ist 
day of July, 1862, 1 per cent. of the eftire debt of the United States should be 
purchased or paid within each fiscal Paa to be setapart asa sinking fund; also, 
that the interest on said fund should in like manner be applied tothe purchase 
or payment of the debt. The sixth section of the act of July 14, 1870, also required 
that, in addition to other amounts to be applied to the redemption or payment 
of the public debt, an amount equa! to the interest on all bonds belonging tothe 
aforesaid sinking fund should be applied to the payment of the public debt. 

From the time when the act first named was to go into effect until August 31, 
1865, the demands w the Treasury for incident to the war were 
greatly in excess of revenues of the Government, and therefore there was no 
surplus income which could be applied to the extinguishment of the debt or the 
creation of asinking fund, and consequently the law providing for that fund was 
a period necessarily rendered inoperative. 

It will be noticed that the statute contemplated that a certain sum should be 
applied within each fiscal year to the account of the sinking fund. If the re- 
sources of the Treasury d: each fiscal year, commencing with July, 1862, 

been sufficient to have ea literal compliance with the conditions of the 
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law practicable, the account would at the close of the last fiscal year have ap- 
peared upon the books of the Department as follows: 


Amount for fiscal year 1563... „e. $5,556, 269 97 
Amount for fiscal year 1864 12, 184, 090 52 
Amount for fiscal year 1865. 20, 233, 683 45 
Amount for fiscal year 1866. 30, 490, 707 15 
Amount for fiscal year 1887. ~~ 33,080,531 88 
Amount for fiscal year 1868.... . 33,736, 306 85 
Amount for fiscal year 1869... s 34, 638, 937 03 
Amount for fiscal year 1870. s 35, 959, 651 99 
Amount for fiscal year 1871. 36,370, 257 59 
Amount for fiscal year 1872 36,507,573 43 
Amount for fiscal year 1873. 36, 859, 924 20 
Amount for fiscal year 1374 . 38,012, 930 63 
Amount for fiscal year 1875... s 39,536,019 66 
Amount for fiscal year 1876........0::s0csc0csccssessseceseeserssseseereseeseareessseseee 40,681, 331 02 


CFRRINE e T oop ses ewe A A E E ENEE 433, 848, 215 37 


On the 31st of Angas 1865, the public debt, as represented upon the books of 
the meht and shown by the public-debt statement, reached its highest 
point, namely: 


Debt, less bonds issued to the various Pacific Railroad Com- 
panies and less cash in the Treasury...............::c:ccccceeseeeeceeeeees $2, 756, 431, 571 43 
On June 30, 1876, the debt, including accrued interest, less bonds 
issued to the Pacific Ruilroad Companies, and less cash in the . 
ania Tg WR Se acca ED TAEA A E E TER EN, 2,099, 439, 344 99 


Reduction of the debt. ......:....icossscotesssatessosersocstcousoeesanseesses 656, 992, 226 44 


The termsof the law of February 25, 1862, required by the operations of a sink- 
ing fund account that the public debt should be reduced in the sum of $433,848,- 
215.37 between July 1, 1862, and the close of the last fiscal year. A reduction has 
been effected during that period of. $656,992,225.44, or $223,144,011.07 more than 
was absolutely Sig pet 

It can therefore be said, as a matter of fact, that all of the pledges and obliga- 
tions of the Government to make provision for the sinking fund and the can- 
cellation of the public debt have been fully met and carried out, 

Hon, William A. Richardson while Secretary of the Treasury pub- 
lished a book entitled Practical Information Concerning the Public Debt 
of the United States, with the National Banking Laws. Among other 
things he says: 

The great revenues of the country in excess of the capendiores have enabled 
the Secretary to purchase bonds much more extensively than the sinking-fund 
law absolutely requires, and the debt has been more rapidly reduced than by 


the operation of that fund alone. 
But the sinking fund itself will extinguish the entire national debt in about 


thirty years, or soon after the close of the nineteenth century, the exact time de- 
pending upon the price at which the purchases may be made in future. 


Thus it will be seen that Secretary Sherman followed the next year 
with a similar report, and Secretary Richardson had made statements 
as well, that the great revenues of the country in excess of the expendi- 
tures had enabled the Secretary to purchase bonds much more exten- 
sively than the sinking-fund law required, and the debt had been more 
rapidly reduced than it could have been by the operation of that fund 
alone. Each of these Secretaries announced that we were far in advance 
of any of its requirements. 

Now, instead of having reduced the debt six hundred and twenty- 

odd million dollars as it existed when Secretary Morrill and Secretary 
Sherman made their reports in 1876 and 1877, we have reduced it 
$1,246,000,000, and have only about $1,300,000,000 of interest-bearing 
debt existing, distributed as I have shown by the Secretary’s report. 
_ I am asking the Secretary of the Treasury now to tell us what is the 
exact amount, according to the system of book-keeping established in 
1870, that the sinking fund has required shall be paid up to this date. 
We know what the aggregate reduction of the public debt is, and when 
we get that information (which of course I could figure out by work- 
ing for a week or so through the various reports, still I might not get 
it accurately then, and my statement might be disputed) I think it will 
show that we have paid $700,000,000 of the public debt now beyond 
what any creditor could say good faith required us to do for the main- 
tenance of the sinking fund under any law or any obligation, express or 
implied, that we had created. The official reports show that we have 
so arranged our bonds, and had so a them in 1870, prior to the 
adoption of the Revised Statutes, to which the Senator from Delaware 
called my attention, in such a way that no matter what revenues we 
collect, without buying bonds at a premium, if we can even buy them 
at any premium—for we can not compel men to sell—we can not pay 
any more than $300,000,000 of our debt before 1891, and then only 
$250,000,000 until 1907; and that all these arrangements were made in 
such a shape as to make it impossible to keep up the sinking fund and 
apply the surplus revenue to the payment of the debt in such a way as 
the Secretary of the Treasury now says we ought to do. 

Therefore it is that I ask the Secretary of the Treasury further to tell 
us what sums will be hereafter required annually. He gives us a gen- 
eral guess of about $50,000,000 a year. I desire him to state as accu- 
rately as he can from the books of his Department what under their 
system will be required annually until the maturity of the 4 per cent. 
bonds in 1907. He tells us that the present surplus will give us $700,- 
000,000 more than we require, and thesinking fund alone at $50,000,000 
a year up to the time when the last bonds mature in 1907 will find in 
the Treasury of the United States, taken from the people by taxation, 
hundreds of millions of dollars that can not be applied to the payment 
of the debt if the absurd system ed in this report of $50,000,000 
to be kept up all the time is maintained. Therefore it is to.show the 
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absurdity of his recommendation that I ask him to inform us “what 
sums will hereafter be required annually until the maturity of the 4 
per cent. bonds in,1907 in order to comply with the provisions of said 
sections as now construed by his Department, stating how the amounts 
so required can be applied to the sinking fund prior to 1907.” 

That is the whole resolution, and when we have these facts officially 
stated before us we can then determine what we ought to do in order 
to reduce taxation; whether we are going to follow the recommendation 
of the Secretary and collect from the people $50,000,000 a year for a 
sinking fund, when we havealready collected from them over $700,000,- 
000 more than anybody pretends could be applied to the sinking fund. 
It may as well be restated that our bonds were made redeemable atthe 
periods now fixed long prior to the adoption of the Revised Statutes; 
and when there was no other law but the law of 1862 under which there 
was any pledge we had adjusted our bonds so that we could not pay the 
4 percents until 1907 and the four-and-a-halfs until 1891; and, as I said, 
we have already provided now for the payment of all the balance under 
the present system of taxation within the next three years. Itseemsab- 
surd to say that if we agree to pay $50,000,000 annually as @ sinking 
fand, and have $100,000,000 surplus revenue, and purchase $50,000,000 
of bonds on the 30th day of June and $50,000,000 on the Ist day of July 
we have complied with the law relative to the sinking fund for two 
years; but if we buy the whole $100,000,000 worth on the 30th day of 
June we owe $50,000,000 to the sinking fund for the fiscal year begin- 
ning that day. A Secretary of the Treasury might by nis act change 
the obligations of the Government and its taxation to the extent of 
$50,000,000. 

What I desire to get at is to show to the country and to show to the 
Senate that in the readjustment of taxation we ought now tosay what 
every creditor of the United States wants us to say, that there is not 
only no necessity for cia up taxation to the extent of paying fifty 
millions a year more than the legitimate of the Government 
require, but that we ought to allow the outstanding bonds to remain, 
what few of them exist, as surety for the circulation of the national 
banks and for the many other business purposes for which they are 
needed, and to reduce taxation in some way, I do not care to say how 
now, and give the people the relief from taxation to which they are 
entitled. 

The sinking fund has been fully, fairly provided for for fifteen or 
twenty years yet to come. We have canceled $700,000,000 at least be- 
yond any requirementof law. As I said, the sinking fund was merely 
intended to give security or assurance to creditors that the debt would 
be paid. Who now doubts either our inclination or ability to do so? 
From 1862 to 1870 no fund was applied, and there never was since that 
time anything except the surplus revenue applied. The sinking-fund 
account was only a book-keeping invention of a Secretary. When the 
surplus was small but little was applied, and when it was greater of 
course more wasapplied. Butthe average, year by year, shows the total 
result in a reduction of $1,246,000,000, or nearly half of the whole na- 
tional debt at its maximum; and it shows, in the existing condition of 
things, that there are hardly any bonds left to which we can apply it. 
I do not know what the present Secretary, or any future Secretary, 
might say under the authority given him to apply the surplus revenue 
‘tto the purchase or payment of 1 per cent. of the entire debt of the 
United States, to be made within each fiscal year after the Ist day of 
July, 1862, which is to be set apart as a sinking fund, and the interest 
of which shall in like manner be applied to the purchase or payment 
of the public debt, as the Secrétary of the Treasury shall from time to 
time direct;’’ that at the end of two or three years, when we can no 
longer purchase bonds, I do not know but he will consider it his duty 
to apply the surplus to the payment of the non-interest-bearing portion 
of the national debt, and pay off the greenback circulation, which is 
costing nothing, under the authority given him to pay when he has 
funds on hand. 

I desire Congress to take the matter in its own hands and tell any 
Secretary, as we told him in the legislation of 1878, that he can not 
* pay off the legal-tender greenback circulation, and to say to him that 
he shall not buy bonds not payable at any premium he pleases, and 
aid to him that there is no use in taxing the people $50,000,000 annu- 
ally, as he requests us to do, in order to create a sinking fund, which, 
as he shows himself, can not by possibility be used unless he does 
apply it to the payment of the non-interest-bearing legal-tender notes 
that are now outstanding—and that would not last him very long, only 
six years at the rate he proposes; it would not begin to bridge over 
the time until 1907—and that he shall not pay premiums to syndicates 
or others to get hold of bonds not due. 

But I will say further that this-sinking fund has always been made 
a pretense to increase taxation, and the effort now to keep it up to 
$50,000,000 a year is an effort to continue the t enormous rate of 
taxation under the pretext that the good faith of the Government re- 
quiresit, when all the bondholders are begging not to have their bonds 
taken, and when we have been applying coercion in all sorts of indirect 
forms to force them to bring them in, and banks and others who hold 
them are begging to be allowed to retain them, and officers of banksand 
our officers are seeking every excuse they can to provide bonds on which 
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banks of issuecan be established. Weare to take $50,000,000 annually 
in an effort to keep up taxation under the false pretense that the faith 
of the country requires us to pay debts not due, when no creditor wants 
it, when nobody denies that, having paid off over $1,200,000,000, we 
have doubly met all the requirements of the sinking fund. 

Why, sir, we reduced tariff taxation in 1872 by requiring only 90 per 
cent. of what had been collected under the war tariff on most of the 
important schedules to be collected. Wehad previously repealed the tax 
on incomes and all the taxes on manufactures, indeed all the internal 
taxes that had been made an excuse for imposing additional tariff tax- 
ation, and the Republican Congress, under the lead of the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES] as chairman of the Waysand Means Com- 
mittee, say they could not stand before the country on the basis of a 
war tariff, and they reduced taxation. They cut down the tax on 
tobacco; they reduced the tax on distilled spirits to 50 cents; but in a 
few years they wanted it restored, and in 1875 they raised the cry that 
thesinking fund was in danger—a falseclamor. Statements were made, 
which I have here in the RECORD, pretending to show that only $140,- 
000,000 had been applied to the sinking fund, and it was said the faith 
of the nation was pledged to its maintenance, and yet the very next 
year after Congress passed the law restoring the war tariff and increas- 
ing internal taxation Mr. MORRILL’s report showed we were $275,- 
000,000 ahead of the requirements of the sinking fund, and Secretary 
Sherman indorsed it—the statement—next year, but the clamor had 
answered the purpose. They had secured the repeal of the tariff re- 
duction of 1872, and the, protected monopolists were happy by the res- 
toration of the war tariff, which we have upon us yet, as I said. 

The increases made in 1875 were under a law to protect the sinking 
fund, which raised the tax on distilled spirits from 50 to 90 cents a-gal- 
lon and increased the tax on tobacco, and by which everything was 
brought up to the old war condition under pretense of protecting the 
sinking fund; and now the present Secretary is aaa that we 
shall collect fifty millions more than the ordinary expenses of the Gov- 
ernment require, when he tells us that he can not use it for any purpose 
atall; all, of course, in order to keep up taxation fifty millions more than 
is necessary. . 

It is for the purpose of showing these facts, and many other things, 
that I desire accurate information from the Secretary as to the necessity 
for carrying out this recommendation. I know that when we meet in 
the Finance Cemmittee of the Senate the Secretary’s report will be 
read, and if any ion is made to reduce tariff taxation, in answer 
we shall be told, “‘ You must stand by the requirements of the Govern- 
ment; you are going to starve the Government and endanger the credit 
of the nation if you do not,” unless we have authoritative exhibits 
showing that these recommendations are not entitled to consideration. 

When Senators examine the Secretary’s report carefully, as I think 
I have, they will find many curious and inconsistent things, some of 
them striking in the right direction; he sees the difficulty, if we keep 
on buying bends, of keeping up the security of the national-bank cir- 
culation Jase on them; he proposes to give them 95 per cent. of the 
market value of the bonds in currency, giving them a greater issue for 
fewer bonds—not the face value, but the market value, fluctuating ac~ 
cording to the market price of the basing his security on the 
shifting condition of the market, as it might be in a case of war or 
trouble, from which no country is altogether free. He insists also om 
reducing the tax on circulation; and what is the explanation? 

He bases his claim for a reduction of this tax on the ground that the 
Government makes at least $4,000,000 by the loss of the bank notes 
that it issued to the banks, and that as it makes that much money out 
of the banks it can afford to charge them less on circulation, which he 
admits ought to be charged for, because of what we make by the loss 
of the notes, when he knows, and every Senator knows, that there is 
no proof to show that those banks ever lost a dollar of the bank notes, 
any more than if they had been in the form of greenbacks and lost in 
the hands of the people, as the bank notes are, the Government would 
have had the same benefit from them as if they were in the form of 
bank notes; and what right have the national banks to credit for the 
loss? 

Why, sir, Only last year, or the year before, when we renewed the 
charters, and gave them all sorts of privil whatdidwedo? Their 
former charters required them to pay off the notes within six months 
after going into liquidation; but the last act gave them three years, made 
them a present of the interest for the two and a half years when the 
money belonged to us by the original contract and charter. The loss of 
notes, all agreed, was not sustained by them, but was sustained by the 
people from whose pockets the notes were lost, or on whose bodies they 
were when they were drowned, or in whose house they were when they 
were destroyed. And yet the Secretary wants to reduce the tax on cir- 
culation upon the idea that the loss of these notes, amounting to 
$4,000,000, in twenty years, ata low calculation, isa loss by the banks, 
which the Government makes out of them. 

In other words, you will find all through that the effort is not to re- 
duce taxation, but to keep it up; or when it is reduced to reduce it in the 
interest of those who do not need any reduction made for their benefit. 
We have done everything for the banks that they asked. Thesystem is 
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working well, and they would rather now that the country should not 
draw in the two hundred out of three hundred millions of dollars of 3 
percents of outstanding bonds which they hold and let the sinking fund 
go by for at least five or ten years, as we ought to do when we can not ap- 
ply the money that we are collecting in that form, having no matured 
interest-bearing debt to which we can apply it. 

But I have said more than I cared to say about this matter. I think 
Senators will see the propriety of ascertaining how much more we have 
already applied in the $1,246,000,000 we have already paid of the na- 
tional debt beyond what the sinking fund requires. Let the Secretary 
tell us accurately how he is going to apply, year by year, $50,000,000 or 
any other number of millions to the sinking fund in the present con- 
dition of our bonds, having a surplus this year of $86,000,000 provided 
for; $106,000,000, he says, next year provided for, having only 
$109,000,000 left till 1891, and from 1891 to 1907 nothing. 

Why not now reduce taxation upon theactual existing basis of things 
instead of raising a large fund which cannot be applied? Let the in- 
formation when received be referred to the Committee on Finance, and 
then we shall have the basis on which we can adjust taxation, if we 
ever have the matter fairly brought before us. For that reason I seek 
the information now, and I hope the Senate will allow me to obtain it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I am sure that nobody in the Sen- 
ate desires to deprive the Senator from Kentucky of all the informa- 
tion he can get on this subject, and I have no objection myself to the 

of this resolution; indeed, I hope now that it will pass, and 
that the Senator will get this information in just such form as he wants 
it. But L assure him, nevertheless, that the sameinformation for which 
he calls now has been published year in and year out for many years; 
that it is in the book I now hold in my hand, which is last year’sfinance 
report, and it is in the book that was sent to us on the first day of this 
session attached to the report of the Secretary of the Treasury. Every 
item of the purchase of bonds for the sinking fund, every element which 
enters into the computation, is contained here in detail. I said so yes- 
terday, and I now beg leave to call the attention of the Senator from 
Kentucky to the fuct that he will find in last year’s finance report, Table 
I, a table attached to the Secretary’s report, this statement: 

A statement showing the condition of the sinking fund from its institution 
in May, 1860, to and including June 30, 1882. 

That ‘'1860"? should be 1868; it isa misprint, because then it com- 
mences with ‘‘ July 1, 1868,’’ and from that time up to last year, the 
date of sending in the report, there is a detailed statement of every 
item that enters into the sinking fund, the purchase of every bond or 
scries of bonds from day to day. I notice the last on that tableare the 
bonds purchased for the year 1881, and here is the amount of interest, 
the reduction of bonds of 1869; and soon, yearby year, all the items are 
given showing the amount of bonds purchased each year for the sink- 
ing fund. j 

In addition to that, there is another table, called Table K, showing 
the amount of premium paid, the amount of principal redeemed, the 
net cost in currency, whether bought in gold or in currency, so as to 
show the cost of the bonds in detail; and that same information is con- 
tained in the report which was sent to us on the first of this month. 
Certainly there is no point of our public history, there is no transaction 
connected with our Government, that is more open, notorious, and pub- 
lic, and that is more freely communicated to this body and to the world 
at large than all the circumstances connected with the sinking fund. 
There are no transactions that are so simple in their operation. 

The Senator has quoted the old act of 1862, which set aside 1 per cent. 
of the amount of the public debt as a sinking fund. That has always 
been construed to mean 1 per cent. of the amount of bonds due each 
and every year thereafter; not the amount of bonds due exactly on the 
day of the passage of that act, which was the 25th of February, 1862, 
but the amount of the entire public debt of the United States due from 
year to year, and the 1 per cent. is taken of the debt due at the time 
the statement is made up. So on the Ist of July, 1883, the amount of 
debt due then is so much; then to that is added the annual interest on 
bonds that have been redeemed from year to’year, and these te 
sums make up the amount annually appropriated by law for a sinking 
fund. 

Therefore I say there is now in the report of the Secretary of the 
Treasury all the information that can possibly be given under the res- 
olution except this: b 
4 ering how the amounts so required can be applied to the sinking fund prior 

o 1907— 

And also when the sinking fund will pay off the debt. That is a 
matter of uncertainty; it necessarily must be so from year to year. 
The officers may approximate an estimate of what the sinking fund 
will be next year and the year after, but they can not give you a state- 
ment of what it will be exactly, because that will depend upon the 
interest of the bonds that are redeemed subsequent to the making ut 
this statement. If they redeem bonds bearing 4 per cent. interest, 
the interest goes on to the credit of the sinking fund at 4 per cent.; if 
they redeem bonds bearing 3 per cent. interest, then the interest goes 
on upon the basis of 3 per cent.; and uently it is not possible to 


state for the future exactly what the sinking fund will be from year to 
year, but they can approximate it, and the Secretary does substantially 


state that it may be so many millions for next year, but he can not tell 
exactly, because he can not tell precisely how many bonds he will buy 
during the coming fiscal year; nor at what rate of in t they shall 
be computed, and so it varies from time to time; but asu tial state- 
ment, an estimated statement of the sinking fund is carried on year by 

year, and can be carried on. I have no doubt according to the state- 

ments which are sent to us that the present sinking fand will pay off 

the public debt in about fourteen yearsor a little more. Iam notquite 

sure about the period, for the operation goes on much less rapidly now 

than it formerly did, because the computation is based now upon an 

accumulation of 3 per cent. or 3}, or 4 per cent., while formerly it was 

based upon an accumulation of 5 or 6 percent. Itis impossible to state 

exactly the effect of the operation of a sinking fund unless you know 

all the elements that enter into the cost of the bonds, what is paid for 

them, what interest they bear, and what interest they will carry to the 

credit of the sinking fund. 

The Secretary of the Treasury will simply no doubt give you his 
estimate of what the sinking fund will be next year and the year after, 
and so on, and when it will pay off the national debt gradually; but 
he can not tell certainly, because the elements vary according to the 
price of the bonds and the rate of interest the bonds bear at the time 
he purchases them. 

But, sir, as the Senator seems to desire the information to be given 
in the form called for in his resolution, I have no objection. It will 
be communicated to him in that way probably more speedily than we 
shall have the formal documents printed. 

Now, in regard to the continued payment of the sinking fund, it is 
trne, as the Senator says, that the Government in time past has paid 
off more bonds than sufficient to satisfy the sinking fund. 

Mr. BECK. How much? 

Mr. SHERMAN. You call upon me suddenly for a statement. I 
should say two or three hundred million dollars. 

Mr. BECK. It is just because I am very well convinced that it is 
over $700,000,000 that I desire the Secretary to tell us. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The exact amount is shown by these very tables. 
I can not refer to them now indetail. I willsay to him that up to1873 
we had gone largely in excess of the payment of the public debt, be- 
cause the accumulated money in the Treasury had to be applied, after 
paying the current expenses, to the extinction of the debt, and was so 
applied. There was some question as to the power of the Secretary of 
the Treasury to buy bonds, but, from the necessity of the case, he had 
to exercise that power. In 1873.and thereafter, on account of the finan- 
cial panic that occurred in that year, the revenues of the Government 
fell off so rapidly that the Government did not maintain the sinking 
fund. One year it only paid $6,000,000; another year, $15,000,000; it 
did not pay one-fourth or one-fifth of the sinking fund of those years; 
but in 1877 the revenues had so increased and the expenditures had been 
so diminished that we commenced again the process of paying off rap- 
idly the public debt, and now for some years we have paid off much 
more of the public debt than is demanded by the sinking fund. As to 
precisely how much has been overpaid I can not state, but the question 
arises, has the Government of the United States, which has agreed to 
pay annually a certain sum, the right, in justice to its public faith so 
pledged, to apply a sum of money paid off in one year in excess of the 
sinking fund to make up a deficiency in a subsequent year? 

I am inclined to think that in equity and fairness we may say that 
we are dealing with this question as a public question, and that when 
we do substantially equal to what we have agreed to do, that is acom- 
pliance with the law, and no man can question the faith of the United 
States because it for three or four years was unable, unprepared, from 
its current revenue to pay the sinking fund, provided it has on the 
whole more than substantially made good the promise. I agree with 
the Senator from Kentucky on that point, that as a question of public 
faith we have at least done what we agreed to do, and more too. But 
at the same time the policy of a continued payment of the public debt, 
the policy of standing by the public engagement to every year pay off so 
mut. ot less than 1 per cent. of the public debt—to the accumulated 
sinking fund, is a wise public policy, and I, for one, do not wish tosee 
that interrupted. If there is a time when the revenue falls off and we 
are unable to do it, it ought to be only a temporary exigency. The law 
ought to stand, and the moment we can resume this public policy of 
paying off the national debt it should be resumed, until that debt is 
paid off to the uttermost farthing, according to the plain language of 
the law under which the debt was created. 

Now, in regard to the other questions the Senator has discussed, I 
do not think it is necessary to go into them at this time. We shall | 
undoubtedly be compelled to consider the practical question what pro- 
vision should be made in to the national banks, whether the 
bonds held by them should be suddenly withdrawn without any oppor- 
tunity or facility for getting other bonds, whether we have demanded 
unreasonable terms of security from the national banks, whether it is 

policy or not to give them some modification of these existing 
provisions of law—when these questions come up I have no doubt we 
shall all be prepared to discuss them. But upon the main question of 
the policy of maintaining the honor of the country to the fullest ex- 
tent in preserving our sinking fund intact—never to be departed from 
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except where by a temporary strin; in the money market there 
may bea deficiency, of the revenue, to be made good as soon as prac- 
ticable, of continuing the steady and sure payment of the public debt 
until every dlar of it is extingnished—I am willing to stand. Upon 
that ground I agree with the Secretary of the Treasury. I believe that 
he and all those who agree with him are right, that this policy should 
be maintained according to the full letter of the law. 

There is now no question about his power to purchase bonds. A 
law passed at a time when this Senate was Democratic, a law that was 

roperly upon the motion of the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 

AYARD P authorized the Secretary of the Treasury to apply the sur- 
plus revenue to the purchase and payment of bonds whenever he has 
any surplus so to apply. So there is no question of power; and it is 
no doubt his duty, whenever there is a surplus of revenue in the Treas- 
ury more than cient to meet the funds required by the resumption 
act and to pay off the silver certificates and the gold certificates and 
the other demand liabilities of the Government, to apply that surplus 
revenue to the purchase of the public debt, and he must make the best 
terms he can; he must buy in open market. If the debt bears but 3 
per cent. interest he must pay it off. He has no option. He must go 
on and carry out that policy. 

It is right also that the policy proclaimed by the act of Congress to 
set aside a special fund, which may not be diminished except under ex- 
traordinary circumstances, and to apply that sum to the payment and 
gradual reduction and extinction of the public debt, should be carried 
out. Upon. the other controverted question there is time enough to 
talk. Ionly wished to make good what I said before, that while I haye no 
objection to the resolution of the Senator from Kentucky, yet I do not 
think there is any special ion to call for the information, because 
it has already been communicated to us at the beginning of the session. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, one word only. The Senator said yes- 
terday, and repeats to-day, that the official documents of this Govern- 
ment would furnish the information for which I ask up to the present 
time. I said yesterday, and repeated to-day, that up to the time that 
Secretary Morrill made his report and the Senator himself followed it 
I had tabulated statements showing what the facts were; that I had 
no doubt I could by going over volume after volume give what in my 
opinion was the amount overpaid beyond what the sinking fund re- 
quired. But when I asked the Senator from Ohio to tell me what it 
was, he said two or three hundred millions, I said I thought that it 
was at least $700,000, 000, 

Now as between myself and the ex-Secretary of the Treasury, who 
is careful about these things, there is at least $400,000,000 difference as 
to what is the truth. He said himself, as Secretary, when we had 

id off $656,000,000 of debt that we had overpaid the sinking fand 
$225, 000.000. Now we have paid off $1,246,000,000 of the debt, and 
he says we have only paid the sinking fund two hundred or three hun- 
dred millions, when it is perfectly obvious that we have overpaid what 
is required for the sinking fund not less than $700,0L0,000. As he and 
I disagree about $400,000,000, is it not well before we meet in committee 
to discuss the position, to know exactly from the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury what the fact is, so that there may be no $400,000,000 difference 
between the Senator from Ohio and myself? $ 

I want to establish that fact by authority; that once done, then the 
main part of the inquiry is why the Secretary says be needs $50,000,000 
a year, and yet tells us he can not pay a dollar without buying the 
bonds in market beyond $100,000,000 after July, 1885, until-1891, and 
from 1891 to 1907 nothing after he exhausts the $250,000,000 due in 
1891. I desire to know the facts as near as hecan give them. He may 
not give it in exact dollars; he says about $50,000,000 a year. He can 
tell how he made that calculation. He can tell how soon he will ex- 
haust the bonds now payable. Then when we meet in the Finance 
Committee we can see whether it is good policy to keep that condition 
of things up or not; and it is just because of the statement made by 
the Senator from Ohio that the Secretary has power to buy bonds not 
due at any premium he pleases that I desire legislation to prevent him 
from buying the bonds not due. The 4 percents of 1907 are now at 
22 or 23 per cent. premium. Let it be understood that the Govern- 
ment has money to spare and that the Government is going to buy the 
bonds, and they will be at 30 or 40 per cent. premium. I woulddeny 
the power of any Secretary to pay 20, 30, or 40 per cent. premium to 
buy bonds which are only bringing 4 per cent., and levy taxes that are 
worth 10 to the people, independent of many other evils of that great 
increase of taxation beyond what is necessary. If you allow him to 
buy, I suppose some Secretary who feels like some Senators on this 
floor would buy up the legal-tender notes that bring no interest and 
absorb them all as soon as he had no bonds to buy. 

These are the questions I desire this information for, and I desire to 
have legislation not to injure the public faith or to weaken the public 
credit, but to maintain both and at the same time to maintain proper 
and legitimate taxation for legitimate purposes, and not to be collect- 
ing fifty or sixty millions a year to buy bonds at a premium of 20, 30, 
or 40 per cent., or to buy the legal-tender notes of the Government which 
cost the people nothing and that everybody is content with, or to have 
it lie in the Treasury to tempt C to all sorts of measures to 
get clear of it, either to divide it among the States or to give it to the 


people for education in the States, or for any other claptrap to make any 
man anavailable candidate for the Presidency or anythingelse. I want 
the taxes now imposed to enrich favored classes reduced to the legiti- 


mate wants of this Government. I want the facts laid before us by 
authority upon which we can act in an honest effort to do that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning hour has expired. 

Mr. HOAR. Let us dispose of the resolution now. 

Mr. BECK. It may as well be di of. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the consid- 
eration of theresolution will becontinued. The Chair hearsno objection. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I should be very glad to have this 
resolution adopted, but I should like to see it enlarged a little so that 
for the sake of entire comprehension of the subject by the public we 
may know the legal status of the sinking fund and what are the powers 
of the executive branch of this Government in dealing with the public 
finances. I deem it very important that, rapid as may be the extin- 
guishment of the public debt, it should be under the forms and with the 
sanction of law. As faras the sanction of law may be required for the 
extinguishment of the public debt I suppose I am as ready to go as far 
as any one. 

After the people of the United States had themselves resolved to take 
this fund in question into their own hands and by acondition of public 
affairs un ted in the history of any civilized government had 
resolved that they would themselves retain the obligations of the Gov- 
ernment payable at the will of the Government and at a lower rate of 
interest than the face of tHfose obligations called for,—when the people 
of the United States, as Isay, in this unprecedented, voluntary manner 
signified their absolute confidence in their Government and in the publie 
credit, and it became competent for the Treasury to extinguish the in- 
terest-bearing debt of the United States at the convenience of the Gov- 
ernment, it was, as the Senator from Ohio said, upon my motion thatan 
amendment was added to one of the appropriation bills, as I remember, 
authorizing any surplus in the Treasury to be applied to the extinguish- 
ment of the public debt. We were in that happy position, and arestill 
in it, in which the debt was payable at the pleasure of the debtor and 
not at the will of the creditor. In such a state of affairs as that it was 
in my judgment a wise use of legislative power and of discretion to 
empower the Secretary of the Treasury to apply the surplus revenue to 
the extinguishment of the interest-bearing debt of the American people. 
We should have been delinquent in*my judgment if such a provision 
had not been adopted. 

I shall be very glad to see the whole history of this diminution of 
the public debt verified by a recapitulation from the Treasury and by 
a reference to the laws under which it has been accomplished. There 
were many years, from 1869 to 1874, in which I think a most disastrous 
policy was pursued. But it was pursued, and we have had indirectly 
the benefit of it, of paying off a debt long before it became due and 
paying an advance premium upon it to accomplish that object. It was 
one of those incredible policies in finance difficult to imagine the wis- 
dom of at the time and impossible to see the wisdom of to-day; but the 
benefit of it nevertheless came. A part of the debt has been paid; the 
burdens of the public have been reduced although in a costly manner 
and injurious, I think, to the interests of the people. But that is all 
in the past, and I can only see by the true history brought now and 
anew before the people of this country benefit in every way to them 
by way of instruction and strengthening to the public credit of this 
country. 

I therefore shall vote for this resolution of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, and I only hope that the Secretary in complying with it will 
state the condition of the law under which he applies the surplus in the 
Treasury to the extinction of the public debt. There is nothing in 
that in my judgment that has not been warranted by the letter if not 
by the spirit of the statute of 1862. I do not think there is any force 
in the statement that that statute of 1862 contemplated only the deht 
existing atthat period. This country was then engaged in a great strug- 
gle for the maintenance of its jurisdiction over the entire territory of 
the United States, and it wasin the midst of that struggle, contemplat- 
ing still further expenditure, that that promise was made. Al stat- 
utes speak generally in fiduro; they are not bound by the affairs of the 
moment; they will not be retrospective unless they expressly declare 
that intent upon their face; and no one I think can reasonably sup- 
pose that when the words ‘‘entire debt of the United States’? were 
used they did not mean the entire public debt of the United States at, 
any time it may exist, and so I suppose the construction has followed— 
the application of the money, the 1 per cent., to the diminution of that 
interest-bearing debt. But I also know that since that time, either by 
the direct instruction of Congress or the inferential construction of Con- 
gress, there has been authority for the diminution of the public debt 
by the application of the surplus revenue in the Treasury. I shall be 
very glad to have a recapitulation made ofall that. I shall be very 
glad to have a recapitulation made of the statutory history under which 
this has been done, because it is impossible for us atall times to under- 
stand definitely these vast financial transactions, to comprehend what 
are our resources, and our resources may themselves be measured in 
popen to our liabilities. We can best say what diminution in the 

urdens of taxation may then be made, and I probably shall be found 
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agreeing with my friend from Keatucky in favor of lessening the pub- 
lie taxation as much as possible. There may possibly be some results 
from his refusal to ish the bonded debt of the United States 
that he has not fully contemplated, and I think he will find allies of an 

kind in favor of his proposition of maintaining the bonded 
debt, not paying it off at a premium, that he does not now anticipate. 
That, however, the future will disclose. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, we seem to be engaged in a discussion 
about the sinking fund, but as I understand practically it has not been 
for many years anything but simply a matter of book-keeping. There 
has been a certain amount of money applied—at all events for many 
years—on the books of the Treasury in excess of the amount required 
by what is technically called the sinking fand; but I understand that 
practically no dollar of money ever went into it—neither a dollar in 
money nor a single bond of the United States; and consequently the 
sinking fund has simply been something represented by certain entries 
on the books of the Treasury but nothing in the vaults of the Treasury; 
and it is a fiction that is proposed to be kept up. 

The fact that the people of the United States have dealt with this 
matter has been the extinction of the public debt. They bave seen 
that go on rapidly and have only been sorry it did not go on more rap- 
idly. I believe that, outside of the persons who are interested in main- 
taining the national banking system and who have some sort of idea 
that a national debt is a national blessing, the great mass of the people 
of the Unitad States—90 per cent. of them I have no doubt—would 
hail with joy the extinguishment of the lasf dollar of that debt and 
at the earliest possible moment of time. For that purpose they have 
paid and are paying now without murmuring, as they always have 
paid, the taxes that are used and applied to that purpose. If I were 
to criticise the Secretary of the Treasury it would be because he has 
not extinguished the debt fast enou; 

In the place, I could never understand why he hasto keep money 
on hand, an accumulation of $15,000,000 or $10,000,000, before he feels 
called upon to call in bonds, say for a million dollars. I never could 
understand, when he knows what the revenues will be just as well to- 
day for next month as when next month comes, why he did not issue 
a call saying, ‘‘I will pay so many millions a week,” thereby relieving 
the Treasury from the payment of unnecessary interest. I believe a 
calculation, and not a very close one, would determine that the Secre- 
_ tary of the Treasury has paid more ‘than $15,000,000 of unnecessary in- 

terest during the past ten years because a policy of that kind was not 
pursued, and large sums of money were taken outof the currency of the 
country and hoarded until multiples of ten, fifteen, and twenty millions 
were accumulated in that way before even a notice was issued, and 
then the notice would be for sixty or ninety days, and another accumu- 
lation of like amount would occur before payment would be made. It 
seems to me that there is a manifest indisposition to pay this debt on 
the part of those charged with that very solemn duty in an executive 
capacity. I believe that the people of the United States want this pay- 
ment to g on with an accelerating ratio, if possible, until it is all paid. 

Now, the Senator from Kentucky says we have only three hundred 
million to pay, and he does not want $50,000,000 annually levied to pay 
that off, because it will be paid off in six years; and he makes, as I under- 
stand, a complaint that we have paid bonds that we did not need to pay. 
This matter is dwarfed, according to his comprehension and statenfent, 
into a controversy between the bondholders and the Government, as if 
the bondholders were ing to hold on to their bonds and had 
some sort of right to hold on. I never have understood it that way. 
I do not believe it is a question in which the bondholders have any in- 
terest, legal or moral, to be considered. The debt that we are now 
paying is a debt that was due at the option of the Government. It is 
not any concern to me whether a bondholder wants his bonds paid or 
not. Ido not think the Government of the United States ought to 
furnish some man a safe and profitable way of using his money. There- 
fore I think that the bondholder himself may be entirely left out of 
the account. The matter of the payment of the debt is a question of 
public policy, not a question as to whether a man who has the bonds 
of the Government wants his money or not. 

If we pay $50,000,000 a year for six years, that carries us down to 1890 
before the $300,000,000 which arenow due at the option of the Govern- 
ment are paid. It will beonly one more year before we shall reach the 
four-and-a-halfs due in 1891 at that rate. There may be a great many 
contingencies, I know, between now and then that will diminish the 
revenues of the Government below even $50,000,000 in excess of the 
requirements of current expenditures; but even if there were not, in 
two years from now the premium on the 4} per cent. bonds will begin 
to diminish. It is not now 121 but about 112; the premium is about 
12 percent. When we get to a point where the rate of interest repre- 
sented by the principal and premium on the bonds is less than 2 per 
cent, the premium will go down; money will bring at least of ieee 
per annum; and in 1889 or 1890, when we shall have paid off the re- 
mainder of the 3 per cent. bonds, if this reduction goes on at the rate 
of $50,000,000 per annum, the premium on 4} per cent. bonds will not 
exceed 2 per cent., and I would not be willing, asfar as I am concerned, 
that a matter of 2 per cent., or 5 per cent. either, should the pay- 
ment of the public debt. Money is worth what it costs in market 


to get it. The people are now paying money into the Treasury that is 
worth more to them than the 3 per cent. which it is saving to the Gov- 


ernment in the di of the public debt, but they are paying it 
willingly, and they will pay it when that rate of interest’ shall be re- 
duced and is not more than 2 per cent., and just as willingly as they 
pay it now. 

Then at that particular time there will come this option to the Gov- 
ernment of paying this $250,000,000 of 4! cent. bonds then to be 
due or of continuing them. Weshall be confronted with the same plan 
we were confronted with here when the 6 percents and 5 percents be- 
came due, and that is to issue another bond to run for a term of years 
in order to avoid the necessity or the obligation of paying off the debt 
too soon. I do not believe that any Congress of the United States rep- 
resenting the people will vote to issue another bond, and when those 
4} per cent. bonds become due I want the Government to be ready to 
take up a considerable portion of them and continue the reduction from 
day to day and from time to time until they are speedily taken up, and 
nothing will meet, as I think, the popular demand of this country which 
in any way puts the Governmentin a condition where it can not go on 
with the extinction of the national debt. : 

The national banking system has been alluded to here as one of the 
beneficiaries of the continuance of the debt. It is simply a question as 
to whether a boy shall continue to wear his jacket after he has out- 
grown it or whether he shall keep on wearing it until it gets tighter 
and tighter for two or three years longer. The United States do not 
need to keep up a debt for the purpose of keeping up a national bank- 
ing system. It has manifested that by paying off the debt. The 
national system is just as certainly doomed as the payment 
of the national debt goes on; I mean the ngtional banking system as a 
provider of currency for the people of the United States. That is in- 
evitable even if the debt were not diminishing, because the demands 
of this country for currency are constantly increasing, and a system 
which simply halts and stands still and does not furnish ¢ ac- 
cording to the increasing needs of the people would itself be condemned 
in a very short time as being inadequate for the purpose for which it 
was created. ; 

If the element of flexibility, if the element of extension, is left out of 
the national-bank system, it possesses no merit whatever, because it 
goes without saying, I think, that the Government of the United States 
can issue a piece of paper directly, which shall be of as great value, as 
perfectly safe, as absolutely current as a national bank can issue, be- 
cause it comes back to the same source. So, therefore, the national- 
bank system, both because it can not enlarge now, even if the reduction 
of the public debt was'to stop, would prove inadequate for the future, 
and because of the fact that the bonds are to be paid and entirely 
wiped out, and that very soon, preventing it even from maintaining its. 
present status for any length of time. For these two reasons that sys- 
tem might as well be left out of account in any prognostication about 
the public debt. Something else must take its plase. And it is the 
wisdom of statesmanship, of good judgment, of patriotism to provide 
aoi or to begin to provide now, for something which shall take its 
place. 

Mr. BECK. Before the Senator sits down, will he allow me to cor- 
rect a misapprehension on his part or mine in regard to this matter? I 
agree with him in much that he has said about the sinking fund never 
having been kept in any other form except applying the surplus. That 
is all that has been or that ever will be done, no matter what you call 
it. It is only the surplus that ever will be applied or ever was applied. 

What I want him to tell me is how, having placed the bonds as we 
have, weare going to pay the four-and-a-halfs before 1891 without pay- 
ing any premium the holders may see fit to ask for the $250,000,000, 
and how we are going to pay the $736,000, 000 of fours which do not falt 
due until 1907, which I believe are now at 22 per cent. premium, until 
they mature. It will beobserved by the Secretary's report that we paid 
during the last fiscal year $134;000,000 of the publicdebt. It is soad- 
justed now that by the Ist day of next July we shall certainly pay off 
$85,000,000 and the next year $106,000,000, so that we shall only have 
about $100,000,000 at the close of the fiscal year beginning next July 
to be paid. If we had $100,000,000 of surplus, and paid it all on the 
30th day of June to the sinking fund of $50,000,000, then we should 
owe $50,000,000 for next year; but if we paid $50,000,000 on the 30th 
of June and $50,000,000 on the 1st day of July, then we have complied 
with the requirement of the sinking fund for two years! That is the 
construction given by the Treasury Department. It is absolutely ab- 
surd, in my judgment. We have nothing but $100,000,000 to deal with 
in eighteen months from this time under the present system of taxation 
till 1891. Why, then, go on and lay by $50,000,000 a year? 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam afraid the disposition of the Senator from Ken- 
tacky is to jump the stile before he comes to it. No one can tell what 
the next fiscal year will bring forth in the shapeof revenue. Wemay 
not have $50,000,000; we may not have $25,000,000; but, as I said, the 
premium on the 4} percents will begin presently to decline. After a 
while the current rate of interest may be 2 per cent. on securities of 
that kind. It willnotdo violence, I think, to the wishes of the people 
of the United States to pay them off if the rate of interest to be paid 
by the Treasury in exchanging the money for these bonds shall be as 
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much as 2 per cent. even. But that is in the future. It will be four 
years'at least before, under any possible circumstances, we shall come 
to a point where the 3 per cent. bonds will have entirely disappeared. 
It is more likely to be five years, or perhaps six years, before we arrive 
at that time under the present rate of taxation. 

For that reason it seems to me this matter should be left to go until 
it becomes a practical question, which it certainly will not be until after 
another Congress shall have assembled, and perhape not until it shall 
have finally adjourned. The proper way to provide for it is to authorize 
the Secretary of the Treasury to buy the 4} per cent. bonds at the cur- 
rent price in the market, which can not under any event exceed 4 or 5 
per cent. then I think. ; : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. . 

Mr. BAYARD. I offer an amendment, which T understand is ap- 
proved by the Senator from Kentucky, to add: 

And report under what provisions of law the reduction of the publie debt has 
been effected. . 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The resolution, as amended, was agreed to. 
COMMITTEE ON PRINTING. 

ThePRESIDENT protempore. TheChairasks the indulgence of the 
Senate to call its attention to the provisions of law regarding the appoint- 
ment of the Committee on Printing. Section 3756 of the Revised Stat- 
utes provides that there shall be a Joint Committee on Public Printing, 
consisting of three mewbers of the Senate “appointed by the President 
of the Senate,” and three members of the House of resentatives 
appointed by the Speaker, &c. The rulesof the Senate provide for the 
appointment, as with the other committees, of a committee of precisely 
the same character and the same number of Senators, to be appointed 
by ballot, unless by unanimous consent, as isusually the case. Toavoid 
all questions about accounts at the Treasury, and without making it a 

ent as tothe power of the Senate, the Chair thinksit safe, if there 

no objection, to appoint the same gentlemen who have already been 
elected by the Senate to be members of this committee, namely, Mr. 
ANTHONY, Mr. HAWLEY, and Mr. GORMAN. The Chair repeats his 
statement that he does this not to be drawn into precedent on the ques- 


` tion ef how far the law can control the action of the two Housesin the 


appointment of their committees, 


CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT—CIVIL RIGHTS. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, on the second day of the session I in- 
troduced a joint resolution proposing an amendment to the Constitution 
of the United States, which is Senate joint resolution No. 5, and at the 
time gave notice that I desired to call it up at an early day for the pur- 
pose of presenting some observations on it to the Senate, after which it 
was my purpose to move its reference to the Judiciary Committee. If 
it be the pleasure of the Senate I should like to have the resolution taken 
up now in order that I may submit some remarks upon it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from Iowa moves that 
the Senate now proceed to the consideration of joint resolution (8. R. 5) 
proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States. 

The motion was to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution is before the 
Senate as in Committee of the Whole, and will be read. 

The Acting Secretary read the joint resolution, as follows: 


Joint resolution proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United 

Resolved by the Senate and e E COTE ace mas ne States of America 
tn Congress assembled (two-thirds of each seed cunecrsmep thorotay. Teatthes follow- 
ing article be proposa to the ures of the several States as an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States, which, when ratitied by three- 
fourths of said Legislatures, shall be valid, to all intents and purposes, as a part 
of the said Constitution, namely : 


ARTICLE XVI. 
Congress shall have power, by appropriate legislation, to protect citizens of 
the United States in the exercise and sh teen of their rights, privileges, and 
immunities, and to assure to them the equal protection of the laws. 


Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, two obligations result from the estab- 
lishment of government. These are allegiance and protection. With- 
out the former, gevernment can not fully effect the purpose of its crea- 
tion. Without the latter, the citizen can not rightly observe his duty. 
Thetwo obligations arereciprocal. They are coextensive. The former 
embraces both service and obedience; the latter, defense and justice. 
Whosoever owes allegiance in the sense in which the term is here used 
is a citizen, and whosoever is a citizen is entitled to protection. 

This is the doctrine of our Constitution. It is the doctrine of that 
old document through which the originators of this Government pre- 
sented their case to the judgment of the world in obedience to a ‘‘de- 
cent respect to the opinions of mankind.” And it was not an idle pla 
upon words nor an unmeaning resort to attractive phraseology whi 
led them to declare that— 

We hold these truths to be self-evident, that all men are created equal; that 
they are endowed by their Creator with certain inalienable ; that among 
these are life, liberty, and the pursuit of ness. That to secure these rights 
governments are instituted among men, deriving their just powers from the con- 
sent of the governed; that whenever any form of government becomes de- 
structive of these ends it is the right of the people to alter or to abolish it, and 


to institute a new government, laying its foundations on such 
organizing its powers in such form as to them 
their safety and happiness. 

This general declaration of doctrine harmonizes with the reciprocal 
character of allegiance and protection. And it was because of this that 
the framers of our Constitution projected that definite and comprehen- 
sive declaration of purpose formulated in the preamble to that instru- 
ment in the words: 

We, the people of the United States, in order to form a more perfect Union, 
establish justice, insure domestic tranquillity, provide for the common defense, 
promote the general welfare, and secure the blessings of liberty to ourselves 
and our posterity, do ordain and establish this Constitution for the United States 
of America, 

These ends could not be wholly attained except through the co-opera- 
tive observance of the reciprocal obligations of allegiance and protection. 
We did not need the hard lessons and awful experience which came to 
this nation to affirm the correctness of the principle here stated. The 
broken columns of other nations were evidences sufficient had we but 
heeded them; for no people has continuously enjoyed the ends of gov- 
ernment as enumerated in the preamble to our Constitution without the 
co-operation of allegiance and protection. 
wise. Norcan this co-operation ever be had by mere declaration of right 
theories concerning it. It needs the solid food of fact accomplished to 
assure its healthful action and fix its best results. Hearty allegiance 
brings peace, security, and power toagovernment. Effective protection 
gives contentment, industry, and prosperity to the people. When these 
conditions coexist the supreme end of governinent is reached; but when 
they do not, then we have that other result described by Dr. Lieber in 
his masterly work on political ethics when he says: 

Where men, of whatsoever condition—rulers or ruled, those that toil or those 
that enjoy, individually, by entire classes, or as nations—claim, maintain, ores- 
tablish rights without acknowl corresponding and parallel obligations, 
there is oppression, lawlessness, and disorder; and the very ground oh which 
the idea of all t forever rests—the ground of mutuality or reciprocity, 


whether conside in the light of ethics or of natural law—must sink from 
under it. 


The obligation of allegiance in its extremest action holds both the 
life and property of the citizen subordinate to the necessities of the 
Government. If the public enemy threatens the Government, the ob- 
ligation of allegiance may command the presence of the citizen in the 
army. ‘The price of obedience may be his life. If he by private act 
should disturb the order of society his life may be the forfeit, and 
the taxing power of the Government may consume his property. The 
obligation covers the service, duty, and possessions, of whatsoever char- 
acter they may be, of the citizen. There is no limit but that of neces- 
sity. And who can say that this is not limitless? At least will all 
admit that within the organized powers, including both those which 
are expressed and those that are implied, nothing is exempt from the 
obligation of allegiance. 

On the other hand, standing as a perpetual, alert, sleepless presence 
is the obligation of protection. It has the right to command the requi- 
site, even to the utmost, powers of the Government in behalf of the citi- 
zen as a reciprocal return for his observance of the obligation of alle- 
giance. And when this is denied then are the foundations of revolution 
laid. Then it is that the Declaration of Independence comes with the 
prodigious force of the words which declare: 

That, when any form of government becomes destructive of these ends, it is 
the right of the people to alter or to abolish it,and to institute a new govern- 
ment, laying its foundations on such principles,and organizing its powers in 
such form, asto them shall seem most likely to effect their safety and happiness. 

And what is the right of the whole, or of a considerable number of the 
people, is the right of each citizen. Not that a single citizen can in- 
augurate a revolution or alter or abolish a form of government and 
found a new one, but that his right to protection is the same as that of 
the multitude, and its denial is as hateful asifaimed at the many. Each 
citizen is ready to admit the truth and force of this doctrine and to ap- 
ply it in his own defense; and what each would do for himself it is un- 
becoming in him to refuse to others. The firm lodgment which this 
doctrine has had in the American mind has ever found expression in 
the promptness with which the people of this country have extended 
demonstrative sympathy to the populations of other lands in their move- 
ments against systems of oppression and unjust laws. This was char- 
acteristic of us even during the period when we were practicing the 
most flagrant injustice of modern times by holding millions of men in 
the condition of slavery, And the presence of this latter fact in our 
ease would have caused active manifestations of rejoicing and approval 
in every civilized country on the globe had a servile insurrection oc- 
curred in the United States. Nor could we in such case consistently 
have remonstrated ‘with the rejoicing millions of other lands; for such 
a calamity would have been but logical result springing from our own 
doctrines and practices. And the true wonder is that it never befell us. 

Our practices, so far as they concerned those millions of slaves, 
formed a consecutive burlesque of the doctrines on which we had 
founded our Government. The doctrines were correct; but our prac- 
tices in the matter indicated were so supremely wrong that the sword 
ultimately remonstrated, and the trial by battle put an end to them 
forever. The doctrines were right, because, in my judgment, as 
formulated in our Constitution, they embodied and organized the two 
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obligations of which I have spoken. And no one whocarefully studies 
the unfolding of our national case when this Republic took its placein 
the line of nations and commenced its march of independent action can 
well doubt that it was believed that the exceptional element of slavery 
would pass away under the pressure of the peaceful, orderly, and just 
instrumentalities of our vigorous and aggressive civilization. And so, 
in my judgment, the Constitution was made to meet the conditions 
that should be present when slavery had passed away and every man 
had become a freeman and a citizen equal with all others. It was not 
anticipated that a thing so foreign to the principles of the Declaration 
and of the Constitution as slavery was would ever become a masterful 
spirit in our national affairs. No more was this anticipated than was 
that awful process through which slavery passed away, and in its pass- 
ing opened the ates for all men to approach the Constitution and claim 
its protection in return for their allegiance. This complication of po- 
litical phenomena was unlooked for; and it is not a matter of surprise 
«to me that it evolved some of the bewilderments concerning the true 
character of our Constitution to be found in occasional judicial and 
political interpretations of the meaning and purpose of that instrument. 
But it is not my purpose to enter upon the field of discussion here sug- 
gested. It would serve no present practical purpose. I am content to 
take and use the facts as I find them, letting our inconsistencies rela- 
tive to slavery in a republic keep their hiding places in the past, while 
we turn our attention to things which concern us now. 

During the progress of thé war of the rebellion steps were taken to 
abolish slavery. Before all of the States had resumed their proper 
positions as members of the Union slavery had disappeared, and a new 
complication presented itself to many minds. The slaves were free. 
There were several millions of them. Were they citizens? I do not 
doubt that they were. At the time referred to I did not doubt that they 
were native-born citizens. But there was some confusion of belief on 
this point, It was determined to settle the question. It was settled 
by the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution, which, among 
other things, provides that— 

All persons born or naturalized in the United States, and subject to the 
jurisdiction thereof, are citizens of the United States and of the States wherein 
they reside. b 

This should have been of itself sufficient to have settled the entire 
controversy. In direct terms it did determine who is a citizen. To 
each person thus declared a citizen the obligation of allegiance attached, 
and by every right intendment this established in behalf of each citi- 
zen the reciprocal obligation of protection. This is both the philoso- 
phy and ethics of government. There is no escape from the logic of the 
case. It may be disregarded, but the rule stands as a perpetual rebuke 
to those who do it violence. The obligation of allegiance is one which 
the government may enforce agaiffst the citizen to the extremity of 
life and property, as I have already stated. It does not need a special 
delegation of power to authorize the enforcement. It is one of the 
necessities of government. It is an inherent power. Without it gov- 
ernment can not exist. Itis to the government what the natural right 
of self-defense is to the individual. Hence the necessities of the pur- 
poses for which government is organized are the limitations of its power 
to enforce the obligation of allegiance. And the purposes for which 
this Government was ordained are: 

To form a more perfect union, establish justice, insure domestic tranquillity, 

vide for the common defense, promote the general welfare, and secure the 
lessings of liberty to ourselves and our posterity. 

It is to the necessities of these great purposes that the Government 
may apply its power, through the instrumentalities provided by the 
Constitution, to enforce the obligation of allegiance. These instru- 
mentalities are the three departments of government. In them inhere, 
from the very necessity of the case, the power to organize, administer, 
and enforce those things which are requisite to such an qbservance of 
the obligation of allegiance in such manner and to such degree as may 
enabie the Government to effect the purposes of its creation. 

But the Congress and the States when they made the amendment to 
the Constitution to which I am now addressing my attention, recog- 
nizing the complicated political phenomena occasioned by the judicial 
and political vei eis to which I have alluded, resolved to put 
the case beyond the lines of dispute, and to that end placed the fifth 
section in the fourteenth article in these words: 

shall have t w 
peovlldne ot this ve the power to enforce by appropriate legislation the 

Why was this done? What is the office of this section? But one 
answer can be given to these questions. That section was made a part 
of the Constitution in order definitely to determine the power of Con- 
gress to provide means for the full discharge of the obligation of pro- 
tection to the citizen in return for the obligation of allegiance resting on 
him. Not because the power so to do did not inhere in the Govern- 
ment, but because a conflict of opinion had arisen, as I have suggested. 
This conflict was a fact, whether well founded or not, and it was deemed 
wisest and best to meet it and put it out of the case with such a con- 
stitutional fact as the fifth section of the fourteenth article. 

When this was done the Government had just completed one of those 
prodigious tests of power which rarely arouse the energies of nations. 
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In the course of this test it had supplemented the spirit of patriotism 
that readily filled the ranks of the Union armies in the earlier yearsof 
the war by the voluntary action of our citizens with a resort to that 
compulsion which recognized no excuse except one of a public charac- 
ter. The conscription act was inexorable. Not home, nor ease, nor 
pleasure, nor business, nor private interest, nor race, nor color, nor 
riches, nor poverty, nor learning, nor ignorance could successfully 
stand in opposition to the command with which the conscription or- 
dered the citizen into the ranks of the Army. A common line of citi- 
zenship surrounded all, and a common obligation of allegiance rested 
onall. An equality which knew no degrees or groups fixed the status 
of each. It was on this basis the Government planted itself during 
the dreadful years of the war, and we may not wonder now that Con- 
gress and the nation were anxious at the close of the struggle that there 
should be no ground on which even hypercriticism could plant itself to 
question the protective power of the Republic. The conflict of opinion 
which affected the status of the millions of our population who had 
emerged from slavery rendered it especially desirable that no doubtin 
this regard should remain. It was plain so fur as those millions were 
concerned, as well as all the members of their race in this country who 
had not been subject to the supreme oppression of slavery, that some 
protective laws would be needed which had not theretofore been re- 
sorted to. Those people were freighted down with the crushing bur- 
dens of ignorance, prejWice, race distinctions, lines of caste, and dis- 
abilities evolved by two centuries of slavery. But they were citizens, 
and entitled to the equal protection of the Jaws. Hence article 14 of 
the Constitution and its reassertion of the protective powers of Con- 
gress. 

But the Constitution will not execute itself. Hence the enactment 
of the law of March 1, 1875, commonly known as the civil-rights act. 
It was not expected that that act would at once dispel the race antag- 
onism which centuries of slavery had intensified. But it was expected 
that by supplementing the kindly and humanizing offices of passing 
years with a protective law of the character of the one enacted the 
right end would come in time, This because most men are readily af- 
feeted by the conservative influences of time, while the many not thus 
affected yield, more or less implicitly, to the commands of definite laws, 
especially if they be supported by penal sanctions. That these exner- 
tations were not unreasonable is evidenced by the gradual growth of a 
better understanding between the two races since the close of the war, 
but more especially since the adoption of article 14 of the Constitution 
and the enactment of the so-called civil-rights law. Could these con- 
ditions have been preserved without judicial or other governmental dis- 
turbance, our advance toward a realization of that equal citizenship 
which alone can establish a desirable harmony between the two races 
in this country would have been much more rapid in the future than 
it has been in the past. For while the civil-rights act gave a sense of 
security to the colored citizen by reason of the very fact that it was on 
the statute-book, thus evidencing to him that the Government really 
meant to afford him protection, the white citizen was becoming more and 
more reconciled to the terms which said act imposed onallalike. AndI 
am not of those who wonder that we ure not further advanced in this di- 
rection than we are. It is not an easy thing to eradicate the prejudices 
of two centuries. When I consider the condition of the colored race in 
this country before the war, and then regard the in all 
which have come to its members since that event, I can but rejoice that 
so much has been done; and I take courage in participating in all right 
attempts to effect still more for them. Nor do I doubt that an end 
accepted by all, and satisfactory to all, will be reached at a day not 
greatly distant. 

The civil rights act of March 1, 1875, was not a very radical measure. 
It entered on no experimental field of governmental action. The first 
section of the act declared: 


The second section provided certain penal sanctions and for civil ac- 
tion by the aggrieved persons for the recovery ofa definite sum of money. 

The Supreme Court of the United States recently decided this legis- _ 
lation of Congress unconstitutional, and therefore void. Undoubtedly 
this decision is the law of the five cases decided; for it is the judgment 
of the court of last resort concerning them. But while it must be ac- 
cepted as the law in those cases, is it good law? Is it such law as 
ought to become the settled rule of this Government? Isitin harmony 
with the principles of this Government? Is it a right interpretation 
of the Constitution? If it is, then we can not too speedily take such 
orderly steps as may lead to a realization of the p this nation 
had in mind when it adopted the fourteenth article of the Constitution 
as an amendment thereto. It was the belief of the nation when it 


adopted that amendment that it had removed the obstacles which in- 
terpretation and practice had interposed between the equality of the ob- 
ligation of allegiance and the obligation of protection; and that for the 
future there could be such harmonious co-operation of those two obligu- 


1883. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


135 


tions as would effect the true office of government. TheSupreme Court 
in the civil-rights cases says this is all a mistake. The language em- 
ployed by the court in announcing this result is as follows, namely: 
The first section of the fourteenth amendment (which is the one relied on), after 
declaring who shall be citizens of the United States and of the several States, is 
prohibitory in its character, and prohibito n the States. It declares that 
“ no State shall make or enforce any law whi shall abridge the privileges or 
immunities of citizens of the United States; nor shall any State deprive any 
person of life, liberty, or property without due process of law; nor deny to any 
person within its jurisdiction the equal protection of the laws.” Itis State action 
of a particular character that is prohibited. Individual invasion of individual 
rights is not the subject-matter of the amendment. It has a deeperand broader 
scope. It nullifies and makes void all State legislation and State action of every 
kind which impairs the privileges and immunities of citizens of the United States, 
or which injures them in life, liberty, or poper yaan: due processof law, or 
which denies them the equal protection of the laws. It not only does this, but 
in order that the national will thus declared may not be a mere brutum fulmen, 
the last section of the amendment invests Congress with power to enforce it by 
appropriate legislation. To enforce what? To enforce the prohibition. To adopt 
appropriate legislation for correcting the effects of such prohibited State laws 
and State acts, and thus to render them effectually null, void,and innocuous. 
This is the legislative power conferred on Congress, and it is the whole of it. 
It does not invest Congress with the power to legislate upon subjects which are 
within the domain of State legislation, but to provide modes of relief inst 
State legislation or State action of the kind referred to. It does not authorize 
Congress to create a code of municipal law for the regulation of private rights, 
but to provide modes of redress against the operation of State laws and the 
action of State officers, executive or judicial, when these are subversive of the 
fundamental rights specified in the amendment. Positive rights and privileges 
are undoubtedly secured by the fourteenth amendment; but they are secured by 
way of prohibition against State laws and State proceedings affecting those 
rights and privileges and by power given to Congress to legislate for the pur- 
pose of carrying such prohibition into effect; and such legislation must neces- 
sarily be predicated upon supposed State laws or proceedings, and be directed 
to the correction of their operation and effect, 
I have given this extended quotation from the opinion of the court 
‚im order to get the full force of its position clearly before us. It gives 
a complete presentation of the position of the court, and from which 
it pronounces the actof March 1, 1875, unconstitutional and void. The 
argument of the opinion is wholly in support of this position. But if 
the premises stated are not correct the reasoning employed in their sup- 
can not bring us to a sound conclusion. What are the premises? 
hy, first, that the amendment is a limitation on the powers of the 
States; second, that unless the States affirmatively exercise the prohib- 
ited powers Congress can not enact remedial or protective legislation. 
The reasoning in support of these premises is, in substance, an effort to 
show that the States have not acted affirmatively. The conclusion, 
therefore, is that Congress exceeded its constitutional power in the pas- 
sage of the act in question. 
It doés not seem to me that this is true. It does seem to me that the 
ises are unsound, and, consequently, the conclusion erroneous, It 
is a strange doctrine which asserts that a State, by refusing or neglect- 
ing to extend the equal protection of the laws to all citizens of the 
United States within its borders, can thereby suspend the power of 
Congress to enforce the fourteenth article of the Constitution. A State 
can not be punished for withholding the equal protection of the laws. 
It is not a being to which penal sanctions can be applied. There is no 
process that can be issued compelling a State Legislature to enact a law. 
The State judges can not be proceeded against for not enforcing a law 
not in existence. The executive and ministerial officers of a State can 
not be punished for neglecting to enforce a law which has no being. 
The State simply refuses or neglects to act. It merely converts itself, 
its legislative, executive, and judicial departments, and all that they 
embrace and control, into a mass of political and governmental inertia. 
What can Congress do? The court says nothing can be done; that this 
state of inactivity can not be disturbed; and that the fact of its pres- 
ence constitutes a barrier which the power of Congress can not sur- 
mount. The fact exists that the equal protection of the laws is not 
accorded to all citizens. It is not denied by State laws nor withheld 
by State acts or proceedi The State makes no law; it does not act, 
it does not proceed. The State is asleep. Its Legislature is asleep. Its 
executive department is asleep. Its judicial department is asleep. We 
must not wake them up because they are asleep. All of the powers of 
the State are dormant so far as concerns the right of colored citizens to 
an equal protection of the laws. We must stand aside, inactive, power- 
less; and so the fourteenth article of the Constitution becomes and re- 
mains a brutum fulmen. 
It is true the court says of the amendment: 
It nullifies and makes void all State legislation and State action of every 
kind which impairs the privil and immunities of citizens of the United 


States, or which injures them in life, liberty, or property without due process of 
law, or which denies to them the equal protection of the laws. ‘ 


But suppose the State has made no such law, has penra no such 
act, andin these regards simply remains motionless. Whatthen? Why, 
the court says that the amendment not only declares the things stated 
in the language quoted, but it does more: 

It not only does this— 


The court remarks— 


butin order that the national will thus declared may not be a mere brutum 
Jumen, the last section of the amendment invests Congress with power to en- 
force it by appropriate legislation. 

If this declaration stood alone, or had support in any ee ee 
the opinion, the citizen would seem to have some ground on which to 
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base a hope that an effective remedy may come to him at last, and that 
the voice of the nation might be uttered in tones sufficiently pronounced 
to wake the sleeping State; that Congress might supply the cause which 
should put motion into the inertia representing the State, or at least 
give remedy in the courts of the nation, or quicken the sense of duty 
of the offending inhabitants who had taken refuge under the bed of the 
sleeping State, by an application of the penal sanctions of national law. 
But the courtsays, ‘‘ No, this may not be,” and startles us with the ques- 
tion, *‘ To enforce what?” and still further startles us with this an- 
swer to its own question: 

To enforce the prohibition. To adopt appropriate legislation for correcting 
the effects of such prohibited State laws and State acts, and thus to render them 
effectually null, void, and innocuous, Thisis the legislative power of Congress, 
and this is the whole of it. 

And this is the enforcement of the amendment and the equal pro- 
tection of the law! The citizen suffers, the State sleeps. This is not 
a denial, and Congress can not act. The inert State securely holds in 
its slumbering embrace one of the definite powers of Congress. And 
this is constitutional law! 

But the amendment says: ‘‘No State shall * * * deny to any 
person within its jurisdiction the equal protection of the laws.” What 
constitutes a denial? There is an old maxim which says: ‘‘ Whatever 
the sovereign permits he commands.” And our standard lexicogra- 
phers tell us that to ‘‘ refuse to grant” is to deny; that ‘‘to withhold” 
is to deny; that ‘‘ not to afford ” is to deny; that ‘‘not to comply ” 
istodeny. Therefore, if a State permits, it commands; if it refuses to 
grant the equal protection of the laws it denies the same; or if it with- 
holds that equal protection, or neglects to afford it, or omits to comply 
with the p of the amendment to the Constitution, it denies the 
equal protection of the laws. Hence non-action is a denial. Permit- 
ting things to be done in violation of a duty or obligation is a denial of 
both. A failure to enact laws for the equal protection of citizens is a 
denial of such protection. A neglect to enforce laws enacted to assure 
such equal protection is a denial of it. Toleration of a custom or prac- 
tice which asserts inequality in the enjoyment of the common rights of 
citizenship is a denial of equal protection. The extremest oppression 
may result from inaction. The power of Copgress to enforce the pro- 
visions of the fourteenth article of the Constitution may be forever held 
in abeyance by the non-action of the States if the doctrine of the civil- 
rights cases is to remain the law of the land, notwithstanding the most 
flagrant violation of the rights of citizens may bea constant practice and 
a perpetual progress. 

In the case of Prigg vs. The Commonwealth of Pennsylvania (16 Pe- 
ters, 539), the Supreme Court construed the last clause of section 2, arti- 
ele 4, of the Constitution, which reads: 

No person held to service or labor in one State, under the laws thereof, esca 
ing into another, shall, in consequence of any law or regulation therein, bedi- 
charged from such service or labor, but shali. be delivered up on claim of the 
party to whom such or labor may be due. y 

It was contended in that case that inasmuch as there was no delega- 
tion of power to Congress to legislate for the enforcement of this pro- 
vision of the Constitution it was simply an obligation imposed on the 
States, and that, consequently, the act of February 12, 1793, providing 
for the extradition of fugitive slaves, was unconstitutional. 

How did the court meet this question? By resorting to principles of 
interpretation which, if applied to the civil-rights cases, would have 
maintained the constitutionality of the act under which they originated. 
The court then said: A 

of the clause? The true answer 
the words, shall fully and completely 


tation the right 
and without any remedial power ade- 
secure its 


thereof, will 
enforce and protect them, 

And so the court held the law of Pennsylvania unconstitutional, and 
the fugitive slave law valid, not because of any special grant of power 
to Congress, but on the ground of an implication springing from the 
eighteenth clause of section 1, article 1, of the Constitution. That 
clause, familiar to all, gives to Congress the power— 

To make all laws which shall be necessary and proper for carrying into 


execution the foregoing powers, and all other powers vested by this Constitu- 
tion in the Government of the United States, or any Department or officer 


It may be somewhat difficult to see just how an implied power arises 
from this clause of the Constitution authorizing Congress to enact defi- 
nite legislation for the enforcement of the provision relative to fugitives 
from service and labor. But when we grasp the reasonableness of the 
rule of interpretation adopted by the court and consider the strength of 
the pro-slavery sentiment which prevailed in the country at that time 
the result is not one to excite wonder. The surprise is that the same 
rule of interpretation, supplemented with the very general expressions of 
acceptance of the doctrine of the equality of all citizens now professed hy 
mater parties and the country generally, did not lead the court to a 

ike conclusion in the civil-rights cases, But still greater is the surprise 
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when we consider that the civil-rights act was supported by an express 
grant of power to Co And the crowning surprise is, that the 
court held the power of Congress in the former case to be exclusive, al- 
though based on an implied power, while in the latter it was held not to 
exist at all, notwithstanding the express grant which evidences it. It 
does not seem right that a rule which supported the monstrous oppres- 
sion of human slavery shall be set aside the moment in which it could 
render effective service in protecting the equal rights of citizens, and 
especially is this to be regretted in view of the fact that protection is the 
supreme duty of government. 

This is not progress but retrogression. It is a denial of the old and 
familiar saying that ‘‘revolutions never go backward.’’ And this, in 
my judgment, is most unfortunate, inasmuch as it obstructs the grad- 
ual movement of our people towards such a universal recognition of 
the equal rights of all citizens as would soon have resulted in perfect 
contentment of all classes in this regard. If we must have departures 
from long- ized and reasonable rules of interpretation of the Con- 
stitution, it would seem better for them to be in the direction of true 

rogress and a more enlightened jurisprudence than the reverse. And 
it is difficult for me to realize, in view of the momentous events that 
have transpired in the country, the earnest endeavors that have been 
made to define citizenship and to establish powers for its protection, that 
ao practical progress has been made. Indeed, I can not surrender the 
views I have long held relative to the true character of our Govern- 
ment and expressed by me in the debate on the civil-rights bill in the 
Thirty-ninth Congress, and which bear repetition here, in these words: 


paro was established to expound and adm 
epartment was formed for the 

And these several departments of 
administer, and enforce the laws “ and proper” to secure these rights, 
which existed anterior to the ordination of the Constitution. Any other view 
of the powers of this Government dwarfs it and renders it a failure in its most 


vernment e power to enact, 


important office, 
‘pon this broad principle I rest my justification of this bill. I assert that we 
have the power to do those things which governments are o ized to do; that 


we may protect a citizen of the United States against a violation of hisrights by 
the law of a single State; that by our laws and our courts we may intervene to 
maintain the proud character of American hacapece gens that this power perme- 
ates our whole system and isa of it, without which the States may run riot 
over every fundamental right belonging to citizens of the United States; that 
the right to exercise this power depends upon no express delegation, but runs 
with the right it is designed to protect ; that we the same latitude in re- 
lation to the selection of means through which to exercise this power that be- 
longs to us when a power rests upon express delegation; and that the decisions 
which support the latter maintain the former. 

My views thus expressed have not changed. They are not in har- 
mony with the doctrine of the court in the civil-rights cases. This is 
a practical difficulty. No matter how long and well I may argue against 
it, it will remain. We may not hope to change the views of the court 
relative to the Constitution and laws as they now stand. What can we 
do? Meetthe difficulty by an opposing fact. This is practicable. We 
may further amend the Constitution, and so define the power of Con- 
gress that no doubt can arise respecting it. To this end I have p 
posed an amendment in form as follows, namely: i 

ARTICLE XVI. 
i latio: 
OA Mea in the ckerdiey and caloyment of their's 
immunities, and to assure to them the equal protection of t 

I do not claim perfection for this formula. It proposes a definite 
grant of affirmative power. It seems to me theonly way to practically 
meet and completely overcome the position assumed by the Supreme 
Court inthe civil-rightscases. For while it seemsto me that the court is 
wrong, I do not expect it to correct itself in this regard. 

If it should be claimed that the form proposed would confer on Con- 

exclusive legislative power over the subject-matter of the article, 
i have to say that any proper amendment of the phraseology will meet 
my ready acquiescence. My purpose isnottoeliminateconcurrentaction, 
but to put the power of Congress'in this regard beyond dispute, and to 
do this without any reference to class or race. Itis better, in my judg- 
ment, in whatsoever we may do in the matter of the organization and 
exercise of the power to protect citizens of the United States in the equal 
énjoyment of their rights, that we proceed without reference to the'dis- 
tinctions of race, color, or previous condition of servitude. There is 
but one citizenship of the United States, and when we protect it we 
protect all. Nativity and naturalization determine who are citizens, 
and there are no lights and shades of race, color, or previous condition 
of servitude to be considered in the case. And in this respect I quite 
agree with an expression in the opinion of the Supreme Court in the 
civil-rights cases, couched in this language: 

When a man has emerged from slavery, and by aid of beneficent 
has shaken off the inse le concomitants of that state, there must 


rotect citizens of 
ts, privileges, and 
laws. 


in the progress of his elevation when he takes the rank of a mere citizen 
ceases to be the special favorite of the laws, and when his rights as a citizen 
or a man are to be protected in the ordinary modes 
are protected. 


Nothing can be truer and wiser than this expression of the court as 


by which other men’s rights 


to what ought to be the conditions attendant on citizenship in this 
country. To this end should tend such changes as we may make in 
the Constitution and laws. This is the security for the future which 
we should constantly have in mind. For it is well to remember that 
about one-seventh of our population belongs to the colored race ; and 
a conservative regard for the future peace of this nation should prompt 
us to make sure that so great a proportion of our population shall have 
no just ground on which to plant organized discontent. Owing to 
causes well understood by all, this vast mass of citizens have frequent 
cause of complaint and great obstacles to overcome in their movements 
toward an assured status in regard to the equal enjoyment of civil and 
political rights. Prudent statesmanship forbids a di of these 
conditions, The perplexities and dangers which attend other govern- 
ments because of just grounds of discontent affecting considerable sec- 
tions of their populations should warn us that it is never safe to allow, 
and much less to practice, injustice. Hence we should take care that 
our action be such as will bring all of our citizens to that condition of 
equality and protection which will cause them to feel that they are 
surely coming into the position described by the Supreme Court in the 
e I have quoted from its opinion in the civil-rights cases. 

The ballot is a prodigious force in this country. The discontented 
portions of the populations of other countries are not armed with this 
weapon as they are in ours. The census of 1880 discloses that the col- 
ored race in the United States possesses 1,487,344 ballots, or more than 
one-sixth of the whole number. In some of the States they constitute 
& majority. The most masterful office of the ballot appears when it is 
used for the common good and the general welfare. The color line 
should not appear in the use of the ballot. But it will if it shows itself 
in the treatment which the colored race experience in this country. 
The ballot is the citizen’s weapon of defense, as well as an instrument- 
ality through which he may care for the concerns of the State and na- 
tion. It is natural that he should consider the former its primary 
use; for in this aspect of the case, however much he may resist it, the 
element of self-defense presses upon and directs his action. It is not 
difficult to appreciate the danger to the security, peace, and best inter- 
ests of the country which lies in the possible concentration of morethan 
one-sixth of the voters in an organization based on just grounds of dis- 
content; and it should not be difficult to see that a very high duty de- 
mands that so calamitous a result be avoided by such governmental 
action, as will, by equal protection, establish contentment and ‘insure 
domestic tranquillity.” - 

It would be a blessing to this nation if the common interests of men 
in government should determine the political associations of the colored 
voters of this country rather than the distinctive interests of race, in- 
duced by inequalities in the enjoyment of civil and political rights and 
privileges which too generally prevail. To effect this blessing was one 
of the chief offices of the fourteenth article of the Constitution and of 
the civil-rights legislation based thereon. The latter has disappeared 
through judicialaction. Butif courts do not rightly grasp the purposes 
of a great people, or become forgetful of the standard definitions of 
words in common use in our own language, or become oblivious to a 
state of facts existing in many sections of the country, which by mere 
toleration acquire the full force of absolute denial of the equal protec- 
tion of the laws, or conclude that because a citizen may bring a suit at 
his own expense in a State court for the recovery of damages the full 
measure of the Government’s duty is discharged and protection, ample 
and complete, assured, it will not be well for us to accept these errors 
as proper rules of action and surrender our concern for the future tran- 
quillity of the nation. 

We will, doubtless, all agree that after all has been done that can be 
done by constitutions and laws there will remain much for the individ- 
ual citizen to do. Wecan notenact thrift. This must be worked out by 
the individnal. Wecan not by law establish social position. This must 
be won by a development of those admirable personal qualities which 
inspire respect of our fellow-citizens. We can not ordain success. 
This must come through application, persistence, and judgment. The 
most that constitutions and laws can do is to assure to each citizen an 
equal chance with all others to reach those ends which governments are 
organized to promote. But no citizen hasan equal chance who has not 
equal protection. Itis his right to possess both. It is the duty of gov- 
ernment to assure both. When this is done the obligations of allegiance 
and protection concur, and we realize a solution of the problem over 
which philosophers and statesmen have expended so much discussion, 
and formulated in the question, ‘“‘ Which is the best government?” 
When the two obligations named move in the lines of harmony which 
convert true theories into current action and consequent just results, 
then we realize the best government. Then allegiance is hearty and pro- 
tection is sure. This is more than glory to astate. It is justice. And 
this will preservea “perfect union,”’? * * * ‘“‘insure domestic tran- 
quillity, provide for the common defense, promote the general welfare, 
and secure the blessings of liberty to ourselves and our posterity.” It 
was in order to assure these things that our Constitution was ordained 
and our Government established. Justice is the foundation of theentire 
structure. If it be not present in all of our laws, and be not observed 
in our executive and judicial administrations, we can not move in those 
ways of national order and peace which evidence the contentment of a 
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people. And it must be an omnipresent justice. Wherever the citi- 
gen is, there it must be. It must go hand in hand with the rights of 
all. Itmust know no class nor race, nor distinctions of position or rank, 
nor favors to riches, nor oppressions to poverty. It must be the defense 
ef each citizen and the protector of all. Then shall we have the con- 
ditions requisite to stability. Then shall we possess and enjoy the 
best government. 

I now move, sir, that the joint resolution be referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GARLAND. Mr. President, I am not disposed to enter into any 
dissnssion of the resolution proper offered by the Senator from Iowa, 
either as to the power of Congress to adopt such a resolution or as to 
the policy of adopting it. It opens up a very large field of inquiry on 
both propositions, and for one I am willing to enter upon it at the 
proper time. There is one thing, though, that I wish to call to the 
attention of the Senate in connection with this matter, and at the same 
time to the attention of the country. 

On account of the decision recently rendered by the Supreme Court 
of the United States in reference to this general matter some proposi- 
tions have been introduced into the Senate and possibly elsewhere look- 
ing to a remedying of the defects or troubles pointed out by the Supreme 
Court in its decision. It seems that in certain quarters some surprise 
is manifested at the decision rendered by the Supreme Court; that some 
person has been taken by surprise and has been disappointed. Now, 
my purpose is in a very few words to lay before the Senate succinctly 
a statement of this matter, so that it shall appear to the country that 
any one who had kept up with the current decisions of the Supreme 
Court on this and kindred questions could not possibly have been in 
the least disappointed in the result of the cases recently decided. 

I will not referto what took place here in debate upon the civil-rights 
bill when it was I will skip that, and skip various prophecies 
made by various distinguished gentlemen at that time in reference to the 
fate of the measure. But when the case of The United Statesvs. Reese, 
coming from the State of Kentucky, reported in the ninety-second vol- 
ume of United States Reports, was decided, certainly no onein the coun- 
try, no lawyer at any rate, could have doubted for one moment, unless 
he was overtaken by a nightmare, what would be the result on the gen- 
eral proposition whenever the Supreme Court should get at it. Hardly 
had the court time to breathe before the case of Cruikshank, reported 
in the same volume, came before it from Louisiana, and everybody said 

, then there was a farewell, so far as this bill was concerned, whenever it 
eould be fairly and squarely presented to the Supreme Court of the 
United States. 

There the matter seemed to have slept. No cases came into the court 
involving the question until we reach the one-hundredth volume of 
United States Reports, and then they came ina perfect sluice. The State 
of Virginia ex parte; The State of Virginia against Rives; the case of 
Strauder vs. West Virginia—three cases reported in the one-hundredth 
volume of United States Reports. The Supreme Court, with very few 
dissenting opinions, almost unanimously decided that it was State ac- 
tion, State laws, State something, that the fourteenth amendment was 
leveled at, and there they stood. Next came the most interesting case 
of them all, Neal vs. The State of Delaware, reported in theone hundred 
and third volume Umted States Reports, and that opinion was delivered 
by Mr. Justice Harlan, to which I shall refer somewhat at length after 
a while, in which, quoting the opinion of Judge Strong in the Strauder 
vs. West Virginia case, it was held that the action of this amendment 
was upon State legislation, State action, State agents, and not upon in- 
dividuals. Every person supposed there was an end ofit. Then came 
the case of Bush vs. The State of Kentucky, in the one hundred and 
seventh volume, and the Supreme Court repeated what it had said in 
the several cases to which I have referred. 

Now come the cases with the decision of which the Senator from 
Towa finds fault, not yet reported, but to be in the one hundred and 
eighth volume, only a little more elongated, a little more extended, so 
to speak, but a repetition of what was decided in Reese vs. The United 
States; and so on from the ninety-second volume. 

This is a statement of the whole matter before the Supreme Court. 
Then where is the ground of surprise? - Would not the country have been 
disappointed if the decision had been otherwise? I will tell the Sen- 
ate where the ground of disappointment is. Judge Harlan, in deliver- 
ing his dissenting opinion, comments extensively, and states as the 
groundwork of his decision the celebrated case of Prigg vs, The Common- 
wealth of Pennsylvania, in 16 Peters, referred to by the Senator from 
Iowa; but, unfortunately, we have the language of Judge Harlan in 
the very interesting case of Neal vs. Delaware, reported in 103 United 
States Reports. On page 397 of that volume he uses this language: 

The constitutional provision, therefore, must mean that no ney of the 
State, or of the officers or agents by whom its powers are executed, shall deny 
to any person within its jurisdiction the equal protection of the laws. 

The Supreme Court has said no more in its last decision than is said 
here by Mr. Justice Harlan. 

Whoever, b deprives 
another of Ahhaia aena ar A cen fe ys Seaton or 
takes away the equal rotection of the Jaws, violates the constitutional inhibi- 
tion; and as he acts in name and for State, and is clothed with the 


the 
State’s authority, his act is thatof the State. This must be, or the constitutional 
prohibition has no meaning, 
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So said his eight brethren when they delivered the opinion in the cases 
upon which the Senator from Iowa now makes his attack. 

Now I ask the Senate and the country where is the disappointment, 
where is the surprise, where is the consistency, or where is the incon- 
sistency? The inconsistency isin the opinion of the mixority, delivered 
by that eminent jurist from Kentucky Justice Harlan, and it is not in 
the opinion of the majority. 

Mr. President, I deemed it my ore say this much, having watched 
this somewhat and knowing somewhat of the workings of these laws 
and having seen them practically, I have watched the laws with some 
considerable interest and kept up, as I think, with the current of the 
decisions upon them. I have heard some of these cases ed even as 
far back as the Blyew case, and no human being ever made a greater 
argument than Judge Black in the case of Blyew rs. United States, 
which came from Kentucky, and is reported in 13 Wallace’s Reports, 
581. From that down I have-watched this question closely, and I say 
the country ought not to be surprised, it ought not to be shocked, and 
I do not think it was; the shock would have been if the decision had 
been the other way. 

Frankly and candidly, if white, black, or any other complexion of peo- 
ple in tħis country have not the equal protection of the laws I want to 
give it to them; I have never attempted to withhold it, and never shall 
from any of them; but how far we can go in and throitle the States 
under theamendmentoffered by the Senator from Iowa I am not now pre- 
pared to say. Whether as a matter of policy or principle it should pass 
I am not now prepared to say, but I hope to be heard when the ques- 
tion comes up properly. I should not have said this much except to 
put these suggestions on record in the order in which they are and ar 
they have been made. 3 é 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, in the 
chair). The joint resolution will be referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. INGALLS. I move that the Senate now proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After five minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 3 o’clock and 15 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, December 13, 1883. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 
THE JOURNAL. 

The Jonrval of yesterday’s proceedings was read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks in respect of the 
appointment of the Committee on Printing yesterday made by the Chair 
the Journal ought toshow the explanation that the Chair made, so as 
not to raise any precedent respecting the privileges of the two Houses 
being controlled by an act of Congress. If there be no objection the 
Secretary will amend the Journal by inserting in connection with that 
appointment the explanation made by the Chair. The Chair hears no 
objection, and the Journal will be amended accordingly. Soamended, 
if there be no objection, the Journal of yesterday's proceedings will 
stand approved. ` ‘ 

THE WASHINGTON MONUMENT. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore'laid before the Senate a letter from W. 
W. Corcoran, chairman of the Joint Commission for the Completion of 
the Washington Monument created by the act of August 2, 1876, trans- 
mitting a report in regard to the progress of the work on the Washing- 
ton Monument during the past year. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This letter, together with the ac- 
companying report and drawing, which, in a letter to the Chair, Mr. 
Corcoran asks may be included in the printing, if there be no objection, 
will be printed for the use of the Senate, and the communication, with 
the accompanying papers, will be referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of Belinda Wood- 
ward, of Winchester, Ill., praying that an increase of pension be granted 
to the widows of deceased soldiers and sailors; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, : 

Mr. LOGAN presented the petition of F, M. Ryon, postmaster at 
Streator, Ill., praying to be reimbursed for certain expenditures made 
by him on account of the postal service; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. WILLIAMS presented the petition of Josiah Shinkle, of Coving- 
ton, Ky., praying compensation for salvage services; also the petition 
of Josiah Shinkle, praying compensation for rescuing the steamboat 
Echo; which were referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MORGAN. I present the petition of Alexander K. Shepard, of 
Alabama, who represents that in 1865 the Government of the United 


138 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


DECEMBER 13, 


States captured from the confederate states a large amount of iron, 
heavy ordnance, and other débris of the naval foundery at Selma, Ala., 
and that the President of the United States ordered General Swayne to 
sell the property. General Swaynesolditto Mr. Shepard for the sum of 
seventeen thousand and odd dollars and delivered it, and atterward Mr. 
Shepard sold it to some gentlemen in New York and received a partof the 
money. Afterward the district attorney for the middle district of Ala- 
bama instituted, in the name of the Government of the United States, 
libel proceedings for the confiscation of this as captured and abandoned 
property, amd contrary to the protests of Mr. Shepard proceeded in that 
court to obtain a judgment. The marshal was required to seize the 
property, which he did, and also to take the money which Mr. Shepard 
had received in part payment from citizens of New York on account of 
the sale which he had made. The money paid by Mr. Shepard was 
reported to the Treasurer of the United States, was covered into the 
Treasury, and has remained there from that day to this. Mr. Shepard 
presents his petition, asking that the money may be refunded to him 
by the Government of the United States. Inasmuch as the question is 
one of jurisdiction between the power of the President in ordering the 
sale and the power of the district court in ordering the subsequent con- 
fiseation, I believe that the petition ought to go to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. I will ask that reference unless objection is made. I 
expect to accompany the petition with a bill, which I shall introduce 
when the proper order is called. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The petition will be referred, if there 
be no objection, to the Committee onthe Judiciary. Itis so referred. 

Mr. BROWN. I present the petition of a large number of the leading 
merchants and business menof the city of Savannah, Ga., praying foran 
early appropriation to coniinue the improvements on the harbor of Sa- 
vannah. Theengineersreported something overa year ago that $730,000 
would be necessary to deepen the channel to 19 feet in the river and 
over the bar. Two hundred thousand dollars was appropriated for 
that purpose, and on account of the failure of the river and harbor bill 
at the last session of Congress the work is virtually stopped, and be- 
cause of the filling with sand and other obstructions a great deal of 
what has already been done is being lost. It is very important, there- 
fore, that there should be an appropriation made as early as possible 
for the purpose of continuing the work. I move that the petition be 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and at the proper time I shall 
accompany it with a bill providing an appropriation. 

The motion was agreed to. ` 

Mr. HARRIS presented the petitionof A. F. Baugh, administrator of 
the estate of Ashton Butterworth, late a citizen of Franklin County, 
Tennessee, praying compensation for loss of a cotton manufactory and 
machinery and damage to the same and consumption of cotton and 
other material by the Army of the United States; which was referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, presented a petition of American ship- 
masters, now in the port of San Francisco, Cal., praying for an amend- 
ment and improvement of the navigation laws; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of Mary E. Keeney, widow of Col. 
Charles C. Keeney, late surgeon United States Army, praying for an in- 
crease of pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented resolutions adopted by the board of direct- 
ors of the Board of Trade of Kansas City, Mo., urging a grant of the 
right of way through the Indian Territory to the Texas, Oklahoma and 
Kansas Railway; which were referred to the Committee on Railroads. 

Mr. MI presented the petition of John F. Ballier, late colo- 
nel of the Ninety-eighth Regiment of Pennsylvania Volunteers, praying 
for an increase of pension; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also presented letters of certain judges of United States circuit 
and district courts in relation to the employment of esa er for 
such courts; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

- Mr. VOORHEES presented the petition of V. D. Adkins and 50 
others, soldiers of the late war for the Union, citizens of Indiana, pray- 
ing that 160 acres of land be granted to each officer, soldier, andsailor 
of that war; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MORRILL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 654) to provide for a commission on the subject of 
the alcoholic liquor traffic; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. MORRILL. Iwill merely state that this is the same bill which 
has once passed the Senate. I moye that it be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada, asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. 655) for the relief of the State of Nevada; 
ee read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

ms. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 656) for the benefit of the States of California, Oregon, 
and Nevada, and Nevada when a Territory; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 657) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to ad- 
just and settle the expenses of Indian warsin Nevada; which wasread - 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 658) for the relief of the State of Nevada; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. VANCE asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 659) for the better security of persons and greater 
facility of transportation on street railroads within the District of Co- 
lumbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. RANSOM (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. 660) to carry into effect the recom- 
mendation of the board of admirals convened under the joint resolution 
approved February 5, 1879, in the case of Commander James H. Sands, 
United States Navy; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. 661) to carry into effect the recommendation 
of the board of admirals convened under the joint resolution approved 
February 5, 1879, in the case of Lieut. Commander Charles D. Sigsbee, 
United States Navy; which was read twice by its title, and referred to- 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 662) to carry into effect the recommendation of 
the board of admirals convened under the joint resolution approved 
February 5, 1879, in thé case of Commander Henry Glass, United States- 
Navy; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. ` 

Mr. LAMAR asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 663) to pay to Julia A. Nutt, widow and executrix of 
Haller Nutt, deceased, the amount of money rted by the Quarter- 
master-General to bedue her; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. COKE asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (8. 664) to authorize the construction of a bridge for the 
transportation of street-cars, wagons, and other vehicles, horses and 
other animals, and pedestrians, over the Rio Grande River between the 
city of Laredo, Tex., and Neuva Laredo, Mexico; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HARRIS (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. 665) for the relief of Patrick Cook; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee onthe 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. CALL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 666) granting pensions to certain soldiers and sailors 
of the Mexican and other wars therein named, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. LOGAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 667) for the relief of First Serg. J. C. Jorgensen; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 668) placing the name of Mary Van Horn upon the pen- 
sion-roll; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
itee on Pensions. 

Mr. SHERMAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to- 
introduce a bill (S. 669) for the relief of Alexander D. Schenck; which 
was read twice by its title, and, together with the papers on file in the 
case, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CONGER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 670) granting an increase of pension to N. J. Inger- 
soll; which was read twice by its title, and, together with the papers 
on file in the case, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 671) for the relief of Elon A. Marsh and Minard La- 
fever; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. PLATT asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 672) to amend section 4887 of the Revised Statutes, 
in relation to patents; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. DOLPH asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 673) to provide for the formation and admission into 
the Union of the State of Washington; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Territories. : 

Mr. CULLOM asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 674) to authorize the purchase of additional grounds 
for the United States court-house and post-office building at Spring- 
field, Ill. ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. HAWLEY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 675) to extend the benefits of section 4 of an act 
entitled ‘‘ An act making appropriations for the support of the Army 
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for the year ending June 30, 1866,” approved March 3, 1865; which 
Was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


Mr. SEWELLasked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 676) to repeal sections 1625, 1626, 1627, 1628, 1631, 
1632, 1633, 1640, and 1661 of the Revised Statutes relative to the 
militia, and to increase the annual appropriation for furnishing arms 
to the militia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MAXEY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 677) for the relief of the estates of James Vance and 
William Vance; which was read twice by its title, and, together with 
the papers on file in the case, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. 678) in relation to the Chinese in- 
demnity fund; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 679) for the reliefof David T. Tryon; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. VAN WYCK asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 680) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Missouri River at some accessible point within five miles of 
the town of Rulo, in the county of Richardson, in the State of Nebraska; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 3 

Mr. BROWN asked and, by unanimons consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 681) to appropriate $530,000 to continue the im- 
provement of the harbor of Savannah, Ga.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. INGALLS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 682) to rerate the pension of Zelora Crumpacker; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 683) granting a pension to Francis Smith; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLUMB asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 684) for the relief of William D. Matthews; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 


* duce a bill (S. 685) for the relief of Mrs. Mary Blackburn; which was 


read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MITCHELL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 686) to facilitate the transaction of business in 
the Supreme Court of the United States; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 687) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend the 
statutes in relation to immediate transportation of dutiable and 
for other purposes,” approved June 10, 1880; which was twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MORGAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 688) for the relief of Alexander K. Shepard; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PLATT asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 689) granting a pension to Eliza Barbour; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 690) for the relief of Mary A. Lewis, widow of 
Joseph N. Lewis; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELE. I introduce this bill by request. It isa bill pre- 
sented at several Congresses before, and it has been reported favorably; 
but there is an item in the bill which proposes to pay interest on the 
claim, and to that item I desire to say to the committee I am opposed. 
I ask that the papers relating to the case be taken from the files of the 
Senate and referred with the bill to the Committee on Claims. J 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be entered, subject 
to the rules, if there be no objection. 

Mr. SAWYER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 691) to confirm and declare legal the acts of certain 
officers of the United States; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HOAR asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 692) for the relief of Michael Reynolds; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. McMILLAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 693) to authorize the construction of bridges 
across the Wisconsin, Black, Chippewa, and Saint Croix Rivers, in the 
State of Wisconsin, and the Fever River, in the State of Illinois; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

Mr. VANCE asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 694) to regulate judicial proceedings in the District 


of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HARRIS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 695) for the relief of Rear-Admiral Carter; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


ELECTION OF PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE. 


` Mr. EDMUNDS (Mr. INGALTg in the chair) submitted the follow- 
ing resolution for consideration: _ 
hte ep That the Senate now proceed to elect a President pro tempore of the 
7 PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. LAPHAM, it was 


Ordered, That the Secretary of the Senate be directed to return to the Commit- 
tee on Patents the papers in the case of George Milsom, Henry Spendelow, and 
George V. Watson. 


On motion of Mr. JONAS, it was 
Ordered, That the mapas in the case of T. Alonzo Walker and Augusta C. Todd, 
which was before the Committee on the Judiciary of the Senate in the Forty- 


seventh Congress, and no report made thereon, be taken from the files and re- 
ferred to the said committee, subject to the rules of the Senate. 
On motion of Mr. SLATER, it was 

Ordered, That the tion and papers of Louisa Boddy be taken from the files 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Ordered, That the papers relating to allotment of lands in severalty to Indians 
residing on the Umatilla reservation, Oregon, be taken from the filesand referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Ordered, That the papers relating to the forfeiture of the land 
Oregon Central Railroad from Forest Grove to Astoria, Oreg., be 
files and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Ordered, That the petition and papersrespectively of M. P. Jones, B. Jennings, 
Alonzo Gesner, and William L, ite be taken from the files and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands, 

Ordered, That the petition and papers respectively of William L. Adams and 
Hadley Hobson be taken from the files and referred to the Committee on Claims, 

Ordered, That the papers relating to the relief of citizens of Oregon, Washing- 
ton, Idaho, and Montana, who served with the United States troops in the war 
with the Nez Percé Indians, be taken from the files of the Senate and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. s 

Ordered, That the papas in the case of the Government transport-bark Tor- 
rent be taken from files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Mil- 


itary Affairs. 

Ordered, That the papers relating to the muster-rolls of Capt. Nathan Olney’s 
Company Oregon Volunteers, 1853, be taken from the files of the Senate and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

On motion of Mr. HAWLEY, it was 

Ordered, That the petition and peas of James Belger be taken from the files 
of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

TEXAS AND PACIFIC RAILROAD LAND GRANT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no farther “‘ concurrent or 
other resolutions” the Chair will lay before the Senate the resolution 
submitted yesterday by he Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Van Wyck], 
calling on the Secretary of the Interior for copies of papers relating to 
the attempted transfer by the Texas and Pacific Railroad Company to 
the Southern Pacific Railroad of a certain land grant. The resolution 
will be read. 

* Shes resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. VAN WYCK was read, as 
ollows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to furnish to the Senate 
copies of all papers on file in his cy rman relating to the attempted transfer 
by the Texas and Pacific Railroad pany of its land grant to the Southern 
co! S T we or letters’ Be peri Keen he yr un 
on wobeldiee to said Texas and Pacific Railroad. aera thse 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


EXPENDITURES OF DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will lay before the Senate 
the resolution offered yesterday by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
VAN Wyck], calling upon the Secretary of the Treasury for certain in- . 
formation relating to the expenses incurred by the Department of Justice. 
The resolution will be reported. 

The resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. VAN Wyck was read, 
as follows: 

That the f thé Treasury be directed to fu = 
Synen e A DaS audited by the First Anditor of the? avd os 
on account of expenses ineurred by the Department of J 
1881, with the names of ial or assistant attorneys and the names of detect- 
the vo rs and items relating to and the names of special 


attorneys Jan 1, 
furnished and printed by order of the Senate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


t of the 
en from the 


ives; ex 


CLERKS FOR SENATORS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will lay before the 
offered on a previous day by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
BUTLER], a resolution entitling each Senator, not chairman of a com- 
mittee, toa clerk. This resolution, the Chair sees by its indorsement, 
was ordered to lie on the table, so that it is not to be presented to the 
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Senate under the rule as a resolution offered on a former day. It will 
only come up on the motion of some Senator. 

Mr. BUTLER. I made the request the other day that the resolution 
lie on the table for the present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That takes it from the Calendar of 
daily resolutions, and it will come up on motion. 

Mr. BUTLER. So I understand. 


THE NATIONAL DEBT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VeoRHEES], on 
the 10th instant, relative to the perpetuation of the public debt. 

Mr. VOORHEES. It was not my purpose to ask for immediate ac- 
tion upon that resolution. My object was to let it lie on the table sub- 
ject to my own call. On afuture occasion I may desire tocall it up and 
submit some remarks upon it. If, however, the Senate desires to vote 
upon it I certainly have no objection to that course being taken. My 
object was not, however, to precipitate immediate action upon the ques- 
tions involved in the resolution, and I ask that it may go over until after 
the holidays, if I am permitted to do so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the Senator will move to lay it 
on the table, and that motion shall be agreed to, it will then be subject 
to his motion at any time. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I thought I had done so when the resolution was 
submitted. ’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It does not so appear on the indorse- 
ment. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I then move to lay it on the table, subject to call 
hereafter. ° 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Anything laid on the table is always 
subject to call. W 

Mr. VOORHEES. It was my purpose to make the motion at the 
time the resolution was offered. I perhaps only made the suggestion 
at the time without making a formal motion. I make that motion 
now. s 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana moves 
that the resolution lie on the table for the time being. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar of Resolutions is ex- 
hausted, The Calenday of General Orders is now in order. The first 
bill on the Calendar be reported. 

The bill (S. 19) to provide for ascertaining and settling private land 
claims in certain States and Territories was announced as first in order 
on the Calendar. 

Mr, GARLAND. The Senator who reported that bill does not seem 
to be in his seat. 

Mr. FRYE. I gave notice that to-day I should ask to call up the 
report of the Committee on Rules touching the revision of the rules, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair was in error in laying be- 
fore the Senate bill No. 19. The first thing that should be on the 
Calendar of General Orders is the report of the Committee on Rules, 
which will now be laid before the Senate. It will be read. 


REVISION OF THE RULES. 


Mr. SHERMAN. In order to facilitate the consideration of the long 
series of rules proposed, I suggest that the same plan be adopted as is 
usual on appropriation bills; which is, that the first formal reading of 
the rules be waived, and that they be taken up by clauses, subject to 
debate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio asks unani- 
mous consent that the reading in extenso of the report of the Committee 
on Rules be dispensed with, and that the respective paragraphs beacted 
upon in order as they are read. Is there any objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it isso ordered. The first proposed rule will be read. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk read as follows: 

RUIE I. 
` APPOINTMENT OF A SENATOR TO THE CHAIR, 
1. In the absence of the Vice-President, the Senate shall choose a President 


as In ss absence of the Vice-President, and pending the election of a President 
pro tempore, the Secretary of the Senate or in his absence the Chief Clerk shall 
perform the duties of the Chair. ° 

3, The President pro tempore shall have the right to name in open Senate, or, 
if absent, in writing, a Senator to perform the duties of the Chair; and the Sena- 
tor so designated may d such duties fora period not exceeding three 
days, unless the Senate shall erwise order, 3 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. INGALLS in the chair). The 
question is on the adoption of this proposed rule. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, there are certain results to follow 
from that rule which I hope the Senate will consider before they con- 
cur in the recommendation of the committee. As the rule now stands, 
the President pro tempore of the Senate can be removed at any time by 
a vote of the Senate; he can not designate his successor except as a 
mere locum tenens, and then not beyond the adjournment of the Senate; 
so that if the President pro tempore of the Senate should not present 
himself at the next meeting of the Senate after an adjoummentt there 


would be a vacancy, and the Secretary or the Acting Secretary would 
have to preside until, as the first business, a President of the Senate 
was chosen by vote. s 

This has its inconveniences, undoubtedly, and those inconveniences 
have been emphasized by the close balance in numbers of the political 
parties in this Chamber. There has been almost a tie, a dead-lock, in 
this Chamber between parties for many years past; the absence or the 
balance of one vote or two, or three at the utmost, would change the 
eee of the Presiding Officer and the political party to which he was 
attached. 

Under the present law something much more important than who 
shall put the questions and decide them ia this Chamber attaches 
itself to the tenure of the powers and duties of the presidency of this 
body. The law relating to the devolution of the powers of the Presi- 
dential office, as it now stands, casts them upon the President pro tem- 
pore of the Senate in case of the removal, death, resignatiox, or inabil- 
ity to serve of both the President and the Vice-President. I'think the 
Senate should contemplate the existing law while they are making a 
rule which must be affected by it. 

, I regret the condition of the law. I believe the action of the Senate 
at the last session was a wise one, and was imperatively demanded by 
the needs of the country in providing for a succession to the perform- 
ance of the functions of the Chief Magistracy of this country so that 
under scarcely any possible or supposable contingency could there be 
an interregnum and an absence of a functionary lawfully entitled to 
exercise the duties of this great and essential office. But as we stand 
now, Senators, I will ask you to contemplate the effect of the rule as 
proposed by the committee. It provides that— x 

The President pro tempore shall have the right to name in open Senate, or, if 
aga E simi attyon nee E 
unless the Senate shall otherwise order. pa 

We will suppose that our honored friend who is to-day the President 
pro tempore of the Senate shall absent himself for three days, and dur- 
ing that period of time, by theactof God or a public enemy, the Presi- 
dent of the United States shall be removed from life, who under this 
construction and under this rule would then become the acting Presi- 
dent of the United States? Iwill not stop to chop logic—for it would 
be no more than that—as to whether the exercise of the functions or the 
possession of the office itself shall follow under our law, Snflice it to 
say, that the man who under law will exercise the functions of the 


Chief Magistracy of this country will be in substance the President of í 


the United States. 

With the difficulties already clustering around the unfortunate state 
of law under which we live, does the Senate propose to add to those 
difficulties the power in the President pro tempore of the Senate, un- 
checked, uncontrolled by the vote or the approval of the Senate, to 
nominate at his own will the man who shall possess the enormous, the 
important, the incalculable powers for good or evil which may attend 
the temporary possession of the functions of the Chief Magistracy of 
‘this country? It seems to me entirely in opposition to the theory of 
our Government. It seems to me a very da us assumption. It 
seems to me that this proposed rule is fraught in its possibilities with 
very grave dangers; for this is not only a government of law, but it is 
a government of public opinion as well as law; and we must not simply 
so govern that law shall have its own power to be obeyed per se, but 
that it shall not be, so fur as we can prevent it, in violation of, in op- 
position to, or defeat of the settled, well-considered feeling and senti- 
ment of our fellow-countrymen. 

I need not here repeat the many difficulties that the present law en- 
tails, the grave and difficult questions, fraught with trouble, of the 
present act of Congress, to which I have referred, the act of 1792, de- 
volving the powers of the Presidency temporarily upon the Presiding 
Officer of this body—whether he isto remain a Senhtor with his legis- 
lative power, and annexed to that the great executive power, com- 
ing here to vote upon measures and retiring to the other end of the 
Avenue to veto those which he was unable once to overcome by his 
vote or by his argument in debate; or whether a man who passes into 
the possession of the Presidential powers as a Senator shall use those 
powers, after he has assumed them under the law, after the expiration 
of the term for which he was elected. All these are questions of which 
I do not care to discuss the results, but simply to su, as showing 
how it is filled with confusion and difficulty, how illogical, how con- 
trary it is to the whole framework and genius of our system of checks 
and balances upon power, the check upon the executive by the legi 
tive, the check upon the legislative by the executive, and upon both 
by the judicial, and how they are confused by this proposition to cast 
executive power upon a member of the legislative branch. 

That is the law as it stands now. We have sought in this body to 
amend it. It was the failure of the House of Representatives in the 
last Congress to concur in the proposition we made or to make any prop- 
osition of theirown that would remedy the existing danger. But will 
not, I submit, the proposed rule carry you far beyond that? Does it 
not superadd difficulties and questions which may well cause us to hes- 
itate before we accede to it? : 

As we now stand, if the present President of the United States or 
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the President of the United States, whichever you may call 
him, but the individual and the official who exercises unquestionably 
the functions and powers of that great office, were to be removed by 
death, certainly the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] would 
under the present law assume the functions of the Presidency. That 
is our present condition of affairs, and what would be the effect of this 
tule? This body by a lawful majority has elected the Senator from 
Vermont to that office, those who voted for him knowing that there 
‘was a contingency of human affairs that might throw upon his shoulders 
and upon his conscience the great duties of the Chief-Magistracy of this 
country. Certainly his personal character had its weight, and its just 
weight, with those who selected him not simply to decide questions of 
order and to put questions in this body, but as the possible incumbent, 
the possible possessor of the great mass of powers to which I have re- 
ferred which attach to the Chief-Magistracy. That is the result as the 
law now stands. I need not repeat suggestions of the defects of that 
law, of the results of that law, of the confusion that would follow in 
case our friend from Vermont was called upon, being a Senator and a 
member of the legislative branch, to assume executive functiens with- 
out losing his right and his legislative power, for the State of Vermont 
can not be deprived of the seryices of either of her Senators on this floor 
without her own consent. 

Now, what does this rule propose? That you shall go further, and 
you shall give to the Senator from Vermont the ight for three days to 
designate the President pro tempore of this body. He can not designate 
him conditionally; the person designated must either be the President 
of this body or this body has no presiding officer. He can not be a 
locum tenens. If he be not lawfully chosen and designated in the fullest 
meaning of the term ‘the President of the Senate,” then in the case 
of the death of the present President the devolution of the powers of 
his office would be upon the Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

But if you shall by this rule give to the President of the Senate pro 
tempore the right again for a limited period of three days or of three 
weeks—for it is a mere question of degree and discretion as to time—the 
right to designate the person who shall fill that place, itseems to me you 
necessarily have given to one man the judging of the individual who 
in the providence of God may be made the possessor of the powers and 
functions of the Presidential office. Is the Senate prepared for that? 
Tam not, and I will say further, that while I am perfectly aware that 
argument can be made upon this frame of words, and I know scarcely 
of any frame of words on which arguments can not be made, I do not 
think we have a right to adopt a rule that contains by possibility the 
question which I have suggested as to the right of any one man, for any 
time at all, to nominate the functionary who in a con cy under the 
law, without any control of the Senate, may become the President of 
the United States or possess the powers of that. office even for the in- 
terval that may occur. between the time when this anticipated difficulty 
may arise and the new election provided for in a very obscure and tan- 
gled fashion under the nt statutes. 

Now it may be said that at this time in the absence from the Chair 
of our friend from Vermont and the presence in it of the present Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS], if there came eo instanti the news of the 
death of the President of the United States, his designation would con- 
trol, and the mere corporal presence of the Senator from Kansas by the 
nomination or by the action of the Senator from Vermont would make 
him the person to execute the duties of the Presidential office. I should 
answer that by reference to the old maxim de minimis non curat; the 
law does not mark the fractions of a day, and the legislative day having 
begun, it will continue until an adjournment takes place, and the per- 
son who was at the commencement of that day the presiding officer of 
this body would be at the close and during all of that day held by every 
rule of judicial determination to be the person who on that day and all of 
that day continued to be President pro tempore, unless the records of the 
body should show that there had been affirmatively a change in the presi- 
dency ofthe body during thatlegislativeday. But supposethere should 
be a capability of question being made of the fact, ought you to add to 
the possibility and the numberofsuchquestions? I submit respectfully 
it is not wise. When we shall have changed the order of succession, in 
the event of death, resignation, inability, and the like, to the powers 
of the’Presidential office, I shall have no objection te so reasonable a 
rule as this. : 

I do not propose to tie our President tem; against his con- 
venience to the moment and the spot of 12 o’clock of the day and that 
desk; thatno consideration of private care orof private convenience, sick- 
ness or health, or the like shall be considered, and that he must, dead or 
alive almost, be here. I know it isan inconvenient thing. It would be 
simply, as we know, to-day a matter of form, that if the election took 
place and occupied three minutes by the watch, the will of the Senate 
and of the majority of the Senate would be accepted. There is no dis- 
position—I am satisfied every Senator of the body is aware of that 
fact—to question in the slightest degree the effect and power of the 
numerical majority, small though it may be, in this Chamber on the 
other side, no disposition to take small, temporary, petty, or what would 


seem to be a disreputable advantage on account of the absence of mem- 
Sir, I hope the Senate will pause before they will agree that a Presi- 


dent pro tempore of this body for three days’ time, who may in the 
accidents of life and death become the possessor of the powers of the 
Presidential office, shall become so upon the unchecked, uncontrolled 
nomination of a single man. 

I will not say that arguments may not be made, respectable and 


weighty, against what I have suggested. Iwill not say that the weight 
of reasoning may not be shown in such a way as would render these un- 
premeditated suggestions of mine of less force than I think they are, 

but I mean to say this: that on matters of this kind we ought to act, if 
we can, so as to have no question. The thing is too serivus to allow us 
to take steps which are open to doubt and to question. Let us amend 
our.law, and destroy this dangerous condition of things that devolve 
executive power upon a member of a branch of the Legislature whose 
own termand whose powers are prescribed and limited, as areall others; 

but let us not add increased difficulty and increased question to our 
present status. Let us amend the law. Pass again—I hope to see it 
done unless some wiser measure can be provided—the act that met the 
assent of the Senate at the last session, creating a line of succession 
that could not reasonably fail, and that was supposed to be in harmony 
with the wisest of the public expression at the last Presidential elec- 
tion. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Will the Senator from Delaware allow me a ques- 
tion before he sits down? 

Mr. BAYARD. Certainly. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Ishould like to suggest whether appointing a per- 
son to perform the duties of the Chair inany way clothes him with any 
other power than simply that; whether the President pro tempore of the 
Senate does not retain his office and the succession to the Presidential 
office if that contingency should arise? 

Mr. BAYARD. These questions have been raised here before and 
they have not been satisfactorily disposed of. I remember very well 
that many years ago a distinguished member of this body, the late 
Senator Morton of Indiana, brought up a question as to the powers of 
the President pro tempore—the Vice-President of the United States was 
then deceased and we had a President pro tempore of the body—and I 
asked him, as to the power of the Senate after they had once chosen a 
President pro tempore and then by death the functions of the iden- 
tial office devolved pro tempore upon that President, whether then the 
Senate could claim the power to remove and change their President 
pro tempore in order to remove and change ipso facto the President of 
the United States; and from that Senator I could getnoreply. He told 
me that question he was not prepared to decide and would not. 

I merely suggest this to show how dangerous it is to deal with'a sub- 
ject so open to question and so difficult of decision, in regard to which 
men’s minds naturally and honestly disagree, even in a time of quies- 
cence and when there is no heat of party passion or of party bias to 
pervert their judgments. 

Mr. GARLAND. What is the pending question, Mr. President? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. INGALLs in the chair). The first 
proposed rule in the report of the Committee on Rules has been read by 
the and is now before the Senate for its consideration. 

Mr. GARLAND. Then I wish to offer an amendment to the pro- 
posed rule of the committee. In clause 3 of the first rule as proposed 
by the committee after the word ‘‘chair’’ in the second line ane to 
strike out all that follows, and insert: 

But such substitution shall not extend beyond an adjournment. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator had better prepare his 
soe ga and submit it to the Secretary so that it may be read at the 
table. 

Mr. GARLAND. I can announce it. I move to strike outall after 
the word ‘‘chair’’ in the second line of the third clause, and to insert: 
“But such substitution shall not extend beyond an adjournment.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. 

The ACTING SECRETARY. Afterthe word “ chair” in line 2 of clause 
3 it is moved to strike out ‘‘and the Senator so designated may dis- 
charge such duties for a period not exceeding three days, unless the 
Senate shall otherwise order,” and insert: 

But such substitution shall not extend beyond an adjournment. 


Mr. GARLAND. Mr. President, this is not a new proposition before 
the Senate by any means. It has been discussed three or four times. 
during the short period I have been a member of the Senate and a good 
many times before. There is a very serious difficulty in the matter, 
and one that I do not know can be obviated at all. The third section 
of article 1 of the Constitutien provides that in the absence of the Vice- 
President a President pro tempore may be elected by the Senate, and 
there it stops. It does not say how long the President pre tempore shalk 
occupy the chair, or whether the Senate shall proceed every five min- 
utes, or every tem minutes, or every twenty minutes, or at any longer 
or shorter period to the election of a President protempore. But subse- 
quently, some time in 1876 I think, the Senate passed a resolution that 
the President pro of the Senate held his position at the wili of 
the Senate, and I believe that has been acquiesced iu as being a correct 
and proper solution of that proposition. But, strange to say, there is no 
such power to be found in the Vice-President by the rules as this rule, 
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and not only this rule but the kindred rules on this subject pretend to 
give or offer to give to the President pro tempore. The Committee on 
Rules have very carefully arranged this matter in a kind of historical 
schedule, so that we find that as far back as January 3, 1820, the rule 
read thus: 

The Vice-President, or President of the Senate pro tempore, shall have the 
right to name a member to perform the duties of the Chair; but such substitd- 
tion shall not extend beyond an adjournment, 

That was the old rule, and it continued down, as is shown in the next 
column of the form reported by the Committee on Rules, until the pres- 
ent rule was substituted in its place. ' f 

A long time since, when Jesse D. Bright was President pro tempore, 
and sought to designate a Senator from Michigan to take the chair un- 
der a proceeding of this kind, objection was interposed by Mr. Critten- 
den, who took the broad ground, and so argued, that there was no con- 
stitutional power for any such thing, and the reasons assigned in that 
debate are in the Congressional Glohe before me, but I shall not trouble 
the Senate to read them. They show very clearly that no such power 
existed. 

Coming down to a later day, when our honored and respected Presi- 
dent pro tempore, the late Senator from Illinois, Judge David Davis, 
desired to visit his native State, Maryland, in June, 1882, he called the 
present incumbent { Mr. INGALLS] to the chair, who was met by this 
objection being interposed by some Senator; I do not now remember 
whom, but I think it was either the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MOR- 
GAN] or the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], and after a consider- 
able debate and a large amount of skirmishing on the proposition we 
came to n° solution of it, and the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] 
moved an udjournment, and that carried us over from Friday to the 
following Monday, when our President pro tempore was restored to us. 
That proceeding elicited a number of amendments to this rule, one 
off by the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE], one by the Senator 
from Michigan [Mr. Ferry], and an amendment to that by the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], one by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
GORMAN], and another by myself, all of which are reported in the sec- 
ond column on the left, at page 2 of the report of the Committee on 
Rules. 


Now, Mr. President, I do not believe—and it must be admitted that | tha 


it is an inconVenience—that the President pro tempore has the power to 
name a person to hold his position beyond that sitting of the Senate at 
which he is so named, and I think the old rule is better in that respect 
than the rule now proposed. > 

Mr. BUTLER. I should like to ask the Senator how long that rule 
of 1820 was in force? 

Mr. GARLAND. Until March 25, 1868, when another rule was sub- 
stituted in its place. The Senate worked under that rule for forty- 
eight years. I believe the debate at the time to which I have alluded, 
when Mr. Bright was President pro tempore of the Senate, demonstrated 
that no such power as this existed. 

In addition to that, let us turn to what is understood to be the com- 
mon law of this p ing in analogous cases; I read from section 313 
of Cushing on the Law and Practice of Legislative Assemblies: 

On the death, resignation, disqualification, or removal of the presiding offi- 
cer a new election takes place in the manner already described. But when- 
ever, by reason of sickness or other cause, the presiding officer is prevented 
from attending to the duties of his office, and is not likely to be able to resume 

for some time, it is usual in all our legislative assemblies to elect a presid- 
ing officer pre pee, cr to preside until the former is again able toattend in his 
place, or ceases to hold the office of presiding officer. The duties and functions 
of this temporary officer, if elected in place of a presiding officer who is a mem- 
ber of the body over which he presides, are ordinarily the same with those of 
the paoros, president, during his nee, and terminate with the return or 
the r to the chair; but where the presiding officer is not a member of the 
body over which he presides the functions and duties of the temporary presid- 
ing officer may be otherwise regulated by law or by a rule of the assembly. In 
most of the legislative assemblies of this country it is also provided by a rule 
that the presiding officer, if a member, may substitute some other member to 
perform the duties of the chair in his place, if he have occasion to be absent for 
a part or the whole of the present sitting. But he is not obliged to announce 
the name of the substitute to the House; and, if the latter is in committee of the 
whole, the speaker may appoint some member to take the chair and preside 
when the committee rises. But such substitution ought to be made as an official 
act, and when the presiding officer is himself in the chair of the assembly, or 
present in it, and can not be made in his absence, by letler or otherwise. 


Thisauthority goes beyond even the position assumed by many gentle- 
men who oppose the rule proposed by the Senate Committee. 

If the presiding officer is unable to attend, in person, at the commencement 
of the daily sitting of the assembly, his power of substitution no longer exists, 
and there is then occasion for the election of a temporary presiding officer. 


It is very clear from the common law attaching to this proceeding, as 
we call it, that an election should take place every day; the choice should 
not pass longer than the sitting at which the temporary officer is chosen. 
I think it is safer to adhere to the spirit of the old rule and not to fix 
it so that he may hold for three days or longer simply at the discretion 
of one Senator. Asa matter of course, as stated by the Senator from 
Delaware, if you can make it three days, you can make it three weeks 
or three months. The great difficulty in the case has grown out of that 
unfortunate act of 1792, which I always considered unconstitutional 
and which was virtually so declared in Blount’s case, devolving the 
duties of the President in any contingency on the mere President pro 
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tempore of this body. I think we had better adhere to the old rule, and 
that is the amendment which I offer. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND]. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, J think it is quite obvious that in 
the present condition of the Senate, without a Vice-President, the pro- 
posed rule would be a matter of great convenience, almost of necessity, 
unless we are to change the presiding officer by a vote of the Senate 
from time to time, which has many inconveniences, because there is a 
kind of special practice needed which it requires time to get accus- 
tomed to in order to do the duties well for the benefit of the Senate. 
Therefore it would be a great convenience to adopt this rule if it can 
be done lawfully. I believe everybody will agree to that. Whether 
it can be done lawfully depends upon the question of whether the 
President pro tempore is the person who by designation occupies the 
chair under the rule or whether he is the person elected by the Senate 
under the Constitution. Now, I think it is clear under the Constitu- 
tion and under the law that the person who is President pro tempore is 
an officer. He is described as an officer in the Constitution, and by the 
Constitution and by the law made in pursuance of it he is required to 
take an oath and subscribe it as such officer to perform the duties of 
that office, so long as he holds it, faithfully and well. 

Now I think we must all agree that the person who, under the per- 
mission of the rule and by common parliamentary practice without any 
rule, is called to the chair by the President pro tempore, or by the Vice- 
President if he were sitting here, is not the President pro tempore of the 
Senate. The whole history of the country will show that, although we 
have had Presidents pro tempore of the Senate probably at every session 
of the Senate from the foundation of the Constitution to this day, no 
temporary occupant of the chair has ever signed an enrolled bill or joint 
resolution, which must besigned by the rules and really under the Con- 
stitution—although it does not name it in terms, but it is a necessary 
incident of it—by the official presiding officer of the body. 

The temporary occupant of the chair, the designated Senator, I think 
I am safe in saying from some examination and from an observation of 
now almost eighteen years in this body, has never exercised any such 
function, and nobody ever thought that he could, and for the reason 
t the fact that he was called upon to occupy the chair did not clothe 
him with the ofice of President protempore. If it did not, then the per- 
son who has becn elected President pro tempore and has taken the oath 
as required hy the Constitution and the laws as precedent to his exercis- 
ing any function of the office continues to be President pro tempore 
although out of the chair and wherever he may be within the United 
States I will say—I will not say how it would be otherwise—until the 
Senate chooses to elect his successor and have him properly qualified 
by taking the oath. I think that is the law; I think it is the common 
sense of the case. . 

If that be so, then the fact that the existing rule authorizes the Presi- 
dent pro tempore to designate a Senator to perform the duties of the 
Chair—not the duties affixed by law to the office, but the parliamentary 
duty of keeping order and recognizing gentlemen who rise and all that 
sort of thing—does not become in any sense a disturber of the official 
character of the person who has been elected President pro tempore; and 
that being so, the President pro tempore would continue to hold that 
office just as much the next day as he did before; he would hold jt the 
third day; and he holds it all the time, as the Senate has decided, and 
I believe without any serious difference of opinion, subject to the pleas- 
ure of the Senate to change him from day to day and from minute to 
minute except for the rule that a resolution must lie over, if anybody 
objects to it, one day. We could abolish that rule and we could have 
every Senator in this body lawfally and officially President pro tempore 
of it to-day, one after the other, if we sat long enough to go through the 
form of election and swearing in. 

So then, it appears to me, with great deference to my friend from 
Delaware, that in point of constitutional law, a President pro tempore 
once elected and qualified will continue to be the President pro tempore 
until his successor is elected under the Constitution by the Senate to 
that office with all the responsibilities that belong to it by the Consti- 
tution and the laws and is qualitied by taking the proper oath to per- 
form the duties. If I am right about that, it would follow that this 
designation for three days—which I repeat would certainly be a great 
convenience to the Senate and to the person who must now (the Vice- 
President being absent) preside all the tinte, would not produce the 
difficulty or danger that my friend supposes; and I think that is es- 
pecially true from the circumstance that every moment of time, subject 
to the rule as to resolution lying over, the whole matter is in the control 
of the Senate to elect a new President pro tempore at any moment they 
please. If, therefore, you were to grant the Senator who now has the 
honor to hold the office of President pro tempore—— 

Mr. BAYARD. Before my friend takes his seat I should like to ask 
whether the result of his statement of the case and of his argument 
would not be that there would be an officer presiding over the deliber- 
ations of this body unknown to the Constitution, not a President pro 

whom he describes as an official named in the Constitution 
whom the Senate ean elect in case of the death or absence of the Vice- 
President—not that individual, but another who is to be I know not 
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what. I would say, if I am to accept the suggestion of my friend from 
Vermont, a nondescript, not a President pro tempore, but something 
else, with a power to preside, to control the Senate, to decide its ques- 
tions of order, and what other powers I know not, but it would depend 
on what he is to be called in law—some one not chosen by the Senate, 
for the Constitution prescribes that the presiding officer of this body 
shall be chosen by the Senate, and this rule provides that he may be 
nominated by a person who at first hand has been chosen. In other 
words, here is a delegation of delegated power, a thing generally for- 
bidden by law. Therefore, it seems to me that when the Senator from 
Vermont, for instance, being President pro tempore, should designate 
for three days our friend from Kansas to occupy the place, he must be 
there in color of some office, and if he is not the presiding officer of the 
Senate, how will you describe him? Whatare his powers? Whatare 
his duties?’ What control has he? Incase he suddenly dies, who suc- 
ceeds? It seems to me that these are confusing questions and very 
confusing results arising from this delegation of a delegated power. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If that were true (leaving the sentence that was 
unfinished when my friend from Delaware addressed me for a moment), 
then we are in exactly that condition at this moment of time; the Sen- 
tor from Kansas oceupying the chair is a nondescript; there is no term 
known to parliamentary law or the Constitution of the United States 
by which we can address the Senator from Kansas while he is sitting 
there, because he certainly has not been clected President pro tempore 
of the Senate. The Senate certainly has not ordered him except by a 
delegation to take the chair at all. They did, by a formal rule, which 
was precisely in conformity with the eommon law of all deliberative 
bodies and practically founded in necessary common sensein this world, 
delegate the power to the President pro tempore to designate a Senator 
to perform the duties of the chair fora limited time which the rule pre- 
scribes. That is a delegation of power, and it may be, as the Senator 
from Delaware says, the delegation of a power that is incapable of del- 
egution by the delegate with whom the Senate has intrusted the power 
of presiding in general; and, therefore, we are nothing but amob at this 
moment, and I could call my friend from Delaware all sorts of hard 
names, and the only way he could get redress would be that known 
among gentlemen and not known to the rules of the Senate. That will 
not do, Mr. President. 

It is contrary, I say with great respect, to the pervading sense of the 
fitness of things that belongs to all jurisprudence and to all legislative 
history, as itseems to me; and if it be not correct at this moment, then 
it will be equally incorrect ten minutes hence; it would be equally in- 
correct to-morrow if you were to continue to sit in the chair until to- 
morrow, except that the rule limits the authority of a designated Sen- 
ator to sit in the chair to the period of an adjournment. If it was con- 
stitutional to limit it to that period, why is it not constitutional to 
limit it to a period of another day or three months if the Senate says so, 
because I argree that the argument goes to that extent, or three years, 
the Senate all the time retaining the power, as it does under the rules 
and under the Constitution, to change its will and to put a new person 
in if the regular officer has abused the confidence of the Senate in not 
attending to its duties for too long a time. That is the redress for any 
abuse of that kind, if there should be one if the discretion were granted. 
The fact that the law takes in certain cases no note of divisions of a 
day clearly will not apply to such a case, because otherwise the elec- 
tion of a new President pro tempore could not go into effect until the 
day afterward because the Jaw presumed that there were no fractions 
of a day, and the existing President pro tempore must therefore be pre- 
sumed in law to be President pro tempore for She whole day. My friend 
saw the force of that, and snggested that that would appear in the Jour- 
nal, in the record, as showing a division. Is there any constitutional 
objection to the Journal of the Senate showing (as it properly might, 
only it might make it voluminous) that you had taken the chair at a 
certain hour this morning at the invitation of the President pro témpore? 
Not the least. It is a part of the proceeding of this body under the 
rule that it has made; and the mere fact that the Journal does not show 
it (being a matter of no importance usually, and therefore a waste of 
space andl time and printing to put it into the Journal) is the only dif- 
ference between the two cases. 

So I submit, with great respect to my friend from Delaware, that 
that argument will not hold water, and we come back again to these 
two simple propositions, that under ths Constitution the President 
pro tempore of the Senate is an officer provided for by the Constitution, 
and when he has taken and subscribed the oath required by the Consti- 
tution and the laws he is invested with an office, and that office con- 
tinues until the power that by the Constitution is authorized to change 
it does change it in the way that the Constitution and the laws require. 
That being the case, the question of whether the President pro tempore 
is present in or absent from the chair to-day or to-morrow or the next 
day is one depending entirely upon the pleasure and will of the Senate 
as a body, for the convenience of the transaction of their business. 
When we have a Vice-President, the ordinary presiding officer, of course 
there is no occasion for any extension of the rule that has so long stood 
in force, of one day’s sitting by a designated Senator; but when you 
have not that state of affairs and have the state of affairs that now ex- 
ists, unless the Senate desires te go through the inconvenience of chang- 


ing its presiding officer very often, we can of course see that it would 
happen that any President pro tempore might at 12 o’clock on the 
morning when he was to call the Senate to order be suddenly ill, un- 
able at that particular hour to get properly to the Senate Chamber, 
when to-morrow he would be quite able to come in and go on with his 
duties, and he might happen to be the man, and he would have been 
under former states of affairs, whom we should all delight to have 
oceupy the chair. 

Now, can it be that under the Constitution we are forced in such a 
case to proceed to the formality of electing a new President pro tempore, 
of having him take and subscribe the oath of office, of informing the 
President of the United States and the House of Representatives that 
we had elected a new presiding officer, and then the next day, when 
he returned, go through with the formality of making another election, 
re-electing him and giving the same notice over again? I am hardly 
able to understand that such can be the law. I feel confident myself 
with great respect that is not, and that there is no constitutional diffi- 
culty or legal difficulty in extending this period of one adjournment to 
two or three or any number of days that the Senate thinks that its 
own convenience will warrant. 

As to the power under the present rule of the President pro tempore * 
to designate by letter a person to take the chair, it certainly is open to 
question. Not because the Senate has not power to grant such author- 
ity, but because it is doubtful whether it has done it under the exist- 
ing rule, although one of the finest lawyers that I ever knew and a 
leading member of the party that occupies the seats filled by gentlemen 
on the other side, Judge Thurman, held when he was President pro tem- 
pore, as did other such officers, that that authority did exist under the 
rule, and exercised it. : 

I believe there was some discussion about it; but of course that is an 
immaterial question that I need not take up your time about. 

That is a conventional question which the rule may provide about one 
way or the other; but the main question it appears to me that my friend 
from Delaware on further consideration will agree that the Senate has 
power to deal with according to its own notions of its own convenience. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I see no serious practical difficulty 
in the case. When we have a Vice-President we are in the habit of 
choosing a President pro tempore. - I see no objection to our choosing 
one now, choosing a presiding officer, one who will take the chair in 
the absence of the regular presiding officer of the Senate; or we might 
adopt a course like that followed by the House of Commons. There it 
is the rule that when the speaker shall be absent necessarily the chair- 
man of the committee on ways and means, I* believe, shall take the 
chair from day to day, the necessary absence of the proper speaker be- 
ing announced by the clerk, and shall hold that office from day to day, 
except that in case of a longer adjournment the chairman of the com- 
mittee of ways and means shall hold that right of deputy speaker only 
for twenty-four hours. If we should elect a person to take the chair 
in the absence of our President pro tempore I do not see any objection to 
it. I think it would meet the criticisms made by the Senator from 
Delaware, 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the change proposed in this rule 
seems to have no greater p than merely to subserve the conven- 
ience of the Senate, and make it n that they should enter into 
an election when the President of the Senate findsthat he is compelled 
to be absent from the sittings of this body; and inasmuch as this debate 
on to-day and on various previous oceasjons has developed the existence 
of a distinct objection that there is a constitutional difficulty in the 
way, I think that the Senate ought to pause and stand on the ground 
on which it stands in the existing rule, and not venture upon new and 
untried ground. 

For my own part I have had occasion to look into this question and 
to discuss it in the Senate heretofore somewhat, and I have a fixed opin- 
ion, I may say, that the proposed new rule is not in accordance with 
the spirit and intent of the Constitution. The ground that | take is 
this: Following as I cheerfully do the Senator from Vermont in all the 
positions which he has taken down to the last he has stated, and con- 
ceding their logical value and soundness, I think I differ with the hon- 
orable Senator in this proposition. We agree, as all agree, that there is 
a legislative day recognized in all parliamentary organizations. It com- 
mences with the opening of the House at the time designated by the 
rule, and it continnes during the pleasure of the Senate until an adjourn- 
ment takes place. That legislative day may spread over two or three 
calendar days. It has often been the case that the legislative day has 
spread over two or three days in point of actual time. 

Mr. HOAR. It spread over nearly six weeks at the time of the Elect- 
oral Commission. 

Mr. MORGAN. That I believe to be the fact. I thank the Senator 
for the suggestion. It spread over quite a longtime. In that particu- 


lar we might have a very serious diffieulty upon our records, for here 
we have one legislative day, and we have another day consisting of three 
weeks, anosher day which consists of twenty-one points of time divided 
into twenty-four hours each. I hold that the legislative day in the 
Senate of the United States commences when the Senate of the United, 
States meets in proper constitutional organization, and it really does 
not commence as a legislative day until it does so meet. 


If the Presi- 
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dent of the Senate should be absent and should not have designated a 
Senator to take his place, the Secretary of this body, under this rule, 
would ca'l the Senate to order, and the first question would be the 
election of a President pro tempore. If that should consume the time 
until the adjournment we could hardly say that that was a legislative 
day in the sense of the Constitution or in the sense of parliamentary 
law and order; but whenever we should have elected a President pro 
tempore, then the legislative day would commence, and we have seen 
that it may continue over very many calendar days and yet remain only 
one legislative day. 

Now I hold, sir, that it is necessay to the constitutional organization 
of the Senate as a legislative: body that either the Vice-President of 
the United States shall be present or that we shall have elected a Presi- 
dent pro tempore who is actually in the chair at that moment of time 
and di the duties of the chair in virtue of the constitutional 
power given to. us to devolve that duty upon him. 


It has been said by the Senator from Vermont with great force and | Beck, 


clearness that the President of the Senate pro tempore is named in the 
Constitution as a constitutional officer. He might have gone further 
and said that some of his duties were prescribed there also, and he 
might have added further, I think, that there is by implication a 
tenure of office fixed for him; but at all events he is a constitutional 
officer with constitutional duties; the Senate, says the Constitution, 
may choose its President pro tempore in the absence of the Vice-Presi- 
dent. Now, therefore, the person who is to organize the Senate at the 
beginning of each legislative day must be a person chosen by the Sen- 


ate and not appointed by a Senator or by one who holds the office of | Geo 


President pro tempore. 
There isan argument ab inconvenienti on this also which rans very much 
further than the inconvenience and might run to the great detriment of 


the country and its disturbance in respectito very profound political ques- | Bo 


tions and political agitations that mightarise. If we have the power to 
authorize the President pro tempore of this body to designate a Senator 
who may hold without objection from the Senate his place in the chair 
of the body for three days, we have equal authority to authorize him to 
do this thing for two months or during the entire session of ny Hew 
in which event it might happen that the Presidentof the Senate being 
absent necessarily or for his own convenience would appoint a Senator 
to his place who would hold until there was a majority in this body able 
todisplacehim. Now [hold that the Senate of the United States ought 
never to be placed in that category; it never eught to be confined in its 
wer and action by a limitation self-imposed which enables a party to 
old the occupancy of the chair until the Senate shall rise and order 
him toleaveit. Thatoughtnotto bethecase. Thechairoughtalways 
to be held by the express recorded permission of the Senate, indicated 
by a vote. 

It may be also that about the time of the adjournment of the Senate 
at the conclusion of a Congress the President of the Senate, knowing 
that political parties had changed in the country and that the next 
organization would be of a new political complexion from the present 
one, might designate a Senator who would be in. the minority at the 
next time of meeting, and he could hold, in spite of the Senate, during 
all the vacation and at the beginning of the next session, if we chose so 
to empower him, because if we have authority to empower him to do 
it for three days, we have authority to empower him to do it for the 
entire vacation. And thatI do not hold to be good constitutional law; 
neither do I hold it to be wise policy or safe proceeding. 

Therefore, Mr. President, feeling that there is embarrassment in taking 
this step forward, and feeling that I can not justify myself in my view 
of the Constitution or of publie policy in doing so, I prefer that we 
should remain upon the ground that we now occupy. I will therefore 
vote for the amendment offered by the Senator from Arkansas. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND]. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us have the yeas and nays, Mr. President. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Principal Legislative Clerk 

ed to call the roll. 

Mr. EDMUNDS (when his name was called). I paired yesterday 
with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON]. I do not see 
him in the Chamber. I paired with him generally, and as I see most 
of the gentlemen on the other side are voting in favor of this amend- 
ment, I shall withhold my vote on the strength of that pair. 

Mr. GARLAND (when his name was called), I am paired with the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ANTHONY]. I do not know howhe 
would vote; but if he were here my vote would be ‘‘yea,”’ 

Mr. JACKSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. Bowen]. But for that I should vote 

yea.” 


Mr. SEWELL (when his name was called). On this question I am 
paired with my colleague [Mr. MCPHERSON ]. 
Mr. WALKER (when his name was called). The Senator from Col- 


orado [Mr. HILL] is necessarily absent. I am paired with him until 
he returns. But for that I should vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. RANSOM. I have been requested to announce the pair be- 


Carolina does not know how the Senator from Pennsylvania would 
vote, and therefore will not vote on this question; but the Senator 
from South Carolina would vote “yea.” The Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. EDMUNDS] has already announced the pair between himself and 
the other Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON]. 

Mr. COCKRELL. A few days ago I paired with the Senator from 
Towa [Mr. ALLISON] at any time when he might be absent. He was 
here a few moments ago, but I do not see him in his seat. I should 
vote “‘ nay” if he was here; I do not know how he would vote. 

Mr. CONGER. My colleague [Mr. PALMER] is absent on account 
of ill health, and I understand he is paired with the Senator from 
California [Mr. FARLEY], who was paired heretofore with the Senator 
from Nevada [Mr. Jones], who is now present. ~ 

The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 29; as follows: 


YEAS—23, 

Bayard, Colquitt, McMillan, Saulsbury, 
Groome, Maxey, Slater, 

Brown, Ingalls, Morgan, Vance, 
Call, Jonas, Pendleton, Vest, 
Camden, Kenna, Pugh, Williams, 
Coke, Lamar, Ransom 

NAYS—29. 
Blair, 3 Hale, Manderson, Sabin, 
Cameron of Wis., Harris, Miller of Cal., Sawyer, 
Conger, ison, Miller of N. Y., Sherman, 
Cullom, Hawley, Mitchell, Van Wyck, 
Dawes, Hoar, orrill, Wilson. 
Dolph, Jones of Nevada, Pike, 
Frye, Lapham, latt, 

rge, Logan, Plumb, 
ABSENT—24. 
Aldrich, Cockrell, Gorman, Mahone, 
Allison, Edmunds, Hampton, Palmer, 
Anthony, Fair, Hill, Riddleberger, 
wen, Farley, Jackson, Sewell, 

Butler, Garland, Jones of Florida, Voorhees, 
Cameron of Pa., Gibson, McPherson, Walker, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No action has been taken as to how 
the series of rules proposed shall be considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. The proceeding is somewhat anomalous, and the Chair will 
hold, in the absence of objection, that this consideration is as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. SHERMAN, That, I think, is the rule. 

Mr. President, I assented to this modification of the rules for one, be- 
ing not entirely clear that it was right. At the same time I believed it 
would promote the convenience of the Senate and the good order of 
business to allow the presiding officer to designate for a day or two, in 
his temporary absence, some one to take his place; but I do not wish 
to see these rules at the very beginning involved in an apparently party 
controversy. I do not want to vote forany change of our existing rules 
that meets the decided and united objection of the minority of this 
body. These rules are made for our convenience, and if I believed there 
was any substantial constitutional or legal objection to conferring on our 
presiding officer this temporary power I would not vote for it. 

I merely make these remarks now to call the attention of Senators 
to the fact that if in considering these rules it should appear that any 
of the proposed rules—I do not care what they are—are subject to an 
honest, fair party objection, that is to say, that the whole of one side 
of the Senate is opposed to it, I am against the rule. I hope these rules 
will be considered as we considered them in committee, without any 
regard to party lines, and that we shall act upon all these questions, 
every man upon his own judgment of what is best to promote the or- 
der and decorum of the Senate. If I believed that our Democratic 
friends thought that this was an infringement of the law, or of good 
policy, or would delay the business of the Senate, or would place in the 
hands pf a presiding officer a dangerous power, as stated by the Sena- 
tor from Delaware, I would not vote for it; and therefore I shall hold 
myself perfettly ready, in case I can see any validity in these objec- 
tions, to vote against this rule when it is considered in the Senate. 

Mr. President, as I presume several Senators are going away, and de- 
sire to go away to-day, and I understand there is a general desire not to 
have a session to-morrow, I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day 
it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio moves that 
when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. FRYE. One moment, if the Senate pleases. Some one inter- 
rupted me by conversation while the Presiding Officer was making a 
statement about the position of this report. T ana it will be 
the unfinished business for Monday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is its position under the rules 
of the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. As in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. FRYE. So I understood. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio moves that 
the Senate do now adjourn. f 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why not have an executive session? A number 


tween the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] and the Sena- | of nominations have come in. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
tor from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. The Senator from South | consideration of executive business. f 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business, 


Mr. SHERMAN. 
for that pu f 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Missouri. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After 4 minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 2 o'clock and 19 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned till Monday next. 


I have no objection, and I withdraw my motion 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, December 14, 1883. 


The House met at 120’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. JOHN 
8. LINDSAY, D. D. 
. APPROVAL OF JOURNAL. 


The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of Tuesday’s proceedings. 

Mr: COX, of New York. I move that the further reading of the Jour- 
nal be di with. 

The SP. R. That can only be done by unanimous consent. Is 
there objection ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ithink my friend had betterlet the Journal be read. 

Mr. COX, of New York. It will take three hours to read it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not insist on the objection. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the reading of that part of 
the Journal which relates to the introduction and reference of bills and 
joint resolutions will be di with. The Chair hears noobjection. 

The reading of the Journal with the exception indicated was con- 
cluded, and it was then approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


Sundry messages in writing from the President of the United States 
were communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secreta- 
ries, who also informed the House thatthe President had approved and 
si the joint resolution (H. Res. 1) extending the time fixed for the 
joint commission appointed to consider the number and salaries of offi- 
cers and employés of the two Houses to submit their report. 


DESKS AND SEATS IN THE HALL, 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. [I rise to a privileged question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I desire to offer the resolution which I send to 
the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

Mr. HORR. Subject to objection. 


The SP The gentleman from Illinois states the resolution 
relates to a matter of privil The Chair does not know whether it 
is a matter of privilege until the resolution is read. 


Mr. HORR. We may differ about that. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

That the Architect of the Gapo; be directed during the adjournment 
of Co for the Christmas and New Year’s holidays to remove the desks now 
in the Hall of the House, and to make such rearrangement of the seats of mem- 
bers as will bring them together in the smallest convenient space without af- 
nang the rights of members to occupy theseats already selected by them under 
the rules of the House ; and that he be also directed to provide suitable writing 
tables for the use of members, to be placed in the the rear and at the 
sides of the Hall, and also in the lobby at the rear of the Speaker’s chair. 

Mr. CALKINS. I do not understand that that resolution presents a 
privileged question. I make the point of order on it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will af to the gentleman from Indiana that 
this question has already been ruled upon by the House, and that such 
a resolution has been held to be privileged as relating to a matter affect- 
ing the convenience and comfort of members. 

The SPEAKER. It was decided by Mr. Speaker Blaine in the Forty- 
second Congress that all matters relating to the arrangementof the Hall 
and the convenience of members were to be considered and treated as 
matters of privilege, and a similar ruling was made by Mr. Speaker 
Keifer in the last nn ia 

Mr. CALKINS. has reference probably only to the desks in 
the Hall, and not to the removal of seats. This resolution contem- 
plates the removal of the seats. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The very same identical question arose in the 
Thirty-fifth Congress, and it was held by Speaker Orr then to be a 
privileged question. That related alone to the desks, as this does. 

Mr. CALKINS. That is the point I have made. this resolution 
were confined to desks simply, it would probably be within the rul- 
ings of both the Speakers who have been named. But this resolution 
relates also to the seats of members. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I desire to call the attention of the Chair to 
the decision made in the Thirty-fifth Congress. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has already stated that such decisions 
have been made. Gentlemen will find the ruling stated in the Digest 
of the last session, page 343. 
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Mr. CALKINS. That related exclusively to the desks. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. So does this. 

Mr. CALKINS. This resolution gives the power to the Architect te 
rearrange the seats; he is not to interfere with them only so far as may 
be necessary. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Oh, no; the gentleman misapprehends. :he res- 
olution. 

Mr. BLOUNT. ‘I ask that it may be reported again 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. CALKINS. I will take the ruling of the Chair on the point of 
order and reserve my right to move the reference of the resolution to the 
Committee on Rules. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I have not relinquished the floor so as to per- 
mit the gentleman to make any motion; but I will wait for the point of 
order. 

' The SPEAKER. The Chair holds that under the decisions and 
paces of the House all matters relating to the convenience of mem- 
in this Hall are matters of privilege. 

Mr. CALKINS. Then I move to refer the resolution to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I desire to say that I do not wish action to be 
taken on the resolution to-day. I only wish to invite the attention of 
members to the resolution, and to the many reasons which will readily 
occur to them for taking out these desks. I move that the resolution 
shall lie over till the next meeting of the House, when it may be con- 
sidered, or, if desired, I will consent to its being referred to a commit- 
tee, and am willing to yield the floor for that purpose, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CALKINS] 
moves that the resolution be referred to the Committee on Rules. 

The motion was agreed to. 

WASHINGTON’S RESIGNATION OF HIS COMMISSION, 


Mr. HOBLITZELL. I ask unanimous consent to submit for consid- 
eration at this time the joint resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas on the 23d day of December, 1783, at the city of Annapolis, in the State 
of Maryland,George W: gton surrendered his commission asthe commander- 
in-chief of the patriotforces of America; and 

Whereas that act of tic devotion to the principles of the Revolution, nd 


success of which ished the independence of the Colonies and 
liberties of the people of the United is deserving of recognition 
upon the centennial return of that memorable event: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of ives, &c,, That the President be, 


SOANA AO ANORA tha OSAT So ONSSAS te SMA Gar of Desi 
ber, the one hundredth anniversary of the surrender by George Washing- 
ton of his commission as the commander-in-chief of the armies of erica, and 
to request that business be suspended on Monday, December 24, and the same be 
treated as a public holiday. 

Resolved, ‘That the President be, and he is hereby, requested to order the na- 
tional salute to be fired from the various forts throughout the country on Mon- 
day, December 24, 1883. 

Mr. KEIFER. Does the gentleman desire that considered now? 

The SPEAKER. That is what the gentleman asks. 

Mr. KEIFER. It had better go to a committee, 

Mr. KASSON. The gentleman had better give a little opportunity 
to consider the form of resolution by having it go to some commit- 
tee, select or otherwise. Whether the observance should be as indi- 
cated, by the religious denominations, I ventureto question. The other 
part of the resolution is more satisfactory; some commemoration I do 
not object to. I hope the gentleman will allow the question of the 
manner of that commemoration to be considered by some committee. 

Mr. HOBLITZELL. In reply to the gentleman I will submit that 
but a few days will elapse between now and the 23d day of December- 
and action must be taken promptly, if at all. 

Mr. KASSON. If the gentleman will su a select committee for 
that purpose, I have no objections. I think a question will be made, 
on the part of many gentlemen, upon the mode of observance indicated 
by this resolution. I shall be very glad to have some change in the 
phraseology of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The first question is whether there is objection to 
the present consideration of the joint resolution which has been read. 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 65) was accordingly received, and read 
a first and second time. 

The SPEAKER. A motion at this time to refer would be in order. 

Mr. KASSON. I should prefer that the gentleman from Maryland 
[Mr. HOBLITZELL] should himself decide the best course to be taken. 

Mr. HOBLIT: L. There seems to be a misapprehension about 
the object of the resolution. There is no intention on my part to have 
a public holiday established for any future period, but simply to request 
the religious denominations throughout the country to commemorate, 
by any mode they may see fit, the 23d day of December, and to request 
the citizens of the country to treat Monday, the 24th, as a publie holi- 
day. They may treat it as a public holiday ornot at their pleasure, 
just as they may choose. There is no obligation on their part to do so. 
The resolution simply calls public attention to this mode of commem- 
orating a great and patriotic act like that referred to, on the one-hun- 
dredth anniversary of the surrender of George Washington of his com- 
mission as commander-in-chief of the army. 
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Mr. KASSON. 
for the President to issue a proclamation. 
Mr. HOBLITZELL. Certainly. 


The gentleman will remember that it is a proposition 


Mr. KASSON. That could hardly be done, I think, except with the 
consent of both Houses of Then there is the further prop- 
osition that the observance should be by religious denominations every- 
where. Idonot think the occasion one to be givensuch special direction; 
and it is also a question whether a specific holiday should be made, in- 
stead of some specific observance of the event. I hope the gentleman 
willallow the resolution to be referred to aselect committee of any num- 
ber he pleases. 

Mr. TUCKER. Say of five members. 

Mr. KASSON. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. TUCKER] sug- 
gests a committee of five. I move, therefore, as the better way to con- 
sider the matter, that the joint resolution be referred to a select commit- 
tee of five members, to be appointed by the Speaker, the gentleman from 
Maryland [Mr. HOBLITZELL] of course to be the chairman. 

Mr. TALBOTT. I move to amend by making the number thirteen, 
so as to have one member from each of the original thirteen States. 

Mr. TUCKER. That would be too large a committee. 

Mr. TALBOTT, Very well; I will withdraw the suggestion. 

The motion of Mr. Kasson was then to. 

Mr. KASSON moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. + 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

PATRICK COOK. 

Mr. TUCKER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 1739) 
for the relief of Patrick Cook; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to 
be printed. 

WAR CLAIMS OF 4812. 

Mr. TUCKER, by unanimous consent, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
1740) directing the Secretary of the Treasury to examine and settle the 
accounts of certain States and the city of Baltimore growing out of 
moneys expended by said States and the city of Baltimore for military 
purposes during the war of 1812; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MEXICAN POTTAWATOMIE INDIANS. 

Mr. TUCKER, by unanimous consent, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
1741) to provide for the final settlement with the Mexican Potta- 
watomie Indians of Kansas in accordance with certain treaty stipula- 
tions; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

POTTAWATOMIE INDIANS OF MICHIGAN AND INDIANA. 

Mr. TUCKER, by unanimous consent, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
1742) to enable the Secretary of the Interior to make final settlement 
with the Pottawatomie Indians of Michigan and Indiana under treaty 
stipulations existing with them; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
k DISTURBANCES AT DANVILLE, VA. 

Mr. HORR. I ask unanimous consent for the adoption of the reso- 
Jution I send to the desk. Let it be read, subject to objection. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, after which the Chair 
will ask for objections. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That the House bring to the notice of the President the case of the 
recent murder of several persons claimed to have been citizens of the United 


States, and the serious inj of several other persons, also claimed to be such 
citizens, at Danville, in the of Virginia, in the hope that the President may 
ascertain whether said ms so murdered and injured were citizens of the 


t perso 
United States, and, if so, whether the killing and inj of said citizens, if they 
were such, were in contravention of the provisions of the municipal law of Vir- 
ginia or of any law of the United States. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this resolution ? 

Mr. CABELL. Does the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr] 
wish to be heard? 

The SPEAKER. The House has not yet determined whether the 
resolution shall be considered. Is there objection? 

Mr. MORRISON and others objected. 

Mr. CABELL. I do not wish to make any objection—— 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made by several gentlemen. 

Mr. CABELL. As the representative of the people so unjustly as- 
sailed by the resolution just offered by the member from Michigan, I 
have to say that not recognizing the right of Congress to interfere orin- 
tervene in reference to a matter occurring just prior to a State election, 
at which neither Federal officers were to be elected nor Federal interests 
involved, and while the people of Danville on the occasion referred to 
did no more than any other respectable people would have done under 
like circumstances, yet neither they nor I will make any objection to an 
weg ets [Cries of ‘‘ Order! ”] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia is out of order. The 
resolution is not before the House. 

Mr. HORR. I hope the objection may be withdrawn. 


Mr. CABELL. I did not nor do I mean to object. The people of 
Danville are willing for the fullest and freest investigation of this mat- 
ter. Having nothing to fear, I shall interpose no objection; but—— 

Mr. HORR. As I understand, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
MORRISON] objected. 

Mr. MORRISON. I object for the present, as the President of the 
United States knows as much about this matter as we do. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution is not before the House. 

MATHIAS FOSHER. 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
ee R. 1743) granting a pension to Mathias Fosher; which was read a 
rst and second time, referred tothe Committee on Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 
PETER MAITHER. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, also, by unanimous consent, introduced a 
bill (H. R. 1744) granting a pension to Peter Maither; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MILTON P. JULIAN. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, also, by unanimous consent, introduced 
a bill (H. R. 1745) for the relief of Milton P. Julian; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JACOB M’CONLY. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, also, by unanimous consent, introduced 
a bill (H. R. 1746) granting a pension to Jacob McConley; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARTIN L. BUNDY. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, also, by unanimous consent, introduced 
abill (H. R. 1747) for the relief of Martin L. Bundy; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

FREDERICK VOGEL. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, also, by unanimous consent, introduced 
a bill (H. R. 1748) granting a pension to Frederick Vogel; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

DAVID M. WINKLE. í 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, also, by unanimous consent, introduced 
a bill (H. R. 1749) for the relief of David M. Winkle; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES WINDER. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, also, by unanimous consent, introduced 
abill (H. R. 1750) for the relief of Charles Winder; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM R. BROWNE. 

Mr. BRO of Indiana, also, by unanimous consent, introduced 
a bill (H. R. 1751) for the relief of William R. Browne; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MARIA L. LEE. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, also, by unanimous consent, introduced 
a bill (H. R. 1752) for the relief of Maria L. Lee; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SEWELL COULSON AND OTHERS. _ 

Mr. BRO of Indiana, also, by unanimous consent, introduced 
a bill (H. R. 1753) for the payment of Sewell Coulson and Porter, Har- 
rison & Fishback for legal services; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FREE NAVIGATION. 

Mr. WASHBURN, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
1754) to provide for the removal of obstructions to the free navigation 
of the navigable waters of the United States; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

CHIPPEWA INDIANS. 

Mr. WASHBURN also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. 1755) for the relief of the Chippewa Indians, in the State of Min- 
nesota and Territory of Dakota; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


j GEORGE OVERMIRE. 
Mr. WASHBURN also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
H. R. 1756) granting a ion to Overmire; which was read a 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. i 
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BRIDGE ACROSS SAINT CROIX RIVER. 


Mr. WASHBURN also, by unanimous consent, presented a joint res- 
olution of the Legislature of Minnesota, requesting its Senators and 
Representatives in Congress to secure an appropriation for the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Saint Croix River near the village of Saint 
Croix Falls; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

7 IMPROVEMENT OF MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 

Mr. WASHBURN also, by unanimous consent, presented a joint reso- 

lution of the Legislature of Minnesota, instructing its Senators and re- 

uesting its Representatives to secure further appropriation to improve 

the Mississippi River; which was referred to the Committee on Levees 

and Improvements of the Mississippi River, and ordered to be printed. 
SHEER-BOOMS ON MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 

Mr. WASHBURN also, by unanimous consent, presented a memorial 
of the Legislature of Minnesota, in relation to sheer-booms at bridges on 
the Mississippi River; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT ADGER. 

Mr. DIBBLE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 1757) 
to empower Robert Adger to bring suit.in the Court of Claims for rent 
alleged to be due him; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed.’ 

MITCHELL KING. i 

Mr. DIBBLE also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
1758) to empower Mitchell King, executor, to bring suit in the Court 
of Claims for rent alleged to be due him; which was read a first and 
second time, réferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ROBERT PATTERSON. 

Mr. WOODWARD, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
1759) granting a pension to Robert Patterson; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordéred to be printed. 

CUSTOM-HOUSE, RICHMOND, VA. 

Mr. JOHN S. WISE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. 1760) to enlarge the United States custom-house at Richmond, Va. ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

i EXAMINATION OF DRUGS, ETC. 

Mr. RANNEY, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 1761) 
to amend section 2743 of the Revised Statutes, relating to the examina- 
tion of drugs, &c., at Boston, Mass. ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Waysand Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MARINE SIGNAL BOARD. 

Mr. RANNEY also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
1762) to establish a board by the name of the marine signal board of 
the United States, with a view of having adopted a code and system of 
marine light and fog signals, and regulating the same; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

REPEAL OF TEST-OATH. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to consider at this time a bill for the re of the iron- 
clad oath. Itis a standing reproach to Congress, and I believe every- 
body will consent to abolish it, 

SPEAKER. The title of the bill will be read, after which the 
Chair will ask whether there is objection. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill to re the act of July 2, 1862, and such sections of the Revised Statutes 
of the U States as perpetuate the oath prescribed by said act. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. HORR and Mr. BOUTELLE. I object. 

Mr. COBB. Regular order! 

The SPEAKER. The bill is not before the House. 
ADJOURNMENT OVER. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I move that when the House adjourn to-day it be 
to meet on Monday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


seine a be Task unanimous consent—— [Cries of ‘‘Regular 
order! 

Mr. MORGAN. As there is objection to requests for unanimous con- 
sent, I move the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. BRENTS. I hope the gentleman will withdraw his motion to 
adjourn so we may go on introducing bills by consent. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Allow me to send to the Committee on 
Rules a resolution relating to the Committee on the Census. 
, a MORGAN. Ifthe demand for the regular order be withdrawn 


COMMITTEE ON RULES. 


Pending the motion to adjourn, by unanimous consent the following 
business was transacted: 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of the Committee on 
the Rules, as follows: 

The Speaker, JOSEPH C. 8. BLACKBURN, SAMUEL J. RANDALL, J. 
WARREN KEIFER, and THOMAS B. REED. 

EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 

The SPEAKER. Pending the motion to adjourn, the Chair desires 
by consent of the House to submit for reference certain executive com- 
munications. 

There was no objection. 

FORT PREBLE MILITARY RESERVATION. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from 

the President of the United States; which was read, and, with the ac- 


companying papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and * 
Ts, 


ordered to be printed: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith, for the consideration of Congress, a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, inclosing copies of official reports, &c., by the military authorities 
touching the necessity for the acquisition of additional land for the military res- 
ervation of Fort Preble, Maine, and ing his concurrence in the recom- 
mendation of the Lieutenant-General of the Army that the sum of $8,000 be appro- 
priated by Congress for the purchase of such additional land. 


CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE Mansion, December 13, 1883. 
BRIDGE OVER REPUBLICAN RIVER, KANSAS, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States; which was read, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and or- 
dered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith, for the consideration of Congress, a communication from 
the Secretary of War, touching the question of the reconstruction of a bridge 
over the Republican River at or near Fort Reily, in the State of Kansas ; and 
eae pigeon, armor legislation as will authorize the reconstruction of said 
pon oF ~ une States in sonne iy the terms and visions of a 
joint resolution of the Legislature of the State of Kansas approved March 6, 1883, 
a copy of which is herewith inclosed. » $ 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. | 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, December 13,1883. 


Mr. ANDERSON. That relatesto amatter ofan appropriation mere- 
ly, and I wish to ask if it should not properly go to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

The SPEAKER. It relates to the construction of a bridge over a 
navigable stream, as the Chair understands it. 

Mr. ANDERSON. No, sir; it is not a navigable stream. Thestate 
of the case is simply this: The Legislature of Kansas passed an act au- 
thorizing the Secretary of War to construct this bridge, it being simply 
a State matter. Itis therefore a question that involves an appropria- 
tion, and should go to that committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks under the practice of the House 
it should go to the Committee on Commerce. If, however, that com- 
mittee upon examining the communication and papers accompanying 
it come to the conclusion that it should go to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, the change of reference can then be made. 


REPORT OF CHIEF SIGNAL OFFICER. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was read, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Printing, and or- 
dered to be printed. y 
To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith, for the consideration of Congress, a copy of a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, dated the 8th instant, inclosing one from Capt. 
8S. M. Mills, Fifth Artillery, indorsed by the Chief Signal Officer of the Army 
recommending that Congress authorize the printing and bin , for the use 
a Signal Office, of ce th ies of eee rie va oeer ja gnal Peneza for 

fiscal year 1882, an osing a u; ofa joint resolu’ or u . 
7 s : CHESTER A. ARTHUR, 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, December 13, 1883. 
THOMAS MULVEHILL, PITTSBURGH, PA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States; which was read, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and or- 
dered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith, for the consideration of Congress, a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, dated the 8th instant, and its accom ying papers. relative to the 
reconveyance to Mr. Thomas Mulvehill, of Pittsburgh, ., of certain land erro- 
neously conveyed by him to the United States, the particular facts regarding 
which are fully set forth in the inclosed copy of Senate Executive Document 
No. 46, Forty-seventh Congress, second session. 

It a; ring that the land in question was through error alone transferred to 
the United States, and that to retransfer the same to Mr. Mulvehill would be a 
measure of simple justice, it is reeommended that such legislation be had as may 
be necessary to restore to Mr. Mulvehill his rights in the premises. 


(è) ‘ER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE Mansion, December 15, 1883. 


ADDITIONAL CLERKS, SOLDIERS’ HOME, WASHINGTON, D. C. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message from 
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the President of the United States; which was read, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith, for the consideration of Congress, a communication from 
the Secretary of War, dated the 4th instant, inclosing and commending to favor- 
able consideration a letter from the board of commissioners of the Soldiers’ 
Home, dated Washington, D. C., November 27, 1833, recommending such legis- 
lation as will confer upon said board of commissioners authority to advance a 
sum not e $40,000 annually from funds found to be due the Soldiers’ 
Home on settlements to be made in the offices of the Second Comptroller and 
Second Auditor, to pay for the services of extra clerks, to be employed under the 
direction of the Secretary of the Treasury in ——, such settlements. 


HESTER A. ARTHUR. 

EXECUTIVE Mansion, December 13, 1883. 

FINES AND FORFEITURES, POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Post- 
master-General, transmitting report of the fines imposed on and deduc- 
tions from the pay of mail contractors during the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1883; which was referred to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


ACCOUNTS OF FIRST COMPTROLLER. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Treas- 
urer of the United States, transmitting copies of accounts rendered to 
and settled with the First Comptroller for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1883; which was ordered to be printed, and laid on the table. 

REFUND OF CUSTOMS DUTIES. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from Hon. John 
C. New, Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting adetailed state- 
ment of various sums of money refunded as customs duties during the 
year ending June 30, 1883, together with copies of some of the rulings 
under which said repayments were made; *which was referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


THE WASHINGTON MONUMENT. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from Mr. W. W. 
Corcoran, transmitting a report of the commission for completing the 
Washington Monument; which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 7 


CONTINGENT FUND, POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Post- 
master-General, transmitting account of expenditures of contingent 
fund of his Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883; which 
was referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the Post-Office De- 
partment, and ordered to be printed. 


CONTINGENT FUND, ETC., DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a statement of the Secre- 
tary of State, showing in detail, (a) the mannerin which the contingent 
fund for the Department of State for the year ending June 30, 1883, has 
been expended; (ù) astatement of the expenditures from the contingent 
fund for the expenses of foreign intercourse, including the conti t 
fund for the expenses of all the missions abroad forsaid year, with bal- 
ances of all former appropriations, &c.; and (c) an analytical statement 
of all moneys disbursed by the disbursing clerk during the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1883; which was referred tothe Committee on Expend- 
itures in the Department of State, and ordered to be printed. 

FREEDMAN’S SAVINGS AND TRUST COMPANY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter of John J. Knox, 
transmitting the report of the commissioners of the Freedman’s Say- 
ings and Trust Company for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1883; which 
was referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ESTIMATES OF THE DISTRICT. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter of the commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia, transmitting estimates for the ex- 
penses of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1885; also a letter of the Secretary of the Treasury of the 2ist ultimo, 
returning estimates to said commissioners, and stating the amount ap- 
proved by him and the fund or purpose to which it belongs; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

INDIAN DEPREDATION CLAIMS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Interior, transmitting abstract showing the character and amount 
of all claims presented to him since date of last report, December 6, 
1882, for depredations committed by Indians; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CONTINGENT EXPENSES OF WAR DEPARTMENT. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a communication from the 
Secretary of War, transmitting a statement of the expenditures from 
the appropriations for the contingent expenses of the War Department 
and its bureaus for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1883; which was 
referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the War Department, and 
ordered to be printed. 


BARRACKS AT FORT ADAMS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting the plans of the proposed new barracks for the light 
battery at Fort Adams at an estimated cost of $21,935.35, which item 
is included in the estimates of this Department for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1885; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. BROADHEAD, for ten days, on account of important business. 
x To Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana, for ten days, on account of important 
usiness, 
To Mr. ROBINSON, of Massachusetts, indefinitely. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. MoRGAN] that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. SPRINGER, I ask the gentleman to yield to me for a privi- 
leged motion. 

Mr. MORGAN. I hope the gentleman from Indiana will withdraw 
his call for the regular order. If he will do so I will withdraw the mo- 
tion to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The call for theregular order was made by several 
gentlemen. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This is a resolution for the printing of evidence 
in contested-election cases. 

The question being taken on the motion to adjourn, it was agreed 
to—ayes 156, noes 6; and accordingly (at 12 o'clock and 45 minutes p. 
m.) the House adjourned until Moray next. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as-follows: 

By Mr. BAGLEY: The petition of Romantus Lake, for relief—-to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: Papers relating to the claim of Andrew J. 
Duncan—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. S. S. COX: The petition of Theodore H. Vetterline and Ber- 
nard T. Vetterline, for relief—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. W. R. COX: The petition of John Devereaux, H. C. Olive, 
and others, in relation to the French spoliation claims—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

By Mr. DIBBLE: The petition of Robert Adger, for i my to 
empower him to bring suit in the Court of Claims forrent alleged to be 
due him—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DIBRELL: The petition of members of the Cumberland Pres- 
byterian church, of Calhoun, Tenn., for compensation for use of prop- 
erty by the United States Army during the late war—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim-of Sidney Henderson, executor of 
John Henderson, deceased, of Bradley County, Tennessee, for relief—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. J. H. EVINS: The petition of John R. Truetlen, for compensa- 
tion as Lrg Ra the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. JOHNSON: Papers relating to the claim of Joseph A. Rich- 
ardson, for compensation for property taken and used by the United 
States Army during the late war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KASSON: The petition of 112 American students of art in 
France, for the repeal of that clause of the act of March 3, 1883, which 
imposes a duty on works of art imported into the United States—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LIBBEY: Papers relating to the claim of E. D. Cornick and 
of Jean Edenhal—severally to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LONG: The petition of the Friends’ Literary and Library 
Association of New York, relative to the Piute Indians—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. LUNA: Two petitions of citizens of New Mexico, asking Con- 
gress to provide for a meeting of the Legislature of that Territory in 
January, 1884—-severally to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MONEY: Papers relating to the claim of Allen E. Anderson, 
of ie Barron and others, of Jordan Broadway, of Amzi W. Byers, 
of J. W. Cansey, of Andrew Cathey, of Mrs. R. C. A. Falconer, of A. 
H. Gardner, of John A. Gwin, of Allen J. Holliday, of William P. Ivie, 
of James H. Knox, of Robert S. McDonald, of George W. Mifileton, of 
Edmond Morrow, of Willis J. Moran, of Joseph N. Moran, of J. H. Mor- 
gan, of Emmet J. Parham, of Melchiseder Robinson, of David T. San- 
ders, of Mary C. Shields, of Thomas B. Smith, administrator of the es- 
tate of Thomas G. Hardaway, deceased; of W. E. Tomlinson, of M. W. 
Young, of Elijah Vaneliver, of William D. Wilson, and of R. W. Win- 
boam, for relief—severally to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Papers relating to the claim of Dade County 
Missouri—to the same committee. 

By Mr. NICHOLLS: The petition of merchants and others of Sa- 
vannah, for an appropriation to continue on harbor improvements; anı 
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of a paper relating to the improvement of the harbor of Darien—sev- 
erally to the Committee on Commerce. 


The resolution was read, and ordered to lie on the table, as follows: 
That the sae do now proceed to the election of the following 


i Ordered, 
By Mr. J. J. NEILL: The petition of James Henry Harris, sec- | officers inthe order named: 


retary Marine Engineers’ Association No. 6, of Saint Louis; Mo., for 
a change or amendment of the alien law, approved April 17, 1874—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PATTON: The petition of William S. Hosack, for relief—to 
the Committee on Claims. $ 

By Mr. S. J. PEELLE: Paper relating to the pension claims of 
Andrew W. Billings—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PIERCE: Papers relating to the claim of John J. Hill, of 
Gibson County, Tennessee—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, the petition of William A. Anthony; of J. W. Crafton, adminis- 
trator of Mary Crafton, deceased; of George E. Rust, and of John Wil- 
lett, for relief—severally to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of John E. Lewis, of Haywood 
County, Tennessee—to the same committee. 

By Mr. POTTER: Paper relating to the claim of Samuel Schiffer— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. STORM: The petition of Anna Dergler and others, of Colum- 
bia County, Pennsylvania, for the establishment of industrial training 
schools in Alaska—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, the petition of Rev. Dr. D. M. Henkel and others, of Cata- 
wissa; of Gertrude Edgar and others of Espy, of H. J. Connor and 
others, citizens of Orangeville, Columbia County; of 217 citizens of 
Danville, Montour County, and nine petitions signed by 700 citizens of 
Bloomsburg and vicinity, in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the 
passage of a law providing for a civil government in Alaska, with suit- 
able provisions for the promotion of the educational and industrial in- 
terests of that Territory—severally to the same committee. 

By Mr. J. M. TAYLOR: Papers relating to the claim ot J. D. Askew, 
of Samuel Howard, of George M. Robinson, of Irs. J. E. Robinson, of 
Peyton 8. and John T. Warren, and of John W Willett—severally to 
the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, papers relating to the claim of James N. Hunter, and of M. A. 
C. Spivoy, executor of Calvin Spivoy, deceased—severally to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. OSCAR TURNER: The petition of Andrew Bodkin, for reim- 
bursement for fines alleged to have been erroneously assessed and col- 
lected by the Post-Office Department—to the same committee. i 

Also, the petition of Timothy Carny, of Graves County, Kentucky, 
for compensation for property taken and used by the United States Army 
during the late war—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of W. H. Hugh, administrator of 
the estate of David Unsell, deceased—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of B. Ħ. Stovall, of Ballard County, Kentucky, 
for relief—to the same committee. 

By Mr. VANCE: The petition of sundry citizens, for mail-route from 
Clay to Globe, via Grandmother Mountain, Mitchell County, North Car- 
_ olina—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WARD; The petition of William Ross and 168 others, and of 
Henry Taylor an@others, for the improvement of the Wabash River from 
the city of La Fayette to the mouth of said river—severally to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. RICHARD WARNER: The petition of A. F. Baugh, admin- 
istrator of the estate of Ashton Butterworth and of Lemuel D. Sugg, 
for relief—severally to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. G. D. WISE: Papers relating to the claim of J. P. Wright— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. YOUNG: Papers relating to the claim of Julia C. Bailey, ad- 
ministratrix of the estate of Sylvester Bailey, deceased; of George W. 
Beasley; of Ann E. Connell, executrix of the estate of Hiram D. Connell, 
deceased; of D. E. Durritt, administrator of the estate of A. D. Neil- 
son, deceased, of Indiana; E. Hughes, administratrix of John P. Hughes, 
deceased; of W. H. Hughey, administrator of Jacob Hughey, deceased; 
and of the La Grange Synodical College, of La Grange, Tenn; of Overton 
Hotel Company, of Memphis, Tenn.; and of J. J. Pulliam, of Fayette 
County, Tennessee—severally to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Reuben B. Bass; of Julian Bed- 
ford; of W. A. Galloway; of William H. Hill; of F. M. Mendenhall; 
of Mrs. Mary Speed; of W. F. Tepler; of Edward J. Tucker; of Will- 
iam A. Williamson; and of A. T. Warr, administrator of the estate of 
N. H. Isbell, deceased—severally to the same committee. 


SENATE. 


MONDAY, December 17, 1883. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 
sy a of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and ap- 
proved. 
OFFICERS OF THE SENATE. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to submit an order in connection with 
the organization of the Senate which I ask may be read and lie over 
until to-morrow. 


First, Secretary of the Senate; second, Chief Clerk; third, Principal Execu- 
tive Clerk; fourth, Chaplain; fifth, Sergeant-at-Arms. 


THE SOLDIERS’ HOME. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which, together with 
the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith, for the consideration of Congress,a communication from 
the Secretary of War, dated the 4th instant, inclosing and commending to favor- 
able consideration a copy of a letter from the board of commissioners of the 
Soldiers’ Home, dated Washington, D. C., November 27,+1883, recommending 
such legislation as will confer upon said board of commissioners authority to 
advance a sum not exceeding $40,000 annually from funds found to be due the 
Soldiers’ Home on settlements to be made in the offices of the Second Comp- 
troller and Second Auditor of the , to pay for the services of extra 
clerks, to be employed under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury in 


making such settlements. 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, December 13, 1883. 


FORT PREBLE MILITARY RESERVATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which, together with 
the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith, for the consideration of Congress, a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, inclosing copies of official reports, &c., by the military authorities 
touching the necessity for the acquisition of additional land for the military 
reservation of Fort Preble, Maine, and expressing his-concurrence in the recom- 
mendation of the Lieutenant-General of the Amny that the sum of $5,000 be 
appropriated by Congress for the purchase of such additional land. 


CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE Mansion, December 13, 1883. ° 


REPUBLICAN RIVER BRIDGE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith, for the consideration of Congress, a communication from 
the Secretary of War, touching the question of the reconstruction of a bridge 
over the ot Reagan River at or near Fort Riley, in the State of and 
recommending such legislation as will authorize the reconstruction of said 
bridge by the United States in accordance with the terms and provisions of a 
joint resolution of the Legislature of the State of Kansas approved March 6, 
1883, a copy of which is herewith inclosed. 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 


EXECUTIVE Mansion, December 13, 1883. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will ask the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] whether the bridge near Fort Riley, referred to 
in the message, is a military bridge? 

Mr. INGALLS. I understand not. 

The PRESIDENT pro-tempore. The message and accompanying 
papers will be refe to the Committee on Commerce and printed. 


THOMAS MULVEHILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which, together with 
the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Finance, 
and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith, for the consideration of Congress, a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, dated the 8th instant, and its accompanying papers, relative to the 
reconveyance to Mr, Thomas Mulvehill, of Pittsburgh, Pa. of certain land erro- 
neously conveyed by him to the United States, the particular facts regarding 


which are fully set forth in the inclosed copy of Senate Executive Document - 


No. 46, Forty-seventh Congress, second session. 

It saree 3 that the land in question was through error alone transferred to 
the United States, and that the retransfer of the same to Mr. Mulvehill would 
be a measure of simple justice, it is recommended that such legislation be had 
as may be necessary to restore to Mr. Mulvehill his rights in the premises, 


ER A. ARTHUR, 
EXECUTIVE Mansion, December 13, 1883. 
SIGNAL OFFICE REPORT. 


The PRESIDENT pro e laid before the Senate the following mes- 
sage from the President of the United States; which, together with the 
accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives 


cer 
a that Congress authorize the printing and padini for the use of the Signal 
cal year 1 nd inelosi a draught of a joint resolution for the pu 
outa pga draught of a joint ree ESTER A ARTHUR. 
Executive MANSION, December 13, 1883, 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of citizens of Mid- 
dlesex, Vt., praying for an increase of the pension granted to William H. 
H. Buck, late First Regiment Vermont Cavalry, by act approved March 
3, 1879; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. ; 

He also presented the petition of George Crilley, a citizen of Iowa, 
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praying the confirmation of titles of settlers to lands in the Des Moines 
‘alley, Iowa; which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented the petition of T. M. English, of Washington, D. 
C., administrator of the estate of Richard Fitzpatrick, deceased, pray- 
ing compensation for wood and rent of property used by the military 
authorities of the United States and ascertained by judgment of the 
Court of Claims; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented a communication from the Secretary of War, trans- 
mitting a letter of Capt. and Asst. Surg. Benjamin F. Pope, inclosing 
a petition praying for such legislation as will confirm his title to his 
office of assistant surgeon in the Army; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CONGER. I present a memorial and suggestions, relating to 
the Jaws regarding timber-culture and pre-emption claims, of J. A. 
Donaldson, of Saint Joseph, Mich., which I think of sufficient impor- 
tance to ask to have printed and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. I do not ask to have the document printed in the RECORD; but 
printed in the usual form for the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the printing? 
The Chair hears none; and the memorial will be printed and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. VEST presented the memorial of E. O. Stanard and 500 others, 
citizens of Saint Louis, Mo., remonstrating against the of what 
is known as the vaporizing law of 1878; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of letter-carriers of Kansas City, Mo., 
praying for the passage of a law giving them thirty days’ annual vaca- 
tion, the same as other Government employés; which was referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices ard Post-Roads. 

Mr. HARRIS. I present a paper addressed to myself, but evidently 
intended as a petition to Congress, signed by the letter-carriers of 
the city of Nashville, Tenu., with a prayer similar to the one just pre- 
sented by the Senator from Missouri | Mr. Vest]. I move its reference 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS. [also present resolutions of the Merchants’ Exchange 
of the city of Memphis, Tenn., in favor of certain appropriations for the 
payment to tobacco dealers of the rebate provided for by the revenue 
act of the last session of Congress. I move that they be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL presented a petition of citizens of Florida, in reference to 
the homestead rights on lands granted to railroads in that State and 
praying for the passage of an act confirming the title of actual settlers 
under the homestead laws; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented the petition of James P. Wickes and 
others, heirs and legal representatives of Capt. Lambert Wickes, de- 
ceased, late of the United States ship Reprisal, praying for the refer- 
ence of the bill (S. 438) for the relief of the heirs and legal represent- 
atives of Capt. Lambert Wickes to the Court of Claims; which was 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

He also presented a petition of 660 citizens of Montgomery County, 
Pennsylvania; a petition of 176 citizens of Delaware and Chester Coun- 
ties, Pennsylvania; a petition of 21 citizens of Erie, Pennsylvania; and 
a petition of 53 citizens of Columbia County, Pennsylvania, praying for 
the adoption of a policy granting to all Indians outside the Indian Ter- 
ritory lands in severalty, and the same rights of protection, legal per- 
sonalty, and citizenship enjoyed by other races; which were referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. f 

Mr. PALMER presented the petition of Charlotte G. Stuart, of Cold- 
water, Mich., praying for an increase of pension to the widows and de- 
pendent relatives of soldiers; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions, 3 

Mr. PENDLETON presented resolutions of the city council of Cleve- 
land, Ohio, in favor of legislation permitting the extension of Summit 
street and Lake View Park through the marine hospital grounds in that 
city; which were referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

He also presented resolutions of the city council of Cleveland, Ohio, 
in favor of an opening between the harbor of refuge and the old river- 
bed at Cleveland; which were referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the message of the President of the United States inclosing a 
communication from the Secretary of the Interior in reference to a de- 
ficiency in the appropriations for the Indians in Northern Montana, re- 
ported a bill (S. 696) making an appropriation for the immediate relief 
of the Blackfeet, Piegan, Assinaboine, Gros Ventre, and other Indians 
in Northern Montana; which was read twice by its title, and, on motion 
of Mr. DAWES, referred to the Committee on Appropriations. i 

Mr. GARLAND, from the Committee on Territories, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 346) to amend section 1860 of the Revised Statutes 
so as not to exclude retired Army officers from holding civil office in the 
Territories, reported it without amendment. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HALE. 1 ask leave, without gh tn notice, to introduce sev- 
eral bills touching the building up of our Navy. It does not seem to 
me thst there are many subjects that will be likely to come before Con- 
gress at this session of more immediate importance than this. The 
bills which I shall introduce, with the leave of the Senate, relate to 
the organization of the Navy, its the subject of promotions, 
and also as to what may be called the larger side of the subject, the 
building of new ships. The last Congress took an important step in 
that direction, but the rapid disappearance of our old wooden ships 
tells us too plainly that the more important work of further increasing 
our Navy in its force of ships ought to be attended to at once. 

These bills have been prepared, I may say, with a good deal of care 
and attention, and I hope that the Naval Committee will take them 
into consideration at an early day and give the matter a most thorough 
and complete consideration, and report such measures to this body as 
may meet with its approval. ' 

I do not say that I am wedded, for one, to every provision in these bills. 
They ought to be scrutinized carefully, and whenever anything is done 
and reported to this body, I hope and believe that we may be able to 
consider it with reference not to the past but to the future, with refer- 
ence not to any political standpoint but to what is a great and increas- 
ing need for the whole Republic. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to introduce the following 
bills; which were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs: 

A bill (S. 697) to promote the efficiency of the Navy; 

A bill (S. 698) to authorize the construction of additional steel ves- 
sels for the Navy; and 

A bill (S. 699) for the establishment of naval or coaling stations. 

Mr. DOLPH asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 700)§o extend the limits of the port of Portland asa 
port of entry; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. 701) making appropriation for the improvement of the 
mouth of the Columbia River, in the State of Oregon and Territory ef 
Pehap; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on 

e table. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. 702) making an appropriation for continuing the im- 
provement of the mouth of Yaquina Bay, in the State of Oregon; which 
was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 703) making appropriation for continuing the construc- 
tion of the canal and locks at the Cascades of the Columbia, in the State 
fron which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. CULLOM asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 704) to so amend sections 4693 and 4695 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States as to extend the right of pension to 
steamboatmen and others acting under orders from United States offi- 
cers; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. , 

Mr. HAWLEY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 705) to provide for the retirement of Byt. Maj. Gen. 
Montgomery C. Meigs with the rank according to which he is now as- 
signed to duty; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE HASKELL. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, communicated to the Senate the intelligence of the death of 
Hon. DUDLEY C. HASKELL, late a member of the House from the 
State of Kansas, and transmitted the resolutions of the House thereon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Chair feels it to be a duty, ac- 
cording to previous custom, to lay before the Senate the resolutions just 
bo io from the House of Representatives. The resolutions will be 
The resolutions were read, as follows: . 

Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow the announcement of 
ue death of Hon, DUDLEY C. HASKELL, late a Representative from the State 
of Kansas. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these proceedings to the Senate. 


Resolved, That as a token of respect to the memory of the deceased the House 
do now adjourn, 


Mr. INGALLS. Advised yesterday while in Massachusetts, by tel- 
egraph, of the untimely, though not wholly unexpected, death of my 
colleague in the House of Representatives, I hastened to Washington 
and have just arrived to learn that the sad procession bearing his re- 
mains to his home has already departed. 

This is not the time to recount his many virtues nor to rehearse the 
services which he has rendered the Republic. Suffice it now to say that 
in his death the House has lost a most efficient member; the nation has 
been deprived of the services of an eminent statesman; his State mourns 
a distinguished and honored public servant, while I, Mr, President, 
suffer in his departure a personal bereavement that is irreparable. 
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In accordance with the usual observance upon such melancholy occa- 
sions I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will ask the Senator from 
Kansas whether he desires that a committee of Senators shall be named 
to attend the funeral, as the custom has been, and which was arranged 
for by his colleague [Mr. PLUMB] ? 

Mr. INGALLS. I was not aware, in consequence of my very recent 
arrival, that that action had not already been taken. If it has not, I 
would suggest that a committee of three Senators be designated by the 
Chair for that p 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas asks that 
the Chair designate a committee of three Senators to attend the obse- 
quies of the late member of the House of Representatives from Kansas. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none. The Chair will name the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
COCKRELL], and the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAwEs]. The 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] moves that the Senate do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was saosi to; and (at 12 o’clock and 35 minutes p. m. ) 
the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, December 17, 1883. 


The House met at12o0’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. JOHN 
8. LINDSAY, D.D. , 

The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and approved. 

FIRST CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT, NORTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. SCALES. Irise to a question of privilege. I present the cre- 
dentials of my colleague, Mr. Thomas G. Skinnerf Representative-elect 
from the first district of North Carolina, and ask that he be sworn in. 

Mr. KEIFER. We desire first to have the certificate read. After 
that it is my purpose to offer a resolution relative to this matter. 

Mr. REED, I would suggest to the gentleman from North Carolina 
[Mr. ScaLEs] whether he had not better present that matter on some 
other day than the present. 

Mr. SCALES. If there is to be objection, I agree that the question 
shall go over. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from North Carolina makes the mo- 
tion that Mr. Skinner be sworn in, and consents that the motion shall 
stand over. 

ADJOURNMENT OVER. 


Mr. HOLMAN moved that when the House adjourns to-day it be to 
meet. on Wednesday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 


DEATH OF HON. DUDLEY ©. HASKELL. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Speaker,*it is with great sorrow I perform 
the sad duty of announcing to’ the House the death of my lamented 
colleague, Hon. DUDLEY C. HASKELL, late a Representative from the 
State of Kansas, who died at his residence in this city on yesterday 
morning, the 16th instant, at 28 minutes past 4 o’clock. i 

With the earliest tints of that sacred day which typifies to the Chris- 
tian the resurrection of the dead his spirit was severed from the juris- 
diction of this Congress of the United States of America, and joined that 
sublime general assembly of representatives from all nations, continents, 
and centuries. As the babe sleeps, so he slept out of life and awoke in 
that immortality given and vouchsafed by our Lord Jesus Christ. 

Mr. HASKELL served through the last three Congresses with ever- 
increasing ability, fidelity, and efficiency. Had he been spared to 
occupy this seat, now draped with the emblems of mourning but 
brightened with the flowers of the Christian's hope, he would have 
taken high and deserved rank in the Forty-eighth Congress. 

Of his never-questioned purity of life and force of character, of his ripe 
legislative experience and broad statesmanship, this is not the time to 
speak. On some futureday the House will be asked to suspend its ordi- 
nary proceedings and pay fitting tribute of respect to the memory of one 
whose words and deeds have become an inseparable part of its history. 

And now, in behalf of all my colleagues, and expressing the unani- 
mous wish of that constituency which so long, so ably, and so earnestly 
Mr. HASKELL has represented and which loved him so well, I ask for 
the action of the House upon the resolutions which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the House has heard with —— sorrow the announcement 
s the death of Hon. DUDLEY O. HASKELL, a Representative from the State 


of Kansas. 
Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these proceedings to the Senate. 
Resolved, That as a token of respect to the memory of the deceased the House 
do now adjourn. 


The resolutions were adopted unanimously. 

Before announcing the result, 

The SPEAKER appointed the following as members of the committee 
to escort the remains of Mr. HASKELL to his place of residence: Mr. 


RUSSELL of Massachusetts, Mr. Kasson of Iowa, Mr. BROWNE of In- 
diana, Mr. RYAN of Kansas, Mr. LE Fevre of Ohio, Mr. BuRNEs of 
Missouri, Mr. HANBACK of Kansas, and Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. 

Then, in accordance with the vote on the above resolutions (at 12 
o’clock and 15 minutes p. m.), the House adjeurned until Wednesday 
next. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANDERSON; The petition of A. W. Heicks and others, on 
behalf of soldiers of the Mississippi ram fleet-—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BAGLEY: The petition of citizens of Catskill, N. Y., for edu- 
cation in Alaska—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, the petition of William E. Woodbridge, for the extension of his 
patent for improvement in ordnance—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. BARBOUR: Papers relating to the claim of John Q. Larmon, 
Joseph L. Harley, and Thomas P. Sparks—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BEACH: The petition of Mary A. Van Ordan, of Stevens- 
ville, N. Y., to increase the pension now allowed soldiers’ widows—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Hammond Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Fallsburg, Sullivan County, New York, against the repeal of internal- 
revenue law—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BLACKBURN: The petition of Allen P. Jacobs, survivor of 
the war of 1812, for a pension—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: The petition of letter-carriers of Nashville, 
Tenn., for thirty days’ vacation in every yearand an increase of salary— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CURTIN: The petition of many prominent citizens of Clin- 
ton County, Pennsylvania, for legislation creating a suitable civil gov- 
ernment for the Territory of Alaska—to the Committee on the Terri- 
tories. 

Also, papers relating to the pension claim of John P. Dunn, of Alaska 
—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. H. EVINS: The petition of M. C. Mordecai, for compen- 
sation for mail service from Charleston to Havana, in 1859-’60—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. J. K. JONES: Papers relating to the claim of Bishop E. Fitz- 
gerald, of James N. Hill, of John Osborne, and of William H. White- 
side—severally to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of William Moss—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. KELLEY: Memorial in relation to the conduct of a judge of 
one of the Federal courts—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KLEINER: The petition of Charles Mason, late deputy col- 
lector of internal revenue, for relief—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MURRAY: The petition of James W. Denver, president, and 
Alexander M. Kenaday, secretary, of the National Association of Veter- 
ans of the Mexican war, for recognition of the. services of those who 
served in that war—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, the petition of George W. Kiser and of Patrick McNicholas, 
for a pension—severally to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O'HARA: The petition of citizens of Goldsborough, N. C., in 
reference to the French spoliation claims—to the Committee on For- 


eign Affairs. 

by Mr. CHARLES O’NEILL: Memorial of the Philadelphia Board 
of Trade, protesting against further withdrawal of national-bank note 
circulation—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. PETERS: The resolutions adopted by the Board of Trade of 
Kansas City, Mo., in relation to the Texas, Oklahoma and Kansas 
Railroad—to the Committee on Railways and Canals, 

Also, the petition of W. B. Shockley and others, for the erection of 
a soldiers’ home in Kansas—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of colored citizens of Kansas, for a constitutional 
amendment protecting them in their rights—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, the resolutions adopted by a mass convention of citizens ot 
Rush County, Kansas, for an appropriation for sinking experimental 
artesian wells—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. PIERCE: Papers relating to the claim of James E. Wood— 
to the Committee on War Claims. j 

By Mr. POLAND: The petition of Silas P. Carpenter and 37 others, 
citizens of Richford, Vt., asking that a pension be granted to Mary 
P. Thomas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PRYOR: Papers relating to the claim of George W. Kennard, 
of Madison County, Alabama—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RANDALL: The petition of B. W. Toppe and of Mrs. Vir- 
ginia Zeilen, widow of Brig. Gen. Jacob Zeilen, for an increase of pen- 
sion—severally to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REED: The petition of Sophonia Witham for a pension—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. SEYMOUR: Papers relating to the pension claim of Harriet 
E. Edwards—to the same committee. 
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By Mr. SMITH: The petition of citizens of Lancaster County, Penn- 
sylvania, for the establishment of a post-route from Quarryville to 
White Rock, Lancaster County, via Collins and King’s Bridge—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. E. B. TAYLOR: The petition of Levi Beaver and 29 other cit- 
izens, and of James H. Miller and 20 others, citizens of Ohio, for the 
restoration of the duty on wool—severally to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, the petition of Anna M. Wheeler, in relation to pensions—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WAIT: The petition of Mrs. Catherine Shea, for change in 
the pension laws—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WELLBORN: The petition of Ulysses Merchant, for relief— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MILO WHITE: Memorial of the Legislature of the State of 
Minnesota, urging to make the laws of the United States con- 
form to the laws of Minnesota in regard to judgment-liens—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. YOUNG: The petition of William Johnson and of Alexan- 
der Moffit, for relief—severally to the Committee on War Claims. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, December 18, 1883. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. J. BULLOCK, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


COLUMBIA HOSPITAL FOR WOMEN. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed, pursuant to the act of June 
10, 1872, Mr. DOLPH a director on the part of the Senate of the Colum- 
bia Hospital for Women and Lying-in Asylum, to fill the vacancy oc- 
casioned by the expiration of the term of service as Senator of Mr. 
Edward H. Rollins. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. McPHERSON presented the petition of the widow of John V. 
B. Bleecker, late paymaster in the United States Navy, praying to be 
allowed a balance now standing on the books of the Treasury due her 
late husband; which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. GARLAND presented two petitions of the Mexican Veterans’ 
Association of Arkansas, praying that soldiers of the Mexican war be 
placed on the pension-roll; which were referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. LAPHAM presented the petition of Obadiah Wheelock, of Phil- 
adelphia, Pa., praying that the right of suffrage be granted to women; 
which was referred to the Select Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

He also presented the petition of Louis Hinn, late a private in Com- 
pany I, Fourteenth Regiment of New York Heavy Artillery, praying 
to be allowed a pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

He also presented the petition of Joseph H. Shireman, of East Berlin, 
Pa., praying for the passage of a law granting him letters patent for 
his improvement in seed-pianters; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Patents. 

Mr. WILLIAMS presented the petition of James W. Denver, presi- 
dent, and Alexander M. Kenaday, secretary, in behalf of the National 
Association of Veterans of the Mexican War, praying for the 
of a bill pensioning the surviving soldiers and sailors of the Mexican 
war; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. JACKSON. Iam instructed by the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 37) for the relief of Harriet Ann Walker, 
to report it back and to ask to be from its further consider- 
ation, as it relates to a matter that does not pertain to the province of 
that committee. It should properly go to the Committee on Claims. 

The ge acest js tempore. If there be no objection the Com- 
mitteeon Pensions will be discharged from the further consideration of 
the bill, and it will be referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HARRISON, from the Committee on Territories, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 153) providing a civil government for the Territory 
of Alaska, reported it with amendments, and submitted areport thereon, 
which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HARRISON. I am also instructed by the same committee, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 148) to provide civil government for 
Alaska, and for other purposes. to report it back with the recommenda- 
tion that it be indefinitely ed, such matter contained in this 


bill as met with the favor of the committee having been incorporated 
in the bill just reported on that subject. I therefore move that the bill 
be postponed indefinitely. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRISON. Iam also instructed by the same committee, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 72) to establish schools in Alaska, to 
report it back and ask that it be indefinitely postponed, a provision 


upon that subject having been incorporated in the bill reported favor- 
ably by the committee. 

The bill was postponed indefinitely. : 

Mr. HOAR. Iam directed by the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions, to whom was referred thebill (S. 25) tofix the day for the meet- 
ing of the electors of President and Vice-President, and to provide for 
and regulate the counting of the votes for President and Vice-President 
and the decision of questions arising thereon, to report the same favor- 
ably without amendment. 

This bill relates to a very important subject, and is in substance, [ 
think literally, but at any rate substantially, a bill which has more 
than once passed the Senate. In order that it may go at a very early 
day to the other House, I give notice that I shall ask its consideration by 
the Senate on the first day when the Senate is prepared to proceed to 
legislative business. 

ue PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 332) for the relief of Thomas B, Shannon, reported 
it without amendment and submitted a report thereon, which was 
ordered to be printed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. CAMDEN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 706) for the relief of the trustees of the Protestant 
Episcopal Seminary and High School in Virginia; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. INGALLS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 707) granting an increase of pension to Nicholas W. 
Barnett; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 708) granting a pension to Samuel W. Robinson; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to introduce 
a bill (S. 709) for the relief of Edward Fenlon; which was read twice 
by its title, 4nd, with the accompanying papers and the papers en file 
relating to the case, referred to the Committee ôn Claims. 

He alsoasked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to introduce 
a bill (S. 710) for the relief of Charles A. Morris; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BUTLER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 711) granting a pension to Phebe H. Meech; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 712) for the relief of M. C. Mordecai; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. MORGAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 713) to remove,the political disabilities of Samuel 
H. Lockett, of Alabama; which read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying petition and papers, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

He also asked and, by*unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 714) for the relief of the Mobile Marine Dock Company; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 715) to compensate physicians for service rendered under 
an order of the United States court of the northern district of Alabama; 
which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. MORGAN. I suppose that bill ought to go to the Committee cn 
the Judiciary, as it involves the construction of an order of court. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MCPHERSON asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 716) for the relief of Eliza Howard Powers; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 717) forthe relief of John G. Rose: which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 718) to change the grade of line officers in the Navy; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a ibill (S. 719) to provide for the refund of excess of duties as- 
sessed and coll on imports of raw sugars; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to miso 
duce a bill (S. 720) for the relief of Daniel S. Mershon, jr.; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 721) for the relief of Joseph W. Yates; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 722) granting an increase of pension to Mre. 
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George W. Patten; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FAIR asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 723) for the relief of Eugene B. Rail and others; which 
was read twice by its title, and, together with papers on file in the case, 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DAWES (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. 724) for the relief of Nathaniel McKay, 
George M. Clapp, and the executers of Donald McKay; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CONGER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 725) for the relief of Charles Seymour, of Flint, 
Mich., for services in the war of 1812 and for pension; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 726) for the relief of Calvin 8. Montague; which was 
read twice by reel and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 727) to provide for the final settlement with the Mexican 
Pottawatomie Indians of Kansas in accordance with certain treaty stip- 
ulations; which was read twice by itstitle, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 728) to Sabi the Secretary of the Interior to make final 
settlement with the Pottawatomie Indians of Michigan and Indiana 
under treaty stipulations existing with them; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. HOAR asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 729) for the protection of children in the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire, in moving the reference of the bill to the Com- 
‘mittee on the District of Columbia, to say that it is a bill prepared 
under the direction of a humane society in this city, who say that there 
is no law in force in this District which adequately punishes various 
crimes against children—the crime of exposing children or decoying 
them away for improper purposes and various similar crimes. I desire 
to call the attention of the chairman of the Committee on the District 
of Columbia to the bill, which I daresay he will approve. I move that 
it be referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SAWYER (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. 730) to amend sections 4233 and 4234 
of the Revised Statutes, relating to steam and sail vessels navigating the 
ocean; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York (by request), asked and, by unanimous 
consent, obtained leave to introduce a bill ( 731) to repeal chapter 160 
of the laws of 1878, entitled ‘‘ An act to repeal the bankrupt law,” ap- 
proved June 7, 1878; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the J udiciary. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 732) for the relief of Mary J. Vaughan; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent; obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 733) dedicating the military reservation of Plattsburg, 
N. Y., to the village of Plattsburg for a public park; which was read 
twice ‘by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MAHONE asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 734) for the relief of William ‘Ward; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 735) for the relief of Charles 8. Mills; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the papers on file relating to the case, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 736) for the relief of Washington Wright and Simon 
Basye, surviving trustees of Shiloh Baptist church at Fredericksburg, 
Va. ; Tilar was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims, 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 737) to remove the political disabilities of J. R. Waddy, 
of Virginia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FRYE asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. 738) to constitute a bureau of commerce and navigation 
in the Treasury Department; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 739) to remove certain burdens on the American mer- 
chant marine; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 740) to encourage American ship-building for the for- 
eign carrying trade; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained Teave to intro- 


duce a biil (S. 741) relating to pilots and pilotage; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 742) granting a pension to Nathan L. Meands; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 743) for the reliefof Frederick W. Ruggles, of W: 

Nova Scotia; which was read twice by its title, and, with the papers on 
file relating to the referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask leave in behalf of my colleague [Mr. ED- 
MUNDS] now in the chair to introduce a bill. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to introduce a bill (S, 744) 
for the relief of George W. Saulpaws which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. LAPHAM (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. 745) granting a pension to Louis 
Hinn; which was read twice by its title, and referred to Sii Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. GROOME asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 746) for the relief of Samuel Chase Barney; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 747) authorizing the President of the United States to 
appoint Assistant Engineer John W. Saville a passed assistant engineer 
on the retired list of the Navy; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 748) referring the claim of the owners of the schooner 
Addie B. Bacon to the Court of Claims; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 749) to authorize the Washington and Atlantic Railroad 
Company to extend its railroad into and within the Distriet of Colum- 
bia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. : 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 750) granting a pension to Catharine Schools; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to introduce 
a bill (S. 751) granting a pension to Emma Martin and Harry E. Mar- 
tin; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to introduce 
a bill (S. 752) granting an i increase of pension tó Joshua M. Ash; whieh 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to introduce 
a bill (S. 753) granting a pension to Anne R. Voorhees; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VANCE asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 754) ceenlosing the sale and devise of real estate inthe 
District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 755) to amend an act entitled “An act to provide 
for the settlement of all outstanding claims against the District of Co- 
lumbia and conferring jurisdiction on the Court of Claims to hear the 
same, and for other purposes,’’ approved June 16, 1880; which was read 
ree OF its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 

umbia. 

Mr. BECK asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 756) for the relief of Rosa Vertner Jeffrey and others; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


Mr. SAULSBURY (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. 757) declaratory of the meaning of 
the act dy ‘patch February 19, 1879, entitled ‘‘An act for the payment 
to the officers and soldiers of the Mexican war of the three months’ 
extra pay provided for by the act of July: 19, 1848; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HARRIS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 758) for the relief of William L. Nance; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

On motion of Mr. HARRIS, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of William L. Nance be taken from the 
files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims, there having here- 


tofore been an adverse report be sa the claim, but new and material evidence 
having been presented and fi 


Mr. CALLasked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
oxen bill shold 759) poh the thane of the Mallory lot in Key West, Fla., 
for naval was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Co’ ttee on tton on Naval Affairs. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 760) for the extension of pension of Mrs. Ann 
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Leddy; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. MAXEY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 761) giving the consent of the United States to the 
State of Texas to extend so much of the northern boundary as is bounded 
by Red River, so as to include within her limits said river to the middle 
channel thereof from a point where a line drawn due north from the 
crossing of the Sabine River by the thirty-seeond degree of north lati- 
tude strikes said Red River, up said river to where the one hundredth 
degree of longitude west from London and twenty-third degree of longi- 
tude west from Washington cross said Red River; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WILLIAMS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (8.762) for the relief of Josiah Shinkle; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to introduce 
a bill (S. 763) amending the law granting pensions to the soldiers and 
sailors of the war of 1812, and their widows, and extending its provisions 
to the soldiers, sailors, and marines employed in the war with Mexico; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. ANTHONY asked and, by: unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 764) granting an increase of pension to Abby P. 
Arnold; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. GORMAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 765) for the relief of G. E. W. Sharretts; which 
was read twice by its title, and, oo the papers on file in the 
case, referred to the Committee on Clai 

Mr. JONES, of Florida (by request), asked and, by unanimous con- 
sent, obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. 766) to provide for the pay- 
ment of the outstanding claim of the heirs of Richard B. Mason, late of 
Virginia, deceased, against the United States; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PUGH asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 767) for the relief of Columbus F. Perry and Elizabeth 
Gilmer; which was read twice by its title, and, together with the papers 
on file relating to the case, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GARLAND asked and, by unanimous t, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 768) for the relief of the National Bank of Western 
Arkansas; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 769) amendatory of and supplementary to an act entitled 
“An act re-establishing the Courtof Commissioners of Alabama Claims 
and for the distribution of the unappropriated moneys of the Geneva 
award,” approved June 5, 1882; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. . 

Mr. LOGAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 770) conferring military rank on telegraph operators 
in the military service; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. ALDRICH asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill re: 771) making an appropriation for the rebate of taxes 
on tobacco, snuff, &c., under provisions of the act of March 3, 1883; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 772) granting a pension to Erastus W. Babson; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 773) granting a pension to Mrs. Kady Brownell; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SHERMAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 774) for the relief of Melissa G. Polar; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 775) authorizing a reappraisement of the steam trans- 


leave to introduce a bill (S. 779) for a survey and estimates for a rail- 
road from the mainland to Key West, Fla., and for a canal connecting 
the same with the Saint John’s River, for military and naval purposes: 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. PALMER (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. 780) amending section 4414 of the 
Revised Statutes fixing the compensation of inspectors of hulls and 
boilers in the several districts of the United States; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 781) for the relief of the heirs of the late William 
A. Burt, inventor of the solar compass, adopted and used in the public 
surveys of the United States; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. ; 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to introduce 
a bill (S. 782) for the relief of Eunice Tripler, widow of Charles 8. 
Tripler, surgeon United States Army; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also (by reas) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. 783) to increase the pension of John Algoe; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 784) granting a pension to James S. Donahue; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HALE asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 785) for the construction of bridges across the Saint 
John and Saint Francis Rivers; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 786) for the relief of William W. Thomas; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 787) to provide for the erection of a public building at the 
town of Houlton, Me.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, asked and, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. 788) for the relief of Warren Hall; 
which was read twice by its title, and, together with the papers on file 
relating to the case,‘ referred to the Committee on Claims, 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 789) providing for certain time allowances in computing 
the longevity pay of officers of the Medical Department of the Army; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. SEWELL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 790) to authorize Col. George W. Getty, United 
States Army (retired), to be placed upon the retired list of the Army 


with the rank and pay of a major-general; which was read twice by its , 


title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. 791) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An 
act to execute certain treaty stipulations relating to Chinese,’’ approved 
May 6, 1882; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. This bill is the result of a conference 
of the representatives in both branches of Congress from the Pacific 
States and Territories, prepared by a committee of the Pacific coast 
delegation. I am instructed to introduce it as the measure of the Pa- 
cific coast delegation, it being necessary, as they believe, to explain 
the intent and meaning of the restriction act and to amend it in those 
particulars which will render fraudsimpossible. I move that the bill 
be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. MITCHELL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 792) authorizing the restoration of the name of 
Thomas H. Carpenter, late captain Seventeenth United States Infantry, 
to the rolls of the Army, and providing that he be placed on the list of 
retired officers; which was read twice by its title, and, together with 
the papers relating to the case, referred to the Committee on Military 

rs 


port-boat Planter, captured by Robert Smalls, and for a distribution | Affai 


of proceeds thereof; which was read twice by its title, and, with ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. ALLISON asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 776) to promote economy and efficiency in the man- 
agement of the navy-yards; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HARRISON asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 777) granting a pension to Albert Jehle; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BAYARD asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 778) granting a pension to Mrs. Ellida I. Middleton; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. CALL (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 


. 


He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 793) for the relief of the heirs of Jacob Cramer; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims. 

Mr. WILLIAMS (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. 794) for the reclamation of arid and 
waste lands in certain Western States and Territories; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. 795) to adjust certain accounts 
between the United States and the several States and Territories and 
the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 796) granting to the State of California 5 per cent. of 
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the net proceeds of the sale of public lands in that State; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
ducs, a bill (S. 797) for the relief of William Fowler, sr., of California; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 798) for therelief of William D. Haley; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. McMILLAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 799) to establish an assay office at Deadwood, in 
the Territory of Dakota; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 5 

Mr. BECK asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 800) to refund certain internal-revenue taxes to the 
Deposit Bank of Glasgow, Glasgòw, Ky.; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 


on Finance. . 

Mr. PLATT asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a joint resolution (S. R. 29) for the relief of Miss Eliza A. 
White; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MORRILL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a joint resolution (S. R. 30) authorizing Rear-Admiral J. 
W. A. Nicholson to accept a medal conferred upon him by the King of 
Sweden and Norway; which was read twice by its title, and refi to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


PAY OF CONGRESSIONAL EMPLOYES. 


Mr. BUTLER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a joint resolution (S. R. 31) to pay the employés of the two 
Houses of Congress their salaries for the current month on the 20th in- 
stant; which was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask for the immediate consideration of the joint 
resolution. 

Mr. INGALLS. I should like to hear it read in full. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read at length. 

The joint resolution was read the second time at length. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution? 

Mr. INGALLS. What is the object of it? 

Mr. BUTLER. The object is simply to give the employés their pay 
‘before the holidays. 


Mr. INGALLS. That is easy enough to understand; but why is it | “4 


nec to pass a bill at this time? 

Mr. BUTLER. It is not a bill, but a joint resolution. It is neces- 
sary because they have not been paid on the 15th, as is the custom, I 
understand. It is the customary resolution, Iam told. I was requested 
to introduce it. 

Mr. ALLISON. This has been done frequently before. It occurs to 
me, however, that there might be some area under = resolution 
in view of the changes that are going on in the House of Representa- 
tives with reference to employés. ‘What employés are to be paid? 

Mr. BUTLER. Allthe employés are provided for. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If this is the order I will object at present until 
we can at least look into it. If it merely antedates the date of pay- 
ment to officers in the actual service of the United States I should not 
object to it, but I should like to look at it. Let the resolution go over 
until to-morrow. 

Whe PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair will state for the informa- 
tion of the Senate that in the opinion of the Chair the form of the en- 
acting clause of the resolution is such that it is a regular constitutional 

oint resolution which will require the assent of the President of the 
ake States. It is not a concurrent resolution, as they are usually 

Mr. SHERMAN. The form had better be changed. I object to its 
consideration until to-morrow. 

Mr. INGALLS. Why not let the resolution go to the appropriate com- 
mittee to be acted on and reported? I suggest that order; or let it lie 
over. : 

Mr. BUTLER. I have not the slightest choice as to what direction 
it takes. Iintroduced itsimply to give the employés their money before 
they went home for the Christmas holidays. That was my object, and 
I am perfectly indifferent as to the course that is pursued in regard to it, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think it had better be referred to a committee. 
I do not think any one will care to interpose an objection to it after it 
has been referred and reported back to the Senate. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have not the slightest objection if the committee 
will report it in time. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that it be referred to the Committee on 


. Conti t Tapma 

Mr. BUTLE I have no objection to that reference. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the joint 
resolution will be referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 


Mr. BUTLER. I hope the committee will report it back in a day 
or two, because the Senate will probably take a recess in the course of 
a few days. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. BUTLER, it was 


That J. F. Beale have leave to withdraw from the files of the Senate 
claims of certain citizens of Washi 


Ordered, 
his extracts of a brief in relation to the of Wi 


D. C., for compensation for damages done reason : 
improvements and changes made in the eet paryk L renaon oe: — 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask for an order to withdraw from the files of the 
Senate and refer to the Committee on Claims the petition and papers 
in respect of the claim of John W. Franklin, executor of the last will of 
John Armfield, a bill having already been introduced and referred to * 
that committee, and there having been no adverse report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Hoar in the chair). The order 
will be entered, subject to the rule, if there be no objection. -A 

On motion of Mr. JONAS, it was nh: o 

Ordered, That the papers in the claim of George E. Payne be withdrawn from 
the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims, there being no 
unfavorable report. 

On motion of Mr. WALKER, it was 

That the in the claim of Sewell Coulson et al, be taken from 
the flee of the Senate eed referred to the Committee on rem oe gz: 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The morning hour hasexpired. If no 
objection be made, the Chair will proceed to the completion of business 
under this order. 

On motion of Mr. MAHONE, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the claim of Charles S. Mills be taken from the 
files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on 


Ordered, That the papers in the claim of T. W. Tansill be taken from the files 
of the Senate and referred to the Court of Claims, under the act of March 3, 1883. 


On motion of Mr. LAPHAM, it was 


Ordered, That the for the relief of the Sone & Fleming Manufacturing 
Company (limited), of Gon. York city, be withdrawn from the files of the Senate 
and referred to the Committee on Claims, there ha been no adverse report. 

Ordered, That the papers in the claim of James M. Wilbur be taken from the 
files and referred to the Committee on Claims, there having been no adverse re- 


rt. 
P Ordered, That the papers for the relief of John Spicer be taken from the files 
and referred to the ittee on the Judiciary, there having been no adverse 
report, 


. That the papers forthe relief of Edgar Huson be taken from the files 

and referred to the Committee on Patents, there ha been noadverse report. 
Ordered, That the papers for the relief of Alonzo Sn: be taken from the files 
and referred to the Committee on Claims, there having been no adverse rt. 
Ordered, That bared papais for the relief of William Sap ary, Pe taken from 
the files and refe to the Committee on the Judiciary, there having been no 


verse rt. 
That the tition and pa: in the claim for relief of Guy V. Henry 
be taken the files and refi to the Committee on Military there 
having been no adverse report. 

Ordered, That the petition and papers for the relief of Mrs. K. S. Eaton be 
taken from the files and referred to the Committee on Pensions, there having 
been no adverse report. 

Ordered, Shem geo and papers for the relief of the State of New York 
and to pay off certificates issued by that State to the soldiers of the war 
of 1812 be taken from the files and referred to the Committee on Claims, there 
having been no adverse report. 

Ordered, That the petition and papers in the matter of providing for a settle- 
ment with the Indians who were parties to the treaty concluded at Buffalo Creek, 
in the State of New York, on the 15th day of January, 1838, for the unexecuted 
stipulation of that treaty, be taken from the files and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, there having been no adverse report. 

Ordered, That the petition and papers relative to the increase of the salaries 
and pay of the chaplains in the Army be taken from the files and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, there having been no adverse report 

Q: That the petition and papers for the relief of George Milsom, Henry 
Spendelow, and George V. Watson be taken from the files and referred to the 
Committee on Patents, there having been no adverse report. 


On motion of Mr. DOLPH, it was 

Ordered, That the petition and papers relating to the claim of Thomas J. Mil- 
ler be taken from the files and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
subject to the rules of the Senate, 

On motion of Mr. HILL, it was 

Ordered, That the petition and papers in the claim of Daniel Connor be taken 
from the files and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

On motion of Mr. HAWLEY, it was 

Ordered, That the in the case of A. H. Emery be taken from the files 
and referred to the CtoS on Claims, there having been no adverse report. 


CLAYTON-BULWER TREATY CORRESPONDENCE. 
Mr. MILLER, of California, submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the President be, and he is hereby, requesttd, if in his opinion 
it is not incompatible with the public interest, to the Senate with copies 
of the correspondence in relation to the treaty between the United States and 


Great Britain, signed the 19th day of Apr 1850, which has passed between the 
two governments, not heretofore communicated. 


RAILROAD LAND GRANTS. 


Mr. VAN WYCK submitted the following resolution; which was 


rpo; 
now that were not earned during the lifetime of the grant, together 


claiming lands 
with the number of acres claimed by each of said roads, 


OFFICERS OF THE SENATE. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the resolution offered by me yestercay in respect to the officer: 
of the Senate. 

The resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. SHERMAN was read, as 
follows: 

Ordered, That the Senate do now proceed to the election of the following offi- 
cers in the order named: 

First, Secretary of the Senate; second, Chief Clerk; third, Principal Execu- 
tive Clerk; fourth, Chaplain; fifth, Sergeant-at-Arms, 

Mr. PENDLETON. I should like to ask my honorable colleague 
why it is necessary to proceed to the election of officers of the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Assoonas the resolution is taken up I can explain. 
* The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. PENDLETON] that debate on the merits of the resolu- 
tion is not yet in order. The only question now is whether the Senate 
will consider it atthistime. The question is on the motion of the Sen- 
ator fom Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] to proceed to the consideration of the 
resol@tion which has been reported. 

The question being put, it was declared that the “‘noes’’ appeared 
to prevail. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Principal Legislative Clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. ALLISON (when his name was called). Iam paired on this 
question with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL], who is nec- 
essarily absent from the Senate. 

Mr, EDMUNDS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON]. 

Mr. MILLER, of California (when his name was called). I am 
paired with my colleague [Mr. FARLEY] upon all questions, but I now 
feel authorized to transfer this pair to the Senator from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. CAMERON] who is absent. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES]. 

Mr. SAWYER (when his name was called). I am paired on this 
question with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Kenna]. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. My colleague [Mr. COCKRELL] is 
paired with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BUTLER. My colleague [Mr. HAMPTON] has been summoned 
home by the death of a very near relative, and I beg leave to announce 
that during his absence he is paired with the Senator from Vermont, the 
Presiding Officer of the Senate [Mr. EDMUNDS]. 

Mr. CAMDEN. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. KENNA] 
has been called home by the death of a near relative, and he is paired 
with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SAWYER]. 

The result was announced—yeas 34, nays 30; as follows: 


YEAS—34. 

Anthont Hae Melillan Riadi 
Anthon; e M Riddleberger, 
Bie aS. Harrison, Mahone, ' Sabino S 
Bowen, Hawley, Manderson, Sewell, 
Cameron of Wis., Hill, Miller of Cal. Sherman, 

nger, Hoar, Miller of N. ¥., Van Wyck, 
Se m, S en Mitchell, ilson, 

wes, ones evada, er, 
Dolph, Lapham, Pike, ` 

NAYS—30. 
Bayard, Fair, Jonas, Ransom, 
Beck, Garland, Jones of Florida, Saulsbury, 
Brown, George, Lamar, Slater, 
Butler, Gibson, McPherson, Vance, 
Call, Gorman, Maxey, Walker, 
ome nein” Pendlet 
e, en n, 
Colquitt, Jackson, ” : 
ABSENT—12. 

Allison, junds, Kenna, Sawyer, 
Cameron of Pa., Farley, Morrill, Vest, 
Cockrell, n, Plumb, Voorhees. 

So the motion was agreed to. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution is before the Senate. 
The question is on agreeing to the resolution. Is the Senate ready for 
the question? Senators in the affirmative will say ‘‘ay;’’ Senators in 
the negative will say “no.” The “‘ayes’’ appear to haveit. The 
‘ayes’? have it; the resolution is agreed to, and it is ordered that the 
Senate now proceed, first, to the election of a Secretary of the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that General Anson G. McCook, of the 
city of New York, be elected Secretary of the Senate. I believe the 
rule requires it to be done by ballot. : 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The Chair is of opinion that the 
rule as to a ballot, as its terms are expressed, only applies to the forma- 
tion of commi and a resolution or order therefore will suffice, 
which the Senator had better reduce to writing probably for the con- 
venience of the clerks. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will then simply make a motion. I move that 
Anson G. McCook, of New York, be declared Secretary of the Senate. 
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Mr. MILLER, of California. It ought to be in the form ofa resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is in the form of an order or resolution. The 
Secretary will be kind enough to reduce it to writing. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks it would be more 
convenient for journalizing if the Senator from Ohio would offer it in 
the form of a resolution, ‘‘ Resolved that So-and-so be, and he hereby 
is, chosen Secretary of the Senate,’’ as the Chair is informed that is the 
old phraseology. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I then offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, That Anson G. McCook, of New York, is hereby chosen Secretary 
of the Senate, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
resolution. . 

Mr. GARLAND. According to the form by which Mr. Shober was 
unanimously made Acting Secretary it should read, “Be and he is 
hereby appointed.’’ I move to so amend it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I used the word ‘‘chosen”’ at the suggestion of 
the Chair, supposing that to be the regular form. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed at the desk 
that the word ‘chosen’? has been the ancient form. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The word ‘“‘chosen’’ seems to me a better phrase 
than the word ‘‘appointed.’’ r 

Ho SABLAN: The usual form has been ‘‘be and is hereby ap- 
poin: 7? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let it read “be and he is hereby chosen.” 
Probably the word ‘‘appointed”’ is not quite the thing. The word 
tt chosen ” I think is the better phrase. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Constitution says that we shall ‘‘ choose” our 


“other officers.” 
Does the Senator from Ohio modify 


The question is on agreeing to the 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
his resolution by inserting ‘‘ be and he hereby is?” 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let it read ‘‘be and he hereby is chosen.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution as modified. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I move to amend the resolution of my colleague 
by striking out the name of Anson G. McCook and substituting that of 
L. Q. Washington. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Ohio [Mr, PENDLETON]. Is 
the Senate ready for the question? [Putting the question.] The noes 
appear to have it. 5 

Mr. PENDLETON. Task for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Principal Legislative Clerk 
proceeded to`call the roll. 

Mr. ALLISON (when his name was called). On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] and upon all 
votes that may hereafter be taken until his return. 

Mr. EDMUNDS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON]. 

Mr. GARLAND (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ANTHONY]. If he were present, I 
should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. BUTLER (when Mr. HAMPTON’S name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. HAMPTON] is paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
EDMUNDS]. If my colleague were present, he would vote ‘‘yea.’’ 


Mr. MILLER, of California (when his name was called). I am 
paired with my colleague [Mr. FARLEY]. 
Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). On this question I am 


paired with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. VEST. Iam paired with the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Prusf. 
I should vote ‘‘yea’’ if he were present. 

The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 32; as follows: 


YEAS—29, . 
Bayard, Fair, Jones of Florida, Saulsbury, 
Beck, George, Lamar, Slater, 
Brown, Gibson, McPherson, Vance, 
Butler, rman, Maxey, Walker, 
Call, Groome, Mo $ Wiliams, 
Camden, Harris, Pendleton, 
Coke, Jackson, Pugh, 
Colquitt, Jonas, Ransom, 
NAYS—32. 
Aldrich, Frye, Lapham, Pike, 
Blair, Hale, Logan, Platt, 
Bowen, n, M r Riddleberger, 
Cameron of Wis., Hawley, Mahone, Sabin, 
Conger, Hill, Manderson, Sewell, 
Cullom, Hoar, Miller of N. Y., Sherman, 
Dawes, Ingalls, Mitchell, Van Wyck, 
Dolph, Jones of Nevada, Palmer, Wilson. 
ABSENT—1. 
Allison, Edmunds, Kenna, Sawyer, 
Anthony, Farley, Miller of Cal., est, 
Cameron of Pa., Garlard, Morrill, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Hampton, Plumb, 
So the amendment was rejected. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on agreeing to 


1883. 
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the resolution of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. Is the Sen- 
ate ready for the question? [Putting the question.] The “‘ayes”’ 
appear to have it; the “‘ayes’’ have it, and the resolution is agreed to. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Thegentleman who has just been elected 
Secretary of the Senate is present, and, in accordance with the rule of 
the Senate, I ask that he may be sworn in. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He will present himself at the desk 
and receive the oaths. 

Anson G. McCook was escorted to the President’s desk by Mr. MIL- 
LER, of New York, and the oaths prescribed by the acts of June 1, 1789, 
and July 2, 1862, were administered to him. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under the order of the Senate the 
next officer to be elected is Chief Clerk of the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I submit the following resolution: 

Resolved, That Charles W. Johnson, of Minnesota, be, and he is hereby, chosen 
Chief Clerk of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. 

Mr. PENDLETON. The present incumbent of that place was se- 
lected by the Democratic party. He is also the nominee of the Dem- 
ocratic party at this time. He has performed, as we believe, his duties 
in such a manner as to entitle him to the confidence of the Senate. 

It would be a vain thing to move that the name of Mr. Shober be 
substituted for that of the gentleman whose name is contained in the 
resolution, because if the resolution be defeated Mr. Shober, being in 
office, retains it. I will therefore not move an amendment to the res- 
olution, but will state that the votes upon this side of the Chamber are 
given with a view of manifesting our desire not to change the Chief Clerk 
of the Senate. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Upon that question I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to say that Iam opposed to the resolution, 
and shall therefore vote against it. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. ALLISON (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL]. 

Mr. EDMUNDS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON]. 

Mr. GARLAND (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ANTHONY]. I should vote “nay” 
if he were here. 

Mr. MILLER, of California (when his name was called). I am 
paired with my colleague [Mr. FARLEY]. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called . Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. MORRILL. I desire to say that I am paired on this question 
with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES]. 

The result was announced—yeas 32, nays 29; as follows: 


YEAS—382. 
Aldrich, Frye, Lapham, Pike, 
Blair, Hale, eB 
Bowen, Harrison, M berger, 
Cameron of Wis, Hawley, Mahone, Sabin 
Conger, Hill, Manderson, Sewell, 
Cullom, Hoar, Miller of N. Y. Sh 
Dawes, In; Mitchell, Van Wyck, 
Dolph, Jones of Nevada, Palmer, > 
NAYS—29. 

Fair, Jones of Flori Sa A 
ten rge, Lamar, c — 
Brown, Gibson, McPherson, Vance, 
Butler, rman, Maxey, Walker, 
Call, Groome, Mo! ae Williams. 
Camden, Harris, Pendleton, 

Coke, Jackson, Pugh, 
Colquitt, Jonas, Ransom, 
ABSENT—15. 
Allison, Edmunds, Kenna, Sawyer, 
Anthony, Farley, Miller of Cal., Vest, 
Cameron of Pa., Garland, Morrill, Voorhees. 
’ Cockrell, Hampton, Plumb, 
So the resolution was agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state in respect to 


this officer and all the others named in the order of the Senate that the 
taking of the oath in the presence of the Senate is notrequired. Itcan 
be taken in the Secretary’s Office. The next order of the Senate is to 
proceed to the election of a Principal Executive Clerk. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I submit the following resolution: 


Resolved, That James R. Young, of Pennsylvania, be, and is hereby, chosen 
Principal Executive Clerk of the Konnie. 5% i 


Mr. PENDLETON. Mr. President, I ask that the resolution beread 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be again re- 
P The Acting Secretary read the resolution. 
Mr. PENDLETON. I repeat the statement that I made just now 


in relation to the election of a Chief Clerk of the Senate, that the gen- 
tleman who is now occupying the place of Chief Executive Clerk was 
put in office by the will of those who were then in the majority of the 
Senate. He is now the nominee of the Democratic party for the office. 
He still retains the confidence of the Senate as having discharged his 
duties admirably well. I will not delay the Senate by making a 
motion to amend the resolution by inserting the name of Col. Henry E. 
Peyton; but the confidence of those who put him in office will be man- 
ifested by the fact of voting against the resolution to supersede him by 
another election. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I only desire to say that the gentleman who is 
nominated for this office held the office for a number of years to the 
entire satisfaction of every Senator on either side of the House, a gen- 
tleman of accomplishments and experience. He was an officer of the 
Senate when I left some years ago—Mr. Young, of Pennsylvania. - I 
do not think it is worth while to waste words about this matter; in- 
deed I had hoped that we should have this whole matter disposed of 
without any one being called upon to say a single word. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. ` 

Mr. PENDLETON. Iar’ for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were : „red, and the Principal Legislative Clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. ALLISON (when /]... name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL]. 


Mr. EDMUNDS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON]. 
Mr. GARLAND (when his name was called). I am paired with the’ 


Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ANTHONY]. 


Mr. MILLER, of California (when hisname was called). Iam paired 
with my colleague [Mr. FARLEY]. 
Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 


ator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CAMDEN. LIannounce the pair of my colleague [Mr. KENNA] 
with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SAWYER]. 

The result was announced—yeas 32, nays 29; as follows: 


YEAS—22. 

Aldrich, Frye, Lapham, Pike, 
Blair, Hale, Logan, P 
Bowen, Harrison, McMillan, A 
Cameron of Wis., Hawley, Mahone, Sabin. 
Conger, Hill, Manderson, Sewell, 
paom; Hoar, oa of N. Y., ek, 

wes, Ingalls, tchell, an Wy 
Dolph, Jones of Nevada, Palmer, Wilson. 

NAYS—29, 

Ba: Re Fair, Jones of Flo: 

yard : ; rida, a 
Brown, Gibson, McPherson, Vance, 
Butler, Gorman, Maxey, Walker, 
Call, Groome, Mo: Š ill 
Camden, Harris, Pendleton, 
Coke, Jackson, Pugh, 
Colquitt, Jonas, Ransom, 

ABSENT—15. 
Allison, Edmunds, Kenna, Sawyer, 
Anthony, Farley, Miller of Cal., Vest, 
Cameron of Pa., land, Morrill, Voorhees. 
, Hampton, Plumb, 
So the resolution was agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next thing in order under the 


resolution of the Senate is the election of a Chaplain. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I submit the following resolution: 

Resolved, That Rev. Elias De Witt Huntley, of the District of Columbia, be, and 
hereby is, chosen Chaplain of the Senate. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I think the resolution offered by 
the Senator from Ohio illustrates very properly the estimate the other 
side of the Chamber put upon the civil-service-reform bill passed at the 
last session. Not content with removing every officer of the Senate 
who has any considerable salary, the proposition now is to remove the 
Chaplain of the body, who performs the duty of offering prayer as ac- 
ceptably as any other gentleman can, and who on this very morning 
offered up a devout prayer for every member of this body. And yet the 
proposition is now not only to remove every officer who has any con- 
siderable salary attached to the functions of his office, but to remove a 
gentleman who has prayed diligently and fervently for every member 
of the Senate for the last four years. 

I say, sir, and I rise to emphasize the fact that this proceeding illus- 
trates the attachment of the other side of this Chamber to the principles 
of the bill we passed last winter; and, sir, I think the country will 
understand it. Notwithstanding we passed a civil-service-reform bill, 
the party now in power in this Chamber, whenever they have an oppor- 
tunity, will ignore the principles of that bill entirely, as they are doing 
by their ings in this case. 


I simply rose to call attention to this fact. This change of officers is 
now carried to a position which has but a nominal salary attached to it. 
T concede the ability of the other side not only to take the more promi- 
neht offices but to take even the chaplaincy away from this side of the 
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Senate; but I say again it illustrates most clearly and forcibly the at- 
tachment of the other side of this Chamber to the principles of that bill 
which was passed at the last session and which was loudly advocated 
by many gentlemen on that side of the Chamber. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Icall for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Principal Legislative Clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. ALLISON (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL]. 

Mr. GARLAND (when his name was called), I am paired with the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ANTHONY]. 

Mr. MILLER, of California (when his name was called). I am 
paired with my colleague [Mr. FARLEY]. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr. HARRISON (when the name of Mr. VOORHEES was called). I 
was requested by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] to an- 
nounce his pair on this question with my colleague [Mr. VOORHEES). 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 32, nays 29; as follows: 


Blain” Hale’ Logam” Plate 
r, a 
Bowen, Harrison, M illan, Riddieberger, 
Cameron of Wis, Hawley, Mahone, Sabin, 
Conger, Hill, Manderson, Sewell, 
Cullom, Hoar, Miller of N. Y., Sherman 
Dawes, Ingalls, Mitchell, Van Wyck, 
Dolph, Jones of Nevada, Palmer, Wilson, 
NAYS—29, 

Bayard, Fair, Jones of Florida, Saulsbury, 

a George, Lamar, Slater, 
Brown, Gibson, McPherson, Vance, 
Butler, Gorman, Maxey, Walker, 

i Groome, kat [A Wiliams. 

' Harris, Pendleton, 
ki Jackson, Pugh, 
Colquitt, Jonas, Ransom, 
ABSENT—15 
Allison, Edmunds, Ki Sawyer, 
Anthony, Farley, Miller of Cal., V 
Cameron of Pa., Garland, Morrill, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Hampton, Plumb, 
So the resolution was agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. IxeaLLsin the chair). Nextun- 
der the order of the Senate is the choice of a Sergeant-at-Arms. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, That William P. Canaday, of North Carolina, be, and is hereby, chosen 
Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate. j 

Mr. PENDLETON. Mr. President, I repeat the statement which I 
made before in relation to the election of the various officers of the Sen- 
ate. The present incumbent is the choice of the present minority ot 
the Senate for this position and retains the confidence of the Senate 
for having faithfully performed the duties of his office, and as, if the 
resolution is not passed, he will still retain the office, I will therefore 
not move an amendment that the name of Col. R. J. Bright be in- 
serted in the resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senate agree to the resolu- 
tion offered by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] ? 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Senator from 
Ohio on the other side, ashe made a remark about restoring a gentle- 
man to a clerkship alittle while ago because he had formerly performed 
valuable services, what distinguished services the present nominee of the 


Republican caucus has performed to entitle him to the place for which 


it has now nominated him and what objection gentlemen on the other 
side have to the present imcumbent, if he will be kind enough to tell us. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I do not care now—and certainly 
at this stage of the business it is not necessary—to go into a matter of 
detail in regard to the personal qualifications of the gentlemen named. 
The Senator from Ohio is doing precisely what the Senator from Ken- 
tucky would do with a straight face and without any apologies or ex- 
cuses, and I have none to give. The gentleman who is nominated for 

t-at-Arms is a gentleman well known on both sides of the Cham- 
ber as a man of character and standing, well fitted to discharge the du- 
ties of the office for which he is nominated. I have not one word to 
say, and have not the heart to say it, against the incumbent. 

Mr. BECK. I happened to be here a few years ago when there was 
an immense amount of what I then thought was false pretense or pre- 
tended indignation at the outrage which was said to be committed 
when the Democrats elected a few officers of the Senate, retaining a very 
large proportion of men who belonged to the Republican party who 
were here then and are in office yet. I knew when they pretended to 
be so indignant at our action and I know now that the whole so-called 
civil-service-reform system is i by the Senators on the other 


side whenever it stands in their way as being an absolute humbug. 
Their conduct now illustrates it. They are seeking to remove and will 
of course remove an officer who they know is the very best the Senate 
has ever had in this position, and they propose to put in his placea 
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man who has never held any position here and whose fitness is to be 
determined I oe by the number of the present employés who are 
Democrats that he can turn out and the number of men he can put in 
their places, not because of their fitness for the positions, but because 
of their capacity to aid in ing elections for Republican nominees 
elsewhere, notably in North Carolina, from whence they have brought 
him, and in Virginia where they have secured such valuable allies. 

As aspecimen of the lectures we received from the Republican leaders, 
the distinguished and generally the most moderate of all the members 
on the other side, the gentleman who has been spoken of and I suppose 
will be made our presiding officer—I allude to the senior Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. ANTHONY ]—at that time gave us the benefit of a 
speech, in which he said: 

Mr. President, I am too well aware that nothing which I can say, nothing 
which any one may say, will arrest or modify the foregone determination to 
make a sweeping of the officers and servants of the Senate; a chan 
demanded, not by any deficiencies or neglect of duty on their part, but by the 
inexorable necessities of political partisanship, Yet, as one who has served 
long in this body, who has paid some attention to its rules, and who has a pro- 
found respect, nay a reverence, for its precedents and its traditions, lam unwill- 
ing to see the measure initiated without recording my protest and uttering my 
unavailing warning to the paniy against the personal discomfort and incon- 
venience to which they are subjecting themselyes and their associates and the 
danger to which they are exposing the orderly and decorous transaction of the 
business of the Senate. 


Mr. BUTLER. When was that speech made? 

Mr. BECK. That speech wasmade on the 24th day of March, 1879. 
Again that distinguished gentleman said in a colloquy with Mr. Hill, 
of Georgia, on the 15th of April, 1879: 


Mr. HILL, of vehi, oa If the Senate should become Republican in 1881, two 
years from now, will he oppose a change of the officers then ? 

Mr, Antony. I will answer that when the time comes, and I hope to see it. 
I can not tell whether another rebellion may not break outin the South. , There 
seem to be signs of it now. ; 

Mr. HILL, of Georgia. If a rebellion does not break out, how then? Will you 
move to change them or not? Suppose we do not rebel? 

Mr. AxTHONY. It will depend upon the manner in which they fulfill the duties 
of their offices. I do not think I shall ever be found advocating the removal of 
officers of this body who have performed their duties with fidelity, with hon- 
esty, and with intelligence. 


And yet to-day that distinguished gentleman—he is paired I believe 
at this moment, but he was in the Senate a little while ago—is voting 
to dismiss a man of known capacity, fidelity, and integrity, with every 
element that he can claim any man possesses, and to put in his place a 
new man, who has never had a test in any shape or form that would 
enable him to say that he is even competent to perform the duties which 
the ans incumbent of the office of Sergeant-at-Arms now performs 
so well. 

Other gentlemen took part in the debate. I am not going to read all 
that was said, but to refer to some things simply for the edification of 
the Republican gentlemen in the Senate. They havealways preached 
civil-service reform and have tried to make the country believe they 
were going to carry it out. I always knew that they did not intend to 
doit. I think the country will know it after this performance, In 
order to avoid being personal, perhaps I had better select extracts from 
the speeches of those who are not here now, but who are known to be 
leaders—Mr. Hamlin, of Maine, followed Mr. ANTHONY, saying, among 
other things: 

Individually I care very little about the matter; butas a Senator I do say that 
I regret to see this sweeping removal of the best officers we have and the put- 
ting in their places of men who, if equally qualified, will require a long and 
varied experience before they can their duties equally wall: i had 
hoped the mad spirit of partisanship would not thus run riot in this body, but 
that the counsels and the practices and the precedents of this body might ina 
small degree have been $ aianei It is not to be so, however, and I can only 
say again that I regret it exceedingly. 

And the whole Republican side of the Senate followed these leaders, 
and told us that a revolution was about to be precipitated on the coun- 
try since their sage counsels were not followed, although, as everybody 
knows, we did keep in place nearly all the best officers they had and 
they are here now. 

Another distinguished Senator, I think I may say one more distin- 
guished and able than any now left on that side of the Chamber, Mr. 
Conkling, of New York, said, among other things: 

I made a general remark, not intended to touch any applicant for place in 
the Senate; perhaps it was an impatient remark, for I do not deny that I some- 
times feel impatient at the cant which beclouds professions and practice in ap- 
pointing and removing public officers. are people whose idea of purity 


and reform seems to consist in canting incessantly about purity, in keeping up 
continuing sensation and proclamation as if they were holier than other people— 


We heard a good deal of it then— 


and then when they find themselves in ion of the power to select or 
cause the selection of public agents, to divide with considerable impartiality 
their attention between such knaves and such fools as they feel indebted to for 
adulation orservice. There are people who seem to think that something in the 
way of the “reform” iseffected when a competent honest man is expelled from 
place and a rascal, a pretender, or an incompetent is put in. 

I was disclaiming for myself all such belief, without reference to these par- 
ticular individuals, as I think the RECORD will show; and I said that my ideaof 
civil-service reform was not to put out a faithful man who was competent—per- 
haps I said also that I did not believe even in cases of a vacancy in putting in 
either a knave or a fool, even if that knave or that fool was able to stand on the 
corners of the street, make a long face, wring his hands, deplore the shortcom- 
ings of other people, and blow a horn, and say to the passers-by, “If you wish to 
see holiness look at me." £ 
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That was the style of debate we hadin 1879. I know that the present 
Republican nominee will be elected. I assume that he is selected be- 
cause of his disposition to remove everybody who is now here who calls 
himself a Democrat. Isee in the papers that a debate was had the 
other day in the caucus on a proposition to restore the rule, that the 
Senator from Vermont the repeal of during the debate in 1879, 
submitting all removals to the presiding officer for his approval; but 
that might have tied the hands of the ed gentleman who is 
to be Sergeant-at-Arms in his wholesale removals, and the proposition 
was defeated. I have seen many statements as to caucus arrangements 
in the last few days. One thing I know. Several very ed 
Senators from the large and important States in the Northwest are left 
without chairmanships and some new ones elsewhere have obtained 
them who do not openly admit that they are in harmony with the 
Republican party majority. But that may perhaps have nothing to do 
with this question. I thought I would call the attention of the coun- 
try if I could to the value of their professions by asking the Senator 
from Ohio the question what was the objection to the present incum- 
bent and what were supposed to be the particular qualifications of the 
man proposed. While his reasons were given very freely in the case 
of a clerk by the Senator from Ohio, he could not well afford to give 
them to the Senate or to the country in this particular case, in whose 
hands nearly all the patronage of the Senate is held. 

Oh, Mr, President, it all amounts to just this: that the Republican 
party can be very loud inits professions and its protestations and its 
clamor when the Democracy see fit to do anything they hope to make 
political capital out of, but the moment they get the power, their civil- 
service rules, their laws, their pretenses that they are going to regard 
the rights of men who faithfully their dnty in the public 
service are all ed, especially when s can substitute some- 
body who will aid them in any way or anywhere in their political 
campaigns, and they do not care much how or in what way. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senate agree to the resolu- 
tion offered by the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. BECK. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Principal Legislative Clerk 
oe i to call the roll. 

Mr. ALLISON (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL]. 

Mr. MILLER, of California (when his name was called). 

with my colleague [Mr. FARLEY]. 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called). On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES]. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
32, nays 28; as follows: 


I am 


YEAS—22. 
Blain” Hele! Foe Platt 
r, 
Bowen, Harrison, MeMillan, Riddleberger, 
Cameron of Wis., Hawley, Mahone, in, 
Conger, Hill, Manderson, Sewell, 
Cullom, pee Miller of N. Y., Sh 
Dawes, Ingalls, Mitchell, Van Wyck, 
Dolph, Jones of Nevada, Pan Wilson. 
NAYS—238. 
Bayard, Colquitt, Jackson, Pagh, 
Beck, Fair, Jonas, - Ransom, 
Brown, George, Jones of Florida, Saulsbury, 
Butler, Gibson, Lamar, ter, 
Call, Gorman, McPherson, Vance, 
Camden, Groome, ey, Walker, 
Coke, Pendleton, 
N ABSENT—16. 

Edmunds, Kenna, Plumb, 
Anthon Farley, Miller of Cal., Sawyer, 
Cameron of Pa., Garland, Morgan, est, 

l, i Morrill, Voorhees. 


So the resolution was to. 
Mr. INGALLS submitted the following order; which was considered 
by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Ordered, That the President of the United States and the House of Represent- 
atives be notified of the election of Anson G. McCook as Secretary of the Senate. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

' Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After twenty-three minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened. 


REVISION OF THE RULES. 


Mr. FRYE. I call for the regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pai tempore. The Chair understands that at the 
adjournment of the te at a precedin ng when the proposed 
rules were under consideration they were tees considered by the Sen- 
ate as in Committee of the Whole. The present printed rules do not 
seem to provide for that method of procedure, but it is one of obvious 
convenience, and will save entering on the journals various discussions 


and amendments that are proposed. The report of the Committee on 
Rules is now before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, and the 
Clerk will report the rule under consideration at the adjournment of 
the Senate when the matter was last under consideration. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ishould like toask a question, whether it is always 
understood that when we pass from one rule it is no longer amendable; 
or are we to consider Rule No. 1, for example, now, and then, at the will 
of any Senator afterwards, go back to Rule No. 1 and make amendments 
toit, or are we to consider these rules seriatim for amendment and then 
pass from them? 

Mr. FRYE. I understand we are to consider them seriatim, and they 
are only open toamendment, having once before after the report 
has been made from the Committee of the Whole to the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. That ought to be unanimously agreed to, if itis not 
already the understanding. 

Mr. FRYE. I gaa yn ARE it was unanimously agreed to when the 
rules were first taken up for consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state the question 
now, so that there may be no doubt aboutit. The Senator from Maine, 
the chairman of the Committee on Rules, asks that in the consideration 
of these rulesasin Committee of the Whole they be proceeded with seria- 
tim, and that when the consideration of one rule has been concluded 
and the next rule taken up it shall not be in order to go back to a pre- 
ceding rule in committee or until the matter is reported to the pega 
when all amendments will be again in order. Is there objection to this 

Mr. BAYARD. Will the Chair be kind enough to restate the propo- 
sition? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine in charge 
of this report asks unanimous consent that in Committee of the Whole 
the consideration of the rules be proceeded with seriatim, and that when 
the consideration of one rule is completed and the next rule is taken up 
it shall not be in order to go back to consider the previous rule again 
in committee; but when reported to the Senate the whole matter will 
be open. 

Mr. BAYARD. Will the effect of the arrangement be to allow a vote 
to be taken in the Senate on such amendments as are offered in Com- 
mittee of the Whole and in the Senate proceed with the report as if the 
set of rules was a bill, on which we proceed item by item, and not go 
back upan it? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands in the case 
of a bill in Committee of the Whole that although a particular section 
may have been disposed of and another gone to, when no special ques- 
tion is pending a motion to amend any part of the bill isinorder. But 
the Senator from Maine asks that, treating these rules in Committee of 
the Whole, when one rule is disposed of in committee it shall be con- 
sidered as a final disposition of itincommittee. The Chair willstate that 
when the rules are reported to the Senate everything will be at large 
and open to amendment, 

Mr. HARRIS. In the Senate a separate vote may be demanded on 
any amendment made in Committee of the Whole or any new amend- 
ment may be offered ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Certainly. beiit the question is 
capable of division, as rule by rule, or paragraph, or sep- 
arate points, under the rules of the Senate, the Chay Pantene is open to 
division, and certainly to every species of amendment which may be 
offered. Isthere objection to the proposition of the Senator from Maine? 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The rules are now before the Senate 
as in Committee of the Whole. Does the Senator from Maine desire to 
go on with the consideration of the rules this afternoon ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think we can go on an hour or two. 

Mr. FRYE. I should like very much ia amend opie rs Of 
course I do not intend at this early period in the session to undertake to 
force the matter, but I should like to go on an hour longer to-day with 
these rules. 

Mr, CAMERON, of Wisconsin. So many Senators are absent that I 
think the Senate had better not enter on that matter this afternoon. I 
am inclined to move an adjournment. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow metomakeastatement? Iun- 
derstand that the Speaker of the House has said very lately—I suppose 
Iam not ing the rule in mentioning it—that the committees 
there will not probably be announced before Friday, though possibly 
they may be on Thursday. Of course therefore there can be no ad- 
journment for the holidays until Friday. We have these four days here, 

and it seems to me that we might of this entire matter and of 
some legislative business besides by working ordinary hours this week. 
In that way we shall save a great deal of time which will otherwise be 
spent here in midsummer. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr, President, I hope that we shall continue the 
discussion of this subject this afternoon until 5 o’clock and every legis- 
lative day thereafter ‘all the holiday adjournment until it is disposed 
of. No time is more appropriate for this matter than the present. 
We shall in the course of two or three days at the outside undoubtedly 
adjourn over the holidays, not to reassemble until early in January. 
At that time both Houses will be actively in legislative busi- 


ness, the committees will have been formed and will be continually 
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making reports, and we shall have little leisure to devote to a subject as 
comparatively unimportant as the discussion of the rules of the Senate. 
I hope, therefore, the Senator from Maine will resist any motion for ad- 
journment and ask the Senate to proceed with the consideration of this 


im t report. : : 3 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I will submit the motion. I move 
that the Senate do now adjourn. x ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin moves 
that the Senate adjourn. 


Mr. FRYE. I call for the yeas and nays. Rees 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Principal Legislative Clerk 
roceeded to call the roll. 7 
4 Mr. GARLAND (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ANTHONY]. Otherwise I should vote 
“a ea’? 

The roll-call was concluded. . 

Mr. BLAIR (after having voted in the affirmative). I understand 
that I am paired with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIAMS]. 
I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am paired with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
COCKRELL]. , 

Mr. RANSOM. Iam requested to state that on all these questions 
the Senator from South tue ce [ Mr. = fie is paired with the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. - 

Mr. EDMUNDS (after having voted in the negative). I am paired 
with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON], and on con- 
sulting with his friends I think I ought to withdraw my vote. I did 
not suppose this was a question where the pair would apply, but I am 
very glad to apply it if his friends desire. I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I am paired with my colleague [Mr. 


FARLEY]. 
The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 27; as follows: 
YEAS—22. 
yard, Gibson, McMillan, Riddleberger, 
Be Sems zje Pendieto: y mi 
n, ance, 
a 7 Pike, Walker. 
Cameron of Wis., Jones, of Florida, Pugh, 
NAYS—27. 
Colquitt, Harrison, Lapham, Platt, 
Conger, Hawley, Logan, Sawyer, 
Cullom, Hill, ne, Sewell, 
Dawes, 4 Manderson, 4 
Frye, Ingalls, Mitchell, Van Wyck, 
George, Jackson Morgan, Wilson. 
Hale, Jones, of Nevada, Morrill, 
ABSENT—27. 
Aldri Cameron of Pa., Groome, Plumb, 
Sion , {ampton, Sabin, 
Anthony, Dolph, Kenna, Slater, 
Biair, Edmunds, McPherson, Vest, 
Bowen, $ Miller of Cal. Voorhees, 
Butler, Farley, ofN.Y., W 
Camden, Garland, er, 
So the Senate refused to adjourn. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr Hoar in the chair). The Secre- 
tary will read the pending rule. 
The Principal Legislative Clerk read the first proposed rule, as fol- 
lows: ee 
APPOINTMENT OF A SENATOR TO THE CHAIR, 
1. In the absence of the Vice-President, the Senate shall choose a President 


pro tempore. ` 
absence of the Vice-Presid d pending the election of a President 
Ppap Secretary tar, of the Senate or in his absence the Ohief Clerk shall 
uti > 
Pe The President ne arg tsa have the right to name in open Senate, or, 
if absent, in writing, a Senator to parem rome —_ been) eo a ae races 
lesignated discharge suc! uties fora n 
ong ee the Senate shall otherwise order. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
rule just read. 
Mr. GARLAND. We had better take the vote separately on each 
clause. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Arkansas requests 
a division of the question. It will be so ordered, and the first clause 
will be read. 
The Principal Legislative Clerk read as follows: 
1, In the absence of the Vice-President, the Senate shall choose a President 
pro tempore. 
The clause was agreed to. 
The next clause was read, as follews: 
S dagen tea ones of the Genesee a eter Gee 
t , the o or in his nee the ler 
emer the duties of the chair. 
The clause was,agreed to. 
The next clause was read, as follows: 


3. The President pro tempore shall have the right to name in open Senate, or, 


bsent, in writing, a Senator to perform the duties of the chair; and the Sen- 
Fie pes ia Seay parts duties for a period not exceeding three 
days, unless the Senate shal) order, 
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Mr. BAYARB. I ask whether it is in order now to propose an 
amendment which shall limit the power of the President pro tempore to 
call a Senator to the chair to a period not exceeding an adjournment. 
Task that because the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND] pro- 
posed an amendment which was in substance that which I have indi- 
cated, and I do not wish to violate the rules by taking another vote on 
the same subject in Committee of the Whole. I am inclined to believe 
that the effect of the vote of the Senate acceding to the proposition 
that it is competent under the Constitution or that it is expedient 
under our present condition of laws to allow the President pro tempore 
of the Senate to nominate in writing or in the open Senate a substitute 
for himself who shall have his powers for three days, at least shall pre- 
side in the Senate for three days—I am inclined to believe that the 
effect of that vote could not have been fully considered by the Senate, 
or they would not have given their approval to the proposition. 

In the first place, granting that the President pro tempore is a consti- 
tutional officer who is prescribed in the Constitution itself and who in 
the absence of the Vice-President must be elected by the Senate or 
otherwise there would be an improperor a defective organization of the 
body, when he is elected his powers in this body are those of a Senator 
with those of the Vice-Presidentsuperadded. If for three days the only 
person who can append his signature to bills, who can attest the valid- 
ity, the accuracy, of measures as engrossed or enrolled under the rules 
of the Senate, may absent himself and no person be here who has the 
authority to sign the bills as they come from the House of Representa- 
tives, must there not be for that period of time an arrestation of legis- 
lation and a delay in the signature of bills before they can pass to the 
Executive? Must there not be therefore a repudiation for three days 
of time of the agtion of the other House of Congress as well as of the 
Senate if this power is to be given to the President pro tempore? Be- 
cause if it shall be held that the substitute for the President pro tempore 
has not the powers of the office of the Presidency pro tempore, there will 
be no one during the three days’ absence of the President pro 
to execute the essential functions, formal though they be, of this office. 

I have not been able to discharge my mind trom the belief that there 
is great danger to be apprehended from the assumption of this author- 
ity by the Senate now in attempting to authorize to a single man a 
power which the Constitution throws alone upon the Senate as a body. 
Potestas delegata non potest delegari; and if there ever was a case in which 
the principle of that rule is to be applied it is surely in a body like 
this, acting under a strictly limited delegation of power. 

Now, sir, whether the motion which I indicated can be at this time 
made, or whether its repetition would be disorderly, and therefore we 
must postpone the question until this report comes into the Senate and 
the amendment of the Senator from Arkansas can again be offered, is 
not perhaps so important, for the great matter is to test the sense of the 
Senate upon this point. Under our present condition of law, most un- 
happily, most unwisely, the powersof the Presidency may devolve upon 
the presiding officer of this body. The result is filled with confusion, 
and no man can pursue its consideration without feeling how involved 
in difficulties and contradictions the whole matter becomes. Isit wise 
for us, is it justifiable in us, to add further difficulties to a case 
so fraught with trouble as the law of 1792 causes this case to be? 

I hope, sir, that the Senate will not under the form of adopting such 
a rule trench upon that which is a legislative function, and which, if 
it is ever to be raised and considered, the co-ordinate branch of the Leg- 
islature should have an opportunity to be heard upon. Should the dev- 
olution of such powers as are contained in the executive head of this 
Government, equal to those of any government in the world, even be 
placed in question by a rule of one House of Congress? Why, sir, it 
seems to me that both Houses of Congress can address themselves to no 
more vital and important question than that. I regret exceedingly that 
the House of Representatives did not see fit to take action upon the 
measure which was presented to them and which passed the Senate at 
the last acre B They did not. The country it appears to me seem 
but little alive to the importance of that measure and the necessity for 
changing the present condition of the laws. Here by a rule of one of 
the Houses of Congress alone, a rule determinable at the pleasure of 
that House alone, it is proposed to raise a question whether you are not 
attempting to delegate functions which in a certain contingency may 
assume the most vast importance to the people of this country. 

These are things in regard to which it will not do to say that the 
weight of argument merely lies on one side or another. They are 
things in regard to which there should be no question at all. We have 
no right to trifle with them, or subject them to opinion or doubt. I 
did not say, nor do I say now, that the argument presented by me was 
I say it was enough for me to show the 
Senate that questions could be raised on such a subject to make it im- 
proper for us to take action and such action as this in regard to it. 


The Senator who will be designated to take the seat which you now, 
sir, occupy must be either what I have suggested or the mere locum 
tenens for the session of the duly elected President pro tempore of the 
body, with no power, but in his stead for convenience’ sake to direct the 
business of the body and not attempt to exercise other functions. You, 
sir, would not presume ‘o sign an enrolled bill; you would not presume 
to exercise the functions officially which the vote of the Senate had de- 
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cared rest upon another. If that be so, and you are there for three 
days under the appointment, under the delegation, of the President pro 
tempore of the body, what becomes of the business of Congress, and what 
becomes of the bills that pass from the other House here and that require 
the signature of both presiding officers before they can pass to the Exec- 
utive? Is itnotpalpably an arrestation of that business for three days ? 
And what right have you to də that? It may be most vital to public 
and to private interests that bills shall pass from Congress promptly 
and receive,the action of the Executive and of both branches of Congress 
promptly; and this unquestionably will provide, deliberately provide, 
that the only officer who can sign a bill can leave the Senate and leave 
the city and three days elapse before he returns; because if that is not 
so, if the power Goes exist, and all the functions can be transferred, 
then it is clear that the Senate is delegating to a single officer that 
power which the Constitution says they must exercise themselves as a 


body. 

I Tnit to the Chair thé question whether it is in order for me now 
to move an amendment of this third paragraph of Rule1 by strikin 
out ‘for a period not exceeding three days, unless the Senate shal 
otherwise order;’’ proposing afterward to insert, ‘‘ but such substitution 
shall not extend beyond an adjournment.” 

Mr. GARLAND. We have voted on that. 

Mr. BAYARD. If that has been voted on, I suppose it can not be 
moved again at this stage. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will answer the question 
of the Senator from Delaware. The Chair understands that the rule 
of parliamentary law which prevents the renewing in the same stage 
of a motion once voted down is strictly confined to motions which are 
literally verbatim et literatim the same. It does not affect the question 
of substance, but the literal use of . The motion now sug- 
gested by the Senator from Delaware would, therefore, it seems to the 
Chair, be in order. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let it be reported. 

Mr. BAYARD. If that amendment is reserved for the consideration 
of the Senate I shall not move it now. 3 

Mr. SHERMAN. When the vote was taken the other day I said 
«distinctly that I would not consider myself foreclosed from reconsider- 
ing this question in the Senate; and I suggest to the Senator from 
Delaware whether it would not be better to allow the first reading to 
‘be gone through with in committee and then consider the matter in the 
Senate. I shall be very glad to hear the Senator again on the subjeet. 

Mr. FRYE. He has agreed to that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the Senate ready for the question— 
on the third clause of this rule? k 

Mr. FRYE. I understood the Senator from Delaware to withdra 
the motion with the understanding that it would be renewed in the 
Senate. 

Mr. BAYARD. With that understanding. uf 

Mr. FRYE. Very well. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Mr. President, I think I can appreciate 
the argument of the Senator from Delaware as much as anybody in the 
Senate, for the reason that I some years ago contended with all the 
earnestness which I possessed against the power of this body to change 
its presiding offieer because of the serious consequences which might 
result in the Presidential succession under the act of Congress. First, 
L took the ground that when a President pro tempore of the Senate was 
elected in the event of the Vice-President retiring or entering on the 
Presidential office he occupies the chair by a fixed tenure because of 
the very consequences to which the Senator from Delaware has alluded, 
and it would be eminently dangerous to confer on this body the abso- 
lute power to remove an officer upon whom in a given emergency the 
executive functions of this great nation were to devolve. I said that 
was far more dangerous than this proposition, but I met with very little 
support. Nothing that has since occurred, no argument that I have 
ever heard, has changed my mind about it. 

Sir, I can not see that this clause violates the Constitution. I think 
it is in keeping with the spirit of the old rule. The old rule empowers 
the presiding officer of the Senate to designate a Senator to occupy the 
«hair for a period not beyond an adjournment. This body hassat, within 
my recollection, for thirty or more hours, thirty-six hours I think, and 
during that period, at least under the old rule, it would be within the 
competen of the President pro tempore to designate a Senator to occupy 
the chair. 

The trouble in my mind arises because if while that Senator is in the 
chair, no matter where the President pro tempore may be, the Senator 
from Delaware seems to suppose that in the event of the offices of Pres- 
ident and Vice-President becoming vacant, the office of President would 
devolve upon the temporary appointee of the President pró tempore of 
the Senate. I can not think so. 

Mr. BAYARD. My friend from Florida did not happen to be here a 
few days ago when this matter was discussed or he would not have 
asked me that question. I endeavored to distinguish between a single 
legislative day and the fractions of a day regarding which the law does 
not take notice, and the longer period beyond an adjournment, a sep- 
arate and a given period of time which would be three days. I cited 
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then the familiar maxim de minimis non curat, and said that the record 
of this body would disclose no change in the Presidency pro tempore of 
the Senate from day to day, and that for tht reason, the fractions ofa day 
not being considered, the reasonable and necessary human convenience 
of executing business would not require the President pro tempere of 
the Senate or the Vice-President, the presiding officer, to be absolutely 
a fixture in his chair from the opening to the close of a session. There 
is no such unreasonable interpretation to be given to any rule, but there 
iscommon sense to be applied, so that during the legislative day he could 
absent himself from time to time and from hour to hour and call an- 
other for thesake of public convenience to the chair; and that the reason 
why it should not continue beyond adjournment was that there were 
functions which he alone could execute and which his delegate could 
not. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. The old rule provides that ‘‘the presiding 
officer shall have the right to name a Senator to perform the duties of 
the chair, but such substitution shall not extend beyond an adjourn- 
ment.’’ The proposed rule is that the presiding officer ‘‘shall have 
the right to name in open Senate, or, if absent, in writing, a Senator to 
perform the duties of the chair; and the Senator so designated may 
discharge such duties for a period not exceeding three days, unless the 
Senate shall otherwise order.” It seems to me that this whole matter 
is under the control of the Senate. If I supposed for one moment that 
this Senator proposed to be designated here to preside over the Senate 
in any emergency would have a claim tothe executive functions of the 
first office of the country under this appointment I am free to say I 
would not countenance such a thing; but I can not get my mind to 
think that this appointment provided for in this rule would change for 
one moment the legal character of the present President pro tempore of 
the Senate, so that if a vacancy occurred in the Presidential office, 
which this officer would be entitled to enter, notwithstanding this ap- 
pointment, he would still have the right to gointo it without regard to 
the temporary designation of a Senator for the three days to occupy the 
chair. Now if the necessities of the Senate and the experience of past 
days satisfy us that this little change is necessary, I can not see the 
objection to it. 

That is all I have to say. I was not here the other day when the 
discussion was had; but with that view I can not think this rule would 
give to the designated Senator for one moment the right to the Presi- 
dential office, though I would not be in favor of leaving any doubt on 
the subject, because I think that is a matter we eught to have perfectly 
clear, 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, it may be because I have given little 
consideration to the subject or it may be because I do not comprehend 
it very readily, but I do not really see the purpose of this proposed 
change in the rule. Weare undertaking by it to give to the President 
of the Senate pro tempore a power which I suppose he is to exercise for 
his personal convenience. We all understand that the President pro iem- 
pore is not likely to occupy the chair for more than a very small portion 
of the time; the Vice-President is the officer provided by the Consti- 
tution to preside in the Senate, and he is the officer here usually, and 
it is only in very rare instances, exceptions, that there is any President 
pro tempore chosen at all. Now, if we are to delegate to a President pro 
tempore the power to create a presiding officer here for one, two, or 
three days, or any length of time, for his personal convenience, why 
should we not extend the same power to the Vice-President? He cer- 
tainly is much more likely to need the personal convenience, and I really 
do not understand why we undertake to make this provision for the ben- 
efit of a President pro tempore and not for the regular presiding officer 
of the Senate. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Let me suggest to the Senator the constitutional 
provision in regard to the Vice-President—— 

Mr. BLAIR. In express terms—— 

Mr. LAPHAM. In his absence we have to elect a President pro tem- 

ore. 

Mr. BLAIR. Assume that to be so, that in his absence we are to 
elect a President pro tempore, is there any more difficulty in electing one 
in the absence of the President pro tempore himself to preside until the 
President pro tempore returns? 

Mr. LAPHAM. We reserve that right in this rule as proposed. 

Mr. BLAIR. We reserve that right, to be sure; we may make the 
election; but is there really any great consequence at all in the thing? 

Mr. MAXEY. Mr, President, it was only during the last days of 
the convention which framed the Constitution that the office of Vice- 
President was considered at all, and after it was determined to have a 
Vice-President elected the duty of presiding over the Senate was as- 
signed to him, there being otherwise nothing for him to attend to unless 
the President should be removed or die or resign. The Constitution 
reads: 


The Vice-President of the United States shall be President of the Senate, but 
shall have no vote, unless they be equally divided. 

The Senate shall choose their other officers, and also a President 
in the absence of the Vice-President, or when he shall exercise 
President of the United States. 

The Senate chooses a President of the Senate pro tempore. Is ita 
function of the President pro tempore as provided by the Constitution to 
designate some one to fill his office in his absence? I concede that in 
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the absence of a presiding officer for a few minutes or for a short time 
he has the right to call some one to the chair to preside until he shall 
return; but I insist that it has never been the practice, it was not at the 
time of the adoption of the Constitution, and it has not been since, to 
extend that beyond an adjournment. Hereisa change inthe rule which 
has been in force some sixty years, conferring upon the President of the 
Senate the power to designate for three days his successor when he is 
absent. It is true the rule goes on to say, as proposed, ‘‘ unless the Sen- 
ate shall otherwise order,” but practically it is a departure from the 
theory upon which the right depends of calling one to preside during 
the absence of the regular presiding officer; and that is where, by neces- 
sity, for a temporary or momentary absence, the presiding officer has 
- to leave the Chamber, then he designates, by unanimous consent, some 
one to sit in the chair until he returns. Certainly that does not apply 
to three days, and if you can break over that rule of calling one to the 
chair temporarily until an adjournment and allow some one to preside 
for three days under a temporary designation, you can for thirty, for 
forty; and the whole theory of that, it seems to me, is false. I can 
seé no reason why the rule as it has always been should be departed 
from; therefore I am opposed to the third clause, and hope it will be 
voted down. 

Mr. BLAIR. IT should like to call the attention of the Senator from 
New York [Mr. LAPHAM] who replied to my suggestion by saying that 
the Constitution makes a provision in reference to the Vice-President 
which does not apply to the President pro tempore. Under the rule it- 
self, the original rule, the first one on the second page, the Vice-Pres- 
ident was expressly given the power of substitution, not extending to 
be sure beyond an adjournment, but he was given the power to desig- 
nate a Senator to preside in his absence. That would seem to be a con- 
cession that the Vice-President always has had that power for a limited 
period of time, not extending beyond an adjournment. I raise the 
question again, if now we are to make this provision for any length of 
time as a matter of convenience to the President pro tempore, why is it 
not made with reference to the Vice-President himself? 

In regard to the Senator’s main proposition, that the Constitution 
requires us to choose a President pro tempore in the absence of the Vice- 
President, I do not suppose he will contend that that is a mere tem- 
porary absence. It is such an absence as becomes permanent, when 
the office is practically vacant; then we are to proceed to choose a Pres- 
ident pro tempore in precisely the same way as if the office of the 
President himself were vacant, he being absent by reason of sickness, 
death, inability, or what not, then under the Constitution and accord- 
ing to law measures would be taken to fill that high office. So I do 
not see that the suggestion of the Senator from New York meets the 
objection which I made at all. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Am I to understand that the effect of the 
adoption of this rule would be to give to the President pro tempore of 
the Senate a power which under the Constitution the Vice-President 
presiding over the body would not possess? Is that the Senator’s po- 
sition? 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not say ** under the Constitution,’’ but I say that 
under the rule it is proposed to give the President pro lempore power to 
appoint a presiding officer over this body for three days, while for the 
Vice-President himself, who hitherto has possessed the right todesignate 
a Senator to preside not beyond an adjournment, no such provision is 
made for his convenience. Why should therenot be? The Vice-Presi- 
dent is the man usually here, and it is proposed by this addition to the 
rules to provide for the convenience of a President pro tempore, and 
leave the Vice-President, who is generally here, entirely out in the cold. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. That is what I understood the Senator to 
say, that the Constitution restricts the power of the Vice-President in 
designating a Senator to preside—— 

Mr. BLAIR. I donot say that. The Senator from New York, in 
reply to my suggestion, said that the Constitution compels us to choose 
a President pro tempore in the absence of the Vice-President; and yet 
here is our rule, adopted in 1820 and practiced upon ever since, which 
gives to the Vice-President the power to make a substitution fora 
limited period of time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
third clause of the first rule. , 

The question being put, it was declared that the noes appeared to 
prevail. 

Mr. FRYE. I desire to say just a word in relation to this matter. 
I think that the committee considered the convenience of the presiding 
officer and the convenience of the Senators in this modification or change 
of the rule. I speak for myself alone when I say that I can not see how 
by any possibility it touches the question of the Presidential succession, 
nor can I see how by any possibility it raises any constitutional ques- 
tion. As to the Vice-President of the United States, the Constitution 
says that in his absenee we shall elect a President pro tempore. We 


The question is on the adoption of the 


have no authority, under the Constitution, to say for the Vice-President 
what we have said by this rule for the President pro tempore; nor is 
there the slightest necessity, because if he absents himself for a day, 
then, under the Constitution, we proceed at once, are compelled to pro- 
tempore, who at any time in the 
Under gen- 


ceed at once, to provide a President pro 
absence of the Vice-President can preside over this body. 
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eral, common, well-settled parliamentary law the Vice-President may. 
withont a word being said touching it, substitute a presiding officer in 
his place for the time being, for the ten minutes, fifteen minutes, or 
twenty minutes; and, of course, when the Constitution says ‘‘ absent ” 
it does not refer to an absence for an hour or a half-hour, and we in our 
rule are silent in relation to that. But as to the President of the Sen- 
ate pro tempore we are just now placed where the stringency of the rule 
is an affliction, and it is seen to be an affliction every day. 

Why, Mr. President, since I have been in the Senate—less than three 
years—three solid days have been spent in the discussion of this very 
question, as to whether or not the presiding officer should have the 
power to appoint a man, he being outside Of the Senate and away from 
it; and it has been discussed again and again in the United States Senate. 

Now it seems to me that it simply resolves itself into this question: 
Under the circumstances, there being no Vice-President of the United 
States, the President pro tempore of the Senate being necessarily pre- 
siding officer of this body for nearly the next two years, shall that pre- 
siding officer have an opportunity in case of a day's sickness, in case of 
a two days’ absence, to be relieved without the United States Senate 
being compelled to elect a President pro tempore and oust him from the 
place where we have put him? Why, sir, with the rule as it stands 
now, if the presiding officer of the Senate is toosick to come to the Senate 
Chamber, the first thing in the morning under the presidency of the 
Secretary of the Senate we must elect a President pro tempore; there is 
no choice left; and that President pro tempore of the Senate is then 
clothed with all the powers the Constitution clothes the President pro 
tempore with to-day. If the next day that Senator is sick and can not 
come up here to the Senate Chamber and appoint from his place orally 
some one to take that chair for an hour or two hours, then the Senate 
of the United States must proceed again to an election of President pro 
tempore, and so on. 

I admit, Mr. President, that in times past the inconvenience and 
trouble of this have not been seen so much, because as a rule, probably 
for nine years out of every ten, there has been a Vice-President of the 
United States, and we have relieved him, when he has made a day's 
absence for the purpose, by electing a President pro tempore. 

Mr. MAXEY. Allow me to interrupt the Senator. I am endeav- 
oring to follow the chairman of the Committee on Rules very closely. I 
understand his argument is that the powers of the Vice-President of the 
United States as presiding officer of the Senate being fixed by the Con- 
stitution, we have no right to add on or to subtract therefrom. Then 
he assumes, if I understand the argument, that we have no choice when 
it comes to an election of President pro tempore of the Senate and can 
confer on him no powers over and above those which the Vice-President 
isauthorized by the Constitution to exercise. Can we give a President 
pro tempore of the Senate, who is a mere substitute for the Vice-Presi- 
dent in case of his absence or when he performs the duties of President— 
can we give him any other greater or higher authority than the Consti- 
tution gives to the Vice-President? 

Mr. BAYARD. May I ask the Senator from Maine also, while he 
is considering this, is not every argument of inconvenience that he sug- 
gested in the case of the absence of the President pro tempore equally 
strong in the case of the absence of the Vice-President ? 

Mr. FRYE. I will answer the last question first. Certainly not, 
because the Vice-President of the United States, for the very purpose 
of giving the United States Senate an opportunity to have a peung 
officer in case of his absence, absents himself for a day, and the Senate 
proceeds to elect a President pro tempore, who in the absence of the 
Vice-President does preside. ; 

Mr. BAYARD. If he were absent from any cause at the time of 
meeting of the Senate, would it not be our duty then to elect just as we 
would in the case of the absence of our President pro tempore? What 
is the difference? The Constitution provides that the presiding ofti- 
cer of this body shall be the Vice-President of the United States, and 
if on any day that Vice-President is absent he can not nominate his 
locum tenens, he can not nominate his substitute; the Senate must elect 
one; and then if the Vice-President comes back again that Senator is 
pro tanto out of office. I remember when we, following the usual con- 
venience of having a President pro tempore in order to prevent a failure 
of succession to the office of the Presidency, had chosen one, there was 
a doubt whether Mr. Henry Wilson did not even by his presence in the 
gallery, coming into the Senate Chamber, being really within its four 
walls, vacate the election we had made the day before of a President 
pro tempore to fillhis place. So the very argument of convenience grow- 
ing out of the accidental absence of the President pro tempore from the 
chair when without the Senate applies with equal force to the absence 
of the Vice-President of the United States. 

Mr. FRYE. Now, Mr. President, I understand that it is entirely 
competent for the United States Senate to elect to-day ten gentlemen, 
ten Senators, if it pleases, and give them ancther name than President 
pro tempore of the Senate, and that those gentlemen in the absence of 
the President pro tempore could preside over the Senate. I believe that 
the President pro tempore of the Senate can under authority of the 
United States Senate put a man in his place to perform the duties of 
the chair for a month. I fail to see the slightest difference between 
doing it for one day or one hour and two days, and I call theSenator's 
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attention to this: The Speaker of the House of Representatives under 


certain contingencies may be called to perform the duties of President 
of the United States, and yet the Senator has seen the House of Repre- 
sentatives put a man in the place of the Speaker of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to preside for more than one day or two days or three days. 

Mr. BAYARD. Did the er do so or the House? 

Mr. FRYE. The Speaker did it; and under the existing rules in the 
House of Representatives the Speaker himself in case of illness may 
appoint some one to perform the duties of the chair for a time not ex- 
ceeding ten days; and yet that Speaker of that House may be a suc- 
cessor to the President of the United States, and I never heard of the 
slightest inconvenience. I never heard the question raised when the 
rules were under discussion in that House in relation to that matter 
that it was not within the power of the Speaker to designate some one 
under that rule to perform the duties of the chair for ten days. 

I say, Mr. President, what I said when I rose to my feet and noth- 
ing more, that in my judgment the committee in this rule simply con- 
sulted the convenience of the Senate and the presiding officer; and 
I say further, that to-morrow and next day (two days) the Senator 
from Massachusetts will preside in this body in place of the President 
pro tempore by unanimous consent of the United States Senate. Now, 
does the Senator from Delaware maintain for a moment that if the 
President of the United States should die to-morrow Mr. EDMUNDS, 
of Vermont, would not be President pro tempore of the Senate? 

Mr. BAYARD. TheSenator is begging the question, it seems to me, 
when he speaks of the unanimous consent of the Senate, for that, I ap- 
prehend, would cure all defects in regard to our action. 

Mr. FRYE. If there is any difficulty with the Constitution of the 
United States, or any conflict with it, unanimous consent, of course, 
would not cure that. 

Mr. BAYARD. Unanimous consent may do many things here. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, one word more. I have learned that 
when I have a matter in my charge the more talking I do the more 
delay I cause and the more speeches I am liable to provoke; and there- 
fore my rule is when I have a matter in to do just as little talk- 
ing as it is possible for me to do. Now, I understand in the open 
Senate out of committee this whole question is to be met once more. 
This amendment which has been offered here by the Senator from Ar- 
kansas will be offered again, and in the full Senate ample debate can be 
had upon the proposition and will be had. I hope, therefore, that the 
Senators will now not insist upon the yeas and nays upon this third 
clause, but will allow the vote pro forma to be for the clause, and allow 
us to proceed with the consideration of the next rule, and before a great 
while I shall consent that there may be an adjournment. 

Mr. MAXEY. The Senator has not answered the question I put. 

Mr. FRYE. I beg pardon. 

Mr. MAXEY. He followed off the question interjected by the Sena- 
tor from Delaware, and did not answer mine. That question was 
whether or not we have power to confer on the President pro tempore of 
the Senate other and higher powers than those conferred by the Consti- 
tution on the Vice-President, and if we have no such authority how we 
can this rule. y 

Mr. FRYE. I will answer that by saying that I have not the slightest 
question on earth that we have full and ample power to clothe the 
President pro tempore of the Senate with power to substitute some one 
in his place to perform the duties of the chair one hour, or one day, or 
three days, or ten days, or twenty. D 

Mr. EY. If he is a constitutional officer just as much as the 
Vice-President I do not see why the same reasoning the Senator adopts 
as to the Vice-President does not apply to him, that we can not add to 
his authority. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption of 
the third clause of the first rule. [Putting the question.] The noes 
seem to have it. 

Mr FRYE. [asked that pro forma this clause might be considered 
adopted, because in a full Senate we areto have the amendment offered 
again. I did not suppose any Senator under the circumstances would 
object to that, and let us proceed. If it is objected to, and if the de- 
cision of the Chair is to be that the noes have it, then as a matter of 
course I shall demand the yeas and nays, and I do not like to take the 
yeas and nays now. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would state to the Senator 
from Maine that it is a mere question of the form of stating the ques- 
tion in the Senate. When the Committee of the Whole reports to the 
Senate it reports simply a proposition to strike out this third clause, 
and that can be amended in the Senate, if the Senate see fit, before the 
vote on that proposition is taken. -On the other hand, if it i pted, 
it can be reached by a motion there to strike out; so that it is of very 
little practical importance. 

Mr. FRYE. I do not know that it is; but I think I had better ask 
for the yeas and nays on the last clause; and pending the aing or the 
a and nays, at the request of several Senators, I shall move that the 

nate now adjourn. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. FRYE. I now move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 3 o’clock and 48 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. p 
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. ELIAS DE Wrrr HUNTLEY. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved, con- 
taigjng the following entry of an oceurrence which took place while 
the doors were closed yesterday, viz: z 

“ The PRESIDENT pro tempore notified the Senate of his intention 
of being absent from the Senate for the next two succeeding days, and 
asked unanimous consent for leave to designate a Senator to perform the 
duties of the chair during such temporary absence, which was granted. 

** Whereupon 

“The PRESIDENT pro tempore designated Mr. GEORGE F. HOAR, a 
Senator from the State of Massachusetts, to perform the duties of the 
chair during his absence.” 


COAST SURVEY REPORT, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Hoar in the chair) laid before the 
Senate a communication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting, in compliance with section 4690 of the Revised Statutes, a report 
of Professor J. E. Hilgard, Superintendent United States Coast and 
Geodetic Survey, showing the progress made in that work during the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1883; which was ordered to lie on the table 
and ‘be printed. 

< PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. MCMILLAN presented a memorial of the Legislature of the 
State of Minnesota; which was read, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, as follows: 


Memorial to Congress in relation to | eaten at bridges on the Mississippi 
ver, 


To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States in Congress assembled : 
The memorial of the Legislature of the State of Minnesota respectfully repre- 


sents: 

That the piers of many of the railway bridges crossing the Mississippi River 
are a very serious hinderance to navigation. The steamers frequently collide 
with them, and sometimes great loss of life is thereby occasioned, and that 
there is annually a great loss of property, and that they are constantly a great 
— of danger and dread to those who have business or who travel upon the 

iver. 

That in accordance with the act of Congress approved March 3, 1875, a board 
of United States engineers was convened in Saint Louis, and after an exhaust- 
ive examination of the subject they submitted a report tothe honorable the Sec- 
retary of War February 19, 1877, in which they recognized the t necessity 
for sheer-booms and recommended plans for the same at the y us bridges. 

That in 1882 Maj. A. Mackenzie, United States engineer in charge of the river 
oprotten meres Sapin Anthony's geass = mouth of ge heres thal 
constantly witnessing danger to life and property at the bridge piers 
and the consequent esate the protection thereat, submitted a report to the 
Chief of Engineers, United States Army, in which much important information 
was given upon the subject, and the sheer-booms urgently recommended. 
Therefore, your memorialists would respectfully but urgently su t that the 
interest of commerce, the security of property, and the safety of life impera- 
tively demand that, at the earliest possible moment, s be placed at 
the various bridges in substantial accordance with the plans and recommenda- 
tions above alluded to. 

Be it resolved (the assembl conning. That the governor be, and he is hereby. 
requested to subscribeand forward the memorial to the President of the United 
States, the President of the United States Senate, the Speaker of the House of 
Representatives, and to each of our Senators and Representatives in the Con- 
gress of the United States, 

C. A. GILMAN, 


e President of the Senate. 


L. FL s 
Speaker of the House of epresentatives. 
Approved March 1, A. D. 1883. e af sins any 
STATE OF MINNESOTA, 
Department of State. 
I hereby certify that I have carefully arg faye fo ing with the original 
is a true ana so 


now on file in this department, and that it correct copy thereof, 
and of the whole of the same. ee 


Witness my hand and the great seal of the State this llth day of December, 


A.D. 1883. 
FRED VON BAUMBACH, 
Secretary of State. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I have quite a number of memorials from the 
Legislature of Minnesota, and I suggest that their reading be omitted, 
and that they be inserted in the RECORD without reading, to save time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No objection being made, it will be so 
ordered. ‘The memorials will be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. MCMILLAN presented the following memorials from the Legis- 
lature of Minnesota; which were referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD. 

Joint resolution requesting Congress to fix the head of navigation of the Min- 
nesota River. 
Be it resolved by the Legislature of the State of Minnesota: 
That our Senators and Representatives in Congress be requested to procure 


the passage of an act of Con; fixing the head of navigation of the Minnesota 
River at New Ulm, Brown County, Minnesota. 
5 the secretary of state is requested to forward copies of this 
resolution to each of our Senators and Representatives in Congress. 
i L. FLETCHER, 
Speaker of the House of Ri ntatives, 
C. A. GILMAN, 
President of the Senate. 
Approved February 26, A. D. 1883, 


STATE OF MINNESOTA, 
Department of State. 


Thereby certify that I have carefully compared the foregoing with the origi- 
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nal now on file in this department, and thaf it is a true and correct copy thereof, 


and of the whole of the same. , : 
Witness my hand and the great seal of the State this llth day of December, 
FRED VON BAUMBACH, 


Secretary of State. 


Joint resolution instructing our Senators and requesting our Representatives in 
Congress to use their best endeavors to secure such appropriations as gnay be 
necessary to carry on theimprovements of the Mississippi River. 

Whereas the importance of continuing the work of the improvement of the 
Mississippi River in the interest of cheap transportation is a matter of national 
interest: Therefore, A 
Be it resolved by the Legislaturë of the Siate of Minnesota : 

Srctiox 1. That our Senators in Congress be, and they are hereby, instructed, 
and our Representatives be, and they are hereby, requested, to use their best en- 
deavors to secure such appropriations as may be necessary to carry on the im- 
provement of the Mississippi River. 

Sec, 2. That the secretary of state is requested to forward copies of these reso- 
Jutions to each of our Senators and Representatives in Congress. 

C. A. GILMAN, 
President of the Senate. 
ETCHER, 


L. FL 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


STATE OF MINNESOTA, 
Depariment of State. 


Approved February 24, A. D. 1883. 


1 hereby certify that I have carefully com the foregoing with the origi 
nal now on file in thisdepartment, that it is a true and correct copy thereof, 
and of the whole of the same. 

Witness my hand and the great sea] of the State this llth day of December, A. 

[seat] FRED VON BAUMBACH, 

z Secretary of State. 


Memorial to the House of Representatives. 


To the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled : 
Your memorialists, the Legislature of the State of Minnesota, would respect- 


fally but raf ciata represe g si 

That B one Lake, which is but an enlargement of the Minnesota River 
and Lake verse, but five miles distant therefrom, and which discharges its 
waters by the way of the Bois de Sioux River into the Red River of the Northat 
Breckinridge, are each about thirty-five mijes long, with a width of from one 
anda half totwo miles, and sosituated in the great valley which extends from the 
northern boundary of the State to the mouth of the Minnesota River that by 
embracing them in the “reservoir system” now being prosecuted by the Gov- 
t ip this State the excess of waters caused by annual and disastrous 


to render the Minnesota River navigable throughout its length, and also extend 
the navigation of the Red River of the North southward about one hundred 
miles to the foot of said Big Stone Lake. i 

That the preliminary surveys have shown the entire practicability of the proj- 
ect above foreshadowed, and at a comparatively small cost, while its immense 
advantages to the people of Western Minnesota and Eastern Dakota are too 


ov hor fo aps Syer A respectful]; Congress that tak 
erefore your memo u upon Con; you e 
such spoons Bee promptaction as will Fondi in nsocenpiishing the objects herein 
set fo. 
Speaker of the Hi m of Represeniaiives 
ouse oj 
C. A. GILMAN, 
President of the Senate. 


Approved February 8, A. D. 1883. 
STATE OF MINNESOTA, 
Department 


of State. 
I hargan that I have carefull Sopar the foregoing with the ogee 
now on file in this department, and it isatrueand correct copy thereof,and 
of the whole of the same. f > ; 
IR BY MN SOS Ee SEN Re Dee this lith day of December, 


[seav.] FRED VON BAUMBACH, 
Secretary of Slate, 


A memorial to the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States. 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States : 

Your memorialists, the Legislature of the State of Minnesota, respectfully rep- 
resent that further and more liberal appropriations are urgently demanded for 
the immediate improvement of the Peat le of Duluth. 

The expansion of the commerce tributary to that point has been so manifestly 
and largely out of proportion to the extension of harbor facilities thata further 
failure to angment the appropriations must result in the obstruction of such 
commerce or its diversion to unnatural and less economical channels. 

The water front in said harbor, so improved as to be presently available for 
commerce, is not at all commensurate to the variety and magnitude of the ship- 
ping interests which are now senaia seeking accommodation at that port. 

herefore your memorialists pray for an immediate and substantial increase 
of the appropriations for that harbor. 
0. A. GILMAN, 


L. FLETCHER, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives, 


STATE OF MINNESOTA 

Department of State, 
I hereby certify that I have compared the foregoing with the original now on 
file in ine Sten, and that it is a true and correct copy thereof, and of the 


whole of the same. 
Witness my hand and the great seal of the State this lth day of December, 


A. D, 1883. 
[sear] FRED VON BAUMBACH, 
Secretary of State. 


A memoriál to Congress saking sri koproptiation fr the construction of a light- 
house at Grand on Lake Superior. 

To the Senate and He Representatives of the United States in Congress assembled : 

Your memorialists, the Legislature of the State of Minnnesota, respectfully 

represent that the necessity for a r of refuge upon the north shore of Lake 

Superior has been heretofore reconnue by your honorable body by appropri- 

ations which have been made for the partial improvement of such a rat 

constantly increasing commerce of the lake demands 

pushed to early completion. Your memorialists 


Approved January 22, A. D. 1883. 


Grand Marais; that the 
that such improvements be 


therefore pray that such further and adequate appropriations may be promptly 

made as will insure a commodious harbor of refuge at Grand Marais, ae pope 

wae Aiet hone, without which the improvements already made will be of 
ue. 


Approved February 23, A. D. 1883. 

STATE OF MINNESOTA, 
Department of State. 

I hereby certify that I have carefully compared the foregoing with the original 
now on file in this department, and that itis a true and correct copy thereof, and 
of the whole of the same. 

Witness my hand and the great seal of the State this llth day of December, 


A. D. 1883. 
FRED VON BAUMBACH, 
Secretary of State 


{sEaL.] 

He also presented a memorial from the Legislature of Minnesota; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 
be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


A memorial to the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives in Con- 
gress assembled, 

Your memorialists, the senate and house of representatives of the State of 
Minnesota, most respectfully represent that 

Whereas, under and by laws of the State of Minnesota, a judgment isa 
lien on real estate only upon and after the docketing of such judgment in the 
county in which such estate lies; and 

Whereas the courts of the United States in this State have held that the 
aforesaid provision of law is inapplicable to judgments rendered by the United 
States courts, and that such judgment when docketed in the office of the clerk 
of such courts becomes a lien on all rea) estate in any and every county in the 
fore Sg esa the docketing of such judgments in the county in which such real 

es; 

Whereas the existence of different rules in the same State as to the liens of 
judgments is misleading to the public, and the making of a j ent a lien 
on any real estate in any county in which such judgment is not docketed is a 
great and manifest hardship and inconvenience: Therefore, your memorialista 
respectfully and earnestly pray that a law be enacted by Congress making the 
eee an amet Pente gun Se ARA lavoro than tats tar the TOGOA RITE: 


Resolved, That our Senators in Congress be instructed and our Representatives 
uested to use their influence to secure the passage of such a law. 
Taid fader, The secretary of state is hereby directed to send an authen- 
ee ey oe this memorial to each of our Senators and Representatives in 
ingress. 


C. A. GILMAN, 
President of the Senate 
Speaker of the Hie ape 
louse of Representatives 
Approved March 3, A. D, 1883. y 
STATE OF MINNESOTA, 
Department of State. 
I hereby certify that I have carefully compared the fi ing with the originat 
now on file in this department, and that it is a true and correct copy thereof, 
and of the whole of the same, : 
Pig my hand and the great seal of the State this lith day of December, A. 
{seax.] FRED VON BAUMBACH, 
Secretary of State. 


Healso presented a memorial of the Legislature of Minnesota; which 
was referred to the Committee on Railroads, and ordered to be printed 
in the RECORD, as follows: 


A joint resolution, asking immediate adjustment of land grants to railroads in 
this State. 


Whereas millions of acres of land in this State have been granted to railroads 
and have been withdrawn from settlement and are untaxed; and 
Whereas many such grants have not been adjusted, and lands not falling 
within the grant are thus withheld from market or are untaxed; and 
Yao some of such grants have been forfeited by reason of non-compliance 
on part of the reread compary to which the grant been made with inten- 
an 


tions of the 

Whereas it requires an act of Congress or the decree of a court to forfeit the 
land of a defaul railroad company: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the Legislature of the State of Minnesota, That the interest of the 
State and of the citizens requires that all land grants to railroads should be ad- 
justed at the earliest ible day, or that in all cases when any railroad com- 

ny has not complied with the conditions of the grant to it, such grant should 

at once declared forfeited. 

Surther, That our Senators and Representatives in Congress are re- 
quested to use all honorable means to secure an immediate adjustment of such 
pane hor = aedis forfeiture of any grant the terms of which have not becn 
comp! r 

Resolved further, That the secretary of state be, and is hereby, requested to for- 
warda copy of this resolution to our Senators and Representatives in Congress at 
as early aday as practicable. 

C. A. GILMAN, 


President of the Senate. 
L. FLETCHE: 
Speaker of the House of p peber A 


STATE OF MINNESOTA, 
Department of State. 


I hereby certify that I have carefully com the fo: ing with the original 
now on file in this department, and that it is a true and correct copy thereof, 
and of the whole of the same. f 

Witn@ss my hand and the great seal of the State this 11th day of December, 


A. D. 1883. 
[SEAL] FRED VON BAUMBACH, 
Secretary of State. 
He also presented a memorial of the Legislature of Minnesota; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed 
in the RECORD, as follows: 
A joint resolution for the relief of John Fenske. 


Whereas John Fenske, of the city of New Ulm, in the county of Brown, and 
State of Minnesota, on the 18th day of August, A.D. 1862, while in the employ- 


Approved February 17, A. D. 1833. 


1883. 


ment of the United States as a mechanic, and while endeavoring to save the 
perty of the Government from destruction, received a severe wound from 
jioux indians, whereby he trad alee ys disabled ; and $ 

Whereas a bill has been introduced in the Congress of the United-States pro- 
viding that the name of said John Fenske be placed on the roll of invalid pen- 
sioners: Therefore, 

Be il resolved by the Legislature of the State of Minnesota, That our Senators and 
Representatives in Congress be, and are hereby, required to use their influence 
to secure the immediate of an act granting an invalid pension to said 
John Fenske, and that the same date from the time of receiving said injury. 

Resolved, That the secretary of state forward a copy of these resolutions to 
each of our Senators and Representatives in Congress, 

C. A. GILMAN, 


President of the Senate. 
L. FLETCHER, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
Approved February 14, A. D. 1883. > 
STATE OF MINNESOTA, 
Department of State, 
I hereby certify that I have carefully compared the foregoing with the origi- 
nal now on file in this department, and that it is à true and correct copy thereof, 


and of the whole of the same. 
Witness my hand and the great seal of the State this llth day of December, 


A. D. 1883. 
[seat] FRED VON BAUMBACH, 
Secretary of State. 

Mr. INGALLS presented the petition of C. W. Buttz and 180 other 
residents of Lisbon, Dak., praying for the passage of a law removing the 
limitation from the arrears-of-pension act; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, presented the petition of Calhoun, Rob- 
bins & Co. and other merchant importers from Austria-Hungary, pray- 
ing for a refund of excessive duties arking from overvaluation of the 
Austniin florin in the year 1878; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. GARLAND presented the petition of Levy E. Stevens, successor 
to the claim of John A. Coan, Government lessee of certain plantations 
in Louisiana, praying to be reimbursed for cotton belonging to him and 
seized at Natchez by the military authorities of the United States; 
which was referred to the Committee en Claims. 

Mr. LOGAN presented a petition of citizens of Washington, D. C., 
praying for the reinstatement of Philip Thompson as policeman on the 
metropolitan force; whieh was referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of ex-soldiers at the National Soldiers’ 
Home, Elizabeth City County, Virginia, praying for the passage of the 
bill commonly known as the equalization-of-bounty bill: which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GORMAN presented the petition of W. A. Boyd and other citi- 
zensof Baltimore, Md., dealers and manufacturers of tobacco and cigars, 
praying for the passage of an act making an appropriation for the claims 
for rebate of taxes as provided for by the act of March 3, 1883; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. MAXEY presented additional papers to accompany the bill (S. 
536) for the relief of Capt. Nicholas J. Bigley: which were referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. INGALLS. I report from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, with the recommendation that it do pass without amendment, 
the bill (S. 616) to establish a standard of time in the District of Co- 
lumbia, and after the conclusion of the morning business I will ask that 
the bill may be considered to-day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be placed on the Galen- 
dar. 

Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 26) granting permission to En- 
sign L. K. Reynolds, United States Navy, to accept the decoration of 
the Royal and Imperial Order of Francis Joseph fram the Government 
of Austria, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 47) for the relief of Frances E. Stewart, administratrix of 
Michael 8. Stewart, deceased, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr, MANDERSON, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (8. 12) for the relief of Elizabeth Carson, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon; which was or- 
dered to be printed. 

GEORGE A. CLARKE AND W. H. H, ST. JOHN. 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada. Iam instructed by the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was re- 
ferred a resolution for the payment of $720 to the mother ef 
A. Clarke and $600 to the widow of W. H. H. St. John, to report the 
resolution without amendment; and I should like to have it placed im- 
mediately upon its passage. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? 

Mr. INGALLS. Let it be first read, so that we may understand what 
it is. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to pay out of the misce}laneons items of the contingent fund of the 
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Senate to Mrs. V. Quin, moe a George A. Clarke, deceased, iate mes- 
senger in charge of the room of the cial Reporter of the Senate, the sum of 
$720, being an reget al to six months’ salary as messenger aforesaid; and 
to the widow of W. H. H. St. John, late messenger in charge of store-room, the 
sum of $600, being an amount equal to six months’ salary as messenger afore- 
said; the above sums to be considered as including the funeral expenses and all 
other allowances. 


The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the resolu- 
tion as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I wish to explain that the persons for 
whom the relief is provided come within the rule adopted by the Sen- 
ate to give six months’ pay, which shall be in lieu of funeral expenses 
and all other allowances, in case of death of officers in the employ of 
the Senate. These officers died since the last session of Congress, and 
the resolution allows six months’ pay, which includes funeral expenses 


and all other allowances, to each of the parties named.. They were in . 


the employ of the Senate at the time they died. 
The resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PAY OF CONGRESSIONAL EMPLOYES. 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I am also directed by the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was 
referred the joint resolution (S. R. 31) to pay. the employés of the two 
Houses of Congress their salaries for the current month on the 20th in- 
stant, to report it with an amendment; and I ask for its present consid- 
eration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I call attention to the fact that the com- 
mittee recommend an amendment making the time of payment the 22d 
instead of the 20th instant, it being found to be impossible to make 
payment on the 20th on account of the changes of the officers here. The 
joint resolution was changed -so as to require the payment to be made 
on the 22d instant. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In the last line of the joint resolution, after 
the word ‘‘the,’’ it is proposed to strike out the word ‘‘20th"’ and to 
insert the word ‘‘22d;¥ so as to read: 

That the 
tivesle, und thy ate hereby, authorised tod directed to pay the exrployee of 
the two Houses of Congress their salaries for the current month on the md inst. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
was read the third time, and passed. : 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A joint resolution to pay the 
employés of the two Houses of Congress their salaries for the current 
month on the 22d instant.” 


. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. COKE agked and, by unanimous consert, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 801) to grant tothe Texas, Oklahoma and Kansas Rail- 
way Company a right of way through the Indian Territory, and for 
other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Railroads. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 802) to fix and render certain the terms of thy United 
States cirenit and district courts in the eastern and northern districts 
of Texas; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intre- 
duce a bill (S. 803) for the reliet of Overton Love and the administra- 
trix of Wyatt Gilschrist; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. ` 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to introduce 
a bill (S. 804) for the relief of William Beddo and others; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CULLOM asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 805) to provide for the acceptance by the United States 
of the grant of the Ilinois and Michigan Canal and all its appurtenances 
from the State of Illinois; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to introduce 
a bill (S. 806) for the relief of John McNellis; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to introduce 
a bill (S. 807) for the relief of John H. Shugart and Robert F. Shugart; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. SEWELL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 808) for the relief of Mrs. Julia L. Williams, admin- 
istratrix of the estate of William P. Williams, deceased; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, asked and, by unanimous consent, ob 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. 809) to indemnify the State of Cali 
fornia for balances paid and remaining due on account of indebtedness 


SS 


166 


incurred in the Indian wars, for the payment of which said State issued 
bonds in 1851 and 1852, a part of which remain unpaid owing to delays 
vecasioned by War Department rulings under the act of Congress of 
August 5, 1854; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 


' duce a bill (S. 810) for the relief of the State of California; which was 


read twice by its title, and referred the Committee on Finance. - 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 81) to indemnify the State of California for balances paid 
and remaining due on account of indebtedness incurred in the Indian 
wars in said State, for the payment of which the State of California 
issued bonds in the year 1862; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 812) for the relief of certain citizens of the United States 
and occupants of lands within one mile of the military post of Camp 
Independence, Inyo County, California; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 813) for the restoration of the Klamath River Indian 
reservation, in the State of California, to the public domain; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leaye to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 814) for the relief of Thomas Guineau, of California; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Publie Lands. 

Mr. GIBSON asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 815) to extend the limits of the port of New Orleans; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 816) to amend the act entitled ‘‘An act to encourage the 
establishment of publie marine schools,” approved June 20, 1874, and 
the act amendatory of the same, approved March 3, 1881; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to introduce 
a bill (S. 817),to permit Henry Vignaud, of Louisiana, second secretary 
of the legation of the United States at Paris, to receive the decoration 
of the Legion of Honor of France; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. FAIR asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 818) to provide for the sinking of artesian wells on Gdy- 
ernment land in the State of Nevada; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr.SLATER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 819) for the relief of Avery D. Babcock and wife, of 
Oregon; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
dnce a bill (S. 820) to authorize the Oregon Pacific Railroad Company 
to construct one or more bridges across the Willamette”River, in the 
State of Oregon, and to establish them as post-roads; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

_ Mr. CALL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 821) to regulate the subletting of contracts for car- 
rying thgUnited States mail; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 822) providing for the auditing and payment of claims 
of soldiers who served in the several Indian wars in Florida; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Af 
fairs. 

Mr. LOGAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 823) for the relief of Thomas Lynch; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. INGALLS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S, 824) to establish a municipal code for the District of 
Columbia; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. INGALLS. With regard to the bill for the establishment of a 
municipal code, as it is very voluminons, I will inquire at the Docu- 
ment Room before the usual order to print is made. It may be that 
copies sufficient remain for the use of the committee, and if so it need 
not be reprinted. I move the reference of the bill to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. INGALLS (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. 825) to promote the efficiency of the 
Army; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 826) to provide for the appointment of a commission to 
investigate the subject of railroad transportation; which was read twice 

by its title, and referred to the Committee on Railroads. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York (by request), asked and, by unanimous 
consent, obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. 827) for the relief of Hiram 
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Anderson and others; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. 828) granting a pension to Thomas Patton; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VAN WYCK asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 829) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Missouri River at some accessible point within five miles of 
the town of Decatur, in the county of Burt, in the State of Nebraska; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leaye to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 830) for the relief of John Fraser; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. JONAS (by pg try! asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. 831) for the relief of Dr. Robert Carter; 
which was read twice by its title, and, together with the papers on file 
in the case, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HAWLEY asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 832) granting a pension to Sarah Nicoll Crane; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GEORGE asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 833) to release the American Baptist Home Mission 
Society from the conditions of the sale of the marine hospital build- 
ing and grounds at Natchez, Miss.; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, asked and, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. 834) relating to the public lands 
of the United States, and to require payment of costs in certain cases 
of trespass or conversion of material therefrom; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Publie Lands. 

Mr. GARLAND asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 835) toamend section 1000 of the Revised Statutes, 
in relation to giving security in cases on appeal or writ of error; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

Mr. GORMAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 836) to amend the act of January 9, 1883, for the 
relief of John T. Hennaman; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BECK asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 837) granting a pension to Mary Joyce; which was. 
read twice by its title, and, with accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LOGAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 838) to consolidate the Bureau of Military Justice 
and the corps of judge-advocates of the Army, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. MORGAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 839) to amend section 688 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, relating to writs of ibition, &e.; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the ittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. LOGAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a joint resolution (S. R. 32) providing for the payment ot 
laborers in Government employ for certain holidays; which was read 
phra by its title, and referred to the Committee on Education and 

r. ` 

Mr. GIBSON asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a joint resolution (S. R. 33) as to giving notice to terminate 
the convention of June 3, 1875, with His Majesty the King of the 
Hawaiian Islands; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. MILLER, of New York, it was 

Ordered, That the Tice Manufacturing Company have leave to withdraw their 
petition and papers from the files of the Senate, there having been no adverse 
report thereon, 

On motion of Mr. JONAS, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the claim of Eliza E. Hebert be taken from the 
files and referred to the Committee on Claims, subject to the rules of the Senate. 

On motion of Mr. MCPHERSON, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of Sarah E. Rose, widow of Capt. C. C. 
Rose, be withdrawn from the files of the Senate, subject to the rules in such 
cases provided. 


FREEDMAN’S SAVINGS AND TRUST COMPANY. 


Mr. MORRILL. I ask leave to submit the following resolution: 

Resolved, That five hundred copies of the report of the commissioner of the 
cerca Savings and Trust Company be printed for the use of the commis- 

I wish merely to say that this isa House document now in print; but 
the Committee on Printing of the House not having yet been appointed, 
it is impossible to act upon the matter there, and it would be well to 
have these five hundred copies struck off now while the document is in 


1883. 
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type. Therefore I commend the resolution to the consideration of the 
Committee on Printing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption of the 
resolution, the Chair hearing no objection to its present consideration. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
INDEMNITY RAILROAD LANDS. 
Mr. VAN WYCK submitted the following resolution; which was 
read: 

Whereas at its December term, in the year 1875, in a decision rendered in the 
case of the Leavenworth, Lawrence and Galveston Railroad Company vs. The 
United States, the Supreme Court of the United States construed the indemnity 
elause found in the t made by Congress in aid of said road, and held that 
under such a grant indemnity lands are allowed in lieu only of lands originally 
included in the grant, but which are afterwards sold or disposed of by the United 
States between the date of the grant and the date when the granted lands be- 
come identified by the definite location of the line of the road; and 

Whereas on the 5th day of June, 1880, Attorney-General Devens, to whom the 
question had been referred by Hon. Carl Schurz, then Secretary of the Interior, 
rendered an opinion, in which, referring to the language of the Supreme Court 
in the above-named case in regard to the indemnity authorized by t under 
consideration, he stated that in the circuit court for the district of Wisconsin, in 
1879, Justice Harlan had expressed different views from those announced by the 
Supreme Court of the United States, and held that under a grant similar to that 
involved in the case of the Leavenworth, Lawrence and Galveston Railroad Com- 
pany vs. The United States indemnity lands are allowed in lieu of lands di 
of by the United States either before or after the date of the grant, and therefore 
ad the Secretary of the Interior to return to the practice which had pre- 
vailed in his Department prior to the above-mentioned decision of the Supreme 
Court, and award indemnity lands to railroad companies in lieu of lands other- 
wise disposed of by the United States, either before or after the dates of their 
respective grants; and 

Whereas Secretary Schurz, on the 16th of October, 1880, accepted the opinion 
of Attorney-General Devens, and directed the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office to be governed thereby in the certification of indemnity lands to 
railroad companies instead of being governed by the ruling of the Supreme 
Court of the United States: Therefore, A 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be requested to inform the Senate 
how much land has been certified or patented for the benefit of railroad com- 

iessince the date of the above-named decision of the Supreme Court of the 
Jnited States as indemnity forlandssold or otherwise disposed of by the United 
States prior to the dates of the respective grants, and in aid of what roads such 
nts or certified lists have been issued or are intended to be issued, and that 
1e farther inform the Senate whether the order of his predecessor directing the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office to be governed by the opinion of the 
Attorney-General and the alleged decision of the United States circuit court for 
the district of Wisconsin rather than by the decision of the Supreme Court of 
the United States is still in force in his Department, f 


Mr. VAN WYCK. Iask for the present consideration of this res- 
ointion. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let it lie over and be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will lie over and be 
printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the joint resolution (S. R. 
31) authorizing the payment of the salaries of the employés of the two 
Houses of Congress on the 22d instant. 


DISTRICT STANDARD TIME. 


Mr. INGALLS. If there are no further concurrent or other resolu- 
tions, I ask the Senate now to consider the bill (S. 616) to establish a 
standard of time in the District of Columbia, reported from the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia this morning. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The morning business is concluded, 
and the Senator from Kansas asks unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the bill indicated by him. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It provides that the legal standard of 
time in the District of Columbia shall hereafter be the mean time of 
the seventy-fifth meridian of longitude west from Greenwich; but this 
shall not be so construed as to affect existing contracts. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, and ordered 
to a third reading. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
fall. 

The bill was read the third time at length, and passed. 


ARMY MEDICAL DEPARTMENT BUILDING. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the following mes- 
sage from the President of the United States; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: i 


I transmit herewith for the consideration of Congress a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, dated December 13th instant, inclosing one from the Surgeon-Gen- 
eral of the Army, submitting a special estimate for funds in the sum of $200,000 
for the erection in this city of a suitable fire-proof building to contain the records, 
library, and museum of the Medical Department of the Army, together with 
preliminary plans for said building and copies of reports, &c., in relation to the 


subject. 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, December 17,1883. 


ROUND VALLEY INDIAN RESERVATION, 


I should like to have the bill read over again in 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and louse of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a communication of 3d instant from the Secretary of the In- 
terior, submitting, with accompanying papers, a draught ofa bill for the payment 


of the value of certain improvements made by certain settlers on the Round 
Valley Indian reservation, in the State of California, as appraised under the act 
approved March 3, 1873. 

he subject is presented for the consideration of vito ng 


R A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, December 17, 1883. 


NAVAL COLOR TESTS. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


I transmit herewith for the consideration of Congress a communication from 
the Secretary of the Navy, dated the 10th instant, inclosing a letter from the 
Surgeon-General of the Navy respecting the advisabiNty of providing for rep- 
resentation on the part of the United States in any international convention that 
may be organized for the purpose of establishing uniform standards of measure 
of color-perception and acuteness of vision. 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 


EXECUTIVE Mansion, December 17, 1883. 
INDIAN LANDS IN WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 


The piesipin G OFFICER laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed : 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith a communication of the 4th instant from the Secretary of 
the Interior, with draught of Lap kept 3) and ratify an agreement made with 
Chief Moses and other Indians forthe relinquishment of certain lands in Wash- 
ington Territory, and to make the necessary appropriations for carrying the 
Pitan acideck ie jeeseuted Sie Gos conmeaeetion OF Congress 

e subj presen for the consideration of the 


ER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE Mansion, December 17, 1883. £ 
ABANDONED MILITARY RESERVATIONS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith for the consideration of Congress a communication from 

the Secretary of War, dated December 14, 1883, upon the subject of abandoned 


military reservations, and renewing his former recommendation for such legis- 
lation as will provide for the disposal of military sites that are no longer needed 


for military purposes. 
N CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MAnsion, December 19, 1883. 


CROW INDIAN DEFICIENCY, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the followi 
message from the President of the United States; which was refe 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith a letter from the Secretary of the Interior, inclosing a 
copy of a communication from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, setting forth 
the necessity of a deficiency Spptopristion of $78,110 for the purchase of supplies 
for the balance ofthe present 


EXECUTIVE MAxsIox, December 19, 1883. 
CHICAGO, MILWAUKEE AND SAINT PAUL RAILROAD. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the following 
m from the President of the United States; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : n 

I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of the Interior of the 
4th instant, submitting, with accompanying Papers, draught of a bill “to accept 
and ratify certain agreements made with the Sioux Indians, and to grant a right 
of way to the Chicago, Milwaukee and Saint Paul Railway Company through 
the Sioux reservation in Dakota.” 

The matter is presented for the consideration of the Co! 


CHEST 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, December 17, 1883. 
CHEHALIS INDIAN RESERVATION. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, sub- 
mitting a draught of a bill “ providing for allotment of lands in severalty to the 
Indians residing upon the Chehalis reservation in Washington Territory, and 
granting patents therefor,” with accompanying report from the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs upon the subject. ‘ 

The matter is presented for the consideration of the Congress, 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 


| year for the Crow Indians. 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 


R A, ARTHUR. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, December 17, 1883. 
KICKAPOO INDIAN LANDS, ETC. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


I transmit herewith a communication of the lith instant from the Secretary 
of the Interior, submitting, with accompanying papers, draught of a bill “to pro- 
vide for the issuance of patents for certain lands in the Indian Territory occu- 
pied by the Kickapoo, Iowa, and other Indians.” 

The matter is presented for the consideration of the Con: 


gress. 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXxecttTive Manstox, December 17,1883. 
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DECEMBER 19, 


PUBLIC RECORDS BUILDING. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith for the consideration of Congress a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, dated the 15th instant, inclosing one from the Quartermaster-Gen- 
eral, setting forth the neonas FOr AO OEO of a fire-proof building in 
this city for the storage of the pi AA 


Executive MANSION, December 19,1883. 


FORT HALL AND LEMHI RESERVATIONS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the following 
m from the President of the United States; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, of 
the 4th instant, submitting, with accompanying papers, draught of a bill “to 
accept and ratify the a ment submitted by the Shoshones, Bangpcks, and 
Sheepeaters of the Fort Hall and Lemhi reservations in Idaho, May , 1880, for 
the sale of a portion of their land in said Territory, and for other purposes, and 
to make the necessary appropriations for carrying out the same.” 

The matter is presented for the consideration of the Congress, 


CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, December 17,1883. 


NEZ PERCÉ AND OTHER INDIANS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was referred 
to fhe Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

J transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, of the 
3d instant, with accompanying papers, Anaa y a draught of a bill “ for the 
relief of the Nez Percé Indians in the Territory of Idaho, and of the allied tribes 
residing on the Grande Ronde Indian reservation in the State of Oregon.” 

The subject is presented for the consideration of the Con 


Tess, 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
ExECCTIVE MANSION, December 17, 1883. 


NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the following 

ge from the President of the United States; which was referred 

to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith a communication of the 6th instant from the Secretary 
the Interior, submitting, with accompanying papers, a draught ofa bill “toaccept 
and ratify an agreement with the confederated tribes of the Flathead, Kootenay, 
and Upper Pend d’Oreille Indians for the sale of a ion of their reservation 
in the Territory of Montana required for the use of the Northern Pacific Rail- 

Tus aaea. ia presented tor Uae eonsidieruilon of thie Gol 
3 subject is presen r the co on of the Con 

bj P CHESTER . 


ER A. ARTHUR. 
Executive MANSION, December 17, 1883, 


HOLD SETTLER,” OR ‘‘WESTERN,” CHEROKEES. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the following mes- 
sage from the President of the United States; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 
I transmit herewith a communication of the 12th instant from the Secretary 


ef the Interior, submitting a report of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs of 
December 8, 1833, and accompanying papers, on the subject of the * Old Settler,” 


er  Western,’’ Cherokees, 
CHESTER A, ARTHUR. 
Executive Mays1on, December 17, 1883. 


INDIAN LANDS IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the following mes- 
sage from the President of the United States; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of the Interior of the 
4th instant, with ogres ray eg papers, submitting a draught of a bill “to confirm 
the title to certain land in ndian ‘Territory to the Cheyennes and Arapnhoes 
and the Wichitas and affiliated bands, to provide for the issuance of patents there- 
for, and for other purposes, "* 

The subject is presented for the consideration of Ys Con; 


gress. 
HESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, December 17, 1883, 


HOLIDAY RECESS. 
Mr. INGALLS. I offer the following concurrent resolution: 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That when the 
two Houses adjourn on Thursday, the 20th day of December 1883, they stand 
adjourned till 12 o'clock meridian on Thursday, the 3d day of January, 1834, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kansas ask for 
the present consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. INGALLS. No, sir; let it lie on the table, 

Mr. HARRIS. In order that the Senate may consider it in connec- 
tion with the resolution, I move to amend by striking out ‘‘ Thursday 
the 3d of January” and inserting ‘‘ Monday the 7th of January.” 

_The PRESIDING OFFICER, TheSenate will hear the notice of the 
Senator from Tennessee that the motion will be made when the resolu- 
tion is before the Senate. The morning business is now concluded, and 

_ there is no business before the Senate. 


of 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. THOMAS O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled joint resolution (S. R. 31) authorizing the payment of 
the salaries of the employés of the two Houses of Congress on the 22d 
instant. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A subsequent message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. 
Tow tes, Chief Clerk, announced that the House had a resolu- 
tion that when the two Houses adjourn on Monday, December 24, 1883, 
they stand adjourned until Thursday, the 3d day of January, 1884; in 
which the concurrence of the Senate was requested. 


REVISION OF THE RULES. 

Mr. FRYE. I call for the regular order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theregular order is theconsideration 
of the report of the Committee on Rules, which is before the Senate as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. FRYE. As clause third-—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will first report the 
pending question. 

Mr. FRYE, If the President pleases, there will be no pending ques- 
tion on clause third of Rule 1, as I propose to withdraw my demand for 
the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeasand nays have been ordered. 

‘Mr. INGALLS. The demand may be withdrawn by unanimouscon- 


sent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unanimous censent the order of 
the Senate for the yeas and nays can be rescinded. Is there objection ? 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. FRYE. I do that because the same subject has to be considered. 
in the Senate, and it is a mere waste of time to be going over it twice. 

Mr. INGALLS. The third clause, then, of the first rule stands dis- 

to by the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The demand for the yeas and nays. 
having been withdrawn, the noes have it on the question of the ado; 
tion of the third clause of the first rule. The second proposed 1 tle 
will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Rowe I. 
ELECTION OF OFFICERS, 

The Senate may elect a Secretary, a Chief Clerk,a Principal Executive Clerk, 
a Chaplain, a Sergeant-at-Arms, and an Assistant Doorkeeper, to continue in 
office until their successors are chosen and qualified; each of whom shall take 
and subscribe the oaths Pcs by law before entering upon the duties of 
his peer ine Secretary of the Senate in open Senate, the other officers in the 
office of the Secretary. The Secretary and Sergeant-at-Arms shal] each appoint 
all the employés of his department, unless otherwise directed. 

Mr. FRYE. This is a new rule, but if simply formulates a custom 
of the Senate into a rule, the same officers having hitherto been elected 
without law or rule. 

Mr. GARLAND. Ishould like the chairman of the committee to give 
some reason that moved the committee to offer this innovation. It is 
apparent that it is a new rule, as stated by the Senator who has charge 
of the report, and I have been examining it with a view of ascertaining 
what could have been the reason for it. I am not in favor of the rule 
as it is presented, but still if I could hear the reason that prompted the 
committee I might change my mind in the matter, and possibly would 
not eare to detain the Senate by giving my reasen against it. 

Mr. FRYE. It was notregarded by the committee as a matter of any 
special importance, but in looking over the organization of the Senate, 
the election ef a President pro tempore, the administration of the oaths, 
&c., in order to preserve some proper order of proceedings, finding that 
these officers had always been elected, or elected at any rate for a long 
time, and thatthere was no rule touching the matterand that there was 
no law touching it, it was thonght better on the whole to adopt this 
asarule. Of course itis nota matter of any great importance any way, 
because a resolution can do it at any time. 

Mr. GARLAND. Now, Mr. President, looking at this in its practi- 
cal operation, I much prefer that the subject should remain just as it 
is, in the hands of the Senate at all times, to be brought up by a reso- 
lution or motion to elect the officers that may be deemed proper and 
necessary for the executien of the business of the Senate; and I believe 
it is right that it should not be fixed by any standing rule or by any 
Statute. . 

It is a little curious to consider that if a person would ask you what 
officers the Senate by law is entitled to you could not tell him. The 
Revised Statutes mention that ‘‘the following officers are employed by 
the Senate at the following salaries.’’ There is no rule saying what 


officers we shall have, and I think upon examination it is for a very 
goodreason. Itis left to the Senate to determine what officers it needs, 
what officers it may possibly need, so as not to be tied down to the com- 
pulsory election of certain classes of officers whether or no; so that at 
any time if a Senator thinks we are in need of another officer he may 
offer a resolution to that effect, or whenever we want to change our 
officers a resolution is offered, as for example by the Senator from Ohio 
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[ Mr. SHERMAN], that a certain officer be elected, or that certain officers | Mr. FRYE. I understand there is none. 


be elected by the Senate. 

For one I honestly want to come back to the custom that as I have 
been informed did once prevail in the Senate, of continuing the offi- 
cers of the Senate unless they should be removed for cause. Atevery 
new Congress, when the compositien of the Senate is partly changed, 
we are asked to elect officers, it does not matter which party is in 
power; we may preach and talk as much as we please about civil-serv- 
ice reform, but when the time comes the party that is in power seeks 
to change the officers of the Senate. I want the time to come when 
we shall stop this practice, and not fix a rule that the Senate may elect, 
because we know by what kind of interpretation it is so often said that 
‘f may” means ‘‘shall,”’ and is so interpreted. I would leave it with 
the Senate to continue its officers and to change them when it saw 
proper, and not have a standing rule that it may do this thing, that, or 
the other. ` 

I believe there is nothing so essential, as is preached here every two 
years by the abstract doctrines of Senators, as good and efficient officers 
for theenforcementof the order of the Senate and for the proper enforce- 
ment and execution of its business. 

There was once an old rule on this subject, Rule 49,and I wish to 
call the attention of the Senate to how summarily it was di with 
on ashort speech made by Mr. Benton on February 9, 1849. J will ask 
the Secretary to read what I Send to the desk. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Beytoy. Experience has satistied me and many other Senators that it 
would be advantageous to us to have no periodical elections for our higher offi- 
cers. The workings of the system have satisfactorily proved this to my own 
mind and the minds of other Senators. These officers are always in our hands 
and we can at any time discharge them for the mien FAAPE or unfaithful 
discha: of their duties. They are always in our ds, sir,and we can dis- 

at once for any delinquency of duty; therefore there is no need of 
these changes at every session. And being called upon for reasons for the intro-+ 
duction of this resolution, I will go further and say Ihave come to the stern 
determination to discountenance everybody who comes in to apply for any of 
these offices and seeks to undermine the incumbents; and that I believe it isnow 
a matter of fact that there are persons who have such an immensity of leisure 
upon their hands as to be actually working at this time—a year inadvance—for 
these offices. Now it is not right that officers engaged in the performance of 
their duties should be harassed by knowing that persons are attempting to un- 
vs Sona them and trying to get away their places during their whole term of 
oftiee. While this rule continues in force all the officers of the Senate who are 
affected by it, from the highest to the lowest, are continually subject to these 
annoyances; for, sir,among those who have violent inclinations for office there 
are many who will begin at the top, at the highest office, and come all the way 
down, until they get to the last one, like a wounded squirrel falling from thetop 
of a tree, catching and struggling at every limb, tij] at length his last support 
fails him, and he rolls upon the ground. Thus we have seen it for a long time, 
and Senators have been overwhelmed by the importunities of these office-seek- 
ers, who will take no denial, but return again and again with their application. 
Under the old rule Senators were not troubled with these applications, but from 
the moment we adopted the rule now in force we found that there was a con- 
centration of all the rejected applicants—and,God knows, their name was le- 
—upon the Senate for places. Now, sir,f hope the Senate of the United 
will be kept free from ‘applications for office and from these periodical 
changes in its offices. I have been against it from the beginning, and I brought 
in the resolution from seeing the evils of the system and with the hope thatthe 
Senate, by abolishing the rule, will free its members from the importanities of 
these applicants and its officers from the anxieties occasioned by the conscious- 
ness that there are legions of office-seekers arrani tE oy undermine them, and 
that we will retain in our own bands, as we have the full rightto do, the power 
of discharging an incompetent officer on any occasion.—Congressional , 80- 
ond session Thirtieth Congress, page 490. 


Mr. GARLAND. Theseremarksof Mr. Benton were upona resolution 
of his to repeal the then existing forty-ninth rule, providing fora biennial 
election of a Secretary and a Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate, and on the 
conclusion of this brief speech the resolution repealing the old rule was 
** considered by unanimous consent and agreed to” without a division. 
These remarks of Mr. Benton have been fully verified and emphasized 
and proved in all succeeding time to the present date. I think it is 
much better, as we now have no rule on the subject, to leave this matter, 
in Mr. Benton’s language, in the hands of the Senate to deal with as 
occasion may require. it we want faithful and efficient officers of this 
body, let us keep them when they are so, as it is the habit of the States, 
at least those States that are long settled, to keep their old sheriffs and 
their old clerks where they are faithful, it matters not to what political 
organization they may belong. 

Here is an opportunity to start this matter in the right direction; and 
I do not agree with the Senator from Maine that it is proper and ju- 
dicious to enact a rulé on this subject, but we should leave it in the 
hands of the Senate, in the language that Mr. Benton uses in the re- 
marks that I have had read from the Secretary’sdesk. For tkat reason 
I shall oppose the adoption of this proposed rule. 

Mr. FRYE. Only one*word, Mr. President. 
entirely in the hands of the Senate. If the Senate will observe the 
language, it is ‘‘ may elect,” and ‘‘to continue in office until their suc- 
cessors are chosen and qualified.” We have just elected officers. Sup- 
pose this rule is adopted; there will be nothing in the rule which should 
demand, and I can not see anything in the rule which should encourage, 
the other side of the Chamber if in two or three years from now they 
are in the majority of this body to proceed to another election. 


Mr. HARRIS. Has the Senate parted with a particlesof its power 
over the question if this rule shall be adopted ? 

Mr. FRYE. I do not understand so. 

Mr. GARLAND. That has nothing to do with the proposition I 
made. I stated emphatically that in the great legerdemain of interpre- 
tation, if you put in ‘‘may”’ and say that the Senate may do this, it is 
nothing more nor less than as was said by Mr. Benton, a standing in- 
vitation to all persons who want these offices to electioneer for them, 
and you will find that the Senate soon begins to interpret ‘“‘may’’ to 
mean “‘shall,’’ and it soon becomes, instead of a mere permissive rule, 
one of absolute compulsion according to the construction of the Senate. 
As we have worked so long andso well withont any rule on the subject, 
why not leave it in the hands of the Senate so that they may control it 
by a mere resolution at any time they see proper. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, this rule appears tobe merely a re- 
enactment or a declaration of the constitutional power of the Senate 
on this subject. The language of the Constitution is that the Senate 
“shall choose” their ‘‘ other officers.” We have even under parlia- 
mentary law, without any declaration in the Constitution, I suppose, 
and certainly without the formulation of any rule, the power abso- 
lutely over this subject. Ican not understand precisely why the com- 
mittee proposed to interpolate this among the rules of the Senate, 
unless it might be that they wished to show what it was the desire of 
the Senate should be done under that constitutional provision, because 
the constitutional provision is absolute. I suppose if technically in- 
terpreted the Senate would be compelled to choose all its officers, even 
down to a and to the messengers in the subterranean cavern be- 
neath the Capitol. But we have by this rule, if adopted, delegated to 
the Secretary and Sergeant-at-Arms the appointment of all employés 
unless otherwise provided. I cansee no reason specially why the rule 
should be-adopted, unless it may be to designate what particular offi-* 
cers the Senate shall choose under the constitutional provision. 

So far as concerns the custom to which the Senator from Arkansas 
has referred, of retaining faithful officers for a long period of time, I 
with him fully, and I wish the old traditions seats old spirit of th 
ate might be carried out. I believe the spectacle of continual changes 
in the official staff when the officers have properly and impartially per- 
formed their duties is a revolting one, and I hope that if this rule 
stands in the way of that observance (which I do not see that it does) 
it may not be adopted; otherwise I can see no reason why it should 
not be. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I agree with much that has been said 
by the Senator from Kansas, that there would be inherently, independ- 
ent of the constitutional suggestion, in a parliamentary body ex neces- 
sitate the power to change its officers and provide proper machinery for 
the transaction of its business. I have no doubt about that. But I 
think this rule isentirely superfluous, and I think i has this objection, 
which I submit to the consideration of the Senate, that it is suggestive 
that changes ought to be made. There is no necessity for creating new 
machinery. We had an instance yesterday of how easily themachinery 
works and how, without any additional lubrication, tried and trusted 
and proved officers can be displaced for others. There is no necessity 
therefore for the rule. 

But I wish very much, sir, that while there is no rule upon the sub- 
ject, that which was the unwritten law of this body and which pre- 
vailed for many years, greatly to the advancement of public business 
and to the reputation of the body, should continue to prevail. In 1879, 
after an interval of nearly twenty years, the Democratic party was found 
to have a majority of members in this Chamber. In the twenty years 
there had been a most diligent process of winnowing from out of the 
public service every man who could be suspected of sympathy or affilia- 
tion with the doctrines of that party. In the executive branch and all 
its departments, in the House of Representatives, and here in tbe Sen- 
ate the same rule had prevailed; and Democrats were exceeding] y scarce 
holding office of any kind in the executive, legislative, or judicial de- 
partments under the authority of the United States. Perhaps it was a 
natural order of things. When therefore the Senate passed into their 
hands there was a more than usual demand and pressure that the few 
places to which they could by any means be made successfully eligi- 
ble should be filled in some degree by them. I appreciated that feel- 
ing, but I did not fully agree with the majority of my political brethren 
in this body on that subject. I believed then that where there had 
been able, courteous, honest, efficient employés of this body, they ought 
not to be discharged because the accident, the ebb and flow, of political 


This rule leaves it/ power had brought a majority of Democrats on this floor. One result 
| of my efforts and those of others associated with me was testified by the 


retention in the service of the Senate of a number of amiable and ex- 
cellent gentlemen, some of whom remain here yet. There was nosuch 
thing as a ‘‘clean sweep;’’ and the fact remains before the country un- 
denied and undeniable that yesterday morning before these removals 
commenced a majority in number of the official force of the Senate were 
of persons holding opposite political opinions to the Democrats of the 


Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Maine will allow me to ask, is | Senate, and not only a majority in number of mere numerical force, but, 
| if you choose to descend to a still lower particular, a majority imthe 
amount of salaries which they drew, . 


there any reason why to-morrow the Senate may not displace any one | if 


of the newly-elected officers and elect a successor and qualify him? 
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In 1879, however, when there was a proposition for change, I would 
say to the Senate that there was justification for that change. We wished 
to remove the Secretary of the Senate because the Secretary of the Sen- 
ate had been the aggressive, violent, denunciatory opponent of more 
than one-half of the members of this Chamber and the party to which 
they belonged, both in public and in private. He had made his office 
the center of active, ive campaigning, in which the motives and 
the character and the objects of the Democratic majority were aspersed 
most unjustifiably and improperly; and I believe, placing that matter 
fairly and squarely before the self-respect of the Senate, they were en- 
titled to have at least some one holding that office and exercising its 
powers who did not consider and treat and publish them as revolution- 
ists, in whose hands the public power of this Government would not be 
safe. It was perfectly justified. 

Without meaning to speak unkindly of any one who was then dis- 
placed, I do mean to say there was no displacement in my judg- 
ment but what was for the benefit of the publicserviceso far as efficiency 
and ability were concerned. ‘‘Comparisons are odious;’’ the events are 
past: I would not wish to reflect unkindly personally on any one who 
then held office; but I do mean to say that there was an active and ac- 
tual reform practically in the changes then made. 

But let us see something of the doctrine which was professed at that 
time on both sides of the Chamber and which I wish to have in some 
{legree recognized now. On the 18th of April, 1879, the honorable 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] not now in his seat offered the 
following resolution on this subject: 


That, in the opinion of the Senate, the correct aid safe transaction of the busi- 


ness of the Senate is materially dependent on retaining in its service a corps of 
experienced, well-trained, and diligent officers, and this can only be done by se- 
curity in their respective positions so long as they continue faithful in the dis- 
charge of their duties, 

That was the declaration propesed by the honorable Senator from Ver- 
mont to which he invited the approval of the Senate. On the 25th of 
April, after certain discussions, there was a modification of that reso- 
lution adopted by the Democratic majority, on a vote of 33 yeas to 26 
nays, in this form: 

Resolved, That in the opinion of the Senate the correct and safe transactionof 
the business of the Senate is materially dependent on retaining in its service a 
corps of experienced, well-trained, and diligent officers, and this can only be 
done by security in their ve positions so long as they continue faithful 
in the discharge of their duties and acceptable to a majority of the Senators. 

And inasmuch as the appointment of the subordinates and the power of dis- 
miseal should remain with those officers respectively who must be responsible 
for all the service committed to their charge: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the standing order of the Senate regulating the appointment 
and removal of clerks and other employés of the Senate be, and it is hereby, 
amended by striking out all of the same after the word “respectively,” in the 
third line, so that the same shall read as follows: 

* Resol the several officers and others in the departments of the Sec- 
retary of the Senate and of the Sergeant-at-Arms shall be appointed and removed 
from office by those officers respectively." 

I fail, between the resolutions of the honorable Senator from Ver- 
mont speaking I suppose for his party in the Senate and the resolutions 
adopted by the Democratic majority at that time, to see any material 
difference, because the declaration that their tenure of office should 
alepend on their acceptability to a majority of the Senate was adding no 
new feature whatever. I believe, sir, that the proposition stated by 
either one of these resolutions or by both is true, that the facility of 
public business can only be attained by allowing well-trained men of 
approved character to continue during good behavior in the offices at- 
tached to this body. Upon that doctrine I have not simply spoken, but 
I have voted and acted, and I again say that no diligent, able officer of 
this body ever quitted his place by my vote or withmy consent. Ihave 
not moved to push one manontin orderto push anotherin. I agree with 
the Senator from Arkansas in believing that this proposed new rule 
is not only entirely superfluous, but perhaps I may go further when I 
speak my own opinion and say it is suggestive of that which I think is 
to be regretted, and that is changes except for cause. 

Mr. President, I do not think this is the occasion for any extended 
remarks on the subject of civil-service reform. The absolute indiffer- 
ence of the Senate to the subject on the Republican side is pretty well 
attested by the fact that there are not six members in their seats now 
when this matter is being discussed-or reference made to it. The sub- 
ject seems to be distasteful; they care to hear nothing about it, and 
after the performance of yesterday I am not surprised at the exhibition 
of their feeling on the subject. I have, however, a very strong belief 
in the necessity of civil-service reform, and if I am not very much mis- 
taken in the opinion of the American people they intend to have a civil- 
service reform, and they do not intend that the choice for the great 
offices of this country is to be confined to a set of men selected by the 
mere machinery of a coterie of venal office-holders. In other words, 
this country is not to be run by a mere political machine built up on 
the spoils of office. The least part of such an evil as that is the un- 
grateful servants that are procured for the minor offices; men who lose 
their self-respect, who lose their conscience and give up all at thedemand 
of party, and who are put on trial every two or every four years, who 
have to struggle for their livelihood, who are told that in case the party 
power shall go one way they are to be cast out and only in the event 
of success are to be keptin. What can we expect but that men will 


keep themselves in place, and when they are told that the tenure of 
their office is not dependent upon their good behavior, upon their ac- 
tivity, upon their industry in the public service, but entirely upon 
what they may do in the way of questionable party service, we have 
what? Not faithful and industrious oflicers, but active partisans. The 
tree must produce its fruits; the system must bear the results which 
necessarily are part of its nature; and then what else follows? That 
that is virtually to be the body by whom your Presidents are to be 
selected and your great officials are to be selected, because they are 
those who will control your conventions, who will control your nomina- 
tions; and it is perfectly absurd tosay that a man can vote for whom he 
pleases; practically the option is confined to the men who are set up to 
be voted for, and those must be backed by an organization or the vote 
is idle, and is therefore thrown away. 

I do not wish to see the higher places of this country filled by a set 
of men who are nothing more than office-brokers, dealers in patronage, 
wire-pullers, and men of that class; and yet that must be it. If the 
question of filling the offices is to be the great matter that determines 
political campaigns, necessarily the men who deyote themselves to such 
objects will be those and those only who will find themselves in public 
power. 

Mr. President, I believe this fact has impressed itself upon the mind 
of the thoughtful men of this country. It is not the question of mere 
pels ne a from unfaithful service, not«the mere fact of having a 
set of expensive, idle employés. That is the least part of it. It is the 
fact that you are going further and you are placing the great powers 
of this country and the offices of this country in the hands of a set of 
men who are chosen only in this office-holding manufactory of Presi- 
dents and Cabinets. I believe that great truth, that profound truth, is 
sinking into the minds of the people of this country, and therefore it is 
that I believe civil-service reform will not be a mere matter of lip-serv- 
ice, but I believe it is to bean essential. I can see its practical results, 
and I believe that the people of this country can see its practical re- 
sults, and that they are not in favor of a system which shall make every 
clerical and ministerial office under the Government the mere spoil of 
party success, to be parceled out to the most active partisan or to the 
man who shall devote his whole time and energies to such business. 

Therefore it is, sir, that I hope this rule will not be adopted. It is 
unnecessary. If the Senate has a bad officer it can remove him when 
it pleases, and if he is nota bad officer he ought not to be removed. 
If he is faithful and intelligent, fit for his place, and has training for it, 
the public exigency, the public service, demands that heshould not be 
turned ont. Therefore it is I say there is no necessity of this sugges- 
tion. As the Senator from Arkansas remarked, when you say the Sen- 
ate ‘‘may elect,” it means practically that they shall elect whenever 
they get a chance todo so.. That I do not want to see. 

Mr. GARLAND. Mr. President, the second clause of the rule I in- 
tended aiter a while to call attention to; but. the Senator from Kansas 
alluded to it, and I may just as well say now what I intended to say 
when we reach that regularly. I refer to the language: 

The Secretary and Sergeant-at-Arms shall each appoint all the employés of 
his department, unless otherwise directed. 

That part of the rule is entirely unnecessary, because such is the 
standing order of the Senate now. In 1879, at the time referred to by 
the Senator from Delaware, among others the following resolution was 


Resolved, That the several officers and others in the departments of the Secre- 
tary of the Senate and ofthe Sergeant-at-Arms shall be appointed and removed 
from office by those officers respectively, 


That was passed on a yea-and-nay vote of 33 to 26. The old rule, 
running back as far as 1854, required such removals to be subject to the 
approval of the presiding officer if they were made during the session, 
and if during the recess the officers should certify them on the first day 
of the meeting of the next session to the presiding officer and then he 
should approve or disapprove as he saw proper. In 1879 that was 
changed by the resolution I have just read, which is now an existing 
order of the Senate. Therefore this part of the rule is unnecessary, be- 
cause it simply says what is already part of the rules of the Senate. 

Some distinguished Senator seven or eight years ago, I believe it was 
Mr. Conkling, of New York, said that the Senate was never so thor- 
oughly on its mettle or so completely aroused as when it had a rule or 
a point of order to discuss. I thought that observation was correct, and 
I have continued to think so until the presenttime. Now these rules 
that seek to change in many respects old rules of the Senate funda- 
mentally and substitute new experiments, and to change committees 
and make new ones, seem to be cared for very little by the Senate, and 
little or no attention is paid to them. We have here now, after pro- 
gressing to a certain extent for four days, got to the second of these 
rules, and we have not a quorum, or barely a quorum, present. Itake 
it, Mr, President, the Senate does not care enough about them, and is 
willing to live, like the Dutch settlers of New York were, under the 
laws of the Lord until they could make betterones. I therefore move 
to indefinitely postpone the further consideration of this subject, not 
that I want it done, but I wish to see whether the Senate wants to con- 
sider these rules or thinks them of importance enough to be consid- 


#trnggle for their livelihood? They will resort to almost anything to | ered. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Arkansas movesthe 
indefinite postponement of the pending order. 

Mr. MORRILL. It seems to me that it is hardly generous to make 
that motion when the Senate is as thin as itisat thepresenttime. There 
is probably not a quorum present. I hope the Senator, if he chooses to 
make that motion, will wait until the Senate is 2 little fuller than it is 
at the present time. 

Mr.GARLAND. That isthetrouble, with due respect tothe Senator; 
the Senate will not be fuller while we have this subject up. 

Mr. MORGAN. — Pending the motion of the Senator from Arkansas, I 
move that the Senate adjourn. If we have no business here we had 
bettergohome. There isno quorum here now. I move that the Senate 
adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (at 1 o’clock and 40 minutes p. m.). 
The Senator from Alabama moves that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. MORRILL. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Chief Clerk proceeded to 
«all the roll. £ 

Mr. GARLAND (when his name was called); Iam paired with the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ANTHONY]. If he were here I should 
vote “yea.” I will state that the Senator from Vermont [Mr. ED- 
MUNDS] is paired with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMP- 
TON]. 


Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
my colleague [Mr. SEWELL]. 
Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sena- 


tor from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. If he were present Ishould vote ‘‘ yea.” 
The roll-call was concluded. 
Mr. ALLISON. Iam paired with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
COCKRELL]; otherwise I should vote “‘nay.’’ $ 
The result was announced—yeas 13, nays 33; as follows: 


YEAS—13. 

Bayard, Gibson, Pendleton, Walker. 
Camden, Jones of Florida, Saulsbury, 
Coke, ey, Slater, 
Fair, Morgan, Vance, 
, NAYS—33. 
Aldrich, Dawes, Jackson, Pike, 
Biair, Dolph, Lapham, Platt, 
Bowen, Frye, Logan, Sabin, 
Butler, Groome, McMillan, Sawyer, 
Call, Harris, Mahone, Van Wyck, 
Cameron of Wis., Harrison, Manderson, Wilson. 
Colquitt, Hawley, Mitchell, 
Conger, Hoar, Morrill, 
Cullom, Ingalls, Palmer. 

ABSENT—30. 
Allison, Garland, Kenna ` Riddleberger, 
Anthony, George, Lamar, Sewell,” 
Beck, Gorman, McPherson, Sherman, 
Brown, Hale, Miller of Cal., Vest, 
Cameron of Pa., pton, Miller of N. Y., Voorhees, 
Cockrell, ill, Plumb, Williams, 
Edmunds, Jonas, Pugh, 
Farley, Jones of Nevada, Ransom, 

So the motion was not to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the motion of 
the Senator from Arkansas to indefinitely postpone the subject. 

Mr. GARLAND. I withdraw the motion, hoping we may keep a 

uorum here. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion of theSenator from Arkan- 
sas is withdrawn. The question is on the adoption of Rule II. 

The proposed rule was rejected. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk read the next proposed rule, as fol- 
lows: 

Ruxe II. 


OATHS, ETC. 

The oaths or affirmations required by the Constitution and prescribed by law 
shall be taken and subscribed by each Senator, in open Senate, before entering 
upon his duties. 

Mr. GARLAND. I ask the Senator from Maine if he does not con- 
sider that rule unnecessary? That is covered by a section of the Re- 
vised Statutes, section 28. I do not think myself the matter of taking 
oaths of office or the oaths of members of either House ought to be left 
to rule; it ought to be prescribed by statute, and I think section 28 of 
the Revised Statutes covers it, and therefore the rule will be entirely 
unnecessary. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I was entirely aware that no rule could 
be reported to the Senate which would not open itself up to discussion 
and amendment; and the suggestion made by the Senator from Arkan- 
sas this moment recalls to my mind the fact that for the last ten years 
the law to which he refers, and with which I am entirely familiar, has 
not been complied with in the United States Senate, and Senators when 
they have been sworn in have not subscribed the oath which the law 
required. Until the attention of the President pro tempore of the Sen- 
ate was called to it by this very proposed rule that duty required by 
the laws of the United States never had been complied with, and I 
doubt if there is a Senator eecupying u seat here who has subscribed 
the oaths which he took at that desk until about two weeks ago, and 

-that was the result of the proposed rule. 


Now, the Constitution may, as the Senator from Kansas suggested, 
provide certain things; the laws of the United States may provide cer- 
tain other things; but the provisions of the Constitution and the law it 
may be well to call sharply to the attention of members of any legis- 
lative body. If the rules and orders of legislative proceedings shall he 
examined, it will be found that large numbers of provisions in the rules 
are already in the Constitution and in the laws, and are placed in the 
rules for the very purpose of sharply calling the attention of members 
of legislative bodies to the requirements of the Constitution and the 
laws. 

There was a rule here, Rule LXII, which provided for the taking of 
these oaths, and this is simply a replacing of that rule by the proposed 
rule. If the Senator from Ar! will notice Rule LXIII of the 
present code, he will find that it recites the dates of the enactment of 
the laws touching oaths—of course entirely unnecessary—and this rule 
is simply ‘‘the oaths or affirmations required by the Constitution and 
prescribed by law shall be taken and subscribed by each Senator in 
open Senate before entering upon his duties.” 

Of course it is not necessary that there shall be a rule like that, be- 
cause the law says that the oaths which have been enacted by law shall 
be subscribed; and yet I say, for the want of a rule requiring it to be 
done in open Senate, it never has been complied with until recently. 
Now, what harm will this rule do? Will it not do good, and has it 
not already done good in calling the attention of the Senate to the 
requirements of law? 

Mr. GARLAND. The only pomt between the Senator from Maine 
and myself is this, Mr. President: He says this matter is entirely within 
the control of the rule of the Senate, which I do not believe: He admits 
that there is a law ting the question; and if there is a law, thatis 
enough. After awhile you will hear it said probably that A, B, C, and 
D ean not get here because they were not sworn down in Louisiana or 
Arkansas or somewhere else, as the case may be; the law says they shall 
be sworn here. Oh, well, but here isa rule about it. If the Senate 


make a rule, we can repeal it or modify it. I think the matter of oaths 


of office ought to be regulated by statute. Where no statute under- 
takes to regulate it, it is very doubtful, even if ordinarily the matter 
were within the province of a rule of the Senate, whether the Senate 
could regulate it by rule. 

I think if the Senator will reflect a moment he will see, admitting 
that there is a law on the subject, we had better not put it as a rule, 
but leave the law there. I know that sometimes in the rules we re- 
enact the Constitution or we re-enact the statutes, but that is super- 
fluous work, and should not be quoted as a good example in making 
the rules of the Senate. I say section 28 of the Revised Statutes is, 
ample without any rule, and it is a little us to touch those 
things which are regulated by law in the rules of the Senate. That is 
the sole purpose I have in calling attention to it. 

Mr.CALL. Mr. President, the Constitution says that each House 
shall be the judge of the qualification of its members and each House 
shall prescribe the rules of its proceeding. How, then, can it be true 
that a past Legislature, a past Senate and House of Representatives, 
may prescribe a qualification anda rule of proceeding against the wishes 
of an existing Senate? It seems to me that there can be no question 
that this is not asubject of law, but is a subject forthe regulation of each 
House as to the qualification of its members and as to the rules of its 
proceeding in this as in every respect. 

The Constitution prescribes the qualifications of Senators, being the 
age of thirty years, nine years a citizen of the United States, and citizen- 
ship of the State for which he shall be chosen, and an oath or affirmation 
to support the Constitution. Of these qualifications ‘‘ each House is the 
judge; also of the rules of its proceedings.’ There is therefore no place 
for statute law to provide for an oath which shall be binding in the Sen- 
ate. The Constitution is the law, and each House the sole judge. 

Mr. HARRISON. Ihave referred to section 28 of the Revised Statutes, 
sf which the Senator from Arkansas alluded, and I find that it is as fol- 
ows: 

Sec, 28. The oath of office shall be administered by the President of the Sen- 
pore ie each Senator who shall hereafter be elected, previous to his taking his 

The rule pro) by the committee is somewhat broader. 

Mr. GARLAND. It uses the word ‘‘ subscribed.’ 

Mr. HARRISON. It provides that the oath shall be taken in open 
Senate and that it shall be subscribed by the Senator; that is, that a 
written oath shall go upon the files, that there shall be some evidence 
of his having taken the constitutional and Jawful oath of his office 
aside from the mere record of the Journal reciting the fact; that the 
files of the Secretary’s office shall show his own subscription to the 
lawful oath of-office. Certainly it is competent for a rule of the Senate . 
to prescribe the method by which this shall be done and what record 
shall be made of the oath. We are not, therefore, re-enacting the stat- 
ute in this rule, but, recognizing the statute, are adding the additional 
ave that the oath shall be taken in open Senate and shall be sub- 
scribed. 


It seems to me this is the true function of a rule, It is the proper 


function of a rule to provide forms and methods for carrying out this 
statutory provision. 


It seems to me, therefore, that the committee were 
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justified in reporting this rule, especially in view of the fact that the 
Senator from Maine has already stated that the Senate have recognized 
the propriety of such a rule in the past, and this is simply a modified, a 
simpler, and a better form of the rule as it has existed heretofore. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption of 
Rule II as proposed. 

The rule was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next proposed rule will be read. 

Mr. GARLAND. Before we leave the subject of the third rule I wish 
to make a suggestion to the committee? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will assume the unanimous 
consent of the Senate to treat Rule IIT as still before the body. 

Mr. GARLAND. Not as to that, but what I suggest is to come in 
that connection, immediately after Rule III. What I wish to suggest 
would come in immediately after the third rule, and be a fourth rule, 
or part of the third rule, as the committee may prefer. 

I find that it is a custom in the Secretary’s office to record the cer- 
tificates of election of Senators in full. I can see no law for it and no 
rule for it, and yet I think this in the main avery good idea; thatis to 
say, I think there should be some record of that matter, but I do not 
believe that the entire certificate should be recorded. My attention 
was called to it by a very lengthy certificate coming from some State, 
which was read here at the opening of this session and the Acting Secre- 
tary brought it to me for my opinion as to how much of it he should 
record. Then on looking to the Jaw and to the rule I could find neither 
on the subject. Of course if he had to record any of it he had to re- 
cord it all; it was not with him tomake a selection. I think itis very 
well fora rule to be adopted in this connection to the effect that a record 
of an abstract of the certificates shall be kept by the Secretary, and not 
an entire complete record of all the certificates, as of deeds and mort- 
gages, but the mere date of the certificate, who gave it, and to whom 
it was given, I wish to make the suggestion to the chairman of the 
committee for what it is worth. I have no particular pride about it. 
I shall offer the amendment if the committee think it worth while to 
put it in as a new rule. . : 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator has not written it? 

Mr. GARLAND. Iwill write it. 

Mr. FRYE. If the Senator will please draft the amendment he can 
submit it. 

Mr. GARLAND. Let the report be proceeded with and I can call at- 
tention to it afterward. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next proposed rule will be read. 

The Principal Legislative Clerk read as follows: 

Roe IV. 
COMMENCEMENT OF DAILY SESSIONS. 

1. The presiding officer having taken the chair, and a quorum being present, 
the Journal of the preceding day shall be read, and any mistake made in the 
entries corrected. Fhe reading of the Journal shall not be suspended unless by 


unanimous consent; and when any motion shall be e to amend or correct 
the same, it shall be deemed a privileged question, and proceeded with until dis- 


posed of. 
2, A quorum shall consist of a majority of the Senators duly chosen and sworn. 


Mr. JONES, of Florida. Mr. President, I would ask the Senator who 
has the proposed rules in charge if the last clause is not a little in op- 
position to the spirit of the Constitution? I do not know what neces- 
sity there is for adding it. I am not aware of any great difficulty ever 
having been experienced under the old rule. This says a quorum 
shall consist of a majority of the Senators duly chosen and sworn.’’ 

Mr. FRYE. That is the old rule. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Why is it printed in italics here? 

Mr. FRYE. I will answer the Senator, because a discussion was 
had away back in 1863, I think, touching this very question, and the 
Senate by a vote in 1864 decided that a rule was absolutely necessary, 
and they passed in 1864 a rule and it was repeated again in the next 
revision. There is no change in this rule except a verbal change. 

3 Toe et G OFFICER. The question is on the adoption of 

ule IV. 


The rule was agreed to. 

The next proposed rule was read, as follows: 
RuLE V. 
JOURNAL. ` 


1. The proceedings of the Senate shall be briefly and accurately stated on the 
Journal, Messages of the President in full; titles of bills and joint resolutions, 
and such parts as shall be affected by proposed amendments; every vote, and a 
brief statement of the contents of each petition, memorial, or paper presented to 
NE Gis In ra toe exneclive: the oni tial legislative proceedings, and 

e ve, the executive. eni ative an 
the Rates don aren sitting as a courtof impeachment, shall each be recorded 
in a separate book, 

Mr. FRYE. There is no change in substance; only an alteration in 
form. , 

The rule was agreed to. 

The next proposed rule was read, as follows: 


Rue VI. 


QUORUM—ABSENT SENATORS MAY BE SENT FOR. 
ro No Senator shall absent himself from the service of the Senate without 
ve. 


2. If, at any time during the daily sessions of the Senate, a question shall be 
raised by any Senator as to the presence of a quorum, the presi 


efficer shall 


forthwith direct the Secretary to call the roll and shall announce the result, and: 
these proceedings shall be without debate, 

8. Whenever upon such roll-call it shall be ascertained that a quorum is not 
present, a majority of the Senators present may direct the Sergeant-at-Arms to 
request, and, when n , to compel, the attendance of the absent Senato: 
which order shall be determined without debate; and pending its execution, an 
og x3 ‘onda shall be present, no debate nor motion, except to adjourn, shalt 

Mr. FRYE. The changes there are only of form, not of substance, 

The rule was to. 

The next proposed rule was read, as follows: 

RULE VII. 
PRESENTATION OF CREDENTIALS. 

The presentation of the credentials of Senators-elect and other questions of 
privilege shall always bein order,exo pt during the reading and correction of 
the Journal, while a question of order ova motion to adjourn is pending, or while 
the Senate is dividing; and all questions and motions arising or made upon the 
presentation of such credentials shall be proceeded with until dis: of. 

Mr. FRYE. Icall the attention of the Senator from Arkansas to Rule 
VII which relates to credentials, and I suggest to him if he offers the 
proposed amendment touching thé record of credentials that he make 
it clause 2 of that rule. 

Mr. GARLAND. Very well; that will do. £ 

Mr. FRYE. There is no change here except as to form. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senatorfrom Arkansas now 
propose his amendment? 

Mr. GARLAND. Yes, sir; I move to add as clause 2 of Rule VII: 

That the Secretary shall keep a record of the certificate of election of each 
Senator by entering in a well-bound book, kept for that purpore, the date of the 
election, the name of the person elected, the vote given at the election, the date 
of the certificate, the name of the governor and the secretary of state signin 
and countersigning the same, and the State from which the Senator is Feyra 

Mr. LAPHAM. I suggest to the Senator instead of naming the offi- 
cers ‘‘ governor and secretary of state,” he say ‘‘oflicers signing the 
certificate,” because the practice of the States is not uniform as to the 
name of the officers certifying or signing the certificate, 

Mr. GARLAND. That is a matter regulated by the act of July 28, 
1866, and I want to make it uniform. I have a bill now before the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections for that purpose. The statute: 
of 1866 says these certificates must be signed by certain officers, and I 
follow that in the proposed amendment. As I stated before, it is sim- 
ply to relieve an onerous piece of work that has grown up here simply 
by custom, 

Mr. INGALLS. Is it important that the book should be ‘‘ well . 
bound ? ” 

Mr. GARLAND. I expect it had better be. 

Mr. CONGER. I cannot tell now certainly, but I think the creden- 
tials of Senators from the State of Michigan do not require the signa- 
ture of the governor or 6ther officer. My impression is that they are- 
simply a record of the proceedings of the senate and house of repre- 
sentatives of the State certified to by the president of the senate and 
speaker of the house. If so, this amendment wotld not meet that 
ease. I askthat this amendment be passed over until another day. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest that we adopt it now, and the Senator can, 
when we get into the Senate, ask a separate vote upon it and get the 
certainty of a review of the question in that way. 

Mr. CONGER. It is easier before a rule is adopted to have it con- 
form to the facts than it is to change it afterward. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Michigan asks 
unanimous consent that the consideration of this amendment may be 
passed over for the present, with the right to return to it hereafter. Is 
there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CONGER. The matter can be taken up at any time hereafter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It can be called up by the Senator at 
any time hereafter. The question is on the adoption of Rule VII as re- 
ported. The Chair will consider the whole rule as passed over by the 
order of the Senate, and the next proposed rule will be read. c 

Rule VIII was read, as follows: 

Rue VII. 
MORNING BUSINESS, 


1. After the Journal is read, the presiding officer shall lay before the Senate 
messages from the President, reports and communications from the heads of 
De: ents, and other communications addressed to the Senate; and such 
bills, joint resolutions,and other messages from the House of Representatives 
as may remain i ten his table from any previous day's session undisposed of. 
The presiding officer shall then call for, in the following order: 

“The presentation of petitions and memorials; 

“Reports of standing and select committees; 

“The introduction of bills and Jone resolutions; 

‘Concurrent and other resolutions ;" 
all which shal! be received and disposed of in such order unless unanimous con- 
sent shall be otherwise given. 

2. Until the merning business shall have been concluded, and so announced 
from the chair, no motion to proceed to the consideration of any other business 
shall be entertained by the presiding officer unless by unanimous consent; and 
if such consent be given the motion shall not be subject to amendment, and 
aai be decided without debate upon the merits of the subject proposed to be 

en up. 

8. Every petition or memorial shall be referred, without putting the ques- 
tion, unless objection to such reference is made; in which case all motions for 
the reception or reference of such petition, memorial, orother paper shall be put 
in the order in which the same shall.be made, and shall not be open to amend- 
ment, except to add instructions. 

4. Before any petition or memorial shall be received, it shall be signed by the 
petitioner or memorialist, and a brief statement of its contents made by the pre-- 
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siding officer or Senator presenting it. But no petition or memorial or other 


į ns or subj of a fore wer shall be received, unless 
thes mainte Dy eS to the Senate by the Saiak 

Mr. FRYE. All the changes in this rule except one are as to form; 
but there is one material change, and I call the attention of Senators 
to it, as it is a somewhat lengthy rule, and this might be overlooked. 
The isa provision in the old rule, Rule VIII, second clause, just before 
‘t Petitions:” ' 

If any portion of the morning hour shall remain after the call for resolutions, 
the presiding officer shall lay before the Senate, in their order, resolutions and 
concurrent resolutions introduced on any prior day, and the same may be pro- 

«ceeded with, but not beyond the expiration of the morning hour, unless by the 
unanimous consent of the 

That is entirely dropped out in the new Rule VIII for the reason that 
the committee has recommended that what is called the ‘morning 
hour’? as,such shall be abolished, and that the time shall be devoted 
to the privileged,morning business, and that as soon as the morning 
business is completed then the Calendar of unobjected cases'shall be 
taken up; so that if that rule were adopted it would be necessary to 
drop out this part of the rule touching resolutions. I simply call the 
attention of Senators to it, and will say nothing further unless—— 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask a question of the chairman of the 
‘committee. I have read this hastily and it may be that I do not cam- 
prehend its force; but, if I do, it seems to me to make a very serious and 
important change in the rule. As I understand it, the present rule is: 

Until the business of the morning hour shall have been concluded and so 

nounced from ‘the chair, no motion to proceed to the consideration of an 
Bill, resolution, report ef a committee, or other subject upon the Calendar 
be entertained by the Chair, unless by unanimous consent, 

The present rule, therefore, requires the unanimous consent of the 
Senate only when it is desired to substitute for the pending business ot 
the morning hour some ordinary legislation which is upon the Calen- 
dar. But the pro rule goes further and absolutely compels the 
attention of the Senate until the entire morning business is disposed 
of, under which, of course, references to committees and other disposi- 
tions of petitions and bills are debatable, and debatable at great length, 
unless by unanimous consent. So if there be an invasion of the privi- 
leges of the Senate, if there be some question of that kind, if notice is 
given of the decease of a member, and it is necessary to take up the 
provision for a decent and proper ceremonial which follows, no business 
whatever can be entertained, under the new rul@ at the desire of every 
member of the Senate but one, until this morning business is disposed 

- of. It seems to me whether that is a wise change in the rule is pretty 
donbtful, and at least it is a very substantial one. 

Mr. FRYE. ‘‘Bill, resolution, report of a committee, or other sub- 
ject upon the Calendar’’ includes almost everything that can come be- 
fore the United States Senate, as it seems to me. 

Mr. HOAR. No, because the subjects on the Calendar are legislat- 
iye matters which in their nature are not matters of privilege, and they 
are not matters which ordinarily require instant attention. The very 
fact that they have been put on the Calendar to be taken up at a future 
time shows that. The old rule provides for the superiority of privilege 
by putting new business by petition or memorial or bill or joint reso- 
lution over the old business which is already under way, so that it may 
at least get its place in court. Out of respect for the right of petition, 
really, this rule as it now stands was enacted. There are two ways in 
which under our practice citizens bring their grievances to the atten- 
tion of Congress to be remedied: by petition or by drawing a bill and 

ing it introduced. We provide that the legislation which has got 
its stand shall give way during the morning hour until any new sub- 
ject is at least heard by the Senate, so that it may know something of 
its nature and may take measures for its investigation. But the pro- 
posed rule, unless my friend shall be able to show me that I have not 
anyit it correctly, seems to me to say that no question of the 
highest privilege, no question of the highest importance, not merely a 
matter on the Calendar, but no business whatever, shall be taken up 
witgput the consent of the entire Senate. It seems to me that that is 
certainly a very substantial change. 

Mr. FRYE. My judgment is that the rule does provide that no 
business whatever shall interfere with the calling of the Calendar. 

Mr. HOAR. Suppose, for instance, there is a message from the House 
of Representatives announcing the decease of a Representative; suppose 
the announcement is made by a member of the Senate to the Senate of 
the decease of a member of this body; suppose there is some grave ques- 
tion of privilege which requires the instant interposition of ourauthority; 
or suppose there is some matter of business not upon the Calendar, a 
_ question of the suspension of a rule, which requires to be taken up and 
dealt with immediately as most urgent, is the Senate to tie its hands 
until one member, wishing to satisfy himself against a majority of the 
Senate, or two members get through debating ad infinitum every morn- 
ing hour until debate is concluded upon the question of reference of a 

Lilt 
« Since I have been in pulilic life, and since I think the honorable 
Senator from Maine has been in Congress, a member of the House of 
Representatives was attacked in the street, and attacked by a person 
who the House found attacked him because of his official character. It 
was treated as a contempt of the House, and yet there was a very strenu- 


ous resistance on the part of a small minority of the House of Repre- 
sentatives to dealing with that subject at all. Now, under this rule 
you have only got to debate a question of the reference of a petition or 
bill all the morning hour, as much as any body pleases, to prevent the 
dealing with a question of that kind. 

Mr. FRYE. TheSenatordoesnotexactly state that correctly. There 
is no morning hour, if these rules are adopted. 

Mr. HOAR. Thenit is still more; it is morning business. 

Mr. FRYE. It is ‘morning business,’ not *‘ morning hour. "’ 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator mean tosay that if I desire to prevent 
the taking upef a bill which is in order and half proceeded with, which 
nine-tenths of the Senate want to pass, I have only to debate the ref- 
erence of some other bill in the morning hour forever to stop that com- 
ing up under the new rule? 

Mr. FRYE. But the old rule provided that no bill or resolution or 
report of a committee should be considered during the morning hour 
except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HOAR. But the old rule only applied to such things, and 
stopped at the end of an hour; the new rule extends it to all business 
and goes on forever—— 

Mr. FRYE. No. 

Mr. HOAR. Indefinitely. 

Mr. FRYE. No; the new rule simply closes up the time between 
the completion of the morning business and the time of taking up the 
Calendar at 1 o'clock. 

Mr. INGALLS. No; I think the Senator is wrong about that. 

Mr. HOAR. That was the reason of my suggestion. 

Mr. INGALLS. Oneo’clock will be no longer known in the Calendar 
of the Senate after this rule is adopted. 

Mr. FRYE. Itsimply, I said, closed up at the business which under 
the old rule interposed between the completion of the morning business 
and the completion of the one hour. 

Mr. INGALLS. You abolish 1 o’clock. 

Mr. FRYE. Yes, we abolish 1 o’clock. 

Mr. HOAR. The morning business extends through the day until 
the morning business is completed. 

Mr. FRYE. My impression is that there is another rule somewhere 
which ae that. It cannot extend beyond 2 o’clock under the next 
rule—IX, 

Mr. HOAR. Suppose the President sends a message yee, pone 
laration of war? It seems to me that in saving the Senate from the pre- 
vious question (in which I heartily concur with the conclusion the com- 
mittee have finally adopted, because I think that the preservation in this 
country of one body where the power of debate, free and full speech, 
and the power of amendment is unlimited is of very great importance 
to constitutional liberty) there is no occasion forthe here 
One of the great historians of Rome has declared that the liberties of Rome 
perished when the freedom of debate in the Senate was terminated by the 
adoption of a rule like our previous question. In doing that it seems 
to me the rules of the Senate should scrupulously, within that principle, 
avoid putting the majority into the hands of a minority consisting of a 
single member in to the transaction of business, 

Mr. FRYE. I will ask the Senator from Massachusetts Whether or 
mt this affords the remedy: 

2. Until the segs n business shall have been concluded and so announced 
from the chair no motion to proceed tothe consideration of any bill, resolution. 


report of a committee, or other subject upon the Calendar shall be ‘entertained 
by the presiding officer unless by unanimous consent? 


Mr. HOAR. That would leave it as it is now. That very largely 
changes it. My objection is to the words ‘‘ other business.” 

Mr. FRYE. As ‘‘other business ” was simply put in not with the 
intention of changing the rule as far as that is concerned but simply of 
reducing the language, I will take the liberty of offering an amend- 
ment there, as follows: Instead of ‘‘other business’’ insert ‘‘ bill, res- 
olution, report of a committee, or other subject upon the Calendar.” 
That will leave it as it was before. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SAwYERin thechair). The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE]. 

Mr. HOAR. That would relieve the thing very much, but it seems 
to me that there should be some time in the day fixed for closing the 
morning business. Suppose you do continue the morning business un- 
til it is finished ordinarily, yet there should be sometime in the day at 
which at least a majority of the Senate may lay aside that morning 
business to proceed to some matter of great importance. It would seem 
to me that the rule should read that “* until themorning business shall 
have been concluded and so announced from the chair, or until the ex- 
piration of one hour from the beginning of its consideration,” &e. I 
will not press that motion myself, but I suggest it to the chairman of 
the committee as a matter for reflection. 

Mr. FRYE. Then would come in the difficulty which I have ob- 
served ever since I have been here. After the first two or three weeks 
of the session, when the general raft of bills and resolutions has been 
presented, the morning business really closes fifteen or twenty minutes 
after 12 o’clock, and then between the completion of the morning busi- 
ness and the Calendar at 1 o’clock there isa hiatus, and my recollection 
is that on almost every day that was entirely consumed by discussions 
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between Senators as to what business should oceupy that time, and prac- 
tically no business was ever done in it. One purpose of the committee 
was to get rid of justexactly that time so occupied. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator include in the term “resolution” 
any new resolution proposed by a Senator, or does he mean simply a 
resolution already upon the Calendar? 

Mr. FRYE. A resolution on the Calendar. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. It says a resolution or bill on the 
Calendar. It leaves it open for any new matter. 

Mr. FRYE. That is the old rule exactly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, I agree entirely with the suggestion 
made by the Senator from Massachusetts that there should be some 
limitation in point of time upon the presentation of what is now known 
as morning business. The original rule I see was adopted on the 14th 
of February, 1828—upon the top of page 6: $ 

The special orders of the day shall not be called by the Chair before 1 o'glock, 
unless otherwise directed by the Senate. f 

Under the operation of the rule as reported by the committee, and 
from which the consideration of the Senate is about apparently to pass, 
the entire time of the legislative day may be consumed in the presenta- 

„tion of the business that is named in the first clause of Rule VIII, to wit: 
The presentation of petitions and memorials, reports of standing and 
select committees, the introduction of bills and joint resolutions, con- 
current and other resolutions. It is not, evidently, the intention of the 


rules, nor would it comport with the satisfactory discharge of the pub- | 


lic business, that the consideration of these four heads of business should 
continue indefinitely through the entire legislative day. It is not pos- 
sible that parliamentary business can be conducted on that basis; and 
while I should be very glad indeed to see the old practice amended, by 


which the consideration of business was prevented in the interval be- | 


tween the expiration of the call for this order and the striking of 1 
o'clock, yet it appears to me very obvious that serious inconvenience may 
result from, the modification of the rule as presented by the committee. 

I hope therefore that the chairman will either consent that this matter 
may be passed over for further consideration or agree that the period 
named in the original rule as the morning hour may be re-established in 
the rule. I can see that very serious inconvenience might result, and 
of course under the rule as it now stands the presentation of petitions 
and of reports and of resolutions and bills might continue every day 
until 5 o’clock if that suited the convenience or the caprice of Senators, 
if they ever indulge in caprice. 

Mr. FRYE. No, Mr. President, not quite so, because if the Senator 
will examiné Rule X he will find a provision there which requires the 
general Calendar to be taken up at 2 o’clock. 

Mr. INGALLS. But that rule is not yet adopted. 
about the condition of things as it now stands. 

Mr. FRYE. Of course the amendments prior to that offered by the 
committee are founded upon the expectation of the adoption of the 
latter provisions. 

Mr. INGALLS. Now will not thé Senator read the clause to which 

he invites attention as curing the difficulty that I have suggested ? 

Mr. FRYE. It reads: ‘Immediately after the consideration of un- 
objected cases upon the Calendar is completed, and not later than 2 
o’elock——”” ‘ 

Mr. INGALLS. Good. 

Mr. FRYE. ‘“‘If there shall be no special order for that time the 
Calendar of General Orders shall be taken up and proceeded with in its 
order.” 

Mr. INGALLS. 
that is spoken of. 

Mr. FRYE. Let me see if this will be entirely satisfactory to the 
Senator: Already twice during the present session of the Senate on a 
request from the Senator the morning hour has been extended for the 
reception of bills, resolutions, &c., and of course at times it may re- 

uire more than an hour, but the greater part of the time not more than 

fifteen or twenty minutes are required. Now suppose, as suggested to 
me by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON], after the word 
*‘chair,’’ in the second clause, it read ‘‘ until the morning business shall 
have been concluded and so announced from the chair, or until the hour 
of 1 o’clock shall have arrived, no motion shall be entertained,” Ke. 

Mr. INGALLS. I think that will be satisfactory. 

Mr. FRYE. Allow me to ask the Senator—I ask him because I am 

- aware of his knowledge of the rules—whether or not he would in any 
way interfere with the purpose of the committee to make use of the 
portion of that hour which is not consumed by morning business? 

Mr. INGALLS. I should think not. 

Mr. FRYE. . Then, Mr. President, in order to meet the difficulty 
proposed, I will move to insert after the word ‘‘chair,’’ in the second 
clause, the words: 

Or until the hour of 1 o'clock has arrived. 


I am talking 


I do not see myself how that cures the difficulty 


Mr. BAYARD. May I suggest to the Senator whether in fixing in | the next rule. 


that way the hour of 1 o'clock and in Rule IX the hour of 2 o'clock 
for the operation of the Anthony rule, so called, we do not dispose of 
the first hour of the session and the second hour also. As the session 
draws near a close the pressure of business makes us commence our 
sessions an hour earlier, and we meet for the last three or four weeks. 
of the session ut 11 o'clock in the day. The morning hour is less 
requisite at the close of the session thanat the beginning of the session. 
At the beginning of the session, as Senators all know, there is the pres- 
entation of new business or the reintroduction of old business, and 
the time for the morning hour is more essentially demanded; whereas 
the longer the session progresses the less business is to be presented 
anew in that hour. Therelore it seems to me that if we wish to con- 
fine the morning business to one hour and the business on the Calen- 
der under the Anthony rule, so called, to another hour, we had better 
not fix the specific hour of the day in the rule for one at 1 o’clock and 
for the other at 2, because you may find in that way you have extended 
the morning hour to two hours and the Anthony rule one hour beyond 
the two. 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator from Delaware will allow me to sug- 
gest that the amendment which the chairman of the committee has 
now indicated a purpose to offer was simply intended to remove the 
objection that otherwise the entire session or an unreasonable por- 
tion of the time might be occupied with morning business. He has 
suggested in this amendment that the hour of 1 o’clock be named, 
and in the next rule 2 o'clock. Now in the contingeney which the 
Senator from Delaware has suggested, that the Senate towards the con- 
clusion of the session, being pressed with business, would meet at 11 
o'clock, this first rule would simply put a limitation of 1 o'clock upon 
he morning business. It is not likely that two hours would be needed. 
‘or it. 

Mr. BAYARD. 

Mr. HARRISON. 


Certainly not. 

And the other rule would send us at once to the 
| Calendar whenever we were through with morning business; so that in 
the case he suggests thére would be a possibility that the morning busi- 
| hess might occupy two hours if it was pressing; but there is, I think, 
no practical objection, for at that period of the session, as we all know, 
the morning business is not pressing. 

Mr. BAYARD. My design was merely to facilitate arule that would 
not give the entire day to the consideration of morning business, as 1 
supposed the object of the Senator from Kansas was topreventit. The 
rule under which the Senate has proceeded forso many years, Rule VIII. 
provides that the first hour of daily session shall be designated as the 
morning hour, during which a certain order of business shall follow. 
Therefore you have the designation of the hour and the limitation of 
the consideration of that business to that period of time, so that what- 
| ever may be your hour of meeting, if 10 o’clock, you have one hour to 
| 11, if 11 o'clock 1 to 12, for morning business; but if you fix the hour 
of 1 o'clock and meet at 11 you have two hours for the morning busi- 
ness, which I suppose it is not the desire to have. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Hoar in the chair). Does the 
Senator from Maine move the amendment which he indicated? 
` Mr. FRYE. I move the amendment in clause 2 of Rule VII, line 2, 
after the word ** chair,’’ to insert: 

Or until the hour of 1 o'clock has arrived. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Maine. 

The amendment was to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
of the rule as amended. 

The rule as amended was agreed to. 


The next proposed rule was read, as follows: 
RULE IX. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

At the conclusion of the morning business for each day, unless upon motior 
the Senate shall at any time otherwise order, the Senate will proceed > the 
consideration of the Calendar of bills and resolutions, and continue such consid- 
eration until 2 o'clock ; and bills and resolutions that are not objected to shall be 
taken up in their order, and each Senator shall be entitled to speak once and 
for five minutes only upon any question; and the objection may be interposed 
atany stage of the procoedions, but upon motion the Senate may continue such 
consideration; and this order shall commence immediately r the call for 
“concurrent and other resolutions,” and shall take precedence of the unfinished 
business and other special orders. But if the Senate shall with the cor- 
sideration of any matter notwithstanding an objection, the foregoing provisions 
touching debate shall not apply. 


Mr. BAYARD. May I ask whether in the first part of that rule, 
which reads “At the conclusion of the morning business for each day, 
unless upon motion the Senate shall at any time otherwise order,” the 
‘f motion ™ there spoken of would require any notice? 

Mr. FRYE. Isuppose not. I suppose that really refers to the mo- 
tions provided for in Rule X, which are privileged motions—the motion 
to proceed to the consideration of a revenue er an appropriation bill, 
the motion to proceed to the consideration of any other bill on the Cal- 
endar, &c. 

Mr. BAYARD. 


The question now is on the adoptiom 


I ask simply whether the rule the Senator proposes 


means a motion of which no previous notice has been given? 
I think it refers to those privileged motions named in 
This isthe Anthony rule, only changed slightly in form. 


Mr FRYE. 
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Mr. BAYARD. What I mean is that a single objection would not 
prevent a matter being considered. 

Mr. FRYE. I have no question about that. 

Mr. HARRIS. It is simply a motion to consider something else, 
which never has been held to require a day’s notice. It is always a 
motion di of immediately. : 

Mr. BAYARD. I only want that made clear. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption of 
Rule IX. 

The rule was agreed to. 

The next proposed rule was read, as follows: 

RULE X. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS—Continued. 


Immediately after the consideration of unobjected cases upon the Calendar is 
completed, and not later than 2 o'clock, if there shall be no special orders for 
that time, the Calendar of General Orders shall be taken up and proceeded with 
in its order, beginning with the first subject on the Calendar next after the last 
subject d of in proceeding with the Calendar; and in such case the fol- 
lowing motions shall be in order at any time as privil motions, save as 
against a motion to adjourn, or to proceed to the consideration of executive 
business, or questions of privilege, to wit: ry 

First. A motion to proceed to the consideration of an xppropriation or reve- 


nue bill. 
Second. A motion to proceed to the consideration of any other bill on the 


Calendar. 
Third. A motion to pass over the pending subject, which, if carried, shall 
have the effect to leave such subject without prejudice in its place on the Calen- 


bs A motion to place such subject at the foot of the Calendar. 

Each of the foregoing motions shall be decided without debate, and shall have 
precedence in the order above named, and may be submitted as in the nature 
and with all the rights of questions of order. . 

Mr. MORGAN. I move to amend the second clause, “A motion to 
proceed to the consideration of any other bill on the Calendar,” by 
adding the words: 

Which motion shall not be open to amendment, 

So as to confine the question to the particular bill a Senator may 
choose to suggest in lieu of the business then pending in the Senate. 

Mr. FRYE. I see no objection to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
the rule as amended. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, the word ‘‘ unobjected’’ as an ad- 
jective is one that has crept into our parliamentary usage in the last 
few years without any authority of lexicography, and I would suggest 
to the chairman of the Committee on Rules, in the interest of reform 
in speech, that that clause be.changed so as to read: 

Immediately after the consideration of cases not objected to upon the Calen- 
dar is completed. 

Mr. FRYE. I think that the language used by the’Senator from 
Kansas is an improvement. 

Mr. INGALLS. There is no such word as “‘ unobjected ” used in 
this sense. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas moves to 
amend by striking out in the first line “‘ unobjected ” after “ of ’’ and 
after ‘‘cases”’ in the same line, inserting “‘ not objected to.” 

The amendment was to. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption of 
the rule as amended. 

` The rule as amended was agreed to. 
The next proposed rule was read, as follows: 
; Rue XI. 
SPECIAL ORDERS. 


1, Any subject may, by a vote of two-thirds of the Senators present, be made 
a special order; and when the time so fixed for its consideration arrives the 
presiding officer shall lay it before the Senate, unless there be unfinished business 
of the preceding day; and if itis not finally disposed of on thatday, it shall take 
mck on the Calendar of Special Orders in the order of time at which it was 

ial, unless it shall become by adjournment the unfinished business. 

2. en two or more special orders haye been made for the same time they 
shall have precedence according to the order in which they were severally ás- 
signed, and that order shall only be changed by direction of the Senate. 


Mr. FRYE. ‘That does not change the substance of Rules X, XI, and 
XI, but does change the form entirely. 
Mr. INGALLS. Does it incorporate all the provisions contained in 
those three rules? j 
Mr. FRYE. All the provisions contained in those three rules. 
The rule was to. 
The next proposed rule was read, as follows: 
Rue XII. 
OBJECTION TO READING A PAPER. 
When the reading of a paper is called for and objected to, it shall be deter- 
mined by a vote of the Senate, without debate. 
Mr. FRYE. There is no change there. 
The rule was agreed to. 
The next proposed rule was read, as follows: 
Rte XIIF. 


The question is on the adoption of 


VOTING, ETC. 

1. When the yeas and nays are ordered, the names of Senators shall be called 
alphabetically; and each Senator shall, without debate, declare his assent or dis- 
sent to the question, unless excused by the Senate; and no Senator shall be per- 


mitted to vote after the decision shall have been announced by the presiding 
officer, but may for sufficient reasons, with unanimous consen or with- 
draw his vote. No motion to suspend this rule shall be in order, nor shall the 
presiding officer entertain any request to suspend it by unanimous consent. 

2, When a Senator declines to vote on call of his name he shall be required. 
to assign his reasons therefor, and having ed them, the presiding officer 
shall submit the question to the Senate: * the Senator, for the reasons as- 
signed by him, be excused from voting?” which shall be decided without debate ; 
and these proceedings shall be had after the roll-call and before the result is: 
announced; and any further proceedings in reference thereto shall be after such. 
announcement. 


Mr. BAYARD. I was in hopes that when the committee recast that 
rule they would provide in some way against the repetition of scenes 
that I have witnessed in this Chamber, whereby, a quorum being pres- 
ent, a sufficient number of Senators remained silent when their names 
were called and though in their seats refused to vote, and on the ques- 
tion preliminary to the demand that a Senator should vote yea or nay, 
and after hearing his reasons whether he should be compelled to vote 
or not when called upon by the presiding officer, remained silent, so 
that there was no decision reached by the Senate (which means a 
quorum of the Senate). Thus, although there was a majority of those 
present ready to act and that majority a constitutional majority be- 
cause the majority of a quorum present, there was a dead-lock put, 
or to speak more accurately a paralysis inflicted, upon legislation by 
Senators sitting in silence and refusing to obey the laws of their own. 
creation. It seemed to me to have features in it of the most unfortu- 
nate kind, in some respects rather more dangereus than the doctrine of 
secession which we have heard condemned, and so justly, for it appears. 
to me much better that Senators should leave the Chamber and be ab- 
sent from their seats than to sit here and vote when they please and 
withhold their votes when they please without any regard to public 
interests or the rules of this body. ' 

I do not know that the Senate can frame a rule which shall compel 
a man to speak against his will, They can by law prevent his speak- 
ing and can remove him from the place where he can speak; but I know 
of no law that can compel him to speak against his will; but possibly 
there might be some punitive measure brought in to prevent an absolute- 
contempt of the body, a contempt of its rules, a contempt of the objects. 
of legislation fer which we were assembled, which has been witnessed 
in this Chamber I am sorry to say upon more than one occasion. The- 
persons who refused to vote sat still and virtually said, ‘‘ Business shall 
not proceed unless it be in the way we desire; a quorum is present; we- 
are part of that quorum; but we prefer to stand mute and to answer- 
not when our names are called, and in that way arrest all p 
of publie business unless we cau have our way and prevent the will of 
the majority from being performed.” 

I do not know, sir, precisely by what means you are to procure or by 
what penalties you can exact the performance of and obedience to the 
rules of the Senate, but I have seen this very rule laughed to scorn in 
the Senate, I have seen it derided, nullified by the utterly disorderly 
and insubordinate action of a number necessary to assist in forming a 
quorum for the transaction of business. When this question came to be 
examined by the light of our experience I was in hopes that there would 
be some rather more stringent method that would compel Senators to 
answer one way or the other when they were in their seats, and it was- 
their duty to answer one way or the other. 

I havea right to speak of this, because in days long gone by, when I 
was a member of a very feeble minority in this Chamber and we were- 
compelled to sit at one time three days by a vast majority who were 
hurrying through business which we thought destructive of the inter- 
ests of the country, the proposition was made that we could withhold 
our votes, break a quorum, and compel a portion of the vast majority 
to come here and form their own quorum. When that rule was first 
read to me, though I believed I had then as much justification for with- 
holding my vote as could be given under any stated condition of affairs, 
I bowed to the rule, for I believed there was a duty incumbent on me- 
when I entered the body and an obedience to the rules to the creation. 
of which I had been a party, and therefore I never under any cireum- 
stances sat mute in defiance of the rule or refused to vote when I was. 
called upon under the rules to answer. 

I do not know that machinery can be provided in the form of a rule 
to compel subordination to the great object for which we are assembled 
here, but I wish very much that while this matter is in the hands of a 
special committee, and with the experience and history of events in 
this body before them, there could have been some improvement upon 
a rule which had been quoted and read only to be despised. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I will not offer an amendment to- 
this rule now, but inasmuch as the measure before the Senate is to be 
considered in the Senate after we have passed through it in Committee 
of the Whole, I will venture to suggest that the difficulty which the 
Senator from Delaware has encountered and we all have so frequently 
here might possibly be obviated in a safe way in this manner: allow the 
rule to stand just as the committee have rted it, and add to it a pro- 
vision of this character, that a Senator being present and declining to 
vote, the presiding officer shall announce the presence of the Senator and 
direct the Secretary to record his vote in the negative, for if he is here 
and not participating in the proceedings it is a fhir presumption that he 
is opposed to what is going on and is opposed to the will of the Senate- 
in the particular in which the Senate is about to execute its will. 
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Mr. INGALLS. Silence gives consent usually. 

Mr. MORGAN. Silence does usually give consent, but not in practice 
in the Senate, for when consent is withheld by a Senator who is present 
io {of a constitutional quorum todo business it must be on the ground 
thet he is opposed to what the Senate is trying to do, and it would be 
only fir that his vote should be recorded in the negative when hede- 
«lines to vote himself. The rule being well understood beforehand the 
Senator would comprehend the consequences of his refusal to vote, If 
he were to absent himself from the body, as he might do until the body 
was reduced below the number required for a quorum, then the Senate 
could order him to be brought in. If he still refused to vote, however, 
the order of the Senate in that particular would be entirely nugatory, 
although it had executed its will by having him brought within the 
body. 
I TRA out the suggestion, not in the form of an amendment at this 
time, but for the consideration of the Senate and the committee, so 
that we may see whether there is any danger in this suggestion. ' 

Mr. FRYE. I had the honor once to be on a House Committee on 
Rules which had a revision intrusted to it. The members of the com- 
mittee were Mr. RANDALL, Mr. Stephens of Georgia, Mr. Garfield, 
Mr. BLACKBURN, and myself, and I think we honestly and conscien- 
tiously undertook to provide a rule which should compel membces of 
the House to vote when their names were called. We worked upon it 
two or three days and we failed. It can not be done by any rule or 
constitution or law, or anything else except the Senator’s own sense of 
propriety and decency. ` : 

Mr. President, there are several forms of filibustering, so called. 
‘One is by making motions to adjourn and motions to adjourn to a day 
certain one after the other, the one always in order, the other being in- 
terposed, and calling for the yeas and nays. In the House of Repre- 
sentatives under its present rules, and under any rules it has ever had 
within my knowledge, a vote can not by any possibility be reached so 
long as a minority sufficient to order the yeas and nays can maintain 
physically the conflict. 

It may be that filibustering ought now and then to be resorted to 
by a minority in the preservation of an imperiled right, and it may be 
that they would be justified in resorting to it under extraordinary cir- 
cumstances; but it brings, in my judgment, a body into contempt, and 
ought to bring it into contempt, when it is resorted to on every trivial 
occasion, just as the cross-examining of witnesses, as all lawyers under- 
stand, brings cross-examination into contempt, and makes it utterly 
ni when it is tried in the case of every witness who presents him- 
self, 

Now take the ease of a Senator sitting stillin his seat. I donot my- 
self believe that it is ever justifiable. I believe that the Senator should 
vote. The Committee on Rules of the Senate undertook to consider 
that very question and to provide for it, and after discussing it for an 


hour or two unanimously gave it wp as an utter impossibility. 
Mr, BAYA Questions of Senators’ personal interest may pre- 
vent their sometimes. 
Mr. FRYE. If you propose to fine, nobody cares for a fine when he 


is acting with his party, and the fine will certainly be remitted in time. 
If you propose who cares for a censure when he is acting in 
accord with his side? Itamountstonothing. You may lead the horse 
to the brook, but you can not make him drink. You can not make a 
Senator say ‘‘yea’’ or “nay” byany rule. The Senate itself can bea 
rule to itself, so that no other rule would ever be necessary teuching 


that e matter. So far as I am concerned, I agree with the Senator 
from ware entirely, and I put myself upon his platform. Inever 
will while I am in the Senate, at the dictate of my party, sit silent and 


refrain from voting to destroy a quorum. I shall exercise the privilege 
of voting from duty, for that method of filibustering, it seems to me, 
is entirely improper, and almost indecent, in a body like the United 
States Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. President, it has been said that the habit of 
refusing to vote in violation of the rule isan ancient custom. Ishould 
like to know when it ever occurred in the Senate of the United States 
until within the last six or seven years. I ask the Senator from Dela- 
ware if he ever heard of a case of Senators refusing to vote until within 
the last six or seven years. 

Mr. BAYARD. No, sir. I have stated to the Senate my own expe- 
rience on the subject. It was not six or seven years ago; I think it was 
perhaps twelve or thirteen years since, when there were only about five 
ar six men of my way of thinking in this Chamber, and I did once with- 
hold my vote; but the rule was read, and as soon as I heard the rule 
read I bowed to the rule and voted, and I never sat in my place and 
withheld my vote against the instruction of the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is not worth while for us by rules to guard 
against an abuse and violation of a public duty which never occurred 
during some eighty years in the history of the Government and has only 
occurred three or four times, probably not sooften. I never knew itto 
occur; I never was in the Senate of the United States when a Senator 
refused to answer to his name, except sometimes when he was paired or 
declined to vote, and no one desired him to vote; but I never yet saw a 
Senator refuse to answer to hisnamein orderto break upaquorum. It 
is just as revolutionary an act as it would be to fire a musket at the 
President of the United States. 


There is a great distinction between this refusing to vote and the 
making of dilatory motions. The making of dilatory motions is a 
right given by the rules. It is given to secure amplitude of debate; 
consideration, to gain time; and therefore, although sometimes very 
wearisome and very hard to submit to, especially through a lone night 
session, yet we feel bound to yield to it, because a Senator exercises a 
right which the rules give him. But aman who refuses to vote when 
his name is called upon a question before the Senate violates the rules 
and places himself in antagonism to the rules that he has himself prob- 
ably voted for, or at least that were adepted by the body of which he 
isa member. I say, for one, that I never have refused and I never 
will refuse to answer to my name, when it is called in my presence, 
with my vote, and I can not imagine any circumstances, the gravity of 
any vote, that would induce me to refuse to vote when my name was 
called on a lawful calling of the roll. 

I do not think it is worth while for us to guard against a contingency 
that, although it happened three of four times in the recent history of 
the Senate, will probably never happen again. I have heard the lecture 
read many times on this subject; I do not think any of us will ever 
forget it. It is only amodern practice; it only occurred in three or four 
instances, and by both sides of the Chamber, as I am informed, though 
I was not here. It has been practiced in two or three rare instances by 
both sides of the Chamber in times of high party excitement, and it is 
not a thing that can be guarded against by rule. It is revolutionary 
and dangerous. I hope, therefore, no attempt will be made to either 
apply a penalty or to record a man as voting when he doesnot vote, and 
thus make the Journal a falsehood, or do anything at all to guard against 
a remote danger that probably will not occur again in our time. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, there seems to be a natural difficulty, a 
difficulty of fact, involved here. Under our form of government a ma- 
jority has a right to control the action of the deliberative body; but if 
circumstances arise such as have been witnessed in the past and as have 
been discussed in the debate on this proposition, the power of that ma- 
jority is taken away, it may be by a single member, and at all events 
in any case it is within the power of a minority to doit. Now, it seems 
to me that if the majority is present we may be able to adopt a rule 
which will enable the body to act, and that we ought to do so; and I 
would suggest an addition to this rule, in language something like 
this—and which I would submit for the consideration of the Senator 
from Alabama, as he proposes to offer an amendment—if we could adopt 
language something like this, it seems to me, it would enable us to 
earry on this Government: 

That a question shall be decided whenever a DARHT of a quorum shall vote, 
there being a quorum present in the Chamber at any time during the roll-call. 

If we could adopt language of that kind it would enable us to act, 
if there is any possibility of our adopting any rule that will do so. 

Mr. INGALLS. How would that effect it? 

Mr. BLAIR. There could be no majority of those present unless 
under the provisions of this proposition a deciSion could be secured. 
There would be, of course, in order that the body could act at all, 
necessarily a quorum present in the Chamber. -There must be thirty- 
one, if the deliberative body consists of sixty members. Thatthirty-one 
has, under the theory of our institutions and of all deliberative bodies, a 
right to act, and a majority of the thirty-one may carry a proposition. 
But the difficultyewe meet with is, that a majority of the thirty-one 
being present, some one or more refuse to act and the proposed action 
of the body is nullified. This difficulty would be met and would be 
overcome by a provision such as is covered by this proposition, that a 
man should be presumed to have voted if he was present and did in 
reality assist to make up a quorum, : 

Mr. HARRISON. As these amendments, which have been proposed 
or indicated hy the different Senators, can be offered in the Senate and 
have not yet been formulated, I suggest that we proceed with the rule, 
and Senators having this matter in their mind can present their amend- 
ments in the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana suggests 
the passing over of this rule. 

Mr. HARRISON. No, sir; not that we pass over it, but that we 
pass it in committee, and the amendments can be moved afterward. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption of 
Rule XIII. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, I notice that one clause of this rule 
forbids the voting of a Senator after the decision shall have been an- 
nounced, and declares that he may, for sufficient reasons, with unan- 
imons consent, change or withdraw his vote; that is to say, after the 
decision has beenannounced. Itseems from thereading of the rule that 
permission might be given to withdraw the vote when it would change 
the result. I suppose it can not have been the intention of the Com- 
mittee on Rules topermit the withdrawal of a vote after the decision has 
been announced when it would change the result. I would suggest that 
there should be some further modification necessary, because it would be 
very strange parliamentary practice to have the yeas and nays recorded 
in the affirmative, for instance, carryinga measure, and then permit the 
change er withdrawal of a vote after the announcement of the decision. 
so that the Journal would show that the majority was on the other side. 

Mr. HARRISON. I think in this respect the proj Tule as re- 


ported by the committee is identical with our present Rule XVIII. 


1883. 


Perhaps that is subject to the objection which the Senator from Kansas 


has suggested, but it is not new with the committee. 

Mr. INGALLS. No change or withdrawal of a vote ought to be al- 
lowed after the decision is announced if it changes the result. I state 
that as a proposition which demands general consent. I would 
that the proposed rule be amended by inserting after “‘ or with- 
draw his vote ” the words “‘ provided such change or withdrawal will 
not alter the result.” 

Mr. FRYE. Suppose a Senator has made a mistake? 

Mr. INGALLS. That is his misfortune, of course, if he may have 
madea mistake; but after the decision has been announced by the Chair, 
and in parliamentary practice the decision has gone into active opera- 
tion as a practical rale then to allow a man to come in and change or 
withdraw his vote would certainly be to nullify the entire proceeding. 

Mr. HARRISON. Will the Senator allow me to suggest to him that 
it can only be done by ‘‘ unanimous consent?” 

Mr. INGALLS. It ought not be allowed to be done at all. 

Mr. HARRISON. ‘‘ And for sufficient reasons,’’ so that itis entirely 
in the power of any Senator voting with the majority to prevent a change 
in the result by the withdrawal or change. of a vote. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The present rule has the same provision. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption of 
Rule XIII. 

The rule was agreed to. 

The next proposed rule was read, as follows: 

Rue XIV. 
RECONSIDERATION, 

1, When a question has been decided by the Senate, any Senator of the pre- 
vailing side may, on the same day or on either of the next two days of actual 
session th r, move a reconsideration ; and if the Senate shall refuse to recon- 
sider, or upon reconsideration shal! affirm its first decision, no further motion to 
reconsider shall be in order unless by unanimous consent. Every motion to re- 
consider shall be decided by a majority vote, without debate, and may be laid 
on the table without affecting the question in reference to which the same is 
made, which shall be a final ion of the motion. 3 

2. When a bill, resolution, report, amendment, order, or paar e upon which 

* a vote has been taken, shall have gone out of the possession of the Senate and 
been communicated to the House of Representatives, the motion to reconsider 
shall be accompanied yee motion to request the House to return the same; 

n shall acted upon immediately and without debate, and if 
determined in the negative, shall be a final disposition of the motiongo recon- 


Mr. BAYARD. I submit to the Senator from Maine whether in the 
desire to condense the phraseology of these rules he has not left out a 
word which ought to be left. is reads ‘‘ When a question has been 
decided by the te any Senator of the prevai side.” _ I submit 
that ought to be ‘‘any Senator voting on the prevailing side.” That 
is the language of the former rule.’ A man may be on the prevailing 
side and not vote at all. I think the words “voting on” had better be 
inserted in place of the word ‘‘of’’ in the first line. 

Mr. FRYE. Ihave no objection to saying ‘‘voting with the pre- 
vailing side.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment is in the first line of 
clause 1, after the word ‘Senator,’ to strike out ‘‘of’’ and insert 
“ voting with.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The rule as amended was to. 

The next proposed rule was read, as follows: 

Ruiz XV, 
BILLS, JOINT RESOLUTIONS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 

1. One faya notice at least shall be given of an intended motion for leave to 
bring in a bill or joint resolution, but in the introduction of bills or joint resolu- 
tions on leave h notice may be dispensed with by unanimous consent. 

2. Every bill und joint resolution shall receive three readings previous to its 
pasagi; which readings shall be on three different days, unless the Senate 
unanimously direct otherwise, and the presiding officer shall give notice at each 
reading whether it be the first, second, or third. 

3. No billor joint resolution shall be committed or amended until it shall have 
been twice read, after which it may be referred to a committee; bills and joint 
resolutions introduced on leave, and bills and joint resolutions from the House 
of Representatives, shall be read once, and may be read twice, on the same day 
if not objected to, for reference, but shall not be considered on that day as in 
Committee of the Whole, nor debated, except for reference, unless by unani- 
me every bill d joint luti rted fro ittee, not having 

ery and joint resolution re; m a comm: no re- 
viously been read, shall be read onos. and twice, if not objected to, on the mma 
day, and placed on the Calendar in the order in which the same may be re- 

; and every bill and joint resolution introduced on leave, and every bill 
and joint resolution of the House of Representatives which shall have received 
a first and second reading without being referred to a committee, shall, if objec- 
tion be made to further proceeding thereon, be placed on the Calendar. 

5. All resolutions shall lie over one day for consideration unless by unani- 
mous consent the Senate shall otherwise d 

6. Biy resolution of inquiry addressed to the Presidentof the United States, 
or to the heads of Departments, shall, ifobjected to, be referred to the committee 
having jurisdiction of the subject-matter of such resolution; said committee 
shall report thereon within one week thereafter, and said resolutions shall be 
in order for consideration when reported. 


Mr. HOAR. -I desire to call the attention of the Senator from Maine, 
the chairman of the committee, to a suggestion in to the first 
clause of this rule. I never heard of an objection to the introduction 
of a bill or joint resolution. Still, of course, it may be convenient 
sometimes that such a matter should be postponed one day in order to 
give opportunity for préparation for what may be an important ques- 
tion—the reference of a bill. But under this rule and under the old 
rule of the Senate the thing which is most frequently done as of course 
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in the Senate, that is the introduction of a bill or joint resolution, is 
done out of order by unanimous consent, and therefore the Chair, if he 
goes through the entire formula, has in every case to ask the unani- 
mous consent of the Senate, and the clerks in journalizing the proceed- 
ing record that Mr. A asked and received unanimous consent to intro- 
duce without previous notice a certain bill. > 

Now why would not everything practical be accomplished by provid- 
ing that whenever a bill or joint resolution is introduced, it shall, if 
objected to, lie over one day? That would secure everything that the 
present rule secures, and would avoid the long formula and the repeti- 
tion of this statement in the Journal. I beg leave to move that amend- 
ment as a substitute for the first clause of Rule XV. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair). 
Senator prepare his amendment? 

Mr. HOAR. I will, if the Secretary will take it down. I propose 
to strike out the first clause of Rule XV and to insert: 

Whenever a bill or joint resolution shall be offered, its introduction shall, if 
objected to, be postponed for one day. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOAR. Let the Secretary report the amendment. 
some better phrase will be suggested. 

The amendment was read. 

Mr. FRYE. It seems to me that that is an improvement on clause 1 
of this proposed rule; but on reference to the RECORD it will be found 
that in the last revision of the rules a report was made to the Senate 
striking out practically clause 1 for reasons given then as given now by 
the Senator from Massachusetts, and the then Senator from Maine, Mr. 
Hamlin, objected to striking out the provision, and said thatin his ex- . 
perience he had known of two or three occasions where it was absolutely 
necessary or exceedingly important to invoke the rule. However! do 
not see but that the Senator’s amendment still preserves all that is good 
in that clause. 

Mr. HOAR. IftheSenatorwill pardon me, I believe that my amend- 
ment preserves everything that isin the clause, good or bad. The 
practical result is precisely the same as now; it merely saves the long 
formula uttered from the chair and recorded in the Journal. - 

Mr. INGALLS. The first clause of the rule is founded upon a ven- 
erable fiction that has long since been abandoned. It was the custom 
in the early days of the Senate frequently to have the debate upon the 
subject-matter involved in a controversy occur when the motion was 
made for leave to bring ina bill. That was in the days when there 
were but very few members of the Senate, when it sat with closed 
doors, and when the debates were largely colloquial and conversational; 
but as the business has become public and conducted with doors 
and the numbers of the Senate have increased, the whole practice has 
been entirely abandoned; and the reason for the rule having ceased, of 
course the rule itself ought to cease. 

The amendment offered by the Senator from Massachusetts meets 
with my entire approbation, and I have not the slightest doubt that 
eyen under it the privilege which may be invoked will not be called 
into existence within the experience of any man now in this body. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

The amendment was to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are therefurther amendmentsto Rule. 
XV as proposed by the Committee on Rules? 

Mr. BAYARD. I was about to propose to strike out the new clause, 
clause 6, for which I can imagine no necessity whatever, and to which I 
can see very manifest objection. 

In the first place, if a resolution of inquiry is offered it isalways com- 
petent, under the present rules, for the Senate to commit it if they think 
it proper to be done. Every one understands practically that when a 
resolution of inquiry is offered and it is committed, that is an adverse 
action upon the resolution. Although by this provision you are to re- 
turn it in a weekand then make it open for consideration, that does not 
cure the case, because the week may contain the very time which is of 
essence for the purpose of obviating the information. 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. PENDLETON] not now in his seat made 
the proposition that the officers of the Cabinet should be here present 
on this floor for the purpose of being interrogated and of making their 
personal and verbal replies to inquiries respecting their various Depart- 
ments, It is essential, more perhaps to the minority than to the ma- 
jority, that this right of inquiry, the opportunity to obtain information 
in regard to public affairs, should be as unimpeded as the public inter- 
ests will permit. I do not wish to see resolutions of inquiry, the only 
means whereby a minority can promptly avail itself of information in 
order to check action, impeded by a week’s delay, which may effectu- 
ally destroy that yee 

This section of the rule is entirely new. It has never found its way 
into any of the rules of this body up to this time, and I hope now that 
it will not meet the approval of the Senate. There are timesin legis- 
lation when prompt and immediate reply must be had from the offi- 
cials in charge of the information desired. Under this rule, 
as I understand it, a single objection would prevent the adoption of a 
resolution of inquiry, and would send it to a committee which can 
withhold it for a week and then indefinitely debate it. 


Will the 


Perhaps 
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I trust that there is no new cause for such a rule as this. There has 
been no abuse. The Senate may refuse to make the inquiry; the Sen- 
ate may commit the resolution to any committee it pleases under our 
present rules; but this would place it at the mercy of any single indi- 
vidual to object to an inquiry being made, which might be very vital, 
afid which should have immediate and prompt attention. 

I submit to the Senate that such a rule is not wise, that it is not ex- 

- pedient, and I trust it may not receive the approval of this body. I 
therefore move to strike out the sixth clause. 

Mr. INGALLS. It is not in yet. 

Mr. GARLAND, We can take a separate vote on the different 
clauses. The sixth section is not yet in the rule. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It seems to me that this is a wise provision of the 
rules on the score of economy—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Hoarinthechair). If the Sena- 
tor from Ohio will suspend, the Chair desires to understand what is the 
attitude of the question. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Thewhole text of the rule, I understand, issubject 
to amendment, and a Senator may move to strike out any portion of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that the entire 
report of the committee is before the Senate, and as there is nothing 
here which is proposed by the committee which requires to be inserted, 
the regular motion would be that suggested by the Senator from Dela- 
ware to strike out. 4 

Mr. BAYARD. I beg pardon of the Senator from Ohio, but I have 
already made a motion to amend the rule by striking out the sixth sec- 
tion. _ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understood the Senator 
from Delaware to move to strike out section 6, when some Senator sug- 
gested that that was not in yet; and the Chair understood the Senator 
from Delaware not to press his motion in obedience to-that suggestion; 
but the Chair understands that the motion of the Senator from Dela- 
ware was the proper one, 

Mr. BAYARD. On the contrary, the Chair misunderstood me. I 
arose to emphasize my motion to strike out the sixth section. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Delaware moves to 
amend. The amendment will be reported. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out clause 6 of Rule XV, 
as follows: 

6. Every resolution of inquiry addressed to the President of the United States, 
or to the heads of Departments, shall, if objected to, be referred to the committee 
having jurisdiction of the subject-matter of such resolution; said committee 
sha!! report thereon within one week thereafter, and said resolutions shall be in 
order for consideration when reported, 


Mr. SHERMAN. As I said a moment ago, I think the adoption of 
this rule on the score of economy would be advisable. I do not think 
in any other respect it is very material. No doubt it has been copied 
from one of the new rules adopted in the other House, where it has 
worked very well, but where it is much more imperative in form than 
the proposed rule as stated here. 

Very commonly resolutions of inquiry are hurriedly written oft and 
introduced, and they. are generally favored, because, as the Senator 
from Delaware says, there ought to be the freest modes of communica- 
tion between the executive and legislative departments of the Govern- 
ment. We call upon the President and the heads of Departments ina 
multitude of instances for information already communicated to us and 
lying on our table. In some cases large documents, sometimes extend- 
ing to volumes, have been sent to us and published twice during the 
same session of Congress; and information actually transmitted to us 
in the annual reports has been called for by a resolution of in- 
quiry before it could be printed, and when sent to us again has in the 
ordinary routine of business been ordered to be printed. 

It seems to me, therefore, that these resolutions ought to go through 
some kind of examination or surveillance to see that they are properly 
expressed, that the resolutions do not call for information already com- 
municated, and that they do not throw upon the executive branch of 
the Governmenta great deal of unnecessary labor and expense. I know 
from my own experience that large numbers of clerks have been some- 
times kept copying from official documents information that had been 
previously in a somewhat different form communicated to Congress, thus 
creating an expense not onlyin the Departments but an expense in the 
Senate in printing, and largely adding to the cost of our printing. 

It seems to me that it isa very moderate check upon the hasty intro- 
duction of these resolutions to provide that as they are introduced they 
must be referred to some appropriate committee; and here is a provision 
that such a resolution shall be reported back in one week, so that the 
Senate will have the power no doubt to act upon it. 

With a view to promote economy it was deemed advisable to propose 
this rule, and I think it ought to be adopted. If it is found to be too 
restrictive in its character there will be no difficulty in changing it, 
but a great deal of unnecessary labor and a great deal of unnecessary 
ex would be saved by its adoption. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I am very much surprised indeed at the re- 
marks made by the honorable Senator from Ohio in placing, as I under- 
stood him, the whole ground of his objection to the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Delaware upon the question of economy. Within the past 


week I have known two or three Senators upon the other side of the 
Chamber to rise in their place and ask for information from the In- 
terior Department of the Government with respect to some matter 
touching the railroads, as to the amount of land grants, I think one of 
them was, of a certain railroad, and as to the action of the Interior 

ment touching its right to certain land grants. The Senator 
from Ohio well knows that legislation might have been pending in re- 
gard to which it would have been very important not only to the Sen- 
ators seeking that information but also to the entire Senate to know 
what the facts were touching the case. He also well knows that the 
heads of Departments do not report in their annual reports that detail 
of information touching those questions which the Senators there 
asked for. 

It seems to me it would be the most unwise proceeding to choke off 
any Senator, so to speak, from his right to ask for such information as 
would give him the necessary knowledge to vote intelligently upon 
any question brought before the Senate. This rule proposes to refer 
such a resolution of inquiry to a committee to take action upon it, 
giving them one week’s time. 

Mr. SHERMAN, If my friend will allow me to interrupt him, he 
will find that in the case he puts the proposed rule does not at all apply. 
The rule only applies where objection is made, and then it requires, 
where an objection is made, that a reference should be had to ascertain 
the character and nature of the objection. 

Mr. McPHERSON. In that case one member of the Senate, con- 
ceiving that he had an objection, would have the power in his hands 
alone, and without concert of action with any other Senator, to pre- 
vent action and to delay the information for one entire week. When 
such a resolution is put into the hands of a committee it may remain 
there for a week under this proposed rule, and it is then reported to 
the Senate and may be debated for a week or two weeks longer, and 
pending the discussion the important matter upon which the informa- 
tion was to bear may have been decided and out of the way entirely, 
and we be left entirely in the dark. 

This proposition is the worst species of gag law that I have ever heard 
undertaken in this Senate Chamber. If there is any disposition on the 
oppositg side of the Senate to prevent information, then no better plan 
could ever have been adopted than this one, which proposes to provide 
by an express rule of the Senate that action shall be suspended before 
the information so necessary and so important in many legislative mat- 
ters can be even reached for the guidance of the Senate. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. It seems to me that we have sufficient gnar- 
antees already in the good sense of the Senate with respect to resolu- 
tions of inquiry. I can not conceive of any necessity for a rule of this 
kind to guard against the intemperate or hasty action of so conserva- 
tive a body as this. During the eight or nine years that I have been 
here I think I can say that I have never known a resolution of inquiry 
to go through in a hasty way. Such resolutions are very few in num- 
ber ordinarily, and when a Senator gets up here and objects to a reso- 
lution of this deseription it lies over for a day or so and comes up again, 
and after it is adopted and goes to the Departments it may be that in 
the course of a month we get a reply. To hamper and restrict the _ 
powers of this body under existing rules or practice would be in my 
judgment very unwise. 

I think the rule proposed is entirely unnecessary, br cause the Senate 
holds within its own hands the power to regulate ths whole subject. 
If any Senator comes forward here with a resolution of inquiry which 
in its character is not proper to be addressed to the head of a Depart- 
ment or to the President, the Senate can put it down by its vote; it is 
open to debate, if necessary; the object and purpose of it can be dis- 
closed. When it is proposed to refer a resolution of inquiry to a com- 
mittee which may sit with closed doors, where the whole purpose ef 
the matter may be debated in a very different way from what it can be 
done here, I think it is a change in the rule which ought not to take 

lace. 
p Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I desire to make one suggestion. As I 
understand it now every resolution of inquiry, if objected to, lies over 
one day and then comes up for consideration; and if a majority of the 
Senate think it ought to go to a committee it goes there. This rule 
provides that if one man the next day when it comes up for consider- 
ation insists that it shall go to a committee, although the whole body 
of the Senate might determine that it should not so go, it must go. 
That isthe proposed change. As Senators have very well said, beiore 
the committee can meet the purpose of the inquiry may be at an end, 
for the legislation to be based upon the information may be passed 
upon. Why the whole body of the Senate should put it in the power 
of one man to send such a resolution to a committee I am not able to 


see, 
Besides, the committee to whom the resolution may appropriately, 
, or a majority of them, may be absent from the city and they may 
unable to obtain a oe If they do not report within a week, 

what is to be done about it? Is it then to come back whether they 


report or not, or is itto be withheld until they can meet? They may be 
able to give good reasons on account of the absence or the sickness of 
members for not having had a meeting within the time prescribed by 
the rale. Many em 


ts may arise. When it is now in the 
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power of a majority to send such a resolution to a commi surely 
the whole body of the Senate should not be deprived of the information 
desired bécause one man may desire a reference, with the chances taken 
of the legislation being over before the information can be procured, 
and when by reason either of the absence of members of the commit- 
tee or sickness, or other excuses, they may be prevented from acting 
upon it at all. 

Mr. INGALLS. There is some embarrassment resulting in my con- 
sideration of this proposed addition from the language of the third line, 
prescribing the committee to which the resolution is to go, the language 
being, “the committee having jurisdiction of the subject-matter of 
such resolution.” Take the case of the resolution offered by the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN Wyck] this morning, which recited in the 
first place the decisions of a number of courts) including, I think, the 
Supreme Court of the United States, which may have been or may not 
have been correctly set forth. Then there was a further reference to 
certain statutes passed that in ted certain railroads and endowed 
them with land subsidies. The resolution closed with a declaration 
that the public lands of the United States had been interfered with in 
some way by this judicial determination and by the action of the In- 
terior Department. The question would naturally arise whether that 
resolution should go to the Committee on the Judiciary, to the Com- 
mittee on Railroads, or to the Committee on Public Lands. I should 
hope the Senator from Maine would see fit, if he adheres to this pro- 
posed amendment, the wisdom of which I very much doubt, to change 
that language at least, so that the resolution should be referred to the 
appropriate committee, because properly speaking there is no commit- 
tee in this body that has jurisdiction, in the proper sense of that term, 
of any subject-matter whatever. 

While speaking on the subject Imay suggest that, although there are 
* reasons of considerable force why this amendment should be adopted, 

„ yet there are others that appear to me equally strong against it. It is 
very true that occasionally resolutions are offered here calling for in- 
formation that is accessible in published reports of the officers of the 
Government on the files of the Senators or in the document-room, but 
whether or not the mere saving of dollars and cents that might result 
from the discovery of this fact would not be largely outweighed and 
overborne by the detriment that might.occur by reason of the possible 
delay of one week when legislation was pending or great public mat- 
ters were at stake is tomy mind a matter of very grave and serious 
doubt, and until a stronger case is made than has yet been presented 
my opinion would be very strongly against the adoption of the proposed 
amendment to the rules. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thequestion is on the motionof the 
Senator from Delaware [ Mr. BAYARD] to strike out clause 6of Rule XV. 

The motion was to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now ison the adoption 
of the rule as amended. 

The rule as amended was agreed to. : 

Mr. McMILLAN. It is now nearly 4 o’clock and we have pro- 
gressed some distance in the rules. There is a very large number ‘of 
nominations lying on the table, and I move that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the Senator from Minnesota will 
be kind enough to withhold that motion for a moment, the Chair will 
lay before the Senate a resolution from the House of Representatives 
which is a matter of privilege. 

Mr. McMILLAN, Very well. 

HOLIDAY RECESS. 


Fhe PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the following con- 
current resolution, received from the House of Representatives; which 
was read: 

Resolved by th Representati concurri w 
two peat Doan Mania: rna e FETA they eat K aeei par 
Thursday, the 3d day of January, 1834. 

Mr. GARLAND. Let that lie over, to be considered in connection 
with the resolution offered by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS 
this morning. ' 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will lie over. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I renew my motion that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to. 

THE CALENDAR. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Before the doors are closed the Chair 
. will consider a proposition that the Calendar be printed for the use of 
the Senate, as has been done heretofore at each session. 

Mr. INGALLS. And I suggest, as has been done on previous occa- 
sions, that the Calendar be printed daily for the use of the Senate. 


Mr. GARLAND. That was the last rule of the Senate on the sub- | el 


ject. í 
: The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection it will beso 
ordered. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
The Senate proceeded to the consideration of executive business. 
After 23 minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened. 


CLAYTON-BULWER TREATY CORRESPONDENCE. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was ordered 
to lie on the table and be printed. 

To the Senate of the United States: 
I transmit herewith in response to the Senate resolution of the 18th instant a 


report of the Secretary of State and accompanying papers relating to the treaty 
between the United States and Great Britain, a x ril 19, 1850, 


ER A, ARTHUR. 
EXEcrTIVE Mansion, Washington, December 19, 1883. 


HOLIDAY RECESS. 


On motion of Mr. ALLISON, the Senate proceeded to consider the 
concurrent resolution of the House cf Representatives concerning the 
holiday recess, 

Mr. ALLISON moved to strike out the words ‘‘ Thursday, the 3d,” 
and to insert ‘‘ Monday, the 7th;’’ so as to make the resolution read: 

Resolved bu the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That when the 
two Houses adjourn on Monday, December 24, 1883, they stand adjourned until 
Monday, the 7th day of January, 1884. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. GARLAND. I move that the Senate adjourn. _ 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 18 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, December 19, 1883. 


The House met at 12 m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. JOHN S. 
LINDSAY, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Monday last was read and ap- 
proved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPSON, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House of the election of Hon. ANSON G. McCook as Seere- 
tary of the Senate. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


A message in writing was received from the President of the United 
States, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 


FIRST CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT OF NORTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. SCALES. I now call up the motion submitted by me on Mon- 
day last, and ask that the credentials filed at that time be now read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina [ Mr. SCALES] 
now calls up the motion to administer the oath of office to Mr. Skin- 
ner, of North Carolina, and asks that the certificate of the governor be » 
read. The Clerk will read. i 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To Thomas G. Skinner, greeting : 
We do, by these presents, commission you a Representative of the State of 
North Carolina in Forty-eighth Congress of the Uniled States of America, 

our election thereto from the first Congressional district of North Carolina 
Loving been duly certified to us, and do hereby confer Tpos you all the rights, 
privileges, and powers useful and necessary to the just discharge of the duties > 
of said office. 

In witness whereof His Excellency Thomas J. Jarvis, our governor and com- 
mander-in-chief, has signed with his hand these presents and caused our great 
seal to be affixed thereto. 

Done at the city of Raleigh, on the 13th day of December, in the year of our 
Lord 1883, and in the one hundred and eighth year of our American Independ- 


ence. 
frre SEAL, ] THOMAS J. JARVIS. 
W. S. SANDERS, Secretary of State. 


the governor. 
Mr. KEIFER. [I offer for adoption, relating to this case, the resolu- 
tion which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The SPEAKER. ‘The resolution will be read. 
The Clerk read əs follows: 


Whereas Walter R. Pool was, at the November election in 1882, elected a Rep- 
resentative to this House for first Congressional district of North Carolina, 
composed of the counties of Currituck. Camden, Pasquotank, Perquimans, Gates, 
Chowan, Hertford, Hyde, Beaufort, Pitt, Pamlico, Bertie, Martin, Washing ton, 

rrell, and Dare; and 

Y hereas by his death on August 25, 1883, a vacancy occurred in said district; 
an 

Whereas since the election of said Pool as aforesaid the Legislature of said 
State redistricted that State for the purposes of representation in Congress, ‘and 
created a new first district in said State, composed of the counties of Beaufort, 
Camden, Carteret, Chowan, Currituck, Darc, Gates, Hertford, Hyde, Martin, 
Pamlico, Pasquotank, Perquimans, Pitt, Tyrrell, and Washington; ant 

Whereas to fill the vacancy occurring as aforesaid the governor of North 
Carolina ordered an election in the said new first district, by virtue of which 
ection Hon. Thomas G; Skinner now claims a seat in this House ; and 
Whereas to admit him to the seat would leave the said county of Bertie with- 
out any district representation in this Congress, and the said county of Carteret 
would be doubly represented : Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the credentials of Mr. Skinner be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Elections of this House, when appointed, with power to ascertain and 
report all the facts pertaining to this vacancy and the said election to fill the 
same at as early a day as p! together with the law governing the case. 


Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker—— 
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Mr. MILLS. I desire to ask whether the credentials now presented 
are in due form. 

The SPEAKER. The House has heard the certificate read, and of 
course it is for the House to determine whether it is in due form. 

Mr. SCALES. 1 object to that resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution is undoubtedly in order. Itisa 
resolution, as the Chair understands, to refer the matter to a committee, 

Mr. KEIFER. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. SCALES] 
has not the floor to make objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEIFER] is enti- 
tled to the floor on his resolution. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, the resolution just read is clearly in 
order, and is also in accordance with the practice, so far as I have been 
able to discover, in cases of like character through the entire history of 
this House. It is in order because it recites facts which are entitled to 
be taken into consideration in connection with the prima facie case, 
entitled to be taken into consideration as governing the law as appli- 
cable to all such cases. 

The certificate, I beg to say, in the first place, is not the usual certifi- 
cate. Indeed it cannot be called a certificate at all within the meaning 
of the rule that has prevailed here. I think I am quite safe in saying 
that there never was a case of this character presented in which such 
a certificate was brought before the House. It is perhaps a misnomer 
to call it a certificate. It isa mere formal commission. The fact that 
it bears date the 13th day of December, 1883, is suggestive that it has 
cost a great deal of trouble, a great deal of time, a great deal of mental 
anxiety to get up a paper which would come here and would notshow 
what the law requires should be shown. All certificates which have 
hitherto come here, so far as I know, have recited the fact (where the 
circumstances warranted it) that the man came here to fill a vacancy. 


This is a mere commission, which does not undertake to show any of | rests 


these things. The facts are recited in the resolution. Mr. Walter R. 
Pool was elected to this Congress in the old first district of North Car- 
olina, the district composed of counties not the same as the new district. 
The certificate, if it is to be called such, ought to have recited the death 
of Mr. Pool and the fact that Mr. Skinner was elected as his successor; 
but it does not do that; it simply formally commissions Mr. Skinner as 
a Representative of the first district of North Carolina. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I assert as a fact—and if gentlemen are prepared 
to dispute the statement I will for the purpose of settling the fact yield 
to anybody—I assert as a fact that there never was a vacancy in that 
first district of North Carolina, and hence there could be no man sworn 
in to filla vacancy. Ifgentlemen dispute that proposition we will set- 
tle the fact now. [A pause.] Thereisnotto-day a vacancy in the first 
district of North Carolina, as is undertaken to be recited in the commis- 
sion presented here for the consideration of the House, and there being 
no vacancy, no man can be sworn in to filla vacancy. The gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. SCALES], who presents this certificate on 
behalf of Mr. Skinner, and who sits here with a perfect title to his seat, 
if another gentleman should come here with a commission reciting that 
he was commissioned for his district, mentioning it by number, would 
not claim that there was a prima facie case which bound this entire 
House to swear in the person presenting such a commission notwith- 
standing the seat was filled. Although thecircumstances of such’a case 
may not precisely agree with this, they are substantially in law and in 
fact the same as the case now presented. 

But let us go to the law on this question of prima facie case, and as- 
sume for the purpose of the discussion, if you will, that this is a cer- 
tificate in accordance with some law of the State of North Carolina, I 
wish to say that I have looked at the laws of North Carolina, and I first 
that the governor is authorized by the statute of the State to issue com- 
missions to persons elected to the Congress of the United States. It is 
very unusual, but that would not be a guide where there was a com- 
mission issued for the purpose of filling a vacancy, as is claimed here. 

But let us assume that this commission is regular in form; that the 
governor of North Carolina is justified in issuing it in this form, al- 
though he seems to have had a great deal of difficulty in coming up to 
it. The rule and the law that govern this body is that a certificate— 
or commission, if you choose to call it suach—makes for the man hold- 
ing it a prima facie case of election only. Why? Because the officer 
who is authorized to ascertain whether a man is elected has nothing 
before him but the returns of the election. The certifying officers— 
the returning boards, if there are such—only pass upon the votes cast; 
they pass upon nothing else; they do not determine the question of 
qualification or eligibility, or the question of a vacancy, or any ques- 
tion of that kind; and hencea certificate coming from such a board, and 
upon which a governor may act, can only be a certificate which would 
make a prima facie case of the things which came before the certifying 
officers, and nothing else. - 


And this is the rule laid down in the books and which has been fol- 
lowed in this House. I admit for the purpose of determining whether 
Mr, Skinner was elected in the district where he claims to have been 
elected—that is, whether he received a raajority of the votes cast—that 
this commission, in view of the peculiar state of the law in North Caro- 
lina, is evidence that Mr. Skinner in the district in which he ran re- 
ceived more votes than his adversary, Mr. Pool. So I concede all the 


gentleman has the right under the law to claim under that state of the 
law; but the question is still open to be decided as to what goes behind 
and belongs to the prima facie case. 

McCrary, in his American Law of Elections, a most excellent work, 
laying down the general proposition as to the effect of certificates or 
commissions, as the case may be, states in section 222 as follows: 


The regular certificate of election, properly signed, is, as we have seen, to be 


taken as sufficient to authorize the person ho}dingitto be swornin, It isprima 


Sacie evidence of his election and the only evidence thereof which can be con- 
sidered in the first instance, and in the course of the organization of a lative 
body. But there are questions which may be raised touching the qualifications 
of a person elected, which may be investigated and decided asa part of the prima 
Sacie case, and as | year ot to the swearing in of the claimant. Thus, if aspe- 
cific and apparently well-grounded allegation Tapren to the House of Re 
resentatives of the Unit ates that a person holding a certificate of election 
not a citizen of the United es, or is not of the requisite age, or is forany other 
cause ineligible, the House will defer action upon the question of swearing in 
such person until there can be an investigation into the truth of such allega- 
tion, It is necessary, however, that such allegation should be made by a re- 
sponsible party ; it is usually made, or vouched for at least, by some member or 
member-elect of the House. It is to be presented at the earliest possible moment 
after the meeting of the House for organization, and generally at the time that 
the person objected to presents himself to be sworn in, The person objected to 
upon pores such as these is not sworn in with the other members, but stands 
aside for the time being, and the House, through its committee, with all possible 
speed, to inquire into the facts. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, before reading further I desire to say that I wish 
to discuss this question on the facts recited in the resolution, because I 
am warranted in saying, net alone on my own authority, but on the 
authority of the distinguished gentleman from North Carolina who has 
presented this certificate on behalf of Mr. Skinner, that the facts are 
stated correctly in the resolution; but if there is any dispute as to the 
facts the gentleman is present, and let him make his statement now, so 
we may have no question hereafter about the facts upon which this case 


I will now read a farther paragraph from MeCrary’s book on this 
same question of what is a prima facie case: 

The certificate of election does not ordinarily, if ever, cover the ground of the 
due qualification of the person holding it. It may be said that by declaring the 

rson “duly elected" the certificate, by implication, avers that he was quali- 

to be elected and to hold the office. But it is well known that canvassing 
officers do not in fact inquire as to the gua nonn of persons voted for; they 
certify what a upon the face of the returns and nothing more. The cer- 
tificate, therefore, must be regarded as evidence of the election of the person 
named therein, so far conclusive that it can not be attacked except in the ordi- 
nary mode provided for contesting, but it is not evidence of the qualifications of 
the person named. 

Itseems to be settled, Mr. Speaker, not alone by recognized authority, 
but in cases of some importance determined by Con 

The first case occurred in 1850, and is commonly Frown as the Per- 
kins New Hampshire case. That case presented precisely the question 
which we now have here before us. In every respect the question is 
puey thesame. The objection was made that the credentials should 

referred to the Committee on Elections, and the House so directed 
(as appears by McCrary’s work on elections), and the case at once went 
to that committee. 

The next case was one from the State of Louisiana, and there the 
prima. facie case on a question was referred to the Committee on Elec- 
tions, and a report made from that committee, before any further action 
was taken by the House with reference to it. Thesecases, Mr. Speaker, 
are similar in principle, and mainly in fact, to the case which is before 
the House for its present consideration, and I shall have occasion to 
refer to them in another connection during the course of this discussion. 

I will not overlook the question that was made in 1880, I believe, in 
the House, when my honorable colleague, Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio, who is 
also a member of the present House, presented, I believe through 
Mr. MCKINLEY of Ohio, or possibly through Mr. Townsend, Mr. 
McKINLEY. arguing the question, a certificate of election, and asked 
to be sworn in at the bar of the House. At the time that certificate 
was presented here it recited, what it should have recited, that Mr. 
TAYLOR was elected to fill the vacancy occasioned by the resignation 
of President Garfield. The honorable gentleman from Ohio, Mr. 
HURD, and I do not now see him in his seat, was then in Congress, 
and, when the certificate was presented, made a motion to refer the 
credentials of Mr. TAYLOR to the Committee on Elections. There 
was some discussion then upon the question as to whether or not he 
was entitled to be sworn in upon the naked prima facie case presented 
by the credentials. But all of the facts in that case were before the 
House at the time. Mr. HURD made his usual able, insidious, close 
legal argument, his purpose being to show that Mr. TAYLOR could 
not take his seat under the certificate presented, because he was elected 
from the old nineteenth district of Ohio, whereas after the election had 
been held the Legislature of the State of Ohio had amended the law, 
redistricted the State, and changed the old nineteenth district in some 
respects. Mr. HURD made his argument, and claimed that because 
there had been a change in that district in Ohio, because the old district 
in which the vacancy had occurred was no longer a lawful district in 
that State, there could be nobody elected from such district, and the 
question was raised and brought to the attention of the House that 
during that Congress that particular district must go without repre- 
sentation to the end: But after some discussion, and the citation of 
several cases bearing upon the subject—precedents which were numer- 
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ous—Mr. HURD very kindly withdrew his objection to the swearing in 
of Mr. TAYLOR, who was accordingly sworn in, after the House was 
fully advised of all the facts connected with the case; and thereafter, 
for the purpose of making a question and ascertaining whether or not 
Mr. TAYLOR had been properly sworn in, his credentials were referred to 
the Committee on Elections, which committee, I believe, or I had been 
under the impression, was unanimous in holding that the action was 
proper and regular; but I have been since informed that one gentleman, 
perhaps, had some doubt upon the subject. 

That was in the Forty-sixth Congress; but that, Mr. Speaker, could 
not be cited as a precedent for the sweating in of Mr. Skinner on ‘this 
certificate or commission from the governor of the State of North Caro- 
lina which he presents here to-day. There was finally no objection to 
Mr. TAYLor’s being sworn in. There is an objection in the present 


case. 

We have already, Mr. Speaker, other precedents, as I have stated, 
numerous precedents bearing upon thisquestion. Weare makiugthem 
right along ourselves, and we are going to make precedents rapidly 
now. ‘Therefore it is a matter of the highest importance that we should 
make thera right as we proceed, for we donot know who or where they 
will hitin the future. Thedeath of Mr. HASKELL, of Kansas, will bring 
us face to face with a similar question when a man has been elected to 
fill the vacancy which has been occasioned by his death. ; 

In the last Con Hon. Mr. Allen, of Missouri, 4 member of this 
body, died and left a vacancy from that State. Governor Crittenden, 
the executive of the State, issued his writ for a new election to fill the 
vacancy, and, I believe, provided that the election to fill that vacancy 
should be held upon the day fixed by law for the regular election 
of members of the Forty-eighth Congress. Mr. McLean, of Missouri 
(and if I am wrong some gentleman present who is more familiar with 
the facts can correct me), was a candidate for election in the old dis- 
trict from which Mr. Allen had been elected, because Governor Crit- 
tenden directed that the election should be held in the district in which 
the vacancy occurred, and not, as here, in a district in which a vacancy 
never didoccur. He also directed that the election, or issued his proc- 
lamation to that effect, should be held at the time when the election 
for members of the present Congress was held. Mr. McLean, as I 
have said, was a candidate in the old district in which he lived for. a 
seat in the Forty-seventh Congress to fill the vacancy, and I believe 
Mr. BROADHEAD was his opponent. He was also a candidate against 
Mr. BROADHEAD for the present Congress, the Legislature in the inter- 
val having redistricted the State. Mr. McLean was elected from that 
old district by a few votes. He came here and without objection pre- 
sented his certificate of election in accordance with the proclamation 
of the governor of the State of Missouri, and, without objection, was 
_ Sworn in and took his seat as a member of this House. He was de- 
feated, it is claimed, I believe, for election to the present 2 
am simply referring to this as a settled precedent on this subject. 

It is fair to say ‘there is one precedent in which the House de- 
cided this matter the other way. That is the Perkins New Hampshire 
case of 1850, where there had been a change territorially in the district 
after the resignation of a gentleman from one of the districts in New 
Hampshire. That case, however, was referred to the Committee on 
Elections, and there was a report in favor of Mr. Perkins, who waselected 
in the new district, and on a very close vote in the House Mr. Perkins 
was seated. The latter fact is stated on the authority of McCrary’s 
work on elections (section 169), but there seems to be some error in the 
name of the person admitted. : 

Since that time the matter has undergone a great deal of discussion, 
and the criticism on the action of the House on that case, and especially 
of the Committee of the House, has been very abundant. That crit- 
icism has come from all sides of the House, and I have not since that 
time, I believe, heard any gentleman undertake to maintain that the 
decision was sound. 

The next case was onë that was fully considered—the Louisiana case 
in 1869. A tleman named Hunt presented his credentials from 
Louisiana. He was elected from the old district. That case was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Elections, and there was a report which, so 
far as I have been able to examine the case, I believe was unanimous 
in favor of seating Mr. Hunt. There the whole of the former case was 
reviewed, the partisanship that had entered into its decision was con- 
sidered, and Mr. Hunt was admitted to his seat. I may as well read 
from the work most convenient for me what is said upon the and 
which is better said than I can state it. I read from page 168 of Mce- 
Crary’s work, section 179. Mr. MeCrary says: : 

In the case of Jared Perkins, of New Hampshire (1 Bartlett, 1: owing 
facts Spuere: On the 2d aay of July, 1846, the Stato of wphg Pendee ste 
divid an act of her Legislature into four Con; and 

, ® Representative in Congress was chosen 
the gentlemen so chosen took their seats 
Congress, In July, 1850, by another act of the 
tricted, and the boundaries of the several cts changed. In T, 
1850, Hon. James Wilson, who was the Representative from the old dis- 


Wici, resigned, A vaca having been thus created, the 
election to be held by the new third district to fil it At 


was 
close vote of 98 to 90. There are grave reasons for q 
decision, Let us suppose, for example, that after an 


district it is divided into two 
trict and the other half in an 
occurs, by which of the new districts shall it be filled? Or we may suppose that 


ual parts and one-half placed in one new dis- 
. If under these circumstances a vacancy 


the territory composing a district may be distributed among three, four, or a 
halfa dozen new ones. In such cases there is nosound principle upon which to 
determine which, if any, of the new districts shall ‘aul a vacancy which ma: 
occur from theold. The true rule, therefore, must be thata district once created, 
and haying electeda aps gsromepetts in Congress, should be allowed to continue 
intact for the purpose of filling any vacancy which may occur until the end of 
the Congress in which it is represented. 

Further, in section 180, Mr. McCrary says: 

The case of Jared Perkins, sopra; was expressly overruled in the more recent 
case of Hunt vs. Menard (2 Bartlett, 477). 

In this latter case the committee srid—I may be pardoned for reading 
it, for it states the case well for our purpose here: 

The act of the lature of Louisiana of August 22, 1868, making a new di- 
vision of the State into its five Congressional districts, by its terms pur rts to 
re all laws and parts of laws ia conflict with said act, but is silent on the 
subject of vacancies that might occur in the districts as then existing. 

lan; of the minority report in the case of Perkins on the New Hamp- 
shire statute is appropriate on this point as well as on this case generally, and 
"we quote from it as follows ; 

“It does not purport to provide for any method of filling vacancies that might 
occur in the future, and beyond all question it was understood as providing only 
for the election of members of future Congresses. Such are the termsof the act, 
and such must also be its spirit. A vacancy in the House of Representatives is 

occurrence of an event by which a portion of the people are left unrepre- 
sented, and the filling of that vacancy is directed by the Constitution in such ex- 
plicit language as requires no aid from State enactments to perfect the right. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I will not read further. This whole review by 
the distinguished judge who prepared this work is in support of the 
proposition I make. 

Mr. BELFORD. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. KEIFER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BELFORD. I desire to ask the gentleman from Ohio whether 
this district was established prior to the election? 

Mr. KEIFER. It was established prior to the last election and after 
the regular election for the members of the Forty-eighth Congress. 

Mr. BELFORD. Then it was not established before this gentleman 
was elected ? 

Mr. KEIFER. It was established before Mr. Skinner was elected 
to the Forty-eighth Congress, and after Mr. Pool was elected to the 
Forty-eighth Mr. Pool having died in the mean time. 

The effect, Mr. Speaker, of admitting Mr. Skinner to the seat is as 
recited in the resolution, to give to Carteret County, in North Carolina, 
a double representation, that county having participated in the elec- 
tion of a present sitting member and having been allowed to partici- 
pate in the election of Mr. Skinner. And while we are jealous that 
our brethren in other districts should not have any more political 
power or political representation than we have, we ought to care less 
about that, very much less about it, than we care about the question of 
leaving an entire county in any State without any representation at 
all, as would be the case with the eounty of Bertie, in the State of North 
Carolina. 

That county has not participated in the election of Mr. Skinner or 
any other district Representative from the State of North Carolina, The 
outrage rests more heavily there than it works wrong by the mere mat- 
ter of allowing a county to help elect two or more Representatives. 

The Constitution of the United States speaks on this subject, and, if 
properly interpreted, it speaks aright upon it. Primarily, in the for- 
mation of our republican form of government, representation was 
guarded so that it was to be taken away from no person. And so jeal- 
ous were the framers of the Constitution upon this subject, that they 
provided in the Constitution itself a mode by which, without legisla- 
tive action at all in any of the States, vacancies could be filled. Sec- 
tion 2, article 1 of the Constitution reads as follows: 

When vacancies happen in the representation from any State, the executive 
authority thereof shall issue writs of election to fill such vacancies. 


Tt was regarded by the friends of the Constitution important to pro- 
vide for filling vacancies, and they excluded even the idea of legislative 
power, where it is assumed to have been exercised, to provide for filling 
a vacancy in one district by the election of a Representative from another 
district. 

Originally—and it is a curious piece of history—originally the draught 
of the Constitution of the United States was so that it would hardly have 
left room for doubt or cavil as to what was itsmeaning. In the orig- 
inal first draught of the Constitution of the United States, before it went 
to the committee on style—for that committee made the Constitution 
at last in many respects—this was the form of this clause in a different 
connection— 

The House of Delegates— 
That is before they had named this the House of Representatives— 


The House of Delegates shall exclusively possess the power of impeachment, 
and shall choose its own officers, and vacancies therein shall be supplied by the 
a" authority of the State in the representation from which they shall 


It was so specific in terms that even here, where we are very apt to be 
refined about many things, to allow substance sometimes to give way to 
mere forms, and allow principles to go sometimes in order that we may 


sound- 
by a | work out partisan ends—even here that would not have been questioned. 
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But this original draught of the Constitution went to the committee 


on style. The first time the committee on style reported it reported 
this portion in the form of section 7 of article 4 of the Constitution, 
not changing it very much. I will read it as they then reported it: 

Vacancies in the House of Representatives shall be supplied by writs ofelection 
from the executive authority of the State in whose representation from which 
they shall happen. 

I wish gentlemen to note that the word ‘‘representative’’ is not used 
in the Constitution now, nor was it ever used in the framing of the Con- 
stitution. The word there used is ‘‘representation,’’ and, as was said 
on the floor of the body which framed the Constitution, they used that 
word in reference ‘‘to the state of being represented,” not the matter 
of having a number of representatives from a State, forthey were look- 
ing to the State being represented, and they used the word ‘‘represen- 
tation’ in its proper sense. 

Representation means the people in that sense. - And where there was 
a vacancy in the representation from the people the governor of the 
State was authorized to issue his writ to fill the vacancy in that repre; 
sentation. It may include representatives; but the primary idea was 
that they should see to it that there were no people without representa- 
tion in the halls of Congress. 

Now this same committee on style went to work again, withouta new 
discussion ever arising about it, and in order to put, as they supposed, 
the language in better form and at the same time express the same idea, 
they reported finally the Constitution of the United States, changing the 
form of this expression and left it less clear what they meant, unless we 

back to the discussion which led to the adoption of this clause in the 

nstitution. 

Without any comment and any word in the redraught, they put the 
clause in the Constitution as it now stands and as I have read it. Sec- 
tion 2, article 1, of the Constitution of the United States provides— 


When vacancies happen in the representation from any State, the executive 
authority thereof shal! issue writs of election to fill such vacancy. 


It is the representation that the governor is to see that writs are is- 


sued to fill vacancies in. Such is the Constitution, and the meaning of 


itis clear, It was so framed as to put a guard and security around all 
the people, so that they should be represented in the Congress. 

I deny, Mr. Speaker, in the light of this clause of the Constitution, 
that it would be within the power of any State to issue through its 
executive authority a writ, though authorized hy statute, to fill a 
vacancy that had occurred in one district by authorizing an election in 
another district wholly or partly outside of the original district. 

Mr. Speaker, this House had a memorable case before it many years 
ago—I think it was from the State of Pennsylvania—where the Legis- 
lature, through some oversight or neglect or believing that no law 
was necessary, had failed to provide any mode for filling a vacancy in 
the House of Representatives. There was no legislative authority from 
the State for issuing any writ, there was no law directing how the 
governor should fix the time and place for filling a vacancy in the rep- 
resentation in the Congress of the United States. But the governor 
of the State, acting under his constitutional power under the Consti- 
tution of the United States, did issue his writ, did fix a time and place 
for filling the representation from a district in which a vacancy had 
occurred. The man came here with his certificate, confronted with 
the fact that there was no law of his State authorizing an election to 
fill the vacancy. But this House said the Constitution was the su- 
preme law, and it contained an injunction upon the executive of a State 
to issue a writ; and that carried with it everything incident to it, in- 
cluding the power to fix the time and place for filling the vacancy jn 
the exact district where the vacancy occurred; and the House swore in 
the man here, as it ought to have done, to represent the district where 
there was a vacancy. 

[See McCrary on Elections, section 176.] 

Mr. BELFORD. Will the gentleman allow me to put to hima ques- 
tion? 

Mr. KEIFER. Certainly. 

Mr. BELFORD. Suppose that a Congressional district is created by 
a State Legislature, which has a perfect right to create such districts, 
and that John Jones is elected to represent that district. Suppose that 
during the lifetime of John Jones the Legislature, which has an abso- 
lute and unqualified power to district the State, redistricts it. John 
Jones dies, and a man is elected to Congress from a county that did not 
constitute the original Congressional district. Why isnot that within 
the power, full and complete, of the State; and why is not the man so 
chosen a representative on the floor of this House of the people of the 
new district? 

Mr. KEIFER. Well, Mr. Speaker, the reason is that the man so 


chosen is a representative of the people of a new district, and the new 


district never had a vacancy in this House to be filled by anybody. I 
am trying (and that is the whole burden of my talk) to conwince the 
gentleman’ from Colorado, and everybody else if possible, that there 
can be no such thing as filling a vacancy in that representation from one 
district by an election in another. I assert that the representation is to 
be supplied by an election on the part of the people who were deprived, 
by death in this case, of a representative here; and in the light of the 


` 


Constitution and in the light of principle it can not be filled in any 
other way. 

We violate the cardinal principles, all of them, if we undertake to say 
that this man can be sworn in and one of the counties of North Caro- 
lina go without representation through this Congress. We violate a 
fundamental principle, and we can not afford to do it. This question 
will present itself to us very soon in other cases. Of the members who 
were elected at the regular election in 1882 to this Congress six, I be- 
lieve, have gone to their graves. The question is presented and now 
comes here in two cases; but death may sweep through the States of 
Maine, Pennsylvania, New York; there may be still other cases from 
North Carolina and from Kansas. We do not know how soon the ques- 
tion may come up again. Before we decide it is right that this man 
should be sworn in we ought to consider and deliberate upon the ques- 
tion; we ought to let it go tothe Committee on Elections, that in their 
conuittee-room, in the lightof deliberation and discussion, in the light 
of precedents and principles, they may bring us in a report upon which 
we can stand when the question comes here upon filling the vacaney in 
the representation from the district which the distinguished gentleman 
from Kansas, Mr. HASKELL, was clected to fill. In that State at the 
election in 1882 three of the Representatives were elected in districts 
and four were elected at large. In the State of Maine, I believe that 


. State losing one Representative under the new apportionment, the whole 


four were elected at large. Suppose that death or resignation should 
make a vacancy there, will the gentleman tell us what district would 
fill the vacancy ? 

Take the State of New York with its numerous members, or the 
State of Pennsylvania, each of which elected a member at large. Sup- 
pose the member elected at large should resign or die, what district in 
the State of New York or Pennsylvania would fill the vacancy? Take 
the case of Mr. BENNETT, of North Carolina, who was elected at large. 
Suppose he should die or resign, what district would fill the vacancy 
there? 1 am told thatastill stronger illustration might be given from 
the State of North Carolina. The distinguished Representative from 
that State [Mr. VANcE], long in Congress, comes here from a new dis- 
trict—uumber nine. There was no number nine before this Congress. 
His county has gone into a new district with a large number òf other 
counties, all of which belonged to other districts at the time Mr. VANCE 
was elected, as I am told. Now, if he should die or resign would only 
one of those counties participate in electing his successor, or would eight 
or ten others in the new district participate? As Mr. McCrary has 
stated in his work on elections, you should look to see who are the peo- 
ple who are deprived of representation in this Congress, and the gov- 
ernor should direct precisely as was done in the cases in Missouri, 
Lonisiana, and Ohio with the vacancy, by letting the people vote who 
elected in the first instance. ‘ 

Now, if you carry out to its logical and technical conclusion what is 
proposed in this case, then every member from the State of North Carolina 
now upon this floor has no district to-day, and had no right to appear at 
the bar of the House and be sworn in. They came here violating the rule 
suggested in this case. The reason why they might have stated in this 
wise: ** Our districts have been taken away from us; the law under which 
we were elected has been repealed. We are not entitled to be sworn in, 
because the Legislature of the State of North Carolina has changed our 
districts, changed them for all future time, beginning with the pas- 
sage of the law. So, then, we have no districts to represent.” This in 
view of the course now proposed would have been what the gentlemen 
from North Carolina should have stated when they were called up to be 
sworn in. They are now here representing districts which have been 
created under a law which has been repealed according to their own 
theory, and are not entitled to represent the new districts whieh are to 
be represented. That is the effect of the proposition in every new dis- 
trict if the course suggested in Mr, Skinner's case be now adopted. 

But, Mr. Speaker, it is well enough perhaps to combat the idea—it 
is wise to do it in my judgment—that under the law of North Carolina 
there ever was a repeal of the law authorizing the election of members 
in the first instance to the Forty-eighth Congress, Now, the original act 
provided lor filling vacancies. The act redistricting the State for the 
decennial which ended with 1880 has never been repealed.’ The pro- 
vision is found in that act, as I have already stated, for filling vacancies 
which may occur in representations in Congress, and that provision has 
never been repealed, In the act redistricting the State for future Con- 
gresses there was no intention, no purpose, and no design to repeal that 
provision of the old law. It was allowed to stand for the purpose for 
which it was originally enacted, and applies to the election of members 
to this as well as to the Congresses which preceded it in the last decennial 
period. There was no attempt to repeal that law; but it was allowed 
to stand and operate until the expiration of the last Congress to which 
members under it were elected. 

It was passed on the 6th of March, 1883, and after the time when 
the term of the members regularly elected to this Congress began. It 
did not undertake to repeal the old Jaw, and therefore we do no vio- 
lence to the law authorities of the State of North Carolina if we hold to 
the position that that law was in force for the purpose of the va- 
cancy occasioned in the representation of the old first district of that 
State. The question is one of great importance. We are really doing 
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justice if we go back to the old rule. We do justice thereby to the 
county, which otherwise would be without any representation at all. 
We do no cs hae to the counties which participated in the election, 
or to those which participated in the election ofa Representative at large. 
We are doing no injustice to this district, but only putting it on a par 
with others. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have made this statement for the purpose of 
having members understand the importance, not only in this case, but 
generally to carry out the purpose of the framers of the Constitution, 
that vacancies in representation shall always be filled by those who 
elected the member in the first instance. It is also for the purpose of 
showing that my resolution is not based upon mere technicality, but 
upon broad constitutional principle, a principle underlying our repub- 
lican form of government. Therefore it is no violence to ask that the 
gentleman who presents himself to be sworn in under these circum- 
stances shall have his case go to such an honorable Committee on Elec- 


tions as will be constituted by the Speaker, and let them deal with all 


these questions and decide what should be done; to decide it on right 
principles, so that we may have a precedent hereafter for our govern- 
ment in similar cases. : 

Now, Mr. Speaker, how much time have I left? 

The SPEAKER, Ten minutes. 

Mr. KEIFER. I will reserve that time to answer, ifnecessary, what 
may be said on the other side. 

Mr. SCALES. Mr. Speaker, I am sorry that so much time has been 
taken up on the merits of this case. The gentleman from Ohio has con- 
sumed all this time in presenting facts and discussing questions which 
do not touch and should not affect the motion which I have made. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Will the gentleman from North Carolina permit me 
to have another certificate from North Carolina read for the information 
of the House? 

TheSPEAKER. Does the gentleman from North Carolina yield the 
floor? 

Mr. SCALES. I do not yield. 

Mr. HISCOCK. This is a certificate from the same district. 

Mr. SCALES. What, Mr. Speaker, is the case presented before us? 
At a general election held in the State of North Carolina in November, 
1882, Mr. Walter R. Pool was elected a Representative in Congress for the 
first district. Before the organization of the Congress Mr. Pool died. 
A writ of election was issued in due course of law to fill the vacancy. 
Due notice of the election was given. R conventions were held 
by both parties and regular candidates nominated by each. The elec- 

_tion was held, the returns were made, and the canvassing board met 
on the 13th of December last. My friend from Ohio who has just ad- 
dressed the House says that there is some suspicion in the fact that this 
certificate was signed on the 13th day of December. The canvassing 
board met on the 13th of December. They acted on the 13th of De- 
cember, and the Representative duly chosen at that election being here 
without his certificate and Congress in session, the executive of North 
Carolina, as he should have done in the ises, signed the certificate 
at the very earliest moment after the board had acted. Mr. Skinner 
therefore comes hereas one of the Representatives of the State of North 
Carvlina, He comes here and presents his credentials as the ninth 
member to make up the full quota to which the State is entitled. 

My friend from Ohio says that there is no great violence to him in 
submitting this matter to the Committee on Elections. But, Mr. 
Speaker, it is a great violence to the people of the State of North Caro- 
lina. That State is entitled to have her full representation of nine 
members on this floor, and I presume when her Representative comes 
here, armed and equipped as he comes in this case, with a certificate 
from the proper officer of the State, with the great seal of the State af- 
fixed and in the form provided by law, that the Representatives in this 
House from other States seated on like credentials will not reject him 
and consign him and his case to the committee and leave his State in 
part unrepresented. 

But my friend from Ohio says that this commission is not a certifi- 
cate. Mr. McCrary in hisadmirable work on elections says it is a cer- 
tificate or a commission. A commission is a certificate. The one in- 
cludes the other. In that certificate, which is now filed before this 
House, it is expressly declared that Mr. Thomas G. Skinner has been 
elected from the first district of the State of North Carolina, and the 
governor of North Carolina in pursuance of Jaw commissions him to 
act as the Representative of that State upon this floor. 

Is there anythingelsein thiscommission? No, sir. Then can you go 
behind it? You can not, sir, unless by the method, as my friend to my 
right suggests, of eight to seven, which is above law. 

We insist upon the prima facie case. We insist that Mr, Skinner 
has been elected from the first district, because the State of North Caro- 
lina says so through her governor, who is authorized by law to make 
such a statement. We insist that he should take his seat, because he 
presents such a commission, and you can not go behind it. But the gen- 
tleman from Ohio says there is no vacancy. I assert that there was a 
vacancy. The commission of the governor says that there was an elec- 
tion there; it is a matter of public notoriety that Hon. Walter R. Pool 
died, that his death made a vacancy, that an election was held, and, 


as I have said, the certificate of the governor says that T. G. Skinner 
received a majority of all the votes and was duly elected in that district. 

The gentleman presents a long statement of facts outside of the rec- 
ord. Where is his evidence that they are true? The same witnesses 
that proved those facts prove that there was a v. , and if his facts 
are true he is estopped from denying to him a vacancy, use his whole 
case is predicated upon it by the public conduct of the governor. Let me 
suppose a case: A vacancy occursina district. The governorofthe State, 
in great caution, calls to his aid the law officers of the State and other 
counsel learned in the law. He wants to proceed strictly in accordance 
with the law, and issue a writ to hold an election to the proper dis- 
trict. They examine the law and search all of the precedents that Con- 
gress has made. They find there is but one precedent, and I assert it 
boldly here and defy contradiction. 

What is that? That is the New Hampshire case known as the Ja- 
red Perkins case, and is in all respects the identical case we have here 
to-day. The question was whether the old or new district should elect. 

They find a writ of election was issued to the new district, just as it 
was here. There had been some slight in the new district from 
theold, justasitis here. The election was held, and the Representative- 
electis here. He came with a certificate in proper form and signed by the 
proper officer and presented it; he was seated without question. That” 
is just what the governor of North Carolina did in this case. He was 
sworn in upon that certificate, and it is the identical case that we have 
here; and all we ask is that you treat North Carolina as you did New 
Hampshire. Mr. §; er, if there is lurking in the mind of any gentle- 
man a doubt as to whether the old or the new district should elect, I 
would say to him let Mr. Skinner be sworn in and then send the ease 
to the Committee on Elections. 

In this way you vindicate the action of the House in the New Hamp- 

ire case. Have the case examined and decided, and in the mean time 
give to North Carolina her proper quota of Representatives on this floor. 

It is not necessary to take up the time of the House in reading that 
New Hampshire case unless some gentleman desiresit. If so, I willsend 
it to the Clerk’s desk for that purpose, that all may see that in all re- 
spects it is our case. There is no statement, it is true, that the Rep- 
resentative-elect from the new district was sworn in, but I find the fol- 
lowing resolution when the case was finally decided upon its merits: 

Resolved, That George W. Morris is entitled to the seat which he holds as a Rep- 
resentative from the Congressional district of New Hampshire. 

This shows conclusively that pending the contest he was in his seat. 
But more than this, he was not only seated on the prima facie case, but 
the whole case went to the committee, was decided upon its merits, and 
the committee reported that the new district was the proper district; and 
the House adopted the report by a vote of 98 to 90. 

There are but two cases given in the law in which you can go behind 
the certificate. One of them is when the member seeking his seat is 
not eligible under the law, and the other is where the certificate itself 
contains something on its face which destroys it. Nobody claims that 
either of these questions arises in this case. 

Mr. Speaker, the only other case cited as a precedent by the gentle- 
man from Ohio is the Louisiana case—Hunt vs. Menard. I admit that 
the committee agreed there that the old district ought to elect, and not 
the new. In the New Hampshire case the committee and the House 
both agreed that the new district ought to elect, and notthe old. But 
in the Louisiana case the committee reported that there was no election, 
not only because the election was held in the new district but also be- 
cause of fraud and intimidation in the election, and the House in voting 
voted upon the report as a whole, and no one can say whether that de- 
cision was based upon the fraud and intimidation or because the elec- 
tion was held in the wrong district. This, then, is no precedent. 

I now beg to call the attention of members to a case which arose in 
1880, and I ask the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEIFER] to be as lib- 
eral in this case as his colleague was in a case similar to it. In 1880 
the Hon. Ezra B. TAYLOR was elected to fill a vacancy in Mr. Gar- 
field’s district. He was elected from the old district and at the meet- 
ing of Congress presented his credentials here. Mr. HURD, of Ohio, 
believing that he had no right to his seat objected, and asked that the 
case be referred to the Committee on Elections. The Legislature in 
Ohio, just as was done in North Carolina in establishing the new dis- 
tricts, had, it was believed, repealed the old ones. This was done be- 
fore the vacancy as in our case, and hence there was no } 
districts in the State except the new. It was asserted by old members 
of the House, among others Mr. Stephens, of Georgia, who sat just in 
your front, sir, that a prima facie case had been made out, and that 
Mr. TAYLOR should be sworn in and the case could then go to the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. HURD, at the instance of Mr. Stephens and others, withdrew his 
objection, and Mr. TAYLOR was sworn in. 

I send to the Clerk’s desk a volume of the RECORD for December, 
1880, and ask him to read the places marked on the one hundred and 
third and one hundred and fifth pages for the information of the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


» 
Mr. McKrsiey. Isubmit that the objection raised colleague [Mr. Hurp 
certainly ought not to operate to prevent the cocaine in of the ph ns Selo 


on his prima facie case. If there be any force in the objection mage by my col- 


legue, such objection should go to the Committee on Elections, but the member- 
sioa Ìn the mean time should not be deprived of his seat on the floor of this 
ouse. 


s La + * kd * $ 
And again upon page 157 Mecra on Elections we find the following : 
“The principal and almost the only case in which the lower House of Congress 
ever denied to a person holding regular credentials the right to be sworn 
and to take his seat, pending the contest, ig the celebrated New Jersey case (1 
Bartlett,19). In that case one set of claimants held the regular certificate of elec- 
tion signed by the governor, and another set held the certificate of the secretary 
of state that they had received a majority of the votes cast in their respective 
districts. After a long and angry debate the House (being yet unorganized) re- 
fused to admit either set of claimants to their seats. Subsequently, and after a 
partial investigation, the holders of the secretary's certificate were admitted to 
seats pending the contest, and at the end of the contest these persons were con- 
firmed in their seats, This precedent has never since been followed in a single 
instance. It is so clearly wrong, and as a precedent so exceedingly dangerous, 
that the House has not hesitated to disregard it entirely on every occasion when 
the question has arisen.” 
+ + * s $ è $ 
Mr, HARRIS, of Virginia, Mr. Speaker, I think the question before the House 
is a very plain one, both as to the law and the precedents. During my experi- 
ence I do not remember an instance where, when the credentials were pre- 
sented in due form, the member was not sworn in. There was one exception, 
per but it was not exactly an exception in point, where the member from 
lorado came with a certificate in due form, and that certificate referred to the 
statute under which the election was held in Colorado and the member was 
elected, thereby making the statute a of the certificate itself. It there be- 
<ame the duty of the House to look to that statute, and see whether it had been 
complied with and the election held on the day provided in the statute for the 
election being held for a member to this House, Ps a ¥ 
But look to the dangerous consequences and effects upon the House itself and 
upon the country if gentlemen who come here with certificates in due form 
should be rejected even for an hour instead of being sworn in upon their cre- 
dentials in due form, and whatever mattermay be objected to referred in proper 
form to the Committee on Elections for investigation, To follow thecourse sug- 
ed in this case would be exceedingly dangerous, The whole complexion of 
House might be changed where there was only one or two majority for either 
party if, on the simple allegation of any member the election has not been held 
conformity to law, the member presenting himself to be sworn in could be 
y airi — * + e 


Mr. STEPHENS. I wish merely to state, Mr. Speaker, that I agree to every word 
the gentleman from Vi ia has uttered., It seems to me to bea case that is 
perfectly plain. I have here many years, and I never knew but the single 
exception the gentleman has stated where a member was not sworn inona 
prima facie case if there was no contest, and I agree with him in trusting the 
objection will be withdrawn and the member from Ohio sworn in. 

Mr. SCALES. Now I want members to recollect that that was a 
case the same as this, excepting that the member then presenting the 
certificate was from the old district. I ask now. to read a few extracts 
from McCrary on Elections with regard to the commission and prima 
facie case: 

It is enough for a prima facie case if the certificate comes from the proper 
officer of the State. 

That fact is conceded in this case. 

Where the statute gives the governor of a State the power and makes it his 
duty to commission the person elected to an office— 

As it does in this case— 
the ve of a commission by him confers a vested right upen the person com- 


missio which nothing but a judicial decision can take away or authorize 
the governor to recall. 


Mr. McCrary again says: 

The principal and almost the only case in which the lower House of Congress 
has ever denied to a person holding regular credentials the right to be sworn 
and to take his seat pending the contest is the celebrated New Jersey case. 

And he says in regard to that case that the action of the House was 
tiso clearly wrong, and as a precedent so exceedingly dangerous, that 
the House has not hesitated to disregard it entirely on every occasion 
when the question has arisen,’’ and that this was done in the interest 
of a full and proper representation from each State. 

There can be no doubt but that a certificate of election, regular in form and 
signed by the proper authority, constitutes prima facie evidence of title to the 
office, which can only be set aside by such proceedings for contesting his elec- 
tion as the law provides. 

I might goonand read further extracts equally as strong and equally 
as positive. But the law and practice is all one way, and I will not 
waste further time. Mr. Skinner shrinks not from investigation. He 
is willing and invites investigation if gentlemen desire it. But in the 
mean time let the State have her representation in the person of Mr, 
Skinner. 

I now yield five minutes of my time to the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. SPRINGER]. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, their Secretary, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed a joint resolution (S. R. 31) to au- 
thorize the payment of the salaries of the employés of the two Houses 
of Congress on the 22d instant; in which the concurrence of the House 
of Representatives was requested. 

PAYMENT OF CONGRESSIONAL EMPLOYÉS. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask the gentleman to yield to me that I may 
make a motion. I desire unanimous consent to have taken from the 
er’s table and a joint resolution from the Senate regulat- 


Prevented 


ing the payment of the salaries of the employés of the two Houses. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mlinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of a joint resolu- 
tion which will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution (S. R. 31) authorizing the payment of the salaries of employés 
of the two Houses of Congress on the 22d instant. ys 


Resolved by the Senate and House of. , &c., That the of the 
Senate and the Clerk of the House of Representatives be, and they are Y, 
authorized and directed to pay the employés of the two Houses of Congress 
their salaries for the current month on the instant, 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was read three times, 
and passed. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to, 


FIRST CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT, NORTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I hold that in this case the gentle- 
man whose credentials have been read is entitled to the seat, first, on 
the prima facie certificate. That point has been perfectly and conclu- 
sively settled by the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. SCALES], and 
I need not refer toit further, But he is also entitled to his seat upon the 
merits of the case. 

The Constitution of the United States divides the subject of the elec- 
tion of members into two branches. The first power is that which per- 
tains to this House. This House is authorized to ‘‘judge of the elections, 
returns, and qualifications of its own members.’’ But so far as the dis- 
tricts are concerned, the places where members are to be elected, the 
Constitution has given the power to the States, the provision being— 

The times, places, and manner of poang elections for Senators and Repre- 
sentatives shall be prescribed in each State by the Legislature thereof. 

The Constitution has reserved to Co the right to change the 
places of choosing Representatives; but that right on the part of Con- 

has not been exercised in this case; hence the places fixed by the 
islature of North Carolina are the only places in which elections of 
Representatives to this body can be held. 

The new code of North Carolina contains the act under which this 

election was held. It was passed March 6, 1883, and enacts that— 


For the purpose of electing Representatives to the Congress of the United 
States the State of North Carolina shall be divided into nine 


districts, as fol- 
lows. 
The act then proceeds to give the districts, and concludes with these 
words: ’ 
This act shall take effect and be in force from and after its passage, 


That act repealed the former act with regard to the election of Rep- 
resentatives in Congress, and was the only: law on this subject in force 
in the State of North Carolina when this election was held. It there- 
fore is binding upon this body as to whether the Representative should 
have been elected in the new or the old district. 

In addition to that I desire to refer to the action of this House in a 
case from Iowa in the Forty-sixth Congress, where the question was as 
to the time of holding the election ; and, mark you, the ‘‘ times, places, 
and manner’? are all covered by the same clause of the Constitution. 
In that case the State of Iowa had held an election in October, when it 
was claimed by many that the proper day for the election was in No- 
vember. But this House decided that the governor of the State wus 
the proper authority to determine what the law and the constitution 
of that State were in that respect. The Committee on Elections of that 
Congress, in a report signed by Mr. William A. Field, then a memberof 
this House, but now a judge of the supreme court of Massachusetts; by 
Mr. J. WARREN KEIFER, lately Speaker of this House, but nowsimply 
a member, just as the rest of us are; by Mr. WILLIAM H. CALKINS, of 
Indiana, and several other gentlemen whose names I need notread, took 
the ground that the State was the judge as to the time at which the 
election should be held ; and if as to the time, alsoas to the place. In 
that report it was held that it thus became the duty of the governor to 
Sear the meaning of the constitution of Iowa in the particular 
mentioned. 


And this was done by him asthe only authority in Towa which under the con- 
stitution and the laws of Iowa had a right or was charged with the duty of de- 
termining, and it was done in the performance of an official duty which could 
not be avoided. It is the doctrine of the Supreme Court of the United States 
that the decisions of the highest judicial court of a State upon the meaning*of 
ho State laws and constitutions, when its decisions are uniform, are binding on 

court, 


Further, this committee in the Forty-sixth Congress citéd a case 
from Tennessee, reported in 1 Smith's Digest, and affirmed the decision 
in that case. The report in the Tennessee case was made by Mr, George 
W. McCrary, the author of the work on elections; and the Committee 
on Elections at that time embraced as members Mr. M , Mr. Ev- 
GENE HALE, now a Senator from Maine, and Mr. LUKE P. POLAND, 
now a Representative on this floor from the State of Vemmont, 

These were the leading Republicans. On the Democrafic side I see 
the name of Mr. Michael C. Kerr, than whom nohigher authority was 
eyer cited in this House on such a case, I also notice the name of Mr. 
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“Clarkson N. Potter, of New York, lately deceased. Those gentlemen 
held in the case coming from Tennessee to which I referred that it isa 
well-established and salutary rule that where the proper authorities of 
the State government have given a construction to their own constitu- 
tion or statute that construction should be followed by the Federal au- 
thorities. This rule is absolutely necessary to harmonize the working 
-of our complex government, State and Federal. The committee there- 
fore recommended the adoption of the resolution which allowed the time 
for voting in that State to be decided by the State authorities for them- 
selves, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I only ask a moment longer. 

Mr. SCALES. LI yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This rule, it seems to me, Mr. Speaker, settles 
the question raised by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEIFER] as to 
what ought to be the construction by the State. His speech would 
have been all right for the governor of North Carolina when he was 
about to issue his proclamation calling the election, because it was a 
State question entirely as to what should be the places where the elec- 
tion should be held. But that State through its own authority, the 
governor, having decided the election should be held in the first district 
under the new law of Congress, that decision is binding on this House. 
And the election of the honorable gentleman is an election in accord- 
-ance with the law of the State of North Carolina, and he ought to be 
sworn in immediately as a Representative from that State. 

Mr. SCALES. How much time have I left? 

The SPEAKER. Twenty minutes. 

Mr. SCALES. I yield for ten minutes to the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, there is but one question to be decided by 
this House, and that is whether the certificate presented by the member 
from North Carolina is a substantial compliance with the law. The 
questions pertaining to the merits so fully discussed by the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. KEIFER] are questions that it is not competent for this 
House now to determine, because on the question of the sufficiency of the 
«certificate the decision iser parte. But when we come to decide on the 
merits, according to the well-established law of all civilized people, both 
‘ides must be heard. We can not therefore on the arraignment of the 
‘gentleman from North Carolinaand the testimony he has given us to-day 
decide this question, not even as to whether we will refer the case or not. 
Thereare rights which are supported alone by presumption, and the great 
body of the rights we enjoy every day of our lives are rights which stand 
alone on the support of presumption. A man is protected in the enjoy- 
ment of personal liberty by the presumption with which the law invests 
him when he is innocent of crime. He inherits the patrimony of his 
fathers by the force of the presumption that he is the legitimate descend- 
ant. And I might go on and enumerate all of them. 

Then, in advance of the investigation of a right contested, there is a 
tight presumed when a member comes to this House and asks for a seat 
here, or when one comes anywhere to be inducted into office in the 
United States—Federal, State, or municipal. And this is not an ex- 
-ceptional case we are trying, for the same law which pertains toa mem- 
ber of pertains to a sheriff or alderman whenever he is clothed 
with a certificate of the proper officerauthorized by law to certify that 
in accordance with the forms of law he has been elected, and heis then 
entitled to exercise the functions of his office until a proper tribunal 
can investigate the merits as to whether some other has a better right 
than he has, 

Now, sir, this position has not been called in question in this House 
by any of its decisions; it has been a number of times by the presen- 
‘tation of the individual opinions of gentlemen upon thisfloor. But out- 
side of that portion of the history of this House just after the war, when 
passion instead of judgment dominated its counsels, there is not a de- 
cision to be found in which the House has departed from that line of 
precedents. 

I am going to read to you now from the utterances of Mr. McCrary, the 
distinguished writer on the law of elections, which has been quoted by 
the gentleman upon the other side, and which bears upon this subject. 

I read now from section 209: 


Where the statute gives the governor of a State the power, and makes it his 
«duty, to commission the person elected to an office, the issuing of a commission 
by him confers a vested right upon the person commissioned, which nothing 
but a judicial decision can take away er authorize the governor to recall. 
In section 210 he says: 

The person duly commissioned must exercise the functions of the office until, 
pon an investigation upon the merits, it is judicially determined otherwise. 

Again, in section 213 he uses this language: 

And this ruling is according to the weight of authority in the House, while it 


has the support not only of reason and sound pay but of an almost unbroken 
line of judicial decision, extending far back through our history as a nation, 


Tn section 221 the same author says: 
ther yeast be no Sprei sad thata ee of er, 5 hte ae and 
oftice, Llak dant cule be set he, by such Baleus hase ble OOTA ing Arora 
tion as the law provides. 
In section 223 it is said: 
The certificate, therefore, must be regarded as evidence of the election of the 


person named therein, so far conclusive that it can not be attacked except in the 


ordinary mode provided for co , but it isnot evidence of the 
of the person named. The presumption always is that a 
office is qualified to fill it, and it is never incumbent upon 
bility. certificate of election does not add to this umption, but simply 
leaves it where the law places it, and he who denies the eligibility of a person 
aho is certified to be elected must take the burden of proving that he is noteli- 
gible. 

Cushing, in his Parliamentary Law, bearing upon this subject, says: 

The right to assume the functions of a member in the first instance and to par- 
rae jaar in the preliminary p i and organization depends wholly and 
exclusively upon the return or certificate of election, those persons who have 
been declared elected and are duly returned being considered as members until 
their election is investigated and set aside, and those who are not so returned 
being excluded from exercising the functions of members, even though duly 
elected, until their election is investigated and their right admitted. 


This refers to a Massachusetts case in 1784: 


Where, in a petition against an election, the member returned was charged 
with having obtained his election “ by bribery ” and by corrupting the minds of 
as many as he could by spirituous liquors and by other improper and illegal 
methods, and evidence was offered in support of the charge, it was held that the 
House had no constitutional right to suspend the member from acting as such 
until the matter ofthe charge had been heard and determined. 

I have a number of other quotations from Mr, McCrary, but the time 
allotted to me being very brief I will not attempt to read them. Itis 
sufficient to say that throughout the whole of the article bearing upon 
this subject he lays down the doctrine, andsupports with a uniform line 
of decisions, that where.a member comes to this House with a certifi- 
cate properly authenticated it is a document which entitles him to be 
sworn in and take his seat and assist in the organization of the House. 
Now, would not this gentleman in the present case have stood upon an 
equal footing with any of the other members of this Houseif the gentle- 
man who presents this certificate of the governorof North Carolina had 
submitted his certificate at the opening of this session of Congress and 
asked to be sworn in in order to participate in the organization of this 
House? He comes here with a certificate which is full and clear upon 
its face. There could not, therefore, have been any distinction in the 
rights of one member over those of another. Westand precisely upon 
equal footing. Suppose, then, that this member had come here at the 
organization of the House with the certificate; it can not be seriously 
questioned that he would then have had thesameright that every other 
member of the House has under the law of Congress to act with those of 
us who had rightful and undisputed certificates and who alone are au- 
thorized to organize the House. I know that it has been customary at 
times for one gentleman to get up here and arrogate to himself the right 
to determine whether a member shall be sworn in or not upon the cer- 
tificate he presents, but it is the exercise of a power nowhere conferred 
by law. There has got to be a House to determine all such questions, 
and how is there going to be a House until the members who have cer- 
tificates aresworn in for the purpose of organizing? There can only bea 
House when there has been an organization by the election of a Speaker 
to preside over the body and invoke its will and decisions. There can 
only be a House when there is a Clerk appointed in accordance with the 
Constitution and the laws of the country to write down its Journal and 
write up the record of its decisions, 

The House is invested by the Constitution with power to determine 
who is elected and who shall participate in its decrees; but until the 
House is organized, each member who presents a proper certificate is a 
unit of its power, and has a right to unite with the other members on 
this floor in its organization, and nobody can deny that right. Now, 
I repeat, if the gentleman who has this certificate had been here at 
the organization of the House he would have had the right to take 
part in that organization and could have voted for the officers of the 
House, and there is no power here to destroy that right. If it may be 
said that he had no such nght, and that he stands or stood in the or- 
ganization of the House upon a lower plane or footing than the other 
members, then there is a difference between the certificates of the mem- 
bers. Such a position could not be tolerated for a moment. 

During the Twenty-ninth Congress three vacancies occurred. After , 
the first session Mr. McConnell died, Mr. Yancey resigned, and Mr. 
Yell, of Arkansas, went into the war which was then prevailing against 
Mexico. Colonel Yell was killed while gallantly leading a charge at 
Buena Vista, one of the most gallant and glorious in the history of our 
country. The names of those absent members were still upon the roll 
of the House. 

This House had no information that they were dead or had resigned, 
and when their successors presented certificates of election from the go 
ernors ef their respective States, stating that they had each been el 
to fill such vacaney, some one said the records of the House do not pre- 
sent any evidence that there isavacancy. It appeared from the records 
that the names of these parties were still upon the roll. But this House 
said we have the certificates of the governors of the States that there are 
vacancies, and that such vacancies have been filled in accordance with 
the terms ofthelaw. The holders of the certificates were duly sworn in. 

In the course of the debate upon their admission Mr. Schenck said: 

The immediate question to be resolved is the right of Mr. Newton to take his 


seat at this time upon the credentials which he has presented. He thought 
there could be no reasonable doubt of thatright; Sestekniy none if respect was 


rson chesen to an 
to prove his eli 


to be paid to the uniform practice of the House in all time heretofore. 
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And again— 

The prima facie case in such instances had al been considered sufficient 
and conclusive as to the right to take the seat, w ver might follow afterward 
upon the question as to whether a Spree Areia ezeas to be filled or not. The 
State determines that for itself and the successor, and the House acts 
gpn the weight of presumption which then arises in favor of the member- 

lect, 


The certificate, in other words, is prima facie evidence of the right 
of the applicant to be sworn in. Then if there comes up any question 
as to whether such State has transcended its power in apportioning 
members of Congress or in any other respect, that must go to the reg- 
ular committee. If there is a contest, that must go to the committee. 
Both sides must be heard, testimony taken, witnesses brought on each 
side, and the compulsory power of the law invoked if necessary to se- 
cure this attendance. Each must have a trial surrounded by all the 
guarantees of the Constitution, and when the committee has made its 
report the House must determine the question upon its merits. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Is it in order to offer a substitute? 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from North Carolina [ Mr. SCALES] 
has the floor. 

Mr. SCALES. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Colorado 
(Mr. BELFORD]. 

Mr. BELFORD. Im the blazing light of the nineteenth century I 
think the Republican and Democratic parties can afford to be honest. 
We have endured, as the fortunes of parties have alternated, a large 
number of political outrages; they have been practiced on both sides, 
and it is idle to conceal their commitment. 

What is the question before the House to-day? Here comesamem- 
ber with a certificate duly signed by the governor in proper form and 
shape, avouching and attesting the fact that he has heen elected a mem- 
ber of this House. He produces the same evidence to the Speaker and 
to the members of this national council that I presented or yon pre- 
sented and upon which the House acted. It is my deliberate judg- 
ment that he should be sworn in upon that prima facie case; and I care 
not whether he is Democrat, Greenback, or Republican. [Applause. } 

If the evidence of his election is not sufficient to justify the Speaker 
in swearing him in, where is the evidence that is more supereminent 
in to the claims of any other member? Iamnot willingatthis 
time to discuss the legal question presented by the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. KEIFER], although I think it is unsound and 
that his view can be refuted upon purely logical reasons. But I say 
if we set ourselves up to ignore, refuse, and repudiate the certificates 
issued by the governors of our respective States, and which inform this 
House that we have been chosen as members to represent the sovereign 

ple, weare committing a most woful mistake, into the bosom of which 
P for one on this side do not propose to drop. Therefore I say that so 
far as I am concerned I will vote for the admission of this gentleman, 
because he has a certificate as valid, as tangible, as substantial as the 
certificate of any other member on this floor. 

Mr. HISCOCK addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. SCALES] 
still has the floor. 

Mr. SCALES. I yield to the gentleman from New York to offer his 
resolution. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I send to the Clerk’s desk what I offer as a substi- 
tute for the pending resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Thomas G. Skinner be sworn in, and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Elections, when appointed, to report at the earliest practicable 
moment whether the said Thomas G. Skinner was elected from the first Con- 
gressional district of North Catolina as created before the last Congressional 
apportionment of Representatives in Congress or from a district in North Caro- 
lina created in that State since the election of Walter R, Pool, deceased, and to 
further report whether in the judgment of said committee said Skinner was 
elected from the proper district, ` 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to discuss this question 
at any considerable length. 

The SPEAKER. Does the Chair understand the gentleman from 
North Carolina to yield the floor entirely? 

Mr. SCALES. Only for this resolution. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire only five minutes and hope the gentleman 
will yield me that time. 

Mr. SCALES. I am under promise to another gentleman to give 
him the balance of my time. I yield to the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. Hurp]. [After a pause.] As I do not see Mr. HURD present, 
I yield three minutes to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock]. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I hold, sir, in my hand the certificate of Walter R. 
Pool, deceased, to fill the vacancy occasioned by whose death Mr. Skin- 
ner was elected. 

Mr. KEIFER. The gentleman is mistaken. ` 

va HISCOCK. As it is claimed, at least. The fact, I know, is dis- 

uted. 

Š Mr. KEIFER. Ifthe gentleman will yield to me I will say that he 
has the certificate of Walter R. Pool, who was regularly elected at the 
election of 1882 and died. 

Mr. HISCOCK. We will sayit is alleged thatit is to fill the vacancy 
created by his death that Mr. Skinner was elected. These certificates 
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are precisely in the same form. They are identical in purport. Iun- 
derstand the certificate of each member of the North Carolina d 

tion is in the same language as that of the certificate which has been 
issued to Mr. Skinner. 

I sympathize most earnestly with the remarks made by the gentle- 
man from Colorado [Mr. BELFORD] that it is dangerous to question the- 
prima facie right of any man to a seat on this floor, When there is a 
vacancy in the delegation from a State and a certificate comes here in 
the usual form as the certificatefrom that State, I for one am unwilling” 
when the gentleman presents himself here to be sworn in to question at 
the outset his right to be sworn in. And if gentlemen on the other 
side are willing that this case should go to the Committee on Elections 
charged with the investigation of the only question indicated by the 
substitute and instructed to report as soon as practicable, that will meet 
my views of this case and of the situation. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina has five min- 
utes of his time remaining. 

Mr. SCALES. I yield that time to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Hurp]. 

Mr. HURD. The only question presented in this discussion is, shall 
the gentleman from North Carolina be sworn in pending the investiga- 
tion into the character of the certificate he presents? As hasbeen said 
by my colleague from Ohio [Mr. KEIFER], in the Forty-sixth Congress: 
I objected to the seating of Mr. TAYLOR, successor to General Garfield, 
who had been elected from the old district. I maintained in the argu- 
ment on that occasion that he could not be elected from the old district 
because the law which created it had been repealed, that he could not 
be elected from the new district because General Garfield had never rep- 
resented that district, and by his resignation, therefore, he could occa- 
sion no vacancy in it, and that the only way in which an election could 
be held to fill such a vacancy as that was under the provisions of an act 
of the Legislature which should continue the old district for the purpose 
of filling a vacancy until that Congress had expired. 

I am still of the opinion that maintained then. But at that time I 
withdrew the objection, because there wasa doubt asto Whether a prima 
facie case had been made by the certificate which had been presented, 
and desiring to resolve the doubt in favor of a Representative of my State, 
I asked that the gentleman from Ohio be sworn in, That request was 
granted unanimously by the House of Representatives, and Mr. TAYLOR. 
was sworn in, That case makes a precedent exactly fitting this, by 
which this case should be governed. Therefore I maintain that Mr. 
Skinner should be now sworn in. 

TheSPEAKER, The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. SCALES} 
has three minutes of his time remaining. 

Mr. MAYO. Will the gentleman yield me two minutes? 

Mr. SCALES. I will yield the floor. 

Mr. REED. Iask the gentleman to yield to me the three minutes 
he has remaining. 

Mr. SCALES. Certainly, I will do so. 

Mr. REED. I will reserve that time and endeavor to obtain further 
time Reps the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEIFER] after he has con- 
clud 

Mr. KEIFER, Mr. Speaker, I do not proposeto occupy much more 
time, and after a few words will yield to gentlemen, some who agree 
with me and some who differ from me. ~ 

I wish to say in reference to the basis upon which the substitute is 
offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock], as I have 
already stated, that he seems to have been entirely at fault in the mat- 
ter of his information. Walter R. Pool was the man who was elected 
at the regular election in 1882 and afterward died. He furnished his- 
certificate of election to the Clerk of the House, and the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Hiscock] now has it before him. The other gentle- 
man from North Carolina [Mr. Skinner] comes with a certificate of a 
like character here from the present first district of that State. 

I have no doubt about the law as it is laid down. I have no doubt 
about the precedents. I wish to say that the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. ScaALEs], who is always fair, has overlooked the other 
precedent from Louisiana, which is entirely in opposition to the New 
Hampshire precedent. He has overlooked the precedent set in the Ohie- 
case on the merits of the case. He has overlooked the precedent which 
was set in the last Congress by the action of the governor of Missouri, 
and perhaps there are others which received no particular notice. 

But as there seems to be a great division of opinion, and while I re- 
gard it as a very dangerous precedent, to which I offer my pi I 
will say that I am entirely willing to withdraw my resolution and offer 
it again, if the gentleman will allow me, after Mr. Skinner has been 
sworn in, as it does not refer to the prima facie case, but refers the whole 
matter to the Committee on Elections, 

Mr. SCALES. So far as I am concerned I prefer a vote on the reso- 
lution of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock]. 

Mr. KEIFER. Very well; I will yield now to the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. REED], and afterward decide upon what I will do. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, there can be no question transcending in 
importance a question of this character. There are no questions which 
demand so much care in order that we may go aright. 
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This question is one liable to recur at the beginning of every decade. 
It is the question whether, a Representative having died representing a 
district under an old apportionment, that district as constituted by the 
old apportionment shall elect his successor or whether a new district 
which did not know him shall elect a successor. 

[t was very natural that in the early times there should be some 
question upon this point. It was decided by the House in the New 
Hampshire case a great many years ago that the new member should 
be clected from the new district. Since that time, however, new light 
has been thrown upon the question by repeated and continual disc 
sion. l 
Since that time the public mind, the mind of the two Houses of Con- 

has settled in the other direction; that is, that the old district, 
and not the new district, should be represented by the member elected 
to fill the vacancy; and for an obvious reason—and all the reasoning 
on the subject is in a nutshell—for the obvious reason that under our 
system we have a representation of all of the people of this country 
and of every acre of territory of this country, so far as it is formed into 
States. That is, we have not only a representation of all the men, but 
of all the territory, all of the territory and all of the men in it. 

Now, it almost invariably happens that the new district is not terri- 
torially and constituently, if I may use the word, the same as the old. 
Hence it results that some portion of the State would be doubly rep- 
resented, and some portion of the State would not be represented at all, 
if the member elected to fill the vacancy was elected by the new district 
and not by the old. To my mind this is conclusive upon the merits of 
the case. 

The other alternative which was presented by the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Hurp] in the Forty-sixth Congress, that the constituency 
should go unrepresented if no provision was made by the State Legisla- 
ture, in my judgment and in my experience has found no advocate ex- 

himself. 


t 4 
BS the hammer fell. 
The SPEAKER. The three minutes of the gentleman have expired. 
Mr. REED. I had three minutes from the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. SCALES] and I understood the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. 
KEIFER] to yeld me five minutes more. 
. Mr. HISCOCK. I believe I am entitled to the floor upon my sub- 
stitute, and I will yield to the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] all 
the time he wants from my hour. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine will proceed. 

Mr. REED. Although I have touched upon this question on the 
merits of the case, I have done so simply to put those of us right who 
take the view which I am about to express. I would not have it for a 
moment misunderstood what we think upon this question. 

The real question before the House, however, is not what I have dis- 
cussed. The real question is of a prima facie case. Now, in order to 
enable this body to be organized, it is absolutely essential that itshould 
be organized under some general principles and under general laws. - 

All general laws are liable to injurious exceptions, but all general 
laws are sustained hy the fact that in the great majority of cases they 
prescribe a wise rule, and whoever overturns that rule on account of 
unfortunate exceptions makes the great mistake of upsetting a thou- 
sand good cases in order to rectify one bad one. 

In this case we have established the rule by a long series of decisions, 
decisions which in the long run have commended themselves to the 
judgment of learned men in the Houses of Congress for many years 
past. The principleis that, whenever a certificate signed by competent 
authority declares in unequivocal terms that a man has been elected to 
the House of Representatives, we respect such a certificate and allow the 
man to be sworn in, and then, if necessary, proceed to examine his case. 

In this case, here is à certificate of the governor of North Carolina in 
the same form as the certificate upon which every other member has 
taken his seat, in the same form as that upon which every member of 
the Forty-seventh took his seat. It is a declaration that the 
man was duly elected from the first district of North Carolina. Now 
the question is, which first district, the old oneor the newone? There 
is one principle which underlies all certification, and it is that a public 
official is presumed to do his duty. No republican or other govern- 
ment can go on upon any other presumption. It may be that in a par- 
ticular case the official violates his duty; but the presumption on which 
we must go in the prima facie case is that he has not violated his duty. 
The presumption also is that if he makes y certificate which by its terms 
covers the ground, itis intended to cover the precise ground. Inother 
words, if in this case the governor says ‘‘the first district,” it seems to 
me the presumption must be that he means the legal first district, which 
is entitled to representation here. 

Mr. Speaker, I submit there is but one course left for us to pursue, 
and that is to swearthis man in. I am sorry on some accounts to come 
to this conclusion, because I believe that after the long series of de- 
cisionson the part of this House there ought not to have been any ques- 

. tion in the mind of the governor of North Carolina as to his duty in the 
premises; and were it not for two facts I should be inclined to char- 
acterize this as a fraudulent transaction. Those facts are, first, that 
honorable gentlemen contend that the governor of North Carolina was 


right as to the district he chose; and the House of Representatives a 
great many years back seems to have come to the same conclusion. But 
I sincerely hope that we may be plagued no more by questions of this 
kind; that we may go on and faithfully do our duty, presuming that 
others have done theirs; and when upon examination it is found they 
have not done theirs, I trust that without fear, affection, hope of re- 
ward, or party discipline we shall do our honest duty in the premises. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER. Three minutes. 

Mr. KEIFER. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. CALKINS]. 

Mr. CALKINS. Mr. Speaker, the difficulty in my mind in this case 
has been whether the election upon which Mr. Skinner claims a seat 
was not absolutely void, whether this House was not bound, under the 
public law of North Carolina and the certification made by the gov 
ernor, to take notice of the fact that the election was held in a district 
in which there was no vacancy. I believe so yet. Adopting the argu- 
ment of my friend from Maine [Mr. REED], I agree with him in erery- 
thing he has said except in his position that this House ought not to 
examine into the prima facie case where the certificate appears perfect 
upon its face. That, it seems to me, is sacrificing substance to form. 
In this case it is perfectly evident to every one that this House must 
take notice of the public law of Congress which fixes November in 
every second year as the time for the election of Representatives from 
North Carolina. The election took place at that time. We have been 
officially informed that the person then elected has since died; it is 
upon record by the statement of the Clerk. This certificate comes here 
supplemented by these official statements; and it is the first duty of the 
House to examine the paper in connection with the public law and see 
whether this man was elected from a district in which there was a 
vacancy. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, on this question I stand where I did in 
the beginning. I agree with the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] 
and other gentlemen who say that the certificate or commission imports 
honest action on the part of a public official; but I deny that such action 
reaches further than is stated by the distinguished writer upon public 
law Mr. McCrary, who says that it only goes to the extent of determin- 
ing that there wasan election—nothingelse. But, Mr. Speaker, seeing 
the temper of the House on this subject I am willing to withdraw my 
resolution after the protest which I have made; and when the gentleman 
has been sworn in I propose to reoffer a resolution omitting the pre- 
amble, leaving only that part of the resolution which refers the case for 
examination to the Committee on Elections. I hope this proposition 
will be satisfactory to the gentlemen on the other side. 

Mr. SCALES. I object. 

Mr. KEIFER. I propose to withdraw the resolution to let the gen- 
tleman be sworn in. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from New York [Mr. His- 
COCK] withdraw his substitute? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I do not. 
ee KEIFER. The gentleman has no right to object under the 

e. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Ido not object; but I know no reason why a vote 
may not be taken on my resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEIFER] proposes 
that Mr. Skinner be sworn in, and that then the matter be referred. 

Mr. KEIFER. I propose to withdraw the resolution for the present, 
but after Mr. Skinner has been sworn in I will again offer it. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from New York [Mr. His- 
CocK] desires to have a vote on his proposition, and if the gentleman 
from Ohio withdraws his resolution the substitute of the gentleman 
from New York will go with it. 

Mr. RANDALL. Certainly, as itis offered in the nature ofan amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iam not particular how it is done, but I wish to 
refer the question to the Committee on Elections, to be reported on at 
the earliest practicable moment. If, in the course that is pursued, that 
shall be preserved, I am content. ' 

The SPEAKER. The resolution being withdrawn, the gentleman 
from North Carolina will come forward and be sworn in. 

Mr. Skinner, of North Carolina, accompanied by Mr. SCALES, ap- 
peared at the Clerk’s desk. j 

Mr. HISCOCK. If I may be allowed, before the gentleman is sworn 
in, I wish to say that I understand there will be no objection after the 
gentleman has been sworn in to a vote on my proposition. 

Mr. SCALES. To your resolution; no. 

The SPEAKER. So the Chair understands. y 

Mr. SKINNER, of North Carolina, was then sworn in by taking the 
oath prescribed by section 1757 of the Revised Statutes. 

Mr. KEIFER. I offer again my resolution, leaving out the preamble. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the credentials of Mr. SKINNER be referred to the Committee on 
Elections of this House, when appointed, with power to ascertain and reportall 
the facts DAUNIN o na vacancy and said election, to file the same at as early 
a day as practicable, together with the law governing the case. 
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Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to inquire whether the words in that res- 
olution, ‘‘all the facts relating to said election ’’ do not carry the merits 
of the question to the committee? If so, I object. 

Mr. KEIFER. It ought to. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I think we ought first to have a report on the legal 
question. i 

Mr. KEIFER. The prima facie case has been already decided. 

Mr. SCALES. Let it all go to the committee. r 

Mr. HISCOCK. That leaves this case, and the House may as well 
understand it, so that a report on it may be postponed to the last days 
of the Forty-eighth Cougress. I believe this preliminary legal ques- 
tion ought to be disposed of and this disputed point settled before we 
go to anything else, and if my resolution is before the House I insist 
on a vote on it. 

Mr. KEIFER. The prima facie case is gone. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I do not ask to refer the prima facie case. But, Mr. 
Speaker, I do ask to refer to the Committee on Elections to report on 
certain facts at once. I believe the question which has been stated by 
the gentleman from Ohio will come up again in the case of Kansas, and 
therefore I believe the Committee on Elections should report imme- 
diatly on the question we have been discussing all the morning. There- 
fore I demand a vote on my proposition. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York offers his resolu- 
tion as a substitute for the one pending. The vote will first be taken 
upon that. 

Mr. REAGAN. I hope the gentleman from New York will not in- 
sist upon his resolution. This contemplates two reports from the Com- 
mittee on Elections after the prima facie case has been determined by 
the House.. It seems to me that when the whole case goes, as this res- 
olution contemplates, to the Committee on Elections, it must be acted 
upon as any other case is acted upon, and there is no just reason in my 
judgment to take it away from the committee or adopt any other course, 
nor is there any reason to ask for two reports from the committee after 
the prima facie case has been settled. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the substitute pro- 
posed by the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. REED. Let the substitute be again reported. 

The proposed substitute was again read. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, before the House is called upon to vote 
on that resolution I desire that it shall understand that they are only 
referring under that substitute the mere legal question as to whether 
Mr. SKINNER was entitled to represent this new district instead of the 
old one. Gentlemen upon the other side of the House very properly 
and kindly say they are willing that the whole case shall go there as 
the prima facie case has gone. 

I wish to say also to the members present that there is a contest over 
this seat. Mr. Pool, a brother of the deceased, Mr. Walter R. Pool, 
makes a contest for the seat. All that ask, therefore, is that the ordi- 
nary proceedings had in such cases shall be observed here, and that the 
matter be referred to the Committee on Elections, as all such cases 
have been referred. It is the ordinary rule to refer the whole case to 
the committee, just as this resolution contemplates. The gentleman 
from North Carolina says there is no objection. The gentleman from 
New York, on the contrary, desires by his resolution to refer only the 
question of law growing out of the election in one or the other of the 
districts, asthe case may be. It would be an act of injustice to the con- 
testant in this case to submit any other question to the Committee on 
Elections than the general question raised by my resolution. 

Mr. HISCOCK. My reply to the suggestion of the gentleman from 
Ohio is this: That if there is a contest in that district and Mr. Pool is 
the contestant for a seat here, under the rules of the House that to 
the Committee on Elections to investigate and determine. If he is here 
asking a seat upon this floor, that request goes to our Committee on 
Elections for it, in due course, to report upon. The resolution which 
I offer does not foreclose him in the least or in any manner impair his 
right. But what I wanta report upon from the committee is upon this 
troublesome question that has been presented to us year after year and 
session after session. I want authoritative action on the part of the 
House. I do not want that question to be postponed until the last days 
of this Congress, when it may be intruded upon us at a time when its 
merits can not receive that attention from the House which the im- 
portance of the case demands. 

Mr. SCALES. I understood the gentleman from New York to say 
that he had no objection whatever to the form of the resolution if the 
whole thing went to the Committee en Elections. Now, I have stated 
already that I have no objection to the whole question going to that 
committee —— x 

Mr. KEIFER. That is just what I propose. 

Mr. SCALES. So that that committee can report upon the whole 
question, 

I move the previous question. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I presented the resolution which has 
been read from the desk to the House to the tleman from North 
Carolina now upon the floor for an expression of opinion upon it. He 


read it and submitted it to a gentleman in the seat beside him—— 
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Mr MILLS. The demand for the previous question embraces that 
resolution. , 

Mr. HISCOCK, And after the gentleman from North Carolina had 
heard the resolution he said it would be acceptable as 1 read it to him. 
T Mr. MAYO. Let me ask the gentleman from North Carolina a ques- 

10n. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Now, I do not want any action of this body which 
may have its foundation in mere partisanship or any other source to 
deprive the House of the opportunity of settling this vexed question 
and allow a man to hold a seat in the House until the very last days 
of the session, as has been done before. I think right and fiir minded 
men on the other side of the House will agree with me—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I object to debate. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order on the motion of the gentle- 
man from North Carolina, except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. SCALES. The gentleman from New York has seen proper to 
make something of an attack upon me, and I desire an opportunity to 
make a brief mse, 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order, except by unanimous con- 


sent. 

Mr. SCALES. Then I withdraw the motion for the previous ques- 
tion, i 

Mr..REED. This, Mr. Speaker, is merely a question of understand- 
ing on the part of the House, which has always been permitted to be 
discussed. It is not, properly speaking, a debate upon the proposition. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman insists upon the previous ques- 
tion, and objection is made to discussion, the Chair has no discretion 
but to Se oo the demand of any gentleman for the regular order. 

Mr. SCALES. I withdraw the demand for the previous question. 

TheSPEAKER, Thegentleman from North Carolinanow withdraws 
the demand for the previous question. 

Mr. SCALES. I desire to do so for the purpose of saying, in reply to 
the gentleman from New York, simply this: He came to my seat while 
the discussion was proceeding and presented a resolution to which he 
called my attention. On reading it I then thought it carried the whole 
case to the Committee on Elections. I said that it would be acceptable 
to mein that form after the Representative had been swornin. [also un- 
derstood him to say that he did not care about the form of the resolu- 
tion, and was bnie, ba accept the original resolution provided it car- 


ried the case to the Committee on Elections. 
I did it in good faith. I said I was willing to submit to that. Iam 
willing tosubmit to that now. I think itis the right of Con, And 


why? Because if that resolution goes it settles the whole question. 
If his resolution goes, as I now understand it, it carries the question as 
to the district, and if the report is in favor of the new district it has to 
go back on the other question. Therefore I think it should go to the 
Committee on Elections. 

Mr. Hiscock rose. k 

Mr. SCALES. I move the previous question. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I nope the gentleman will not do that just yet. 

Mr. SCALES. I yield to the gentleman for a moment. 

Mr. HISCOCK. On account of some discussion which had taken 
place on this side of the Chamber I called attention to the fact that I 
cared nothing for the order in which this thing wasdone. As between 
the gentleman from Ohioand myself I had no pride of opinion whether 
his resolution was adopted or mine. But I did state that I expected 
this question would be sent to the Committee on Elections to be re- 
ported on as soon as practicable; and therefore no objection was made 
from any gentleman on this floor, and the gentleman was sworn in. 
And you, Mr. Speaker, understood I forebore to pressa voteon my sub- 
stitute because I understood there was a unanimous agreement in this 
House that that resolution ora resolution in form carrying this question 
alone to the Committee on Elections should be passed. 

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION, 

Mr. WARNER, of Tennessee, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
reported that the committee had examined and found duly enrolled a 
joint resolution of the following title; aad the Speaker signed the same: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 31) authorizing the payment of the salaries 
of the empivyé> of the two Houses of Congress on the 22d instant. 

FIRST CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT, NORTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. SCALES. - I call the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The first question is on agreeing to the substitute 
proposed by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] for the res- 
olution proposed by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEIFER]. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 107, noes 96. 

Mr. COBB and others called for the yeas and nays. ` 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the yeas and nays. 

Mr. MILLS. I understand the request for the yeas and nays has 
been withdrawn. 

Mr. RANDALL. It has not been withdrawn. 

On the question of ordering the yeas and na 

So (the affirmative being more than one- 
yeas and nays were ordered, 


there wert—ayes 47. 
of the last vote) the 
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The question was taken; and there were—yeas 117, nays 108, not 


YEAS—117. 
Adams, G. E. Geddes, Long, Ranney, 
Anderson, George, Lore, Ray, G. W. 
Goff, P hiep y: 
Belford, Guenther, key, 
Bland, Hardeman, McCoi Robinson, J. S. 
Blount, Hart, McComas, W.F. 
Breitang Po DR. MEE? rriad 
reitu: enderson, A ‘ymour, 
eee Ei Hill, Mao; Skinner, C. R. 
Brown, W. W. Hiscock, Milliken, Smith, 
Buckner, Hitt, Mills, Springer, 
Budd, Holmes, Morey, Steele, 
® Holton, organ, Stephenson, 
Campbell, J. M. Hooper, Morrill, ens, 
Cannon, Hop. N Morse, 8S A 
Chace, Horr, Muldrow, Stone, 
Collins, ouk, Muller, Storm, 
Connolly, Howey, Murray, Strai 
Culbertson, W. W. Jam Mutchler, Struble, 
Cutcheon, Jeffo: Nelson, Taylor, J. D. 
Da: 4 Johnson, Nutting, Thomas, 
Davis, G. R. Jones, B. W. chil 3 Weaver, 
Dingley, Jones, J. O'Neill, Charles White, 
Daia Kean, Parker, Willis, 
Eaton, Kelley, yson, Wilson, James 
Evans, I. N, Ke a Perkins, Wilson, W. L. 
Everhart, Lacey, ‘eters, ork. 
Evins, J. H. Laird, Pettibone, 
indlay, Lawrence, Phelps, 
Finerty, Libbey, Price, 
NAYS—108, 
Alexander, Elliott, Morrison, Talbott, 
Bagley, Follett, Moulton, Taylor, J. M. 
Ballentine, Forney, Murphy, EA pee onc 
Barksdale, Fyan, Nicholls, o; 
Bennett, Gibson, Oates, Tillman, 
Breckinri Glascock, O'Hara, Townshend, 
Buchanan, Green, O'Neill, J.J. ly, 
Cabell, Greenleaf, on, er, Oscar 
Caldwell, Halsell, Van Alstyne, 
Candler, Hancock, Peel, 8. W, Vance, 
Carleton, Hatch, W. H. Pryor, Van Eaton, 
Cassidy, Henley, Pusey, Wakefield, 
Clay, Hoblitzell, Randall, i 
Clements, Houseman, Raukin, Warner, A. J. 
bb, Jones, J.K. Reagan, ‘arner, 
Converse, Jones, J.T. Wellborn, 
ve, Keifer, “a Weller, 
Cox, W.R. Kleiner, Roge, J.H. Wemple, 
y ý omple 
Culberson, D. B. 4 es, a 
in, Lewis, Seney, Winans, E. B. 
Deuster, Lowry, Singleton, Winans, John 
Dibrell MeAdoo, yder, Wise, G. D. 
Dorsheimer, MeMi priggs, Wolford, 
Dowd, Matson, Stewart, Charles oodward, 
Dunn, ory bn Sumner, ©, A. Yaple, 
Eldredge, Miller, JF. Sumner, D. H. oung. 
NOT VOTING—% 
Adams, J.J Covington, Hi Rice, 
Aiken, Cox, 8.58. Hewitt, A.S. 
Arnot, Cullen, ewitt, G. W. Ro n, G.D. 
ur, vidson Holman, ns, 
Barr, Davis, L. H. Hunt, 
Bayne, Davis, R.T. urd, Ryan, 
Dibble, u Shaw, 
Belmont, Dockery, Jordan, Shelley, 
Bingham, Dunċan, n, Skinner, T. G. 
Bisbee, . Ellis, Kellogg, Slocum, 
Blackburn, Eliwood, King, Spooner, 
Blanchard, Ermentrout, Le Fevre, Stewart, J. W. 
Bowen, Ferrell, Lovering, Taylor, E. 
Boyle, Fiedler, Mill er, 
Brainerd, Foran, Miller, S. H. Turner, H. G 
Brewer, F. B. Graves, Mitchell, Valentine 
dh Hammond, Money, 
Browne, T, M. Han A eece, Wait, 
Brumm, Hardy, ge, Washbu: 
Burleigh, Harmer, yne, White, J. 
Burnes, tch, H. H, Peelle, S.J Whiting, 
Campbell, F. Hemphill, Poland, Wise, J. S. 
A Henderson, T. J z Wood, 
Cook, epburn, otter, Worthington. 
So the substitute was agreed to. 
The following were the pairs: 


Mr. AIKEN with Mr. VALENTINE until further notice. 

Mr. RUSSELL with Mr, CoLLINS until further notice. 

Mr. J. D. WHITE with Mr. BLACKBURN until January 20, 

Mr. MILLARD with Mr. Post until January 3. 

Mr. HARDEMAN with Mr. KELLEY until after recess. 

Mr. SHELLEY with Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR. 

Mr. ELLIS with Mr. HARMER. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT with Mr. H. H. HATUA until further notice. 

Mr. BROADHEAD with Mr. WADSWORTH until further notice. 

Mr. PAYNE with Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, until Monday. 

Mr. DunN with Mr. WADSWORTH on this vote. 

After the second roll-call the following proceedings took place: 

Mr. GEORGE. I did not hear my name called. I desire to vote. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s vote has not been recorded. It 
has been the practice of the House to allowagentleman to have his vote 
tecorded after the second roll-call if he states he did actually vote or 


, 


that he was giving attention but did not hear his name called. Was 
the gentleman giving attention? 

Mr. GEORGE. I was giving attention, but did not hear my name 
called. 5 

Mr. RANDALL. Ishall have to object on that statement. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The gentleman from Oregon states he was giving 
attention and did not hear his name called. 

Mr. RANDALL. I did not so understand his statement. 

Mr. HISCOCK. So I understood him. Let the gentleman state 
what he did say. 

Mr. GEORGE. I stated, or at least intended to state, that I was 
present and was paying attention and did not hear my name called. 

The SPEAKER. Of course the rule is very clear that the Chair can 
not allow a gentleman to vote at all under any circumstances after the 
completion of the second roll-call; but gentlemen can ask unanimous’ 
consent to vote. 

Mr. RANDALL. There should be a rigid adherence tothe rule. I 
object. 

Mr. KEIFER. But, Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will direct the rule to be read, so that 
there may be no misunderstanding upon the subject. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Upon every roll-call, the names of the members shall be called alphabetically 
by surname, except when two or more have the same surname, then the whole 
name shall be called; and after the roll has been once called, the Clerk shall 
call in their alphabetical order the names of those not voting; and thereafter 
the Speaker shall not entertain a request to record a vote or announce a pair, 

Mr. KEIFER. Pardon me fora moment. If there issuch confusion 
in the House that a member giving attention can not hear his name 
called, or if anything prevents his doing his duty in voting, it has been 
the practice, ever since this rule was adopted, to give him the oppor- 
tunity to vote, if the failure on his part to vote is not in any sense at- 
tributable to his own neglect. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has so stated; but still, under the rule, 
it requires unanimous consent to do so. 

Mr. CANNON. Allow me a moment, for this is a question of some 
importance. The precedent as heretofore established has allowed mem- 
bers to vote under circumstances similar to those stated by the gentle- 
man from Oregon [Mr. GEORGE]. Now, if it be in the power of the 
Clerk—not assuming for a moment that in this case the Clerk has done 
so or would do so—if it be in the power of the Clerk to prevent a mem- 
ber from voting by omitting to call or indistinctly calling his name, 
what will be the result? It is not in order for any member to inter- 
rupt the roll-call. Suppose that the Clerk by accident omits to call the 
rents a member, then by the rule is his right to vote to be denied 

im ? 

It isto be presumed that the Clerk did omit to call his name, because 
the gentleman states that he was giving attention and did not hear his 
name called. ; 

Mr. RANDALL. If we have rules we had better adhere to them. 
What are the circumstances in thiscase? The gentleman states that he 
was in his seat and listening. There was one call of the roll. I wish 
to call the attention of the House to the fact that the clerk who called 
the roll has a clear, distinct voice, which penetrates to every part of the 
Hall. Then there was a second call of the roll. 

Now, I am entirely impersonal in this matter. There was a second 
call of the roll, and thename of the gentleman wasagain called. There 
is no allegation that his name was not twice called. Itis in contraven- 
tion of the rule to permit a vote to be given under such circumstances. 

We may as well meet this difficulty at once, because the question con- 
stantly arises during a session of Congress, That is the reason why we 
favor a rigid adherence to the terms, the letter and the spirit, of the rule, 
which is a correctone. It requires that a member not responding to his 
name upon the first call of the roll shall be careful to have himself re- 
corded on the second call, if he desires to vote. 

Mr. REED. I entirelyagree with the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. RANDALL] that we ought to follow the rules of the House, whether 
those rules be wise or unwise. If we do not like them then we should 
change them. - 

On the other hand, every rule of this House is the subject of construc- 
tion, and must be construed with sense, and must be construed in the 
light of the rights and duties of members. Now, members have the 
right to vote, and it is their duty to vote. If any member has done 
everything that he can in order to exercise that right, then he brings 
himself within the reasonable construction of the rules of this House. 

That is not only sense, but it is sense tested by experience, for ever 
since the rules were adopted the construction of this rule has been given 
which is warranted and demanded by the situation of the gentleman 
from Oregon [Mr. GEORGE]. He says that he was attempting to hear 
his name called, did not hear it, and therefore did not vote. Now, I 
submit to this House that a reasonable, sensible construction of therule 
gives him the right to vote. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] has al- 
luded to the experience of the House. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Allow me to make one suggestion in reference 
to the statements of the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. GEORGE] and of 


` 
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the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED]. i 
was pea when the first call of the roll was made and failed to hear 


If the gentleman from Oregon 


his name called, then it was his duty to notify the House of the fact 
and to insist upon his name being called. 

Another suggestion. The tally clerk is watching the call of the roll 
as well as the reading clerk; and if the name of any member was 
omitted by the reading clerk the tally clerk would immediately have 
called his attention to it. 

, TheSPEAKER. The Chair has decided that under the rule he has 
no power to allow the gentleman to vote. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] has said 
something about our experience in this connection. The rule which 
has been quoted was introduced into the body of our rules because of 
the difficulties which we had experienced. : 

Before this rule was adopted I have witnessed roll-calls here when, 
after the names had been called and before the result was announced, 
members were hunted up from various places and brought in here and 
voted so as to change the actual result as at first ascertained. Now 
that was what we desired to avoid, to escape from, because it was found 
to be not conducive to public good and public approval. 

I have no objection to any interpretation or construction which the 
Speaker may see fit to place on this rule; but if he does place a con- 
struction on it let us adhere to it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think the rule is open to mis- 
construction. The language is very plain and very emphatic. Under 
the rule a member can not be permitted to record his vote after the sec- 
ond roll-call has been completed, unless by unanimous consent. Of 
course the House by unanimous consent can permit anything of this 
kind to be done, no matter -what the rules may say. 

Mr. MILLS, Mr. Macon, of North Carolina, when Speaker of the 
House of Representatives, decided that a Representative in Congress 
could not be deprived of his constitutional right to vote. This is a 
right that concerns his constituents on this floor, and upon any ques- 
tion eet iy the most liberal construction should be adopted. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Macon, when he made that decision, was 
Speaker of the House, and simply held that no rule of the House could 
deprive him of his constitutional right to vote as a representative of 
his constituency, although occupying at the time the position of 

ker. ` 

Mr. HISCOCK. As I understand, all objection is withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was abòut to remark that the gentle- 
man from Oregon [Mr. GEORGE] may by unanimous consent record his 
vote. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Thename of Mr. GEORGE was then called, and he voted in the affirma- 
tive. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, one word—— 

The SPEAKER. There is nothing for debate before the House. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. One point, I think, has been overlooked. 
The manner in which this comes before the House—— [Cries of 
“Regular order !’"] 

The SPEAKER. The regular order isdemanded. The question has 
been di of. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I beg the Chair’s pardon. One word—— 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded, and the Chair has 
no discretion except to proceed with the regular order of business. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Fask unanimous consent that the reading of the 
names be dispensed with. 

There was no objection. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

The SPEAKER. The substitute offered by the gentleman from 
New York having been agreed to, the question is now upon agreeing to 
the resolution as amended by the adoption of the substitute. 

The resolution as amended was adopted; there being—ayes 106, 
noes 76. 

Mr. HISCOCK moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

HOLIDAY RECESS. 

Mr. MORRISON. Isubmit the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
two ae ion ee Meee ose A 24, 1883, they Tao) Girreer e itil 
Thursday, the 3d day of January, 1884. 

Mr. MORRISON. Inconnection with this resolution I desire to say 
that if it be adopted unanimous consent will be asked that on Monday 
next no ater Theis be transacted than the announcement of com- 
mittees, so that the recess will practically begin to-morrow. 

The resolution was adopted; there being ayes 143, noes 21. 

Mr. MORRISON moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

; MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 


that the Senate had passed a bill (S. 616) to establish a standard of time 
in the District of Columbia. 


. 
SELECT COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam directed by the Committee on Rules to 
ask the adoption of the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the following-named select committees, consisting of the same 
number of members, with like powers and duties, as in the Forty-seventh Con- 
gress, be appointed for the Forty-eighth Congress, namely : 

Committee on Reform in the Civil Service; Committee on Law respecting 
Election of President and Vice-President; Committee on the Payment of Pen- 
sions, Bounty, and Back Pay; Committee on the Public Health; and Commit- 
tee on Ventilation and Acoustics of the Hall of the House of Representatives. 

Also, a committee, to be composed of seven members, on American ship-build- 
ing and ship-owning interests, which shall investigate the causes of the decline 
of the American foreign carrying trade; and said committee shall have leave to 
report by bill or otherwise. 7 

Mr. REED. I desire to offer an amendmentand to make astatement 
in regard to it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding, “ Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic.” 


Mr. REED. In the Committee on Rules by some mistake this mat- 
ter was omitted. It was understood that all the committees that were 
not to be included in the original resolution would be read over; and 
this committee, by some accident, was not read over. My colleague on 
the committee [Mr. BLACKBURN] gives me permission to offer the 
amendment, with this statement: that a majority of the Committeeon 
Rules would have favored the amendment had it not been thus accident- 
ally omitted. I will state to the House that I was intending to insist 
upon the retention of this committee and supposed until this morning 
that it had been retained. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. In justice to the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
REED], my colleague on thecommittee, I desireto say that his statement 
accords exactly with my recollection. The continuation of this select 
committee was not, as I remember, discussed in the Committee on Rules 
atall. Ihave reason to believe, and doubtless he believes, there would 
have been some division of opinion in the committee in reference to the 
select committee that he now proposes to insert by way of amendment. 

I am frank to say that I'am opposed to the amendment; but I think 
it fair that the gentleman should have the right, which he now claims, 
to offer the amendment, leaving it to the House to determine whether 
this shall be inserted among the select committees to be continued in 
this Congress, 

Mr. REED. With the understanding of a majority of the committee. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I believe a majority of the committee would 
favor it. 

Mr. WILLIS. I have an amendment to offer in the nature of a sub- 
stitute. In one word I can explain it. It leaves the committees iden- 
tical with the report of the Committee on Rules, except that it increases 
the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service from eleven to thirteen. 
It increases the Committee on the Law respecting the Election of the 
President and Vi¢e-President from eleven to thirteen. It increases the 
Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay from 
seven to nine. It leaves the Committee on Public Health at nine. It 
leaves the Committee on Ventilation and Acoustics at seven. Ft in- 
creases the committee on American shipping, the last one mentioned, 
from seven to nine. It does not enumerate the Committee on the Al- 
coholic Traffic as one of the committees. 

TheSPEAKER. The first question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Maine. 

Mr. YOUNG. Let it be read. 

Mr. MILLS. I hope the gentleman from Kentucky will call for the 
yeas and nays on the amendment of the gentleman from Maine, that we 
may see who it is that favors sumptuary legislation and who it is in 
the party to which he and I belong that wishes to regulate by Congress 
the domestic habits, customs, and appetites of the people. 

The amendment was reported at the Clerk's desk. 

Mr. VANCE. The gentleman from Texas talks about legislating in 
favor or sumptuary Jaws and saying what a man shall eat and drink. 
In my judgment, sir, the object is to get information on a subject that 
reaches and touches every human being on this continent. It affects 
every man, woman, and child, and every interest in this great country. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] I think that the sentiment of the 
temperance people of the UnitedStatesof America ought to berespected 
in this House, which creates committees on almost every other subject. 
We have committees on legislation in regard to the yellow fever and we 
have committees in regard to the cotton worm. [Laughter.] We have 
committees on sending expeditions to the North Pole in search of ves- 
sels that have been lost, and then why, sir, should not the representa- 
tives of the American people inquire in reference to that vessel of in- 
temperance which has wrecked so many householdsin this land of ours. 
[Applause.] I hope, sir, the Representatives of the American people 
will allow the friends of humanity, the friends of truth, justice, and 
mercy to be heard; that they will extend tothe people the opportunity 
to gather every information on a subject of such tremendous impor- 
tance as the onenow before the House. Will the American Representa- 
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tives here, sir, deny to millions of people the right to be heard on this 
important question? [Cries of “‘No!’?] I hope not. 

I hope we will not be denied the simple right of having a committee 
on the subject. It does not necessarily follow we are to have a prehib- 
itory law becapse of the raising of such a committee. Not at all, sir, 
We want information. We want to know what it costs this Govern- 
ment because of this evil of intemperance. We state that it costs more 
than the taxes which would be required to educate every man, woman, 
and child, white and black, in this broad land. I believe it will be 
better for us to stand up in the interest of humanity, in the interest of 
schools, in the interest of peace and of right, as well as in the interest 
of mercy. It is better for us to do so than to stand up here in the in- 
terest of the liquor traffic which is carried on at the price of the blood 
of our people. [Applause.] I hope we shall have this committee, and 
T do so with all due deference to my friend on my left from Texas. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I never like to be misunderstood. 
I have no hesitation in saying that [ voted that this resolution might 
‘be reported to the House for its action. I never have favored sump- 
tuary legislation of any sort, and I donot know that I ever shall. But I 
do know that there ought to be the widest latitude in behalf of the right 
of petition; that these people who are interested and agitated on the 
subject that would naturally go to this select committee, if the House 
shall appoint it, have a right to be heard; and to that extent I am will- 
ing to take the consequences and vote in the affirmative, that they may 
be heard. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. As it is evident that the resolution re by 
-order of the Committee on Rules will consume the rest of this day or 
this week or this year if allowed to go on in this fashion, unless the gen- 
tleman from Maine desires to be heard upon the amendment which he 
has submitted, I am going to ask the previous question. 

Mr. REED. Just a word. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. But I want tosaya word myself. [Laughter, ] 
I will divide the time with him if he desires to be heard. 

There has been nothing said against his amendment. The gentle- 
‘man from North Carolina and the gentleman from Pennsylvania have 
"both debated it in the affirmative. I amas much in favor of the widest 
range of petition as the gentleman from Pennsylvania or any other 
gentleman on this floor. But that is not the question presented here. 
There is not a citizen upon the American continent who is not entitled 
to and does not hold that right, the dearest of all possessions of the 
American people—the right of petition, That is not the question pre- 
sented here at all. The question is whether there shall be a special 
committee raised by this House for this purpose and for none other. 
That is the only question. It does not involve the right of petition. 
Iwas perfectly willing for this House to vote upon the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Maine without debate. I am willing 
that the House shall take a vote upon it’now, after being debated, and 
all on one side, 

If the gentleman from Maine desires to be heard in support of his 
amendment I shall not ask the previous question. If he does not feel 
that his side of the question has been sufficiently debated I am willing 
that he may be heard. If he is satisfied with the discussion upon his 
side, I shall demand it. 

Mr. MILLS. I hope the gentleman from Kentucky will allow this 


debate to run for a short time. I would like to have five minutes my- 
Mr. REED. I want to say but a single word to close the debate 
that has already taken place. ' 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Then I shall ask the right of the House to 
-call the previous question in ten minutes. 

Mr. REED. That will be satisfactory to me, and I will yield five 
minutes of it to the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. After that I shall call the previous question. 

Mr. YOUNG. I would like to ask a question. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I have yielded the time allowed for debate to 
the gentleman from Maine. 

_Mr. YOUNG. I do not wish to make a speech, but I should like to 

-ask a single question in this connection. 

Mr. REED. I will yield five minutes of the time to the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. MILLS]. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, I am as much in favor of temperance as 


the gentleman from North Carolina or the gentleman from Pennsyl- | 


vania, or anybody else. I amas much in favor of all of the good things 
that the people of these United States enjoy as either one of these gen- 
tlemen or any other of my peers upon this floor. But, Mr. Speaker, I 
am one of those who believe that great truths can never be propagated 
by legislative decrees. I am one of those who walk in the foot-paths of 
-our old fathers of the Constitution, who held to the doctrine that all 
-great improvements in morals, in science, in religion, in everything, 
must come through the brain and the conscience of the people, and not 
over the back with the whip. I hold that the powers of govern- 
ment must be strictly confined to the preservation of life, liberty, prop- 
-erty, and the growth and enjoyment of happiness among its citizens in 
‘this life. I hold that all these great questions must come alone through 
the conscience and the judgment and enlightened understanding of 
-the people themselves. That is the very foundation-stone upon which 


our Government is based; and the gentleman from North Carolina who 
drew such a strong picture in favor of temperance could have drawn a 
much more powerful parallel in favor of his position if he had pictured 
the beneficial influences upon mankind of the Christian religion. What 
has it done for mankind? It has laid the very track for the advance of 


our civilization. No country has ever been civilized, or great, or pow- 
ful except through the doctrines that were taught by Jesus of Naza- 
reth. But whatmember on this floor would dare toask the Congress of 
the United States to define orthodoxy? What standard would you set 
up? What member here would ask for the appointment of a commit- 
tee of Congress to declare whether the Methodist, or the Presbyterian, 
or the Baptist religion was the orthodox faith of Christianity? Sir, 
that issomething that lies beyond the pale of government. It issome- 
thing that lies in the heart of man, without an appeal to government. 
It is something which the jealons fathers of their country, they who 
loved liberty better than life, have written down in the Constitution of 
the United States that the impure hand of government should never 
touch. Christianity can live without the support of government, and 
so can temperance, 

Temperance has never been advanced by any legal enactment either 
in a State Legislature or in the National Council. It never can be. 
It is one of the impossible things to drive men forward in civilization 
by legislative decrees. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. REED. I try to have but one object in addressing the House, 
und that is to further the proposition I am maintaining. I do not feel 
under the present circumstances that it is necessary for me to argue 
this point. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] has 
succinctly and correctly stated what is our duty in the premises and 
the foundation for it, and if on the Democratic side and on the Repub- 
lican there is that feeling, I am very confident that the shadow of the 
great rock of temperance has extended all over this land without respect 


to party. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, I call for the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky calls for the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. YOUNG. I protest against this summary and inconsiderate 
method of legislation, forcing upon the House the consideration of this 
resolution without discussion, and without being informed even of the 
powers and functions with which it is proposed to invest this new com- 
mittee. I do not want to be called upon to vote for any measure with- 
out knowing something of its purpose and probable effect. What is to 
be the scope of this committee? What are to be its limitations? I 
have no information on the subject further than is conveyed in its title, 
which indeed seems to be all there is of it. ‘‘A committee on alcoholic 
liquor traffic !’? What kind of traffic is meant? Traffic between the 
States or with foreign governments? 

I take it that Congress has no constitutional power to interfere with 
any other character of traffic in alcoholic liquor or any other commod- 
ity. If itis proposed to regulate its manufacture, sale, or use in the 
States, then it is the purpose of the resolution, and will be the work of 
the committee, to override constitutional restraints and assume control 
of a matter exclusively under State and municipal jurisdiction. 

I am quite willing to assist in any legitimate and proper temperance 
movement, any moral reform, so far as I can as a private citizen; but I 
do not consider that this House has constitutional authority to under- 
take specifically that character of legislation, though my friend from 
North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] seems to think differently. But I do not 
know that the committee is asked for in the interest even of tem- 
perance or morality. We are left wholly to conjecture as to what its 
real pu is. 

Mr. RANDALL. Itis exactly like the one we had in last Congress, 

Mr. YOUNG. Well, then, let the resolution so state it. 

Mr. REED. It is what we have had for the past two years. 

Mr. YOUNG. Thatis no answer to either my objection or my in- 
quiry. Iam not so much concerned about what was done in the last 
Congress as in what is to be done in this one. If the resolution were 
written out and the object of the committee fully disclosed I might 
possibly vote for it, but I will not vote for uny measure no more defi- 
nitely stated than this one is. 

Mr. WILLIS. The proposition I sent to the desk I withdraw as a 
substitute and offer as an amendment; and I make the Committee on 
American Shipping to consist of eleven members. 

The SPEAKER. That is not now before the House. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I call the previous question. 

Several members called for the reading of the pending amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add the following: 

“Committee on ‘Alcoholic Liquor Traffic.” 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I yield to the gentleman from Maine that he 
may indicate the number. 

The SPEAKER. The first part of the resolution provides that the 
committee shall consist of the same number as in the last House. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then I will say that in the last Honse the 


committee consisted of nine members. 
The previous question was ordered. 


192 CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. DECEMBER 19, 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Maine. ° 

Mr. MILLS. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 142, nays 86, not vot- 
ing 93; as follows: 


YEAS—142. 
Adams, G. E. Greenleaf, McMillin, Spriggs, 
Alexander, Miller, Steele, 
Anderson, Hi Milliken, Stephenson, 
Atkinson, cane W.H Morey, navan; 
e ynes, organ, one, 
kedal Henderson, D. B. Morrill, Storm, 
Boytelle, Henley, Nelson, Strait, 
Brewer, J. H. Hepburn, Nutting, Struble, 
Brown, W. W H í O'Hara, Sumner, O. A. 
Budd, Hitt, O'Neill, Charles Talbott, 
kins, Holmes, Parker, Taylor, E. B. 
Campbell, J. M. Hopkins, Payson, Taylor, J. D. 
Cannon, orr, Pierce, Taylor, J. M. 
Cassidy, Houk, Peel, S. W Thomas, 
Chace, Howey, Perkins, Throckmorton, 
Clay, Hunt, Pete: Tully, 
Crisp, Jam Pettibone, Van Alstyne, 
Culberson, D. B. Jefo: Phel; Vance, 
Culbertson, W. W. Johnson, Price, Van Eaton, 
Cullen, ones, J. K. Pi z Wakefield, 
Curtin, Kean, Ran Warner, A. J. 
Cutcheon, Keifer, Ranney, Weaver, 
Davis, G. R Kelley, Ray, G. W. Weller, 
Dibrell, Kete! h Ray, Wemple, 
Dingley, Y, White, Milo 
u Lanham, Robertson, Wilkins, 
Eldredge, Lawrence, Robinson, J. S. Williams, 
Evang LN Tone arg W F. Wileor J 
y A e TS, ilson, James 
reek Dore Rowell, Wilson, W. L. 
Ferrell, Lyman, Seney, Winans, E. B, 
Findlay, Mackey, Seymour, W John 
Geo: McCoi Sin, n, Woifo: 
Gibson, McCo; Skinner, C. R. Yaple. 
Glascock, MeCormick Smith, 
Goff, McKinley, Snyder, 
NAYS—86. 
Ballentine, Dowd, Kleiner, Reese, 
Belmont, Eaton, Laird, Rosecrans, 
Bennett, Evins, J.H. Lamb, Scales, 
Bland, Follett, i Lovering, Skinner, T. G. 
Blount, Foran, Lowry, Springer, 
Breckinridge, Forney, McAdoo, Stewart, Charles 
Breitung, Fyan, . Matson, T, 
Buchanan, Geddes, Maybury, Sumner, D. H. 
Buckner, Graves, Mills, Thompson, 
bell, Green, Morrison, K 
Caldwell, Guenther, Morse, Townshend, 
Candler, cock, Moulton, Tucker, 
Carleton, ae ey oe Toro Oscar 
Clements, erbert, urphy, a 
Cobb, Hill, Murray, Warner, Richard 
Connolly, Hoblitzell, Mutchler, TAEDE 
CNE Ae A Owe Woodward, 
Cosgrove _ Oates, 
Cox, W. È. Jones, B. W. Patton, York, 
Dargan, Jones, J. H. Pryor, Young. 
uster, Jones, J. T Rankin, 
Dorsheimer, g, Reagan, 
; NOT VOTING—S. 
Adams, J. J Cook, Holman, Rice, 
Aiken, Covington, Holton, 
Arnot, Cox, 5. S. ooper, inson, Geo, D. 
Barbour, Davidson, Hutchins, Robinson, W. E. 
Barr, Davis, L. H. Jordan, Russell, 
Bayne, Davis, R. T. n, Ryan, 
ach, Dibble, Kellogg, Shaw, 
Belford, Dockery, Le Fevre, Shelley, 
Bingham, Duncan, Lewis, Slocum, 
Bisbee, Dunn, Mayo, Spooner, 
Blackburn, Ellis, Millard Stewart, J. W. 
Blanchard, Ellwood, Miller, §. H. Turner, H. G 
Bowen, Ermentrout, Mitchell, Valentine 
Boyle, 4 Fiedler, Money, Wadsworth, 
Brainerd, - inerty, Muldrow, Wait, 
Brewer, F. B. Hammond, Neece, Washburn, 
$ back, Ochiltree, White, J. D. 
Browne, T. M: Hardy, a nan TF Whi ag 
rmer, nige, ise, 
Burleigh, Hatch, H. H. Payne, Wood, 
es, Hemphill, Peelle, 8. J. Worthington. 
Campbell, F. Henderson, T, J. Poland, 
Clardy, Hewitt, A. 8. » Post, 
Hewitt, G. W. Potter, 
So the amendment was to 


Mr. RANDALL. I ask that the reading of the names of the mem- 
bers voting be dispensed with. 

There was no objection. ; 

Mr. HOBLITZELL. I desire to announce that my colleague, Mr. 
COVINGTON, is confined to his room by sickness. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. Dunn with Mr. WADSWORTH on this vote. 

Mr. MULDROW with Mr. FINERTY on this question. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

Mr. REED. I move to reconsider the vote by which the amendment 
was agreed to; and also move to lay the motion on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


The SPEAKER. The question is now on the adoption of the amend-- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS]. 

Mr. REAGAN. I move to strike out so much of the report of the- 
committee as provides for the creation of a committee on ship-building- 
and ship-owning. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question has been ordered. 

Mr. REAGAN, I did not understand it as having been ordered on. 
the whole resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The minutes will show. 

Mr. REAGAN. Certainly no one around me understood the pre— 
vious question as being ordered on the whole matter, and I was listen- 
ing attentively. : 

The SPEAKER. If the Chair misunderstood the scope of the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] the amend- 

ent indicated by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] will be- 
in order after the amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
WILLIs] is disposed of. j 

The amendment offered by Mr. WILLIS was read, as follows: 

Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, thirteen members, 

Committee on Law respecting the Election of President and Vice-President, 
thirteen members. 

Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, nine members. 

Committee on Public Health, nine members, 

Committee on Ventilation and Acoustics, seven members. 

Committee on American Shipping, eleven members. 

Mr. REED. I do not think this amendmentis understood. If itis 
a substitute, it will directly kill the last vote of the House by dropping. 
out the Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

The SPEAKER. Itis not a substitute, as now offered, but an addi- 
tion to the report of the Committee on Rules. It does not affect in any 
manner whatever the action of the House just taken. 

The amendment of Mr. WILLIS was then agreed to. 

Mr. WILLIS moved to reconsider the vote justtaken; and also moved. 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. REAGAN. I now move to amend by striking out so much as 
provides for the creation of a Select Committee on American Shipping, 
as I believe it is called. 

Mr. KEIFER. I desire to say— 

Mr. REAGAN. . I do not wish to be interrupted now, 

Mr. KEIFER. I rise to a point of order, and that is that the pre- 
vious question is now operating. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN b 
simply moved the previous question on the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Maine [Mr. REED]. 

Mr. KEIFER. Idid not so understand it; I understood the Speaker 
to say that the first question would be on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Maine. 

Mr. REAGAN. The Committee on Rules will report to the House- 
during the day, and the House will undoubtedly adopta proposition to 
take from the Committee on Commerce all that partof its labors which 
relates to the improvements of rivers and harbors—to the water ways of 
the country. The object of that will be to enable the Committee on 
Commerce to di the duties which rightfully pertain to it inde- 
pendently of that portion of their present duties. 

The select committee for the purpose here indicated was created at 
the last session of Congress because neither the House Committee on- 
Commerce nor the Senate Committee on Commerce, having the river 
and harbor bill before them, had time to give the necessary and proper 
consideration to the other important subjects connected with the com- 
merce of the country. . 

The Senate has already provided for taking the river and harbor bilb 
from the Committee on Cormeen so that that committee can perform. 
the duties ordinarily assigned to it. The House will without doubt 
do the same thing, and then the Committee on Commerce can well dis- 
charge the remainder of the duties assigned to it. 

I trust, whoever may be on the Committee on Commerce, that that 
committee will not be further emasculated in its duties by taking 
away a large part of the remainder of its duties, and by creating a new 
committee with a jurisdiction conflicting with that of the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. You can not have two committees in existence 
Mere the terms creating these committees without a conflict of juris- 

iction. 

Now, I take it that it is not the purpose of the House to multiply com- 
mittees for the mere sake of multiplying them, and thereby producing: 
confusion and inconvenience. For instance, there will be bills before 
the committee which relate to the subject of what is called free ship- 
ping, to ship-owning and ship-building. Which of these two com- 
mittees would have jurisdiction of that subject? And who could say 
that under the rules the jurisdiction of that subject could rightfully be 
taken from either of these committees? Certainly they both would 
have jurisdiction. 

I simply desire to have the House understand that there is no ne- 
cessity for this new committee; that it produces confusion and should 
not be authorized. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I desire simply to say that the gentleman from 
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‘Texas [Mr. REAGAN] is assuming as a fact what has not yet been acted 
upon by the House. I have no authority to speak for this House nor 
has any other gentleman on this floor. ‘ 

Further, I simply desire to say that the Committee on Commerce has 
show?f conclusively that it has more work than it can do; for however 
well it may have done its work under the able guidance of the gentle- 
man from Texas for many years, it has never finished it and never com- 

leted it. 
E This question proposed to be submitted to a select committee does 
not trench at all upon the powers of the Committee on Commerce, for 
it is impossible that the Committee on Commerce should ever reach the 
realm which the proposed select committee is intended to cover. 

Now, if the Committee on Commerce should be broken into two com- 
mi as the gentleman from Texas says very correctly that it is pro- 
posed to do, then we will send to the committee on river and harbor 
improvements that feature of the former work of the Committee on 
Commerce, and still leave the old committee with its hands full to con- 
sider and determine questions relating to American commerce and to 
the interstate commerce of the country. : 

The select committee proposed is one to consider such legislation as 
relates to the decadence of American shipping, ship-building, and ship- 
owning. Even though the Committee on Commerce should be broken 
into two committees, this select committee, in my judgment, would not 
infringe upon or change the domain of either of them. 

Believing that the House knows now, from the statements of the gen- 
tleman from Texas, as well as it will hereafter be able to inform itself, 
I must ask the previous question, or otherwise we will never be able 

roperly to dispose of our reports. 
fe Mr. REAGAN . One sentence, that the House may not be misled by 
the statements of the gentleman. $ 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The House knows that I am not trying to mis- 
lead it. 

Mr. REAGAN. But the gentleman has misled the House by the 
statement which he has made. > 

Mr. BLACKBURN. If the gentleman can make his statementin a 
minute or two, and when he has done will renew the motion for the 
previous question, I will yield to him. 

Mr. REAGAN. Iwill do sò. The gentleman assumes as a basis of 
his argument that the Committee on Commerce can not attend to this 
matter becguse of the duties it already has in connection with the river 
and harbor bill, when he knows that he holds in his hand a report to 
be submitted at this time for the purpose of creating a river and har- 
bor committee, relieving the Committee on Commerce from this branch 
of its duties. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The gentleman does not want to misrepresent 
me, I am sure. I made no such claim, and I do not intend to rest my 
protest against that amendment upon any such claim. 

Mr. REAGAN. If the Committee on Commerce is stripped of the 
duty of reporting the river and harbor bill, which is enongh to well 
occupy the time of one committee, it will leave ample time to perform 
all the other duties which have heretofore been intrusted to this com- 
mittee. It will be wrong in practice, it will produce inconvenience and 
trouble, to make another committee to attend to what has been the 
business of the Committee on Commerce; and there is no necessity for 
it. According to the gentleman’s request, I renew the motion for the 
previous question. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman demand the previous question 
-on the amendment only ? ‘ 

Mr. REAGAN. That is as far as I can go. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I call for the previons question upon the whole 


report, f 

Wir HORR. The gentleman does not propose to adopt this whole 
thing without any debate? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I do not understand what the gentleman from 
Michigan meanswby ‘‘this whole thing.’’ S 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] 

-demands the previous question upon the whole report. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I have no information of any intention on the 
part of any gentleman to make any amendment beyond what is pending 
here. The proposition includes nothing but select committees. 

Mr. HORR. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I thought not. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The question being taken upon agreeing to the amendment of Mr. 
REAGAN to strike from the report so much as proposes to continue the 

Select Committee on Shipping Interests, it was not agreed to; there 
being ayes 51, noes 134. 

The question being then taken on agreeing to the report, it was adopted. 

Mr. BLACKBURN moved to reconsider the vote by which the report 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


AMENDMENT OF RULES. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I am directed by the Committee on Rules toask 
the adoption of the report which I send to the desk. 


XV—13 


The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Rules, to whom were referred the following propositions, 
viz: 

Amend Rule X “Of Committees ;"' change Committee on Education and Labor 
by striking out the words “and Labor;" and to add to section 1 of said rule the 
following: “A Committee on Labor, to consist of seven members, to which shall 
be referred all proposed legislation and matters affecting the working classes," 
having ore the same under consideration, report the following substitute 
therefor, > 

Amend paragraph 22 of Rule X by striking out the words “and Labor” and 
inserting next thereafter as a new paragraph the following, viz: 

“On Labor, to consist of seven members.” 

Amend paragraph 22 of Rule XI by striking out the words “ and Labor" where 
they occur in said paragraph, and insert next thereafter, as a new paragraph, 
the following, viz: 

“To and affecting labor, to the Committee on Labor.” 


Mr. WILLIS. I desire to offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. i 
` The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman offer thisas an amendment to 


the substitute offered by the committee ? 


Mr. WILLIS. Yes, sir. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


1. Unless otherwise specially ordered by the House, the Speaker shall ap- 
point, at the commencent of each Congress, the following standing committees, 
viz: . 

On Senao to consist of fifteen members. 

On Ways and Means, to consist of thirteen members. 

On pha erm to consist of fifteen members. 

On the J , to consist of fifteen members. 

On Banking and Currency, to consist of thirteen members. 

On Coinage, Weights, and Measures, to consist of thirteen members. 

On Commerce, to consist of fifteen members. 

On Rivers and Harbors, to consist of fifteen members. 

On Agriculture, to co: of fifteen members. 

On Foreign Affairs, to consist of thirteen members. 

On Military Affairs, to consist of thirteen members. 

On Naval Affairs, to consist of thirteen members. 

On the Post-Office and Post-Roads, to consist of thirteen members. 

On the Public Lands, to consist of thirteen members, . 

On Indian Affairs, to consist of thirteen members, 

On the Territories, to consist of thirteen members. 

On Railways and Canals, to consist of thirteen members. 

On Manufactures, to consist of thirteen members. 

On Mines and Mining, to consist of thirteen members, 

On Public Buildings and Grounds, to consist of thirteen members, 

On Pacific Rail to consist of thirteen members. 


On Levees and Improvement of the Mississippi River, to consist of thirteen 
members. 

On Education and Labor, to consist of thirteen members. 

On the Militia, to consist of thirteen members, 

On Patents, to consist of thirteen members. 

On Invalid Pensions, to consist of fifteen members. 

On Pensions, to consist of thirteen members. 

On Claims, to consist of fifleen members. 

On War Claims, to consist of thirteen members. 

On Private Land Claims, to consist of thirteen members. 

On the District of Columbia, to consist of thirteen members. 

On Revision of the Laws, to consist of thirteen members. 


Mr. WILLIS. As the hour is growing late I shall, in explaining 
the nature and intent of this amendment, be as brief as possible. The 
proposition I submit is precisely the same as the report made by the 
Committee on Rules, with two exceptions. In the first place, it restores 
the Committee on Education and Labor, but increases its membership 
from eleven to thirteen. In the second p) it increases twenty-two 
other committees that now consist of eleven members to thirteen mem- 
bers each. If the Committee on Rules had had more time to consider 
these questions, if any gentleman acquainted with the business here- 
tofore referred to the committee which it is now proposed to divide had 
been heard upon the subject, I should with great hesitancy have inter- 
vened upon my own responsibility with any amendment touching 
either of these two points, It did not, however, occur to me until last 
evening, which was after the committee had taken final action, to offer 
thisamendment. It should have been formally presented in the House, 
so that the committee could have had the benefit of a general expres- 
sion of opinion. If the House had generally approved, as I believe 
would have been the case, the Committee on Rules, I doubt not, would 
have made no serious objection. Even as it is I hope there will be no 
difficulty. 

The report of the Committee on Rules creates a committee on rivers 
and harbors of fifteen members. TheamendmentI have offered 
in that particular with the report. It seems generally conceded that 
the Committee on Commerce should have more time to consider the im- 
portant questions coming under its jurisdiction, and with this view the 
creation of a new committee on rivers and harbors seems to meet with 
favor on all sides. 

The committee, however, in its necessarily hurried consideration of the 
subject, has failed to act upon what seems to be the most important 
question in this connection, and that is the propriety and necessity of 
an increase of the committee membership corresponding with the in- 
crease of members of the House. 

There were in the Forty-seventh Congress forty-three standing com- 
mittees, five joint, and nine select committees of the House. The ma- 
jority representation on those committees in the lust Congress comprised 
three hundred and forty-six, the minority two hundred and twenty- 
one; total, five hundred and sixty-seven, or lacking only nineteen of 
being double the number of members. Nearly every member was t's 


assigned to at least two, and quite a number were upon three or four, 
committees. ' 

This report of the Committee on Rules abolishes one standing com- 
mittee, that on ‘‘ Public Expenditures,” of eleven members, the Joint 
Select Committee on the Census, of eleven members, and three select 
committees, to wit: on ‘“‘Additional Accommodation for Congressional 
Library,” on ‘‘ Woman Suffrage,” and on the ‘‘ Improvement of the: 
Mississippi River,’’ comprisinga total of twenty-three members; making 
a grand total of forty-five. In other words, thereare in this Congress 
forty-five less committee positions than in the last. Against this loss 
of forty-five we must deduct fifteen for the proposed new committee on 
rivers and harbors and seven for the proposed. committee on labor, 
which will reduce the loss to twenty-three. . 

Here, then, we have the figures. In the Forty-seventh Congress 
there were five hundred and sixty-seven committee positions; in the 
Forty-eighth Congress there are only five hundred and forty-four. 

But what further important fact presents itself? This is the first 
Congress which has convened since tee apportionment under the last 
census, As the result of that apportionment we have here an increased 
membership of thirty-two. While the number of committee places, 
including the Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic, is twenty-three 
less, the number of members is thirty-two more, than in the last Con- 
gress. In order to be on the same footing as we were in the Forty- 
seventh Congress these thirty-two new members must be provided with 
an average of two places to each one, and the twenty-three places 
abolished must be ry ee making a total of eighty-seven new com- 
mittee positions. As four of the five members of the present Committee 
on Rules were members of the same committee in the last Congress, 
and as the basis of committee representation upon which this proposed 
increase is asked met with their unanimous approbation, as shown by 
their report, then may we not reasonably hope for equal unanimity in 
the same direction in this Congress? And especially may we not ex- 
pect it in view of the judgment of the House, which has just been 
expressed with practical unanimity as to the propriety of increasing the 
Select Committee on American Ship-building from seven, as reported 
by the committee, to eleven, the Select Committee on Reform in the 
Civil Service from eleven to thirteen, the Committee on Law respect- 
ing Election of President and Vice-President from eleven to thirteen, 
and the Select Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and 
Back Pay from seven to nine members? 

Following in the path ajready designated by the almost united voice 
of this House to-day, this amendment proposes to increase twenty-three 
standing. committees from eleven, their present number, to thirteen, 
making an increase of forty-six new committee positions upon these 
standing committees, or adding to those already created, we will have 
a total increase of fifty-six. Such an increase hardly demands a sug- 
gestion. Itis the proper time for such an increase, it is in the direc- 
tion of a more democratic and more -republican form of legislation, it 
is demanded by the logicof thesituation. Why should itnot be done? 
What sound reason can be given against it? Are we not yearly in- 
creasing in numerical strength, in wealth, and in power? Are not the 
subjects coming before Congress growing every day in importance and 
in intricacy, and do they not demand more and more every day the 
close scrutiny and consideration of Congress? 

How is that investigation had? What are our modes of legislation? 
What is the character of the rules which we have bound and fettered 
ourselves with? Do we notall know that the work in this Houseis done 
in the committees? Do we not see that no proposition, no measure— 
I care not how meritorious, I care not how fully it may receive the ap- 
probation of the American people—can be voted on by this American 
Congress unless some committee, consisting it may be of five or ten or 
a baker’s dozen, shall first grant its gracious permission? Do we not 
know that there are to-day in the archives of these committees bills for 
the relief of the people which will never be reported, which we will 
never have the opportunity to express even our judgment upon? Ddéwe 
not know that upon the floor of this House, through these absurd, illogi- 
eal, arbitrary rules, a tyranny frequently prevails which would put an 
Eastern despot tothe blush. Do we not know that there is more liberty 
of debate, more courageous consideration of public questions, in the 
French Assembly—ay, even in the British Parliament—than here upon 
the floor of the American Congress in this boasted era of civil and politi- 
cal freedom? 

How are we to meet and overthrow this undemocratic and unrepub- 
lican system? One remedy is now before us. Increase the member- 
ship on these committees and thus increase their representative charac- 
ter. You lessen the possibility of smothering in the committee the 
great questions which are intrusted to your keeping. You destroy the 

wer of oligarchy and build up the rights and privileges of the people. 
Eet every member, whether new or old, have his postof duty upon one 
or two committees, and let us have-a return to the rule of the manyas 
against the arbitrary control of the few. I feelassured thatif the Com- 
vaittee on Rules had fully considered these facts we would have their 
hearty co-operation. p 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman has stated that the Committee on 
Rules did noihave time to consider this amendment. He is mistaken 
-in that particular, as we had fulltime. But I am free to say thatif the 
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Speaker of this House desires this increase I have not only no disposi- 
tion to interfere with it, but will accelerate its adoption. 

Mr. WILLIS. Itis proper, it is right, that I should say that the- 
Speaker of this House has not been consulted as to this in rep- 
resentation. The amendment I offer is in view of the facts Ihave 
stated and of the increased membership of this House. If it does not 
commend itself to the judgment of the House on those facts and con- 
siderations there is no other reason that can be given why it should be- 
accepted. 

I was about to refer to the other point in which this amendment 
differs from the report of the Committee on Rules, and that is as to the- 
Committee on Education and Labor. While I consider this a minor 
objection, I have yet thought proper to present it to the House, 

The proposition is to divide the Committee on Education and Laber and 
to make two committees, consisting of eleven and seven, respectively, 


‚| members in lieu of the present one. Forsix years I have been a mem- 


ber of that committee. I-am the oldest member in service upon it now 
here. I may be pardoned, therefore, for a suggestion in regard to this 
proposition. Four-fifths of the subjects over which it has exercised 
jurisdiction during the last three Congresses related to questions affect- 
ing labor. Its principal Work was upon such subjects. The report om 
and passage of the Chinese bill, the eight-hour resolution, the establish- 
ment of a bureau of labor statistics will be recalled by old members 
as a part, and but a small part, of its work in this direction. What 
was true in preceding Con; will even more fully be the case in the 
present Congress. Indeed there is only one live, important, substantial 
proposition touching education which will be before the committee, and’ 
that isthe question of extending Federal aid temporarily to the States. 

There are several other bills upon educational subjects, but they are * 
ernde, visionary, and impracticable, and will never, I predict, get out of 
the committee-room. In other words, Mr. Speaker, if you appoint a. 
separate committee on education its whole occupation during the pres- 
ent Congress will be the consideration ofa single bill; and I submit it 
to the judgment of this House whether it conrports with its dignity, 
whether it will tend to illustrate the practical business principles which. 
should control our action as Representatives, to organize a committee 
whose sole duty shall be confined to one single bill. So much for one- 
branch of that proposition. 

Now as to the questions affecting labor interests. I take it that it 
was the object of the gentleman introducing this resolution and of the- 
committee who reported it to secure a fuller consideration of the prob- 
lems involving the welfare and prosperity of the laboring classes of our- 
country. If that was their object, as I doubt not it was, it has my most 
hearty sympathy. I will co-operate with them to the fullest extent in 
the accomplishment of so desirable a result. But I submit it to them 
as their friend, as the Representative of a district vitally interested in 
these questions. As a member of that committee heretofore, familiar- 
with its daties, I submit it tothem that the very object which they and. 
all the friends of the laboring classes have in view will be hindered and’ 
not helped, will be retarded and not advanced, by the division of this 
committee. And why do I say this? Because you propose here that 
the Committee on Labor shall consist only of seven members, while- 
practically now you have a committee of eleven members. If you want 
toc the name of the committee, do so; call it the committee on: 
labor and education if you like; dignify labor to any extent and in any 
way you please. I care nothing as to the sentimental aspect of thecase, 
but I do insist that the substantial, practical possibilities of discussion 
and legislation shall not be lessened by degrading the character of the- 
committee, by reducing its working membership, and destroyingin part 
its weight and influence in the councils of the nations. 

There is, moreover, an intimate connection between educational ques- 
tions and the condition of our laboring classes. To education more 
than to any other force or influence must our industrial classes look 
for the improvement of their social, personal, and political condition. 
And there is to-day no bill before the American Co so intimately 
interwoven with the future welfare and prosperity of our workingmen, 
both white and colored, as that which is now before this Committee- 
on Education and Labor, which proposes to place within their reach a 
good common-school education “‘ without money and without price.” 
Instead, therefore, of there being an incongruity, there is, to my mind, 
the closest and most logical connection between the two subjects over- 
which this committee now has jurisdiction. 

I would recognize that interdependence, I would dignify labor by as- 
sociating it with education, by retaining the name of the committee as it 
now stands, or, if changed at all, I would make it the Committee on 
Labor and Education. Not only that, but instead of reducing I would 
increase its membership from its present number, eleven, to thirteen. 

That is my first objection to this report. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced. 
concurrence in the resolution for adjournment over the Christmas holi- 
days, with amendments, in which concurrence was requested. 

AMENDMENT OF RULES. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, I was about through when interrupted. 

by the message from the Senate, and, with this brief expression of my 
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views-in reference to these questions, I shall not detain the House any 
longer but,ask the adoption of the amendment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Does theamendmentalso continue the Committee 
on the Improvements of the Mississippi River? 

Mr. WILLIS. It is identical with the report of the Committee on 
Rules, except as to these twenty-three committees composed of eleven 
members. It increases them to thirteen—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. Does the report of the Committee on Rules pro- 

to drop that committee? 

Mr. WILLIS. That is not my understanding. 

Mr. DUNN. It does not; that committee is continued. 

Mr. WILLIS. There is no change except the increase from eleven 
to thirteen of twenty-three committees, and putting the Committee on 
Education and Labor back -to its old status, leaving it unchanged ex- 
vept as to number of members, which is increased from eleven to thir- 
teen. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Doesit preserve the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors? 

Mr. WILLIS. Yes, sir; just asit isin thecommittee’s report. Iwill 
repeat, as I said before, that there is no change except the increase of 
these committees from eleven to thirteen, twenty-three committees 
being so changed, and that change is made in response to the increased 
representation on this floor by the new apportionment, 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I wish to ask the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky before he gets through to give me a portion of his time, having 
offered an amendment. , 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will say tothe gentleman from Missouri that 
I will do that with pleasure, promising that neither I nor any member 
of the Committee on Rules nor all of them combined will occupy one 
tithe of the time in this discussion that will be occupied upon the other 
side. 

I desire now to call the attention of the House to the fact that the 

tleman from Kentucky, my colleague, has stated to the House that 
e has brought before it, and for its consideration, without consultation 
with the Speaker or anybody else, this radical proposition for a change 
in our rules, and offered it here as an amendment to the report of the 
committee. It is radical in its very nature. It proposes to increase 
twenty-three of the committees of this House. That is, in my judg- 
ment, a very dangerous innovation. He says the Committee on Rules 
had no time to consider the proposition. They never had an oppor- 
tunity to consider it, for it never was offered in this House and sent to 
the Committee on Rules for its consideration. It is offered here to be 
voted upon on the instant. I will say to my colleague that the Com- 
mittee on Rules have considered the subject of increasing these com- 
mittees, and concluded that it is a dangerous path to pursue. They do 
not believe it wise to extend their membership any further. There is 
such a thing as reaching a point where you destroy the power of a com- 
mittee for good results by making it bulky and unwieldy. More than 
that, it adds two members, as I have said, to twenty-three of the stand- 
ing committees of this House. It is a question that should be consid- 
ered carefully, whether you had not better make more committees than 
to make the unwieldy ones still more so by additional membership. 

But that is not the only point raised by this amendment nor the only 

objection to it. It proposes to undo the very thing the report of the 
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Committee on Rules recommends. It proposes to thwart the report of - 


that committee by combining the two subjects of education and labor 
together in an unnatural alliance where they have been before. I pro- 
test against bringing the two committees together. I would be ee 
to my colleague, or to any other gentleman, to tell me what possible 
natural connection there is between the subject of education and the 
subject of labor. Why had not you as well put commerce and the ju- 
diciary into one committee? But my colleague says the Committee on 
Education had no work to do, and yet he tells you of the great work 
which has been accomplished and the great educational and labor prob- 
-lems pending before the committee. I am perfectly willing to submit 
to the gentleman that it is but common fairness to this House before it 
shall be called upon to act upon an amendment like the one he offers, 
so radical in its character and results, that it should have the scrutiny 
that ought to be given to it; and if he will withhold or withdraw it al- 
together now and send it to the Committee on Rules, which for that 
purpose will meet to-morrow morning two hours before this House shall 
convene, and let them have an opportunity of examining and correctin; 
the imperfections, if indeed they appear, as I think they do, they wi 
report the matter back for the consideration of the House without delay. 

Let it be recommitted to the Committee on Rules and let the com- 
mittee meet to-morrow morning at 10 o'clock, and at 12 bring it to you 
with the result of its judgment. 

Mr. WILLIS. I have not the slightest objection to that. 

The SPEAKER. But the Chair will state the amendment itself 
can not be recommitted. If sent to the committee it would carry with 
it the whole proceeding. . 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Writs] can 
withdraw the proposition and introduce it as anew matter and have it 
ay the committee; and I agree with my colleague, the gentleman 

m Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN], it will have full consideration. 
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Mr. WILLIS, As I understand the proposition is to pass the matte¥ 
over and let it go before the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I understand the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] has yielded to me. 7 

The SPEAKER.. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Kefir 
tucky [Mr. WILLIs] who has offered the amendment make his state- 
ment in reference to it. 

Mr. WILLIS. My understanding is that the whole matter is to 
come before the Committee on Rules to-morrow. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. You mean this report? 

Mr. WILLIS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Oh, no; I mean the amendment you have 
offered. 

Mr. WILLIS. I did not apprehend that was the proposition; and I 
do not see what advantage we will get by merely sending the amend- 
ment. There is no difficulty in understanding the proposition. Iam 
perfectly willing, however, if the committee approves of that course, 
that they shall take the matter and report upon it to-morrow. Itseems 
to me there is no need of anysuch haste. The only difference between 
the propositions is an increase of twenty-three committees from eleven 
to thirteen members; and I think any gentleman on this floor is able to 
pass on that question of his own accord in his representative capac- 
ity now. But Iam willing, out of courtesy to the committee, to let it 
stand over until to-morrow and let the committee pass upon it before 
it comes before the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. WILLIS] to request that the entire subject may go over. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The report the committee has made? 

The SPEAKER. Yes. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Ihaveno authority from the committee to with- 
draw the report. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Missouri 
(Mr. O'NEILL]. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I do not know whether to admire most 
the ingenuity or the disinterestedness of the gentleman who proposes in 
this adroit manner to destroy or prevent the creation in this House of a 
committee to consider matters affecting the interests of the working 
classes. I know the gentleman has been a member of the Committee 
on Education and Labor for years, and I know also the public prints 
state he is probably about to be appointed as chairman of the next com- 
mittee, 

Mr. WILLIS. The gentleman has no authority for that statement 
nor is there any authority for it. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I have seen such statements in the 


press. 
Mr. WILLIS. And I beg to tell the gentleman that he may con- 
ie res only thing he has ever seen in the press that is not founded 


on 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. The ingenuousness of the gentleman is 
no doubt founded on fact, for I do not believe he is disinterested enough 
to have his committee divided for the public good. 

Mr. WILLIS. When you know me verm you will think differently. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. The proposition is to divide this com- 
mittee so that there shall be a committee on labor, which will consider 
all proposed legislation for the working classes. And I wish to say that 
long-winded recapitulation of committees is the most extraordin: 
amendment I ever saw offered in any legislative body in-mylife. I oa 
the Clerk to read the report of the committee. 

The SPEAKER. Ifthe reportis read it will come out of the gentle- 
man’s time. ‘ 
Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. My amendment, which is the portion I 

desire to have read, is very short. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
ae Committee on Rules, to whom was referred the following proposition, to 


Amend Rule X “of Committees :” Committee on Education and 
Labor by striking out the words “and Labor,” and add after section 1 of said 
rule the following: 

“The Committee on Labor, to consist of seven members, to which shall 
referred all pro legislation and matters affecting the working classes.” 
Having had same under consideration—— 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Thatisall Idesireto haveread. What 

has that got to do with the special bid that has been offered to the 
members of this House of twenty-three or forty-six places on commit- 
tees of various kinds and characters? Is it pertinent to the amend- 
ment? Is it not clearly out of order, for the reason that it proposes to 
destroy everything intended to be created by the amendment itself? 
, Mr. Speaker, I stand here as a Democrat, but I stand here as a rep- 
resentative of the laboring element in my district. I sprang from that 
element, and it is not with the words of a demagogue I stand here to 
argue that you shall dignify the calling of labor by creating a commit- 
tee in this House to which the representatives of the laboring element 
can submit their claims. You had better do it now, for you must 
realize as well as I do that there nfust be a vent through which the feel- 
ings of that element can reach the law-making power. You do not 
want this terrible rambling and uneasiness to culminate as it did 
formerly in the celebrated railroad strike. You desire to find what 
they want. Give them, then, the right to be heard. 
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The gentleman has talked against dividingthecommittee, Whoever 
heard of a committee on education getting down and exhibiting com- 
mon sympathy with the working classes? These upper-air and solar- 
walk gentlemen [laughter] do not comprehend what the workingmen 
want. This matter is offered in earnest, and I do not believe when it 
has been fairly presented this House will dare to vote it down. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I now demand the previous question on the 
report and the pending amendment. 

Mr. WILLIS. I will withdraw the amendment. 

TheSPEAKER. The amendment having been withdrawn, the ques- 
tion is upon ordering the previous question on the adoption of the re- 
port as amended. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the report of the Committee on Rules was adopted as amended. 

Mr. BLACKBURN moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


COMMITTEE ON RIVERS AND HARBORS. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I am directed by the Committee on Rules to 
submit the report which I send to the Clerk’s desk and to ask for its 
adoption by the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Rules, to whom was referred the following resolution, viz— 

Meagan That the rules of the House of Representatives be amended as fol- 
lows, namely : 

“In Rule X, after the words ‘on commerce, to consist of fifteen members,’ add 
ton rivers and harbors, to consist of fifteen members.’ 

“Amend paragraph 7 of Rule XI so as to read as follows: 

“To commerce, life-saving service, and light-houses, other than appropria- 
tions for life-saving service and light-houses, to the Committee on Commerce.’ 

“And insert next thereafter the following paragraph : > 

“iTo the improvement of riversand harbors, to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors; and the Committee on Rivers and Harbors shall have the same privi- 
lege in reporting bills making approp rA Hons for the improvement of rivers 
and harbors as is accorded to the Committee on Appropriations in reporting 
general appropriation bills ” '— 

Having had the same under consideration, report it without amendment and 
recommend its adoption. 


Mr. HORR. I make a point of order on that report, because there 
is not time to discuss it to-night, that it must lie over. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Oh, no; it has laid over once. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I recognize the point of order without calling 
upon the Chair to decide it. 

Mr. HORR. I make it simply because I do not think we have time 
to-day to consider it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It has already gone over one day from the time it 
was introduced. 

Mr. RANDALL. It is not material whether the point of order is 
good or not; it should lie over. . 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I have no inclination to press it now; let it go 
over until to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER. The report just read will lie over one day under 
the rules of the House. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. KEIFER. Is the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] 
through with his reports? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I have an adverse report to make, with instruc- 
tions to move that it lie upon the table, which will of course cut off all 
debate. It will take but a moment. ' 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Let us adjourn now. 

Mr. RANDALL. Oh, no. Let the report be made. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I submit an adverse report from the Commit- 
tee on Rules, and move that it do lie upon the table. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iapprehend that I understand the nature of the 
report, and think that it had better lie over until to-morrow. 

SEATS AND DESKS IN THE HALL. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Let the report be read. 


The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Rules, to whom was referred the following resolution, hay- 
ing had the same under consideration, report the same adversely and recom- 
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mend that it do lie on the table: 

R That the Architect of the Capitol be directed during theadjournment 
of Con; for the Christmas and New Year holidays to remove the desks now 
in the of the House, and to make such rearrangement of the seats of mem- 
bers as will bring them together in the smallest convenient space without af- 
agen brga ts of members to occupy the seats already selected by them under 
the rules of the House; and that he be also directed to provide suitable writing 


tables for the use of members, to be placed in the space in the rear and at the 
sides of the Hall, and also in the lobby at the rear of the Speaker's chair, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I have a substitute to offer for that resolution, 
and if the gentleman will allow it to go over until to-morrow I will 
not present the substitute until then. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. TOWNSHEND] to move that the House now adjourn. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iwill not insist upon that motion if the gen- 
tleman will allow this report to go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam of course always ready to accommodate 


the gentleman from Illinois in any way that I can. But I am acting 
now under the instructions of the Committee on Rules to make this 
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adverse report and move that it do lie upon the table so as to cut off 
debate. : 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then I move that the House now adjourn. 

Mr, CALKINS. Will the gentleman withdraw that motion for a 
moment so that I may submit a resolution? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iam willing to yield to the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. CALKINS]. : 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I call for the lar order. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Illinois insists upon his 
motion to adjourn, the Chair of course must submit it to the House. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. In order to allow the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. CALKINS] to submit his resolution I will withdraw the motion 
to adjourn. : 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then IJ insist upon the floor, and move that the 
report I have made from the Committee on Rules lie upon the table. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I then move a substitute. 

The SPEAKER. A substitute can not be offered pending a motion 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Itis not in order to move a substitute. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then I rise to a question of privilege. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. My point is that this is a question of privi- 
lege, relating to the comfort and convenience of members of this House, 
and it is in order at any time, as I understand, to present a proposition 
of this kind. 

TheSPEAKER. The very report now under consideration is a ques- 
tion of privilege. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then I ask the gentleman from Kentucky to 

imit this question to have some consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Kentucky that the proposition lie upon the table. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I hope that will be voted down. 

The motion of Mr. BLACKBURN was agreed to. 

Mr. BLACKBURN moved to reconsider the vote by which the mo- 
tion to lay on the table was agreed to; and also moved that the motion 


| to reconsider be laid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 

COMMITTEE ON WOMEN SUFFRAGE. 

Mr. KEIFER. Iam directed by the Committee on Rules to report 
the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk; but it is my duty to 
state that while this resolution was ordered to bereported, it wassimply 
for the purpose of getting the opinion of the House upon che question 
of the establishment of the committeenamed. The report does not ex- 
press the judgment of the committee as to the merits of the proposition; 
but the Committee on Rules instructed meto submitthe resolution for 
consideration. 

Mr. MILLS. I hope that this motion will be withheld until the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MORRISON] can call upand have con- 
curred in the amendments of the Senate to our resolution for a holiday 
recess, à 

Mr. KEIFER. The motion which I submit can go over if necessary. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That a select committee of seven members be appointed, to whom 
shall be referred all pectons, bills,and resolves asking for the extension of snf- 
frage to women or the removal of their legal disabilities. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Has this subject been referred to the Committee 
on Rules? . ‘ 

The SPEAKER. It was not referred by any action of the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then I make the point of order that it is not 
properly reported from the committee. 

Mr. KEIFER. This is not a proposition to amend the standing 
rules, I ought to state further that I am personally in favor of the 
adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. REAGAN. _I move that it be laid on the table. 

F The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEIFER] has the 
oor. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I insist on my point of order. Let that be set- 
tled. If it is overruled I have another point to make, which is that it 
has not been reported heretofore, and therefore must lie over one day. 
I insist on the other point first. 

Mr. KEIFER. If there is any doubt upon the question—I think 
there is none—I have no objection to letting the matter go over, es- 
pecially in view of the lateness of the hour. I do not concede that the 
point of order is well taken; but, if there be no objection on the part of 
members of the Committee on Rules or other gentlemen I am willin 
that the resolution shall go over, with the understanding that it sh 
come up to-morrow. x 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will lie over if there be no objec- 
tion. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Subject to the point of order. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The point of order is pending. , 

HOLIDAY RECESS, 
Mr. MORRISON, I call up as a question of privilege the resolution 


for a recess oè the two Houses, which is now on the Speaker’s table, 
with amendments of the Senate. 
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The amendments of the Senate were read, as follows: 


In line 4 strike out “Thursday " and insert “ Monday; and in line 5 strike 
out “3d” and insert “7th;" so that as amended the resolution will read : 

* Resolved by the House of ese apres (the Senate concurring), That when the 
two Houses adjourn on Monday, December 24, 1883, they stand adjourned until, 
Monday, January 7, 1884." 


Mr. MORRISON. 
of the Senate. 

The amendments were concurred in. i 

Mr. MORRISON moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ments were concurred in; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


AMENDMENT OF RULES. 


Mr. WILLIS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. The proposition 
which I offered as an amendment to the report of the Committee on 
Rules was withdrawn with the understanding that it should go to the 
committee. I do not know that it is necessary for me to represent it; 
but if so, I offer it now for the purpose of having it referred to the com- 


I move that the House concur in the amendments 


mittee. 

The SPEAKER. If thereis no objection, the proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS] will be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Rules. 

There was no objection. 


PATRICK O'DONNELL. 


Mr. CALKINS, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was read, considered, and adopted: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be, and he is hereby, requested to fur- 
nish for the information of this House without delay, if not incom ble with 
the public service, all communications, documents, and papers in h chess 
relating to the trial, conviction, and execution of the late Patrick O'Donnell by 
the British Government, 


Mr. CALKINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PAY OF DISCHARGED EMPLOYES. 


Mr. GEDDES. I rise, Mr. Speaker, for the purpose of offering the 
joint resolution which I send to the Clerk's desk to be read, and which 
relates to the compensation of discharged employés. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution giving one month's pay to certain employés of the House of 
Representatives. 


Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress That all officers and me oo E of the House, in- 
eluding the Capitol police who were employed on the 3d day of December, 
1883, and who have ceased, or who shall prior to the Ist day of February, 1884, 
ceasy, to be employed, shall be paid a sum equal to one month's pay at the rate 
they were severally receiving on the 3d day of December, 1883, and an amount 
sufficient for this purpose is hereby appropriated out of any money in the 
Breet not otherwise appropriated, and the same to be immediately avail- 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the introduction of the joint 
resolution? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I object to the introduction of that resolution. 
[Cries of “ Oh, no!””] Let it gotothe Committeeon Accounts. I am will- 
ing to leave the question to be examined by that committee, and then 
we can act upon it when its report comes in. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, I hope the House will grant me its at- 
tention for a few moments. Let me suggest to the gentleman from 
Tennessee, and let it be understood by the House, that there is no Com- 
mittee on Accounts at this time to report on this subject. This isa 
resolution similar to the one which was adopted at the last Congress for 
the benefit of the employés who then went out of office. These men 
who are the beneficiaries of this proposition, and who came here for a 
few days, do not make enough to pay for their transportation here and 
back home again. It is like the resolution passed at the beginning of 
every Congress since I have had any knowledge of it. To a great ex- 
tent the custom has been so continuons that it has become almost a 
law. There was no objection on this side of the House two years ago 
when the employés on that side of the House, of the opposite party, 
were to be benefited by it. It was considered then as a matter of jus- 
tice. If objection be now insisted on, no provision can be made for 
these men who will have to go home before the holidays, Itherefore 
appeal to the gentleman in behalf of these discharged employés not to 
persist in his objection. There has been no objection heretofore, and 
there ought not to be any now. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Let it be referred to the Committee on Rules and 
let it go over until to-morrow, and in the mean time we can consider the 
question. Let the resolution be printed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. It will be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. KEIFER. Itis exactly like the resolution passed two yearsago. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection, and the resolution 
will go over until to-morrow. 


‘ 


SURRENDER OF WASHINGTON’S COMMISSION. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, announced the appointment, 
under joint resolution (H. Res. 65) relating to the surrender by George 
Washington of his commission as commander-in-chief of the patriot 
forces of America, of the followingselect committee: Mr. HoBLitzELL 
of Maryland, Mr. CABELL of Virginia, Mr. WILSON of West Virginia, 
Mr. Kasson of Iowa, and Mr. Lona of Massachusetts. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted in the following 

cases: 

To Mr. 
To Mr. 
To Mr. 
To Mr. 
To Mr. 

business. 
To Mr. 
To Mr. 


Cook, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 
DAVIDSON, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 
TURNER, of Georgia, for five days. 

Woop, until after the holidays. 

AIKEN, until after the holidays, on account of important 


JOHNSON, until January 9. 
WHITE, of Kentucky, indefinitely. 
To Mr. DIBBLE, for ten days, on account of important business. 
To Mr. Morey, for ten days, on account of important business, 
And then, on motion of Mr. MORRISON (at 5o’clock p. m.), the House 
adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: F 

By Mr. BELMONT: The petition of American artists, asking the re- 
moval of duties on works of art—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BLAND: The petition of B. T. Swart, of Washington, D. 
C., for compensation for use of farm, timber, wood, &c., by the United 
States Army in September, 1861—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. CLAY: The petition of Mrs. Mary F. Woothon, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. W. R. COX: The petition of citizens of Bertie County, North 
Carolina, for extension of mail-route from post-office at Norfleet’s 
Ferry—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DEUSTER: Three petitions, bearing the names of 7,959 cit- 
izens and soldiers of the late war, praying for a pension for all soldiers 
of the late war—severally to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: The petition of the president of the Board of 
Trade and ship-owners of Bath, Me., for the passage of the bills ‘‘to 
remove certain burdens on the American merchant marine” and ‘‘to 
encourage American ship-building for the foreign carrying trade,’’ and 
to constitute a bureau of commerce and navigation—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. I. N. EVANS: Memorial of the Woman’s Auxiliary Indian As- 
sociation of Montgomery County, Pennsylvania, containing the names of 
873 persons, praying for the abolition of the reservation system and for 
citizenship and equal rights for ail Indians not now under the Indian gov- 
ernment of the Indian Territory—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. EVERHART: The petition of citizens of Delaware County, 
Pennsylvania, for the abolition of the reservation system and by grant- 
ing to all Indians not now under Indian government of the Indian Ter- 
ritory lands in severalty, &c.—to the same committee. 

By Mr. FINDLAY: The petition of dealers in manufactured tobacco, 
cigars, and cigarettes, of Baltimore, Md., to be paid the rebate of taxes 
on tobacco, cigars, &c.—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. GEDDES: Papers relating to the application of Richard D. 
Brewer, to be relieved of the charge of desertion—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. on 

Also, papers relating to the pension claim of Henry F. Ruth—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Adam Winter, to be relieved from the charge of. 
desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. f 

By Mr. GEORGE: Memorial of the Astoria (Oregon) Chamber of 
Commerce, asking for increased compensation for the Life-Saving Service 
at the mouth of the Columbia River—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tiens. 

By Mr. HALSELL: Paper relating to the pension claim of Meshack 
Finn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, JEFFORDS: Papers relating to the claim of Sidney Ballard, 
of Jackson Briscoe, of Joseph A. Briley, of Alfred Houston, of Cornelius 
Phetzing, of Jane E. Sims, of Alfred Smith, of Sarah M. Thomas, and 
of Mrs. Nora Walsh—severally to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LORE: The petition of James Ponder and 106 others, citi- 
zens of Delaware, praying that Lewes, Del., be made a port of delivery, 
with an officer authorized to enter and clear vessels and issue marine 
documents—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. MATSON: The petition of J. C. Robinson and 108 others, of 
Paragon, Morgan County, Indiana, for the passage of a law giving ar- 
rears of pension to all pensioners—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 
By Mr. MILLIKEN: The petition of 20,000 Good Templars of Maine, 
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for a commission of inquiry into the liquor traffic—to the Committee on 
the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. MUTCHLER: The petition of Daniel L. Whiteside, late ser- 
geant Battery C, United States Artillery, for an increase of pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NELSON: The petition of citizens of Minnesota, relative tothe 
White Earth Indian reservation; also, two petitions relating to the Red 
Lake Indian reservation, in the State of Minnesota—severally to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, the petition of S. J. Brown, for a pension—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of Minnesota, relative to judg- 
ment liens in United States courts—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, the joint resolution adopted by the Legislature of Minnesota, 
relative to the adjustment of railroad grants—to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of Minnesota, asking that Saint 
Vincent be made a port of entry—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of Minnesota, praying for the es- 
tablishment of a light-house at Grand Marais—to the same committee. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of Minnesota, relative to the Du- 
luth Harbor—to the same committee. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of Minnesota, relative to including 
Lake Traverse and Big Stone Lake in the reservoir system of the Up- 
per Mississippi River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CHARLES O’NEILL: Papers relating to the pension claim 
of Sarah Poole—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Margaret Lauton, for a pension—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. J. J. O'NEILL: The petition of J. C. Ewalt, George Bain, 
and 500 others, protesting against the repeal of the vaporizing law of 
1879, which permits vinegar-makers to produce low wines for the pur- 
pose of making vinegar without the payment of the United States tax— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PERKINS: The petition of W. B. Shockley, for the estab- 
lishment of a soldiers’ home in Kansas—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, the resolutions adopted by the Board of Trade of Kansas City, 
Mo., asking a grant of the right of way through the Indian Territory— 
to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. PRICE: The petition of Robert F. Johnson, administrator 
of the estate of Edmund A. Taylor, deceased, for compensation for prop- 
erty taken and used by the United States Army during the late war— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. OSSIAN RAY: The petition of General J. N. Patterson and 
602 others, Union veterans of the war of the rebellion from New 
Hampshire and other States, praying for an act placing the name of 
Miss Harriet P. Dame upon the pension-roll in recognition of her emi- 
nent services during said war as nurse in field and hospital and of her 
devotion to the welfare of the volunteers in said war—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROSECRANS: The petition of Col. George W. Getty (retired), 
for retirement with rank and pay of a major-general—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH: The petition of Manthia Jacoby, for a pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STRAIT: The petition of C. F. Heer, for a pension—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. THOMAS: Papers relating to the claim of John F. Wood- 
ward—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: The petition of Mary Ringgold Archer, 
widow of Robert H. Archer, for arrears of pension—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TUCKER: Papers relating to the claim of John Twiggs—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. VAN ALSTYNE: The petition of General Franz Sigel and 
others, citizens of New York, relative to the improvement of Harlem 
River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WAKEFIELD: The joint resolution adopted by the Legis- 

‘lature of Minnesota, requesting Congress to fix the head of navigation 
of the Minnesota River—to the same committee. 

Also, the joint resolution of the Legislature of Minnesota, requesting 
its Senators and Representatives in Congress to use their influence to 
secure the passage ofan act granting a pension to John Fenske—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEAVER: The petition of C. W. Moore and 25 others, ask- 
ing that the pending treaty with the Sioux Indians for the opening up 
of a portion of their reservation be ratified—to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

By Mr. W. L. WILSON: The petition of William G. Windom, of Bar- 
bour County, West Virginia, forcorrection of his military record—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of George Adams and others, of Marion County, 
West Virginia, for the correction of their war record and other relief—to 
the same committee. 


SENAPE. 
THURSDAY, Decehber 20, 1883. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. ELIAS DE Witt HUNTLEY. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


HOLIDAY RECESS. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the amendments of 
the Senate to the concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives 
concerning the holiday recess. 


THE SOLD: HOME, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Hoar in the chair) laid before 
the Senate a communication from the Secre of War, transmitting 
a report of an inspection of the Soldiers’ Home, Washington, D. C., 
made by the Inspector-General of the Army, November 6 and 19, 1883, 
in compliance with the provisions of the act of of March 3, 
1883; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER presented a communication from the 
Secretary of War, transmitting the petition of Henry F) ordnance 
sergeant United States Army, praying retirement from service on full 
pay and allowances; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


He also presented the petition of Charles E. Creecy, of the city of 
Washington, on behalf of the owners of the patent issued to John J. 
Schillinger, praying that their claims for compensation for the use of 
their patents by the Government in laying walks in the Capitol grounds 
and elsewhere be referred to the Court of Claims; which was referred to 
the Committee on Patents. i 

Mr. BOWEN. I present the petition of F. L. Hagadorn, praying 
that the Secretary of War be authorized to purchase from him a patent 
secured to him for the manufacture of improved ammunition-chests 


for the use of the Ordnance Department. I move that the petition be 


printed and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FAIR presented two memorials and joint resolutions of the 
Legislature of the State of Nevada; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as fol- 
lows: 


Assembly joint memorial and resolution No, 30, relative to Congress placing a 
protective tariff on silver bullion, passed February 27, 1883. = 


The people of the State of Nevada represented in senate and assembly do 
memorialize the Congress of the United States as follows: 

Whereas the Congress of the United States has placed a high protective tariff 
upon the foreign importation of iron, copper, and other valuable me thereby 
protecting home industries and home products against foreign competition; and 

Whereas mining for silver is the leading industry and paramount interest in 
nearly all of the great States and Territories, which embrace within their bound- 
aries all that vast region extending from the eastern spurs of the Rocky Mount- 
ains to the Pacific coast, therein affording employment to tho of the 
most worthy and enterprising of our fellow-citizens: Therefore, your memo- 
rialists do most ly urge Congress to enact such laws as are necessary to 
place a tariff on all foreign importations of silver, and to authorize the Secretary 
of the Treasury to adjust the tariff to exactly correspond with the discount on 
silver, that in the event of the free coinage of the same the prosperity of the 
country shall not be imperiled by the unrestricted importation of this metal; 
and for this they will ever pray. 

Resolved, That our Senators in Congréss be instructed and our Representative 
be requested to use all honorable means to secure the enactment of such laws as 

the governor be 


are herein indicated. 
Resolved, That his excellen to speedily transmit 
a copy of the foregoing to each of our Senators and resentative in nate goes 
and also the governor of each State and Territory engaged in mining and pro- 
ducing silver bullion, with the request that the same be ne to the respect- 
ive Legislatures for joint appeals to Congress for the relief herein prayed for. 


STATE OF NEVADA, 

Department of State, ss. : ; 

I, John M. Dormer, secretary of state of the State of Nevada, do hereby cer- 

tify that the foregoing is a true, full, and correct copy of the ori, lof assembly 

jo no memorial and resolution No, 30, passed February 27, on file in my 
office. 

In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great seal of 

state. Done at office, in Carson City, Nev., this 16th Cy AE ee A. D. 1883. 


[SEAL] DORMER, 
Secretary of State, 
By J. H. MARSHALL, 
Deputy. 
Senate memorial and joint resolution relative to the unlimited coinage of silver, 
passed Fe y 24, 1883. 


Your memorialists, the ture of the State of Nevada, ully a l 
to the Congress of the United States for relief from the unjust legislation in force 
against the industry and interest of the people of the State of Nevada in the 
regulation of the national coinage and in other wa; In the formation of the 
Federal Union it was decreed to be for the m benefit of every State and 
Territory under its contro], and the protection of all the industries and interests 
of ev section alike; and that there has been a wide departure from these just 
principies of the fathers, let certain facts be stated. By an unequal adjustment 
of the Federal tariff our people are made to pay on all the supplies they con- 
sume in the production and manufacture of silver an outrageous tribute to the 

rotected industries of the Atlantic States, without any compensating benefit 

m Federal ion on what they produce. On the contrary, they are 
wronged by the Government out of more than one-eighth part of r silver in 


its purchase for coinage at the mints; and coinage, being an exclusive monop- 
, 
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ly of the Government, is managed in an unjust and arbitrary manner; coining 
pa bullion upon demand, and refusing the same Lege to the producers of 


silver bullion. London quotations are made to control and regulate the price of 
American-produced silver, Nevada's chief industry, while the chief industry of 
Pennsylvania, the production of iron and steel (as an instance of Federal par- 
tiality and favoritism), is sustained by a protective tariff: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That we hereby invoke Congressional action against such un- 
paralleled discrimination; and we instruct our Senators and request our Rep- 
resentatives in Congress to demand in the name of the people of this State the 
unlimited coinage of silver bullion produced in the United States of America 
upon the same terms and conditions that are accorded to the producers of gold 
‘bullion. 

Resolved, That his exceliency the governor be, and is, requested to forward 
immediately a copy of this memorial to each of our Senators and Representative. 


STATE OF NEVADA, 
Department of State, ss. : 

I, John M. Dormer, secretary of state of the State of Nevada, do hereby cer- 
tify that the fo ing is a true, full, and correct copy of the original of senate 
memorial and joint resolution relative to the unlimited coinage of silver, passed 
February 24, 1883, on file in my office. 

In witness whereof I haye hereunto set my hand and affixed the great seal of 
state. Done at office, in Carson City, Nev., this 16th any. of March, A. D. 1883. 

[sraL.] OHN M. DORMER, 


Secretary of State, 
By J. H. MARSHALL, 
Deputy. 


Mr. FAIR presented three memorials and joint resolutions of the 
Legislature of Nevada; which were referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


Senate joint resolution No. 18, Passat TA ia land entries, passed February 


Whereas a large number of entries were made in the United States land office 
in this State under the act of March 3,1877,known as the “desert land act,” 
covering hundreds of thousands of acres of land of which only a very small num- 
ber of entries have been completed by final proof and payment, covering only 
a few thousand acres of said land; and 

Whereas many of the entries having lapsed by limitation of law, and by pres- 
-ent regulations of the General Land Office can not be re-entered until they have 
been canceled by said Department; and _ 

Whereas at the date of the passage of said act the grants to the State had been 
nearly exhausted, the homestead and proempion acts requiring actual occupa- 
tion and cultivation, and only 160 acres could be taken under said acts; and 
very many people of thisand other States, with the idea of securing 640 acres, filed 
under the said act; and 

Whereas the supposition that said entries were je was made more 
certain from the fact that the blank receipts sent from the Department for ofti- 
cial use so distinctly stated; and 

Whereas under this state of facts many entries were made and assigned, and 
the parties have left the State and the Pacific coast; and 

Whereas, for these and other reasons, not more than one-fifth of the applicants 
<an make the proof required for final entry; and 

Whereas many thousand atres of said lands would be entered by homestead, 
pre-emption, or State selections if cleared of these la entries; and 

Whereas no patents have ever issued in cases of final entries, and some of them 
were made more than four years ago: Now, therefore, 

Be it resolved by the senate (the oy concurring), That our Senators are here- 
by instructed and our Representative in Congress is hereby requested to use all 
honorable means to secure— 

First. The adoption of such rules and regulations by the General Land Office 
as will insure that all lapsed desert land entries shall be canceled after due no- 
tice to applicants. + { 

Second. That all final entries under the act, whether made by the original ap- 
plicant or by assignees, be patented at once where the proof is satisfactory and 
in compliance with the act. > 

Third. That some needed steps be taken which will insure the forwarding of 

ents to those who may be entitled within a reasonable time after final proof 
is made, < 

Fourth. That the governor be directed to cause to be forwarded immediately 
‘to the Senators and Representative of Nevada in Congress copies of this joint 
resolution. 


STATE OF NEVADA, 
Department of State, s”. : 


I, John M. Dormer, secretary of state of the State of Nevada, do hereby cer- 
tify that the foregoing is a true, full, and correct copy of the original of senate 
joint resolution No. 18, passed February 19, 1883, on file in my office. 

In witness whereof I have hereunto set a4 hand and affixed the great seal of 
state. Done at office, in Carson City, Nev., this 16th day of March, A. D. 1883. 

[SEAL.] JOHN M. DORMER, 

Secretary of State, 

By J. H. MARSHALL, 
Deputy. 
Senate joint resolution No, 35, relative to the preservation of the National Park, 
passed February 28, 1883. 

. Whereas it is apparent from recent efforts which have been made that a num- 
“yer of private individuals are seeking a lease for a long term of years of the Na- 
‘tional or Yellowstone Park; and 

Whereas said park is regarded asthe only preserve which can ever effectually 
eave to the nation a remnant of our rapidly disappearing native game; and 

Whereas said lease is unquestionably sought as a means of private vain and 
will pgs" in destroying its chief attraction and its national value and impor- 
tance; an 

Whereas most of our sister States have protested against said leasing or any 
ren perversion of its chief attraction and its national value and importance ; 
an 

Whereas most of our sister States have protested against said leasing or any 
other perversion of its original purpose: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the senate (the assembly concurring), That our Senators and Rep- 
resentative be requested to use their utmost endeavor to prevent said or any 
other lease of said National Park, and that we protest against its being allowed 
to from the control of the General Government. 

olved, That the governor be, and is hereby, requested to forward imme- 
diately a copy of these resolutions to each of our members in Congress and to 
the Secretary of the Interior. 


STATE OF NEVADA, 
, Department of State, ss. : 
I, John M. Dormer, secretary of state of the State of Nevada, do hereby cer- 


tify that the fo: ing is a true, full, and corrrect of the original of senate 
joint resolution No, 36, passed February 28, 1885, on file in my office. 


In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great seal 


of state. Done at office, in Carson City, Nev., this 16th day of March, A. D. 1883. 
é JOHN M. DORMER, : 


ia Secretary of State, 
By J. H. MARSHALL, 
Deputy. 
Senate joint resolution No. 8, relative to forfeiture by the 

Company of certain land ted in aid of the construction of its 

legal title to which, in ie pfe to avoid payment of taxes thereon, it neglects to 

obtain from the United States, passed February 19, 1883. 

Whereas by an aet of Congress approved July 1, 1862, amended by an act of 
Congress July 2, 1864, the Central Pacific Rai! Company was granted certain 
lands of the United States in aid of constructing its railroad, amounting to about 
eight millions of acres; and 

ereas four hundred and fifty-two miles of the main track of said railroad 
Epo are situate and operated within the State of Nevada, the ts of 
land in aid of which aggregate over five millions seven hundred and fifty thou- 
sand acres; and 

Whereas but a very small portion, not to exceed 5 per cent., of this vast 
amount of land so granted has been selected or sold by the said company or 
patents thereto applied for; and y 

Whereas the legal title to the unpatented and unsold portion of said granted 
lands still remains in the United States, and is notsubject to taxation by the State 
or its county or munici vernments; and 

Whereas the value of said granted lands is permanently and continuously en- 
hanced by settlement upon portions thereof sold by said company and by im- 
provements made thereon, and also by purchase and improvement of lands 
sold by the United States con us and adjacent thereto; and 

Whereas the lands so granted are exempt from pre-emption and entry as in 
case of lands of the United States lying within the State of N: ; an 

Whereas the said railroad company, through neglect and failure to have such 
granted lands sury and patented to itself, has since the completion of its 
sna railroad avoided and still continues to avoid the payment of taxes thereon; 


an 

Whereas the said Central Pacific Railroad has been completed and in full oper- 
ation as part of a main transcontinental line for over thirteen years, during all 
of which time it has received the protection of the State, county, and municipal 
governments through whose territory its line extends and under whose jurisdic- 
tion its lands so granted are situate, without contributing its equitable propor- 
tion to the support of said State, county, and municipal governments, through 
failure or neglect to obtain title, as aforesaid, to lands granted it by the General 
Government, and pay its just ack! nena of taxes thereon, as is demanded and 
collected of others obtain’ nds by purchase or otherwise; and 

Whereas a large portion of said granted land is valuable and should bea source 
of revenue to the State and its local governments: Now, therefore, 

Be it resolved by the senate and assembly conjoint, That our Senators in Congress 
be, and hereby are, instructed, and our Representative in Congress be, and hereby 
is, requested, to use their utmost endeavors to secure the of an act com- 
pelling the said Central Pacific Railroad Company to forthwith have surveyed 
and patented to itself the unsold land embraced in the aforesaid grants, under 
penalty of forfeiting to the United States so much of the said ts as shall re- 
main unsurveyed and the legal title to which shall not be v in said company 
within one year from the passage of the act herein urged and demanded; and 

Resolved further, That three manuscript copies of this resolution be prepared. 
by the secretary of state and forwarded, duly attested by his excellency the 
governor, oneto each of our Senators and our Representative in Congress, and 
that five hundred copies of this resolution be ordered printed, and one copy 
thereof be forwarded by mail to each Senator and Representative now in 
Congress of the United States, 

STATE OF NEVADA, 
of State, $$.: 
I, John M, Dormer, secretary of state of the State of Nevada, do hereby cer- 
that the ek eg is a true, full, and correct copy of the original of senate 
joint resolution No: 8, , on file in my office. ane 

In witness whereof I have hereunto set my, hand and affixed the great seal of 

state. Done at office, in Carson City, Nev., this agent oE March, A. D. 1883. 
JO M. DORMER. 


eae Secret State, 
By J. H. MARSHALL, y 


Deputy. 


Mr. MITCHELL presented the petition of Frederick Mayer, of Phil- 
adelphia, Pa., praying to be allowed a pension for disability incurred 
while serving as band master in the Army during the late war; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. RANSOM presented a petition of members of the Metropolitan 
police force of the District of Columbia, praying to be paid for their 
services under the act of Congress of February 28, 1867; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Patents, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 297) for the relief of Mrs. S. A. Wright and Mrs. C. Fahne- 
stock, reported itwithout amendment, and submitted a report thereon, 
which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CALL, from the Committee on Patents, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 298) for the relief of Mrs. Maggie Cassidy, reported it with 
an amendment, and submitted a report thereon, which was ordered to 
be printed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CULLOM asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 840) to establish a board of railroad commission- 
ers, to regulate interstate commerce, and for other purposes; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Railroads. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 841) granting a pension to Watson I. Wheeler; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
_ Mr. LAPHAM asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 842) authorizing the payment of prize-money to 
officers of the Farragut fleet for the destruction ofmenemy’s vessels in 
April, 1862; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 
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He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 843) for the relief of Franklin Lee and Charles F. Dun- 
bar; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 

pers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. COKE asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 844) to authorize the increase of the capital stock of 
the First National Bank of Fort Worth, Tex.; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance, 

Mr. SAULSBURY (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. 845) to amend section 1556 of the 
Revised Statutes, giving longevity pay to certain officers of the Navy; 
which was read twice y its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr: JONES, of Nevada, asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. 846) to confirm the title to that certain pri- 
vate land grant, Tres Alamos, in Arizona Territory; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

He asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 847) to confirm title to certain private land grants in Ari- 
zona Territory; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. DOLPH asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 848) to amend section 2776 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States so as to authorize the unlading of coal, salt, railroad 
iron, and other like articles in bulk, under the superintendence of 
customs officers at the expense of parties interested, at places to be des- 
ignated by the Secretary of the Treasury within the collection district; 
which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. DOLPH. I ask the indulgence of the Senate to state that this 

roposed amendment of the statutes has been prepared by the Acting 
Beccary of the Treasury or under his direction. It is intended to pro- 
vide for practical difficulties which have arisen in regard to the dis- 
charge of vessels within the collection district but not within the limits 
of the port of entry. A day or two since I introduced a bill to extend 
the limits of the port of Portland as a port of entry, and yesterday the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. GIBSON] introduced a bill to extend the 
limits of the port of New Orleans as a port of entry. It has been the 
practice to allow bulky articles, such as coal, railroad iron, pig-iron, 
and other articles of like nature and bulk, to land without the limits 
of the port of entry under the supervision of officers of the customs, and 
at the expense of the parties interested. This bill is intended to give 
the sanction of the statutes to the custom which has existed. I sub- 
mit with it a letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, and 
move that the bill and accompanying paper be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VAN WYCK asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 849) for the relief of George W. Ira, of Nebraska; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Mr. MITCHELL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 850) for the relief of George L. Douglass; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BOWEN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave toin- 
troduce a bill (S. 851) to provide for the payment of ten claims for depre- 
dations committed by the Ute Indians at the time of the massacre at 
the White River agency in 1879; which was read twice byits title, and, 
together with the papers on file in the case, referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. 852) granting a ion to Theresa 
Crosby Watson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BLAIR asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
trodúce a bill (S. 853) to fix the rank of certain retired officers of the 
Army; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 854) to provide for the erection of a public building in 
the city of Manchester, in the State of New Hampshire; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. 855) to repeal an act relating to vine- 
gar factories established and operated prior to March 1, 1879, approved 
June 14, 1879; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Finance. : 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 856) to authorize the Secretary of War to erect a memo- 
rial to commemorate the services of the late General G. K. Warren; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Mili Affairs. ‘ 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin (by request), asked and, by unani- 
mous consent, obtained leave to introduce a bill (8. 857) providing that 
sales of property on the order, judgment, or decree of the circuit or 
district courts be made by the marshal; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


DECEMBER 20, 


Mr. INGALLS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to . 
introduce a bill (S. 858) to remove the of absence without 
proper authority from the military record of Richard H. White, and 
to revoke the order of dismissal from the service therefor; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Cominittee on Military Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 859) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of John Shanks; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leaye to introduce a bill (8. 860) to extend time of payment of special 
assessments, and for other purposes; which was read twice by itstitle, 
and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. 861) to fund stock, liens, and bonds in the 
District of Columbia, and for other purposes; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HOAR asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 862) for the relief of Uriel Crocker; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HARRIS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 863) for the relief of William G. Ford; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 864) for the relief of William G. Ford, administrator 
of John G. Robinson, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and, 
together with the papers on file relating to the case, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. BROWN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 865) to authorize the distillation of fruit without the 
payment of tax or any license to the Federal Government, leaving the 
question of its taxation to the States; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Mr. JONAS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 866) to refer the claims of John F. Krauz, and of 
John F. Krauz, surviving partner of the firm óf S. B. Smith & Co., to 
the Court of Claims; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MCPHERSON (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. 867) for the relief of the officers 
and crew of the United States steamer Monitor who participated in 
the action with the rebel iron-clad Merrimac on the 9th day of March, 
1862; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

‘Mr. CALL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 868) for an increase of pension of Raymond C. Reyes, 
a soldier of the Seminole Indian war in Florida; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the matter of the claim of Hadley Hobson be 
withdrawn from the files and referred to the Committee on Claims, no adverse 
report having been made thereon. 

On motion of Mr. CONGER, it was 


Ordered, That the papers for the relief of the heirs of William A. Burt be taken 
from the files and referred to the Committee on Claims, there having been no 
adverse report, and the bill on that subject having been referred to t com- 


mittee. 
On motion of Mr. BECK, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the claim of Warren Mitchell be taken from th 
files and referred to the Committee on Claims, there having been AGAVO or 
port thereon, but new and material evidence having been filed in the case. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there further “concurrent or 
other resolutions? [A pause.] There being no further “concurrent 

or other resolutions’’ the business of the morning hour is closed. 

Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
the report of the Committee on Rules. ` 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine moves that 
bie Senate now proceed to the consideration of the report on the Senate 

es. 

Mr. HARRIS. Itis the unfinished business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Not until 1 o'clock. If there be no 
objection it will be so ordered. 

_ Mr. McMILLAN. Is that business laid before the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will direct it to be laid be- 
fore the Senate unless the Senator rises to morning business. 

Mr. McMILLAN. No, sir. I do not. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN 
Wyck] informs the Chair that he intended to call up the resolution 
submitted by him yesterday but did not do so, understanding that it 
would be laid before the Senate bythe Chair. Therefore the Chair will 


ee motion of the Senator from Maine as not having been adopted 
or e. 


Mr. FRYE. I withdraw the motion. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is withdrawn. 


1883. 


INDEMNITY RAILROAD LANDS. 


GK. I desire to call up for consideration the resolu- 
e yesterday,ewhich was ordered to be printed and lie 


Mr. VAN V 
tion offered b; 
over until to-day. 3 

Mr. ALLISON. Has it been printed? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Yes, sir. , 

The resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. VAN WYCK was read, as 
follows: - 

Whereas at its December term in the year 1875, in a decision rendered in the 
case of the Leayenworth, Lawrence and Galveston Railroad Company vs. The 
United States, the Supreme Court of the United States construed the indemnity 
clause found in the grant made by Congress in aid of said road, and held that 
under such a t indemnity lands are allowed in lieu only of lands ary aie 
included in the grant, but which are afterwards sold or a of by the 
United States between the date of the grant and the date when the granted lands 
became identified by the definite location of the line of the road; and 

Whereas on the sth day of June, 1880, Attorney-General Devens, to whom the 
question had been referred by Hon, Carl Schurz, then Secretary of the Interior, 
rendered an opinion, in which, referring to the language of the Supreme Court 
in the above-named case in regard to the indemnity authorized by tunder 
consideration, he stated that in the circuit court for the district of Wisconsin, in 
1879, Justice Harlan had expressed different views from those announced by the 
Supreme Court of the United States, and held that under a tsimilar to that 
involved in the case of the Leavenworth, Lawrence and Galveston Railroad 
Company vs. The United States indemnity lands are allowed in lieu of lands 
di of by the United States either before or after the date of the grant, 
and therefore advised the Secretary of the Interior to return tothe practice which 

. had prevailed in his Department prior to the above-mentioned decision of the 
Supreme Court, and award indemnity lands to railroad companies in lieu of 
lands otherwise disposed of by the United States either before or after the dates 
of their respective grants; an š 

Whereas Secretary Schurz, on the 16th of October, 1880, accepted the opinion 
of Attorney-General Devens, and directed the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office to be governed thereby in the certification of indemnity lands to railroad 
companies instead of being governed by the ruling of the Supreme Court of the 
United States: Therefore, 

Reapived, That the Secretary of the Interior be requested to inform the Senate 
how much land has been certified or patented for the benefit of railroad com- 

nies since the date of the above-named decision of the Supreme Court of the 

nited States wt prae aor lands on or narmgeled g pe es by brash ose 
e respective gran © s 
ieee ri certifies lists ave been issued or axe anio to be issued, and that 

e further inform the Senate whether the order of his predecessor directing the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office to be governed by the opinion of the 
Attorney-General and the alleged decision of the United States circuit court for 
the district of Wisconsin, rather than by the decision of the Supreme Court of the 
United States, is still in force in his Department. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the questign 
on the adoption of the resolution ? X 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, I assume that no Senator who has 
heard the reading of this resolution will desire to be held by therecitals 
in the preamble; and I hope that before the Senator from Nebraska asks 
for the information that he requires, and to his having which I presume 
there can be no objection, he will either definitely inform the Senate as 
to the accuracy of his recitals or omit them. 

I have no objection to the information that is called for being sent 
to the Senate, but I do not, in the absence of more direct information 
than I at this time, propose to stultify myself by assenting to 
the very important recitals made in the preliminary paragraphs to the 
resolution. They affect the decisions of the Supreme Court, the decisions 
of the Attorney-General, and the action of the, Interior Department, 
about which we have no information whatever, and I most respectfully 
suggest that it would be exceedingly unwise in the Senate to adopt 
without further information, as an affirmative act of their own, the 
declarations that are made in the preamble to the resolution. If 
the Senator will strip his resolution of the preliminary averments, and 
ask for the information, specifically setting forth thedates and what he 
requires, I shall interpose no objection. Otherwise I shall ask that the 
resolution be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Mr. President, in orderto point the resolution 
and that the Secretary of the Interior may clearly understand what in- 
formation is desired, the preliminary whereases wereinserted. I takeit 
for granted that the facts stated in the preliminaries are more generally 
known to Senators and to the Department itself than most of the where- 
ases inserted in resolutions proposed in this body. There can be no 
question on the subject, in the mind of the Senator from Kansas at 
least, who isso thoroughly conversant with all the branches pried 
to railroad grants. He, I think, will concede the truthof all the aver- 
ments state. 

Mr. INGALLS. Will the Senator allow me to interrupthim for one 
moment? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Certainly. ` 

Mr. INGALLS. I state, then, Mr. President, affirmatively that I 
have before me the decision of the Supreme Court of the United States 
in the case ofthe Leavenworth, Lawrence and Galveston Railroad Com- 
pany against The United States, and that there isin that decision noth- 
ing whatever which bears out the allegations contained in the first par- 
agraph of this recital. I shall be glad to have the syllabus of the case 
read by the Secretary, in order that the discrepancy may appear. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let it be read. 


Mr. INGALLS. If the Senator from Nebraska will allow me I will 
have it read now. , 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Certainly, sir. y 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska yields for 


that purpose. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


201 


Mr. INGALLS. Let the syllabus of the case be read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


1, Where rights claimed under the United States are set up against it, they 
must be so clearly defined that there can be no question of the purpose of Con- 
gress to confer them, 

2. The rule announced in the former decisions of this court, that a grant by 
the United States is strictly construed against the grantee, applies as well to 
grants toa State to aid in building railroads as to one granting special privi- 
leges to a private corporation. 

3. Thedoctrine in Wilcox ty. Jackson (13 Peters, 498), thata tract lawfully appro- 
priated to any purpose becomes thereafter severed from the mass of public lands, 
and that no su uent law or proclzmation will be construed to embrace it or 
to ope upon it, although no exception be made of it, reaffirmed and held to 
apply with more force to Indian than to military reservations, inasmuch as the 
latter are the absolute property of the Government, while in the former other 
rights are vested. 

4. Where Congress enacts, ‘That there be and is hereby granted" to a State. 
to aid in the construction of a specified railroad, “every alternate section oi 
land, designated by odd numbers,” within certain limits of each side of the 
road, the State takes an immediate interest in land so situate, whereto the com- 
pee title is in the United States at the date of the act, although a survey of the 

nd and a location of the road are necessary to give precision to the title and 
attach it to any ieular tract, Such a grant is applicable only to public land 
owned absolutely by the United States. No other is subject to survey and divis- 
jon into such sections, 

5. Where the right of an Indian tribe to the possession and use of certain 
lands, as long as it may choose to occupy the same, is assured by treaty, a grant 
of them, absolutely or cum onere, by Congress, to aid in building a railroad, 
violates an express stipulation; and a grant in general terms of “land” can not 
be construed to embraee them. 

, 6, A proviso, that any and all lands heretofore reserved to the United States, 
for any purpose whatever, are reserved from the operation of the grant to which 
it is annexed, applies to lands set apart for the use of any Indian tribe under a 
treaty. They are reserved to the United States for that specific use; and, if so 
reserved at the date of the grant, are excluded from its operation. It is imma- 
fiseer, whether they subsequently become a part of the public lands of the 
country. 

7. The act of March 3, 1863 (12 Stat., 772), to aid in the construction of certain rail- 
roads in Kansas, embraces no part of the lands reserved to the Great and Little 
Pen ia by the treaty of June 2, 1825 (7 Stat., 240); and the treaty concluded Sep- 
tem , 1865, and proclaimed January 21, 1867 Stat., 687), neither makes nor 
recognizes a grant of such lands, The effect of the treaty is simply to provide 
that any fa rae! of the companies designated by the State to build the roads 
should not be barred or impaired by reason of the general terms of the treaty, 
but not to declare that such rights existed. 

8. The act of Congress of even date with said act (12 Stat.,793), authorizing 
treaties for the removal of the several tribes of Indians from the State of Kansas, 
and for the extinction of their title, and a subsequent act for relocating a portion 
of the road of the appellant (17 Stat.,5), neither recognize nor confer a right to 
the lands within the Osage country. (Leavenworth, Lawrence and Galveston 
Railroad Company vs. United States, 93 United States Reports, p. 733.) 

Mr. INGALLS. The recital on this point in the preamble to the 
resolution is: 

The Supreme Court of the United States construed the indemnity clause found 
in the grant made by Congress in aid of said road, and held that under such a 
grant indemnity lands are allowed in lieu only of lands originally included in 
the grant, but which are afterward sold or disposed of by the United States be- 
tween the date of the grant and the date when the granted lands became iden- 
tified by the definite location of the line of the road. , 

This resolution was evidently drawn by some person not familiar 
with the facts. I do not assume that the Senator from Nebraska who 
offered the resolution had examined, at the time when he prepared it, 
the text of the decision of the Supreme Court of the United States; and 
I state affirmatively that the recital contained in this paragraph of the 
preamble to the resolution is not supported by the decision of the court. 
in the case that has been named. I mention this, the Senate will un- 
derstand, not for the purpose of impeding or hindering the Senator in 
the procurement of the information that he desires, but in order that 
the te may not be bound by improper and untruthful recitals. 
either of law or of fact. x 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I presume the Senator from Kansas has read 
more of that case than the syllabus which has just been reported from’ 
the Secretary’s desk. I presume that from his superior appreciation 
of the facts of this case and from his keener appreciation as to what the 
Supreme Court probably meant as to its decision of the facts. If there 
be one thing decided in the case as I have read it—and the Senate will 
excuse me for alluding to this, because it seems to be necessary from the- 
statement made by the Senator from Kansas—it was that under a grant 
such as was made to the Lawrence, Leavenworth and Galveston Rail- 
road, where land covered by the alternate sections had been disposed 
of by the Government before the passage of the grant, no claim to such 
land could attach on the of the railroad company. That was the 
main point decided, and for proof of that I refer the Senator from Kan- 
sas to this fact: Previous to that decision the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office and the Secretary of the Interior had held directly 
the other way; they had recognized the right of a railroad company to 
all the land within the terms of the grant, whether the Government. 
had disposed of any of this land before the date of the act or not. I 
suppose the Senator from Kansas will concede it to be a fact that pre- 
vious to the decision in this case the Land Department had held that a 
railroad company was entitled to all the land embraced within the 
boundaries of the grant or indemnity for any loss, whether the Govern- 
ment had disposed of it or not before the date of the grant. Am I right? 

Mr. INGALLS. As the Senator appeals to me, I will take this oc- 
casion to say that.I am not at this time engaged in any discussion as to 
whether the decision of the Supreme Court was right or wrong or what: 
it was, except so far as affects the veracity of the recitals in the resolu- 
tion and the propriety of the Senate binding itself by an affirmative 
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. á 
declaration that those recitals are true. Whenever the proper time 
comes I shall be glad to discuss that or any other question with the 
Senator; but we are now considering the question whether or not the 
resolution shall be adopted, not in consequence of any allegations that 
the decision of the Supreme Court may have been this, or that, or the 
other, but that it.was not what it is declared to have been in the pre- 
amble to the resolution. ` 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Precisely; I understood the Senator before and 
I understand him now. I wish to show that there can be no question 
as to the facts stated in the recital. The first recital is that the Supreme 
Court of the United States have so decided. The Senator from Kansas 
says that the Supreme Court of the United States have not so decided. 
There is no question as to the correctness of their opinion; the only 
question is as to the fact whether there was any such opinion. I was not 
undertaking to argue either one way or the other; I was endeavoring to 
refresh the Senator’s recollection by showing that he knew himself that 
the fact as stated in the preamble is correct. That is all I was seeking 
to do, and in endeavoring to do that I made a statement which I think 
the Senator from Kansas will admit to be true. I stated that before 
the decision in this case the Land Department had universally held 

-and acted upon it that a railroad company was entitled to all the land 
embraced within the terms of the grant, whether the Government had 
disposed of it before or after the date of the grant; and if the Govern- 
ment had previously disposed of it then the railroad company was en- 
titled to indemnity land. That was the statement I put to the Senator 
from Kansas as a question of fact. Is it not true that the Land Depart- 
ment so held previous to the decision of this case, the syllabus of which 
‘he has heard from the desk? That is a question of fact which I ask 
the Senator. 

Mr. INGALLS. There has been nothing said about the decision of 
the Land Office before this time, and thatisnot under discussion. There 
is nothing whatever involved in the consideration of this resolution upon 
that point. The question is a very simple one; it is a very plain one; 
and I shall not be drawn at this time into any discussion whatever of 
the merits of the controversy or of the facts in the case farther than to 
say, as I did originally, that the preamble contains a recital of matter 
that is not borne out by the decision to which the Senator alludes. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Notas to the merits of the matter; but the Sen- 
ator from Kansas alleges that the allegation in the preamble is not cor- 
rect. My only object is to show that the allegation is true. Iwanted 
to confirm myself in that view by showing that the Senator’s own 
knowledge of the history of procedure in the Land Department would 
sustain the truth of theallegation. I proposed to the Senator the ques- 
tion whether the Land Department invariably did not rule as I have 
said. Thè Senator does not deny it, and I think no Senator in this 
body will deny it. Then comes this decision in the case of the Law- 
rence, Leavenworth and Galveston Railroad Company. The question 
in the Senator’s mind is what was that decision. I allege in the pre- 

-amble, which I claim to be correct, that the Supreme Court expressly 
adjudicated that any land transferred before the date of the grant did 
not pass to the railroad company. The Senator will see the force of the 
query I propounded to him. So true isit, that as soon as the decision 
was pronounced the Land Department changed its course of procedure 
in conformity with the decision. I will ask my friend from Kansas if 
the Land Department at that time did not recognize the fact as to what 
that decision was, and how far it reached, when they proceeded at once 
to change their policy of procedure, and after that time held that the 
railroad gompany was only entitled to land within the granted limits 
at the date of the grant? The Land Department so ruled, they so held, 
until a Secretary of the Interior, Carl Schurz, for some reason began to 
-question the force and effect of the decision, His own Department had 
recognized it and acted upon it, and acknowledged that the point as 
now claimed was decided in the ease. The first question to be decided 
in the case was stated by Justice Davis: 

It is, therefore, of primary importance to ascertain the scope and meaning of 

“that act, 

That is the substance of the decision from the beginning to the end. 

It is true the railroad ran through an Indian reservation, and it was 

-claimed that therefore the rights of the railroad company did not attach; 
but in order to come to that conclusion the Supreme Court held, to keep 
the railroad company from laying their hands upon the Indian reser- 
vation, that the actitself gave them no right tothe land. Hence it was 
that under that decision they had no right to take this land. They 
then had no right to take it even though it were an Indian reservation. 

The Senator from Kansas is evidently conversant with the decision 
from beginning toend. It was nota unanimous decision of the Supreme 
Court. Judge Field dissented; and if my friend from Kansas has read, 
as no doubt he has, the reasoning of Jndge Field, he knows that that 

judge antagonized the very doctrine which is set up in the preamble of 
this resolution. He songht to show that the Supreme Court were wrong 
in deciding what the Land Department held it had decided and what 
the preamble to this resolution says it had decided. Judge Field dis- 
sented, and when he dissented from that decision he very naturally 
sroressed his grief that tke railroad ecmpany should suffer to the ex- 
wut of losing the land which the majority of the court said they were 

snot entitled to. But there was the fact. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


of how much time it will occupy. 


DECEMBER 20, 


Then, after administering the law in the Land Department for two 
or three years, recognizing the decision as we say it was, comes Carl 
Schurz, Secretary of the Interior, and he is disturbed about this mat- 
ter. His Department was administering the law as the Supreme 
Court said it was,and had been doing it for two or three years, and 
then he found it convenient as of the Interior to ask the 
opinion of the Attorney-General. That is the favorite way of dis- 
posing of such matters. We have the Supreme Court followed when 
it is convenient for the Departments to do so, and when that will not 
exactly meet the case, then it is convenient to have an Attorney-Gen- 
eral to reverse the Supreme Court. That was the mode of proceeding ` 
here. Carl Schurz found that his Department had been administering 
the law for two or three years as the Supreme Court said it was, and 
then the question was referred to the Attorney-General. Carl Schu 
when he referred it to the Attorney-General, the law officer, made this 
remark in his opinion:. 

Entertaining these views of the law, the Attorney-General advised a return 
to the practice in vogue before the promulgation of the Supreme Court decis- 
ions in the cases of the Leavenworth, Lawrence and Galveston Railroad Com- 
pany vs. The United States (2 Otto, 733) and United States vs, Burlington and Mis- 
souri River Railroad Company (8 Otto, 334). 

Which— 

Carl Schurz says— 

Which seem to hold that indemnity can only be taken for lands lost between 
the dates of the granting act and of the definite location of the road. x 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The morning hour has expired, and 
the resolution goes over under the rule. 

Mr. INGALLS. I hope that the Senator will consent to the with- 
drawal of the preamble, the recitals, and let the resolution pass. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. It isa matter between the Senator and myself. 
I have only a few words more to say. I am willing it shall go over 
until to-morrow, and then shall be willing to adopt language which will 
not commit the Senate to the doctrine the Supreme Court announced 
in that case. 

Mr. CALL. I move that by unanimous consent the Senator from 
Nebraska be allowed to proceed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Florida asks unan- 
imous consent that the consideration of the pending resolution proceed. 
Is there objection ? 

e Mr. FRYE. I should like the Senator to give me, if he can, an idea 
I would not like to’consent to lose 
a day in the discussion of this resolution. 

Mr. CALL. I think the Senator from Nebraska ought to be allowed 
to conclude his remarks. It is usually allowed. 

Mr. PLATT. May I notsuggest to the Senatorfrom Maine whether 
it is not economy of time to have this matter out now? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Is there objection to proceeding with 
the pending resolution? 

Mr. FRYE. I yield to the general sentiment of the Senate, if they 
desire to listen to the discussion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection, and the 
Senator from Nebraska will proceed. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. ẹ I was suggesting that Carl Schurz very cavalierly, 
because he does all things in that way, suggested that this decision 
**seems to hold,” and, though his Department had been admitting it and 
acino eoin it for years, he discovered for the first time that it only 
seemed to hold, and referred it to Attorney-General Devens, and he, 
speaking of this decision, alludes to it in this way> 

It is understood that up to the time of the decision of the case of the Leaven- 
worth, Lawrence and Iveston Railroad Company ts. The United States (2 
Otto, 783), the rule of the Department had been to rapus Ags railroad, not 


only for lands which had been sold or pre-empted after the date of the passage 
of the granting act, but previous thereto— 


That had been the rule before the decision; after the decision it was 
different— 
and that in consequence of the remarks made in that case the rule has been 
changed. 

That isa very pleasant way for an Attorney-General to speak of a de- 
cision of the Supreme Court—*‘ the remarks made in that case.” No- 
body but an Attorney-General coming from the State of Massachusetts 
perhaps would have dared to say a thing of that kind. A decision of 
the Supreme Court of the United States laying down the law for this 
Government he speaks of as ‘‘ the remarks made in that case !” The 
present Attorney-General from Pennsylvania might be willing to wrestle 
with the propositions in the same way, as may be indicated by his opin- 
ion in a case to which the Senator from Kansas referred the other day, 
known as the backbone grant. 

But Carl Schurz referred this to the Attorney-General and said ‘it 
seemed to hold,” and then the Attorney-General strengthened this com- 
mentary of the Secretary of the Interior by alluding to it as *' the re- 
marks of the Supreme Court ’’ made in that case. 

There we stand, and the fact now I think will be conceded by the Sen- 
ator from Kansas that previous to this decision the Land Department 
invariably held that the railroad company was entitled to all the land 
covered by the lines of the grant whether the Government had disposed 
of it before the date of the grantornot. That is concurrent testimony 
as to what the Supreme Court said and as to what the Supreme Court 
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meant in that decision. The preamble says that the Supreme Court 
-did so decide. I have read that opinion of the Supreme Court. Here 
is the letter of Carl Schurz and here is the opinion of Attorney-General 
Devens, and upon that Schurz directed that his Department, notwith- 
standing the decision in this case had for years been ized, over- 
ruled it and went back and adopted the system upon whieh they had 
acted years before. This resolution could not be presented in any other 
way except to state the facts as they were then. It says: 
Whereas on the 5th day of June, 1880, Attorney-General Devens, to yhom the 
- question had been referred by Hon. Carl Schurz, then Secretary of the Interior, 
rendered an opinion, &e. 

All these facts are stated as they exist, the fact that the Department 
had ized and that the Department had acted upon the decision. 
Now at this late day when we come with a resolution asking if that 
opinion of Carl Schurz has been followed by the Land Department, if it 
has ignored the decision of the Supreme Court and continues to ignore 
it by giving thousands upon thousands and I know not but millions of 

-acres of land of the public domain to railroad corporations to which 
they were not entitled. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to ask the Senator from Nebraska if he has 
before him the decision of Mr. Justice Harlan overruling the decision 

-of the Supreme Court? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. [allude to it in the preamble, and there he will 
find: 

Whereas on the 5th day of June, 1880, Attorney-General Devens, to whom 
the question had been referred by Hon. Carl Schurz, then Secretary of the Inte- 

„rior, rendered an opinion, in which, referring to the language of the Supreme 
Court in the above-named case in rogard to the indemnity authorized by grant 
under consideration, he stated that in the circuit court for the district of Wis- 

-eonsin, in 1879— 

Four years after the decision of the Supreme Court— 


Justice Harlan had expressed different views from those announced by the Su- 
reme Court of the United States, and held that under a grant similar to that 
nvolyed in the case of the Leavenworth, Lawrence and Galveston Railroad 
«Company vs. The United States indemnity lands are allowed in lieu of lands 
-disposed of by the United States either before or after the date of the grant, 
I set that fact out in the preamble. 
Mr. ALLISON. I understand it is so set out, but I wanted to know 
if the Senator had before him the decision of Justice Harlan in which 
.he overruled the decision of the court of which he was a member. 
Mr. VAN WYCK. - No, sir; I have not that. I do not know whether 
“the gentleman means to concede that Justice Harlan had a right to over- 
rule the Supreme Court, or whether he means by his question that Jus- 
tice Harlan did not understand what the Supreme Court had decided 
-or differed with it, Strange things are taking place as well in the Su- 
preme Court as in the Land Department in regard to this matter of land 
grants. I think my friend from Iowa will concede that very strange 
.and mysterious doings in the Supreme Court and the circuit courts and 
in the Land Department of this Government have taken place. I think 
my friend has abundant evidence in his own State that such is the fact. 
He knows it by the sufferings of his own people from the adminis- 
tration of the law of railroad grants and by the decisions of courts. 
He knows that in his own State some of his own people have suffered 
to the deprivation of their property and some of them to the depriva- 
tion of their reason because of the treatment accorded to them. It is 
not the time for us to stand higgling at this day at just what was the 
meaning of the Supreme Court when the Departments of the Govern- 
ment recognized its decision, which was not disturbed in that Depart- 
ment until Carl Schurz fortified himself by the opinion of the Attorney- 
-General from which I have read; and now it is too late, I suggest to 
my friend from Iowa, if he is disposed to higgle on this question, when 
the Supreme Court once in 1875 made a decision apparently in the in- 
terests of the people, and when that has been done this Department gets 
-to work to ignore it, to defy it, and then when that fact is stated which 
is a fact directly within our knowledge, then gentlemen seek to get be- 
side it as the Department has done, and to make excuses for these com- 
panies getting millions of acres to which they are not entitled under 
‘this decision of the Supreme Court. 

Itseemed proper that I should explain why it was that this was stated 
as a fact which had been recognized by the Government itself for years. 
Still, if gentlemen are tender on that point, I will suggest this language: 

Whereas it is alleged— 

That will not commit the Senate. , I desire the facts to be stated in 
the body of this preamble, that the Secretary of the Interior may know, 
and that the Senate may know, the very point upon which we seek in- 
formation. Therefore I suggest, to meet the gentleman’s views, that 
the preamble be-modified by saying, “Whereas it is alleged.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adeption of the 
resolution. Does the Chair understand the Senator from Nebraska to 
modify his resolution? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let it be read as modified. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be read as modified by the 


cmover. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
Whereas it is alleged that at its December term inthe year 1875 a decision—— 
Mr. INGALLS. That is sufficient for that: now the next whereas, 


The Secretary. ‘‘ And whereas it is alleged that on the 5th day 
of June, 1880, * * * ‘‘And whereas it is alleged that Secretary 
Schurz,” &e. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the resolution as 
modified. 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 

LIDAY RECESS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will call the attention of 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] to the resolution offered by 
him yesterday. 

Mr. INGALLS. In order to relieve the Calendar that had better be 
indefinitely postponed, the subject having been acted upon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be read for in- 
formation. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 
two Houses adjourn on Thursday, the sith day of December 1855, they stand 
adjourned till 12 o’clock meridian on Thursday, the 3d day of January, 

The resolution was postponed indefinitely. 

REVISION OF THE RULES. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate now resumes the consid- 
eration of the report of the Committee on Rules as in Committee of the ' 
Whole. The pending rule will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Rve XVI. 
BILLS—COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE. 

1, All bills and joint resolutions which shall have received two readings shall 
first be considered by the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, after which they 
shall be reported tothe Senate; and any amendments made in Committee ofthe 
Whole shall again be considered by the Senate, after which further amendments 
may be proposed, 

2. When a bill or resolution shall have been ordered to be read a third time, 
it shall not be in order to propose amendments, unless by unanimous consent, 
but it shall be in order at any time before the passage of any bill or resolution 
to move itscommitment; and when the bill or resolution shail in be reported 
from the committee, it shall be placed on the Calandar, and when again con- 
sidered by the Senate it shall be as in Committee of the Whole. 

8. Whenever a private bill is under censideration it shall be in order to move, 
as a substitute for it, a resolution of the Senate referring the case to the Court 
of Claims, under the provisions of the act approved March 3, 1883. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, the Semator from Maine [Mr. 
FRYE] who is temporarily absent from the Chamber has requested 
me to take charge of this report in his absence. I am not so familiar 
as he with these modifications, but I believe that clause 3 of the new 
rule as reported contains the only modification suggested. That, as 
Senators will see, provides that when a private bill is under consider- 
ation a resolution of the Senate may be moved as a substitute, referring 
the case to the Court of Claims under the act of March 3, 1883. It 
was believed by the committee—— 

Mr. BAYARD. Will the Senator refer to that act? 

Mr. HARRISON. I have sent for it. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. If the Senator will allow me one 
moment—— 

Mr. HARRISON. Certainly. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The third subdivision of the rule 
reads as follows: 

Whenever a private bill is under consideration it shall be in order to move, as 
asubstitate for it— , 

I desire to call the attention of the Senator from Indiana to that por- 
tion of this subdivision ‘‘as a substitute forit.” Isa resolution really 
a substitute for a bill? 

Mr. HARRISON. Ishould sayso. Instead of contemplating action 
by the Senate on the bill itself, the resolution is interposed to take its 
place to refer the claim—not the bill, but the elaim mentioned in the 
bill—to the Court of Claims for adjudication under the act of March 3, 
1883. It seems to me, therefore, that it is appropriately described in 
the rule as a substitute for the bill. 

Mr. BAYARD. May I ask the Senator from Indiana whether with- 
out this rule, which seems to be entirely competent, as we now stand 
under the practice of the Senate, we can move an amendment by way. 
of substitute to accomplish a reference to the Court of Claims? 

Mr. HARRISON. Iam a little modest in answering to questions of 
parliamentary law or under the rules of the Senate; but I should think 
not. Ishould not think that under the general rules of the Senate it 
would be in order. 

Mr. BAYARD. I think it has been done and ina caseof some prom- 
inence, which the Senator from Wisconsin I suppose will remember— 
the case of Holliday, I think. There was a proposition made in the 
Senate, I think by my friend the former Senator from New York, Mr. 
Kernan, to refer that case to the Court of Claims, and that was not held 
tobe out of order. It was an amendment by way of substitute referring 
the entire question to the Court of Claims, which I always thought was 
an eminently proper course. If that can be accomplished now I do not 
see the use of encumbering our rules with a provision which in substance 
is already there. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, the experience of the Senator from 
Delaware is very much greater than my own here, but I certainly re- 
member no single instance where such a motion as is authorized by this 
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rule has ever been made in the Senate since I have been in the body. 
I remember quite a number of instances in which amendments to a bill 
or to a joint resolution referring the subject-matter of the claim to the 
Court of Claims or bills or resolutions for the purpose of referring claims, 
but I do notremember a single instance where the motion contemplated 
by this rule, disposing of the pending bill, has ever been resorted to, 
and I do not think it probable that such instances can be found, unless 
the case mentioned by the Senator from Delaware, of which I have no 
recollection, is of that precise character. 

Mr. BAYARD. If I recollect that case—though I would rather take 
the recollection of the Senator from Wisconsin than I would my own 


about it—the Holliday bill, which was a private bill, was under con- | pro; 


sideration, and the then Senator from New York, Mr. Kernan, moved 
an amendment by way of substitute, which referred the question to the 
Courtof Claims. I donot remember that any point of order was raised 
upon it, but I think there was a vote of the Senate upon it, and they 
declined so to refer it. I never heard a point of order raised, and I 
know that such a substitution was contemplated, because the bill was 
in print for some time, and the amendment was on the theory of a dis- 
position of the case to which I deferred. It was apparently held to be 
in order; and if so, there is no necessity for this proposed rule. If it 
was not in order, and the Senate consider it wise to permit such a sub- 
stitution, that is a different thing. 

Mr. HARRISON. If the Senator will pardon me, I have now the 
act for which he called, which is found on page 485 of the acts of the 
last session, and the first section, which is the one relating to the mat- 
ter under discussion, is as follows: 

That whenever a claim or matter is pending before any committee of the Sen- 
ate or House of Representatives or before either House of Congress, which in- 
volves the investigation and determination of facts, the committee or House may 
cause the same, with the vouchers, papers, proofs, and documents pertaining 
thereto, to be transmitted to the Court of Claims of the United States, and the 
same shall there be proceeded in under such rules as the court may adopt. 

That is all that is important in this connection. Now, it does seem 
to me that in the absence of some rule, such as is preseribed here, it 
would not be in order, pending the consideration of & bill, to make such 
a motion. The Senator from Wisconsin has suggested that there is 
some other rule covering the case. Ifso, I am not aware of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from Delaware, with the leave of the Senate, that he recollects the case 
the Senator refers to. That was a case where it was proposed to sub- 
stitute for a bill paying a private claim a bill referring it to the Court 
of Claims, which was, of course, in order under the old Senate rules, 
and would be now, but it required at that time a bill to be eoncurred 
in by both Houses and signed by the President. The bill of last win- 
ter, which is now the law, authorizes either House by a resolution, or 
a committee of either House by a resolution, to make the reference with- 
out the concurrence of the other House or of the President. This rule 
proposes to substitute for a pending bill a mere Senate resolution, which 
would not be in order under the old rules. 

Mr. BAYARD. Iam not disposed to object to this rule or to any- 
thing else that will facilitate the removal of the trial of questions of 
fact, especially those relating to private claims, from the decision of the 
Senate, which I consider one of the most unfit bodies of any that I know 
of to deal with a question of suggested facts. I shall not make any 
objection. : 

Mr. GARLAND. I ask the chairman of the committee if he exam- 
ined section 1060 of the Revised Statutes when this rule was being con- 
sidered by the committee? 

Mr. FRYE. I did not. 

Mr. GARLAND. Iask that the section be read by the Secretary, 
and if there is any difficulty in the way between this section and the 
ase of last session, I do not see how it is to be reconciled under this 

es 

The Secretary read as follows: $ 

Sec, 1060. All petitions and bills praying or providing for the satisfaction of 
private claims Sgios the Government, founded upon any law of Congress, 
or upon any re ion of an Executive Department, or upon any contract, ex- 
press or implied. with the Government of the United States, abuil-cnleus other- 
wise ordered by resolution of the House in which they are introduced, be trans- 
mitted by the Secretary of the Senate or the Clerk of the House of Representa- 
tives, with all the accompanying documents, to the Court of Claims. 

Mr. GARLAND There is little difficulty in framing this rule to 
meet the two laws, the act of March 3, 1883, and the section just read. 
The law of March 3, 1883, has all that is there substantially, and in 
addition allows the committees to referclaims to the Court of Claims and 
mentions ery kind of claim, while section 1060 mentions claims founded 
on any law of Congress or on any contract, express or implied. The 
power is very large under section 1060 to do this very thing, butit does 
not contemplate that it shall he done by bill, but simply by the Secre- 
tary of the e or the Clerk of the House, unless otherwise ordered 
by the respective Houses. 

I think, to meet this whole matter, both under the law of 1883 and 
section 1060, you should strike out the words ‘‘as a substitute for it.” 
Then perhaps the whole matter would be accommodated. 3 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Arkansas will allow me to ask 
him whether, if this shall be stricken out and the motion 
shall be to refer to the Court of Claims, it will leave the bill still pend- 


ing upon our Calendar undisposed of. If, however, the motion here , 
named is authorized by the rules as a substitute for a pending bill, it 
disposes of the pending bill and disposes of the claim by sending it to 
the Court of Claims. 

Mr. GARLAND. I do not think so, because section 1060 of the Re- 
vised Statutes says petitions, private bills, or anything else shall be re- 
ferred, and you do get rid of them just as well in that way as if you 
pass a resolution here to. indefinitely postpone them or a resolution to 
refer, gnd that keeps up the harmony between the last law and the 
section I have read. That is my version of it. Iam not combating 
the idea of the rule, but wish simply to work the two laws together by. 
r phraseology in this clause of the rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. `The question is ‘on the adoption of 
the sixteenth rule. 

The rule was agreed to. 

Mr. GARLAND. I shall reserve the question on the third clause of 
that rule in the Senate. 

Mr. FRYE. I will look at the amendment which the Senator offers. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. FRYE. If the Senator will allow me one moment, this especial 
clause of this rule was drafted to avoid a certain difficulty which comes 
from another law and in another direction, and I desire to look at it before 
I can say anything in relation to the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Arkansas. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. McMILLAN. I rise to ask the Senator from Maine who has 
charge of this measure to give way to me to make a motion to go into 
executive session. There is a very large amount of executive business 
which it is desired to report, and this is the last day for the transaction of 
business before the holiday recess; it will take nearly all the time we can 
reasonably devote toit. 1 therefore move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business, After 1 hour and 5 minutes spent in 
exeeutive session the doors were reopened. 


REVISION OF THE RULES. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate resumes the consideration 
of the report of the Committee on Rules. The Secretary will report 


the pending proposed rule. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


Ree XVII. 
AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


1. All general appropriation bills shall be referred to the Committec on Appro 
priations, except bills making appropriations for rivers and harbors, which shal! 
be referred to the Committee on Internal Improvements, and bills making ap- 
aN ae 4 for the expense of the government of the District of Columbia, 
which shall be referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia; and no 
amendments shall be received to any general appropriation bill, the effect of 
which will be to increase an approp; on iting contained in the bill, or to 
add a new item of appropriation, unless it be made to carry out the provisions 
of some existing law, or treaty stipulation, or act, or resolution previously 
by the Senate during that session; or unless the same be moved by di 
a standing or select committee of the Senate, or proposed i 
estimate of the head of some one of the Departments. 

2. All amendments to general a td legato bills moved by direction of a 
standing or select committee of the Senate, proposing to increase an appropria- 
tion already contained in the bill, or to add new items of ropriation, 1, 
at least one day before they are considered, be referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and when actually proposed to the bill, no amendment pro- 

g to increase the amount stated in amendment shall be received; in 
ike manner amendments proposing new items of appropriation to river and 
ears bills shall, eres being ra n hpo onae to the Committee on In- 
ternal Improvements; also amendments to sesta! ng post-roads, proposin: 
new post-roads, shall, before being considered, be porai | to the Committee e 
Post-Offices and Post- ; also amendments proposing new items of appropria- 
tions to bills for the expenses of the government of t istrict of Columbia before 
being , be referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 

3. No amendment which pronoms general legislation shall be received to 
any general appropriation bill, nor shall any amendment not germane or rele- 
vant to the subject-matter contained in the bill be received; nor shall an 
amendment to any item or clause of such bill be received which does not di- 
rectly relate thereto; and all questions of relevancy of amendments under this 
rule, when raised, shall be submitted to the Senate and be decided without de- 
bate; and any amendment to a general appropriation bill may be laid on the 
table without prejudice to the bill. 

4. No pena paies the object of which is to provide for a private claim, shall 
be received to any general appropriation bill, unless it be to carry out the pro- 
visions of an existing law or 2 treaty stipulation, which shall be cited on the 
face of the amendment. 


Mr. FRYE. It will be perceived that there are here two amend- 
ments proposed to the old rule. 

Mr. BAYARD. Do the words in italies indicate the changes? 

Mr. FRYE. The changes are in italics. 

Mr. BAYARD, They are the only changes? 

Mr. FRYE. They are the only changes; one sending the appropria- 
tion bill for the District of Columbia to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia; the other sending the river and harbor appropriation bill 
to the new Committee on Internal Improvements, I ask unanimous- 
consent to pass over the second amendment sending the river and har- 
bor bill to the Committee on Internal Improvements until such time- 
as the question shall have been settled whether or not there shall be- 
such a committee and with liberty then to return to it. 


ion of 
n pursuance of an 


1883. 


Mr. ALLISON, 
the present ? 

Mr. FRYE. Let me put in my request first. y 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harris in the chair). Is there 
objection to the request made by the Senator from Maine [ Mr. FRYE] ? 

The Chair hears none, and the order will be regarded as granted. 

Mr. McPHERSON. May I ask the Senator from Maine a question? 
Having made provision that the appropriations for the District of Colum- 
bia shall go to the District Committee, post-route bills to the Post-Office 
Committee, and thatsuch other bills as now properly go to the Committee 
on Commerce shall be referred toa new committee, which I understand 
it is his purpose to raise, let me ask why he does not go further, and 
send the naval appropriation bill and the Army appropriation bills to 
their appropriate committees? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the Senator from New Jersey will 
permit the Chair will suggest to him that that portion of the rule, by 
the unanimous consent of the Senate, has just been passed over and is 
not now under consideration. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I sup it was only the one clause relating 
to internal improvements which the Senator from Maine desired to 
have passed over. Do I understand that the Senator from Maine asks 
to have the whole section over? . 

Mr. FRYE. No; only that clause touching the Committee on In- 
ternal Improvements. The Chair misunderstood me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair did not understand the 
Senator from Maine distinctly. 

Mr. FRYE. My request only extended to the one amendment touch- 
ing the Committee on Internal Improvements, leaving the rest of the 
rule to be considered now. 

Mr. McPHERSON. If there is any reason why the appropriation 
bill for the District of Columbia should be sent to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia and why the post-office appropriation bill 
should be sent to the Post-Office Committee, there is an equally good 
reason why the Navy and Army appropriation bills should be sent also 
to their appropriate committees, to be first considered there. 

Mr. FRYE. Ifthe Senator will allow me, there is nothing here which 
proposes to send the Post-Office appropriation bill to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. The only changes relate to the District 
of Columbia appropriation bill, and to the river and harbor bill, which 
has usually been referred to the Committee on Commerce, and the Com- 
mittee on Commerce is here changed to a Committee on Internal Im- 
provements. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I see it is the bill establishing post-routes that 
is to be referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


Mr. FRYE. Yes, sir. 
I did not hear correctly the proposed rule as it 


Mr. McPHERSON, 
was read. ‘ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, will the Senate agree 
to the first clause of the rule as reported ? 

Mr. GARLAND. I should like to learn from the committee their 
idea in proposing to send the appropriation bill for the District of Co- 
lumbia to the District Committee. Why take it from the Appropria- 
tions Committee? What is the reason for that? 

Mr. FRYE. I can give simply the impressions which I gathered 
from the discussion occurring before the Committee on Rules, feeling 
no special interest in the matter myself. The District itself pays dne- 
half the expenses of managing the District affairs and taking care of the 
District property, and the District Committee itself is especially’ author- 
ized to consider all subjects touching the interests of the District, and 

_ it seemed to the Committee on Rules that that committee for that very 
reason was entitled to receive the District appropriation bill for con- 
sideration. Again, the District, as it is situated now, is without a con- 
stituency; there is no one to take any special interest in its affairs, no 
one especially authorized to investigate its necessities except the two 
committees on the District of Columbia of the two Houses. When the 
proposition was made thatit would be a proper thing, while being com- 
pelled to consider all questions touching appropriations for the District, 
to allow that committee to prepare the items of appropriation them- 
selves and report them to the Senate, it was considered on the whole 
that it would be a wise thing to do. 

Mr. GARLAND. The same argument would carry the appropria- 
tions for the benefit of the Indians to. the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and for Territories to the Territorial Committee, and we should go on 
in this way until we emasculated entirely the Committee on Appropri- 
ations propey; there would be no work at all for that committee. The 
theory of the appropriations for the Government should be, it occurs to 
me, kept in unity before the one committee that has the entire subject 
and sees the expenditures and the demands for expenditures and the 
outlays all at one glance, so to speak. 

If the argument is good as to the District of Columbia for the want 
of a proper constituency and some one to look after its business, cer- 
tainly the Territories are exactly in the same condition, the Indians are 
in the same condition, and by this means we should cut down the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations entirely. Take the appropriation bills, for 
example, by Departments. Take the judicial appropriations; they 
sia y go to the Judiciary Committee under that rule. Takethenayval 


Why not allow the whole rule to be passed over for 
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appropriations; they would go to the Naval Committee; and we should 
not have a thing left in the world for the Appropriations Committee to 
do. You might just as well put an end to it. 

Mr. FRYE. My experience has not been that there is any danger of 
the Appropriations Committee being deprived of what legitimately be- 
longs to it. The complaint which I have heard for the last dozen years 
is the danger that the Appropriations Committee will seize and get con- 
trol of all the legislation of Congress. To-day, by reason of the singular 
rules of the House and the Senate, the Appropriations Committees can 
legislate generally. Under this very rule we are considering now the 
House proposes general legislation, almost anything under its rules and 
under the rulings of a Speaker or of a chairman of a Committee of the 
Whole. That general legislation comes over to the Senate, and underour 
rulesnoamendment to the general legislation sent here from the House is 
inorder, and we must take the general legislation as it comes from the 
Committee on Appropriatigns or else not take it at all. The result is 
that there is a committee of conference made up of members of the Ap- 
propriations Committees of the Senate and House, and the greater part 
of the legislation assumed by that committee is really legislated by a 
committee of conference. 

I do not believe there is any dangerof the Appropriations Committee 
being deprived of anything which legitimately belongs toit. AsIsaid 
before, I have myself no special care about this particular item, al- 
though it did seem to me proper, and I voted very willingly that the 
District appropriation bill should go to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. HARRIS. I think there is one reason which may be assigned 
for referring this appropriation bill to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia that applies to no other appropriation bill. The people of 
the District of Columbia have no representatives; the moneys appro- 
priated for the District of Columbia are not the revenues of the United 
States Government except to the extent of one-half. One-half of the 
money so appropriated is raised by taxation upon the people of the 
District. When the Appropriations Committee deals with general ap- 
propriations for the existence of the General Government, it deals with 
public revenue only. In this instance we deal with public revenue to 
the extent of one-half the amount appropriated, while the other half is 
raised by taxation on the people of the District. 

The District Committees of the two Houses certainly understand, or 
ought to understand, very much more about District affairs than mem- 
bers of the two Houses not upon those committees, or than any other 
of the standing committees of the two Houses. The Senate District 
Committee knows, or ought to know, the extent to which revenues can 
be raised by taxation in the District; it knows, or ought to know, better 
than any other committee, the necessities of the District government, 
and the ways and means of providing for them. 

For these reasons I have for years believed, as I now believe, that 
it is absolutely necessary and important that that appropriation bill 
should go to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and I think 
the reasons for that appropriation bill going to that committee are a 
thdéusand-fold stronger than can be assigned for sending the river and 
harbor bill to the Committee on Commerce. But I have no objection 
to that reference as it is now required by the rule, andas the new rules 
require it to be sent to the committee having jurisdiction of rivers and 
harbors. ` 

Mr. BECK. Will the Senator from Tennessee allow me to make a 
suggestion? The House of Representatives, I believe, claims the right 
to originate all appropriation bills. Does the House Appropriations 
Committee continue to consider the District of Columbia appropriation 
bill? 

Mr. HARRIS. My answer to the Senator from Kentucky is that so 
far as I am informed there has yet been no change of the rule in the 
House that I am aware of; but however that may be, we have no juris- 
diction or control of the rules of the House of Representatives. This 
is a matter of controlling our own action, and the question for the 
Senate is which one of its standing committees is the appropriate com- 
mittee to consider this particular bill. 

That is all that I desire to say, Mr. President. 

Mr. BAYARD. It strikes me that the difficulty about this special 
feature of the rule arises from the misunderstanding of what are the 
functions of appropriation bills. Properly they are simply bills to pro- 
vide funds for the execution of existing laws; they have nothing to do 
with the functions of legislation beyond the mere ascertainment and 
provision of the money necessary to laws then on the statute-book 
into effect. The moment that you depart from that theory of an ap- 
propriation bill you are launched upon a sea of general jurisdiction that 
can readily, improperly exercised, absorb the powers of every commit- 
tee of the body. Under the reasoning of the Senator from Tennessee it 
seems to me that each committee could undertake to report appropria- 
tions for all subjects within the general cognizance of the committee 

I think the experience of this Government and of its 1 tion has 
been that independent of the Committee on the Judiciary, independent 
of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, or any other one 
of the standing committees of the body, an Appropriations Committee 
is necessary simply to pass upon the assessments made by the Executive 
Departments for the proper execution of thé functions of the Govern- 
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ment and to provide money for them as they stand, and do nothing 
else 


With the policy of laws the Appropriations Committee have nothing 
to do; with reform and amendment of existing legislation the Appropri- 


ations Committee havenothingto do. They, if their functions are kept 
in their proper sphere, will take the estimates from the Executive De- 
partments, and they under instructions and comparison and exam- 


ination discover how much money is needed to carry on the Govern- 
ment in its different branches; and there their proper function begins 
and there it ought to end. y 

If I am right in this, and I do not think I can be mistaken, it is not 
well to select the Committee on the District of Columbia as the one 
committee out of all the forty or fifty standing committees of the body 
who shall have the duplicate function, first, of general legislation, and 
coupling with that the power and duty to report such sums as they 
deem necessary for its execution. : 

The Appropriations Committee is controlled by the reports of stand- 
ing committees of this body, by their recommendations; your rule gen- 
erally provides for it; they are controlled, as I said, by the estimates 
from the ts and by information of that kind; but I submitto 
the Senate would it not be a solecism in our general administration of 
the powers of this body to couple: the power of appropriation and the 
power of general legislation inthesame committee? Where else in one 
other cémmittee do those two features combine? 

Mr. INGALLS. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him for a 
moment? 

Mr. BAYARD. Certainly; with pleasure. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator speaks about the difficulty of combin- 
ing the power of reporting appropriations and general legislation inthe 
same committee. si ask him if he does not know that a very 
large amount of the most important legislation has been reported by 
appropriations committees and forced through both bodies ? 

Mr. BAYARD. And I am now protesting against any such practice. 
I consider that one of the most vicious forms of legislation has been 
the ingrafting upon appropriation bills of general features of law. 

Mr. INGALLS. 80 doI. 

Mr. BAYARD. It is one that this body has endeavored to prevent, 
and in my experience we have returned, and properly returned, bills 
to the House of Representatives because they contained features of 
general legislation. The whole function of an appropriation bill is dis- 
regarded when it is turned into an engine of general legislation instead 
of being confined to its proper duties. X 

The question is, if it be unwise, inexpedient, in a legislative sense 
vicious, to ingraft general legislation upon an appropriation bill and 
allow committees of that kind to sit in judgment upon such subjects of 
general jurisdiction, do you not enter in a great degree upon the same 
objectionable ground when you propose to give a standing committee 
the functions of an Appropriations Committee? It is for Senators to 
consider whether the function of finding money to execute existing law, 
which is one thing, should be sent to your general committee in order 
that the two things may be combined, general legislation and appro- 
priations. I do not think that is wise. IfI understand the object for 
which these separations have been made, it has been in the endeavor to 
keep appropriation bills from features of general legislation; and. the 
reason is obvious. I think equally so we ought to keep our standing 
committees free from the functions of general appropriations, For that 
reason I should be glad to see the Committee on Appropriations con- 
tinue its functions in respect to the money needed to execute the laws 
made here for the District of Columbia, and the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia have the power to report legislation fit and proper for 
the District; let the money be found and reported by one committee 
and the law under which it is tobe expended be reported by another. 
I think there is a system of checks in that which is wise. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, the argument of the Senator from 
Delaware utterly fails in respect to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia and the appropriations for the support of the government of 
the District. It is true that the Appropriations Committee ought to 
simply report to us such sums as are necessary to carry into execution 

isting law. That is their function according te the rules, and that 
function they can perform very well in regard to all the ditures 
of the Government except those in the river and harbor bill and the 
District of Columbia appropriation bill. From the very nature of these 
appropriations they are not susceptible of the test which is applied to 
other appropriation bills. Take up the naval appropriation bill; we 
can at once see whether or not the committee has gone beyond the re- 
quirements of existing law and can check them; but in regard to the 
appropriations for the District of Columbia, they can not be ascertained 

orehand by law. I have here the estimates of appropriations for the 
support of the District of Columbia, and I venture to say that not one- 
tenth of the amounts which are contained in these items is fixed by 
law, nor can it be from the nature of the items. 

What are the expenses of the government of the District of Colum- 
bia? They are not defined by law; they are not entirely regulated by 
law. The few officers named in the bill probably are provided for by 
law, but the great body of these expenditures is for streets, for alleys, 
and for public improvements of various kinds; nine-tenths of all the 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 


DECEMBER 2(),. 


appropriations made for the District of Columbia are in their nature- 
new items not fixed by existing law. 

Mr. President, there is another reason why this bill ought to be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and I can speak 
impartially because I do not belong-to either committee. It is that. 
the money appropriated by the bill is not our money; it is not the 
money of the Government that is being appropriated but it is the 
money of these people, the money of the people who live in this Dis- 
trict. It is true the Government of the United States contributes 
one-half of it, but it contributes one-half of it as the owner of prop- 
erty in this District. It ought to be governed therefore by the inter- 
ests of the people of this District, and not by the interests of the Gen- 
eral Government. 

Mr. BAYARD. Does the Senator mean that the people of this Dis- 
trict do contribute one-half the moneys spent here? 

Mr. SHERMAN. One-half exactly. 

Mr. BAYARD. When was that? 

Mr. SHERMAN. That isthe law. One-half is contributed by tax- 
ation; you and I as tax-payers pay our taxes. ; 

Mr. BAYARD. We pay taxes; but I had no idea that the people of 
this District had to pay one-half the expenses. 

Mr.HERMAN. One-half. 

Mr. BAYARD. That may be one-half in regard to certain expenses. 

Mr. SHERMAN. More than one-half let me say; at least one-half 
of the regular appropriations. The Government of the United States 
appropriates out of the Treasury the same amount as is levied by gen- 
eral taxation on the District, and the people of the District also con- 
tribute special taxes in the form of licenses, &c., so that the people of 
this District pay more than one-half of the money that is disbursed 
here, and the United States only contributes the other half from a sense 
of justice, because it owns property here. 

Mr. BAYARD. May I ask a question of the Senator, for I desire to 
understand him? I never believed that the people of this Districtought 
to pay one-half of all the money spent here, because these expenses are 
not for their benefit. Thisis a kind of Federal depot to which the entire 
country comes, and we can not expect the local inhabitants here to bear 
all the taxation necessary. Let me ask the Senator this: when for in- 
stance a million and ahalf of money, I think $1,600,000, over a year ago 
upon the recommendation of the Senator from Tennessee now in the 
chair was appropriated for water-works in this city, did the citizens 
here pay any portion of that? 

Mr.SHERMAN. I understand not. 

Mr. BAYARD. Nota dollar. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is considered simply a Government work, 
necessary for the protection of the Government. 
we BAYARD. I do not object to it; Iam only asking about the 

b 

Mr. SHERMAN. If any citizen of this District avails himself of 
the use of that water, that citizen is charged a water tax and is obliged 
to pay the water tax. My friend pays it. 

Mr. BAYARD. And I may add do not get the water. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is in order to relieve that last objection that 
the appropriation was made. That work is the property of the Gow- 
ernment of the United States, and if we avail ourselves, as citizens, of 
the use of that property we have to pay our tax for it. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Does not the tax go to the District of Columbia, 
and not to the Government ôf the United States? 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from Ohio will allow me a word in 
respect to the appropriation made to complete the water-works a year 
ago, I wish to say that as the bill passed the Senate the appropriation 
was made from the Treasury, and the Government was, according to the 
provisions of the bill as it passed here, to pay the whole expense; but 
the House amended it by requiring the District to pay one-half of it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I did not know that. ` 

Mr. HARRIS. And the committee of conference finally agreed upon 
some compromise, the exact terms of which-I can not now state, but by 
referring to the act you will find that the people of the District, if they 
do not pay one-half of it, pay what approximates very nearly to one- 
half of that entire expense. The a of the District pay, as the Sen- 
ator from Ohio has already stated, fully one-half or more than one-half 
of every expenditure made for the District of Columbia, and that is 
regulated by what is known as the organic act of 1878. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Now, Mr. President, let me go back to the argu- 
ment. The argument in favor of the Committee on Appropriations. 
fails entirely when you come to deal with a fund that is collected from 
private individuals to promote the ends of a public or private corpora- 
tion. Another thing, the items making up this aggregate of appropri- 
ations are not defined by law, nor are they definable by law, but from 
the nature of the expenditures they are items granted from time to- 
time to do work which can not be fixed by law, as the amount to be 
expended on a particularstreet and the like. It seems tome that this 
is a proper case where the bill ought to be referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, just as a bill to pay a pension, which ap- 
propriutes money to pay a particular ion for a particular individual, 


is referred to the Committee on Pensions, and is never sent to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations to provide ways and means for paying and 
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ascertaining what should be the pension, but the bill itself provides for 
the amount. 

I shall vote for the report of the Committee on Rules in this respect, 
referring this particular bill to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia. As to all the other appropriation bills, I think they ought to be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, because they are bills of 
a general character, applying to the whole people of the United States 
and making appropriations of public money of the people of the United 
State for general purposes. I think if those bills were distributed 
among the various committees appertaining to the particular business 
it would lead to a large increase of public expenditure; but the refer- 
ence of this bill to the Committee on the District of Columbia can not 
increase the expenditure, because the amoûnt of expenditure is fixed by 
the amount of taxation, and all the money that could be appropriated, 
if it exceeded the amount of taxes provided for and the amount to be 
supplied by the Government, would necessarily remain unexpended, 
because the law expressly provides that no money shall be expended, 
éven though appropriated, in excess of the revenues of the Government, 
and there is no power in the District commissioners even now-out of 
appropriations made by Congress to contract a debt to the amount of 
one cent or one dollar. If they do they are subject to very severe pen- 
alties, I believe. So the amount to be appropriated is already fixed by 
law, and the only question ig, which committee can best judge of the 
wants of the people of this District. 

I feel bound to say that I have observed on the floor here that when 
good complaints, honest complaints, have been made by the people of 
this District to the Committee on Appropriations, in the nature of things 
that committee could not give any heed to them because that commit- 
tee is overwhelmed with other business and this is the least important 
of all the appropriation bills that it considers. There are complaints 
arising in the government of 180,000 people that ought to be heard by 
some one, questions of the amount for roads or repairs, questions as to 
the appropriation whether in this end or that end of the city. There 
has been a controversy here for years as to whether justice has been done 
in the distribution of the expenditure as between the eastern part of 
the city and other parts of the city. It is claimed that the great body 
of the money expended is spent up where the wealthy people live and 
they get the benefit of all the appropriations, whereas those who pay a 
large share of the taxes, though in smaller sums, who live in a more 
obscure part of the city, are not fairly dealt with. That is not a com- 
plaint that the Committee on Appropriations can listen to; but there is 


a committee organized to take care of the interests of the people of this- 


District, that is organized with a view to protect their interests and to 
hear their complaints, and that committee can be approached any day 
and any hour upon matters of local and minor importance. 

It seems to me that the Senate ought to give to the people of this 
District one committée where they can complain of the appropriations 
excessive in one part of the city and deficient in another, where they 
can make their wants known, and I assure you that, I know that has 
been a practical trouble. The people of this District, poor people, 
have come to me and made their complaints about it. It seems to me 
they ought to be heard before the committee set aside by this body to 
listen to their matters and take care of their business, and that their 
money put in the hands of the Government for the purpose of taking 
care of the interests of this District ought to be controlled, regulated, 
doled out, parceled out if you please, by that committee which has 
charge of the interests of the people of the District. 

Therefore, with every respect to the Committee on Appropriations 
which is charged with a great and important function, and with no will- 
ingness on my part to take away from them one particle of theimportant 
duties they are called upon to discharge, I do think that this in the in- 
terest of the people of this District is an important and desirable change, 
and I shall vote for it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I have no personal wish with respect 
to this modification of the rules, although my judgment is against its 
adoption; but the Senator from Ohio has put into my mind a good many 
arguments against the proposition. He seems to think that the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations is responsible for the fact that streets have 
been improved in one section of the city and neglected to be improved 
in another section of the city, and very properly and trulysays that the 
Committee on Appropriations can not be approached upon that subject. 

It is well enough for us to understand the exact relations of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States to the District of Columbia. Prior to 
1878, when this District was put in chancery by the selection of three 
commissioners to govern it, the District proper for a time made its as- 
sessment of taxes and appropriated the mone: ived therefrom; but 
the Government of the United States during all that period of time also 
appropriated money for the District of Columbia. The entire Metro- 
politan police of this District prior to 1878, and I believe prior to 1880, 
was paid for out of the public Treasury. The courts of the United 
States*in this District are wholly paid to-day out of the Treasury of 
the United States. 


Mr. INGALLS. Not the police court. 


Mr. ALLISON. The police court is sustained by fines, as the Sen- 
ator very well knows. 
Mr. INGALLS. No. 
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Mr. ALLISON. The salary of the judge of the police court is paid 
by the Government of the United States. 

Mr. INGALLS. Only one-half. 

Mr. ALLISON. I may be mistaken as to that, but the police court 
is a self-sustaining court. The Reform School up to a recent date was 
appropriated for out of the Treasury of the United States. In 1878 
there was a long discussion as to the relation of the people of this Dis- 
trict to the Government of the United States with reference to public 
property and private property, and the Congress of the United States 
agreed that for purposes of compromise and adjustment with regard to 
these matters the Government of the United States should pay one-half 
the expenses of this District, and that the other half should be raised 
by taxation, so that the Metropolitan police, the Reform School, and 
some other of the charitable institutions of this District are put in this 
common pool, or pot, as it may be called, and the expenses divided. 
But there are to-day a large number of institutions in this District the 
expenses of which are wholly paid by the United States, and, as my 
colledgues on the Committee on Appropriations will bear me witness, 
one of the difficult things we have to do in that committee is to decide 
whether or not the Government of the United States shall pay the whole 
of these appropriations or whether some of them shall be divided be- 
tween the United States and the people of this District. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I would ask the Senator from Iowa if I am not 
correct in this, that where the appropriations are all paid out of the 
general they are put in the miscellaneous or other bills? 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly so. 

Mr. SHERMAN, And therefore where thé Government pays the 
whole of the expenses the item would not go into this bill? 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly not. And that is just what I am 
trying to say, that the controversy with the District of Columbia is 
whether a certain appropriation ought to go into the sundry civil bill 
or whether it shall go into this District of Columbia bill, under which 
one-half the expense is paid by the District. The aim and effort of 
the people of this District is to throw off as much as possible of these 
expenditures upon what is called the sundry civil bill, so that they may 
be paid by the Government of the United States, rather than to include 
them in the District of Columbia bill, where one-half the expense is to 
be paid by the District of Columbia. One of the great controversies 
we have had in the Committee on Appropriations has been to decide 
whether or not this or that item of appropriation shall be divided 
fairly and justly between the Government and the District of Columbia 
or whether the whole of it shall be paid by the Government of the 
United States. 

Mr. HARRIS. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa, with his 
permission, if he intends to be understood that the Committee on Ap- 
propriations is the only committee of this body that can divide fairly 
and properly the expenditures as between the sundry civil and the Dis- 
trict appropriation bills or as between the people of the District and 
the Government of the United States? r 

Mr. ALLISON. Thatisa most pertinent question put in a most 
polite way, and therefore I will answer the Senator from Tennessee that 
if I have intimated any such thing as he seems to suggest I have been 
mistaken in the words I have used. I know perfectly well that any 
committee of this body is capable of taking charge of the particular 
subjects assigned toit; and, as I stated in the beginning, I have no feel- 
ing in regard to this question, whether the bill mow spoken of shall be 
given to the Appropriations Committee or whether it shall be given to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. Ihave no doubt the latter 
committee will discharge the duty imposed upon it by this rule with 
fidelity ifitis assigned there. I was only endeavoring to answer some of 
the suggestions made by the Senator from Ohio, that the Committee on 
Appropriations is responsible for the complaints made here by people 
with reference to this being done or that not being done. If the Senate 
will take note of the laws of Congress they will observe that the com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia are required annually to make 
estimates to the Secretary of the Treasury of what streets ought to be 
improved and the character of improvement to be made. We have had 
in the Committee on Appropriations no discretion as to whether the 
street paving shall be on East Capitol street or whether it shall be on 
Fourteenth street, leading to the Soldiers’ Home, where the palatial 
mansions of which we have heard are being reared. It is because we 
have had no discretion in these matters that we have had numerous 
complaints made against us in the committee-room and on this floor 
by Senators with reference to appropriations in this part of the city or 
that part of the city. I know perfectly well that the Committee on 
Appropriations, with reference to these local matters, is not able always 
to do what is wanted by different citizens of the District of Columbia. 
We have only endeavored in the best way possible to carry out the laws 
as we have found them on your statute-book. When the law requires 
that the commissioners of the District of Columbia shall make an esti- 
mate of what streets shall be improved and the amount required to be 
appropriated we have never exercised any judgment whatever with re- 
spect to the matter except to cut down the total sum. 

Now, as a matter of course, if appropriations can be shifted from the 
District of Columbia over to the Government of the United States by 
any process, more money can be used in ornamenting and decorating 
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this city, because the amount raised by taxation is a fixed sum, and we 
are required to appropriate an equal sum; and therefore if some char- 
itable association is appropriated for wholly out of the Treasury, it 
leaves one-half of that sum in addition to the sum raised by taxation 
and appropriated in the regular District bill to go to the decoration and 
ornamentation of this city. Of qourse the Committee on the District of 
Columbia will be as careful of these things, possibly more careful of 
them, than has been the Committee on Appropriations. 

- Now, one word with reference to the allegation that there are no 
laws as to the subject of appropriations in this District. With the ex- 
ception of streets and alleys and sewers the estimates are as particular 
and as definite for every officer of the District of Columbia as they are 
with reference to every officer of the United States as defined by law. 
Of course with regard to streets and alleys and sewers there can not be 
any fixed sum, because it rests and must rest in the discretion of the 
two Houses of Congress. / 

I wish to say a word further with reference to this rule in connection 
with this and other appropriation bills. It is said that it is the dispo- 
sition of the Committee on Appropriations to aggrandize to itself power 
in this body and to ingraft upon its bills legislation. I ask any Senator 
whether the Committee on Appropriations has in a single instance 
within the last two years reported legislation upon appropriation bills? 
I know of no instance. We have resisted it everywhere and as firmly 
as we could. ; Unfortunately (and I regret it exceedingly) the com- 
mittee that has taken care of these local matters in the District of 
Columbia did not address itself more particularly to this great embar- 
rassment in this rule. They have made no modification of the rule 
with respect to the very thing which gives us the most trouble in the 
Senate. They have reported the old rule here, verbatim et literatim I 
believe, which refuses the privilege of putting legislation upon appro- 
priation bills in this body. We have the singular paradox of coming 
into the Senate with appropriation bills loaded down with legislation 
that comes from the House of Representatives, put there under the 
rules of the House and sent to us for consideration and action; and yet 
we stand here without the power of amending this legislation in a single 
particular. They have tied us up by these rules so that we can not 
amend legislation in an appropriation bill, although that bill may come 
here checkered and cross-barred with legislation on every page and every 
line. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If my friend will allow me—I do not see the 
chairman of the committee in his seat and I see one of the members of 
it in the chair—I will state that the difficulty in regard to legislative 
amendments to appropriation bills grew out of the action of the other 
House. We can control so far as our amendments are concerned; the 
Senate can control itself under our present rules but can go no further. 
The matter the Senator speaks of is provided for in the joint rules. 
They are a part of this report and will have to be considered in con- 
nection with the other House, 

Mr. ALLISON. So I understand. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The subject has not been overlooked. The Com- 
mittee on Rules agree with the Senator as to the importance of a change 
in the rules of the House, and in the joint rules reported I think we 
have made provisions that if adopted by the two Houses will cure the 
whole difficulty heretofore experienced. ‘ 

Mr. ALLISON. Then there seems to be no necessity for the itera- 
tion and reiteration of the statement that the Committee on Appropria- 
tions is constantly aggrandizing power, when it has stood up here reso- 
lutely for the last two years and resisted legislation upon appropriation 
bills when the legislation has been proposed in the Senate, and did not 
during the last Congress undertake to amend legislation that was sent 
to us from the House. 

I believe from my knowledge (which is limited, I admit) and my ex- 
perience in reference to this matter that it is not wise to te this 
appropriation bill from the other appropriation bills. The District of 
Columbia bill isa child. It is only two or three years old. Until the 
last three years the appropriations for the District of Columbia,were al- 
ways embodied in what is known as the sundry civil bill. The District 
appropriation bill is a new bill. It is the latest and newest of all the 
appropriation bills. Now it may be wise, I do not say that it is not— 
indeed I would not undertake to say from my position that it would 
not be wise—to abolish the Committee on Appropriations and send each 
and every one of the appropriation bills to the respective committees 
having charge of the subjects to which they relate. It is not-for me to 
say that. Ido not know but that that would be wise. I think my 
friend near me [Mr. INGALLS] would concur in that, because he cer- 
tainly is of opinion that this particular matter can best be cared for by 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. I do not say that it can 
not be; but it doesseem to me that the argument which would submit 
this bill to the Committee on the District of Columbia would also turn 
over the Army appropriation bill to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
the naval appropriation bill to the Naval Committee, and soon. I 
have no care about it; it will be a great relief to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations to have this bill considered by the District of Columbia 
Committee, though I do not think it wise to do so. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, the question about the expenditures 
for the increase of the water supply of the District was raised by the 
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Senator from Delaware; and the suggestion was made in response to him, 
by the Senator from Iowa I think, that the Government paid the entire 
expense of that improvement. It is true that in the sense of advancing 
the money to pay for it the Government is to pay the entire expense; 
but the proviso in connection with the passage of the bill was this: 
That one-half the cost of said improvement, excluding the fish-way, shall be 
annually computed and stated by the Treasurer of the United States, and 
charged to a eapital account on the books of the Treasury, and that interest at 
the rate of 3 per cent. per annum thereon shall be annually confputed and 
Shr crouse of cacttjaicing Hie works and appucdign net s abg ine eee 
the expense oi ntaining the works and appe: and pa: 
for interest and sinking fund for the redemption of ferari as fR bonds here- 
tofore issued for the extension of said water-works in the of Washington 
shall be paid into the Treasury of the United States by the officer who may be 
with the collection of the same, and to the account thus cre- 
ated, until the same shall be finally ext ; and the water-rents shall be 
so regulated from time to time as to be at least sufficient to pay the expenses of 
maintaining the said works and appendages and the interest on the capital ac- 
count created in aceordance with this provision in addition to now im- 
posed thereon by law. After the extinguishment of said account and until fur- 
sig — onuren the surplus water-rents shall be paid into the Treasury 
of the Un tates. 


So it is the intention, and was the purpose in the passage of this law, 
to compel the payment of one-half the entire expense of increasing the 
water supply of the District by the consumers by reason of the sinking 
fund that is to be-created from the excess of water-rents, and the com- 
missioners are directed to fix the water-rents so as to provide for this 
sinking fund that shall entinguish one-half of the cost of this improve- 
ment. The Government, therefore, pays one-half of that improvement 
and the residents of the District pay the other half in the way that I 
have suggested, by the paymentof their water-rates, which are so com- 
puted as to form an excess over and above the operating expenditures 
that shall constitute a sinking fund which shall ultimately extingnish 
one-half of the entire amount appropriated. 

Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senator from Kansas think that is a very 
hard provision in view of the fact that the United States to-day is pay- 
ing one-half of the interest on a debt of this District and this city of 
more than $30,000,000 and providing one-half of the sinking fund 
which shall extinguish that principal of $30,000,000? 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from Iowa will not divert me from the 
consideration of this question by any appeal to prejudice in consequence 
of the fact that the Government pays a large amount upon the capital- 
ized debt of this District. I do not think the Government pays a half 
of what it ought to pay in this District. When the contest came up 
in 1878 as to the relative position occupied by the Government and 
the people here and the question of taxation was considered, I resisted 
the effort that was made to compel the payment of 50 per cent. by the 
people of this District. They ought not to be asked to pay one-half of 
the expenses of this District. It is an outrage upon them. The ex- 
penses here aræenormously in excess of what would be required in an 
ordinary municipal corporation. The width of the streets, the parks, 
the expenditure of water for ornamental purposes, everything that is 
done here is on a gigantic scale, and I believe the Government ought 
to pay 75 per cent. of the taxes here. I think it would be equitable, 
it would be just. 

Mr. BAYARD. May I suggest to the Senator another fact, that the 
people of this District have no voice in their own government? 

Mr. INGALLS. Iam very glad they have none. That experiment 
was tried sufficiently. We had popular government and universal suf- 
frage here, and the result was an expenditure that was not entirely 
satisfactory either to the Government or to the tax-payers; and when 
the fathers and founders of the Republic declared that the United States 
should have exclusive jurisdiction over the District where the Federal 
capital should be located, I think it was a very wise provision to ex- 
clude popular suffrage as an element in the government of that Dis- 
trict. 

But I was saying a word about the expenditures of this District in 
response to a remark made by the Senator from Iowa, evidently in the 
ad captandum spirit, to show that there ought to be still farther limi- 
tation because there had hitherto been extraordinary expenditure; and 
upon that point I will make another observation, Mr. President. 

There has been a great deal of animadversion in this country upon 
the expenditures that have been made in this District for the improve- 
ment ofthe streets and for other public works which have been carried 
on at-the expense that has been named by him. I regret, sir, that 
more was not expended. I will say in response to the Senator from 
Towa that there never has been $30,000,000 expended in this country 
in public improvements that was expended more to the satisfaction of 
the people of the entire try, and there never has been $30,000,000 
expended for which there is more te show than there is for that; and 
these men who have been maligned, and who have been ; 
who have been vilified and pursued by newspaper detraction and held 
up and pilloried as deserving of public execration are benefactors of 
this community, and instead of being denounced and decried they de- 
serve approbation, and they ought to have, and they will have yet, 
monuments erected in their memory. 

I am no believer in a niggardly policy about this District and about 
this city. I believe in the widest possible beneficence and generosity. 


We have exclusive jurisdiction here, and this was intended to he the 
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national city. It ought to be in all its appointments a fitting repre- 
sentative of the wealth, of the taste, of the grandeur of this people; and 
the Senator from Iowa will not obtain public approbation by advocat- 
ing, even in an indirect way, the policy of niggardliness in appropria- 
tions made here by the Government. 

I stand here in no sense whatever as the apologist for what has been 
done, but as the advocate and defender of it, and to say that I regret 
that the system of improvements which was marked out by the men 
who have been hitherto execrated was not carried out to its fullest ex- 
tent. It would to-day have been a benefit to this people, it would have 
been an honor to this country, if $50,000,000 had been expended 
rather than $30,000,000. There is nota citizen of this country who 
knows this District, who knows what it is here for, who would not 
willingly contribute his share of the expense necessary to pay the in- 
terest upon that debt. 

The Senator from Iowa attempted also to correct me in another par- 
ticular, and stated that the courts of this District were entirely paid 
for by the Government. When I said that the police court was an ex- 
ceptioh, he endeavored to ayoid the force of my observation by saying 
that that was paid out of fees. Now, mark how plain a tale shall put 
the chairman of the Committee om Appropriations down. On page 141 
of the laws of the United States for the first session of the Forty-sev- 
enth Congress, under the head of ‘‘ courts,” is one paragraph, which I 
will not read in detail, but in which the aggregate in all is $12,918 
that is appropriated for the purposes of that court alone; and when the 
Senator states that it is paid for from fees he shows an additional rea- 
son why the appropriation bill for the District of Columbia should be 
referred to a body that has information upon these subjects. 

As the Senator from Delaware appeared to be somewhat uncertain as 
to the fact that the appropriation was half paid from the revenues of 
the District, let me read the enacting clause of the appropriation act: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the half of the following sums named, respectively, is 
hereby appropriated, out of any money in the ury not otherwise appro- 
priated, and the other half out of the revenues of the District of Columbia. 

‘Then follows the whole list of objects for which appropriation is made, 
including the Aqueduct, the institutions of charity, reformation, and 
prisons, the general expenses for the payment of the salaries of the 
officers, for the streets of the city, for the Metropolitan police, for the 
fire department, for the courts, for the public schools, for the markets, 
and miscellaneous expenses, including the health department, the in- 
terest on the sinking fund, and the water department. 

Mr. President, I have no interest in this matter other than that of a 
friend of this District. Iam a believer in the city of Washington as 
the great national city. There are 160,000, or, it may be, 180,000, 
people located within this territory over which the Government of the 


the great Boundary sewer here, that is intended to discharge all the sur- 
face drainage that comes from the north, on the one side toward Rock 
Creek and on the other toward the Eastern Branch, so as to prevent 
that accumulation of water coming from the rainfall which has hith- 
erto filled up the sewers and prevented the proper drainage of the city. 
Insufficient appropriations have been made, the work has been delayed, 
the health of the city has been imperiled, great sanitary conditions 
have been disregarded, simply because the Committee on Appropria- 
tions refused to permit the necessary amounts to be reported by that 
committee, and why? Because they did not know anything about 
the necessity of the work; they could not know anything about the ne- 
cessity of it. It is for the Committee on the District of Columbia to 
examine into these questions and to report what legislation in their 
judgment is necessary. I say it is not only appropriate, but it is no 
increase of the powers of that committee. I would not, asthe Senator 
from Arkansas intimated, have the Committee on Appropriations emas- 
culated; I would take no step in that direction; but I believe thatthe 
interests of 180,000 people would be promoted by such a course; and 
I believe further, that the interests of the Government would be pro- 
moted. Inasmuch as this bill is one that does not come within the 
general purview of appropriations, inasmuch as there isan entirely new 
element introduced, the Senator from Iowa certainly can take no um- 
brage, because there is no stigma attached to his committee and no re- 
flection upon his eminent services by the course proposed by the amend- 
ment offered to the rule. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to say one word in response to the remarks of 
theSenatorfrom Kansas. Istated when I wasup before that the expenses 
of thecourts of this District were paid by the United States. TheSenator 
from Kansas, in his seat, said the police court was not so paid. Atthe 
moment I supposed it probably was the case, but a moment’s reflec- 
tion, with the law before me, disclosed what is trne, that the police 
court is appropriated for in the District appropriation bill. But what 
} [subsequently stated also remains true, that the police court of this 
District is self-sustaining; that it is not a charge either upon the Dis- 
trict government or the Government of the United States; all the fines, 
penalties, forfeitures, and fees are paid into the District treasury. So 
that, with all my ignorance and want of knowledge, I happened to state 
the facts as they exist. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I happen to be a member of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and have been for a good while, and as such 


I assure you that personally I care nothing about the District appropri- 
ation bill. TheSenator from Tennessee ir HARRIS], now the acting 
President of the Senate, struck the real point that has been put by 
every committee to the Committee on Appropriations when it insists 
that it ought to be allowed to look over those matters. He asked the 


United States has exclusive jurisdiction by the Constitution. It was | question if the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations thought 


designed as a place for the seat of Government, and I think that when 
the framers of the Constitution and the founders of the Republic de- 
cided that they would have a Federal city, and that it should not be 
located in any great commercial or manufacturing metropolis where 
there are liable to be vast numbers of unemployed people to whom 
appeals might be made in cases of great popular excitement, they did 


that other committees and other gentlemen on other committees were 
not as competent to do that work as they were. The Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads have demanded jurisdiction over post-office 
matters, and have put the same question. The chairma:: of the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs has asked the same question, and done it in 
the same way; and so the Senator from Kansas tells us we did not un- 


well. The revolutions in France have been more frequently due to the | derstand all about that sewer. We weretold by the Naval Committee: 


presence of a vast excitable and unemployed population in Paris than 
to any other one fact in their history. I venture to say that if in 1876 
and 1877, during the great contest over the disputed Presidential elec- 
tion, the seat of the Federal Government haa been in New York, or in 
Philadelphia, or in Baltimore, where c-cat masses of people could have 
been appealed to, the danger of a civil war or a revolution would have 
been increased a thousand-fold. ` It is a protection to this Government, 
it is one of the safeguards of our institutions, that this seat of govern- 
ment is located in this place over which Congress has exclusive juris- 
diction. 

These people, as the Senator from Delaware has said, have no voice 
practically in the disposition of their revenues. They are tax-payers; 
they own vast amounts of property here; and taxes are levied upon them 
by Congress, by a power superior to them, over which they have no con- 
trol, and to which they can make no appeal, except through the com- 
mittee in either House of Congress created for the purpose of advising 
upon the subject of the government of this District. 

I have no observations to make upon the conduct of the Committee on 
Appropriations. It isan able committee, but that it has absorbed to a 
very great extent the functions of all the committees of this body I think 
goes without saying. It assumes to pass upon matters that are never re- 
ferred to the appropriate committees and that are left untilthe very close 
of the session, when there is no possibility of consideration by the ap- 
propriate committees; and then they are precipitated upon us and we 
are compelled to vote “yea” or ‘‘nay ’’ under the menace that if we do 
not vote ‘‘yea”’ or ‘‘ nay” the necessary appropriations will be pre- 
yented! Sir, that is wrong, utterly wrong; and the reasons which 
have been presented by the Senator from Ohio and others who have 
spoken upon this subject in favor of permitting tie Committee on the 
District of Columbia to report upon this bill are overwhelming. 

I know that there are ‘‘ enterprises of great pith and moment’’ here 
that are ‘‘ turned awry ” every session of because the Com- 


mittee on Appropriations is not advised about what is necessary. Take 
XV—14 


‘You do not as members of the Appropriations Committee understand 
anything about the steel vessels we ought to build, and the thousand 
things that we learn on our committee.’’ So the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads tells us: ‘‘ Ourintercourse with 
the Post-Office Department has given us information that you gentlemen 
can not have;’’ so say the Military Committee; so say all. 

This is the beginning of a raid on the Appropriations Committee that 
if allowed to proceed can not be resisted, because each committee will 
claim thatit has special knowledge and special information that the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations does not have and can not have, because of 
the intimate relations of the variouscommittees with the different De- 
partments; and it will end in abolishing the Committee on Appropria- 
tions substantially. Perhaps that may bea good thing todo. Itis a 
good way to get money out of the Treasury; there is no doubt about that. 

Each committee of the Senate very properly is constituted so as to be 
the adviser of the particular Department whose interests are committed 
to its care. The Committee on the District of Columbia is composed of 
as good men as any other committee, for we are all alike good; and itis a 
rule that the men representing the States and districts nearest to the 
District of Columbia are always as a matter of right placed upon that 
committee. Why? Because they are supposed to be thespecial friends 
of the District. 

Mr. GROOME. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kentucky 

yield? 
* Mr. BECK. I really prefer, as this is an importantsnbject and is 
going to be very far-reaching before we are through with it, that we 
should adjourn till after the holidays, and think about this matter, or 
pass it over along with the other matter that was passed over until it 
can be farther thought of. Therefore I yield to anybody. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask unanimous consent that the rule which we are 
considering now, relating to appropriations, be passed over until the re- 
maining rnles have been considered. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request of the 
Senator from Iowa that the rule now under consideration, No. 17, be 
passed over until the other rules have been considered and acted upon? 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


SURRENDER ÖF WASHINGTON’S COMMISSION. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a joint resolution (H. Res. 
65) relating to the surrender by George Washington of his commission 
as commander-in-chief of the patriot forces of America; in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. ` 

Mr. GROOME. I ask that the joint resolution be read at length at 
the Clerk’s desk for the information of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the Chair 
will lay before the Senate the joint resolution just received from the 
House of Representatives. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 65) relating to the surrender by George 
Washington of his commission as commander-in-chief of the patriot 
forees of America was read the first time at length, as follows: 

Whereas on the 23d day of December, A. D.1783, at the city of Annapolis, in 
the State of land, George Washington surrendered his commission as the 
commander-in-chief of the patriot forees of America; and 

Whereas that act of patriotic devotion to the principles of the Revolution, the 
success of which established the independence of the Colonies and secured the 
liberties of the people of the United States, is deserving of special recognition 
upon the centennial return of that memorable event: Therefore, 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America 
in Congress assembled, That the President be, and heis hereby, requested to issue 
a proclamation, recommending the people, cither by appropriate exercises in 
connection with the religious services of the 23d instant, or by such publie ob- 
servances as they may deem proper on Monday, the 24th instant, to commemo: 
rate this si event in the history of American liberty. 

Sec. 2. at the President be, and he is hereby, requested to order the na- 
tionul salute to be fired from the various forts throughout the country on Mon- 
day, December 24, 1883. - 

Mr. GROOME. The House of Representatives having passed this 
joint resolution, and it being clear from its terms that it will fall to the 
ground unless acted upon to-day, it seems to me but courteous to the 
other House that I should ask that the Senate at this time proceed to 
its consideration. I ask unanimous consent that it may be now con- 
sidered without displacing the business before the Senate. 

By unanimous consent the joint resolution was read the second time, 
and considered as in Committee of the Whole, 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed 


TEXAS AND PACIFIC RAILROAD LAND GRANT. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. Iask that the Executive communication on the 
President’s table be laid before the Senate. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the following 
communication, which was read: 
DEPARTMENT OF THE LNTERIOR, 
> Washington, December 20, 1883. 
The honorable the President of the Senate pro tempore: 

Sim: In answer to Senate resolution of the 13th instant I have the honor to 
transmit herewith copies of all papers on file in this “ Department relating to 
the attempted transfer by the Texas and Pacific Railroad Company of its land 
gan to the Southern Pacific Railroad Companies of Arizona, New Mexico, and 

lifornia ; also copies of any memorials, briefs, or letters relating tothe matter 
of land grants or subsidies to said Texas and Pacific Railroad.” [may addthat 
no action has been taken by this Department on the subject. 


Very respectfully, 
H. M. TELLER, Secretary. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I ask that the communication and accompanying 
papers be referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection they will be 
so referred. 

Mr. INGALLS. And printed. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Ihave no objection to their being printed, but 
there may be some papers which are very voluminous which it might 
not be necessary to print. However, if the Senator desires it, let them 
be printed. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let them be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kansas desire 
the order to print to be entered ? 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ing papers will be printed. 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. GROOME. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Maryland that the Senate do now adjourn. 
[Putting the question.] The ayes have it; and the Senate stands ad- 
journed until 12 o'clock Monday next. [A pause.] The Chair desires 
to call the attention of Senators before they depart from the Chamber 
to the fact that while the Chair understood that the Senate would ad- 
journ over from to-day until Monday, the Secretary informs the Chair 
that no such resolution is of record. Such was the understanding of 
the Chair and the Chair so announced, but the Chair would rather fol- 
low the record than follow his own understanding. 

Mr. INGALLS. I move that the Senate now adjourn until Monday, 
at 12 o’clock meridian. 


The communication and accompany- 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair, assuming that by unani- 
mous consent the former announcement of adjournment was reconsid- 
ered, will put the question on agreeing to the motion of the Senator 
from Kansas, that the Senate now adjourn until Monday, at 12 o'clock 
meridian. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 3 o'clock and 57 minutes p. m.) 
the nome adjourned until Monday, December 24, at 12 o’clock, 
meridian. . 


e - 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


THURSDAY, December, 20, 1883. 


The House met at 120°clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. JOHN 
8. Linpsay, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


CALL OF STATES FOR THE INTRPDUCTION OF BILLS. 


Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, at the request of many members on 
both sides of the House I ask unanimous consent that, after disposing 
of the reports of the Committee on Rules, the States may be called for 
the introduction of bills and joint resolutions ason Mondays. Gentle- 
men are here who desire to leave for the holidays, and wish to have 
their bills presented to the committees of the House before going. I 
do not suppose there will be any objection. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks unanimous 
consent that after the House has disposed of the report already made 
by the Committee on Rules—or does the gentleman refer to the several 
reports to be made by the committee? 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes, sir; after the entire subject is disposed of. 

Mr. CALKINS. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania listen to a 
suggestion? It will take some time to call the States, and I ask that 
he modify his request, that the Speaker, by unanimous consent, receive 
bills from any member who has them in his possession and desires to 
present them. 

Mr. RANDALL, I am quite willing, as that accomplishes my object. 
It would accomplish the same thing, but I think the method which I 
have suggested would save confusion. 

Mr. CALKINS. The only reason I made the suggestion was for the 
purpose of saving time. 

Mr. RANDALL. I am disposed on reflection not to accept the sug- 
gestion of the gentleman from Indiana, and hope that he will not in- 
sist upon it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it will not save time to adopt 
the suggestion of the gentleman from Indiana. The more speed 
method will be by calling the States. ? 

Mr. CALKINS. Then I withdraw the suggestion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the request of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania to the House. Is there objection, after dis- 
posing of the report from the Committee on Rules, to the eall of States 
and Territories for the introduction of bills and joint resolutions? 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. I object. 


ADDITIONAL FUND FOR FOLDING-ROOM. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, I desire toask unanimous consent 
of the House to submit for passage the resolution that I send to the 
Clerk’s desk, which I will ask to have read, and just state the facts eon- 
nected with it in one moment. 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will report the resolution, after which 
the Chair will ask for objections. 

The Clerk read as follows: xu 

Resolved, That there be paid out of the contingent fund of the House, under the 
direction of the Doorkeeper, the sum of $1,420, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, for the rental value of a building to be occupied by the folding depart- 


ment of the House and for the expense of transportation of public documents 
for the use of the House for the ensuing fiscal year. 


Mr. BLACKBURN.) Mr. Speaker, allowing the right of objection to 
remain with every member of the House, I will only say that is a prop- 
osition to cover expenses after the Ist day of January for the rent of the 
building used for the folding-room of the House and for the trans- 
portation of documents and the hire of a horse and driver. Hitherto 
the appropriation has been made to run with the fiscal year, for years 
past, until the sundry civil bill of last year, which I hold in my hand, 
in which a provision was incorporated, which will be found on page 34, 
for this purpose, extending the appropriation only up to the Ist day 
of January. This House will not be in session on the Ist of January. 
The public documents of the Government will not have any building 
in which to be stored, nor will there be any provision made for their 
care or custody, or for the hire of a horse engaged in the transportation 
of them, unless this temporary relief be accorded by the House. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution ? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was to. 

Mr. BLACKBURN moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
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lution was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


. ADDITIONAL PAY TO DISCHARGED EMPLOYÉS. 


Mr. GEDDES. Mr. Speaker, in offering the resolution relating to 
the compensation of discharged employés of the House on yesterday I 
must confess that I was surprised to hear an objection to it come from 
this side of the House. One consideration alone would Jead my judg- 
ment tu support this proposition. I think it ought to be pasted with- 
out a dissenting voice. If an objection exists, now is not the time to 
interpose it. If itstood here as an original proposition, I am free to say 
that I should oppose it. But I could not under existing circumstances 
interpose my voice or my vote against the passage of this resolution. 
That one consideration is this: Forsix years the Democratic party had 
power in this House. ‘The other side of the House was in the minority, 
but they generously, cheerfully awarded to Democratic employés the 
compensation provided for by this resolution. Wes ready, and not 
only ready, but cheerfully and joyfully accepted the gift. In the last 
Congress, when they had the majority and we were in the minority, it 
was again tendered and accepted by this side of the House. Now we 
come again into the majority and they are in the minority, and their 
employés, our employés, the employés of this whole country, are asking 
this little pittance of award at our hands, and I say no objection should 
come from the Democratic side of the House. 

If at another time, when we are even on this question, it comes up 
as an original proposition I may be found voting against it; but I do 
not ye to be regarded as joining in any game of *‘ heads I win, tails 
you lose.” 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like toask the gentleman from Ohio aques- 
tion. Does he want the House to understand that the extra compen- 
sation given to employés began with the Forty-fourth Congress? Does 
he not know it is true that the practice antedated that many years? 

Mr. GEDDES. I say this, that the first opportunity that Demo- 
cratic employés had to receive this extra compensation they received it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I did not want the gentleman to put this side of the 
House in the attitude of having inaugurated this matter, which was 
the fair inference from what he stated. 

Mr. GEDDES. I do not desire to be so understood. I only desire 
to be understood as saying that having accepted this extra compensa- 
tion, we ought not now decline to give it. 

I believe this objection came in the real spirit of economy, and I join 
most heartily in that, I want to be numbered among the strictest of 
that sect; but there are occasions for the application of that principle, 
and there are other times when we would be suspected of sheer hum- 
buggery when we talk about it. I want no sham; I want it real when 
it comes; I want to begin at the bung-hole. I am unwilling to allow 
as mere incidental expenses to the executive department, to the Presi- 
dent of the United States, $75,000 and allow these poor boys te go 
home paying their own fare. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, as my friend from Ohio [Mr. GEDDES] 
has gone so extensively into the merits of this question, I feel that it 
would not be inappropriate for me to give the reasons why I asked that 
the resolutions be printed in the RECORD and be considered with some- 
thing more of deliberateness than was about to characterize us yester- 
day evening. I agree with him in that spirit of economy that he says 
he is going to enter upon. But it is proper for us to understand what 
the custom of the House has been, and I undertake to say that the gen- 
tleman has not presented accurately the custom. As he states, there 
has been an extra month’s pay given as a customary thing to the em- 
ployés of the House at the end of the session through which they have 
served; and the employés that are sought to be reached by this resolu- 
tion got that extra month’s pay at the close of the last session of Con- 
gress. That will not be denied. At the last Congress, for the first 
time so far as I have been able to see, a resolution went throngh giving 
to the discharged employés of the class that are affected by this resolu- 

‘tion one month’s extra pay. I have searched the record, and have 
searched it in vain, for any instance in which it was done prior to that 
time. 

Mr. GEDDES, I trust the gentleman will, right in that connection, 
make the necessary explanation, because it might be inferred from what 
he has said that this is not in substance the same resolution as has been 
adopted heretofore. I admit that in the last Congress and now again 
one class of employés have been added who are not included in the 
former actien of the two Houses; but that is an unimportant matter, 
and, so far as I care, they may be stricken out. That does not reach 
the main body of employés.. That runs back also of the time to which 
I have referred. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The custom of paying a month’s extra pay at the 
close of the session through which employés have served has run back 
for a number of years; but that of paying those who were discharged 
and did not serve through a session I believe has not been a custom here- 
tofore, That is the distinction which I desire to draw, and I simply 
wanted to state the facts to the House. Let the House act upon them 
as they see fit. . 

Mr. REAGAN addressed the Chair. 
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I desire to ask the Chair if this resolution is up for 
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Mr. KEIFER. 
consideration ? 

The SPEAKER. It was offered yesterday, and op objection being 
made, was allowed to go over until to-day. 

Mr. KEIFER. Then it is now up for consideration ? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. 

Mr. REAGAN. We are here not representing ourselves, but repre- 
senting our respective constituencies. We are here not making char- 
itable donations of our own money, but voting away money of other 
people. Our experience has been that in public bodies like this there 
is great liberality generally indulged when men are engaged in voting 
away the money of other people. When they are called upon to pay 
money out of their own pockets they are not inclined, perhaps, to be, 
so liberal. 

I do not care what the precedents have been. The custom has been 
wrong from the beginning, and there never can be a better time to cor- 
rect it than now. Weemploy men under the law, specifying what their 
compensation shall be, and upon that understanding they enter upon the 
discharge of the duties of the offices.which they fill. It is in the nature 
of a contract between the Government and them that they shall receive 
so much compensation. Then we propose after they have received that 
compensation to make a donation of an additional amount. Why 
should this be done? These men get ample compensation for the serv- 
ices rendered; so ample that whenever the House is to be ized 
there is a scramble sufficient to disgust any man on earth for these posi- 
tions. They are not compelled, as my friend suggests, to take this com- 
pensation. They take it from choice, and they are well paid for their 
services. But we can point to a million of men in this country not re- 
ceivinganything like such compensation, and who perform not such easy 
service as this, but who perform toilsome manual labor. If you hire 
them at ten dollars or at twenty dollars a month, when the year ex- 
pires or the six months expire you do not propose to give them out of 
your pocket a month’s additional wages, although they are not like 
these men who have already received one month’s additional wages; 
but you tell them, ‘‘ There is your pay according to your contract; that 
is fair between us.” 

It may be that this may be thought one of the ways of reducing the 
surplus which now so encumbers the Treasury. Butif we wish toteach 
our people to plunder the Treasury, if we wish toteach them that they 
are to obtain something for nothing, which is one of the great heresies 
of our age, such resolutions as this is the way to teach them to go into 
a scramble inorder to draw from the Treasury something that does not 
belong to them, and to produce a condition of demoralization and dis- 
honesty which is eating into the very vitals of this Government—of 
every department of it, executive and legislative, if not judicial. 

I have no hope of resisting successfully the passage of this resolution, 
for it is other people’s money that we are giving away. We propose, 
without consideration, without justification, to make ourselves exceed- 
ingly pleasant to some people by giving other people’s money to those 
that are around us here. I have thus stated briefly some of the con- 
siderations that will induce me to vote against this resolution and to 
hope most sincerely that it may be defeated. 


Mr. GEDDES. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him one ques- 
tion? 

Mr. REAGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. GEDDES. I wish to ask the gentleman if he has considered 


one thing, that I have no doubt originally and all along the line has 
influenced the members of this House? That is, that the employés of 
the Senate have been receiving a much larger cegmpensation for less work 
than the employés of the House. 

Mr. REAGAN. Ihave not thought of that just now and in this con- 
nection; but I have thought of it on several occasions most seriously, I 
have felt thatit was a disgrace to this House that it consented to a law 
which permitted the employés of the Senate to receive so much more 
than the employés of the House, although we are paying our own em- 
ployés most liberally. That, however, is the fault of the Senate, and 
if they can answer to their constituents for that fault they may do so. 
I do not propose to imitate their example and plunder the Treasury for 
the benetit of friends or partisans. 

Mr. KEIFER. I simply desire to state, so that gentlemen may not 
suppose that we are yoting away large sums of money by this resolution, 
that the class of mal Jes the honorable gentleman trom Tennessee [ Mr. 
MCMILLIN] speaks of as being included in this resolution for the sec- 
ond time only —— 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. Will the gentleman permit me to offer 
an amendment and have it read? 

Mr. KEIFER. Iwill do so. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. I do not propose to discuss it. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add the following: 
“The provisions of this resolution shall notappiy to employes of this House dn 
tia annual roll who entered into its service within one month of the close of the 
session. r 


. KEIFER. I was about to state what I think is true so far as 


this resolution is concerned, that this is the second time that a resolu- 
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tion has been introduced into this House thatincluded extra pay for the 

Capitol police. I think the last Congress passed a resolution of that 

kind for the first time. That is the class of persons referred to by the 

gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] as being included in a 

measure of this kind for the second time only. 

In order that gentlemen may not be distressed about this matter I 
will state that I am just informed that no member of the Capitol police 
has yet been discharged, and therefore this resolution would not apply 
to that class of persons. I am not prepared to say that it would be well 
to strike them out. There may have been one discharged, but I think 
not one has been yet discharged.. That being the case, this resolution 
will therefore not appropriate any money for them. 

_ Mr. REAGAN. Does the gentleman say that none of the Capitol 
police would receive money under this resolution? 

Mr. KEIFER. None of them would receive it unless they had been 
discharged from service by a certain day. I think there has been no 
one yet discharged, though there may have been one. 

And it was suggested by the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. McMIL- 
LIN] that a month’s extra pay was given to the employés of the House 
at the close of the last Congress. But the gentleman ought to have 
said that that was only usual and ordinary. At the close of the Forty- 
sixth Congress we had one of the most remarkable struggles between 
the House and the Senate over that very question. When the conferees 
on the part of the House on an appropriation bill came into the House 
and reported that the Senate would not allow the one month’s extra 
pay for the House employés, and they had agreed to strike it out, this 
House rejected the conference report and referred the matter to a new 
conference committee. And then, upon my motion, a resolution was 
adopted instructing our conferees to go back to the Senate and say that 
the House would never agree to a report unless the extra month’s pay 
was given to the employés of the House. The conferees did as they were 
ordered by the House, it was agreed to, and the House employés were 
paid. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT]' knows very well 
what that struggle was. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I recollect very well the contest to which the gentle- 
man refers. That compensation was allowed in order to equalize the 
salaries of the employés of the Senate and the House. 

Mr. KEIFER. And that was what it was given for at the last session. 

Mr. GEDDES. I now call the previous question. 

Mr. COBB. I want to make an inquiry. 

Mr. GEDDES. I will yield for a question. 

Mr. REAGAN, Allow me fora moment to refer to a statement 
made by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEIFER] in regard to the Cap- 
itol police. 

Mr. GEDDES. Certainly. 

Mr. REAGAN. I see by reference to the resolution that it pro- 
vides— 

That the officers and bgt genet the House, including the Capitol police who 
were employed on the day of December, 1883, and who have ceased or 
who shall, prior to the Ist day of February, 18%, cease to be employed, &c. 

That would include all who might be discharged before the Ist day 
of February. 

Mr. COBB. I desire to inquire of both the gentlemen from Ohio 
[Mr. GEDDES and Mr, KEIFER] concerning one thing. I understand 
the fact to be that the Doorkeeper of the last House, who had a large 
number of employés under him, at the close of the last session of Con- 
gress turned off those employés who had been actively engaged in the 
service of the House during the last session of Congress and put new 
men in their places, in agar no duty whatever during the sum- 
mer months and until the meeting of the present Congress, 

Now. if those men or employés are to be paid this month’s extra 
compensation I think it would be unjust, I think it would be not 
right to pay them. I understand it to be true that after turning off 
those who had actively performed service during the last session.of 
Con, these men were put in their places and have performed no 
service whatever. ; 

Now, is this a fact? I understand it to be true; and I understand 
that the Doorkeeper gave employment to a person interested with him 
in business by turning off another party, and that the person thus ap- 
pointed performed no service whatever. Yet under this resolution, as 
I understand, that man would get the benefit of, the additional pay. 
If this is the fact it is not right. This matter ought to be looked into 
and not passed hastily. Of course what I have stated as my under- 
standing I do not know to be true, but I have learned it from such a 
source that I believe it to be true, and unless it is denied I shall take 
it for granted that it is the fact. 

Mr. KEIFER. I know nothing about‘it. 

Mr. GEDDES. As this question has been raised, I desire simply to 
say 1 have assumed that these officers performed their duty, judging 
from my knowledge of the practice of the Democratic party. If any- 
thing of the kind charged has occurred, I hope some member of the 
Household on the other side will make itknown. But I protest against 
allowing this entire proposition to go over or to be trodden under foot 
by a mere naked charge unsupported. Unless this charge is admitted 
to be true, I insist upon immediate action on this resolution. 


Mr. BLOUNT. 
or two. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I hope the gentleman will yield to me for a few 
moments. 

Mr. COBB. I wish to move an amendment to this proposition. 

* Mr. GEDDES. I move the previous question. 

Mr. COBB. I presume the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GEDDES) will 
not take me off the floor. 

Mr. GEDDES. I have moved the previous question and yielded to 
the gentleman from Indiana for the purpose of making aninquiry. He 
took his seat and now rises under the advantage I then gave him. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman from Ohio to 
demand the previous question—— 

Mr. GEDDES. I did. 

The SPEAKER. Andhe suspended for a momentin order that some 
gentleman might propound a question to him. 

Mr. GEDDES. I would be very glad to yield, but half a dozen other 
gentlemen have made similar requests. 

Mr.SINGLETON. Iam required togive my vote on this proposition, 
yet am not permitted to state my reasons. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Ohio insist on the call for 
the previous question? . 

Mr. GEDDES. Ido. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Then I shall have to vote against the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. GEDDES. Ishall regret that. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio demands the previous 
question on the resolution and includes in the demand, asthe Chair un- 
derstands, the amendment offered by the gentleman from North Car- 
olina [Mr. Cox]. 

The previous question was ordered, there’ being—ayes 101, noes 74.° 

Mr. REAGAN. Task whetherit is not in order now to move to com- 
mit the resolution ? 

The SPEAKER. With instructions. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I desire to call for the yeas And nays on the 
adoption of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] 
make a motion to commit with instructions? The rule permits such a 
motion to be made pending the demand for the previous question or 
after it has been ordered. 

Mr. REAGAN. Then I move that the resolution be referred to the 
Committee on Accounts, when appointed, with instructions to report at 
as early a day as practicable. i 

Mr. COBB. I ask the gentleman from Texas to accept as an amend- 
ment this provision: that the committee be instructed to inquire whether 
persons were employed immediately upon the close of the last session, 
and if so, that the committee be instructed so to amend the resolution 
that such persons shall not receive this extra pay. ` 

Mr. REAGAN. I will accept that amendment. 

TheSPEAKER. The proposition had better be reduced tg writing. 

Mr. CALKINS. While that is being done I desire to ask unani- 
mous consent to submit, in order that it may go with the resolution 
and take whatever course it takes, a provision to allow one month’s 


Task the gentleman to yield to me for a moment 


extra pay to Judge Clisbee, our old reading clerk, who was stricken 


with paralysis during the last Congress. I think gentlemen on the 
other side will remember the circumstances of the case and will make 
no objection to having this proposition included. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. I hope it may be included. Judge Clisbee is 
now a physical wreck; he is dying at this time as a consequence of 
overwork which he did during the last Congress. 

Mr. CALKINS. I ask unanimous consent to submit the proposition, 
that it may go with this resolution as an amendment. 

Mr. GEDDES. I object. There are half a dozen other amendments 
which gentlemen here desire to offer; and I have refused to admit any 
ofthem. Ido not think this resolution ought to be lumbered down 
with amendments. ; 

Mr. CALKINS. Let it go with the resolution and take whatever 
course the resolution may take. 

Mr. GEDDES. It will do no good. 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
REAGAN], as now reduced to writing, will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the resolution be committed to the Committee on Accounts, and thatthe 
committee inquire and report to the House whether there were persons turned 


out of their positions at the close of the last session of Congress, and others 
in their places who have performed no service. p 


Mr. REAGAN. I think the words ‘‘by the Doorkeeper ” should be 
inserted after the words ‘‘turned out of their positions.” 

Mr. GIBSON. Let it stand as it is, 

Mr. COBB. Do I understand that it is proposed to insert the words 
“by the Doorkeeper?’’ : 

The SPEAKER. The motion as read has not been ch 

The question 
there were—ayes 11 

Mr. KEIFER. 


ing taken on agreeing to the motion of Mr. REAGAN, 
noes 54. 


I demand the yeas and nays. 
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The yeas and nays were not ordered, one-fifth not having voted in 
favor thereof. 

So Mr. REAGAN’S motion to recommit with instructions was agreed to, 

Mr. REAGAN moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CORRECTION OF ERROR IN RESOLUTION, 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, I rise for the purpose of moving 
the correction of a clerical error ina resolution passed by the House just 
a moment ago, and it is to strike out the word ‘‘ ensuing”’ and in lieu 
thereof to insert the words “‘current fiscal year.’ As it is, with the 
clerical error uncorrected, the resolution is now valueless. 

TheSPEAKER. If there be no objection the Clerk will read the reso- 
lution as it will be when corrected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That there be paid out of the contingent fund of the House, under the 
direction of the Doorkeeper, the sum of $1,420, or so much thereof as may be nec- 
essary, for the rental value of a building to bé occupied by the folding depart- 
ment of the House and for the expense of transportation of public documents 
for the use of the House for the current fiscal year. 


There was no objection, and the correction was made accordingly. 
HOUSE COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee 
on Rules to report back a substitute for the resolution submitted to 
them on yesterday and to move that the substitute be adopted. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Clerk will read the report of the Committee 
on Rules. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Rules, to which was referred the following proposed amend- 
ment to Rule X, viz— 

“1. Unless otherwise specially ordered by the House, the Speaker shall a 
point, >» the commencement of each Congress, the following standing commit- 
tees, viz: 

“ On Elections, to consist of fifteen members. 

“On Ways and Means, to consist of thirteen members. 

“On Appropriations, to consist of fifteen members. 

“On the Judiciary, to consist of fifteen members. 

“On Banking and Currency, to consist of thirteen members, 

“On Coinage, Weights, and Measures, to consist of thirteen members. 

“ On Commerce, to consist of fifteen members, 

“On Rivers and Harbors, to consist of fifteen members. 

“On Agriculture, to consist of fifteen members, 

“On Foreign Affairs, to consist of thirteen members, 

“ On Military Affairs, to consist of thirteen members, 

“On Naval Affairs, to consist of thirteen members. 

“On the Post-Office and Post-Roads, to consist of thirteen members. 

“On the Public Lands, to consist of thirteen members. 

“On Indian Affairs, to consist of thirteen members. 

“ On the Territories, to cousist of thirteen members. 

“ On Railways and Canals, to consist of thirteen members, 

“On Manufactures, to consist of thirteen members. 

“On Mines and Mining, to consist of thirteen members. 

* On Public Buildings and Grounds, to consist of thirteen members. 

“On Pacific Rai to consist of thirteen members. 

“On Levees and Improvement of the Mississippi River, to consist of thirteen 
members. 

“On Education and Labor, to consist of thirteen members. 

“On the Militia, to consist of thirteen members, 

“On Patents, to consist of thirteen members. 

“ On Invalid Pensions, to consist of fifteen members. 

“On Pensions, to consist of thirteen members. 

“On Claims, to consist of fifteen members. 

“On War Claims, to consist of thirteen members. 

“On Private Land Claims, to consist of thirteen members. 

.* On the District of Columbia, to consist of thirteen members. 

“On Revision of the Laws, to consist of thirteen members ”— 

Had the same under consideration, and report the following substitute there- 
for, viz.: 3 

“The committeeshereinafter named shall hereafter consist of thirteen mem- 
bers each, viz.: Banking and Currency, Foreign Affairs, Military Affairs, Terri- 
tories, Public Buildings and Grounds, and on the District of Columbia. 

“And the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads shall hereafter con- 
sist of fifteen members. 


Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer as an amendment to 
that substitute the same amendment which I offered on yesterday, ex- 
cept that I increase the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads 
to the same number indicated by the Committee on Rules, that is, to 
fifteen members. _ 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, I simply desire to say for the 
information of the House that the report made by the Committee on 
Rules was reached after a careful and an elaborate consideration of the 
whole subject. They offer a proposition in lieu of the amendment sub- 
mitted by the gentleman from Kentucky yesterday [Mr. WILLIS], and 
which he now proposes as a substitute for this report. We say to the 
House it is the judgment of the Committee on Rules that in the report 
I have submitted we adopt very largely the proposed inctease suggested 
by the gentleman’s amendment, but that the substitute we propose is 
more carefully prepared and better answers the necessities of the ma- 
chinery of the House than the one offered yesterday, and which, as I 
stated, the gentleman again submits to the vote of the House. 

I am authorized to say to the House that the repétt of the Commit- 
tee on Rules fully meets the views and wishes of the present Speaker 
of the House, and it has the indorsement of every other member of that 
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committee. It makes an increase of forty-four positions on committees, 
exclusive of the seven created by the new Committee on Labor as es- . 
tablished ard determined by the House on yesterday. 

Several MEMBERS, Forty-four memberships of committees ? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes; it is an increase of forty-four member- 
ships of the committees of the House; that is, if it be adopted, there are 
to be forty-four additional committee memberships, exclusive of the 
seven which constitute the new Committee on Labor. The ag te 
increase therefore would be fifty-one as proposed by the Committee ou 
Rules, and that, in the judgment of every member of that committee, 
including the Speaker, is amply sufficient to provide for the efficient 
disposal of the business of the House. - 

I now ask, Mr. Speaker, for the previous question on the adoption o% 
the report of the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. WILLIS. I hope the gentleman will not insist on the previous 
question until I have had an opportunity to submit a few remarks ón 
my proposition. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, I cannot withdraw the previous question, and 
yet I can not be wanting in courtesy to my colleague. He is only re- 
newing the same amendment he debated at such length yesterday. 

Mr. WILLIS. Upon yesterday, when the Committee on Rules pre- 
sented its report reviving certain select committees, an amendment was 
offered and carried increasing the number of their membership. The 
total increase thus secured was ten. Subsequently, when the commit- 
tee presented another report dividing the Committee on Education and 
Labor, I offered an amendment which left that committee unchanged 
in name and jurisdiction, but increased it and twenty-two other stand-. 
ing committees from eleven to thirteen members, thus securing forty- 
six additional positions on the standing committees. The amendment 
also created an additional standing committee on rivers and harbors of 
fifteen members, which it was understood had been determined upon 
by the committee. 

At the reyuestof-my colleague [Mr. BLACKBURN], who was in charge 
of the report of the committee, I withdrew the amendment, in order 
to give the Committee on Rules an opportunity to examine the pro- 
posed changes. 

That opportunity the committee has had, and the result is now 
offered in this unanimous report. Thatreport makes a large increase of 
committee ‘positions, and though not as large as the amendment pro- 
posed, I would be disposed to ask no vote except for the fact thata 
number of gentlemen are in favor of the largest increase and have ex- 
pressed a desire to vote upon the subject. Before asking a vote, however, 
I will modify the amendment by striking out that portion restoring the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

While I felt it my duty as a former member of that committee to 
oppose the proposed change as unnecessary, uncalled for, and without 
justification, and while I believe the division of the committee will 
injure the cause in whose behalf it is asked, I am not inclined to press 
the point. And in this connection I ought perhaps to assure my clever 
and impulsive friend from Missouri [Mr. O’ NEILL] that had I supposed 
for a single moment that the defeat of his proposed new committee of 
seven would imperil the safety of thecountry and precipitate a riot, 
either in Pittsburgh or elsewhere, I most certainly would never have 
uttered one word in opposition. My only desire was to accomplish the 
very object he doubtless had in view—the intelligent consideration and 
legislation upon the interests of the workingmen of our country. As 
that part of the amendment was of minor importance, and has been 
misunderstood and misconstrued, I now withdraw it, so that the only 
remaining question will be whether all these standing committees or 
only four-fifths of them shall be enlarged. j 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Will my colleague agree to submit the ques- 
tion now to the House, as there are several other matters the committee 
desire to have considered ? 

Mr. WILLIS. I am warned by my colleague that time is very 
precious. I am warned also by my own knowledge of this subject 
that fa pues a serious and important qutstion to this House. And 
if I any doubt about it, the able and unanswerable speech which 
lies before me, made by my friend and colleague at the opening of the 
last Congress, when these various committees were increased, some 
from eleven to fifteen, and some from eleven to thirteen, would promptly 
and effectually remove it. His argument, though strong then, would be 
doubly so now, when we have such a large increase of representation 
and decrease of committee places. 4 

My amendment simply contemplates the increase of all twenty-three 
of these committees, now consisting of eleven members, to thirteen. It 
gives a few positions more than the report does, and secures uniformity 
in numbers; that is all. I hope the amendment will be agreed to. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I now ask the previous question upon the re- 
port and pending amendment. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. BLACKBURN moved to reconsider the vote by which the pre- 
vious question was ordered; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


The SPEAKER. The first question is upon the amendment of the 
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gentleman from Kentucky to the substitute proposed by the Committee 
on Rules, which the Clerk will now report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


1. Unless otherwise specially ordered by the House, the Speaker shall a; 
point, nir the commencement of each Congress the following standing Sante. 
tees, viz: 

On Elections, to consist of fifteen members. 

On Ways and Means, to consist of thirteen members. 

On Appropriations, to consist of fifteen members. 

On the Judiciary, to consist of fifteen members. 

On Banking and Currency, to consist of thirteen members. 

On Coinage, Weights, and Measures, to consist of thirteen members, 

On Commerce, to consist of fifteen mem 

On Rivers and Harbors, to consist of fifteen members. 

On Agriculture, to consist of fifteen members, 

On Foreign Affairs, to consist of thirteen members. 

On Military Affairs, to consist of thirteen members, 

On Naval Affairs, to consist of thirteen members. 

On the Post-Office and Post-Roads, to consist of fifteen members. 

On the Public Lands, to consist of thirteen members. 

On Indian Affairs, to consist of thirteen members. 
* On the Territories, to consist of thirteen members. 

On Railways and Canals, to consist of thirteen members. 

On Manufactures, to consist of thirteen members. 

On Mines and Mining, to consist of thirteen members. 

On Public Buildings and Grounds, to consist of thirteen members. 

On Pacific Railroads, to consist of thirteen members. _ 

On Levees and Improvement of the Mississippi River, to consist of thirteen 
members, 

On Education, to consist of thirteen members. 

On Labor, to consist of seven members. 

On the Militia, to consist of thirteen members. 

On Patents, to consist of thirteen members. 

On Invalid Pensions, to consist of fifteen members, 

On Pensions, to consist of thirteen members. 

On Claims, to consist of fifteen members. 

On War Claims, to consist of thirteen members, 

Ox Private Land Claims, to consist of thirteen members, 

On the District of Columbia, to consist of thirteen members. 

On Revision of the Laws, to consist of thirteen members, 


The question being taken, the House divided; and there were—ayes 
39, noes 100. 

So the amendment was not agreed to, 

Mr. BLACKBURN moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ment was rejected; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 5 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs upon agreeing to the 
amendment of the Committee on Rules as a substitute for the original 
resolution committed to them, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was to. 

Mr. BLACKBURN moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
amended resolution was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


COMMITTEE ON RIVERS AND HARBORS. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, I now call up the report made by 
the Committee on Rules CEN which was úndispased of and went 
over on the suggestion of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. HORR], 
in reference to thẹ Committee on Commerce, and ask that the Clerk re- 
port the resolution as it comes from the Committee on Rules. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Rules, to whom was referred the following resolution, viz— 

* Resol: That the rules of the House of Representatives be amended as fol- 
lows, name: x 

“In Rule X, after the words ‘on commerce, to consist of fifteen members,’ add 
‘on rivers and harbors, to consist of fifteen members.’ 

“Amend paragraph 7 of Rule XI so as to read as follows: 

“*To commerce, life-saving service, and light-houses, other than appropria- 
tions for life-saving service and light-houses, to the Committee on Commerce.’ 

* And insert next thereafter the following paragraph : 

“*To the improvementof rivers and harbors, to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors; and the Committee on Rivers and Harbors shall have the same privi- 
lege in apong bills making Appropriations for the improvement of rivers 
and harbors as is accorded to the Committee on Appropriations in reporting 
gencral appropriation bills” '— 

Having bad the same under consideration, report it without amendment and 
recommend itsadoption, 


Mr. HORR. Mr. Speaker, I would ask the members of the House 
for their attention for just a moment while I state what seems to me 
to bealmost self-evident, that the passage of this resolution will simply 
degrade what has heretofore always been one of the prominent com- 
mittees of this House since that committee has been organized. .The 
result of this resolution will be to degrade the Committee on Commerce 
> a level with the most unimportant committee now organized in this 

ouse. 

The Committee on Commerce has heretofore been supposed to act in 
relation to all questions that affect the great commercial interests of the 
country. On yesterday you took from that committee questions per- 
taining to ship-buildingand shippingand made a special committee upon 
that subject. Now comes this proposition to take from italso the river 
and harbor bill, thereby reducing its business to a simple matter of in- 
terstate commerce with perhaps now and then a light-house thrown in. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, that that committee has had a large amount of 
work to do no one knows better than myself. But is that a reason 


why we should degrade the committee? Has it not heretofore been 
able to do its work and do it well? If you are going to make up the 
committees of this House upon the simple principle of relieving com- 
mittees that are pressed with work with perhaps the additional object 
of furnishing a few new places for members as we were told yesterday 
to provide for the increased Democratic membership here in the House, 
why do you commence on the Committee on Commerce? Why select 
that committee? 

I suggest with all due respect to the Committee on Rules that if they 
are going to divide up the work of the committees of this House which 
are now overworked, I will suggest the most overworked committee 
to-day is the Committee on Ways and Means; and I see no particular 
reason why we could not have two committees formed from that one; 
perhaps one on ways and one on means. [Laughter.] Sucha change 
would relieve that committee of some of its enormous work. For fear 
that my statement may not be quite definite enough, let me inquire 
further how would it do to split the work of the Committee on Ways 
and Means into two parts, giving to one committee all the bills that 
tend to build up and strengthen our home industries, and to the other 
committee all the bills that tend to break down and destroy these 
home industries [laughter]; and thereby, as can be readily seen, you 
would be able to meet the views of both wings of our Democratic 
friends, as the two committees could be so arranged that they would 
fit each wing of said party? [Laughter.] Such an arrangement would 
not only facilitate the work of this House, but it might tend to har- 
mony among the members of the party in the majority here, a result 
which lies so near the heart of many of us here. [Laughter.] 

Why, Mr. Speaker, if you must divide committees, why not take the 
committee that my friend from Maine [Mr, REED] presided over with 
such distinction in the last Congress—the Judiciary Committee? I 
would propose a new committee, and I would have the new committee 
take charge of all legal questions. As many of us know, that would 
still leave the old Committee on the Judiciary with a burden of work 
that is perfectly enormous. [Laughter.] Those who are familiar with 
the work in this House will recollect with what generosity that com- 
mittee always spread its protecting wings over every chicken hatched 
in this House or anywhere else on any and all subjects. [Laughter.] 

Then, again, and this suggestion I would make for the benefit of 
the Speaker, why not divide up the Committee on Foreign Relations? 
I would give to the new committee, say, the Irish question, with the 
leave incidentally to act on all questions pertaining to the British lion. 
[Laughter.] If we could have the committee divided in that way we 
would have a committee—don’t you see ?—for an old and distinguished 
member of this House who has so long and on so many occasions given 
evidence of his sympathy for his Irish constituency. 1 do not mean my 
venerable friend in front of me [Mr. Ropryson, of New York], but 
another gentleman from the same State, whom I do not see in his seat. 
We would also have a committee for a younger member of this House, 
who is also ambitions, whose service may not have been as long, though 
equally distinguished; and in that way we would relieve our Speaker 
from the embarrassments which I Jearn from the press are getting very 
troublesome. ted 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. Will the gentleman allow me to 
make a single statement? 

Mr. HORR. Certainly. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I wish to correct the gentleman 
from Michigan by saying that what I complain of, and what those who 
sympathize with me complain of, is not that we do not get proper at- 
tention for our Irish citizens, but that we have shamefully and dis- 
gracefully neglected our American citizens, angi that there has not been 
here energy and patriotism enongh to condemn that,thoroughly as it 
should have been done. [Applause. ] 

Mr. HORR. And that arises from the fact no doubt that our present 
Committee on Foreign Relations is so overworked and has such an enor- 
mous amount of business on its hands that it has not time to divide and 
dissect and separate these great national questions so as to enable them 
to reach great results. Besides, for a few days past the Irish question 
has so taken up the.time of this House that the necessity of a new com- 
mittee must be apparent to all. Now my proposition would relieve 
that committee; and as I said, it springs trom the love I bear our ex- 
cellent Speaker, with whom my relations have always been so kind and 
friendly, and hence it would give me great pleasure to suggest any plan 
that will relieve him in his arduous duties or aid him in consoling his 
many friends. Butof course I throw out these suggestions without the 
hope that they will be adopted. 

I might go onand show you that the Committee on Claims might be 
divided into four committees, and still each committee have more work 
than any one tommittee can possibly perform. The same is true of 
many other committees in this House. 

Why, then, single out this one Committee on Commerce and under- 
take to shear it of all of its previous duties and all of its previous im- 
portant work? Be will be the result, Mr. Speaker, if you pass this 
resolution? You"will degrade that important committee; and let me 
say to my friend from Texas [Mr. REAGAN], who up to this moment 
has always stood by the Committee on Commerce, that when I heard 
from his own lips that he was going to submit to this outrage on that 
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committee I felt like exclaiming, Et tu, Brute! and then letting my great 
heart burst with grief. [Laughter.] 

But, Mr. Speaker, I was asking what will be the result if we pass 
this resolution? You will degrade the Committee on Commerce until 
it will become nothing more than is to-day the Committee on Manu- 
factures. You know, sir, that I refer to that Committee on Manuifact- 
ures with a good deal of tender solicitude. It was my first love in this 
House. When that committee was first formed, seventy years ago, it 
wasan important cominittee. How is itto-day? I had the honor dur- 
ing the Forty-sixth Congress to present to this House from that com- 
mittee the only bill that had been before it, as I now remember, for 
eighteen years [laughter], but the Judiciary Committee, with the aid of 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] and with that appetite, that 
organized appetite of which I have spoken before, took that little bill 
from us, and the last that was ever seen of it was when it was hurrying 
out of this House on its way to nestle under the expanded wings and 
distended feathers of that Judiciary Committee. [Laughter.] One by 
one the duties of that committee were taken away, until for twenty 
years there has been nothing left of it but a high-sounding phrase. 
Would you thus emasculate the Committeeon Commerce? I aver that 
you are doing exactly that thing in connection with the rule on ship- 
ping adopted yesterday. 

For that reason I protest against taking a committee like the Com- 
mittee on Commerce and stripping it of allits work. I am frank to 
say to my friend from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] that I do not believe he 
would submit to it here to-day were it not for some pet scheme which 
he has for the work of the Committee on Commerce, which is merely for 
a day; and that he is allowing his affection for that scheme to warp his 
judgment and turn him from the position he has heretofore occupied in 
this House, where he has ever been noted for defending a committee 
which he himself has honored so much by his distinguished services 
thereon. À 

I am aware that that gentleman will say, and it is true, that there is 
one great question left for the Committee on Commerce, the question of 
interstate commerce. ` Mr. Speaker, that is one of the greatest questions 
before the American people to-day. It is one of the questions which 
requires work and requires labor. But one question alone is not suffi- 
cient to break down a committee like the Committee on Commerce, 
and when that question is settled what is there left? 

I say again that I protest against this proposition. It is done, per- 
haps, to obtain temporary relief, but it is not, as I believe, in the in- 
terest of good legislation, of legislation which the country will adopt 
and stand by in the future. 

I have said all I care to say upon this question. I do hope that this 
House will hesitate long before it passes a resolution whith utter,y and 
totally destroys the dignity and character of one of the committees of 
this House which has heretofore been considered not only respectable 
but of great service to the country. 

Mr. REAGAN. Iam not a member of the Committee on Rules sub- 
mitting this report, but I desire to say a word on this subject. I donot 
differ in opinion with my friend from Michigan [Mr. HORR] concern- 
ing the extent and character of the labors of the Committee on Com- 
merce, While, as he says, I have always done my duty in defending 
the jurisdiction of the Committee on Commerce, as given to it by the 
rules of the House, and while if the rules should remain the same as 
they now are I should continue to make the same defense of that com- 
mittee, still I am of opinion that the good of the public service makes 
it proper to make the change now proposed in the rules. 

It is not new with me to entertain this opinion. For four years past 
I have believed that the good of the public service required a division 
of the labors of the Committee on Commerce. The duty of examining 
the reports submitted, of hearing statements from persons, of consider- 
ing the interests of commerce in the making up of the river and harbor 
bill, would make the labor of reporting and carrying through such a 
bill a full labor for one of the most industrious committees of this 
House. Those who have served on that committee and who have gone 
through that labor, as I have gone through it for eight successive years, 
know the immense labor of making upa river and harbor appropriation 
bill. 

I the more favor this proposition because I favor the passage of bills 
to improve the navigation of the country, to cheapen commerce, to re- 
duce the cost of insurance, to open markets, and promote the interest 
and welfare of the country, One of my reasons for favoring the report of 
the Committee on Rules is that I favor this policy and for this purpose. 

Besides that, while I regret that a portion of the subjects-matter that 
it seems to me ought to have been left to the Committee on Commerce 
was taken away from that committee by the rule reported and adopted 
by the House yesterday, still the labors of that committee will be ample 
for any committee to keep it industriously employed with the river and 
harbor bill taken away from it. 

It is not new to any member of the Committee on Commerce that for 
several years past that committee has not been able to give the considera- 
tion to general questions which they deserved, in consequence of the 
occupation of its time by the consideration and preparation of river and 
harbor bills. 

I do not care to go into the discussion further than this. I simply 


desire to say that for the reasons I have stated, and for others which I 
might state, I think the public service would be benefited by adopting 
the division of the Committee on Commerce as proposed by the report 
of the Committee on Rules. : 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am satisfied that everything that can be said 
in Opposition to the pending report from the Committee on Rules has 
been said, and therefore I shall have but a word or two more to say. 

The result of the report from the Committee on Rules now pending 
for adoption is simply to take from the Committee on Commerce its 
appropriation powers as to the rivers and harbors of this country. That 
is, the proposed new committee on rivers and harbors will take from 
the Committee on Commerce none of its jurisdiction, none of its pow- 
ers, and will relieve it of none of its work, except the appropriation of 
what is known as the river and harbor bill. That will be the jurisdic- 
tion of the new committee, and to that extent the labors of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce will berelievedandits jurisdiction will be abridged. 

Mr. HORR. Will the gentleman permit me one question? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly 

Mr. HORR. Will thegentleman explain to me what difference there 
would be between what is now proposed in reference to the Committee 
on Commerce and the taking from the Committee on Ways and Means 
all questions relating to the tariff? 4 

Mr. BLACKBURN. IfI could see the application of the question, 
with that deference I am always pleased to show to the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. Horr] I would be glad to answer him. But I 
can not see the analogy between the case stated by him and the propo- 
sition pending before the House. 

I was surprised to hear the gentleman from Michigan say that the 
adoption of this report would leave the Committee on Commerce with 
nothing on earth to engage its attention except the question of inter- 
state commerce. 

Mr. HORR, And like questions. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Does the gentleman mean to admit that the net 
product of twenty years of Republican administration and rule in the 
country has swept its commerce from the sea? Does the gentleman 
mean to admit that this country to-day has no commerce with foreign 
countries? 

Mr. HORR. The House took that question from the Committee on 
Commerce yesterday. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. If he does say so I am not going to controvert 
it, because it has been reduced to too small a matter to quarrel over. 

But then I say the shipping question has not been taken from the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HORR. I thought it had. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The ship-building and ship-owning interest of 
this country has by the action of this House been put into the hands of 
a special committee, and every one will concede that this interest is in 
such a condition as to need the fostering care of a special committee. 

Mr. REAGAN. And the rules provide for the reference to it of ques- 
tions relating to the decadence of American commerce. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Now, Mr. Speaker, that is the effect of the 
pending proposition. There is nothing more in it; it is easily stated 
and easily comprehended. It is for this House to say whether or not 
the Committee on Rules have acted wisely in the recommendation that 
there shall be a permanent standing committee of the House that shall 
have charge of the appropriations for rivers and harbors, and shall have 
the same powers an( rights in making its report of those appropriations 
that the Committee on Appropriations has on general appropriation 
bills. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Will the gentleman from Kentucky 
inform us whether this resolution will leave to the Committee on Com- 
merce the appropriations for the improvement of the Mississippi River? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It will not. The appropriations for the im- 
provement of rivers and harbors will, if this report be adopted, go to 
the new committee, and that is the only power, the only jurisdiction, 
it will have. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The adoption, then, of this proposi- 
tion will carry the improvements of the Mississippi River to the new 
committee. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes, sir; to the new committee, which will be 
known as the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman from Kentucky yield fora 
few moments? I desire to offer, with the leave of the acting chairman 
of the committee, the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend ph 21 of Rule XI so that it will read as follows, namely : 

“To the levees and improvements of the Mississippi River, to the Committee on 
Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi River; and the Committee on the 
Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi River shall have the same privi- 
leges in reporting bills making appropriations for the improvements of the Mis- 
sissippi River as is accorded to the Committee on Appropriations in reporting 
general appropriation bills,” 


Mr. SPRINGER. With the leave of the gentleman from Kentucky 
I desire to make a few remarks in favor of my amendment. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. I yield to the gentleman from Ili- 
nois. How much time does he require? 

Mr. SPRINGER. About five minutes. 
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Mr. BLACKBURN. Go ahead. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This question of the improvement of the Missis- 
sippi River is now placed in the hands of a commission specially author- 
ized for the purpose by Congress. That commission is carrying on a 
work in pursuance of authority granted by Congress for that purpose; 
therefore this matter is taken out of the ordinary improvements for 
rivers and harbors of the country. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois will suspend a mo- 
ment. Does the Chair understand that the gentleman from Kentucky 
yielded for the purpose of allowing the amendment to be offered or 
merely for remarks ? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That was the only purpose for which I under- 
stood I yielded; I did not want to be lacking in courtesy when the 

ntleman wanted to be heard a minute. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 
five minutes. 


I understood the gentleman to yield to me for 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I yielded to have the amendment read; I did | 


not yield to have it put to the House. I have no objection to the gen- 
tleman being heard, but I did not yield to have the amendment come 
in and be voted on. 

Mr. DUNN. For the benefit of the gentleman from Illinois I wish 
to state that this amendment is not germane to the resolution pending. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Oh, yes, it is. 

Mr. DUNN. The resolution pending affects the jurisdiction of the 
new committee alone; this amendment relates to the jurisdiction of a 
different committee altogether. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But the new committee will take control of this 
subject unless we adopt the amendment. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam reminded—it had escaped my memory— 
that one of the members of the Committee on Rules reserved the right 
to offer, either in person or through another member, this amendment. 
Hence I now yield to allow it to be offered for a vote. 

Mr. BELFORD. Tet the amendment be again read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois has the floor. 

“Mr. SPRINGER. Let the amendment be read for the information 
of members. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If that be adopted the phraseology of the orig- 
inal resolution will have to be ; 

Mr. SPRINGER. Thisamendment will simply give to the Commit- 
tee on Levees and Improvement of the Mississippi River the same 
tight to report appropriations for the improvement of that river that is 
proposed to be given to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors generally 
in regard to all other streams of the country. The reason why this 
committee should have this special jurisdiction is found in the fact that 
this river hat been given a special place in the legislation of Congress 
through the appointment of a commission by the President for the con- 
sideration of this work. The improvement of this river is different 
from the ordinary improvements of this character, for it relates to a 
great stream which is the highway of all the country, and therefore 
ought to be specially regarded in making appropriations of this kind. 

If this improvement is to be dragged into the ordinary river and har- 
bor bill it will be there for the purpose of being used as a kind of pack- 
mule to carry appropriations for all the small streams of the country. 
In my judgment, Mr. Speaker, the Mississippi River is entitled to stand 
upon its own merits. It ought to be dealt with by this Houseas a great 
national highway, and it ought to receive all that special consideration 
which this Congress can give it. 

Let us recognize the great importance of this stream. Its improve- 
ment is now committed to a Special commission for the purpose of de- 
vising the best means of dealing with it and of recommending necessary 
appropriations therefor. I am in favor of annual appropriations being 
made to such an extent atleast that every freshet that comesinthespring 
shall not wash away the work done during the previous season. We 
must act in this matter in eaynest if we mean that this great highway 
shall be properly and speedily improved, asit oughtto be. We should 
appropriate at each Congress the largest sums that can be economically 
expended until the whole improvement as contemplated by the commis- 
sion iscompleted. No matter what may be the cost, it will be economy 
to complete the work at the earliest time practicable. The necessary 
appropriations for this purpose can best be considered and recommended 
by a committee especially with the subject. 

Mr. MILLS. Let meask the gentleman from Illinois whether there 
should not be appropriations for the improvement of the harbors upon 
the seacoast, as well as for the improvement of the Mississippi River? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly; but we already have a special com- 
mittee for that purpose. The Committee on Rivers and Harbors will 
take care of the improvement of the harbors of the country as well as 
of the rivers other than the Mississippi. 

Mr. MILLS. Butshould not the appropriation for the improvement 
of the Mississippi River go with them ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. This river is entitled to have, as we have already 
given it, a special commission for the purpose of looking after its im- 
provement. It is entitled, in my judgment, in this House to a special 
committee to see that the appropriations required by the Mississippi 
River Commission are ordered by Congress. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 
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Mr. HORR rose. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. 
tleman from Michigan. 

Mr. HORR. I only want a moment, Mr. Speaker. This amend- 
ment simply illustrates the position taken by me on the original reso- 
lution. You no sooner get the Committee on Commerce split in two, 
and get two commit than in comes a proposition to resplit one of 
the split committees. [Langhter.] When and where is this dividing 
business to stop? The proposition to reduce and degrade one of the 
old committees is no saoner made than the process goes on to degrade 
hew committees. 

Now, I wish to say to the friends of improvements of rivers and har- 
bors in this House that the object of this amendment, in my candid 
judgment, will be the death of the Mississippi River and its improve- 
ments. And when I say it, I know you gentlemen on this side of the 
House will bear me witness that heretofore my labors have been in be- 
half of that great stream and its tributaries. One committee should 
control all the rivers and harbors of this great country, and if you are 
determined to take that from the Committee on Commerce, you make 
a still worse mistake if you then divide the River and Harbor Com- 
mittee and give these subjects to separate committees. There is no 
end of the divisions which must follow, and I am absolutely certain it 
will work ruin to a great extent to the improvements of rivers and har- 
bors in this country. 

This is the same question we have had in both Congresses since I 
have been here. Both the Forty-sixth and Forty-seventh Congresses 
voted it down by a very large majority, as they ought to have done, 
and I hope the Forty-eighth Congress will do the same thing. 

Mr. CALKINS. I ask the gentleman to yield to me for a moment. 

Mr, BLACKBURN. I assure the gentleman that not fewer than 
twenty members are asking to be heard. 

Mr. CALKINS. Į hope the gentleman will give me a little timeon 
this important question. 

Mr. BLACKBURN.” It seems to me itis sufficiently well understood. 
It I knew what the wish of the House is I would act in accordance 
withit. [Criesof “Vote!’?] It will take all day in thisdebate if we go 
on as we have done; and therefore I must insist on my demand for the 
previous question. 

Mr. CALKINS. 
be voted down. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman ask for the previous question 
on the report and amendment or on the amendment alone? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. On the report and amendment. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 137. 

Mr. CALKINS. I withdraw the demand for a division of the House, 
and will only say one word. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I object to debate unless we all can be heard. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question is ordered. 

Mr. BLACKBURN moved to reconsider the vote by which the pre- 
yjous question was ordered; and also moved that the motion to recon- 


I will yield now for a few moments to the gen- » 


T hope the demand for the previous question will 


: sider be laid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. nd 

The question first recurred on agreeing to Mr. SPRINGER’S amend- 
ment, 

Mr. SPRINGER demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The report of the Committee on Rules was then adopted. 

Mr. BLACKBURN moved to reconsider the vote by which the report 
of the Committee on Rules was adopted; and also moved that the mo- 
tion to reconsider be laid on the table. : ; 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I am advised that there will be now 
no objection to the proposition I made in the early part of the day, 
that the States and Territories may be called for the introduction of 
bills and joint resolutions as of Mondays. 

Mr. DUNN. I would ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania to allow 
me to have another amendment offered, a mere verbal amendment, to 
change the phraseology of one of the rules of the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. Certainly; but I should like to have the consent 
of the House to this proposition, that after the business of the Commit- 
tee on Rules is disposed of this call of States and Territories for the 
introduction of bills may be had. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the suggestion of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania? ` 

Mr. ELLIS. I object. 

COMMITTEE ON LEVEES AND IMPROVEMENT OF MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 

Mr. DUNN. I now ask consent to offer an amendment to Rule XI, 
which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend paragraph 21 of Rule XI so that it will read as follows: 
“To the levees and improvements of the Mississippi River: Tothe Committee 
on Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi River.” 


Mr. KEIFER. That, I think, had better go over. 
Let me explain the purport of the amendment. 


Mr. DUNN. 
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Mr. SPRINGER. What is the proposition? 

Mr. KEIFER. I will withdygw my objection for the purpose of 
hearing what the gentleman has to say, reserving the right to renew it. 

Mr. DUNN. This is really nota gravely materialamendment. The 
Committee on Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi River bears 
that name, but its jurisdictionis limited and is not aslarge asits name 
implies. It has jurisdiction only of subjects relating to the levees of 
the river. It has never had, and has not now, jurisdiction of anything 
excepting subjects pertaining to the levees of the Mississippi River. 

There is no measure before Congress relating to levees alone; and 
the jurisdiction of the committee ought to be made as wide as its name 
implies, by adding the word ‘‘improvements.’’ Thatis all there isin 
the amendment. It ought to be adopted to make the rule consistent 
with itself. 

Mr. KEIFER. If that is the full scope of the proposed amendment 
I believe I will not make any objection. I think it is a proper one. 

Mr. DUNN... Itsimply gives jurisdiction of levees and improvements 
to the committee, which is now limited to legislation concerning levees 
alone. ; 

Mr. BLOUNT. I think this had better goto the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I call for the previous question. 

Mr. DUNN. I hope the gentleman from Georgia will not object. 

Mr. BLOUNT. This mattershould be acted upon by the committee 

The SPEAKER. Objection being made, the matter must go over. 

Mr. KEIFER. If it goes over I think it had better be committed to 
the Committee on Rules. 

The SPEAKER. Has the gentleman from Arkansas any preference 
in the matter? 

Mr. DUNN. I will ask then, if the gentleman from Georgia insists 
upon his objection, that the amendment be referred to the Committee 
on Rules. 

The SPEAKER. It will be so referred. 


COMMITTEE ON WOMAN SUFFRAGE. 


Mr. KEIFER. On yesterday I offered, as instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Rules, a resolution for the appointment of a new committee. 
I should like to have the Clerk report the proposed resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That a select committee of nine members be appointed,to whom 
shall be referred all petitions, bills, and resolves asking for the extension of suf- 
frage to women or the removal of their legal disabilities. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman from Ohioallow me a moment? 

Mr. KEIFER. I do not desire, myself, to discuss the subject, un- 
less some other gentleman wishes to be heard. If so, Ishall yield such 
time as may be desired, as I do not propose to consume any time myself 
except in reply to what may be said by others upon the subject. If the 
gentleman from Illinois desires five minutes, I will yield to him. 

Mr. SPRINGER. No; I desire to withdraw the objection I made to 
the consideration of this resolution on yesterday evening, and also the 
other objection, so that it may come up on its merits. 

Mr. KEIFER. Does the gentleman desire to be heard upon the sub- 
ject? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Not at present; I may wish to be heard after a 
time. 

Mr. KEIFER. If there is no disposition to debate the resolution, I 
am sure I have no wish to discuss it. 

Mr. REAGAN. I hope the gentleman from Ohio will consent to 
yield to me for a few minutes. 

Mr. KEIFER. I will yield to the gentleman from Texas not ex- 
ceeding ten minutes. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, if the framers of the Constitution of 
the United States, the men who organized the Government of the United 
States, those who conducted its administration and its law-making de- 
partment for the first fifty years of its existence, could happen to be here 
now and see and hear the proposition submitted by the Committee on 
Rules or by the gentleman from Ohio, as the case may be, to create a com- 
mittee to consider the subject of woman suffrage, or if they could have 
been here on yesterday and heard the House discussing the subject of 
the creation of the committee on alcoholic liquor traffic, the probability 
is that the first inquiry raised in their minds would be, have the peo- 
ple of the United States lost the Constitution that we made for them? 

Now, sir, suppose we adopt that rule and create that committee, is 
there one gentleman in this House who will say that the House can pass 
a bill upon the subject that any court can enforce, or that every court 
in the land would not consider unconstitutional? 

Then, sir, we propose to take up a subject to amuse ourselves with 
because there is a clamor of a certain portion, and perhaps a very re- 
spectable portion, of the people for it. I hope that it will not be con- 
sidered ungracious in me that I oppose the wish of any lady. But when 
she so far misunderstands her duty as to want to go to working on the 
roads and making rails and serving in the militia and going into the 
army, I want to protect her aginst it. I do not think that sort of em- 
ployment suits her sex or her physical strength. 

I think also, when we attempt to overturn the social status of the 
world as it has existed for six thousand years, we ought to begin some- 
where where we have a constitutional basis to stand upon. We had 
better go to the States, which have a right to regulate the interests of so- 
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ciety within their borders, and see what they wish to do aboutthis. In 
relaticn to the question of suffrage, all who have read the Constitution or 
the comments upon it know that the framers of it provided nowhere 
that the power to rezulate suffrage rested in the Congress of the United 
States, but in providing for the election of members of this body, the 
election of the members of the popular branch of Congress, they pro- 
vided that they should be elected by electors of the several States as 
authorized to vote by the several States. If Congress can not authorize 
men to vote, will we extend courtesy so far as to repeal the Constitution 
and say we can authorize women to vote? 

I only rose, sir, for the p of very briefly a protest 
against kicking about the poor old Constitution that has been so long 
forgotten. If it is no longer a binding instrument here, let it restin , 
peace and cease to kick it around in the dirt. And I would have said 


this with reference to the rule we provided yesterday if I had felt it ° 


was necessary to say anything. But I suppose whoever clamors for 
action here finds a warrant for it in the clamor outside, and it is not 
necessary to look to the Constitution for it; it isnot necessary to regard » 
the interests of civilization and the experience of ages in determining * 
our social as well as our political;policy; but we will arrange it so that 
there shall be no one to nurse the babies, no one to superintend the 
household, but all shall go into the political scramble, and we shall go 
back as rapidly as we can march into barbarism. That is the effect of 
such doings as this, disre; ing the social interests of society for a 
clamor that ought never to have been made. 

Mr. Speaker, I had no intention to speak on this subject to-day, and 
am not prepared to discuss it as it ought to be discussed. As I have 
said, I only rose to make my protest against this disregard of the Con- 
stitution. 

Mr. WOLFORD. Do I understand the gentleman from Texas to say 
that a law regulating thé importation and selling of hquor is unconsti- 
tutional? 

Mr. REAGAN. Ihave not said that. That is a revenue measure. ~ 
That is not the matter I was talking about. 

Mr. KEIFER. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Colorado 
[Mr. BELFORD. ] 

Mr. BELFORD. Ihave no doubt that this House will be gratified 
with the profound respect which the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REA- 
GAN] has expressed for the Constitution of the country. The last dis- 
tinguished act with which he was connected was its attempted over- 
throw; and a man who was € in an enterprise of that kind can 
fight a class to whom his mother belonged. 

I desire to know whether a woman is a citizen of the United States 
or an outcast without any political rights whatever. The gentleman 
informs us that this resolution is not within the purview and scope of 
the constitutional power of Congress. I say it is perfectly competent 
for the Congress of the United States to pass a bill, by way of a con- 
stitutional amendment at least, to prohibit the States of this Union 
from depriving women, our mothers and wives and sisters, of participa- 
tion in its government. If we had more of female influence in the 
political arrangement of this country, I think even the morals of this 
House of Representatives might be improved. 

What is the proposition presented by the gentleman from Ohio? 
That we will constitute a committee to whom shall be referred all 
petitions presented by the women of this country. Is not the right of 
petition a constitutionalright? Hasnot woman in this country at least 
risen above the rim and -horizon of servitude, discredit, and disgrace, 
and has she not a right, representing as she does in many instances 
great questions of property, to present her appeals to the national 
council and have them wisely and judiciously considered? I think it 
is due to our wives, daughters, mothers, and sisters to afford them an 
avenue through which they can legitimately and judicially reach the 
ear of this great nation. 

Mr. KEIFER. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
on the left [Mr. WARNER]. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I desire time to refer only to the remark 
of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] respecting the committee 
organized yesterday. I take it nobody claims that Congress has aright 
to legislate on the question of the traffic’ inaleoholic liquors in the States; 
but over the interstate traffic in alcoholic liquors the Government of the 
United States has sole jurisdiction. We shall probably hear from the 
gentleman from Texas at no distant day claiming the right of Congress 
to inquire into the interstate traffic or traflicof everything else, and why 
not alcoholic liquors? This is a product from which we raise some- 
thing like $50,000,000 by taxes annually. Is it not competent then for 
acommittee of this House to inquireinto that trafic? In my judgment 
it is, and it is noinfringement whatever of the Constitution of the United 
States. I did not rise to discuss the questions involved in the resolu- 
tions offered by the gentleman from Ohio, but simply to say what I 
have said in reply to the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. KEIFER. I do not desire to take more than a minute or two 


of time in advocating the adoption of this resolution unless other gentle- 
men desire to speak. On yesterday, when the resolution was offered, 
I complied fully I believe with my instructions as given by the Com-, 
mittee on Rules, when I stated that I was not authorized to say to the 
House that this resolution expressed the judgment and views of that 
committee. But I do not wish the statement to go any further than 
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that. Ido not understand that the committee was specially opposed 
to the resolution. but it rather felt, in view of its importance, that it 
ought to be brought before the House and the House left to pass upon it. 

The gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN], who is always fair and 
always candid, has hardly reviewed the whole scope of this resolution, 


* or he would not have gone so far as to say that a committee constituted 


- 


under it could report nothing to the House that would ‘be constitu- 
tional. Even if we should agree, as we do not, wholly to his notions 
on the subject of State rights, it would be proper to say that we still 
hold within the sovereignty of the Government of the United States, 
specially given by the Constitution, the right to legislate for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. Nay, more, we have the right to legislate for all of 
the Territories, organized and unorganized, of this country. 

Does the gentleman assert that we could not constitutionally pass a 


* ‘law affecting the rights and liberties of women, determining and de- 


fining their citizenship, &c., in the District of Columbia and in the 
Territories belonging to the United States? I suppose the gentleman 
would make that exception. 

Mr. REAGAN. It merely occurs to me that as the men of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia are not permitted.to vote, probably they want the 
women to vote. 

Mr. KEIFER. The gentleman avoids the question by saying that 
we do not give to the men of this District the right to vote. We have 
done so in years gone by, and then we repealed thatlaw. Wehave the 
power to again authorize them to vote, and also the constitutional power 
to enfranchise the women of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. REAGAN. If the gentleman will allow me, I will admit that I 
made my statement too broad. I do not mean to deny the right of 
Congress to legislate for the District of Columbia and for the Territories. 
But the resolution as introduced is general and is not limited to them; 
it is general and applies to everything. 

Mr. KEIFER. Very well. We have gotten rid of the serious ob- 


‘jection made to the adoption of the resolution, to wit, that there was 


nothing that could be done by that committee that would be constitu- 
tional. We find it now admitted and conceded that this committee 
could consider rightfully all petitions and memorials that might come 
before it relating to the rights of women in the District of Columbia 
and in all the Territories of the United States. 

It is proper to say that by a reservation put in every charteractof an 
organized Territory we hold the right to annul all of the Territorial 
laws. In fact they are supposed to be approved by Congress as fast as 
they are passed by the Territorial Legislatures. All the charters of the 
Territories require them to send their laws here for our approval, and 
we may disapprove and thus annul them. 

And we must remember, Mr. Speaker, that we stand here committed 
in a large sense to the matter of woman s In the Territory of 
Wyoming and in the Territory of Utah, for fifteen years past, women 
have had the right to vote on all questions that men can vote upon; 
and the Congress of the Uniled States has stood by without disapproy- 
ing those legislative acts of those Territories. 

Mr. REAGAN, Ihave answered the question of my friend from Ohio 
[Mr. KEIER] as to jurisdiction. Now, if it would not interrupt the 
line of his argument, I would like to ask him if he would assume that 
under the general terms of this resolution Congress could pass any act 
on this subject which would extend intdé a State? 

Mr. KEIFER. I will come to that question, but I would rather not 
undertake to state everything in one sentence. 

I was stating that we to-day stand committed by our negative action, 
and have so stood for fifteen years, in favor of woman suffrage in the 
Territories of the United States. And we now have before usa law 
passed at the last session of the Legislature of the Territory of Washing- 
ton giving to the women of that Territory the right to vote. Wehave 
not passed upon the question one way or the other, but we have the 
right to pass upon it. This I think seems to dispose sufficiently of the 
question of constitutional legislative power without trampling upon 
the toes of any State-rights man. 

The right of petition belongs to.all persons within the limits of our 
Republic, and with the right of petition goes the right on the part of 
the Congress of the United States through constitutional means to grant 
relief. 

If it be true, as gentlemen assume, that there is no constitutional 
power to pass a law that will grant to women rights and privileges 
which we may think should belong to them, then we have the right 
under the Constitution to propose amendments to the Constitution so 
as to enfranchise the womenof this country. For that reason we might 
have a committee to consider the question, and it would not be uncon- 
stitutional for that committee to report an amendment to the Consti- 
tution so as to give to women the right to vote. Do gentlemen claim 
it is unconstitutional to amend the Constitution ? 

I know that claim was made at one time on the floor of this House 
and on the floor of the Senate. When it was proposed to abolish slavery 
in the United States, distinguished gentlemen argned that it was un- 
constitutional to amend the Constitution so as to abolish slavery. But 
all that has passed away, and we now find ourselves in the light of the 
present, seeing clearly that we may amend the Constitution in any 
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way we please, pursuing always the proper constitutional methods of 
doing so. + 

There are considerations due to the women of this country which 
ought not to be lightly thrust aside. For thirty-five years they have 
been petitioning and holding conventions and demanding that certain 
relief should be granted them, to the extent of allowing them to exer- 
cise the right of suffrage. It is true they are not united upon that 
subject. 

But in that thirty-five years we have seen great things accomplished. 
We have seen some of the subtleties of the common law that were 
spread over this country swept away. , There is hardly anybody any- 
where who now adheres to the doctrine that a married woman can not 
make a contract, and that she has no rights or liabilities except those 
that are centered in her husband. Even the old common-law maxim 
that ‘‘husband and wife are one, and that one the husband,” has been 
largely modified under the influence of these ladies, these patriotic, 
earnest ladies, who have taken hold of this question and enlightened the 
world upon it. 

There are now in the vaults and rooms about here hundreds of thou- 
sands of petitions for relief, sent in here by women and by those who 
believe that they ought to have certain rights and privileges of citizen- 
ship granted to them. For fifteen years there has been regularly held 
in this city annually a convention composed of representative ladies 
from all parts of the country. These conventions, as well as various 
State and local conventions, have been appealing for relief; and they 
ought not to be met by the statement that we will not even give them 
the poor privilege of having a committee to whom their petitions and 
memorials may be referred. 

We have made some progress. ‘In 1871 there was a very strong 
minority report made in this House in favor of woman suffrage. Not- 
withstanding the notion that we must stand by all our old ideas, the 
Supreme Court of the United States, after deliberately considering the 
question, admitted a woman to practice at the bar of that court. A 
hundred years ago, in the darkness of which some gentlemen desire 
still to live, I suppose they would not have done this. But there has 
been a great deal of progress in various ways, Favorable reports on 
this subject were made in the last Co from a committee of the 
Senate and a committee of the House, although there was no favorable 
action by either branch of Congress. The Senate of the United States 
in the present Congress has already appointed a committee on the sub- 
ject of woman suffrage. The Legislatures of many of the States have 
taken hold of the subject and expressed their judgment on the matter. 
There has been a great deal of progress in that direction. The Senate 
and the House of Representatives of the last (Forty-seventh) Congress 
each provided a suitable committee to whom all matters relating to 
woman suffrage could be referred. Will this House take a step back- 
ward on this question ? 

I want especially to notify the gentleman from Texas that we are not 
standing still on this question. We are moving in the light of the age 
or civilization in which we live; and for one I expect the next genera- 
tion of people will be better and wiser than the present, and that they 
will see things more clearly than we do now. I believe in progress in 
civilization and, if you please, in all other things, especially in polities. 
Eleven States—New Hampshire, Vermont, Massachusetts, New York, 
Michigan, Kentueky, Minnesota, Nebraska, Colorado, and 
Oregon—have authorized women to vote for school trustees and mem- 
bers of school boards. I am just informed that Pennsylvania has done 
the same. This would make twelve States. I always desire to be ac- 
curate when making a statement, and therefore when I say that Ken- 
tucky has authorized women to vote for members of school boards I 
must say that this right has been somewhat limited; but it concedes 
the principle. Kentucky only extends this right to widows who have 
children and pay taxes. But the principle is the same. This action 
shows that there is progress on this subject in Kentucky as well 
as in many of the other States. Women are nominated and voted for 
not only in the twelve States and three Territories I have named, but 
in nearly all the Northern and Western States. Pennsylvania, [linois, 
and Iowa have a large number of women who are county superintend- 
ents of public schools. And let me say, for the benefit of the Demo- 
cratic party, that in the great progressive Western State of Kansas the 
Democracy have risen so high as to nominate and vote for a woman for 
State superintendent of public schools. This they did at the last elec- 
tion. So there has been a little growing away from those old ‘ideas and 
notions even among the Democracy. In the progressive State of Kan- 
sas, in the county of Harper, there was recently elected—I do not know 
how many Democrats assisted in the election—a woman to fill the 
office of county clerk. Thus we are permitting women to fill public 
offices. Why should they not participate in the election of officers who 
are to govern them? 

We require them to pay taxes; there are a great many burdens im- 
posed upon them, and shall we not allow them the poor privilege of hav- 
ing a committee to whom their petitions and their prayers may be sent? 
Kansas, Michigan, Colorado, and Nebraska have in recent years sub- 
mitted the question of woman suffrage to a vote of the people, and 
more than one-third of the people of each of these States have voted in 
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favor of that proposition. Oregon has now a similar proposition pend- 
ing before her people. 
As I havereferred to thé master of taxation, let me say that by the laws 
of all the States women are required to pay taxes; but we are practically 
working on the theory that these women are to be taxed without the right 
of representation. Taxation without representation led to the separa- 
_ tion of the colonies from the mother country. Thecolonies were not so 
much opposed to being taxed as they were to being taxed without rep- 
resentation. The old patriots of that day conceived the idea that there 
was a principle somewhere involved in the right of representation. So 
they evolved and formulated that Revolutionary maxim, ‘‘ Millions for 
. defense, but not one cent for tribute.’ The basis of that maxim was 
that they would not give to the payment of taxes without the right of 
representation. Revolution and war made representetion and taxation 
correlative. But the States tax all women on their property. For 
illustration, 8,000 women of Boston and 34,000 in the State of Massa- 
chusetts pay $2,000,000 of taxes; one-eleventh of the entire tax of that 
great and wealthy State. The same ratio of taxation will be found to 
prevail in all the other States. 

And, Mr. Speaker, progress has gone on elsewhere than in the United 
States. England has been moving forward in this matter, and we should 
not stand behind herin anything. Since 1870 all women who are house- 
holders have had the right throughout all England to vote on all school 
‘questions, and by a very close vote in England at the last session of 
Parliament a resolution was rejected in the House of Commons extend- 
ing to women the full right to a parliamentary vote. The resolution 
was lost by only nine votes, I believe. Under the poor laws of that 
country women hold office. y 

Canada, too, has been moving forward in this matter. Her Parlia- 
ment has been agitating the question; and by a very close vote the 
matter passed over in the last session of the Parliament of the Province 
of Canada. So, about us, progress goes on. There is one little spot on 
the face of the globe, one little isle tributary to that great civilized 
nation England, that gives to woman the full right to vote with men, 
and thatis the Isleof Man. Singular that the name should be so con- 
nected with this advanced step in civilization. But that isle, small as 
it is, has set an example to the world on this subject. And we are 

ing to follow it some of these days. It may be when the gentleman 
5 Texas [Mr. REAGAN] and your humble servant have passed away, 
‘but it will be in better days than now. 

_Now, Mr. Speaker, I have offered these suggestions because I believe 
one-half of the population of the United States should not be cut off 
from the poor privilege of having a home for the petitions and memorials 
which may be sent up here in accordance with the Constitution of the 
country. 

Unless there be some special reason for extending the debate I shall 
now demand the previous question. 

Mr. REAGAN. I wish to offer an amendment and to say a word in 
response to what has fallen from the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. KEIFER. Iam not authorized by the Committee on Rules to 
permit an amendment to be offered. I am acting under limited instruc- 
tions of the Committee on Rules. I will yield, however, to the gentle- 
man from Texas for a few minutes if he wishes to. be heard, but I can 
not permit his amendment to be offered. 

Mr. REAGAN. I willstate, then, what my amendment would have 
been if the gentleman had permitted me to offer it. I would have 
moved to add to the end of the resolution the words ‘‘in the Terri- 
tories of the United States and in the District of Columbia,” in order 
to limit the resolution to what Congress might do, and not leave it gen- 
eral, to cover what the gentleman substantially confesses Congress has 
not the power to do, and that is to make laws in reference to the right 
of suffrage which would extend to the States. 


Now the gentleman from Ohio has set himself up as the champion of | Clardy 


the rights of the ladies of this country, but I am sure he does not have 
a more profound respect for them than I dò. And what I have said 
already has been said because I have too much respect for them to see 
them taken out of their true sphere of action and placed where the God 
of nature and the common judgment of mankind never intended they 
should be. ` 

Mr. KEIFER. I have been willing to be indulgent and to allow de- 
bate on this subject, and now I wish only to say in reply to the gentle- 
man from Texas that I suppose he has now expressed what really is his 
objection to this resolution. I am one of those, however, who do not 
helieve that to give to women common rights and privileges will de- 
grude them, but on the contrary I believe it will ennoble them; and I 
believe farther that to put them upon an equality in the matter of 
rights and privileges with men will enhance their charms and not lessen 
their beauty. I now insist on my demand for the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. KEIFER moved to reconsider the yote by which the previous 
question was ordered; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. i 

The latter motion was to 


Mr. BELFORD demanded the yeas and nays on the adoption of the 
resolution. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
85, nays 124, not voting 112; as follows: 
’ 


YEAS—S5. 

Adams, G, E. Haynes, MeCoid, 5 
Atkinson, Hepburn, McComas, Robinson, J.S. 
Belford, Hiscock, McCormick, Rowell, 
Boutelle, Hitt, McKinley, Skinner, C. R. 
Brown, W. W. . Holmes, Milliken, Smith, 
Brumm, Holton, Morey, Steele, 
Budd, Hooper, Morgan, Stone, 
Calkins, Hopkins, Morrill, Sumner, ©, A. 
Cannon, orr, Moulton, Taylor, E B, 
Chace, ouk, Nutting, Taylor, J. D. 
Culbertson, W. W. Howey, Ochiltree, Thomas, 
Cutcheon, ames, - O'Hara, Tully, 
Davis, G. R. Jeffords, O'Neill, Charles Vance, 
Dingley, Jo m, Parker, Wait, 

wd, Kean, Payson, Ward, 
Dunham, Keifer, Perkins, White, Milo 
Evans, I, N. À Peters, W . 
Everhart, Lawrence, Pettibone, Winans, John 
George, Libbey, Phelps, Yaple. 
Goff, Long, Ranney, 
Greenleaf, Lore, Ray, G. W. 
Hart, Lyman, Ray, Ossian 

NAYS—124. 

Alexander, Eaton King, Seymour, 
ley, Eldredge, Kleiner, Singleton, 
Ballentine, Elliott, Lamb, Skinner, T, G. 

nh oes 
r] e, errell, Wry, riggs, 
Belmont, Findlay, MeMillin Springer, 
Bennett, Fin Matson, Stewurt, Charles 
Bland, Follett, Maybury, Storm, 
Blount, Foran, Miller, J. F. Sumner, D., H. 
Breckinridge, Forney, Mills, Talbott, 
Breitung, Fyan, Mitchell, Taylor, J. M. 
Broadhead. Geddes, Money, Thompson, 
Buchanan, Gibson, Morrison, Th morton, 
Buckner, G x Muldrow, er, 
Cabell, Green, Marphy, Turner, Oscar 
Campbell, F Guenther, Murray, Van Alstyne, 
Carleton, Halsell, Mutchler, . Van Eaton, 
Cassidy, ancock Nicholls, Warner, Richard 
Clay, Hatch, W. H. ige, ashburn, 
Clements, Hemphill, Patton, Weaver, 
Cobb, Henderson,D.B. Payne, Wellborn., 
Connolly, enley, Pierce, Weller, 
Converse, Herbert, Peel, 8. W. Wemple, 
Cosgrove, bo ata Pryor, whe 
Culberson, D.B, Hoblitzell, Reagan, Willis, 
Deuster, Houseman, Wilson, W. L. 
Dibrell, Hunt, Rogers, J. H. Wise, G. D 
Dorsheimer, Jones, B. W. W.F. Wolford, 
Duncan, Jones, J. H. Scales, Woodward, 
Dunn, Jones, J.K. Seney, oung. 
NOT VOTING—122, 
Adams, J.J. Cullen, Kellogg, Robinson, W. E, 
Aiken, Curtin, Ketcham, 
Anderson, s Laird, Russell, 
Arnot, Davidson. Le Fevre, Ryan, 
5 Davis, L. H Le Shaw, 
Bayne, Davis, Lo iz, Shelley, 
= ana, A Slocum, 
ngham, ery, oo Spooner, 
isbee, Ellwood, re m, 
Blackburn, Ermentrout, Millard, Stevens, 
Blanchard, Evins, J.H. Miller, 8. H. Stewart, J. W. 
Bowen, Fiedler, Morse, Stockslager, 
Boyle, Graves, Muller, Strait, 
Braine: Hammond, Neece, Struble, 
Brewer, F, B, Han! Nelson, Tillman, 
Brewer, J. H. Hardeman, tes, Townshend 
Browne, T. re O'Neill, J.J. Turner, H., G. 
Burleigh, Harmer, Peelle, S. J, Valentine, 
Burnes, Hatch, H. H. Poland Wadsworth, 
Caldwell, Henderson, T.J. Post, Wakefield, 
Campbell, J.M Hewitt, G. W. Potter, Warner, A. J. 
Candler, Holman, Price, White, J. D. 

- urd, Randall, Whiting. 
Collins, Hutchins Rankin, Wilson, James 
Cook, Jones, J.T. $ Wise, J.S. 
Covington, Jordan, Rice, 5 
Cox,S. S. n, Riges, Worthington, 
Cox, W.R. Kelley, Robinson, Geo. D. York. 


So the resolution was not agreed to. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Mr. AIKEN with Mr. VALENTINE until further notice. 

Mr. RUSSELL with Mr. COLLINS. 

Mr. ELLIS with Mr. HARMER. 

Mr. RANDALL with Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, with Mr. BLACKBURN. 

Mr. MILLARD with Mr. Post. 

Mr. HARDEMAN with Mr. KELLEY. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT with Mr. HATCH of Michigan. 

Mr, PAYNE with Mr. TURNER of Georgia. 

Mr. Ray, of New York, with Mr. OATES. 

Mr. Horr with Mr. CURTIN. ° 

Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana, with Mr. LE FEVRE. 

Mr. HORR. I desire to state that I was paired on political questions 
with Governor CURTIN, of Pennsylvania; but not looking upon this 
as such a question, I have voted. 

Mr. GIBSON. I move to dispense with the recapitulation of tht 
names. 


220 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


DECEMBER 20, 


TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from West Virginia asks unani- 
mous consent that the recapitulation of the names be dispensed with. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


WASHINGTON’S RESIGNATION OF HIS COMMISSION. 


Mr. HOBLITZELL. I ask unanimous consent to submit a report 
from a select committee; and in view of the fact that unless the sub- 
ject-matter is acted upon now the resolution will fail for want of time, 
I ask the consideration of the resolution immediately. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee to which was referred joint resolution No. 65 report 
the same back with amendments. 

Your committee believe that the subject of the resolution commends itself to 
py! arr? citizen as commemorative of the most signal example in history 
of subordination of personal ambition to the rights and liberties of the 

ple, and therefore recommend the adoption of said resolution in the form 
erewith submitted : 


of rag de pe George Washington surrendered his commission as the command- 
er-in-chief o 


success of which established the inde 
liberties of the le of the United , is deserving of special recognition 
upon the centennial return of the memorable event: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, &c., That the President be, 


and he is hereby, requested to issue a proclamation, recommending the people 
either by appropriate exercises in connection with the religious services of the 
23d instant, or by such public observances as they may deem propie on Monday, 
the 2ith instant, to commemorate this signal event in American liberty, 

2. That the President be, and he is hereby, requested to order the national sa- 
lute to be fired from the various forts throughout the country on Monday, Dec- 
ember 2, 1883. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the joint resolution ? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HOBLITZELL. J move its adoption. ; 

The SPEAKER. The question will first be taken upon the adoption 
of the amendments proposed by the special committee. s 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The joint resolution as amended was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and 

Mr. HOBLITZELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

DIRECTORS OF COLUMBIA HOSPITAL. FOR WOMEN. 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. HoLMAN of In- 
diana and Mr. O'NEILL of Pennsylvania as directors of the Columbia 
Hospital for Women and Lying-in Asylum, under the act of June 10, 
1872. 

ADJOURNMENT OVER. 

Mr. MORRISON. I move that when the Hourse adjourns to-day it 
stand adjourned “until Monday next. 

The question being taken, the House divided; and there were—ayes 
139, noes 6, 

So the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. REED. A single question before that motion is submitted. It 
is understood on this side of the House that there is to be no business 
transacted on Monday ec | except the announcement of committees. 

Mr. MORRISON. I so understand it. 

Mr. REED. Then that is the understanding on both sides. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. CONVERSE rose. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] 
has moved that the House do now adjourn. Before submitting that 
motion the Chair desires unanimous consent to lay before the House 
certain executive communications. - 

There was no objection. 

LANDS IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following m from 
the President of the United States; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed: : 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 
I transmit herewitha communication from the Secretary of the Interior of the 


4th instant, with prerye pepers, submitting a draught ofa bill‘ to confirm 
the title to certain land Indian Territory to Cheyennes and Arapahoes 
and the Wichitas and affiliated bands, to provide for the issuance of patents 
therefor, and for other Pr oe the: s 
The subject is presented for the consideration of the Congress. 
~ CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
Executive MANSION, December 17, 1883. 


KICKAPOO, ETC., INDIAN LANDS. 


TheSPEAKER also laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States: which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : e, 
I transmit herewith a communication of the llith instant from the Secretary 


of the Interior, submitting. with accompanying papers, draught of a bill “to pro- 
vide for the iss ce of patents for certain Jands in the n Territory Ao 
pied by the Kickapoo, Iowa, and other Indians.” 

The matter is presented for the consideration of the Con; 


CHES’ 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, December 17, 1883, 


CROW INDIAN DEFICIENCY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message Irom 
the President of the United States; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a letter from the Secretary of the Interior, inclosing a 
copy of acommunication from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, setting forth. 
the necessity of a deficiency appropriatién of $73,110 for the purchase of supplies 
for the balance of the present fiscal year for the Crow Indians. 


CHESTER A. ARTHUR, 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, December 19, 1853, 


BUILDING FOR ARMY MEDICAL'DEPARTMENT. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith for the consideration of Congress a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, dated December 13, instant, inclosing one from the Surgeon-Gen- 
eral of the Army, submitting a special estimate for funds in the sum of $200,000 
for the erection in this city of a suitable fire-proof building to contain the records, 
library, and museum of the Medical Department of the Army, together with 
preliminary plans for said building and copies of reports, &c., in relation to the 


subject. 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE Mansion, December 17, 1883. 


ABANDONED MILITARY RESERVATIONS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith for the consideration of Congress a communication from 
the Secretary of War, dated December 14, 1883, upon the subject of abandoned 
military reservations, and renewing his former recommendation for Recon He 
lation as will provide for the disposal of military sites that are no longer ed 
for military purposes. 

` CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, December 19, 1883. 


STORAGE OF PUBLIC RECORDS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 
I transmit herewith for the consideration of Con a letter from the Secre- 


tary of War, dated the 15th instant, inclosing one from the Quartermaster-Gen- 
éral, setting forth the necessity for the o apigane of a fire-proof building in 


this city for the storage of the public reco: 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR, 
ExECUTIVE Mansion, December 19, 1883. 
STANDARD OF COLOR-PERCEPTION, ETC. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : . 
I transmit herewith for the consideration of Congress a communication from 
ba posol a mug , dated Se AR DARON cere a —— — the 
urgeon-General of the Navy, respecting the isability of providing for 
resentation on the of the United States in any international convention that 
may be organized for the purpose of establishing uniform standards of measure 
of color-perception and acuteness of vision. 
CHESTER A, ARTHUR. 


EXECUTIVE Mansion, December 17, 1883. 
> WESTERN CHEROKEES. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message from 
the President ofthe UnitedStates; which was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senateand House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith a communication of the 12th instant from the Secretary 
of the Interior, submitting a report of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs of 
December 8, ys been accompanying papers, on the subject of the “Old Settler,” 
or “ Western,” C 


erokees, 
. CHESTER A, ARTHUR. 


R A. ARTHUR. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, December 17,1883. 
AGREEMENT WITH FLATHEAD AND OTHER INDIANS, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed; 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith a communication of the 6th instant from the Secretary of 
the Interior, submitting, with accompanying papers, a draught of a bill “ to accept 
and ratify an agreement with the confederated tribes of the Flathead, Kootenay, 
and Up Pend d’Oreille Indians for the sale of a portion of their reservation 
in the Territory of Montana required for the use of the Northern Pacific Rail- 
road, and for other 23 


purposes. : 
Th is ted for the consideration of th: 
NARESH on or CHESTER A, ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE Mawstox, December 17, 1883. 
CHEHALIS INDIAN RESERVATION. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message from 
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the President of the United States; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed: ‘ 
To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, sub- 
mitting a draught of a bill “ i aar for allotment of lands in severalty to the 
Indians residing upon the Chehalis reservation in Washington Territory, and 
granting patents therefor,” with accompanying report from the Commissioner 
ih = ee erin nsideration of the Con 

ration g 
The matter is presen lor the conside es ang i ree 


Executive Mansion, December 17, 1883. 
ROUND VALLEY INDIAN RESERVATION. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : : 

I transmit herewith a communication of 3d instant from the Secretary of the 
Interior, submitting, with accompanying papers,a draught of a bill for the pay- 
ment of the value of certain improvements made by certain settlers on the Round 
Valley Indian reservation in the State of California, as appraised under the act 


approved March 3, 1873. 


The subject is presented for the consideration of the Con 


gress. 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR, 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, December 17,1883. 
CHICAGO, MILWAUKEE AND SAINT PAUL RAILROAD. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States; which was referred to the Commit- 
«tee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of the Interior of the 
4th instant, submitting, with accompanying papers. draught of a bill “to acce 
and ratify certain agreements made with the Sioux Indiansand to grant a right 
of way to the Chicago, Milwaukee and Saint Paul Railway Company through 
bac or ines ted fe EA nsiderati fthe C 

matter r co} eration of the Congress. 
5 het r CHESTER A, ARTHUR. 

EXECUTIVE Mansion, December 17, 1883. è 


NEZ PERCÉ AND OTHER INDIANS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To thè Senate and House of Representatives : 
on perae e a: a oona unication ras = papnigr ao ra me ee of fon 
instant, with accompan: rs, submitting a dra ofa “for the 
relief of the Nez Percé Endiansin t e Territory of idaho, and of the allied tribes 
residing on Grande Ronde Indian reservation in the State of Oregon.” 
The subject is presented for the consideration of the Con 


s CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, December 17, 1883. 
FORT HALL AND LEMHI RESERVATION. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of the Interior of the 
4th instant, submitting, with pes rary wag day Yaga draught of a bill “ toaccépt 
and ratify the nt submitted by the ones, Bannocks, and Sheepeat- 
ers of the Fort land Lemhi reservations in Idaho, May 14, 1880. for the sale 
of a portion of their land in said Territory, and for other purposes, and to make 
the necessary appropriations for carrying out the same,” 

matter 


is presented for the gonsideration of the an og 
CHESTER A, ARTHUR. 
Executive Manstox, December 17, 1883. ; 


INDIAN LANDS IN WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following 
from the President of the United States; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed : 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a communication of the 4th instant from the Secretary of 
the Interior, with draught of a bill to accept and ratify an agreement made with 
Chief Moses and other Indians for the relinquishment of certain lands in Wash- 
ington Territory, and to make the necessary appropriations for carrying the 


m a sakjosk ls presented AE ths codeicerstion of the Con 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, December 17, 1883. 
SURG, BENJAMIN F. POPE. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting the petition and accompanying papers of Capt. 
and Assist. Surg. Benjamin F. Pope, United States Army, for such 
apace as will confirm his title to his office of assistant surgeon; 
which was refc-rred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT FORT SMITH, ARK. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a communication from the 
Attorney-General, inclosing a letter from Judge C. C. Parker, United 
States judge, reletive to the necessity for the erection of a new court- 
house at Fort Smith, Ark.; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings «nd Grounds. 

STATISTICAL ABSTRACT. 


The SPEAKER ilso laid before the House a letter from the Acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting the sixth number of the Statis- 
tical Abstract of the United States; which was laid on the table, and 
ordered to be printed. ; 


ER A. ARTHUR. 


YELLOWSTONE NATIONAL PARK. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a joint memorial of the 


of Montana, relative to the boundaries of 


Legislature of the Territo 
Park: which was referred to the Committee 


the Yellowstone National 
on the Publie Lands. 


COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY FOR 1883. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting the report of the Coast and Geo- 
detic Survey for 1883; which was laid on the table, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CLOTHING DESTROYED BY FIRE AT FORT BROWN, TEXAS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of War, with accompanying papers, recommending the gratuitous issue 
of clothing to certain enlisted men of Company D, Nineteenth Infantry, 
to cover the loss caused by the fire at Fort Brown, Texas, November 20, 
1882; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. MAYBURY, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. DocKERY, until January 7, on account of important business. 

To Mr. HOUSEMAN, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. HARDEMAN, until after the holiday recess. 

To Mr. WINANS, of Michigan, until after the holidays. 

To Mr. STRUBLE, until after the holiday recess, on account of im- 
portant business. 

To Mr. YAPLE, until after the holidays. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Mr. BARBOUR asked and obtained unanimous consent for the with- 
drawal from the files of the House of the papers in the case of Richard 
Heater, executor of John Heater, of Loadoun County, Virginia; no ad- 
verse report. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs upon the motion of the gentle- 

man from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] that the House now adjourn. 


Mr. RANDALL. I withdraw that motion. 
CHINESE IMMIGRATION, 
Mr. HENLEY. I am instructed by the delegation from the Pacific 


coast, representing three States and two Territories, to ask leave to in- 
troduce at the present time the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
It is a bill to amend an act entitled *‘An act to execute certain treaty 
stipulations relating to the Chinese,” approved May 6, 1882. 

Mr. WEAVER. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, and the bill is not received. 

LABORERS IN CLOAK-—ROOM. 

Mr. MATSON. I ask unanimous consent to submit for present con- 
sideration the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House pay out of the miscellaneous items of the 
contingent fund to Alexander B, Thomas and Wilson Grice $60 a month each for 
its rendered from March 4, 1883,to December 3, 1883, as per resolution of the 
House passed March 3, 1883. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 
Committee on Accounts. 

Mr. MATSON. Iask one minute to explain the resolution. The 
two persons named in it are employés in the cloak-rooms of the House, 
one on each side of this Chamber. 

A resolution was passed on the last day of the las! Congress providing 
for their employment at the rate of $60 per mon!+. By some inad- 
vertence of the Committee on Accounts, which rept. ted theresolution, 
the fund out of which those two employés were (9 be paid was not 
named. Thisresolution is intended simply for the purpose of providing 
the manner of their payment, so that they may be paid. They have 
served for nine months without any pay at all. 

Several MEMBERS. The resolution is right. 

Mr. MATSON. They are colored men, and should have the money 
for Christmas. 

There being no objection, the resolution was received, considered, 
and adopted. 

Mr. MATSON moved to reconsider the yote by which the resolution 
= adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 

e table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OR, BUSINESS. x 

Mr. WEAVER. I desire to withdraw my objection to the introduc- 
tion of the bill of the gentleman from California [Mr. HENLEY]. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the introduction of the bill, 
the title of which has been read? 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. 


I think that resolution should go to the 


I object, unless we can all have the 


same privilege. 
_ Mr. RANDALL. Then I renew the motion that the House now ad- 
journ. 

The motion was to; and accordingly (at 3 o’clock and 20 min 


utes p. m.) the House adjourned until Monday next. 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and panas were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BELFORD: The petition of Wolff & Brown, for compensa- 
tion for certain property taken by United States officers during the late 
war —to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CANNON: The petition of Thomas J. Bowman and others, 
relative to the application for the relief of Harrison Shannon — to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: Paper relating to an appropriation to continue 
the improvement of Coosa River in Georgia and Alabama —to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. i 

By Mr. COSGROVE: The joint resolution adopted by the Legisla- 
ture of Missouri, relative to the tax on tobacco—to the Committee on 
` Agriculture. f 

By Mr. W. W. CULBERTSON: The petition of the Fourth Ken- 
tucky Regimental Association, indorsed by resolutionsof Craxton, Rous- 
~ sean, and McPherson Posts of the Grand Army of the Republic in the 
Department of Kentucky, relative to pensions, &c.—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Charles S. Worthington, signed by many others, 
citizens of Kentucky, praying that a pension be granted the said C. S. 
Worthington—to the same committee. 

By Mr. DEUSTER: The petition of Corydon Millard, late chaplain 
of the Fourth United States Heavy Artillery, for a pension—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. DIBRELL: The petition of P. R. Dabney, for a pension—to 
the same committee. i 

By Mr. DUNCAN: The petition of dealers in tobacco, cigars, &e., of 
Carlisle, Pa., for special appropriation to pay rebate of taxes under act 
of March 3, 1883—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of Major Jenkins’s Post, No. 99, Department of 
Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the Republic, for increase of pension of 
Jacob J. Montgomery, late of Seventy-sixth Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DUNHAM: The petition of Philip D. Armour, Charles L. 
Hutchinson, John A. Jameson, and others, asking that a pension be 
granted to Mrs. Susan B. La Monte—to the same committee. 

By Mr. FINDLAY: The petition of the owners of the patents issued 
to John J. Schillinger, asking Congress to send their claims against the 
United States for use of said patents to the Court of Claims for adjudi- 
cation and settlement—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. KING: Papersrelating to the claim of Robert Carter, of Burks 
Fitzgerald, of John Kane, of Ralph P. Miller, of George G. Russell, of 
David Singleton, and of Mrs. Norah Walsh—severally to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LIBBEY: Papers relating to the claim of Frances A, Robin- 
son—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also papers relating to the claim of Dr. A. G. Tebault—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: The petition of Joseph M. Middlekanff. for re- 
lief—to the same committee, 

Also, the petition of R. A. Hurley, for relief—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. MORRILL: The resolutions adopted by the Board of Trade 
of Kansas City, Mo., relating to the Texas, Oklahoma and Kansas 
Railroads—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of F. C. Bulkley—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 


Also, the petition of W. B. Shockley, relative to the establishment . 


of a soldiers’ home in Kansas—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, the petition of colored citizens of Kansas, asking legislation to 
protect the colored people of the country in their civil rights—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. NUTTING: The petition of Mary Abbott, widow of William 
Abbott, for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHARLES O’NEILL: The petition of W. B. Webb and 
Henry R. Elliott, trustees of the estate of H. K. Randall, for relief— 
to the Committee for the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. PETERS: The petition of over 1,000 citizens of Harvey 
County, Kansas, for the location of a soldiers and sailors’ home and 
offering a donation of Jand for a site in that county—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PETTIBONE: Papers relating to the claim of Samuel P. 
Evans—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. OSSIAN RAY: The jointresolution adopted by the general 
court of New Hampshire, protesting against land subsidies to railroads 
and declaring in favor of a Government postal telegraph system—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. W. F. ROGERS: Paper relating to the claim of Peter Marcy 
and of the heirs of John Schwartzenburg—severally to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROSECRANS: Memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, Cal., relative to: the erection of a suitable building for 
the post-office in that city—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 


By Mr. J. M. TAYLOR: The petition of John H. Lanier, jr., ad- 
ministrator of the estate of John H, Lanier, deceased, for reliei—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. THOMAS: Two petitions of citizens of Ilinois, for proper 
appropriations for the improvement of the Mississippi River and its. 
navigable tributaries—_to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. TUCKER: The petition of John P. Wright, of Lynchburg, 
Va., for relief—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. TULLY: The petition of ‘the Board of Trade of Los Angeles, 
Cal., for the erection of post-office and court-house in that city—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. VANCE: The resolutions adopted by the medical faculty of 
North Carolina, for an appropriation for the erection of a fire-proof 
building for a medical library—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, the petition of Sylvester Mitchell, for relief—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of W. H.-Dearen, late deputy col- 
lector seventh district of North Carolina—to the Committee on Claims. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, December 24, 1883. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. ELIAS De Wirr HUNTLEY. . 

The Journal of the proceediùgs of Thursday last was read and ap- 
proved. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will announce that he 
has heretofore signed the enrolled joint resolution (S. R. 31) author- 
izing the payment of the salaries of the employés of the two Houses of 
Congress on the 22d instant. The announcement was not made at the 
time because the Senate was not in session. The Chair saw no objec- 
tion, under the Constitution or laws, to his signing the joint resolution, 
which had been duly enrolled; and he now announced the fact. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, I believe there was a general under- 
standing that no legislative business should be transacted to-day, but. 
there may be some executive business that can be attended to; and I 
therefore move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of execu- 
tive business. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It was understood that there was to be no busi- 
ness done except by unanimous consent. That was expressly set forth. 
There is some formal business that may as well be disposed of now as. 
at any time—the presentation of petitions, bills, and the like. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope theSenator will withdraw the motion and 
let some informal business be transacted. 

Mr. MORRILL. I withdraw it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is withdrawn. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present a memerial of merchants, manufact- 
urers, and business men of Saint Louis, Mo., remonstrating against any 
effort to repeal what is known as the vaporizing law of 1879, which 
permits vinegar-makers to produce low wines for the purpose of mak- 
ing vinegar without the payment of the United States tax. They 
state that they believe the law is good and beneficent, and ought to 
remain in force, I move that the memorial be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present certain vouchers and evidence in regard 
to the bill (S. 367) for the relief of Joseph W. Carmack, introduced at 
this session of Congress. I move that they be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, to accompany that bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COKE. I present the answer of Judge E. B. Turner, of the 
western district of Texas, to the memorial of A. J. Evans, district at- 
torney of the same district, which was presented by me some days ago, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. I move that this re- 
ply be referred to the same committee, to be considered in connection 
with the memorial. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GIBSON presented a petition of the members of the bar of the 
parishes of Saint Mary’s and Iberia, Louisiana, praying for an amend- 
ment of the act approved March 3, 1881, so that those parishes shall be 
embraced within the limits of the western judicial district of Louisiana; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. SHERMAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 869) to vacate an alley in square 234 in the city of 
Washington; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. DOLPH asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
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troduce a bill (S. 870) for the relief of R. G. Combs and others; which | Mx. KASSON. Would the reference of bills be considered business 
was read twice by its title, and, together with the papers on file relat- | under such an order? 


ing to the case, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr, CULLOM (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. 871) to restore Charles H. Campbell 
to the rank of captain in the Army; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. COCKRELL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 872) for the relief of William R. Testerman; 
which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I introduce that bill in lieu of one previously in- 
troduced. I ask that it be referred to the Committee on Claims, to be 
considered instead of the other bill, in which there wasa blank. This 
is filled up. i 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GARLAND asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 873) for the relief of William G. Ford, of Memphis, 
Tenn ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, it was 

Ordered, That the papers relating to the pension claim of E. Jacobs be taken 
from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Pensions, subject 


to the rules of the Senate. 
in the claim of E. Jacobs be taken from the files of 


Ordered, That the pa: 
the Senate and refe to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 


On motion of Mr. LAMAR, it was 


Ordered, That the ners in the matter of the claim of Lewis D. Allen be taken 
from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


On motion of Mr. COCKRELL, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of William H. Manning be taken from 
the files and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


On motion of Mr. MILLER, of California, it was 
Ordered, That the panen in the case of E, J. Baldwin be taken from the files 
and referred to the Committee on Claims, there being no adverse report. 
COAST-SURVEY REPORT. 


Mr. HAWLEY submitted the following concurrent resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there be 
printed 3,000 extra copies of the report of Julits E. Hilgard, Superintendent of 
the Coast and Geodetic Survey, showing the progress madein said survey dur- 
ing the year ending June 30, 1533, for distribution by said Superintendent. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the en- 
rolled joint resolution (H. Res. 65) relating to the surrender by George 
Washington of his commission as commander-in-chief of the patriot forces 
of America; and it was thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 


CORRECTION OF A BILL. 


Mr. CALL. Iask unanimous consent for the correction of a cler- 
ical error in the bill (S. 298) for the relief of Mrs. Maggie Cassidy, re- 
ported from the Committee on Patents on Thursday last, in which the 
amount was omitted by mistake. The report shows the amount. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the Senator 
wishes that the blank in the bill be filled by thesum mentioned in the 
reportof thecommittee. Is there objection to this request of the Sena- 
tor from Florida? The Chair hears no objection, and the blank in the 
bill will be filled with the sum mentioned in the report. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

Mr. MORRILL. Ifthere is no further morning business, I move that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After 9 minutes spent in executive ses- 
sion the doors were reopened, and (at 12 o'clock and 27 minutes p. m.) 
the SeRate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, December 24, 1883. 


The House met at 12 0’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. JOHN 
S. LINDSAY, D. D. 
The Journal of Thursday last was read and approved. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. KASSON. I heg to make an inquiry of the Chair. Having 
been absent at the time the order was adopted touching the course of 
business to-day, I wish to inquire whether it is in order, in view of the 
understanding agreed to, to submit bills for reference. 

The SPEAKER. While there is nothing in the order of the House 
itself upon this subject, the Chair will state that when the motion was 
made that the House adjourn over until to-day it was announced as the 
understanding upon the floor that no business would be transacted at 
this meeting except the announcement of the committees. 


The SPEAKER. Of course it would be. 

Mr. PETERS. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PETERS. Would permission by unanimous consent to change 


| the reference of a bill be a violation of the understanding? 


TheSPEAKER. The Chair thinks that would be the transaction of 
business. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPSON, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed without amendment the joint res- 
olution (H. Res. 65) relating to the surrender by George Washington of 
his commission as commander-in-chief of the patriot forces of America. 

PATRICK O'DONNELL. 

A message from the President of the United States was communi- 
cated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. i 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the Chair will lay before 
the House the message just received from the President of the United 
States, which is very brief; and it will be read; but no order with 

to its reference will be made unless gentlemen on the floor think , 
that would not be in violation of the understanding. 

Mr. RANDALL. The rule requires that messages of this kind from 
the President shall be immediately read. Hence I think the Chair ex- 
ercises a wise discretion in this matter. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To the House of Representatives : 

The House of Representatives having adopted on the 19th instanta resolution 
in the following wo: 

Resolved, Thatthe Secretary of State be, and he is heteby, requested to furnish 
for the information of this pi Asn without delay, if not incompatible with the 


pone service, all communications, documents, and 


in his possession re- 
ating to the trial, conviction, and execution of the late ick O'Donnell by the 
British Government— 


I transmit herewith a report made to me by the Secretary of State, with the 
papers enumerated in the subjoined list, as serena said oe 3 


ARTHUR. 
Exegcvutive Mansion, Washington, December 24, 1883. 


The SPEAKER. Unless it be the disposition of the House to take 
some other course, this message, with the accompanying documents, will ` 
lie on the Speaker’s table for action hereafter. 

Mr. RANDALL. A motion will be made when the House next 
meets to have these papers printed. This is a matter of the highest 
importance, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair presumes the papers will be printed and 
referred. ; 

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION. 


Mr. WARNER, of Tennessee, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
reported that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled a 
jointresolution of the following title; when theSpeaker signed the same: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 65) relating to the surrender by George Wash- 
ington of his commission as commander-in-chief of the patriot forces of 
America. 7 


ANNOUNCEMENT OF COMMITTEES. 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment of the following stand- 
ing, joint, and select committees : 
STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Commitice on Elections—Messrs. Turner of Georgia, Davis of Missouri, Con- 
verse, Cook, Bennett, Lowry, Elliott, Robertson, Adams of New York, Ran- 
ney, Pettibone, Miller of Pennsylvania, Valentine, Hepburn, and Hart. 

ittee on Ways and Means—Messrs. Morrison, Mills, Blount, Blackburn, 
Hewitt of New York, Herbert, Hurd, Jones of Arkansas, Kelley, Kasson, McKin- 
ley, Hiscock, and Russell. . 

Committee on Appropriations—Messrs. Randall, Forney, Ellis, Holman, Han- 
cock, Townshend, Hutchins, Follett, Burnes, Keifer, Cannon, Ryan, Calkins, 
Horr, and Washburn. 

Committee on the Judiciary—Messrs. Tucker, Hammond, Culberson of Texas, 
Moulton, Broadhead, Dorsheimer, Collins, Seney, Maybury, Reed, Ezra B. Tay- 
lor, MeCoid, Browne of Indiana, Poland, and Bisbee. 

Committee oa Banking and Currency—Messrs. Buckner, Ermentrout, Potter, 
Hunt, Miller of Texas, Candler, Wilkins, Yaple, Dingley, Brumm, Adams of 
Minois, Henderson of Iowa, and Hooper. 

Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures—Messrs. Bland, Dowd, Hardy, 
Nicholls, Pusey, Lanham, Tully, Belford, Lacey, Chace, Everhart, and Luna, 

Committee Commerce—M. 


on essrs. "$ . Turner of Kentucky, Dunn, 
Seymour, Glascock, Woodward, Boyle, Bar. e, O'Neill of Pennsylvania, ` 
Davis of Illinois, Wadsworth, Long, wart of Vermont, and Peters, 

Committee on Rivers and Harbors—Messrs. Willis, Blanchard, Jones of Alabama, 
Gibson, Rankin, Breckinridge, Murphy, Sumner of California, Houseman, Hen- 
derson of Illinois, Bayne, inson of Ohio, Chace, Stone, and Burleigh. 

tee on Agric’ Messrs, Hatch of Missouri, Aiken, Dibrell, Williams, 
Beach, Green, Winans of Michigan, Weller, Patton, Cullén, Wilson of Iowa, 
White of Minnesota, Ochiltree, Howey, Stephenson, and Raymond. 

ee on Foreign Affairs—Messrs. Curtin, Belmont, Deuster, Clements, 
Cox of North Carolina, George D. Wise, Stewart of Teaas, Lamb, Rice, Wait, 
Ketcham, Phelps, and Hitt. f 

Commitice on Military Affairs—Messrs, Rosecrans, Slocum, Dibrell, Morgan, 
LAr orden Nicholls, Murray, Duncan, Steele, Bayne, Lyman, Laird, Cutcheon, 
and Maginnis. J 
Committee on Naval Affairs—Messrs. Cox of New York, Morse. Talbott, Buch- 
anan, Eaton, Ballentine, McAdoo, Harmer, Thomas, Goff, and Boutclle. 

Commitice on the Post-Offics and Post-Roads—Messrs. Money, Reese, Ward, Cos- 
gore: i Rogers of Arkansas, Taylor of Teunesse., Jones of Texas, Paige, 
gham, lle of Indiana, Skinner of New York, White of Kentucky, Wake- 
, McCormick, and Carine, 


Committee on the Public Lands—Messrs. Cobb, Scales, Oates, Shaw, Lewis, Hen- 
ley, Van Eaton, Belford, Strait, Anderson, Payson, and Brents, 
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Committee on Indian Affairs—Messrs, Wellborn, Graves, Stevens, Peel of Ar- 
kansas, Pieras; Finerty, Skianer of North Carolina, Smith, George, Perkins, 
Nelson, and Oury, 

‘Commniitee on the Territories—Messrs. Evins of South Carolina, Pryor, Arnot, 
Hardeman, Alexander, Carleton, Foran, Joseph D. Taylor, Kellogg, 
Johnson, Lawre: le, and Post of Wyoming. 

Committee on ys and Canals—Messrs. Davidson, Hoblitzell, Murphy, 
Paige, Omano R Kentucky, Wemple, Culbertson of Kentucky, James, 
Atkinson, and Hatch oi ihiga n. 

Committee on Manufactures—Messrs. ley, George D. Wise, Mitchell, Cald- 
well, Crisp, Murray, Lewis, Brewer, Mackey, Ellwood, and Campbell of Penn- 

Tvania. 

"Y Committee on Mines and Mining—Messrs. Warner of Tennessee, Cassidy, Alex- 
ander, Skinner of North Tram anier Ke aos Wood Steyens, White of 
Minn Brei , Culbertson of Kentucky, O’ Hara, and Singiser. 

Commies on Public Buildingsand Grounds—Messrs, Stocks! Y, Young, Dibble, 
Reese, Hopkins, Pusey, Wemple, Worthington, Brainerd, Holton, Kean, Brei- 
tung, and Milliken. ` 

Commitee on Pacific ilroads — Messrs. Cassidy, Throckmorton, Cabell, 
Thompson, shag onc Crisp, Post of Pennsylvania, Wilson of Iowa, Millard, Dun- 
nam, and Han 2 y 

Committee on Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi River—Messrs. King, 
Dunn, O'Neill of Missouri, Post of Pennsylvania, Campbell of New York, Jones 
of Wisconsin, Henley, Thomas, John 8. Wise, Howey, and iting. 

Committee on Education—Messrs. Aiken, Converse, Willis, Budd, Arnot, Dun- 
can, Winansof Wisconsin, Joseph D. Taylor, Milliken, Hatch of Michigan, and 
Morrill. 

Committee on Labor—Messrs. Hopkins, O'Neill of Missouri, Foran, Lovering, 

. 


4 Cox of North Carolina, Covington, 
McAdoo, Peel of Arkansas, Boyle, Ballentine, Strait, Morey, Valentine, and 
Cutcheon. 

Committee on Patents—Messrs. Vance, Singleton, Mitchell, Greenleaf, Halsell, 
Dargan, Winans of Wisconsin, Hepburn, Morey, Atkinson, and Rice. 

Committee on Invalid ions—Messrs. Matson, Le Fevre, Fyan, Winans of 
Michigan, Budd, Sumner of Wisconsin, Patton, Lovering, Bagley, Ray of New 
Hampshire, Cullen, Houk, John S. Wise, Holmes, and Morrill. —__ 

ittee on Pensions—Messrs. Hewitt of Alabama, Tillman, Robinson of New 
York, Le Fevre, Stockslager, Jones of Texas, Wolford, Steele, Laird, Strubie, 
and York, 

Committee on Claims—Messrs. McMillin, Dowd, Tillman, Warner of Ohio, Van 
Alstyne. Dockery, Wood, Lore, Snyder, Ray of New Hampshire, Price, Ochil- 
tree, Ellwood, Brown of Pennsylvania, and Ray of New York. 

Committee on War Claims—Messrs. Geddes, Jones of Wisconsin, Storm, Tully, 
Rogers of New York, Weller, Ferrell, Kellogg, Everhart, Rowell, and Bowen. 

Committee on poe eens ER aaron BAS, Williams, Hal- 
sell, Cosgro dredge, Lowry, Payson, Parker, Mayo, an eaver. 

Omenila on the District of a Aeta Aaa t Eeri Barbour, Muldrow, Shelley, El- 
sara Badr. of West Virginia, Fiedler, Spriggs, Barr, Guenther, McComas, 
and Jeffo 

Committes on Revision of the Laws—Messrs. Oates, Buchanan, McMillin, Hill, 
Clay, Ward, Hemphill, Brown of Pennsylvania, Payne, Spoener, and McComas, 

Committee on Expenditures in the State rtment—Messrs. Hardeman, Dargan, 
Worthington, Campbell of New York, Barr, Henderson of Towa, and Price. 
Comi it Treasury 


mittee on jitures in Depa Messrs. Davis of Mis- 
souri, Hewitt of A’ Potter, Connolly, Lacey, Li , and Haynes. 
Committee on Expenditures in the War — Messrs. Thompson, Ferrell, 


Taylor of Tennessee, Elliott, hogy by Johnson, and Hanback, 
ittee on itures in Navy Messrs. Morse, Hewitt of 
New York, Shaw, Davidson, Houk, Davis of Massachusetts, and Lawrence. 
ittee on itures in the Post-O, Department— Messrs. Morgan, Tal- 
bott, Robinson of New York, Neece, Peelle of Indiana, Stone, and Nutting. 
Committee Expenditures in the Interior Department 


on wht te '—Messrs. Young, Clardy, 
Cook, Sto Brumm, Dun , and Payne. 
see inthe of Justice—Messrs. = pian Hemp- 
hill, Van Fyan, Stewart of Vermont, Bowen, and oa amor tg i 
Committee on ures on Public Buildings—Messrs. Belmont, Wilkins, 
Spriggs, Sumner of Wisconsin, Harmer, Weaver, and O'Hara. : 
Committee on the Rules—The Speaker, Messrs. Blackburn, Randall, Keifer, and 


Committee on Accounts—Messrs. Covington, Muller, Dockery, Ermentrout, 
Brewer of New Jersey, mer, and Adams of Illinois. $ 

Committee on Mileage—Messrs. Moulton, Wellborn, Glascock, Ranney, and Mil- 
ler of Pennsylvania. 

Committee on the Library—Messrs, Singleton, Woodward, and Nutting. 

Committee on Printing—Messrs. Scales, Rogers of New York, and Smith. 

Committee on Enrolled Bills—Messrs. Neece, Warner of Tennessee, Snyder, 
Yaple, Holmes, Hooper, and Perkins. 


SELECT COMMITTEES. 


Committee on Reform in the Civil Service—Messrs. Mutchler, Cox of New York, 
Clements. Hoblitzell, peeps Barksdale, Seymour, Robertson, Bingham, 
Phelps, Millard, Lyman, and Hitt. 

Committee on American Ship-Building and Sh 
cum, Deuster, Dibble, Throckmorton, Hant, 
of Pennsylvania, George, and Long. 

Committee on Law Election of President and Vice-President—Mesars. 
Eaton, Springer, Clay, Joi , Pryor, Bennett, Kleiner, Findlay, Parker, 
White of Kentucky, Peters, Hart, and Wait. 

Committee on Pa of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay—Messrs. Warner of 
Ohio, Connolly, Rogers of Arkansas, Greenleaf, Brewer of New York, 
York, Whiting, and Anderson. 

Committee on the Public Health—Messrs, Beach, Graves, Riggs, Candler, Fiedler, 
Davis of Massachusetts, Evans of Pennsylvania, Libbey, and Pettibone. 

Committee on Ventilation and Acoustics—Messrs. Hardy, ll, Green, Shelley, 
Jeffords, Evans of Pennsylvania, and Brewer of New York. 

Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Le ge Hill, Bland, Kleiner, Carleton, 
+ ea of Sout Carolina, Davis of Illinois, Guenther. Goff, and Campbell of 

ennsylvan: 


Mr. MORRISON. I move that the House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 12 o'clock and 45 
minutes p. m.) the Speaker, in pursuance of the concurrent resolution 
adopted by the two Houses, declared the House adjourned until Mon- 
day, January 7, 1884, at 12 o’clock m. 


wning Interests—Messrs. Slo- 


s PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 
By Mr. CLEMENTS: The petition of citizens of Floyd County, 
Georgia, praying that the tax on alcohol be removed—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 


indlay, Lore, Dingley, O'Neill 


By Mr. DEUSTER: The petition of T. M. Vanderhoof, post com- 
mander of A. Lincoln Post, No. 3, of Wisconsin, Grand Army of the 
Republic, praying for a pension for Rev. Corydon Millard, late chap- 
lain Fourth United States Heavy Artillery—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, 

a Mr, D. B. pitt seria : The petition of J. S. Gilliam and 10 
others, letter-carriers of Dubuque, Iowa, praying legislation i 
those employed in the free-delivery service a thirty days’ lO ae 
sence each year, with pay—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

Also, the petition of O. S. Newcomb and 33 others, soldiers of the late 
war, for equilization of bounties, &c.—to the Select Committee on the 
Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

Also, the resolutions adopted by John J. Stillman Post, No. 194, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Iowa, asking Congress to 
grant a pension at the rate of $8 per month to each soldier who served 
thirty days in the Union Army and was once under fire—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YOUNG: Papers relating to the claim of Elizabeth Becton, 
of Willis Ferrill, of Mary E. Lucas, heir of Mary G. Wray, and of E. 
P: McNeal—severally to the Committee on Claims, ` 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, January 7, 1884. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. ELIAs DE Wirt HUNTLEY, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Monday, December 24, 1883, was 
read and approved. t 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting a report of the Chief of 
Engineers and copies of reports from officers in charge of river and har- 
bor districts of the results of preliminary examinations made in com- 
pliance with the provisions of the river and harbor act of August 2, 
1882; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Interior, transmitting, in compliance with Sente resolution of 
December 13, 1883, three printed briefs filed by Charles H. Tweed, 
counsel of the Sonthern Pacific railroad companies of Arizona and 
New Mexico, said to have been included in papers relative to the at- 
tempted transfer by the Texas and Pacific Railroad Company of its land 
grant to the Southern Pacific railroad companies of Arizona, New Mex- 
ico, and California submitted to the Senate, but not printed under the, 
former order of the Senate; which was read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, this com- 
munication, with the accompanying papers, will be printed and laid 
on the table. > 

Mr. VAN WYCK. It should be referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. The previous part of the documents was ordered to be printed 
and referred to the Committee on Publie Lands. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then this communication, with the 
accompanying papers, will be referred to the same committee. 

Mr. INGALLS. My recollection is that the papers were laid upon 
the table. I should like to know what the docket entry is on that 
question. z 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that the 
former papers were referred to the Committee on Public Lands. The 
order will be entered, therefore, if there be no objection, to print this 
letter, with the accompanying papers, and refer the same to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. That should be done. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Postmaster-General, transmitting the report of the com- 
mission appointed under section 3 of the act approved March 3, 1883, 
to investigate the railway mail service and devise a system of gauging 
tates of pay for carrying the mails. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication will be printed 
and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. The 
report to which the Postmaster-General alludes was sent to the House 
of Representatives and is in print there. The communication alone, 
therefore, will be printed here. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Postmaster-General, transmitting a list of claims of post- 
masters presented under the act of March 17, 1882, authorizing the 
Postmaster-General to adjust certain claims of postmasters for losses by 
burglary, fire, or other unavoidable casualties, showing the action taken 
by him thereon; which was read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter will be printed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is there a list accompanying it? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The list was sent to the House of 
Representatives and will be printed there. The communication of the 
Postmaster General only, unless some Senator desires a reprint here, 
will be printed, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tiz from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in compliance with 
Senate resolution of December 10, 1883, copies of all papers now on file 
in the Interior Department relating to the transfer of the land grant of 
the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Company to the 
New Orleans Pacific Railroad Company; which, on motion of Mr. HILL, 
was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
letter from the Secretary of the Navy, requesting the return of the re- 
port of Prof. J. E. Nourse on the Suez Canal, for the purpose of adding 
,to it important information received since it was submitted to the Sen- 
ate on March 30, 1882. The Chair will state that the letter was ad- 
dressed to the Chair as President of the Senate, and not to the Senate, 
asking that this paper, which was sent to the Senate a year agoand has 
not yet been printed, be returned to the Department for addition and 
revision, bringing it down to this time. If there be no objection, the 
Secretary will be directed to return the report to the Secretary of the 
Navy for the purpose indicated, and his letter will be placed on file. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of Mrs. Caroline 
Hall Smith, of Milton, Vt., as heir of Capt. John Hall, of the Revolu- 
tionary army, praying remuneration for property taken from him by 
the enemy during the Revolutionary war; which was referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

He also presented the petition of C. C. Lancaster, attorney in fact for 
the heirs of Richard S. Coxe, deceased, praying payment of their claim 
against the United States for legal services, as found due in report of 
Court of Claims, No. 249, Thirty-sixth Congress, first session; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented the petition of Charles C. Lancaster, attorney in 
fact for Joseph E. Nourse, William E. Nourse, and E. M. Nourse, 
heirs of Michael Nourse, deceased, praying payment of amount found 
due and allowed Michael Nourse in his lifetime by the Court of Claims 
for services rendered as Register of the Treasury; which was referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented the petition of James Martin, of Omarel, Holt 

_ County, Nebraska, praying fora donation for the support of Daniel Mar- 
tin, a soldier of the war of 1812; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Pope, Berry & Hall, and 19 other 
firms, of Burlington, Vt., jobbers and dealers in tobacco, snuff, cigars, 
&c., praying for a tobacco-rebate appropriation; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented the petition of S. A. Groff, of Washington, D. C., 
praying for the adoption by the Senate of his invention’known as ‘‘ The 
groff voting indicator and page or messenger call;’’ which was referred 
to the Committee on Rules. 

He also presented the petitions of Mrs. Sarah Williams and Mrs. 
Rebecca Turner, of Bowdon, Ga.; and the petition of Mrs. L. Myra 
Morse, of South Lubec, Me., praying for an increase of widows’ pen- 
sion; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam requested to present the petition of a num- 
ber of American artists in Rome, praying for a repeal of the duty on 
works of art. I do not know but that on the whole it would be better 
to have the paper read or printed. I will ask that an order be made 
that it be printed and referred to the Committee on the Library. I ask 
that at the request of others, with some doubt as to the committee to 
which it should properly go. The Committee on the Library usually 
has charge of the purchase of works of art, and the Committee on Fi- 
nance necessarily has charge of the question of levying a duty and deter- 
mining whether it ought to be repealed or not. I will move that the 
petition be referred to the Committee on the Library, unless there is 
objection made to such a reference. 

Mr. MORRILL. It is not very important to which committee the 
petition shall be referred, but it clearly ought to be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. That committee may not have power at present to 
act npon it, but I do not see how the Committee on the Library will 
ever have any power to act upon it.» I move to amend the motion by 
referring the petition to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. COCKRELL. On this side of the Chamber we did not hear the 
Senator from Ohio when he stated what the petition was. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is a petition of American artists living abroad 
praying for a repeal of the duty on works of art, and it comes to me 
with.a request that I ask thatit be printed (and I think itis very proper 
to print it, because it sets out the argument for the repeal of that duty), 
and also that it be referred to the Committee on the Library with a view 
of having the question of the propriety of the duty inquired into by 
that committee. As I am a member of both committees, I do not, asa 
matter of course, care to which it is referred, but I comply with the 
suggestion that it be referred to the Committee on the Library, and then 
if that committee should deem the prayer a proper one the matter would 
naturally and necessarily go to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Does it affect the finances entirely? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It does. The prayer of the petation is to repeal a 
duty levied by existing law. 


xXV—15 


Mr. COCKRELL. It seems to me the petition ought to go to the 
Committee on Finance, very clearly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS (Mr. PLATT in the chair). Certainly at the first 
glance there would be no doubt, and if there was such a bill now pend- 
ing before the Committee on Finance the petition clearly ought to go 
there; but I rise to speak of it only because Mr. Story, the eminent 


| gentleman who heads the petition, sent it to me with an explanatory let- 


ter, the petition being signed I believe by all the American artists in 
Rome for this change or reduction; and inasmuch as there was no op- 
portunity for the Senate at this time to act upon the matter and as it 
related to a difference of opinion between American artists abroad and 
American artists at home as to how this matter onght to be adjusted, 
and as the subject of the art question in its relations to the general in- 
terests of the country is one that the Committee on the Library have 
usually had charge of, I thought there would not be any impropriety 
to have it to go meantime to the Committee on the Library, who would 
receive from the artists of this country correspondence on the subject; 
and when the matter should be in a condition to be acted upon at all, 
then, with all the papers, it could be sent to the Committee on Finance. 
Therefore, occupying the chair, I handed the Meena to my friend from 
Ohio with that suggestion and I hope my colleague will not object, as 
public attention is drawn, and some letters are already coming on the 
subject addressed to the Senator from Ohio and myself. 

Mr. MORRILL. Itis quite immaterial to me to which committee the 
petition may be referred, and if 3, colleague desizes to have it referred 
to the Committee on the Library, I withdraw the amendment I moved 
to refer it to the Committee on Finance. - 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam much obliged to my colleague. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair). If there be 
no objection the petition will be ordered to be printed and referred to 
the Committee on the Library. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. SHERMAN paons the petition of James M. Dalzell, formerly 
private Company H, One hundred and sixteenth Ohio Volunteers, 
praying to be granted arrears of pension; which was referred to the 

mmittee on Pensions. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Ihave apetition, very largely signed by merchants 
and business men, praying for the ratification of a treaty. I ask the 
Chair what is the usual course in such cases, whether it should be pre- 
sented in executive session? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It should be presented in executive 


session. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will withhold it, then, for that purpose. 

Mr. LOGAN presented the petition of Robert Anderson and others, 
members of Post No. 32, Department of Nebraska, Grand Army of the 
Republic; the petition of Francis 8. Long and others, members of Post 
No. 30, Department of Connecticut, Grand Army of the Republic; the 
petition of M. C. Johnson and others, members of the Grand Army of 
the Republic; the petition of 8. P. Hosmer and others, of Post No. 140, 
Department of Michigan, Grand Army of the Republic; the petition 
of George E. Brown and others, of Post 369, Department of Illinois, 
Grand Army of the Republic; the petition of John Vandorn and others, 
of Post 206, Department of Iowa, Grand Army of the Republic; the 
petition of W. H. Strain and others, members of the Grand Army of 
the Republic; the petition of W. W. Rowley and others, members of 
the Grand Army of the Republic; the petition of T. J. Lutton and 
others, ex-Union soldiers of Knoxville, Nebr.; the petition of W. B. 
Dugger and others, of Don Messic Post 339,-Department of Ilinois, 
Grand Army of the Republic; the petition of William E. Axtell and 
‘others, of Wagoner Post No. 31, Department of Missouri, Grand Army 
of the Republic; the petition of Barney Cole and others, ex-Union 
soldiers of Weigand, Knox County, Nebraska; the petition of A. J. 
Goodell and others, of Annett Post No. 124, Department of Iowa, Grand 
Army of the Republic; the petition of H. O. Dodge and others, of Post 
No. 5, Department of Colorado, Grand Army of the Republic; the pe- 
tition of R. H. Taylor and others, members of the Grand Army of the 
Republic; the petition of J. R. Latta and others, of Post 54, 
ment of Indiana, Grand Army of the Republic; the petition of Charles 
Beadle and others, of Post 86, Department of Wisconsin, Grand Arm; 
of the Republic; the petition of W. F. Bradley and others, of Wood- 
bury Post No. 45, Department of Michigan, Grand Army of the Re- 
public; the petition of C. L. Straight and others, ex-Union soldiers of 
Evanston, Wyo.; the petition of J. R. Wallace and others, of Post 199, 
Department of Indiana, Grand Army of the Republic; and the petition 
of James Bear and others, of Post 15, Department of Ohio, Grand Army 
of the Republic, praying for the opening of the Sioux reservation in 
Dakota for settlement; which were referred to the Committee on Indian 

He also presented the petition of ex-soldiers and sailors of the late 
war, citizens of New York, praying for a change of the pension laws 
for the benefit of ex-Union soldiers; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. FRYE presented the petition of R. Noble, of Woodstock, Me., 
praying for an increase S zas to the soldiers of the war of 1812; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CALL presented the petition of A. B. Noyes, Fred W. Hoyt & 
Co., and other citizens of Fernandina, Fla., praying for an appropria- 
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tion to pay the rebate provided by law on tobacco, snuff, cigars, &c.; 


which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. MAXEY. I present a petition of citizens of Grayson County, 
Texas, and a petition of citizens of Tarrant County, Texas, praying for 
the payment of rebate allowed dealers in tobacco, snuff, &e. I move 
that the petitions be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has referred all the peti- 
tions on that subject hitherto tothe Committee on Appropriations, the 
law having already, as the Chair understands, provided for the rebate 
and it being only a question of appropriation. 

Mr. MAXEY. Very well; let the petitions go to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petitions will be so referred. 

Mr. GARLAND. I present a similar petition to those presented by 
the Senator from Texas from Probst & Hilt and other citizens of Little 
Rock, Ark. I move that it be referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. GARLAND. I presenta communication from the governor of 
the State of Arkansas, in reference to the manner of apprehending and 
surrendering fugitives from justice tothe Indian Nation; which I move 
be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COKE presented a petition of citizens of El Paso County, Texas, 
praying an appropriation for the erection of a public building to encour- 
age and facilitate transactions in the increasing customs business and in 
the postal department in the city of El Paso; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. JONAS presented a petition of jobbers and importers of tobacco 
of New Orleans, praying for a tobacco rebate appropriation; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. GROOME presented the petition of Sarah E. Mooney, of Earl- 
ville, Cecil County, Maryland, dependent mother of George P. Ruby, 
late of Company B, Sixth Maryland Regiment, praying for an increase 
of pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present a petition of jobbers and dealers in 
manufactured tobacco, snuff, and cigars in Kansas City, State of Mis- 
souri, praying for an appropriation to pay the rebate claims already 
allowed in the Treasury Department, amounting, I believe, to some- 
thing over $3,000,000, which have not been paid, and for which no ap- 
propriation has been made. I move that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I holdin my hand a printed petition, which seems 
to have been gotton up in regular form. 

The undersigned, whose residence is at Weaubleau City, in the county of 
Hickory, and State of Missouri, and who is now in receipt of a widow’s pension, 

lly petitions your licnorable body to enact that all pensions granted to 
widows and dependent relatives of persons of the military service at a less rate 
than $12 per month be increased to that rate. 

And your petitioner prays that it be further enacted, that the necessary forms, 
information, and assistance to enable pensioned widows to obtain the said in- 
crease be furnished from and by the Pension Office without charge, and it be 
made a misdemeanor for any person to claim or receive any compensation or 

uity for services, or pretended services, in applying for or obtaining such 
increase as may be granted by your honorable y. 

It is signed by Elizabeth Murry and attested by J. H. Nunn. 

The petition is a regular printed petition; and I move that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented the petition of Mary Hays, dependent 
mother of Darrel J. Hays, late t of Company E, Sixth Regiment 
Towa Volunteers, praying for special relief; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. k 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hold in my hand a letter signed by the letter- 
carriers of Kansas City, Mo., addressed to me, but desiring legislation 
in regard to their rights. They wantlegislation authorizing an annual 
yacation of thirty days, such as is granted to most other employés of the 
Government, but which is denied to them. I hope that this petition 
will receive prompt consideration at the hands of the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. If other employés of the Government 
performing no more arduous or confining labors are allowed, by mere 
discretion or by law, a regular leave of absence for thirty days, with 
pay, there is no reason why any discrimination should exist against 
letter-carriers. I ask that the letter be referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri asks 
unanimous consent thata leiter addressed to him of the character named 
may be received and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. Is there objection? The Chairshears none, and it is so 
referred. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I present a petition of the Board of 
Underwriters and others, of New York City, praying for an appropria- 


tion in behalf of the cable and signal communication between Martha’s 
Vineyard and Nantucket. This petition asks for an appropriation, but 
I think the matter should first be considered by the Committee on Com- 
merce. I move that it be referred to that committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. MILLER, of New York, presented two memorials of citizens of 
New York, remonstrating against the passage of the bill (S. 559) to quiet . 
the title of settlers on the Des Moines River lands, in the State of Iowa, 
and for other purposes; which were referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 


He also presented a petition of Garrett Post, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, of Liberty, N. Y., praying the pensioning of the veterans of 
the late civil war; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I present a petition in regard to the 
ratification of the commercial treaty with Mexico, and move its refer- 
ence to the Committee on Foreign Relations. j 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will suggest to the Sen- 
ator that petitions with respect to the ratification of treaties should be 
presented in executive session and be entered on the executive jour- 
nal. The Senator will therefore kindly withhold it until that time. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Very well. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented the petition of McCord, Brady & Co. 
and others, of Omaha, Nebr., praying for necessary legislation for the , 
payment of claims for rebate on tobacco; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. DAWES presented a petition of several firms of North Adams, 
Mass., praying for the passage of a law for the payment of rebate on 
tobacco, snuff, cigars, &e.; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented a petition of Jacob Livingstone & Co. 
and others, of Carlisle, Pa., praying for an appropriation for the pay- 
ment of rebate on tobacco, cigars, snuff, &c.; which was referred to the ‘ 
Committee on Appropriations, 

Mr. HILL presented a petition of jobbers and dealers in manufact- 
ured tobacco, residents of Denver, Colo., praying for an appropriation 
for the payment of rebate on the varions manufactures of tobacco; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. DOLPH presented a petition of citizens of Oregon and Wash- 
ington Territory, praying that the land grant of the Oregon Central 
Railroad Company (Astoria Railroad) be declared forfeited, including 
all lands within the overlapping grant, whether they may be in Wash- 
ington Territory or in Oregon, and that they may be thrown open to 
public settlement; which was referred to the Committeeon Public Lands. ` 

Mr. LAPHAM presented the petition of Alida Dennis, of Amster- 
dam, Montgomery County, New York, wife of Benjamin H. Dennis, late 
private Company I, Thirty-first Regiment United States Colored Troops, 
praying to be granted a pension; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, presented a petition of the board of su- 
pervisors of the city and county of San Francisco, praying that more 
suitable provision be made for the accommodation of the postal and 
judicial business of the United Statesin California; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. HALE presented the petition of Mary J. French, of Skowhegan, 
Me., widow of Dearborn P. French, late private in Company B, Thirty- 
second Regiment Illinois Volunteers, praying for an increase of pen- 
sion; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. GARLAND, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 652) to carry into effect the decree of the district 
court of the United States for the southern district of New York in the 
case of the Spanish ferry-boat Nuestra Sefiora de Regla, reported it with 
an amendment. 

Mr. SLATER, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 621) for the relief of William L. White, reported it 
without amendment. 

Mr. PUGH. The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom wasreferred 
the bill (S. 178) to repeal section 714 of the Revised Statutes, allowing 
pensions to judges in certain cases, have instructed me to report it back 
with a recommendation that it ought not to pass, and to submit a re- 


port thereon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be printed, and the 
further consideration of the bill will be postponed indefinitely, if there 
be no objection. 

Mr. GEORGE. I object to its indefinite postponement. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill will 
be placed upon the Calendar. 

Mr. WALKER, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 258) donating a part of the abandoned military res- 
ervation at Fort Smith, Ark., to the city of Fort Smith, for the use and 
benefit of the free public schools thereof, and for other purposes, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HILL, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 74) to enable the State of Colorado to take lands in 
lien of the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections, found to be mineral lands, 
and to secure to the State of Colorado the benefit of the act of July 2, 
1862, entitled ‘‘An act donating public lands to the several States and 
Territories which may provide coll for the benefit of agriculture 
and the mechanic arts,” reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. ` - 
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TARIFF COMPILATION, 1881. 

Mr. MORRILL. I desire to make a report from the Committee on 
` Finance in relation to the comparative tariffs, the present and the past, 
with various other statistics, authorized and ordered by the Senate at 
the last session. I wish to say that this report has been prepared by 
the clerk of the Committee on Finance, and I do it no more than jus- 
tice in saying that it will be found a very valuable and interesting re- 
port. I ask to have it referred to the Committee on Printing, and that 
it be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to printing? The 
Chair hears none. The report will be printed. Does the Senator wish 
to have it referred to the Committee on Printing? 

Mr. MORRILL. Yes, as I desire to have sonie extra copies printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will suggest to the Sena- 
tor from Vermont that probably it would be more convenient, in keep- 
ing the Journal, for him to introduce a resolution to print the number 
of extra copies he desires, and send the resolution to the Committee on 
Printing. 

Mr. MORRILL. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The usual number of copies of the 
report will be printed, as all reports are printed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SHERMAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 874) to further suspend the operation of section 
5574 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, title 72, in relation to 

o islands; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
mmittee on Foreign Relations. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 875) for the relief of Charles C. Hill, of Urbana, Ohio; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 876) for the relief of Daniel M. Cook; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. DOLPH asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill &. 877) to provide for the construction of a public*build- 
ing at Portland, Oreg.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. SMITCHELL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 878) for the relief of LouisC. Madeira and Emilio 
F. Cabada, of Philadelphia, Pa.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MAHONE asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 879) for the relief of P. L. Ward, widow and ex- 
ecutrix of William Ward, deceased; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. 880) to extend the jurisdiction of 
justices of the peace in the District of Columbia and to regulate pro- 
ceedings before them; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 


He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 881) for the relief of M. L. Wicks, of California; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 882) for the relief of William B. Stokes; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PIKE asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (8. 883) for the relief of Lysander H. Carroll; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consen obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 884) directing the Secretary of the Treasury to refund 
money wrongfully paid for duties on imports by Daniel Marcy; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CULLOM asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 885) to amend section 17 of act of July 2, 1864, pro- 
viding for the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from the 
Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to say that this is arailroad bill, but it asks 
for neither land nor bonds. I move that it be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Railroads. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. FAIR (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. 886) to prevent the retroactive operation of 
that portion of the naval appropriation act of August 5, 1882, limiting 
the number of graduates of the Naval Academy to be retained in the 
service, printed on page 285 of volume 22 of the United States Stat- 
utes at Large; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. CALLasked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 887) for the relief of Herman Ruge; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 


duce a bill (S. 888) for the relief of Perry G. Wall and the executors of 
O. B. Hart, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 889) for the improvement of the Suwannee River, Flor- 
ida; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 890) for continuing the work on the channel between 
Cumberland and Amelia Islands, Florida, and the entrance to Fernan- 
dina, Fla., and Saint Mary’s, Ga.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 891) for the improvement of the channel at Key West, 
Fla., for the safety and convenience of the commerce. of the Gulf of 
Mexico; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. : x 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 892) for continuing work on the bar of Saint John’s 
River, Florida; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 893) for the improvement of the Saint John’s River, 
Florida; „which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 894) for the improvement of certain channels, rivers, and 
harbors in the State of Florida; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HARRIS (by request) aske and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. 895) for the relief of J. D. Morri- 
son, surviving partner of C. M. & J. D. Morrison; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. 896) for the relief of Pearson C. Mont- 
gomery, of Memphis, Tenn.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GIBSON asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 897) to facilitate the reform of the civil service; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to introduce 
a bill (S. 898) to establish a navy-yard and depot of supplies on the 
Mississippi River at Algiers, or at some point between Algiers and Port 
Eads; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 899) to provide promotion in the corps of judge-advo- 
cates; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 900) to abrogate the powers of the executive officers of 
the United States in allowing indemnity locations or scrip for confirmed 
unsatisfied private land claims under section 3 of the act of Congress 
approved June 2, 1858 (United States Statutes at Large, volume 11, 
pages 294 and 295, chapter 81), and to vest that power in the courts of 
the United States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. LAMAR (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. 901) providing for the payment of judg- 
ments when rendered in the Court of Commissioners of Alabama Claims; 
va was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 
Mr. PUGH (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. 902) for the relief of Peter Targarona; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the papers on file relating to the 
case, referred to the Committee on Claims, - 

Mr. CONGER (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. 903) for the relief of the heirs of 
Mark Davis, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. 904) to confirm a certain landclaim in the 
Territory of New Mexico; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. . 

Mr. INGALLS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 905) for the relief of Hugh Dougherty; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 906) for the relief of Napoleon B, Drummond; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 


He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 907) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the 
Missouri River at or near Sibley, in the State of Missouri; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
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He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 908) to grant a right of way through the Indian Terri- 
tory to the Southern Kansas Railway Company, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. INGALLS. Iam uncertain to what committee the bill should 
be appropriately referred. It provides for granting a right of way toa 
railroad company through the Indian Territory, and might properly go 
either to the Committee on Railroads or to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. Inasmuch as the rights of the Indians would be affected more 
or less by the passage of the bill, I ask that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the bill will 
be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. _The Chair hears none, 
and it is so referred. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, asked and, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. 909) to increase the pension of 
Martin Kelly and to rate him in the second grade of pensioners; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. 910) providing for continuing the improve- 
ment of Pensacola Harbor; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. LOGAN (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. 911) for the relief of Charles H. Adams; 
aliri was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

aims. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. 912) granting a pension to Henry A. Arm- 
strong; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. i. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 913) to increase the pensions of soldiers and sail- 
ors who have lost anarm or legin the service; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimousconsent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 914) to create an additional land district in Wash- 
ington Territory; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. EDMUNDS (Mr. GARLAND in the chair) asked and, by unani- 
mous consent, obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. 915) to permit the 
owners of certain vessels to sue the United States in the Court of Claims; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask leave, without previous notice, to introduce 
another bill on the same subject, and to say in this connection that both 
these bills have been sent me by gentlemen learned in the law, and I 
have examined them sufficiently to think that the matter deserves in- 
quiry, although I donot at this moment commit myself to the propriety 
of either of the bills. 

By unanimous consent leave was granted to introduce a bill (S. 916) 
to permit the owners of certain vessels to sue the United States in the 
Court of Claims; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, I ask that the second bill may be referred also to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. : 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. My recollection is that bills similar 
to that have usually gone to the Committee on Claims. It is true that 
committee has a great deal of work on its hands, perhaps more than it 
can do, but if bills of that character heretofore have gone to that com- 
mittee I think they ought to go there now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin willallow 
the Senator from Vermont to state from the chair that these bills relate 
purely to collision cases, which are now tried in the district courts, 
under a certain fiction of:law sometimes. The Senator from Vermont 
therefore thought the Judiciary Committee was the proper one, but the 
Chair will change the reference, on the suggestion of the Senator from 
Wisconsin, with pleasure. The bills will be referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. LAPHAM asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 917) granting a pension to Alida Dennis, widow of 
Benjamin H. Dennis, late a private in Company I, Thirty-first Regi- 
ment United States Colored Troops; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. : 

Mr. FRYE (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. 918) for the relief of Greenleaf Cilley; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 


Mr. PLUMB asked and, Pacer erg consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 920) for 


He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 922) for the relief of John Gibson; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 923) for the relief of John G. Leefe, first lieutenant 
Nineteenth Regiment of Infantry, United States Army; whieh was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 924) for the relief of First Lieutenant M. O’Brien, 
Fourth United States Artillery; which wasread twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 925) granting a pension to John B. Childs; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 926) granting a pension to Levi H. Naron; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. z 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 927) granting a pension to James Rockwell; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 928) granting a pension to Sarah Cadis; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 929) granting a pension to Caroline Treckell; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee om Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 930) granting a pension toSpencer W. Tryon; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 931) granting a pension to Amanda Reeder; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 932) for the relief of Mary Jane Thompson, executrix 
of Jeter L. Thompson, deceased, late surgeon Third Indian Home Guard; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 


He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 933) for the relief of the estate of H. H. Dalrymple, de- 
ceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred tothe Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 934) for the relief of the officers and crew of the United 
States sloop of war Cumberland who engaged the Merrimae on the 8th 
of March, 1862, and went down with her colors flying; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 935) for the relief of August Thieman; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SLATER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 936) to provide for the payment of so much of the 
expenses incurred by the Territories of Oregon and Washington in the 
suppression of Indian hostilities therein in the years 1855 and 1856 as 
have not been heretofore provided for and paid; which was read twice 
by its title, and ordered to lie on the table. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 937) restoring to settlement lands withdrawn therefrom 
by the Secretary of the Interior under section 4 of an act entitled “An 
act granting lands to the State of Oregon to aid in the construction of a 
military wagon-road from Dalles City, on the Columbia River, to Fort 
Boisé¢,’’ approved February 25, 1857; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 938) confirming to W. S. Byers & Co., of Pendleton, 
Oreg., the right to take and use water from the Umatilla River, on the 
Umatilla Indian reservation in the State of Oregon, for man i 
and other ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 939) for the relief of Ezra Hayes, of Oregon; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VEST asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 940) to authorize and direct the Secretary of the 
Treasury to cause to be examined certain vouchers of the State of Mis- 
souri for payments to officers and enlisted men of her militia forces, 
made since April 22, 1882, for services rendered to the United States in 
the suppression of the rebellion, and to report to Congress; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to introduce 
a bill (S. 941) for the relief of Martin E. th, of Webb City, Mo.; 


which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanyi pers, 
referred to the Committee on — 
Mr. COKE asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
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troduce a bill (S. 942) to provide for the purchase of the necessary land 
and the erection thereon of a custom-house and post-office building in 
the city of El Paso, Tex.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. VANCE asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 943) for the relief of R. D. Hay; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GARLAND (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. 944) to incorporate the United States 
Gas Electric Light and Fuel Company, and for other purposes; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. COCKRELL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 945) to authorize a preliminary examination and 
survey of the passes between the affluents of the Upper Missouri and 
Columbia Rivers for the purpose of ascertaining the distances between 
the navigable waters of said rivers and the practicability of uniting said 
rivers by canal or otherwise; which was read twice by its title, and, to- 
gether with the papers on file relating to the case, referred to the Com- 
mittee on rtation Routes to the Seaboard. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. 946) for the relief of Edward 8. Armstrong; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 947) granting a pension to Powhattan B. Short; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. 948) granting a pension to Emma A. Porch ; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. 949) to amend and correctian act approved 
January 29, 1879, manny the appointment of Dr. Junius L. Powell 
an assistant surgeon United States Army; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. GORMAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 950) changing the name of the Real Estate Title 
Insurance Company of the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; 
which was twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MANDERSON asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (8. 951) to authorize the Capital Cable Railway of 
Washington to construct its railway on certain streets of said city; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning hour has expired, but 
if there be no objection the Chair will continue to receive the current 
business of the morning hour. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. VAN WYCK asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 952) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Missouri River at or near Decatur, Burt County, Nebraska; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. HARRIS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 953) for the relief of H. B. Wilson, administrator of 
the estate of William Tinder, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GIBSON asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a joint resolution (8. R. 34) for the immediate appropriation 
of $1,000,000 in accordance with the earnest request of the Mississippi 
River cemmission for the preservation, repair, and construction of cer- 
tain works for the improvement of the said river; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SEWELL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a joint resolution (S. R. 35) to correct clerical errors in the 
resolution referring the claim of the owners of the schooner Twilight 
to the Court of Claims; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. COCKRELL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a joint resolution (S. R. 36) to authorize the Secretary of 
State to reimburse Sam C. Reid for certain expenditures; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED, 


On motion of Mr. WALKER, it was 

Ordered, That the rs relating to the claim of W. M. Raines be taken from 
the files and retorted  ¢ the Committee on Claims. ve s 

CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to 
transmit to the Senate all thed phe hese brat ite POA relat 
entitled “An act to execute certain 


ing to the execution of the act of Congress 
treaty stipulations relating to Chinese,” approved May, 6, 1882, with 
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all facts which may have come to his knowledge concerning the difficulties 
which may have been encountered by the officers of his Department in the en- 
forcement of said act. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further resolutions, 
the morning hour is closed. The Chair will state, the Calendar now 
being in order, that the unfinished business of a preceding sitting was 
the consideration of the rules proposed by the Committee on Rules, 
but at the last sitting day of the Senate the Senate adjourned before 
the morning hour expired, and the unfinished business of the preced- 
ing session was not laid before the Senate, Strictly, therefore, the 
Chair thinks that the unfinished business has lost its precedence as un- 
finished business, unless there was some understanding to the contrary. 
The Chair was not present at the time, If there be no objection, under 
the cireumstances, as the last day’s sitting was an informal one, the 
Chair will treat the unfinished business of the preceding sitting as now 
the unfinished business. Is there objection? 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to inquire of the Senator from Maine if he de-. 
sires to go on with that order this morning? 

Mr. FRYE. Ido very much. : . 

Mr. HOAR. I give notice that when this order is out of the way I 
shall ask to take up the bill to fix the day for the meeting of electors 
of President and Vice-President, &c. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the suggestion 
of the Chair regarding the unfinished business? The Chair hears none. 
The report of the Committee on Rules is now before the Senate. 


ARREARS OF PENSIONS. 


Mr. INGALLS. Before that report is actually taken up I ask that 
Senate bill No. 1, which has been read the first time and has been on the 
Calendar since the appointment of the committees, may be read a second 
time and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The bill (S. 1) toamend section 2 of an act making appropriations for 
the payment of the arrears of pensions granted by act of Congress ap- 
proved January 25, 1879, and for other purposes, approved March 3, 
1879, was read the second time by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest thatall the bills which were introduced before 
the appointment of committees be appropriately referred, so that they 
may be removed from the Calendar, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state that he under- 
stands some of those bills have been laid on the table with a view to 
the gentlemen introducing them sabmitting some remarks before the 
reference occurs. 

Mr, COCKRELL. That is precisely the suggestion I was going to 
make to the Senator from Massachusetts. Let the bills be called over 


in their order, and, unless some Senator desires that they be retained on 


the Calendar, let them be referred. 

Mr. HOAR. I see they have all been read twice except the one called 
up by the Senator from Kansas; so perhaps the movers desire that they 
shall remain. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is under the impression 
that the bills now on the table which have been read twice were laid 
there on motion of the Senators introducing them. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of>his secretaries, announced that the President had, on 
the 2ist ultimo, approved and signed the joint resolution (S. R. 31) 
authorizing the payment of the salaries of employés of the two Houses 
of Congress on the 22d instant. 

REVISION OF THE RULES. 

The PRESIDENT pro lempore. The unfinished business is now be- 
fore the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. At the last sitting on 
this order, Rule XVII, 15, had been gone through with, the Chair 
isinformed. Rule XVIII will now be L 

Mr. FRYE. Ifthe President pleases, there were under consideration 
at adjournment the amendments which refer to the District of Colum- 
bia Committee the appropriation bills for the District, and those amend- 
ments were not determined. There is to be a vote taken on those two 
amendments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed by the clerk 
at the desk that when that matter was under consideration the Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] requested that that subject be passed over 
until the other rules should have been gone through with, and by unane 
imous consent that suggestion was agreed to, and it is so entered. 

Mr. FRYE. Iwas mistaken; I remember it now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Rule XVIII will be reported. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Ruts XVII. 
AMENDMENT MAY BE LAID ON THE TABLE WITHOUT PREJUDICE TO THE BILL, 
When an amendment to any pending measure is laid on the table it 
shall not carry with it, or prejudice, such measure, a 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to this 
e. 
The rule was agreed to. 
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Rule XIX was read, as follows: 

Rute XIX. 
AMENDMENTS—DIVISION OF A QUESTION. 

If the question in debate contain several propositions, any Senator may have 
the same divided, except a motion to strike out and insert, which shall not be 
divided; but the rejection of a motion to strike out and insert one proposition 
shall not prevent a motion to strike out and insert a different proposition; nor 
shall it prevent a motion simply to strike out; nor shall the rejection of a mo- 
tion to strike out prevent a motion to strike out and insert. But pendinga mo- 
tion to strike out and sere De parro be stricken out and the part to be iri- 
serted shall each be regarded for the purposeof amendmentas a question ; and 
motions to amend the part to be stricken out shall have precedence. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SHERMAN in the chair). 
question is on the adoption of Rule XTX. 
Mr. FRYE. There is no change made there. 
The rule was agreed to. 
Rule XX was read, as follows: 
Route XX. 
DEBATE. 


1. When a Senator desires to speak he shall rise and address the presiding 
officer, and shall not proceed until he is ized, and the presiding officer 
shall recognize the Senator who shall first ad him, No Senator l in- 
S 94 another Senator in debate without his consent, and to obtain such con- 
sent he shall first address the presiding officer; and no Senator shall speak 
aye ig wade upon any one question in debate on the same day without leave 
of the e. 


The 


Mr. INGALLS. The word ‘‘exceptional’” I suppose was intended 
for ‘‘exceptionable.”? It is probably a misprint. 

Mr. FRYE. Yes; that should be ‘‘exceptionable.”’ 

Mr. HOAR. The commashonuld be stricken outafter the word ‘‘Sena- 
tor” in the second line of the third clause, where it occurs the second 
time. The clause reads: 

Upon the demand of the Senator or of any other Senator, the exceptionable 
words shall be taken down in writing. 

The clause beginning ‘“‘upon the demand of the Senator’? refers to 
what follows, and the comma should be stricken out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the amend- 
ment proposed will be made, 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I desire to suggest to the Senator 
from Maine an amendment to come in at the close of the first subdi- 
vision. The last clause of the first subdivision reads as follows: 

And no Senator shall s more than twice upon any one question in de- 
bate on the same day without leave of the Senate. 

I propose to add ‘‘ Which shall be determined without debate.” If 
that provision be not contained in the rule, the question whether the 
Senate will give leave or not might be discussed indefinitely. I am 
not tenacious about it, but I suggest the amendment to the Senator 
from Maine, if he thinks it is important. 

Mr. FRYE. I see no objection, certainly, to providing that it shall 
be determined without debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the amend- 
ment will be considered as agreed to. The question is on the adoption 
of Rule XX as amended. 

The rule was to. 

Rule XXI was read, as follows: 

Rote XXI. 
QUESTIONS OF ORDER, 


1. A question of order may be raised at any stage of the proceedings, except 
when the Senate is dividing, and, unless submitted to the Senate, shall be decided 
by the presiding officer without debate, subject toan appeal to the Senate; when 
an appeal is taken, any subsequent question of order which may arise before 
the decision of such appeal shall be decided by the presiding officer without 
debate; and every appeal therefrom shall be decided at once, and without de- 
bate; and any sopen may be laid on thetable without prejudice tothe pending 
rt gee an ereupon shall be held as affirming the decision of the pre- 
siding officer. 

2. The presiding officer may submit any question of order for the decision of 
the Senate. 

The rule was adopted. 

Rule XXII was read, as follows: 

Rute XXIL 
MOTIONS. 

1, All motions entertained by the presiding officer shall be reduced to writ- 
Hag ne pas by him or by any Senator, and shall be read beforethe sameshall 
ebated. 


2. Any motion or resolution may be withdrawn or modified by the mover at 
any time before a decision, amendment, or ordering of the yeas and nays, ex- 
cept a motion to reconsider, which shall not be withdrawn without leave, 


Mr. HOAR. Why is the changein that phraseology? Supposea mo- 
tion be not entertained by the presiding officer, should it not be re- 
duced to writing for the information of the Senate, if any question of 
order arises on it? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator propose an amend- 
ment? 

Mr. HOAR. Isu there might be some reason for the change 

in the mind of the of the committee. From a hasty reading 


of this rule, the committee have substituted a new phraseology for the 


old, and that new phraseology confines the right to require a motion to 
be put in writing to such motions as the Chair holds in order and en- 
tertains. Now, I submit that that is too restricted, and that it should 
apply to any motion which is the subject of action by the Senate. It 
seems to me the rule would read better thus: 

All motions shall be reduced to writing if desired by the presiding officer orby 
any Senator. ` P- 

Mr. FRYE. Ithink the Senator from Massachusetts is right, and I 
accept the proposed amendment. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Can a motion be acted upon unless 
it be entertained by the Chair? 

Mr. HOAR. Suppose a motion be made by a Senator which is held 
by the Chair to be out of order, which he says he cannot entertain at 
that time, the question whether that can be received may be submitted 
to the Senate as a question of order, and, if so, the Senate ought to have 
a right to have the motion before them in writing, to go into the Journal, 
and for information. 

Mr. HARRIS. I think the amendment by the Senator 
from Massachusetts improves the rule, and I suggest to the chairman 
that he accept it. 

Mr. FRYE. LIaccept the amendment. Let it be read., 

The Secretary read as follows: 

All motions u i z 
a atm 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The rule as amended was adopted. 

Rule XXII was read, as follows: 

RuLE XXIII. 
PRECEDENCE OF MOTIONS, 


genoa a question is pending no motion shall be received but— 
o urn, 

To adjourn to a day certain, or that when the Senate adjourn it shall be toa 
day certain, 

o take a recess, 

To prosen to the consideration of executive business, 

To lay on the table, 

To postpone indefinitely, 

To postpone to a day certain, 

To commit, 

To amend; 
which several motions shall have peoaione as they stand jian and the 
motions to adjournment, to take a to proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business, to lay on the table, 1 be decided without debate. 


Mr. HOAR. Irise to inquire of the chairman of the Committee on 
Rules whether that rule as now stated provides for the motion to refer 
a private claim to the Court of Claims? Does the chairman under- 
stand that that is to be treated as a motion to amend? 

Mr. FRYE. Not necessarily a motion to come under this rule, be- 
cause, as I understand it, it is provided for in some former rule. 

Mr. HOAR. In Rule XVI, on the fifteenth page. 

Mr. FRYE. Does the Senator from Massachusetts think that is not 
a sufficient provision to make it a privileged motion? 

Mr. HOAR. I presume it is a motion to amend really. 

Mr. FRYE. It seems so to me. ‘ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massach 
propose an amendment? 

Mr. HOAR. No, sir. Iam satisfied with the answer of the chair- 
man of the committee. f 


The rule was adopted. 

Rule XXIV was read, as follows: 
Rute XXIV. 
PREAMBLES, 


When a bill or resolution is accompanied by a preamble, the question shall 
first be put on the bill or resolution and then on the preamble, which may be 
withdrawn by a mover before an amendment of thesame, or ord of the yeas 
and nays; or it may be laid on the table without prejudice to the bill or resolu- 
tion, and shall be a final disposition of such preamble. 


Mr. FRYE. There is no change there. 
The rule was adopted. 
Rule XXV was read, as follows: 
Ruiz XXV. 
APPOINTMENT OF COMMITTEES, 


1. In the appointment of the standing committees, the Senate, unless other- 
wise ordered, abali proceed by ballot to appoint severally the chairman of each 
committee, and then, by one ballot, the er members Dacaarg 4o complete 
the same. A majority of the whole number of votes given shall necessary 
to the choice of a of a standing committee, but a puani of votes 
shall elect the other members thereof. other committees ] be appointed 
by ballot, unless otherwise ordered, and a raire of votes shall appoint, 

2. When a chairman of a committee shall resign or cease to serve on & com- 
mittee, and the presiding officer be authorized by the Senate to fill the vacancy 
in such committee, unless specially otherwise a Aea it shall be only to fill up 


the number on the committee. 
The rule was adopted. 
The Secretary proceeded to read Rule XXVI, as follows: 
Rots XXVI. 


STANDING COMMITTEES. i 
L The ilming anaing Comat os shall be appointed at the commenoe- 
ment of each Congress, leave to by Sill oe AROEN? 
A Committee on Privileges and to consist of nine Senators, 
A Committee on Foreign Relations, to consist of nine Senators. 
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A Committee on Finance, to consist of eleven Senators. 
A Committee on Appropriations, to consist of nine Senators, 


A Committee on ioulture, to consist of seven Senators. 
A Committee on Military Affairs, to consist of nine Senators. 
A Committes on Naval Affairs, to consist of nine Senators. 


A Committee on the Judiciary, to consist of nine Senators. 

A Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, to consist of nine Senators. 

A Committee on Public Lands, to consist of nine Senators. 

A Committee on Private Land Claims, to consist of five Senators. 

A Committee on Indian Affairs, to consist of nine Senators. 

A Committee en Pensions, to consist of nine Senators. 

A Committee on Claims, to consist of nine Senators. f 

A Committee on the District of Columbia, to consist of nine Senators, to which 
shall be referred all bills making appropriations for the expenses of the government of 
the District of Columbia, 


Mr. FRYE. That is the same amendment which was ned at 
the request of the Senator from Iowa[Mr. ALLISON] under Rule XVII, 
and it had better be med until he returns. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there is no objection the clause 
just read will be postponed until the other rules are disposed of. 

The reading of the proposed rule was continued, as follows: 


A Committee on Patents, to consist of seven Senators. 

A Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to consist of five Senators, 
which shall have power also to act jointly with the same committee of the House 
of Representatives. 

A Committee on Territories, to consist of seven Senators. 

A Committee on Railroads, to consist of eleven Senators. 

A Committee on Mines and Mining, to consist of seven Senators. 

A Committee on the Revision of the Laws of the United States, to consist of 
five Senators. 

A Committee on Education and Labor, to consist of nine Senators. 

A Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment, to consist of nine Senators. 

A Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to 
consist of three Senators, to which shall be referred all resolutions directing the 
paymant of money out. ofthe contingent fund of the Senate or creating a charge 
upon the same. 

TT Cocaraities on Printing, to consist of three Senators, which shall have power 
also to act jointly with the same committee of the House of Representatives. 

A Co ttee on the Library, to consist of three Senators, which shall have 
goror also to act jointly with the same committee of the House of Representa- 


ves, 

A Committee on Rules, to consist of five Senators. 

A Committee on Engrossed Bills, to consist of three Senators, which shall 
examine all bills, amendments,and joint resolutions before they go out of the 
possession of the Senate, 

A Committee on Enrolled Bills, to consist of three Senators, which shall have 

, power also to act jointly with the same committee of the House of Representa- 
ives, and which, or some one of which, shall examine all bills or joint resolu- 
tions which shall have passed both Houses, to see that the same are correctly 
enrolled, and, when signed by the Speaker of the House and President of the 
Senate, shall forthwith present the same, when they shall have originated in 
the Senate, to the t of the United States in person, and report the fact 
and date of such presentation to the Senate. 
an Committee on the Improvement of the Mississippi River, to consist of seven 
nators. 
a Committee on Transportation Routes to the Seaboard, to consist of seven 
nators. 

A Committee on Internal Improvements, to consist of nine Senators, to which 
shall be referred all subjects relating to improvements of rivers and harbors, 
and also the bill known as the river and r bill. 

A Committee on Commerce, to consist of nine Senators, to which shall be re- 
ferred all subjects relating to commerce, to shipping, to the merchant marine, 
and to the Life-Saving Service and light-houses. 

A Committee on Expenditures of Public Money, to consist of seven Senators, 
which shall consider such measures tending to economy in public expenditures 
as shall be referred to it, and conduct all investigations into the expenditure of 
public money which shall be ordered by the Senate, unless the Senate shall 
otherwise direct, 


[J 

A Committee on Epidemie Diseases, to consist of seven Senators. 

A Committee to Examine the Several Branches of the Civil Service, to consist 
of five Senators, 

2. The Committees to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Sen- 
sa on Printing, and on the Library shall continue and have power to act until 
their successors are appointed, . 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I move to amend the clause in 
reference to the Committee on Agriculture, so as tostrike out ‘‘seven’’ 
and insert ‘‘nine,’’ so as to read: 

A Committee on Agriculture, to consist of nine Senators. 


Almost all the leading committees of the Senate relating to the gen- 
eral affairs of the annit, I observe, have nine Senators and one com- 
mittee has as many as eleven Senators. I suppose it has been a mere 
oversight that the Committee on Agriculture has not been increased in 
the manner that the others have been. : 

I need not discuss the question before the Senate to show the pro- 
priety of having all the different portions of the United States, and all 
of its great leading industries indeed, represented upon that committee, 
If there is any necessity at all for such a committee, then the distribu- 
tion of the representation upon that committee ought to be territorially 
equal throughout the length and breadth of the land. I think it will 
be really advantageous and wise to make the amendment I have pro- 


Mr. MILLER, of New York. Mr. President, I trust that that motion 
will prevail. Iam a member of the Committee on Agriculture, and I 
know that it is very desirable that every section of the country should be 
represented there, and particularly the different agricultural interests of 
the different sections. I know that it is the desire of every member of 
that committee that it should so represent the entire country, and that 
the Committee on Agriculture to a certain extent should be restored to 
its old usefulness. Of late years it has had few, if any, duties to per- 
form; it has had little, if any, influence upon that great department of 
our industries. I shall propose at the proper time, when we go over 


a 


~ 


these rules again, to move also that the sypropeiiton bill for the Asri- 
cultural Department shall be referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
for their consideration. 

I will not take up the time of the Senate now in discussing that, but 
at the proper time I shall move that as a proper amendment, which I 
trust will prevail. I think the wisdom of increasing the Agricultural 
Committee to nine will be conceded by the Senate on a moment’s con- 
sideration. 

Mr. FRYE. I shall not oppose the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] striking 
out ‘‘seven’’ and inserting ‘‘nine’’ as the number to constitute the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I observe that two of the present 
standing committees of the Senate are omitted from the proposed rule. 
Those are the Committee on Manufactures and the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims. There may be and there doubtless was some good 
reason which influenced the Committee on Rules to omit these two stand- 
ing committees from the proposed new rule. I will inquire of the 
chairman of that committee why those two standing committees are 
omitted from the proposed rule, 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, under the rule as reported by the com- 
roittee provision is made for two new committees, one on internal im- 
provements and one on the expenditures of public money, both regarded 
by them as important committees. On examining the list of the com- 
mittees, not desiring to increase the number unless it was absolutely 
necessary, they concluded to drop out Manufactures and Revolutionary 
Claims as having but little business to do. ‘That was the only reason 
that I know of. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. President, I notice that three committees, one 
of them I think the Committee on Printing, are continued until their 
successors are appointed. Does that give those committees power to sit 
during the recess? 

Mr. FRYE. It was so supposed by the Committee on Rules, and 
that amendment was offered for that purpose. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Butitdoes not say ‘with power to sit during the 
recess.” The Committee on Printing now has to ask leave to sit dur- 
ing the recess at the conclusion of every session. 

Mr. INGALLS. Why is that? 

Mr. ANTHONY. Because there is business that is intrusted to the 
control of the committee that comes up duringthe recess, The Public 
Printer is authorized to do certain things with the assent of the Com- 
mittee on Printing. I have been here several times on business of the 
committee during the recess, but I may say it has never cost the Gov- 
ernment anything, either for expenses or time. 

Mr. FRYE. The committee understood that it was necessary for 
those committees named to sit during the recess on certain occasions, 
that there were contracts to be made by the Library Committee and 
contracts perhaps by the Printing Committee, and this provision was 
suggested as covering the ground by, the present occupant of the chair 
who was a member of one of those committees. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Then I understand that the rule as framed now 
gives those committees permission to sit during the recess? 

Mr. FRYE. The Committee on Rules so understood it. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I move to amend the proposed rule 
by inserting immediately after ‘‘a Committee on Appropriations, to con- 
sist of nine Senators”: 

A Committee on Manufactures, to consist of seven Senators. 


Mr. MORGAN. Ihopethatamendment will beadopted. We have here 
now committees relating to public lands, Indian affairs, pensions, claims, 
patents, public buildings and grounds, railroads, mines and mining, 
education and labor, &c., which may be said to be business that has 
reference to special functions of the Government or special employ- 
mentsof the people. I cansee no good reason why we should adopt the 
rule of referring to a certain standing committee all questions relating 
to agriculture, and all questions relating to mines and mining to an- 
other committee, and have nobody here to whom we can refer the very 
great and important questions which relate to manufactures. 

Manufactures in the United States comprise one of its leading indus- 
tries. Perhaps we get more actual gain in a monetary way, we make 
more progress toward the development of our manufactures, than we do 
in any other department of industry; and it seems to me that there is 
no occasion now for departing from a rule which we have established 
and which has worked very well heretofore, in striking out this com- 
mittee. 

It may be said, and properly, too, that the committee has not had 
much todo. IthinkI can see in the future, if not at present, that this 
committee may have a great deal to do with many of the most impor- 
tant interests of this country and with one of the most respectable of 
all its industrial classes. I can see no reason why such a committee 
as this should not be charged with such an investigation as we have 
had during the last recess, in which some of the members of this body 
have engaged very laboriously, in ascertaining with reference to the 
soundness of certain complaints that have been made concerning our. 
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financial condition, our manufacturing condition, and in fact concerning 
our social condition. 

iv seems to me that that committee will find very much employ- 
ment if the Senate addresses itself to the complaints which are being 
continually made gir the newspapers and through societies and 
otherwise in respect of the falling away of the manufacturing indus- 
tries, strikes, and all things that concern that immense laboring com- 
munity known as mechanics and industrial men. I really can see no 
reason for abolishing this committee. 

Now, as to the question of the number of committees of this body, 
we find that a few committees of this body are very much overtaxed 
with work. Constant complaint is being made in respect of some of 
these committees that they have more than they can do. Probably 
that arises from the want of a proper division of labor by the order of 
the Senate. But there can be no doubt at all that in this House and 
in the other House the legislation of this country is every day becom- 
ing more and more of, put into shape, and completed in every 
respect, through the action of committees, than it has been in years past. 
Inother words, we are getting to be so large a people, to have so large a 
representation, and to havesuch varied and numerousinterests to be taken 
care of by the lawmakers of this land, that we are compelled to intrust 
to committees the consideration of questions of the greatest possible mo- 
ment; and when a bill comes into the Senate backed by the unanimous 
vote, or nearly so, of one of thestanding committees of this body, it is very 
well understood that that recommendation carries with itso much force 
as that the bill may be said to be destined almost to pass this body. 
That being the drift of legislation, and that drift arising from the fact 
that we have such an enormous increase of people, of power, and of 
wealth coming in year after year, it seems to me we should consult a 
wise economy by so arranging the committees of the Senate as that the 
different members of this body shall be charged with the duty of exam- 
ining into every one of these important matters, and I think that if you 
will distribute the labors of this body more generally through a greater 
number of committees, you will find that investigations will be more 
Gir lete and more satisfactory to the country. 

that the House of Representatives recognizes the necessity of 
dividing up the labor of some of its committees in obedience to ‘the 
very demand I have mentioned; and our Committee on Rules itself 
finds it necessary to strike out two of the committees here, in order to 
give place to some others that they put in position, new committees 
entirely in this body, for the mere sake of the division of labor, in order 
that subjects that come before the Senate may have a thorough and 
proper consideration in the committees. 

There are quite a number of very able men in the Senate of the 
United States to-day who have very little employment in this body 
except to debate questions as they come in from the important leading 
committees, and I think that the best way to furnish these gentlemen 
with an apoeni to serve the country with the ability that they 

and with the faithfulness for which they have become pro- 
verbial, is to give them work to do upon the important leading stand- 
ing committees. I think this is one of the important standing com- 
mittees of this body; I think it should be retained, and that we are 
not consulting true economy when we cut down the number of these 
committees. 

There is another industry in this country which I will advert to 
merely for the sake of illustrating the points I am trying to make, and 
that is the fisheries. When I first came to the Senate the fisheries were 
a matter of very minor consideration. The merest show of experiment 
was being made in respect of the scattering of food-fishes through the 
United States, the cultivation of fishes, the preparing of ways for them 
to ascend the rivers, &c. That very vast and important industry has 
never had the recognition of & committee of this body to whom a bill 
relating to the fisheries could properly be referred. I remember an inci- 
dent that occurred here last year or the year before last, when a question 
arose between several of the States on the northeastern coast, I believe 
between Maine first, and afterward, perhaps, Massachusetts, and later, I 
know, New Jersey, and the Government of the United States, upon a 
point of jurisdiction as to how far the jurisdiction of the United States 
extended into the sea from the actual shore for the protection or for the 
regulation of the fisheries; we had to refer that to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, and there was but one pretext for it that could be 
thought of, and that was the fact that whatever action might be taken 
by the Senate in d the law disputed between the Government 
and several of the States might affect our relations with Great Britain 
in consequence of our fisheries treaties along the northeastern coast. 
Upon that pretext the bill was sent before the Committee on Foreign 
Relations of. the Senate, and an investigation, which I think is a very 
important one, is now about to be reported. 

There should be in this list of committees a committee on fisheries, 
S perhaps a portion of their duties should relate also to animal in- 

lustry, to the question of food supply of the people of the United States 
through th o fahes of the rivets ancl sees aad the ERRINA that we rales 

upon ration a Vaak tanito of ours. Now, toillustrate a little more, it has 
not been more than twenty years since all the plains of the West were 
covered by swarming herds of buffalo. They were there to feed the In- 


dians, to keep up their hostilities and their savagery. They have been 


swept away by the march of civilization, and I have no doubt 
that there are three splendid bullocks upon the plains being fattened 
for human food and to contribute to commerce where there was ever 
one buffalo to be found. When our industries are progressing in this 
immense ratio, we are not consulting the real pi of the country 
and we are not di ing our duty as I think we should by the sort 
of economy that prevents us from having committees enough to be 
charged with the special duty of investigating in respect to these very 
important matters. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I do not feel called upon to defend the 
action of the committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption of the» 
amendment penoa: by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. CAMERON] 
to insert— 

A Committee on inulo, to consist of seven Senators. 


The amendment was to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption of the 
rule as amended. 

Mr. FRYE. Ido not feel exactly at liberty to have this rule adopted 
now in the absence of the gentleman who is chairman of the Committee 
on Commerce. There is a very important division of that committee, 
taking from it at least one-half of its present work and giving it to 
another committee, on Internal Improvements. While I do not wish to 
delay the consideration of the rules, and will not for his absence longer 
than to-morrow, I will ask that that portion of this rule, that clause, 
be permitted to pass over for the present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is proposed to pass over two 
clauses—— 

Mr. FRYE. I ask unanimous consent that the clause relating to the 
Committee on Internal Improvements and the Committee on Commerce 
be over for the present. 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. And thatas to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia also? 

Mr. FRYE. And the Committee on the District of Columbia also. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to thesug- 
gestion of the Senator from Maine. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. The question now is on the adoption of the remaining 
clauses of the rule. 

Mr, CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I move to amend the proposed rule 
by inserting after the provision which provides for a Committee on Pen- 
sions the following: 

A Committee on Revolutionary Claims, to consist of five Senators. 


` Mr. ANTHONY. I hope this motion will prevail. The Commit- 

tee on Revolutionary Claims has always been assigned to the minority 
of the Senate. The committee-room is a large room, and it is a very 
convenient place for Senators of the minority to assemble. 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to suggest to the Senator from Rhode Island 
that I think during the last session by a resolution of the Senate that 
room was made a consultation-room for the minority of the Senate, and 
I think it is now held as a consultation-room and not used as a com- 
mittee-room at all. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Was that by resolution of the Senate? 

Mr. HARRIS. By resolution of the Senate, my recollection is. , 

Mr. ANTHONY. I thought it was by the courtesy of the chairman 
of that committee, who is not now present. 

Mr. HARRIS. I think it will be found on examination that it was 
by resolution of the Senate. I see that room is labeled as a consulta- 
tion-room of the minority. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed by the clerk 
at the desk that no such rule or resolution appears on record. It was 
understood to be agreed to by the courtesy of the committee. 

Mr. HARRIS. I know the committee has moved out, and my im- 
pression was that by resolution of the Senate that room had been set 
apart to the minority of the Senate without regard to which side should 
be in the minority. That is the fact, but the clerk of course knows 
better than I do whether such a rule was adopted 

Mr. ANTHONY. I think at any rate it is safer to leave it as it was. 
The courtesy of the chairman of that committee would always open it 
to fellow-Senators of his own party, and if we have it for a consulta- 
tion-room a resolution will have to be offered at every session. 

Mr. FRYE. As representing the Committee on Rules, I do not care 
to debate the question at all. It is a very simple question, understood 
by all Senators, and of course the majority of the Senate should con- 
trol in a matter of this kind. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. CAMERON]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. Are amendments to this rule still in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. They are 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to add after the words ‘‘a Committee on Ag- 
riculture, to consist of seven Senators,” the following: 

To which shall be referred all bills making appropriations for the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture. 

I do not think this is the proper place to insert this amendment, but 
at the same time—— . 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas will allow 
the Chair to suggest that the Senator from New York [Mr. MILLER] 
gave notice of such a motion to be made by him ata future stage of the 
consideration of the rules. 

Mr. PLUMB. Atsome future time, he stated, he would move it, 
but if the amendment which has. been inserted by the committee in a 
subsequent part of the rule requiring the appropriation bills for the 
District of Columbia to go to the Committee on the District of Columbia 
is proper in this connection, this is also proper, and I think the Senator 
from New York would have made the motion if he had observed what 
my attention has just been called to, that the jurisdiction of the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia is fixed by this rule. Ido not think 
this is the proper place for fixing that of either committee, but as the 
Committee on Rules have adopted that plan, I think now is the proper 
time to bring it up. , 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would inform the Senator 
from Kansas that that clause has been passed over at the request of the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations. The clause in regard 
to the District of Columbia appropriation bill has been passed over and 
has not been considered. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will that carry with it this enumeration or statement 
of the jurisdiction of the District of ‘Columbia Committee? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the very point that has been 
reserved for future consideration at the request of the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. FRYE. I desire to call the attention of the Senator from Kansas 
to Rule XVII. In Rule XVILit is provided that the appropriation bills 
for the District shall go to the Committee on the District of Columbia; 
and of course if that was adopted it would be absolutely necessary that 
this clause should be in this rule, but both those provisions have 
been passed over at the request of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLI- 
son]. I suggest to the Senator from Kansas, if he desires to submit a 
similar proposition touching the appropriation bill for agriculture, that 
he allow both of these amendments to wait until in the Senate amend- 
ments can be offered to both Rules XVII and XXVI. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have no objection to waiting, but I will make this 
further suggestion, that if this question of the jurisdiction of the com- 
mittees is to go over at all, it ought all to go over, because while I per- 
ceive great propriety in the amendment which I have proposed, I think 
there may be others of the same general character which are equally 
proper, and when we come to adjust this question of the jurisdiction of 
the committees I think it ought all to be done at once and that what- 
ever rule we apply ought to obtain all the way through. If one part 
of it is to go over, it ought all to go over. If it be in order, I therefore 
move that all questions relating to the jurisdiction of committees be 

med to await the consideration of the question which has hereto- 
fore been laid over at the suggestion of the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. FRYE. I hardly see how a motion of that kind can now be in 
order. I suppose that all pending motions touching the jurisdiction of 
committees—and the Senator might offer his motion and consider it as 
one pending—may be laid over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will inform the Senator 
from Kansas that an independent resolution of the kind offered by him 
probably would not be in order, but a motion to amend the rule could 
be pending and could be laid over. 

Mr. PLUMB. I made a motion to amend the rule. ) 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the Senator 
from Kansas to move to amend the rule by inserting after the clause 
relating to the Committee on Agriculture the words: 

To which shall be referred all bills making appropriations for the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture. 

And the Senator from Kansas further moves that the consideration 
of that subject lie over with other clauses of a similar kind. 

Mr. PLUMB. For the purpose of bringing the whole question up 
it is necessary to make several motions, and I will therefore make a 
similar motion in regard to the Committee on Naval Affairs and the 
Commitiee on Military Affairs with relation to the Naval and Army 
appropriation bills. It seems to me when we come to consider the 
question of what the several committees shall do, the class of subjects 
that shall be referred to them for the purpose of subdividing the labors 
of the Senate, that question ought all to come up together. My motion, 
therefore, was—and I do not see why it can not be in order—that all 
questions relating to the jurisdiction of committees be postponed until 
the time named in the former order of the Senate concerning the Dis- 
trict of Columbia appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It would be sapien A competent for 
the Senator to move that the rule itself lie over for future consideration. 

Mr. PLUMB. Very well, if that is the only proper motion, I move 
that the consideration of Rule XXVI be postponed. Perhaps I had 
better ask unanimous consent that the rule go over until the time to 
which the consideration of Rule XVII has been postponed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas asks unan- 
ixuous consent to postpone the further consideration of Rule XXVI until 
the previous Rule XVII is considered. 

. HOAR. That is not deferred to any icular time. Why is 


it not best to have unanimous consent that this rule be passed over in- 
formally at present, to be called up when the Senator from Iowareturns? 


Mr. PLUMB. If that is the und ing, I have no objection. 

Mr. GARLAND. I want the attention of the Senator from Kansas 
fora moment. I think the proposition he makes is eminently p 
in view of the fact that we are likely to set a precedent by referring 
the appropriation bill for the District of Columbia to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, and I want to call his attention to one 
point, that he may think of it when he puts his amendment in form 
and calls it up. Would there not be propriety in establishing as arule 
that all matters of appropriation shall first go to the particular com- 
mittees having charge of the subjects to which those appropriations 
relate and then afterward be referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions? While he is looking into the matter I wish to call his attention 
to that suggestion, to see whether it would not be proper to incorporate 
if into the rules. Take, for example, the matter referring to expendi- 
tures in the Agricultural Department. First let them go to the Comi- 
mittee on Agriculture, and then be referred, after that committee has 
acted upon them, to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. PLUMB. That is a most excellent suggestion, and one that I 
have already given some thought to, and there are a great many other 
questions which grow out of it that make it very proper that in this 
most important part of the rules practically we should consider this 
question by itself; that is to say, a time should be set apart when the 
question of the jurisdiction of the committees, embracing all these 
things which may notonly go on appropriation bills but the course which 
all bills shall take, should receive consideration separate and apart from 
all other portions of the rules. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the consider- 
ation of this rule being informally passed over? 

Mr. INGALLS. Until what time, Mr. President? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Until the chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations returns. 

Mr. INGALLS. No, sir; that was not his request. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the way the motion is put 
now. 

Mr. INGALLS. The agreement, as it appears on page 230 of the 
RECORD, is: 
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Therefore the postponement was not to depend upon the return of 
the Senator from Iowa. I understand that he is absentin consequence 
of some personal bereavement, and it therefore would not be proper, if 
we are to consider these rules continuously, that this subject should be 
postponed longer than is suggested in that motion or request made by 
the Senator from Iowa, that is, that it should go over until the remain- 
ing rules have been considered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kansas accept 
the suggestion of his colleague ? 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes, sir. My motion was that it should go over for 
the time, to come up with Rule XVII, according tothe previous order of 
the Senate. 

wel INGALLS. That is, when the remaining rules have been con- 
sidered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That will be considered the unani- 
mous consent of the Senate. 

Mr. MAXEY. I understand the Senator from Kansas to ask that 
the rule relative to the jurisdiction of the committees be laid over. 

Mr. PLUMB. Each of the committees. 

Mr. MAXEY. I hope that will be done for the reason stated by 
him. I think there is very great reason why the items relating to ap- 
propriations for the Post-Office Departmentshould go to the Post-Ofiice 
Committee, and items relating to the Army tothe Military Committee, 
and then be reported to the Appropriations Committee for their con- 
sideration. 

The PRESJDING OFFICER. By unanimous consent the rule is 
passed over until action shall be had on the other rules. 

Rule XXVII was read, as follows: 


RULE XXVII 


REFERENCE TO COMMITTEES; MOTIONS TO DISCHARGE AND REPORTS OF COM- 
ý MITTEES TO LIE OVER. 

1. When motions are made for reference of a subject to a select committee, or 
to a standing committee, the question of reference to a standing committee shall 
be put first; and a motion simply to refer shall not be open to amendment, ex- 

to add instructions. 
All reports of committees and motions to discharge a committee from the 
consideration of a subject, and all subjects from which a committee shall be dis- 
, Shall lie over one day for consideration, unless by unanimous consent 
the shall otherwise direct. 


The rule was adopted. 
Rule XXVIII was read, as follows: 
Rue XXVII. 
REPORTS OF CONFERENCE COMMITTEES. 


The presentation of reports of committees of conference shall always be in 
Paa Taena ahaha the Journal is being read or a question of order or a motion 
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mediately put, and shall be determined without debere 


The rule was adopted. 
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Rule XXIX was read, as follows: 
Route XXIX. 
MESSAGES. 

1, Messages from the President of the United States or from the House of Rep- 
resentatives may be received at any stage of proceed except while the Sen- 
ate is dividing, or while the Joo is being read, or while a question of order 
or a motion to adjourn is eve as 5 

2. Messages shall be sent to the House of shag ron by the Secretary, who 
shall previously certify the determination of the Senate upon all bilis, joint reso- 
rer and other resolutions which may be communicated to the House, or in 
which its concurrence may be requested; and the Secretary shall also certify 
and deliver to the President of the United States all resolutions and other com- 
munications which may be directed to him by the Senate. 

. The rule was adopted. 

Rule XXX was read, as follows: 

RULE XXX. 
PRINTING OF PAPERS, ETO, 
1, Every motion to print documents, reports, and other matter transmitted by 
either of the Executive Departments, or td print memorials, petitions, accom- 
ying documents, orany other paper, except bills of the Senate or House of 
presentatives, resolutions submitted by a Senator, communications from the 
Legislatures or conventions, lawfully called, of the respective States, and mo- 
tions to print by order of the standing or select committees of the Senate, shall, 
unless the Senate otherwise order, be referred to the Commitee on Printing” 
When s motion is made to commit with instructions, it shall be in order toadd 
thereto a motion to print, 

2, Motions to print additional numbers shall also be referred to the Committee 
on Printing; and when the committee shall report favorably, the report shall be 
accompanied by an estimate of the probable cost thereof; and when the cost of 
printing such additional numbers shall exceed the sum of $500, the concurrence 
of the House of Representatives shall be necessary for an order to print the same) 

8. Every bill and joint resolution introduced on leave or reported from a com- 
mittee, and all bills and joint resolutions received from the House of Represent- 
atives, and all reports of committees, shall be printed, unless, for the dispatch of 
the business of the Senate, such printing may be dispensed with. 

The rule was adopted. 

Rule XXXI was read, as follows: 

RULE XXXI. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

1, Nomemorial or other paper presented to the Senate, except original treaties 
finally acted upon, shall be withdrawn from its files except by order of the Sen- 
ate, But when an act may pass for the settlement of any private claim, the Sec- 
retary is authorized to transmit to the officer charged with the settlement the 
papers on file relating to the claim. 

2. No memorial or other paper upon which an adverse report has been made 
shall be withdrawn from the files of the Senate unless ibs pe thereof shall be 
left in the office of the Secretary. 

The rule was adopted. 

Rule XXXII was read, as follows: 

RULE XXXII, 
REFERENCE OF CLAIMS ADVERSELY REPORTED. 

Whenever a committee of the Senate, to whom any claim has been referred, 
reports adversely, and the report is agreed to, it shall not be in order to move 
to take the papers from the files for the purpose of referring them at a subse- 
quent session, unless the claimant shall present a petition therefor, stating that 
ew evidence has been discovered since the report, and setting forth such new 
evidence, 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The last clause provides that the 
claimant shall set forth such new evidence. I think the construction 
which would be given to that would be that the whole of the new evi- 
dence must be set forth. I think that would be imposing an unneces- 
sary hardship upon the claimant, and I propose to amend as follows: 

And setting forth the substance of such new evidence, 

Mr. HARRIS. The language employed would probably be construed 
as the Senator I do not think such, however, was the inten- 
tion of the Committee on Rules.. I see no objection to the amendment 
suggested by the Senator from Wisconsin. i) 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The rule as amended was adopted. 

Rule XXXIII was read, as follows: 

Rute XXXIII. 
BUSINESS CONTINUED FROM SESSION ‘TO SESSION. 

At the second orany subsequent session of a Congress the legislative business 
of the Senate which remained undetermined at the close of the next preceding 
session of that Congress shall be resumed and proceeded with in the same man- 
ner as if no adjournment of the Senate had taken place; and all subjects re- 
ferred to committees and/not reported upon at the close of a session of Congress 
shall be returned to the office of the Secretary of the Senate, and be retained by 


him until the next succeeding session of that Congress, when they shall be re- 
turned to the several committees to which they had previously been referred. 


Mr. HOAR. Should not the word “papers” be used instead of 
‘subjects’??? It hardly seems to be good English to say: 
And all subjects referred to committees and not reported upon at the close of 


a session of Congress shall be returned to the office of the Secretary of the 
Senate. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator propose an amend- 
ment? 

Mr. HOAR. I think “papers” would be a more appropriate word. 
I move the amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. I see no objection to the amendment, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The rule as amended was adopted. 
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Rule XXXIV was read, as follows: 
Rute XXXIV. 
PRIVILEGE OF THE FLOOR. 
1. No m shall be admitted to the floor of the Senate while in session ex- 
cept as follows: 
e officers of the Senate. 
Members of the House of Loy. verona and the Clerk of the House, 
The President of the United States and his private secretary, 
The heads of De ents, 
Ministers of the United States. 
Foreign ministers, 
Ex-Presidents and ex-Vice-Presidents of the United States, 
Ex-Senators and Senators-elect. 
Judges of the Supreme Court. 
Governors of States and Territories. 
General of the Army. 
Admiral of the ery: 
Members of national legislatures of foreign countries. 
Private secretaries of Senators, duly appointed in writing; and the Librarian 


of Congress. 

Hon. George Bancroft. 

Judges of the Court of Claims, 

2. No person shall be admitted to the floor as private secretary of a Senator 
until the Senator appointing him shall certify in writing to the Sergeant-at-Arms 
that he is actually employed for the performance of the duties of such secretary, 
and is engaged in the performance of same. 


Mr. MORRILL. I desire to amend the rule by inserting ‘the Ar- 
chitect of the Capitol Extension.” It is very often the case that the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds desire to have him present 
here. I think there will be no objection. 

Mr. HARRIS. I think the suggestion a very proper one, that the 
Architect of the Capitol’should be one of the persons to whom the privi- 
leges of the floor may be extended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

Mr. GARLAND. It has been suggested to me several times that it 
is a proper courtesy due to ex-members of the House of Representatives 
to admit them to the floor. I donot know whether the matter was be- 
fore the committee or not. If it has been considered by them I do not 
care to offer any amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. They are not admitted to the floor of the House itself 
except on the subscription of a certain certificate that they are not en- 
gaged in lobbying and have no interest in anything before Congress, 
which is an inconvenient and awkward thing to provide for in regard 
to so large a number of persons. I do not think it is worth while to 
change our rule. 

Mr. GARLAND. I do not care tø make any quibble about it, but 
my attention has been called to it several times. If the committee 
have considered the subject, I make no motion. : 

The rule was adopted. 

Rule XXXYV was read, as follows: 


Rute XXXV. 
REGULATION OF THE SENATE WING OF THE CAPITOL. 


1. The Senate Chamber shall not be granted for any other purpose than for 
the use of the Senate. 

2. It shall be the duty of the Committee on Rules to make all rules and 
lations respecting such parts of the Capitol, its and galleries, includin, 
the restaurant, as are or may be set apart for the use of the Senate and its oi 
cers, to be enforced under the direction of the presiding officer. They shall, 
at the opening of each session of Congress, make such regulations respectin; 
the reporters’ gallery of the Senate as will confine its occupation to bona fide 
reporters for daily newspapers, assigning not to exceed one seat to each paper, 


The rule was adopted. 
Rule XXXVI was read, as follows: 


Rute XXXVI. 


SESSION WITH CLOSED DOORS. 

On amotion made and seconded to close the doors of the Senate, on the discus- 
sion of any business which may, in the opinion of a Senator, require secrecy, the 
presiding officer shall direct the galleries to be cleared; and during the discus- 
sion of such motion the doors shall remain closed. 


The rule was adopted. 
Rule XXXVII was read, as follows: 


Rute XXXVI. 
EXECUTIVE SESSIONS, 


1. When the President of the United States shall meet the Senate in the Senate 
Chamber for the consideration of executive business, he shall have a seat on the 
right of the presiding officer. When the Senate I be convened by the Presi- 
dent of the United States to any other place, the presiding officer of the Senate 
as ron Senators shall attend at the place appointed, with the necessary officers 
of the Senate. 

2. When acting upon confidential or executive business, the Senate Chamber 
shall be cleared of all persons except the Secretary, the Chief Clerk, the Princi- 
Vas Legislative Clerk, the Executive Clerk, the Minute and Journal Clerk, the 


nt-at-Arms, the Assistant Doorkeeper, and such other officers as the pre- 
siding officer shall think necessary; and all such officers shail be sworn to 


secrecy, 

3. All confidential communications made by the Presidentof the United States 
to the Senate shall be by the Senators and the officers of the Senate kept secret; 
and all treaties which may be laid before the Senate, and all remarks, votes, and 
proconsings. thereon shallalso be kept secret until the Senate shall, by their reso- 

ution, take off the injunction of secrecy. 

4. Any Senator or officer of the Senate who shall disclose the secret or confi- 
dential business or proceedings of the Senate shall Liber sion if a Senator, to suf- 
fer expulsion from the body; and if an officer, to from the service of 
the Senate, and to punishment for contempt. 


The rule was adopted. 
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Rule XXXVIII was read, as follows: 
Rue XXXVII. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION—PROCEEDINGS ON TREATIES, 
1. When a treaty shall be laid before the Senate for ratification it shall be read 


a first time; and no motion in to it shall be in order, except to refer it to 
& committee, or to print it, in confidence, for the use of the Senate. 

When a treaty is reported from a committee with or without amendment it 
shall, unless the Senate unanimously otherwise direct, lie one day for considera- 
fion; after which it may be read a second time and considered as in Committee 
of the Whole, when it s be proceeded with by articles, and the amendments 
reported by the committee be first acted upon, after which other arhend- 
ments may be pro: ; and when through with, the proceedings had as in 
Committee of the ole shall be reported to the Senate, when the question shall 
be, if the treaty be amended, * Will the Senate concur in the amendments made 
in Committee of the Whole?” And the amendments may be taken separately, 
or in gross, if no Senator shall object; after which new amendments may be 
Proposed. ; 

e decisions thus made shall be reduced to the form of a resolution of ratifi- 
cation, with or without amendments, as the case may be; which shall be pro- 
posod on a subsequent day, unless, by unanimous consent, the Senate determine 
otherwise; at which stage no amendment shall be received, unless by unani- 
mous consent, 

On the final question to advise and consent to the ratification in the form 

to, the concurrence of two-thirds of the Senators present shall be neces- 
sary to determine it in the affirmative; butall other motions and questions u 
a treaty shall be decided bya majority vote, sears a motion to postpone indefi- 
nitely, which shall be decided by a vote of tw irds, 

2. Treaties transmitted by the President to the Senate for ratification shall be 
resumed at the second or any subsequent session of the same Congress at the 
stage in which they were left at the final adjournment of the session at which 
they were transmitted; but all proceedings on treaties shall terminate with 
the Congress, and they shall be resumed at the commencement of the next 
Congress asif no proceedings had previously been had thereon. 

3. All treaties concluded with Indian tribes shall be considered and acted 
upon by the Senate in its open or legislative session, unless the same shall be 
transmitted by the President to the Senate in confidence; in which case they 
shall be acted upon with closed doors. 


The rule was adopted. 
Rule XX XIX was read, as follows: 


Rue XXXIX. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION—PROCEEDINGS ON NOMINATIONS. 


1. When nominations shall be made by the President of the United States to 
the Senate, they shall, unless otherwise ordered, be referred to appropriate com- 
mittees; and the final question on every nomination shall be, “ Will the Senate 
advise and consent to this nomination? ™ which question shall not be put onthe 
same day on which the nomination is received, nor on the day on which it may 
be reported by a committee, unless by unanimous consent. 

2. All information communicated or remarks made by a Senator, when acting 
upon nominations, concerning the character or qualifications of the n nom- 

‘inated, also all votes upon any nomination, shall be kept secret. If, however, 
charges shall be made against a person nominated, the committee may, in its dis- 
cretion, notify such nominee thereof, but the name of the person making such 
e shall not be disclosed. The fact thata nomination has been made, or 
that it has been confirmed or rejected, shall not be regarded as a secret. 

8. When a nomination is confirmed or rejected, any Senator voting in the ma- 
jority may move for a reconsideration on the same day on which the vote was 
taken, or on either of the next two days of actual executive session of the Sen- 
ate; but ifa notification of the confirmation or rejection of a nomination shall 
have been sent to the President before the expiration of the time within which 
a motion to reconsider may be made, the motion to reconsider shal] be accom- 
panied by a motion to request the President to return such notification to the 

nate. Any motion to reconsider the vote on a nomination may be laid on the 
ae iont prejudice to the n m, and shall be a final disposition of 
such motion. 

4. Nominations confirmed or rejected by the Senate shall not be returned by 
the Secretary to the President until the expiration of the time limited for mak- 
ing a motion to reconsider the same, or while a motion to reconsider is pend- 
ing, unless otherwise ordered by the Senate. 

. When the Senate shall adjourn or take a recess for more than thirty days 
all motions to reconsider a yote upon a nomination which has been confirmed 
or rejected by the Senate, which shall be pending at the time of taking such ad- 
journment or recess, shall fall; and the Secretary shall return all such i 
tions to the Presidentas confirmed or rejected by the Senate, as the case may be. 

6. Nominations neither confirmed nor rejected during the session at which they 
are made shall not be acted upon at any succeeding session without being i 
made to the Senate by the President; and if the Senate shall adjourn or ea 
recess for more than thirty days, all nominations pending and not finally acted 
upon at the time of taking such adjournment or recess shall be pesuraed f by the 
Secretary to the President, and shall not again be considered unless they shall 
again be made to the Senate by the President. 


The rule was adopted. 
Rule XL was read, as follows: 
RULE XL. 
THE PRESIDENT FURNISHED WITH COPIES OF RECORDS OF EXECUTIVE SESSIONS, 


The President of the United States shall, from time to time, be furnished with 
an authenticated transcript of the executive records of the Senate, but no further 
extract from the Executive Journal shall be furnished by the Secretary, except 
by special order of the Senate; and no paper, except original treaties t- 
ted to the Senate by the President of United States and finally acted upon 
by the Senate, shall be delivered from the office of the Secretary without an 
order of the Senate for that purpose. 

The rule was adopted. 


Rule XLI was read, as follows: 


Rue XLI. 
SUSPENSION AND AMENDMENT OF THE RULES, 


use 1, Rule XIII. 
The rule was adopted. . 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate now, as in Committeeof 
the Whole, has gone over all the rules, with certain exceptions, which 


of the Senate, except as otherwise provided in cla) 


will now be reported in their order. The clauses that have been passed 
over will now be stated in their order. 
The Secretary read Rule VII, as follows: 
i Ruie VII 


PRESENTATION OF CREDENTIALS, 

The presentation of the credentials of Senators-elect and other questions of 
privilege shall always bein order, except during the reading and correcting of 
the Journal, while a question of order or a motion to adjourn is pending, or 
while the Senate is dividing; and all questions and motions arising or made 
upon ue presentation of such credentials shall be proceeded with until dis- 
} > 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND] had an 
amendment which he proposed to offer, and I suggested that that be 
passed over so that he might offer the amendment there. It was touch- 
ing the record of credentials. ë 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Arkansas will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

2. The Secretary shall keepa record of the certificates of the election of Sena- 
tors by entering in a well-bound book kept for that purpose the date of election 
the name of the person elected and the vote given at the election, the date ot 
the certificate, the names of the governor snd the secrel of state si 
and countersigning the same, and the State from which such r is. 

Mr. GARLAND. The point involved is a very simple one. Itis 
found that the Secretary, of his own motion, or by some order made at 
some time or other, of which there is no record, has been in the habit 
of recording in full the various certificates of election. The Secretary, 
on looking at some certificate presented here at this session, brought it 
to me to know whether the whole of it should be recorded. It was a 
very lengthy certificate; Ido not remember now from what State it 
came. It certainly imposed considerable labor upon the Secretary’s 
ofiice. I think the best plan would be to simply haye an abstract or 
mere statement of the substance and material portions of the certificate; 
and with that view I offered the amendment to incorporate it as a per- 
manent rule, requiring the recording of the substance of the certificate 
in each case. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND]. 

-Mr. LAPHAM. I repeat to the Senator from Arkansas the 
tion I made when the amendment was offered, that he insert after the 
governor and secretary of state the words ‘‘or other officers of the 
State,” because the practice is not uniform. 

Mr. GARLAND. The practice does not amount to anything. The 
act of Congress fixes this. The act of July, 1866, says the governor 
must sign and the secretary of state countersign. This is strictly in 
accordance with the act of Congress that regulates the subject. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Certainly certificates have been received since I 
have been a member of the body that had not that formality. 

Mr. GARLAND. It is wrong since the act of July, 1866, because 
that act says the governor must sign and the secretary of state counter- 


sign. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption of the 
amendment of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. GauLaspT. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The rule as amended was adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thenext reservation will be reported. 

The SECRETARY. Rule XVII, on page 15, ‘‘Amendments to appro- 
priation bills.” 

Mr. FRYE. Those have been passed by consent until the conclusion 
of the consideration of the report of the committee touching the Senate 
rules, and I suppose it would not be well to take up those questions 
to-day. ` 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Ali the rules have been gone over 
except those relating to appropriations and the committees. 

Mr. INGALLS. Why not let the report of the committee be reported 
from the Committee of the Whole to the Senate, that we may make 
one step in progress, with the reservation of the two rules the Senator 
has named, so that we can consider them to-morrow ? 

Mr. HALE. And go and finish the rest in the Senate? 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes. 

Mr. HALE. That,will utilize the afternoon. 

Mr. INGALLS. We can make that step in advance. 

Mr. FRYE. I see no objection to that, if it can be done. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine asks unani- 
mous consent that these rules be reported to the Senate with the reser- 
vation of the two rules named by him. Is that the request? 

Mr. FRYE. Yes, sir; the reservation of Rule XVII and the rule 
touching standing committees. 

Mr. INGALLS. ' Ithad better all be reported to the Senate, and then 
the reservation can be made in the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (aftera pause). TheSenate, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole have had under consideration the report of the 
Committee on Rules and have acted on all except two. Itis nowpro- . 
posed that they be reported to the Senate for consideration. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Do I understand the Senator from Kansas, and 
is that the proposition that the President of the Senate is putting to 


. 
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the body, that the rules be reported to the Senate, and then that the 
reservations be made in the Senate? Ido not see how we can do that, 
because then it would take a majority vote to strike out what the com- 
mittee has whereas, without it, it will take a majority vote 
to adopt it. It just reverses the affirmative. I understood the Sena- 
tor from Maine to ask that these two rules be reserved without any 
action had upon them and the others be reported to the Senate; and 
then would action in the Senate on these rules be final? 

Mr. INGALLS. It is about as broad as it is long. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair had some doubt whether 
a portion of the rules could be reported to the Senate and the rest left 
in committee. That would certainly be a novel practice. Therefore 
he understood the proposition of the Senator from Kansas to be to re- 
port all the rules to the Senate, with the statement, however, that the 
fwo rules named had not been fully considered and would be open to 
amendment in the Senate, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Not open for amendment, but open for adoption. 
I shall have to object to their being considered adopted, because then 
it takes a majority to undo them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair tried to state the proposi- 
tion of the Senator from Kansas correctly. The question is on the prop- 
osition as stated. [Putting the question.] Therules are now open for 
amendment in the Senate. There are no amendments reserved. There 
have been many amendments adopted, and the vote will be taken on 
all the amendments if there is no objection. 

Mr. INGALLS. All those to which there is no objection might be 


agreed to. 

Mr. MORGAN. I offer the following amendment to Rule XXVI, 
on page 23—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question must first be puton the 
adoption of the amendments made in committee. Are there any reser- 
vations? If not, the question will be taken on the adoption of the 
amendments made in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand that Rules XVII and XXVI are 
reserved. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, They are reserved for future amend- 
ment and consideration. 

Mr. MORGAN. I offer the following amendment, to come in on 
page 23, in the twenty-sixth rule, before the figure 2 in the last para- 
graph: 

A committee on fisheries, to consist of seven Senators, to which sliall be re- 


. ferred all matters relating to fish and fisheries, and all matters relating to ani- 


mal ind 


I will say that I put in the last clause of the proposed amendment 
at the suggestion of the Senator from South Carolina who is not in 
his seat to-day [Mr. BUTLER}. I see nothing in it that is at all inap- 
propriate, although it might be considered perhaps some transgression 
upon the present jurisdiction of the Committee on Agriculture. I am 
not sure of that. 

I do not care to elaborate the necessity for the adoption of this rule 
creating this new committee. In some remarks I made a while ago I 
had occasion to refer to the immense growth of this fishery industry 
in the United States since I have been in the Senate. We have a fish 
commission here ized by law, and it has no other protector and 
no one to look after its legislation now, I believe, except the Committee 
on Appropriations. They come here and make requests for appropria- 
tions, they get estimates for appropriations, and that committee con- 
siders every question, so far as I know, that is connected with the dis- 
tribution of food-fishes among the people of the United States. 

I can say for the people of my section of the country that they feel 
very greatly interested in this Fish Commission and in its labors. It 
is a part of the executive establishment of the Government of the United 
States which has won great renown in this country and abroad. It has 
had devoted to it the labors of some of the most eminent of our scien- 
tific as well as of our practical men. I suppose that no one country can 

~ boast of an individual who is doing more by his personal exertions to 
contribute to the increase of excellent food for the human family than 
we can in the person of Professor Baird, and I might add also in the 
able support he has from the gentlemen by whom he is surrounded. 
The work of the Fish Commission has increased enormously in the last 
five or six years, and there is scarcely a mail that comes to this city 
that does not bring earnest requests from the people in various sections 
of the country for a supply of fish, and questions are coming up con- 
tinually in which the Government of the United States must neces- 
sarily take some part respecting the control of the fisheries in our bays, 
our inlets, and even upon our great rivers. I do not know whether it 
may become a question of practical importance in the Mississippi as it 
is in the Potomac River now, the control of the fisheries there by acts 
of Co! or otherwise; but no man can close his eyes to the magni- 
tude of the question within those parts of the country where Congress 


. may have jurisdiction, and I dare say it has jurisdiction in a very large 
proportion of the waters of the United States to some extent to contro) 
this question of the fisheries. oe be more important, it seems 
to me, than the questions which have 


presented for the considera- 


ce of State governments and the Congress of the United States on this 
subject. 

I propose that we shall have a committee that shall address itself to 
this very important matter. It has become my duty, in some sense, to 
become acquainted with it recently, because I was assigned to a sub- 
committee of the Committee on Foreign Relations under the chairman- 
ship of the honorable Senator from New York [Mr. LAPHAM], and had 
to make very extensive investigations in respect of it, and I confess thaw 
to me it was a greatrevelation. The importance and magnitude of this 
supply of food and the increase of it underthe nurture of the Fish Com- 
mission is obvious and very great. It seems to me that it is one of the 
industries of this country that ought to be very carefully husbanded. 

I will not submit any further remarks to the Senate on this subject, 
because it certainly is not new tothem. They have all had opportu- 
nity to consider it. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I suppose I was born a fisherman, for 
ever since I can remember I have been more expert in fishing than in 
anything else I know of, and there are few rivers in the eastern part of 
my State or in the Canadas that I have not whipped with my fly. 
Thirteen years ago I came to Congress with all the love for fishing on 
me. Ihad watched the private attempt made in State after State to 
stock lakes and rivers. lhad seen the utter failure by reason of the 
failure of the States themselves to protect the work which had been 
done. For instance, take the Connecticut River, ranning through two 
or three States. The State of Connecticut might pass the necessary 
laws to protect; the State of Massachusetts might pass no law to pro- 
tect, and all the work which had been done to propagate fish in the 
Connecticut River might in one season be destroyed in Massachusetts 
by the tyrant of the fish, there being no law in Massachusetts to re- 
strain. It was so with many rivers, and Seth Green found the utmost 
difficulty attending the immense business he was undertaking from 
pure love of the business from this lack of uniformity of law. 

I came to Congress, I say, fresh as a fisherman, and fresh from a study 
of this then new study of the propagation of fish, and I desire, Mr. 
President, to claim to myself the credit which I think nobody on earth 
has ever given me—and yet a man is entitled to credit where he actu- 
ally does something and it ought to be given to him—I claim to my- 
self the credit of first of any member of Congress going before the Ap- 
propriations Committee and insisting with them that they should make 
an appropriation touching this propagation of food-fish. I undertook . 
to explain it somewhat to them. It was a new thought, a new busi- 
ness, and it was very difficult to satisfy them that something ought to 
be done, I sent for Professor Baird and I asked him to appear. He 
appeared, and haying more strength than I fresh in Congress, he old in 
the business, under the joint labors of both of us the Appropriations 
Committee finally consented ‘to give $10,000 towards propagating the 
fish and towards the discovery of the causes of the loss of fish on our 
coast. The bill was reported, I think, by Mr. Garfield to the House, 
and a Representative from Illinois, a very able man, General Farns- 
worth, immediately when this item was reached took the floor and pro- 
ceeded to destroy it by ridicule, always a powerful weapon if carefully 
used. I remember he declared that if this was done, in less than ten 
years they would be calling for $25,000 a year for this business. I 
never had spoken in the House, and I confess the most alarming thing 
I ever saw in my life was myself on the floor of the House, and the 
most terrible noise ever heard in my life was the first sound of my own 
voice there. I raised it in behalf of this appropriation, General Gar- 
field turning it over to me, saying that he knew little or nothing about 
it. I defended the appropriation as well asI could. It passed the 
House, and as I went up to the rear to take a smoke and quiet my 
nerves after that unusual performance I met a distinguished, magniti- 
cent-looking gentleman, who would attract anybody’s attention any- 
where. He shook me by the hand and said, ‘* Young man, you have 
planted infinitely better than you know, and instead of $25,000 in ten 
years from now, if Congress does not appropriate $200,000 a year I am 
mistaken.” I inquired the name of the gentleman, and it was Pro- 
fessor Agassiz, and I am happy to say that I received my first commen- 
dation for the first work I ever did in the Congress of the United States 
from that distinguished professor. 

The next year I appeared before the committee again, and they in- 

the appropriation; and from that second time up to now no man 
has been compelled to appear before the Appropriations Committee to 
obtain what was T O nai on the purposes of the original ap- 
propriation. Why, Mr. ident, it was clearly apparent in less than 
two years that this whole Republic was getting two dollars, ay, five 
dollars, for every one that it expended, and to-day from all over this 
country, if any attempt were made to cut down that appropriation, 
would come serious, determined opposition. 

The study of this business was a new study; it is to-day a new study; 
and the eyes that look down into the depths of the ocean and that look 
into our lakes and our rivers are seeing more than they ever dreamed 
they would see in this world of ours. The discoveries that are made 
are the most interesting of to-day; and whether a new committee is to 
take charge of this appropriation, of this investigation; or whether it 
shall remain with the Appropriations Committee, I have no doubt that 


na 
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the people of this country, who are the government of it, will justify 
to the fullest extent the claim I make that no appropriation is made 
by the Congress of the United States from which so great and so uni- 
versal good comes as from this appropriation. 

I did not rise to oppose the committee nor to favor it, but simply to 
take to myself the little meed of credit which it seems to me I am 
fairly entitled to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Imoveto strike out the last clause of the amend- 
ment referring to animal industry. I donot think that is appropriate. 
I think a committee on fish and fisheries would be appropriate, but 
not on animal industry. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have no objection to that being stricken out. I 
put it in because I did not find the Senator from South Carolina in his 
seat, and he had made the suggestion to me and I thought it my duty 
to present it to the Senate in that form. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Alabama 
modify his amendment? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAn] as modified. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There are other reserved clauses of 
this rule. The Chair will receive any further amendments. 

Mr. GARLAND. I was going to offer an amendment in the Senate 
Dane I, but I prefer to go on with other questions if there are 
others. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheChair thinks that under the cir- 
cumstances these two rules ought not to be taken up until amendments 
to other rules are disposed of. 

Mr. GARLAND. Very well; then I offer my amendment now to 
Rule I. I propose to add as a third clause to Rule I: 

3. The President pro tempore shall have the right to name in open Senate, or, 


if absent, in writing, a Senator to perform the duties of the chair; but such sub- 
stitution shall not extend beyond an adjournment, . 


I call for the yeas and nays on the amendment. The matter has been 
sufficiently debated. 

Mr. FRYE. The only difference between this and the rule which 
was rejected is that this makes the substitution for one day only and 
the rulerejected made it for threedays. There was so much opposition 
developed to the rule of three days that two or three members of the 
committee have spoken to me, and have made the suggestion that proba- 
bly on the whole it was just as well to accept the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Arkansas. I shall not oppose the amendment he 
offers. 

Mr. GARLAND. Then I do not want the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The call for the yeas and nays is with- 
drawn. The Chair would suggest to the Senator from Arkansas the 
advisability of adding the words ‘‘except by unanimous consent.” 

Mr. GARLAND. I have no objection to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Arkansas as amended. Do Senators desire that it be 


read again? 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read again; the third clause only. 
The Secfetary read as follows: 
3. The President pro tempore shall have the right to name in , OF, 


open Senate. 
if absent, in writing, a Senator to perform the dutiesof the chair; but such sub- 
stitution shali notextend beyond an adjournment, except by consent, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wiscopsin. I desire to make a su ion to the 
Senator from Maine, who has charge of this matter, and that is in re- 
gard to the arrangement of the committees, the order in which the 
shall stand. I was going to suggest that they be arranged alp i- 
cally. The position occupied by the committees now does not represent 
the importance or the comparative importance of any of the commit- 
tees, and whenever any person desires to ascertain who the members of 
a i committee are he must look through the whole list of com- 

ttees before he can find that committee. I suppose the amendment 
would be more clerical than anything else, but the Secretary would not, 
of course, change the order of the committees unless he was authorized 
by vote of the Senate, or by an understanding of the Senate, that that 
might be done. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
submit that motion? 

. Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I believe I will submit the motion. 

Mr. COCKRELL, aoe ag Au alphabetical order, first the eee 
tee on i en mmittee on A riations, the - 
ae ome pons 

a a CAMERON, of Wisconsin. That they be arranged alphabet- 
y. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I see no objection. 


Mr. GARLAND. wo ee ee 
to the Senator from Wisconsin. He will find on that 
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these committees are listed according to the period of time at which 
they were made. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. So I understand. 

Mr. GARLAND. Ido not know that it would be well to change 
that, because if we made a new committee to-morrow we should have 
to alter the list by putting it in alphabetically. There was no Com- 
mittee on Elections until comparatively a short time since. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The Committee on Privileges and Elections, which 
heads the list of committees, was not created until a few years ago. 

Mr. GARLAND. So I have stated. 

Mr. HALE. The Committee on Appropriations is a committee of 
comparatively a late date. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Certainly. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If the statement of the Senator from Arkansas 
be true, that committee lists are now made up according to the date at 
which each committee was formed, it does not hold trae—— 

Mr. GARLAND. It does substantially. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I see no objection to the motion of the Senator 
from Wisconsin to let them come in alphabetical order, and hereafter 
if a new committee is formed it will take its place in its alphabetical 
order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is moved by the Senator from Wis-¢ 
consin that the committees be in alphabetical order. 

Mr. HOAR. Where does that come in? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is put in the nature of an order 
and does not come in the body of the rules. 

Mr. HOAR. I suppose the Senator hardly desires to have a 
clause in the rule in regard to printing a little document which is cir- 
culated, and if he wants to have anything in the rules—— 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I do not care to have it in the rules. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator wants to have it in the rules at all, the 
best way would be to have Rule XX VI by changing the order 
of the paragraphs. I suggest to the Senator that he have a clerk do 
that, and when that rule which has been reserved, by reason of the ab- 
sence of the Senator from Iowa, to be considered at a future day comes 
up, then to have that and then the list will inthe 
rules in alphabetical order. Then the little document w. is dis- 
tributed will follow the order of the rule. The clerk of the Committee 
on Rules can make up that order, to be ready when the rule is taken up. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. . If the chairman of the Committee 
on Rules will heed the suggestion made by the Sénator from Massa- 
chusetts—— 

Mr. FRYE. I will look into it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed order, the Chair under- 
stands, is withdrawn. 

Mr. FRYE. Withdrawn, and at the request of the Senator I will ask 
the clerk of the Committee on Rules to draft a rule having the commit- 
tees in their regular alphabetical order, and offer it as a substitute when 
final action comes on the rules. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there further amendments pro- 

to the'rules? 

Mr. CONGER. What do I understand as to the consideration of 
Rule XXVI? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ll the rules have been passed except 
Rules XVII and XXVI, and they are now open for amendment. If 
amendments are not offered to them the question will be on the engross- 
ment of these rules. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to suggest an amendment to Rule XXVI. 

Mr. FRYE. Allow me to say to the Senator from Michigan, who 
was absent, that these two rules touching the Appropriations Commit- 
tee and touching the standing committees have been passed over by 
unanimous consent, and will not be taken up until to-morrow. They 
were passed over partly on\account of the absence of the chairman of 
the Committee on Commerce, and the Senator from Michigan, and the 
Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. CONGER. Then I will simply make the suggestion for the con- 
sideration of the Senate when the question shall be taken up again. I 
propose to add after the words “a Committee on Agriculture ” the 
words ‘‘and Forestry.” The subject of forestry is a matter which has 
received considerable attention, and I think it would come in very well 
with the duties of that committee. 

Mr. FRYE. That can be offered now. 

Mr. CONGER. I offer that as an amendment now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is moved that the clause in ref- 
erence to the Committee on Agriculture be amended by adding ‘‘and 
Forestry ” after ‘‘ Agriculture.” The question is on that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. INGALLS. I move that the Senate now proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business, After 20 minutes t in executive ses- 
sion the doors were reopened, and (at 3 o’clock and 25 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. , : 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, January 7, 1884. 


The House met at120’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. JOHN 
8. LINDSAY, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Monday, December 24, 1883, was 
read and approved. 

POLITICAL ASSESSMENTS. 

Mr. REED. I ask unanimous consent to offer at this time, for adop- 
tion, a resolution of inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, after which objections 
will be asked for. j 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas it has been alleged that circulars have been distributed in some of 
the Departments asking contributions for political purposes, in violation of the 
twelfth section of the civil service law: Therefi 


That the heads of the Departments where such distribution of circu- 
lars has taken place, if any, be requested to inform the House of the facts con- 
nected with such distribution, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. REED moved to reconsider the yote by which the resolution was 
agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. ; ; 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

EXPORTATION OF AMERICAN HOGS. 

‘Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to offer 
a resolution of inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, subject to objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

by, to furni 
for the information of this House, if net ineompatibie with the public service, 
all communications, documents, and papers in his ion relating to the 
exclusion of and restrictions upon the importation of American hog products 
into y and France. 

Mr. CANNON. Letmesuggest to my colleague that hesubstitute the 
word ‘‘ President” for the ‘Secretary of State.’”’ It ismerely a change 
in the phraseology. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, I have no objection. 

Mr. CANNON. Ishall otherwise be compelled to object to the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Laccept the modification suggested by my col- 
l e 

“vr KEIFER. Let the resolution be read as modified. 

The resolution was again read. 3 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection .to the present consideration of 
the resolution? The Chair hears none. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

THE RULES. f 

Mr. RANDALL. Under instructions from the Committee on Rules 
I submit for the consideration and action of the House the resolution 
which I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the rules of the House of Representatives of the Forty-seventh 
Congress be the rules of the House of Representatives of the Forty-eighth Con- 
gress for twenty days from this date, unless otherwise ordered by the House, _ 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to state, Mr. Speaker, that there are now 

ding before the Committee on Rules some amendments to the rules, 
Posen tan ta the fact that all the members of the committee were not pres- 
ent this morning, the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] 
being necessarily absent, we are unable to make a full report, and in 
lieu it is thought desirable to present this resolution for immediate 
adoption. 

I ask the previous question on the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I would like to ask the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania whether the resolution he now submits should not make an ex- 
ception of such portions of the rules as have already been modified and 
accepted by the House at its present session? 

Mr. RANDALL. § for myself alone, I should say yes; but 
there were considerations which prompted the Committee on Rules, or 
the members who are present this morning, to unanimously agree not 
to go further at present than to submit the resolution which has been 
read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then let meask what would become of the amend- 
ments and changes made in the rules by the House at this present ses- 
sion? 

Mr. RANDALL. Such action as the House has already taken with 
reference to the rules would, I presume, be excepted from the operation 


of this resolution. We do not repeal any rule heretofore adopted by 
the nt House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But you commit the House, if the resolution is 
adopted, to the rules of the last House, without reference to our previ- 
ous action here. In order that there may be no doubtabout the matter 
a provision should be inserted in the resolution specifically excepting 
from its operation such portions of the rules as have been alread 
adopted. $ 

Mr. RANDALL. To what does the gentleman from Illinois refer? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Such as the division of the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor into two committees, the change made with reference to 
the Committee on Commerce, and several others which do not occur to 
me at this time. : 

Mr. REED. The phraseology can be changed, I presume, if theres- 
olution submitted by the Committee on Rules is open to the objection 
urged by the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I would suggest that the resolution be modified 
by the insertion of the words ‘‘ except in so far” as changed or modi- 
fied in this House. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iam instructed by the committee— 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. I desire to offer an amendment to the 
rules, which I ask to have read for the information of the House. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania, under instruc- 
tions of the Committee on Rules, has demanded the previous question. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. _ I presume the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania will not object to have the proposed amendment read for the 
information of the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have no objection to its being read; but I have 
no authority from the committee to waive the demand for the previous 
question. 

The SPEAKER. The proposed amendment will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to Rule XXIV additional clause as follows: 

“ When any public bill gi resolution shall have been referred to a committee, 
and the committee shall fail or refuse to report said bill or resolution back to 
the House of pas pagan either favorably or unfavorably, for thirty days, 
it shall be in order for the member who offered the bill or resolution, on any 
Monday immediately after the morning hour, to move to discharge the com- 
mittee from the consideration of the bill or resolution, and the House shall then 
dispose of the bill or resolution by recommittal or by final action, such as a ma- 
jority of the House may determine.” 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the previous question 
on the resolution offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. KEIFER. Does that include the amendment just read? 

The SPEAKER. The amendment has been simply read for infor- 
mation. À 

Mr. RANDALL, I do not think the point essential; but, as sug- 
gested by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], I am quite 
willing, after conference with my associates on the committee, to add 
the words ‘‘as amended by the present House of Representatives.’ 

ss SPEAKER. The resolution as proposed to be modified will be 
rea 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the rules of the House of Representatives of the Forty-seventh 
Congress as amended by this House be the rules of the House of Representa- 
tives of the Forty-eighth Congress for twenty days from this date, unless 
wise ordered by the House. ` 


Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. I desire to make a parliamentary in- 


quiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
_ Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. Is the previous question now pend- 


ing? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has demanded 
the previous question, and the Chair was about to take a vote on that 
motion when a modification of the resolution was suggested. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. Are amendments being offered ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania accepted the 
suggestion of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] and has 
modified his resolution accordingly. Thatisas the Chair understood it. 

Mr. RANDALL. The Chair is correct. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. I would like the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to allow me a vote on my amendment. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would like to do so, but I have no authority 
from the committee. 

The previous question was ordered; and, underthe operation thereof, 
the resolution as modified was adopted. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

EMPLOYES OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. I desire to offer a resolution for im- 
mediate consideration. > 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read for information, after 
which the Chair will call for objections. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Accounts is instructed to i 


: uire and report 
to this House as early as practicable the number of employés, 


e character of 
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their employment, the number of hours they are engaged in the public service, 
their compensation, and whether the convenience of members in the discharge 
of their public duties requires that they be dimini or increased. 

2. They shall farther inuia whether in minor committees the same clerk 
can not conveniently discharge the duties of two or more committees. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution? 

Mr. THOMPSON. I object. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. This being Monday, the regular order is the call 
of States and Territories for the introduction of bills and jointresolu- 
tions, and also resolutions of inquiry calling upon the heads of Depart- 
ments for information for reference to their appropriate committees. 
Under this call joint and concurrent resolutions of State and Territo- 
rial Legislatures are in order for reference. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I wish to inquire whether when the call has be- 

it will continue until all the States and Territories shall have 
m called ? 

The SPEAKER. The call, under the rule, will continue until com- 

pleted, if the House shall remain so long in session. 

COMPENSATION OF PHYSICIANS. 
- Mr, PRYOR introduced a bill (H. R. 1763) to compensate physi- 
cians for services rendered under an order of the United States court 
rates northern district of Alabama; which was read a firstand second 

e. 
x Mr. PRYOR. That bill should properly go to the Committee on the 
udiciary. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair thinks under the rule it would go to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PRYOR. Yes, sir; but I y submit that on referring 
to the bill it will be seen it should properly go to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. It relates to judicial poi. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama moves that the bill 
be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The question being taken, the motion was to; and the bill 
was accordingly referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

RICHARD L, KIRBY, JR. 

Mr. PRYOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 1764) for the relief of Rich- 
ard L. Kirby, jr.; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


HIRAM N. ROBERTS. 

Mr. PRYOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 1765) for the relief of Hiram 
N. Roberts, as the administrator of the estate of Henry C. Roberts, de- 
ceased; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

: WILLIAM A. MILAM. 

Mr. PRYOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 1766) for the relief of Will- 
iam A. Milam; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES E. LAWLER. 

Mr. PRYOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 1767) for the relief of James 
E. Lawler; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SARAH 8, MASSIE. ‘ 

Mr. PRYOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 1768) granting a pension 
to Sarah S. Massie; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Pensio ms, and ordered to be printed. 

HOMESTEAD ENTRIES. 


Mr. HERBERT introduced a bill (H. R. 1769) to repeal the act of 
March, 1879, providing for publication in newspapers of notice before 
i proof in homestead entries; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 
REPEAL OF TONNAGE DUTIES, 

Mr. DUNN introduced a bill (H. R. 1770) to repeal the tonnage du- 
ties upon ships and vessels of the United States and upon certain for- 
eign vessels; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM C. MEREDITH. 

Mr. DUNN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1771) granting a pension to 
William C. Meredith, guardian of Matilda Freeman; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. ` 

JOHN HINDMAN. 

Mr. DUNN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1772) for the relief of John 
Hindman; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JEMIMA UNDERWOOD. 
Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas (by request), introduced a bill (H. R. 1773) 
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granting a pension to Jemima Underwood; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JAMES SUPPLE. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas (by request), also introduced a bill (H. 
R. 1774) for the relief of James Supple; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

EDMOND WILLIAMS. a? 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas (by request), also introduced a bill (H. R. 
1775) for the relief of Edmond Williams; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

s BURRELL BURNS. . 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas (by request), also introduced a bill (H. R. 
1776) for the relief of Burrell Burns; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. A 


F. E. FOLSOM. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas (by request), also introduced a bill (H. 
R. 1777) for the relief of F. E. Folsom; which wàs read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

STEPHEN E. LAMAR AND OTHERS. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas (by request), also introduced a bill (H. 
R. 1778) for the relief of Stephen E. Lamar and others; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. è 

CHESTER ASHLEY. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1779) for 
the relief of the estate of Chester Ashley; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

SWAMP AND OVERFLOWED LANDS IN ARKANSAS. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1780) to in- 
demnify the State of Arkansas for swamp and overflowed lands with- 
in said State sold by the United States since March 3, 1857, and for 
other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


CHEROKEE RESERVATION IN ARKANSAS. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1781) to 
provide for the disposal of the Cherokee reservation in the State of Ar- 
kansas; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. ` 


CAMP DOUGLASS, UTAH. 


Mr. ROSECRANS introduced a bill (H. R. 1782) to authorize the 
Secretary of War to relinquish and turn over to the Interior Depart- 
ment certain parts of the Camp Do military reservation in the 
Territory of Utah; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

COL. GEORGE W. GETTY. 

Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1783) to place Col. 
George W. Getty (retired) on the retired-list of the Army with the rank 
and pay of major-general; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


RETIRED MEDICAL OFFICERS OF THE ARMY. 

Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1784) for the 
ment of retired officers of the medical department of the Army; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. ; : 

WILLIAM BOWEN. 

Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1785) for the relief 
of William Bowen; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee for the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

CAPT. WILLIAM H. REXFORD. 

Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1786) for the relief 
of Capt. William H. Rexford; which was read a first and second time, — 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

COMMANDER HENRY GLASS. 

Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1787) to carry into 
effect the recommendation of the board of admirals convened under the 
joint resolution approved February 5, 1879, in the case of Commander 
Henry Glass, United States Navy; which was read a first and second 
a to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 
prin: 

COMMANDER JAMES H. SANDS. 

Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1788) to carry into 
effect the recommendation of the board of admirals convened under the 
joint resolution approved February 5, 1879, in the case of Commander 
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James H. Sands, United States Navy; 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
be printed. 

COMMANDER CHARLES D. SIGSBEE. 

Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1789) to carry into 
effect the recommendation of the board of admirals convened under 
the joint resolution approved February 5, 1879, in the case of Com- 
mander Charles D. Sigsbee; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

BOUNTIES. 

Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1790) to equalize 
the bounties of honorably discharged soldiers of the United States who 
served in the war of the rebellion; which was read a first and second 

‘time, referred to the Select Committee on the Payment of Pensions, 
Bounty, and Back Pay, and ordered to be printed. 
INJURIES TO UNITED STATES EMPLOYES. 

Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1791) to protect em- 
ployés in the service of the United States in the District of Columbia 
from certain injuries by reason thereof; which was read a_first and 
second time, referred to the Committee for the District of Columbia, 
and ordered to be printed. 

RELIEF OF ARMY OFFICERS. 

Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1792) for the relief 
of officers of the Army who have served a specified number of years in 
one grade under the rank of major; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 


printed. 
: JOHN WILLIAMS. 

Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1793) referring the 
claim of John Williams to the Court of Claims; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

THOMAS B, SHANNON. 

Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1794) for the relief of 
Thomas B. Shannon; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to.be printed. 

ESTATE OF FRANK SOULE AND OTHERS. 

Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1795) for the relief of 
the estate of Frank Soulé and others; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
zi BRIG. GEN. GEORGE P. IHRIE, 

Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1796) for the relief of 
Bvt. Brig. Gen. George P. Ihrie, of California, late colonel and additional 
aid-de-camp of United States volunteers; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 

ted. 
ve CAPITOL CABLE RAILWAY, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. ROSECRANS (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 1797) 
to authorize the Capitol Cable Railway Company of Washington to con- 
struct its railway on certain streets in said city; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee for the District of Colum- 
bia, and ordered to be printed. 

TRANSFER AND MUSTER-OUT OF ARMY OFFICERS. 

Mr. ROSECRANSalso submitted a resolution calling on the Secretary 
of War for information respecting the transfer and muster-out of officers 
of the Army under the act of July 15, 1870; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 

Mr. HENLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 1798) to amend an act enti- 
titled “An act to execute certain treaty stipulations relating to Chi- 
nese,” approved May 6, 1882; which was read a firstand second time, 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

STATE UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. HENLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1799) for the relief of 
the State University of California; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to 
be printed. 

J. L. BURCHARD. 

Mr, HENLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1800) for the relief of J. 
L. Burchard; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

REIMBURSEMENT FOR MECHANICS’ TOOLS, ETC. 
Mr. HENLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1801) to make an appro- 
iation to the laborers and mechanics for their tools destroyed by fire 
the Government workshops at Benicia, State of California, on the 
2d day of November, 1880; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
RANCHO DE NAPA. 
Mr. HENLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1802) authorizing claim- 


which was read a first and sec- | ants to the Rancho de Napa, in Napa County, California, to prove up 
and ordered to | their title; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 


mittee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


FREIGHT RATES ON PACIFIC RAILWAY. 

Mr. SUMNER, of California, introduced a bill (H. R. 1803) to fix 
and establish the maximum rates of freight fares on the Union Pacific 
Railroad and Central Pacific Railroad; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Pacific Railroads, and ordered 
to be printed. 

RELIEF OF SOLDIERS AND SAILORS, 

Mr. GLASCOCK introduced a bill (H. R. 1804) for the relief of cer- 
tain soldiers and sailors in the service of the United States during the 
war of the rebellion; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, LOS ANGELES, CAL. 

Mr, TULLY introduced a bill (H. R. 1805) to provide for the erection 
of a post-office building at Los Angeles, Cal., and appropriating $150,000 
therefor; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM D. HALEY. 


Mr. TULLY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1806) for the relief of Will- 
iam D. Haley; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. ' 


ADVERTISEMENT OF NOXIOUS MEDICINES, ETC. 


Mr. TULLY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1807) to prevent the use of 
the United States mails to advertise noxious and dangerous medicines, 
foods, and compounds; which was read a first and second time, referred 
tn Riper eal on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be 
prin 

SOUTHERN JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. TULLY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1808) to detach certain 
counties from the United States judicial district of California and cre- 
ate the United States judicial district of Southern California; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, and ordered to be printed. 2 

EDWARD P. JOHNSON. 

Mr. TULLY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1809) for the relief of Ed- 
ward P. Johnson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

IRRIGATION OF -ARID-LAND REGIONS. 

Mr. BELFORD introduced a bill (H. R. 1810) making appropriations 
for the repair, preservation, and completion of certain publie works on 
reservoirs, mains, and laterals for irrigation and other purposes in the 
arid-land regions of the United States; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ALABAMA CLAIMS. 

Mr. EATON Vy Sein or! introduced a bill (H. R. 1811) to re-estab- 
lish the Court of Commisioners of Alabama and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

REAL ESTATE TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY, 

Mr. EATON also (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 1812) chang- 
ing the name of the Real Estate Title Insurance Company of the District 
of Columbia, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee for the District of Columbia, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

MISS ELIZA A. WHITE. 

Mr. EATON also (by request) introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 
67) for the relief of Miss Eliza A. White; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ANN CORNELIA LANMAN. 

Mr. WAIT introduced a bill (H. R. 1813) granting an increase of 
pension to Ann Cornelia Lanman; which was read a first and second 
er to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
prin 

JUNIUS H. LUCAS. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (H. R. 1814) for the relief of 
Junius H. Lucas; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. S. EUNICE NICHOLS. 


Mr. MITCHELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1815) for the relief of 
Mrs. S. Eunice Nichols; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

RELIEF FROM CHARGE OF DESERTION. 

Mr. SEYMOUR introduced a bill (H. R. 1816) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act to relieve certain soldiers of the late war from the charge 
of desertion,’’ passed at the first session of the Forty-seventh Congress; 


1884. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


241 


which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
THOMAS DAILEY. 

Mr. SEYMOUR also introduced a bill (H. R. 1817) for the relief of 
Thomas Dailey; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE BALL. 

Mr. SEYMOUR also introduced a bill (H. R. 1818) for the relief of 
George Ball; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

AUSTIN L. FRINK. 

Mr. SEYMOUR also introduced a bill (H. R. 1819) granting a pen- 
siou to Austin L. Frink; which was read a and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HARRIET E. EDWARDS. 

Mr. SEYMOUR also introduced a bill (H. R. 1820) granting a pen- 
sion to Harriet E. Edwards; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL A. DONALD. 

Mr. BISBEE introduced a bill (H. R. 1821) for the relief Samuel A. 
Donald; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE J. ALDEN. . 

Mr. BISBEE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1822) granting a pension 
to George J. Alden; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

EDMUND C. WEEKS. hs 

Mr. BISBEE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1823) granting a pension 
to Edmund C. Weeks; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF SOLOMON COHEN. , 


Mr. NICHOLLS introduced a bill (H. R. 1824) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Solomon Cohen, of Savannah, Ga.; which was 


read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and | P® 


ordered to be printed. 
JOSEPH V. CONNERAT, OF SAVANNAH, GA. 
Mr. NICHOLLS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1825) for the relief of 
«the heirs of Joseph V. Connerat, of Savannah, Ga.; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 
MEYER NEWMARK. 

Mr. NICHOLLS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1826) for the relief of 
Meyer Newmark, of Savannah, Ga.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN D. MUNNERLYN. : 

Mr. NICHOLLS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1827) for the relief of 
John D. Munnerlyn, of the State of Georgia; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MORGAN RAWLS. 

Mr. NICHOLLS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1828) for the relief of 
Morgan Rawls, of the State of Georgia; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed.” 

PUBLIO BUILDING, SAVANNAH, GA. 

Mr. NICHOLLS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1829) to provide for the 
erection of a public building in the city of Savannah, in the State of 
Georgia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

TAMES M. LOWRY. : 

Mr. CLEMENTS introduceda bill (H. R. 1830) for the relief of James 
M. Lowry, of Whitfield County, Georgia, and for other purposes; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH A. CLOUD. 

Mr. CLEMENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1831) for the relief of 
Elizabeth A. Cloud; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

RUFUS BARKER. 

Mr. CLEMENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1832) for the relief of 
Rufus Barker; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CATHOLIC CHURCH, DALTON, GA. 

Mr. CLEMENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1833) for the relief of 

the trustees of the Catholic church at Dalton, Ga.; which was read a 


first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 
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PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH, MARIETTA, GA. 

Mr. CLEMENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1834) for the relief of 
the trustees of the Presbyterian church at Marietta, Ga.; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on WarClaims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

DAVID G. ORR. 

Mr. CLEMENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1835) to compensate 
David G. Orr for supplies furnished by him to the Army of the United 
States during the war of the rebellion; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ELIZABETH MOYAL. 

Mr. CLEMENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1836) for the relief of 
Elizabeth Moyal; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PRISCILDA HOLBROOK. 

Mr. CLEMENTS (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 1837) for 
the relief of Priscilla Holbrook; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LEWIS STOWERS. 

Mr. CLEMENTS (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 1838) for 
the relief of Lewis Stowers; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MICHAEL KREIS, 

Mr. CLEMENTS (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 1839) for 
the relief of Michael Kreis; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

TAX ON LEAF-TOBACCO! 

Mr. TOWNSHEND introduced a bill (H. R. 1840).to amend section 
3244 of the Revised Statutes, relating to the sale of leaf-tobacco by 
farmers and planters; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

SARAH C, THOMAS. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 1841) granting a 
nsion to Sarah.C. Thomas; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
OLIVER W. MONROE. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 1842) granting a 
pension to Oliver W. Monroe; which was rend a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARQUIS D. DAVIS. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 1843) for the relief 
of Marquis D. Davis; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

NICK S. M’COWN. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 1844) to increase 
the pension of Nick 8. McCown; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PETER GALLAGHER. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 1845) for-the relief 
of Peter Gallagher; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. MARY WHITTINGTON. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 1846) granting a 
pension to Mrs. Mary Whittington; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JAMES B. LOGAN. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 1847) restoring the 
name of James B. Logan to the pension-roll; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered _ 
to be printed. 

AMERICAN CUSTOMS UNION. A 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 68) 
requesting the President to invite the co-operation of the governments 
of American nations in securing the establishment of free commercial 
intercourse among those nations and an American customs union; 
which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Ido not know whether that joint resolution 
etn to the Committee on Commerce or to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

Mr. REAGAN. It should properly go to the Committee on Com- 
meree, as it relates to commercial intercourse. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The rules, however, say thatall bills relating 
to foreign affairs shall go to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

TheSPEAKER. Ifthe gentleman from Illinois does not make a mo- 


tion for another reference, the joint resolution will be referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 
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The joint resdlution was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 


ELECTION OF SENATORS. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 69) pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States, provid- 
ing for the election of Senators by the votes of the people of the States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. THOMAS introduced a bill (H. R. 1848) granting a pension to 
all United States soldiers and sailors of the late war of the rebellion 
who served thirty days or were in any engagement therein, and to the 
widows of all soldiers who are deceased; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

DISCHARGES OF SOLDIERS AND SAILORS. 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1849) to give legal force 
and effect to all certificates of honorable di of soldiers and sail- 
ors from the service of the United States; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

LANDS IX RANDOLPH COUNTY, ILLINOIS. 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1850) granting to the 
county of Randolph, in the State of Illinois, certain public unsurveyed 
lands within said county on certain conditions; which was read a 
and second time, referred to the Committee-on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be ted. 

BRIDGES ACROSS MISSOURI AND MISSISSIPPI RIVERS. 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1851) to authorize the 
construction of bridges across the Missouri River between its mouth 
and the mouth of the Dakota or James River, and across the Missis- 
sippi River between the port of Saint Paul, in the State of Minnesota, 
and the port of Natchez, in the State of Mississippi, and across the 
Illinois River between its mouth and Peoria, in the State of Illinois, 
and to prescribe the character, location, and dimensions of the same; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

MARINE CORPS. 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1852) to regulate ap- 
pointments and promotions in the staffof the Marine Corps; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

NAVAL LINE OFFICERS. 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1853) to change the 
grade of line officers in the Navy; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SARAH A. ASHER. 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1854) ting a pension 
to Sarah A. Asher; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

A. B. AGNEW. 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1855) granting an increase 
of pension to A. B. Agnew; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CAROLINE HIGGERSON. 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1856) granting a pension 
to Caroline Hi ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FREDERICK H. W. SMITH. 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1857) granting a pension 
to Frederick H. W. Smith; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL W. HESTER. 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1858) granting a pension 
to Samuel W. Hester; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN N. MATHEWS. 


Mr, THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1859) granting a pension 
te John N. Mathews; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY J. SANDERS. 
Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1860) granting a pension 


to Mary J. Sanders; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ANDREW CURRY. 
Mr. ROWELL introduced a bill (H. R. 1861) for therelief of Andrew 


Curry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES BUCHANAN. 

Mr. ROWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1862) for the increase 
of the pension of James Buchanan; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN A. BARNES. 

Mr. ROWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1863) granting a pension 
to John A. Barnes; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MARY A. TODD. 
Mr. ROWELL also introduced a bill R. 1864) granting a pen- 


H. 
sion to Mary A. Todd; which wasread a i second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and- ordered to be printed. 


DUNCAN FORBES. 

Mr. ROWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1865) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Duncan Forbes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. j 
: CALVIN L. KNICK. 

Mr. ROWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 1866) granting a pension 
to Calvin L. Knick; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


: FOREIGN RELATIONS. 

Mr. HITT ihtroduced a bill (H. R. 1867) to provide for the exercise 
of the jurisdiction conferred upon the United States in places out of 
their territory and dominion, and to repeal the Revised Statutes from 
section 4083 to section 4130 inclusive; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to- 
be printed. 

HENRY W. PETERSON. 

Mr. HITT also introduced a bill (H. R. 1868) granting a pension to 
Henry W. Peterson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PATRICK FLYNN. 

Mr. HITT also introduced a bill (H. R. 1869) for the relief of Patrick 
Flynn; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Select 
Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and 
ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM EARNEST. 

Mr. HITT also introduced a bill (H. R. 1870) granting an increase 
of ion to William Earnest; which was read a and second time, 
referred te the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


: SOPHIA BEELER. 
Mr. HITT also introduced a bill (H. R. 1871) to increase the pension 


of Sophia.Beeler; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
HEIRS OF JOHN S. OVIATT. 

Mr. HITT also introduced a bill (H. R. 1872) granting pensions to 
the minor heirs of John S. Oviatt; which was read a first and second 
time, Tiga to fhe Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

EDWARD KRAEMER. 
. Mr. HITT also introduced a bill (H. R. 1873) forthe relief of Edward 
Kraemer; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ALBERT WOOD. 

Mr. HITT also introduced a bill (H. R. 1874) for the relief of Albert 
Wood; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH A. ROBBINS. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON introduced a bill (H. R. 1875) granting a pen- 
sion to Elizabeth A. Robbins; which was read a first and second time,. 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CLIFFORD A. GOULD. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1876) to author- 
ize the payment of interest collected by this Government to Clifford A. 
Gould; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CORRECTION OF ARMY RECORD. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1877) to correct 
the Army record of certain Army officers named therein; which was: 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military ` 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN M’NELLIS. 

Mr. CULLEN introduced a bill (H. R. 1878) for the relief of Johm 
MeNellis; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 
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ILLINOIS AND MICHIGAN CANAL. 

Mr. CULLEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1879) to provide for the 
acceptance by the United States of the grant of the Illinois and Michi- 
gan Canal and all its appurtenances from the State of Ilinois; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Rail- 
ways and Canals, and ordered to be printed. 

MATTHEW M’DONNELL. 

Mr. CULLEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1000) granting a pension 
to Matthew McDonnell; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ANTIETAM NATIONAL CEMETERY. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois (by request), introduced a joint res- 
olution (H. Res. 70) to protide for the settlement of a claim against the 
Antietam National Cemetery; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered tobe printed. 

' JAMES HILSABECK. 

Mr. PAYSON introduced a bill (H. R. 1881) for the relief of James 
Hilsabeck; which was read a first and second time, referred tothe Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LUCRETIA M. LARKIN. 

, Mr. PAYSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1882) granting a pension 
to Lucretia M. Larkin; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES PEVE. 

Mr. PAYSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1883) granting a pension 
to James Peve; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FORFEITURE OF RAILROAD LAND GRANTS. 


Mr. NEECE introduced a bill (H. R. 1884) to declare certain lands 
heretofore granted in aid of the construction of railroads forfeited to 


the United States for not complying with their charters, and to open | 8° 


the same for settlementand protecting the rights of any settlers thereon, 
and where lands have been conveyed in violation of law, or the convey- 
ance thereof has been procured by fraud, to recover thesame or the value 
thereof; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES W. DAVIDSON. 

Mr. NEECE alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 1885) for the relief of James 
W. Davidson, late United States marshal for the northern district of 
Tilinois; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JOSEPH H. BAYLES. 

Mr. NEECE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1886) for the relief of Jo- 
seph H. Bayles; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ADELA CONARD. 

Mr. HITT introduced a bill (H. R. 1887) for the relief of Adela Conard; 
which was read a first and second time,.referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. ; 

JACOB LUCAS. 


Mr. SPRINGER introduced a bill (H. R."1888) for the relief of Jacob 


Lucas; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
: DAVID A. WILLIAMS. 

Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1889) for the relief of 
David A. Williams; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

GARRETT WALL. 

Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1890) to rerate the pen- 
sion of Garrett Wall; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM D. COWAN. ^ 

Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1891) granting a pen- 
sion to William D. Cowan; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES H. ADAMS. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois (by Mr. SPRINGER), introduced a bill (H. R. 
1892) for the relief of Charles H. Adams; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JAMES BON® 

Mr. RIGGS introduced a bill (H. R. 1893) granting a pension to 
James Bond; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CLARK ROBERTS. 
Mr. RIGGS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1894) granting a pension 
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to Clark Roberts; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
HEIRS OF COL. STEPHEN H. LONG. 

Mr. MORRISON introduced a bill (H. R. 1895) to settle the claim 
of the heirs of the late Col. Stephen H. Long, of the United States 
Topographical Engineers; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES VALIER, 

Mr. MORRISON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1896) for the relief of 
Charles Valier; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CATHERINE HUNTER. 

Mr. MATSON introduced a bill (H. R. 1897) granting a pension to 
Catherine Hunter, widow of Levi M. Hunter, late a private of Com- 
pany A, One hundred and twentieth Indiana Volunteers; which was 
read s first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

HARRIET ARMSTRONG. 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1898) granting a pension 
to Harriet Armstrong: which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee.on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DISCRIMINATION AGAINST UNITED STATES PRODUCTS. 

Mr. CALKINS introduced a bill (H. R. 1899) to prohibit imports 
from foreign governments who unjustly discriminate against the prod- 
ucts of the United States; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. CALKINS.’ I am uncertain whether this bill should go to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs or the Committee on Commerce. I think, 
however, it should go to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The same subject is now before the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. [submit that is the proper reference. 

Mr. CALKINS, Thisis essentially aretaliatory measure, and should 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. A similar bill has been referred this morning to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CALKINS. It is immaterial to me what committee shall take 
jurisdiction of this bill. I will accept the indication of the Chair as to 
the reference. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF PENSION LAWS, 

Mr. CALKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1900) to amend section 
2 of the arrears of pensions law; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HARRISON MITCHELL. 

Mr. CALKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1901) for the relief of 
Harrison Mitchell, late of Company K, Forty-eighth Indiana Volun- 
teers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN LESHER. 

Mr. CALKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1902) for the relief of 
John Lesher; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PHILIP TRAPP. 

Mr. CALKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1903) ting a pen- 
sion to Philip Trapp; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY T. M’ANALLY. 

Mr. CALKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 1904 ing a pension 
to Mary T. McAnally, widow of John T. Meknait reneae read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. ; 

PROHIBITION OF IMPORTATIONS IN CERTAIN CASES. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, introduced a bill (H. R. 1905) authoriz- 
ing the President to prohibit by proclamation the importation of goods 
in certain cases; which was read a first and second time. 

The bill was read in extenso. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair believes this bill should go to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, as it provides for the regulation of commerce. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. A similar bill was introduced three weeks 
ago, and’ was referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. In my 
judgment it belongs clearly to that committee. It is in regard to im- 
port duties and foreign commerce. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it properly goes to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, but the gentleman can submit any motion he pleases. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 


ARREARS OF PENSIONS. ‘ 
_ Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1906) grant- 
ing arrears of pensions to persons pensioned by special act, and repeal- 
ing the proviso to section 2 of the act making appropriations for the 
. 
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payment of arrears of pensions, approved March 3, 1879; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Select Committee on Pay- 
ment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and ordered to be printed. 


REDUCING ARMY PAY DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1907) re- 
ducing the Pay Department of the Army; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PROSECUTION OF CLAIMS. k 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1908) author- 
izing the head of an Executive Department to require satisfactory evi- 
dence of qualifications and character before admitting a person to prose- 
cute or defend proceedings therein; which was read a and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SALE OF TIMBER LANDS. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1909) to re- 
peal an act entitled “An act for the sale of timber lands in theStates of 
California, Oregon, and Nevada, and in Washington Territory,” àp- 
proved June 3, 1879; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

LOTTERY CIRCULARS, ETC. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1910) to 
prohibit the mailing of letters and circulars ria lotteries, or 
newspapers or other periodical publications containing lottery adver- 
tisements, and prescribe the penalty therefor; which was read a first 
and second time. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be referred to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads, : 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Should it not go to the Committee on 
the Judiciary ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. The bill fixes a penalty for mailing let- 
ters containing lottery advertisements, and it belongs to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, as I think, under the rule. It is a statute creating 
an offense, and is within the definition of the criminal law. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks, under the two rules, one - 
lating the jurisdiction of the Committee on the Judiciary and mpn aa 
regulating the jurisdiction of the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, this bill would go to the latter committee; but the gentle- 
man may make a motion to refer to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. It relates to the carriage of the mails. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. That is true, but it is equally true it 
creates a crime and affixes a penalty, and is a criminal statute, I think, 
to all intents and purposes. 

Mr. KASSON. If the Chair will permit me to add, I believe it does 
not relate to the mails, but to the act of individuals, prohibiting them 
from depositing for carriage in the mails certain circulars and news- 


papers. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. MONEY. I desire to ask the Speaker what reference has been 
requested of this bill? 

The SPEAKER. The genan from Indiana asks its reference to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MONEY. I should like to be heard for a moment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will of course be glad to hear the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi upon the subject, as it relates to a proper con- 
struction of the rule. 

Mr. MONEY. Bills of this character have been uniformly referred 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. ‘The legislation 
that has been heretofore had with reference to this and kindred sub- 
jects was legislation reported by that committee. There is nothing in 
the bill introduced by the gentleman from Indiana that would give 
any committee jurisdiction of the subject other than the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. I repeat that the subject-matter 
to which it relates has been uniformly referred to that committee, and 
under the rules of the House is clearly and exclusively within its juris- 
diction. Further than that, Mr. Speaker, if such subjects are taken 
from that committee its business is practically at an end in this House. 

Now, the bill which has just been read refers to the transmission of 
certain matters through the mails. There is no question, therefore, of 
construction, permit me to say, with all due deference to the gentleman 
from Indiana; but upon its very face it relates to matters exclusively 
within the jurisdiction of that committee, and should be referred to it 
and to none other. I will say further that subjects of a similar char- 
acter have been already referred to that committee during the present 
session; and the committee should be able to report a general bill cov- 
ering all such cases, 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, If the Chair will indulge me—— 

The SPEAKER. Certainly, the Chair will be glad tọ hear the gen- 
tleman from Indiana. 

Mr. MONEY. Before the gentleman from Indiana proceeds I ‘isk 


for the rewiling of a portion of the Digest on page 290, relating to the 
jurisdiction of committees. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The question of jurisdiction of committees over “ proposed tion,” 
though apparently clearly determined by.Rule IX, has Pae pre arisen in the 
House and will undoubtedly continue to arise in future Coi While it 


is sometimes difficult to decide upon the proper committee to which a bill or 
other proposition should be referred, an examination of its details will usually 
enable the Speaker (and House when appealed to or where required to vote on 
a motion to refer) to decide without difliculty upon the proper reference of the 
peany proposition. The general rule governing in such cases seems to have 

en, so far as can be ascertained, that the leading or principal subject of the 
bill should govern and control its reference. as eed instance, in a case where a 
bill related principally to revenue matters orthe bonded debt, but contained sec- 
tions authorizing or looking to certain judicial proceedings in connection there- 
with, it was held that the bill should be referred to the Committee on Waysand 
Means. So, in another case, where a bill related almost exclusively to the public 
domain, but contained sections proposing certain judicial proceedings in cer- 
tain events and imposing additional duties on the Assistant Attorney-General 
for the Department of the Interior, it was held that the bill should be referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


Mr. MONEY. Now, Mr. Speaker, there is nothing whatever in this 
bill which takes it from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. It is introduced in the usual manner, and under the clause of 
the Digest which has just been read its principal feature manifestly re- 
lates to the business of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. It is proposed to exclude certain matters from the mails and 
to make it an offense for attempting to mail them. It is certainly 
therefore within the jurisdiction of the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. This is the very matter over which the committee 
has jurisdiction and for which it was organized. I submit, therefore, 
that in view of the precedents—the uniform practice of the House—the 
proper reference is as I have indicated. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. The rule is that all proposed legisla- 
tion in regard to judicial p i civil and criminal laws, shall be 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Now, let us inquire for a moment what is the principal end to be 
attained by the proposed bill. It is simply to declare a misdemeanor 
the depositing in the post-office or postal car or letter-box of a publi- 
cation of a particular description. It does not concern the carrying of 
the mails at.all; but simply denounces as a crime the act of the indi- 
vidual who deposits in the mails a pamphlet, circular, newspaper, or 
letter concerning a lottery. 

Suppose it were an act declaring it to be a crime to interfere with a 
letter in transit. Suppose it declared that to open a letter or abstract 
money from one, while in the post-office or postal car or in transit, was 
a felony and paian a penalty for it. Would the gentleman insist that 
that was not purely a penal statute; and that simply because it referred 
to a letter in transit, or that the crime was committed on a letter in 
transit, for that reason alone it should go to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post Roads? : 

If this bill provided that a letter-carrier should not receive or the 
United States mail should not transmit a publication of this particular 
description, it might with propriety be said to belong to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post Koads, for then the subject-matter of the 
legislation would concern the transmission of the mails. 

But I do not care to protract the discussion. This is simply no more 
and no less than declaring a particular thing to be a crime. That is 
all there is of it. That is its extent, and to say that it does not stand 
upon precisely the terms of other criminal legislation is to assume a 
position that I am not ready to concede by any manner of means. The 
fact that it declares a certain thing a crime does not certainly send the 
proposed legislation to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 


The SPEAKER. The bill declares it shall be unlawful to convey 
by mail certain matters which are described in the bill itself. It is 
true that the bill provides that any person who attempts to deposit or 
does deposit this particular matter in the mail shall be punished; but 
the whole postal code is full of penalties for violation of its provisions. 
And the Chair thinks that in pursuance of the usual practice of the 
House heretofore, and upon what the Chair conceives to be a proper 
construction of these two rules, this bill should go to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. But the Chair will submit any motion 
the gentleman from Indiana desires to make about it. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I move that the bill be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. Browne, of Indiana, 
it was not agreed to; there being—ayes 60, noes 68. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


REGISTERED LETTERS AND MONEY-ORDERS. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indianft, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1911) to 
amend sections 3929 and 4041 of the Revised Statutes, authorizing the 
Postmaster-General to prohibit the delivery of registered letters and 
the payment of money-orders, and providing for the return of the same- 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 
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DAVID C. PAULLUS. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R.1912) for the 
relief of David C. Paullus; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ALEXANDER NUGENT. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER introduced a bill (H. R. 1913) to remove the 
charge of desertion against Alexander Nugent, of Seymour, Ind., late 
a private in Company G, Seventy-seventh Regiment, Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ELI MILLER. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1914) for the re- 
lief of Eli Miller; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN F. DAVIS. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1915) for the re- 
lief of John F. Davis; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS CRAWFORD. 

Mr.. STOCKSLAGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1916) for the re- 
lief of Thomas Crawford; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN ABBOTT. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1917) for the re- 
lief of John Abbott; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ALBERT SCHINDLER. ` 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1918) for the re- 
lief of Albert Schindler; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

STEPHEN M. GUPTON. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1919) granting a 
pension to Stephen M. Gupton; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLOTTE M. COWARD. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1920) for the re- 
lief of Charlotte M. Coward; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN G. CONEY. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1921) granting a 
pension to John G. Coney; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL H. COLE. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1922) granting a 
pension to Samuel H. Cole; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

REBECCA §. ALLEN. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1923) for the relief 
of Rebecca S. Allen; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS SIMPSON. 
Mr. STOCKSLAGER also introduced.a bill (H. R. 1924) granting a 
ion to Thomas Simpson; which was read afirst and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

x CAPT. WILFORD H. WELMAN. 

Mr. STOCK SLAGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1925) for the relief 
of Capt. Wilfiad H. Welman; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PHILLIP LESTER. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER also introduced a. bill (H. R. 1926) forthe relief 
of Phillip Lester; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

. WILLIAM R. BENTLEY. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1927) forthe relief 
_ of William R. Bentley; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HAMILTON MARTIN. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1928) fortherelief 
of Hamilton Martin; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM B. REYNOLDS. 

Mr. STEELE introduced a bill (H. R. 1929) for the relief of William 
B. Reynolds; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

SARAH NICOLL CRANE. 
Mr. STEELE also introduced a bill (H. R. 1930) grantinga pension to 


Sarah Nicoll Crane; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
MOBILE AND GIRARD RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. COBB (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 1931) for the relief of 
the Mobile and Girard Railroad Company; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. ; 

BLACKWELL BAILEY. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 1932) for the relief of Black- 
well Bailey; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN H. KENNEDY. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 1933) for the relief of John 
H. Kennedy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN C. SHACKLETT. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 1934) granting a pension to 
John C. Shacklett; which was reed a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

BASIL CLEMENTS. s 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 1935) for the relief of Basil 
Clements; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARTIN GIER. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 1936) for the relief of Martin 
Gier; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

¢ JONAS SMITH. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 1937) for the relief of Jonas 
Smith; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE H. O'BANNON. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 1938) for the relief of 
H. O’Bannon; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, nd ordered to be printed 

WILLIAM G. DOUTHETT. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 1939) for the relief of Will- 
iam G. Douthett; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CAPT. ISRAEL STOUGH. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 1940) granting a pension to 
Capt. Israel Stongh; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

BERNARD MOAN. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 1941) granting a pension to 
Bernard Moan; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS WADSWORTH. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 1942) to restore the name of 
Thomas Wadsworth to the pension-roll; which was reada first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JOHN CALVERT. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 1943) for the relief of John 
Calvert; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN G. PARKER. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 1944) for the relief of John 
G. Parker; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY T. SKINNER. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 1945) granting a pension to 
Henry T. Skinner; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FELIX W. RUSHER. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 1946) granting a pension to 
Felix W. Rusher; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS FERGUSON. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 1947) granting a pension to 

Thomas Ferguson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 


the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
THORNTON M’COY. 
Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 1948) for the relief of Thorn- 


ton McCoy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
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BRIDGET SHERLOCK, 


Mr. COBB also intreduced a bill (H. R. 1949) for the relief of Bridget 
Sherlock; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee om Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM L. DAY. - 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 1950) granting a pension to 
William L. Day; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

- DEXTER GARDNER. ` 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 1951) for the relief of Dexter 
Gardner; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL FOSTER. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 1952) for the relief of Samuel 
Foster; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered te be printed. 

SASSER SULLIVAN. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 1953) for the relief of Sas- 
ser Sullivan ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN M. LORD. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 1954) for the relief of John 
M. Lord ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


SALES BY UNITED STATES MARSHALS. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 1955) to authorize and re- 
quire United States marshals within their respective districts to make 
all sales of property which may hereafter be made by virtue of any or- 
der, judgment, or decree of any United States court, master in chan- 
cery, or commissioner, or by virtue of: any execution or other process 
thereof, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred tothe Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Several messages in writing from the President of the United States 
were communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secre- 
taries, who also announced that the President had approved and signed 
the joint resolution (H. Res. 65) relating to the surrender by George 
Washington of his commission as commander-in-chief of the patriot 
forces of America. 

PROTECTION OF PURCHASERS OF PATENTS. 

Mr. WOOD introduced a bill (H. R. 1956) to limit the jurisdiction of 
United States courts and to protect innocent purchasers of patent rights; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. WOOD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1957) to grant the same 
amount of pensions to widews and minor children as drawn by sol- 
diers, &c., prior to decease; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and 
Back Pay, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WOOD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1958) to grant pensions to 
prisoners incarcerated in confederate prisons; which was read a first and 
second time} referred to the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, 
Bounty, and Back Pay, and ordered to be printed. 

LAWRENCE A. DURBIN, 

Mr. WOOD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1959) for the relief of Law- 
rence A. Durbin; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

BOUNTIES. 

Mr. WOOD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1960) to equalize the boun- 
ties of soldiers who served in the late war for the Union; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Select Committee on Payment 
of’ Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS WARD. 

Mr. WOOD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1961) increasing the pension 
of Thomas Ward; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. ' 

AMELIA A. TAYLOR. j 

Mr. HOLMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 1962) granting an increase of 
pension to Amelia A. Taylor; which was read a first and second time, 
referred tothe Committeeon Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN L. ELLIOTT. 

Mr. HOLMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1963) restoring the name 
of John L. Elliott to the pension-roll; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ROBERT M’CLAIN. 
Mr. HOLMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1964) granting a pen- 


sion to Robert McClain; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
JOHN A. CROZIER. 

Mr. HOLMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1965) granting a pension 
to John A. Crozier, of Indiana; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN A PLATTER POST, G. A. R. 

Mr. HOLMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1966) granting con- 
demned cannon and cannon-balls for monumental purposes to John A. 
Platter Post, No. 82, Grand Army of the Republic, Indiana; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN E. NEFF. 

Mr. WARD introduced a bill (H. R. 1967) for the relief of John E. 
Neff; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Elections, and ordered to be printed. 

ELI CONNER. 

Mr. WARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 1968) for the relief of Eli . 
Conner; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE F. WALKER. 
Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana, (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 1969 
for the relief of George F. Walker; which was read a first and 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 


printed. 
MRS. ALICE T. SHERWOOD. 

Mr. KLEINER introduced a bill (H. R. 1970) for the relief of Mrs. 
Alice T. Sherwood; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

M. TRICKETT. 

Mr. KLEINER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1971) for the relief of 
M. Trickett; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MEXICAN, FLORIDA, AND BLACK’ HAWK WARS. 

Mr. KLEINER also introdticed a bill (H. R. 1972) ting pensions 
to surviving soldiers of the Mexican, Florida, and Black Hawk wars; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE KOPE. 
Mr. LOWRY introduced a bill (H. R. 1973) for the relief of 


Kope; which wasread a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


FRANCIS M. M’DONALD. 

Mr. LOWRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1974) for the relief of 
Francis M. McDonald; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

SCHOOLS OF MEDICAL PRACTICE. 

Mr. LOWRY (by request) also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 
71) relative to schools of medical practice in the United States and to 
graduates thereof; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Education, and ordered to be printed. 


MICHIGAN AND MISSISSIPPI RIVER CANAL. 

Mr. MURPHY introduced a bill (H. R. 1975) to provide for the con- 
struction of the Michigan and Mississippi River Canal and to cheapen 
transportation; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Railways and Canals, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN KANE, 

Mr. MURPHY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1976) for the relief of 
John Kane; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MARIA L. HAMMER. 

Mr. MURPHY ‘also introduced a bill (H. R. 1977) for the relief of 
Maria L. Hammer; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

C. H. STIBOLT. 


Mr. MURPHY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1978) for -the relief of 
C. H. Stibolt; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

C. H. LATHROP. 

Mr MURPHY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1979) for the relief of 
C. H. Lathrop; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM M’GARRAHAN. 

Mr. MURPHY also introduced a bill (H. R. 1980) for the relief of 
William McGarrahan; which was read a first and second time. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be referred tothe Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims. 
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Mr. MURPHY. It has twice already been referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, and as I am informed there are only legal ques- 
tions involved in the bill, it should, perhaps, take that reference at this 
time. 

- The SPEAKER. As the bill refers to the investigation of certain 
judicial decisions, perhaps it should go to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. . 

The bill was referred tothe Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

LIQUOR TRAFFIC. 

Mr. MURPHY. I now submit a resolution deciaring that Congress 
has no legal or constitutional power to regulate the sale or traffic in 
malt, vinous, or alcoholic liquors, 

The SPEAKER. It will be referred to the Committee on the Alco- 
holi¢ Liquor Traffic. [After a pause.] The Chair supposed that the 
resolution offered ky the gentleman from Iowa was a joint resolution, 
but on examination finds that it is a House resolutionand not in order 
under this call. 

Mr. MURPHY. ʻI desire, then, to make it a joint resolution, so that 
it may be properly referred. 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be referred. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 72) was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic, and 
ordered to be printed. 

RELIEF OF CERTAIN PENSIONERS. 


Mr. KASSON introduced a bill oF R. 1981) for the relief of certain 
pensioners enrolled by special acts of Congress; which was read a first 
` and second time, acd to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

BENJAMIN JEFFRIES. 

Mr. KASSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 1982) granting a pension 
to Benjamin Jeffries; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT OF PENSION LAWS. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (H. R. 1983) granting 
@ pension to all persons who, after enlisting in the regular or volunteer 
Army or Navy of the United States in any wars waged by the United 
States, served three months, were honorably yer, oi who are 
unable by reason of physical disability to earn their subsistence, or who 
are 65 years of age and are dependent upon their own labor for support, 
and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Select Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back 
Pay, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT M. M’KINLAY. 

Mr. HENDERSON,- of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1984) 
granting a pension to Robert M. McKinlay; which was read a firstand 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered tu be printed. 

MALVIN PIERCE. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1985) 
granting a pension to Malvin Pierce; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

FRANK F. FITKIN. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1986) 
granting a pension to Frank F. Fitkin; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

HENRY B. JAY. : 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1987) to 
remove the charge of desertion from the military record of Henry B. 
Jay; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

SUSAN CRAFT. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1988) 
granting a pension to Susan Craft; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

HENRY R. HORR. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. 1989) for 
the relief of Henry R. Horr; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


SOLDIERS AND SAILORS WAR OF THE REBELLION. 


Mr. WELLER introduced a bill (H. R. 1990) for the relief of the 
soldiers and sailors who served in the Army and Navy of the United 
States in the late war for the suppression of the rebellion and to re- 
store to them equal rights in money payments with the holders of Gov- 
ernment bonds, and for other purposes; which was read a first and sec- 
ond neie; refegred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
a COLLECTION ØF TAXES ON BANK DEPOSITS. 


Mr. WELLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1991) to provide for assess- 
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ing and collecting certain duties or taxes on certain deposits made in 

banking associations and to provide penalties and for collecting same, 

and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred 

to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 
SARAH J. CHIPMAN. 


Mr. WELLER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 1992) grant- 
ing a pension to Sarah J. Chipman; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HENRY |S. MORGAN. 

Mr. WELLER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. TN grant- 
ing a pension to Henry S. Morgan; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

W. W. DENNIS. 
Mr. WELLER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R.1994) grant- 
a pension to W. W. Dennis; which was read a first and second time, 
oo Sal erred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 
ADULTERATION OF BUTTER. 

Mr. WELLER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 1995) to pre- 
vent the fraudulent manufactures and salesof imitations of or adultera- 
tions of butter, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Select Committee on the Public Health, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

JOHN KENNEDY. 

Mr. HEPBURN introduced a bill (H. R. 1996) for the relief of John 
Kennedy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

RICHARD W. BARNES. 

Mr. HEPBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1997) for the relief of 
Richard W. Barnes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM J. SAWYER. 

Mr. HEPBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1998) for the relief of 
William J. Sawyer; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS BROCKETT. 

Mr. HEPBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. 1999) for the relief of 
Thomas Brockett; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

j LIEUT. N. C. RIDENOUR. 

Mr. HEPBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2000) for the relief of 
Lieut. N. C. Ridenour; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

€HARLES S. MOORE. 

Mr. HEPBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2001) for the relief of 
Charles S. Moore; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. JENNIE E. JOHNSON. 

Mr. HEPBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2002) for the relief of 
Mrs. Jennie E. Johnson; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL K. WRIGHT. 

Mr. HEPBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2003) for the relief of 
Daniel K. Wright; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MINTON PRALL. 

Mr. HEPBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2004) granting a pen- 
sion to Minton Prall; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL B. GLENN. 

Mr. HEPBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2005) granting a pen- 
sion to Samuel B. Glenn; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LAND GRANTS IN IOWA. 

Mr. HEPBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2096) confirming the 
title of the State of Iowa to certain lands granted to said State by an 
act of Congress approved May 12, 1864, and to authorize the disposal of 
the same; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

: WILLIAM E. WARD. 

Mr. HEPBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2007) for the relief of 
William E. Ward; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

BENJAMIN $. RAWLINS AND EUGENE W. SQUIRES. 

Mr. HEPBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2008) for the relief of 
Benjamin S. Rawlins and Eugene W. Squires; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 
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W. A. HAYES. 
Mr. PUSEY introduced a bill (H. R. 2009) granting a pension to W. 
A. Hayes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
SAMUEL T. EDMONDS. 


Mr. McCOID introduced a bill (H. R. 2010) for the relief of Samuel 
T. Edmonds; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE P. WEBSTER. 

Mr. MoCOID also introduced (by request) a bill (H. R. 2011) for the 
relief of George P. Webster; which was read a first and second time, 

referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 
Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (H. R. 2012) to regulate 
` interstate commerce; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
SECTION 629 REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2013) to amend 
section 629 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

BARBARA A. CHEENEY. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2014) granting 
increase of pension on certificate No. 191347 in favor of Barbara A. 
Cheeney; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT OF RULES. 
Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, also submitted the following resolution to 
amend Rule XXIV, clause 6, so as to read as follows: 


Business on the Speaker's table having been disposed of, or the House having 
refused to proceed to business thereon, the House shall on Thursdays and Sat- 
urdays of each week proceed to the consideration of business on the House 
Calendar, which shall be taken up and disposed of in regular order, if not other- 
wise ordered by the House. 


The resolution was referred to the Committee on the Rules. 


DES MOINES RIVER LANDS. 

Mr. HOLMES introduced a bill (H. R. 2015) to quiet title of settlers 
on the Des Moines River lands, in the State of Iowa, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

- PUBLIC BUILDING AT FORT DODGE, IOWA. 

Mr. HOLMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 2016) for the erection of 
a public building at Fort Dodge, Iowa; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 

WALTER DICKSON, 

Mr. HOLMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 2017) granting a pension 
to Walter Dickson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ABBIE SHARPE, 

+ Mr. HOLMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 2018) for the relief of 
Abbie Sharpe, formerly Abbie Gardner; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SQUIRE FINLEY. 

Mr. HOLMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 2019) for the relief of 
Squire Finley; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 

* Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LAND GRANT TO IOWA. 

Mr. STRUBLE introduced a bill (H. R. 2020) declaring forfeited a 

+ certain grant of lands made to the State of Iowa and resuming a part of 
said lands and declaring them subject to entry and sale under the pre- 
emption, homestead, and tree-culture laws of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

SETTLERS ON SUPPOSED PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. STRUBLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2021) for the relief of 
actual settlers upon supposed public lands under the pre-emption, home- 
stead, and tree-culture laws of the United States; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS TO WIDOWS. 

Mr. STRUBLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2022) granting pensions 
to the widows of deceased soldiers of the Union Army; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Select Committee on the Pay- 
ment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. STRUBLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2023) for the relief of 

“applicants who were soldiers in the Union Army for invalid pensions; 
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which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
i CHARLES E. HEDGES. 

Mr. STRUBLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2024) for the relier of 
the legal heirs of Charles E. Hedges, deceased; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 


ABRAM J. REBER. 

Mr. STRUBLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2025) restoring Abram 
J. Reber to the pension-roll with the same allowance of pension as was 
granted him originally; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH R. BENJAMIN, 

Mr, STRUBLE also introduced two bills (H. R. 2026 and H. R. 2027) 
granting a pension to and for relief of Joseph R. Benjamin; which were 
severally read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

W. W. NORRIS. 

Mr. STRUBLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2028) for the relief of 
W. W. Norris; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT H. MILLER. 

Mr. STRUBLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2029) granting a pen- 
sion to Robert H. Miller; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


SOUTHERN KANSAS RAILWAY. 

Mr. RYAN introduced a bill (H. R. 2030) to grant a right of way 
through the Indian Territory to the Southern Kansas Railway Com- 
pany, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


BRIDGE OVER THE MISSOURI RIVER. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2031) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge over the Missouri River at or near Sibley, in the 
State of Missouri; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

EDWARD FENLON. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2032) for the relief of Ed- 
ward Fenlon; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. i 

"CHARLES A. MORRIS. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2033) for the relief of Charles. 
A. Morris; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ALEXANDER M. CRUM. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2034) for the relief of Alex- 
ander M. Crum; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

AMOS WILLIAMSON. ; 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2035) granting a pension to 
Amos Williamson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

REBECCA JOHNSTON. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2036) for the relief of Re- 
becca Johnston; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

' CLAIMS. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2037) authorizing the ap- 
pointment of a commissioner and the settlement of the claims of certain 
citizens of Kansas named therein; which was read a first and second 
time referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

RETIRED ARMY OFFICERS, 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2038) to fix the rank of cer- 
tain retired officers of the Army; which was read a firstand second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

EDWARD FENLON. 

Mr. RYAN (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2039) for the 
relief of Edward Fenlon; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2040) to amend section 
2139 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

EDUCATIONAL FUND. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2041) to establish an edu- 
cational fund for the education of the people; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Education, and ordered 
to be printed. 
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BIGAMY.. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2042) supplementary to an 
act entitled ‘‘An act to amend section 5352 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States in reference to bigamy, and for other purposes;”’ 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

EQUAL RIGHTS OF CITIZENS. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2043) to declare the equal 
rights of citizens of the United States without reference to race ôr 
color; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

MANUFACTURE OF SALT IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2044) for the manufacture of 
salt in the Indian Territory; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CLAIMS FOR HORSES, ETC. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2045) to extend the time for 
filing claims for horses and equipments lost by officers and enlisted men 
in the service of the United States, and for other purposes; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ALLOTMENT OF INDIAN LANDS IN SEVERALTY. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2046) to provide for the al- 
lotment of lands in severalty to Indians on the various reservations and 
to extend the protection of the laws of the States and Territories over 
the Indians, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

NEW YORK INDIAN LANDS IN KANSAS, 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2047) to provide for the sale 
of certain New York Indian lands in Kansas; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. ‘ 

RELIEF OF DELAWARE INDIANS. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2048) for the relief of the 
Delaware Indians in accordance with treaty stipulations; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 

HOMESTEADS TO SANTEE INDIANS. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2049) to grant homesteads 
to the Santee Indians residing upon their reservation in Knox County, 
State of Nebraska; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

SETTLEMENT UNDER INDIAN TREATY. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2050) to provide for a settle- 
ment with the Indians who were parties to the treaty concluded at 
Buffalo Creek, in the State of New York, on the 15th day of January, 
1838, for the unexecuted stipulation of that treaty; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ALLOTMENT OF INDIAN LANDS IN SEVERALTY. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2051) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to allot lands in severalty to Indians; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, and erdered to be printed. 

DISBURSEMENT OF INDIAN FUNDS. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2052) to authorize the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs, with the consent and approval of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, to issue orders to Indian agents for the disburse- 
ment of money, &c.; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ALLOTMENT OF INDIAN LANDS IN SEVERALTY. 

Mr, RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2053) to provide for the 
allotment of lands in severalty to the United Peorias and Miamies of 
the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; which wasread a first and 
second time, feferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ADJUSTMENT OF INDIAN CLAIMS. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R? 2054) providing for the ad- 
justment of the claims of certain of the Confederated Peoria, &c., Indians 
who became citizens of the United States under the treaty of 1867; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


ALLOTMENT OF INDIAN LANDS IN SEVERALTY. 

Mr. RYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2055) to provide for the al- 
lotment of lands in severalty to the Ottawas of the Indian Territory, 
and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

TRESPASSES ON INDIAN LANDS. 
Mr. RYAN introduced a bill (H. R. 2056) for the prevention of tres- 
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passes on Indian lands; which was read a firstand second time, referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
LAND GRANTS TO KANSAS RAILROADS. 

Mr. ANDERSON introduced a bill (H. R. 2057) to provide for the 
adjustment of all grants of lands made to aid in the construction of 
railroads doing business in the State of Kansas; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ALLOWANCES TO THIRD-CILASS POSTMASTERS. 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2058) to authorize an 
allowance for rent, fuel, and sundries to postmasters at offices of the 
third class; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANCES E. HENDEICKS. 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2059) to increase the 
pension of Frances E. Hendricks; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

LIZZIE BELL. 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2060) granting a pen- 
sion to Lizzie Bell; which was read a first and second time, referred to- 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

RICHARD R. YEARGIN. 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2061) pantnes pen- 
sion to Richard R. Yeargin; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

H. H. DALRYMPLE. 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2062) for the relief of 
H. H. Dalrymple; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN A. HART. 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2063) for the relief of 
John A. Hart; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CAPT. J. W, LYSTEE. 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2064) for the relief of 
Capt. J. W. Lystee, United States Army; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered_ 
to be printed. 

CORRESPONDENTS. 

Mr. ANDERSON also submitted the following resolution; which 

was referred to the Committee on Rules: 


Resolved, That Rule XXXIV be amended by adding the following words: 

“* Provided, That a correspondent or reporter, who has the right toa seat in the 
reporters’ gallery in accordance with the rules of the House and of the press 
committee, may also be admitted to the reception-room south of the Hall when 
invited thereto by a member of the House. 


REPEAL OF DUTY ON SUGAR AND MOLASSES. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (H. R. 2065) to abolish the tariff 
duty on sugar and molasses and to put them on the free-list; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

COMMON SCHOOLS. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2066) to aid in the 
establishment and support of common schools and to appropriate ` 
$30,000,000 annually therefor, derived from the internal-revenue taxes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Education, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, FORT SCOTT, KANS. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (H. R. 2067) for the erection of a 
public building at Fort Scott, Kans.; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES H. REID. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2068) granting a pen- 
sion to James H. Reid; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

BAXTER SPRINGS LIGHT ARTILLERY. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2069) to authorize the 
Secretary of War to turn over to the governor of Kansas two cannon 
for the use of the Baxter Springs Light Artillery; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

DECATUR HAMLIN. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2070) granting a pen- 
sion to Decatur Hamlin; which was read a first and second time, ri- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ALEXANDER HARPER. 
Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. £071) granting a per 
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sion to Alexander 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
NICHOLAS W. BARNETT. s 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2072) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Nicholas W. Barnett; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. j 
: CHARLES R. WHITE. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2073) to restore to the 
pension-roll the name of Charles R. White; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

TRUE E. G. PETTENGILL. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2074) for the relief of 
True E. G. Pettengill; which was read a and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN THEYE. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2075) for the relief of 
John Theye; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

S. G. PARKER. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R 2076) granting a pension 
to S. G. Parker; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invakid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF WILLIAM HUGHES, DECEASED. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2077) for the relief of the 
heirs of William Hughes, deceased; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SAMUEL C. SPROUSE. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2078granting an increase 
-of pension to Samuel C. Sprouse; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JAMES L. CHRISTY. 

Mr. PERKINS alsp introduced a bill (H. R. 2079) restoring to the 
pension-roll the name of James L. Christy; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. ` 

L. V. HOLLYFIELD. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2080) granting a pen- 
sion to L. V. Hollyfield; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HOLDEN COOK. 

Mr, PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2081) granting a pen- 
sion to Holden Cook; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN B. TIBBETTS. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2082) granting a pen- 
sion to John B. Tibbetts; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

: JOHN TAYLOR. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2083) granting a pen- 
‘sion to John Taylor; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES 8. WRIGHT. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2084) granting a pen- 
sion to James 8. Wright; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH M’INTOSH. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2085) granting a pen- 
sion to Joseph McIntosh; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. MANNING. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. A causa pen- 
sion to W. ing; which was read a first md time, re- 
ferred tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN F. STUKEY. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2087) granting a pen- 
sion to John F. Stukey; which was a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL P. HARDING. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2088) granting a pen- 
sion to Samuel P. Harding; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MARGARET WIGGINS. 
Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2089) granting a pen- 
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Harper; which was read a first and second time, re- | sion to Margaret Wiggins; which was read a first and second time, re- 


ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and oxdered to be printed. 
JOHN W. ALYEA. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2090) granting a pen- 

sion to John W. Alyea; which was read a first and second time, re- 

ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. REBECCA HALL. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2091) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs.. Rebecca Hall; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JACK SMITH. 
: , Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2092) granting a pen- 
sion to Jack Smith; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. - 
SCOTT CORNELL. 

Mr, PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2093) granting a pen- 
sion to Scott Cornell; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee ox Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed, 


GEORGE W. CRANDAL, 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2094) to rerate the pen- 
sion of George W. Crandal; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ALEXANDER KIRK, 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2095) granting a pen- 
sion to Alexander Kirk; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


L. F. WILLIAMS. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2096) ting an in- 
crease of pension to L. F. Williams; which was read a first. second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

NICHOLAS W. BARNETT. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2097) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Nicholas W. Barnett, which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

JOSHUA PUCKETT. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2098) ting an in- 
crease of pension to Joshua Puckett; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. ‘ 
JOSEPH BOWERS. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2099) granting a pen- 
sion to Joseph Bowers; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY ALLEN. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2100) granting a pen 
sion to Mary Allen; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM F. MILLER. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2101) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William F. Miller; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ‘ordered 
to be printed. : 

A. T, STILL. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2102) granti a pension 
to A. T. Still; which was read a first and second riba ra to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

i JOB VAUGHAN. 

Mr, PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2103) granting a pension 
to Job Vaughan; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

M. L. KENNEDY. 

Mr, PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2104) granting a pension 
to M. L. Kennedy; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN A. SHUCKERS. 
IEI A ANS AN which vas tahoe ol ee ee 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
WILLIAM FLETCHER. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2106) for the relief of 
William Fletcher; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MES. MARY BLACKBURN. 
Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2107) for the relief of 
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“Mrs. Mary Blackburn; which was read a first and second time, referred 
sto the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
DANIEL SPHOR. 
Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2108) for the relief of 
Danicl Sphor; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
‘Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
WILLIAM C. O'BRIEN. , 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a lill (H. R. 2109) for the relief of 
"William C. O’Brien; which was read a first and second time, referred 
‘to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES M’GERRY. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2110) for the relief of 
-Charles MeGerry; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
‘the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ESTATE OF JAMES RILEY. 
Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2111) for the relief of 


the estate of James Riley; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
8. S. THORP. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2112) for the relief of 
:$. S. Thorp; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
-Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN F. BATR. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2113) for the relief of 
_John F. Bair; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
-Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

I. J. DAVIS. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2114) for the relief of 
I. J. Davis; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

E. P. BIEHL. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2115) for the relief of 
E. P. Diehl; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
«Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN BURKHART. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2116) for the relief of 
John Burkhart; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
«Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN GIBSON. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2117) for the relief of 
John Gibson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
«Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

RUFUS ROSS. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2118) for the relief of 
Rufas Ross; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
-Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 

Mr. PETERS introduced a bill (H. R. 2119) to regulate interstate 
-eommerce through a national court of arbitration; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
-ordered to be printed. 

“ EXAMINERS FOR THE PENSION DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2120) to provide exam- 
-iners for the Pension Department; which was read a first and second 
one aca to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
sprinted. 

FORT DODGE MILITARY RESERVATION. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2121) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to dispose 
-of a part of the Fort Dodge military reservation to actual settlers under 
the provisions of the homestead laws, and for other purposes,” approved 
December 15, 1880; which was read a first and second time, referred 
‘to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


CLASSIFICATION OF THE PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2122) to classify the pub- 
lic lands of the United States into agricultural, mineral, timber, and 
-grazing lands; which was read a first and second time, referred to thi 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. i 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT WICHITA, KANS. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2123) for the erection of 

a public building at Wichita, Kans.; which was read a first and sec- 


ond time, referred to the Committee on Publie Buildingsand Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. L 


JUN BANKS. 
Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2124) for the relief of 
John Banks; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
‘Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
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EQUALIZATION OF HOMESTEADS. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2125) to equalize home- 
steads; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN A. EDWARDS. 


Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2126) for the relief of 
John A. Edwards; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

f LEVI Il, NARON. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2127) granting a pension 
to Levi H. Naron; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ORREN D. LEMERT. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2128) for the relief of Orren 
D. Lemert; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DAVID MORROW. : 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2129) for the relief of 
David Morrow; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JEPTHA HORNBECK. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2130) granting a pension 
to Jeptha Hornbeck; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

H. ©, LINN. 

Mr. MORRILL introduced a bill (H. R. 2131) for the relief of H. 
C. Linn; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. . 

FORT LEAVENWORTH MILITARY PRISON. 

Mr. MORRILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2132) to determine the 
legal rank of the governor of the military prison at Fort Leavenworth, 
Kans. ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

STEPHEN LEAVITT. 

Mr. MORRILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2133) for the relief ot 
Stephen Leavitt; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CORNELIUS W. KEIFER. 

Mr. MORRILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2134) for the relief of 
Cornelius W. Keifer; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

FREDERICK WELLER. 

Mr. MORRILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2135) granting a pen- 
sion to Frederick Weller; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MERLIN C. HARRIS. 

Mr. MORRILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2136) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Merlin C. Harris; which was a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

; POWERS & NEUMAN. 

Mr. MORRILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2137) for the relief of 
Powers & Neuman, and D. & B. Powers; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MARTHA ANGELL. 

Mr. MORRILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2138) granting a pension 
to Martha ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions and ordered to be printed. 

AUGUST THIEMAN. 

Mr. MORRILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2139) for the relief ot 
August Thieman; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

HUGH DOUGHERTY. 

Mr. MORRILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2149) for the relief of 
Hugh Dougherty; which was read a-first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ABOBITION OF TAX ON TOBACCO. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. 2141) to abolish 
the internal-revenue taxes on tobacco in any form whatever; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 

ALCOHOLIC LIQUOR TRAFFIC. ' 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2142) to 
provide for a commission on the subject of the alcoholic liquor traffic; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Select Committee 

| on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic, and ordered to be printed. 
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MOORE JOHNSON. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R, 2143) for 
the benefit of Moore Johnson; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

P. R. NAPIER. 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2144) for 
the relief of P. R. Napier, of Olay County, Kentucky; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

TABITHA BALL. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2145) grant- 
ing a pension to Tabitha Ball; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

REVENUE MARINE SERVICE, ETO. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, also submitted the following resolution ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce : 

f th be ested to furnish thi 
eae writs conan of Ail reper of ins tions AAA by the pecnetarice of the 
Light-House Board since the Ist day of January, 1875, and also copies of all re- 
ports of inspections made by the Bureau of Revenue Marine since the 1st day 
of January, 1875, together with an itemized statement of the cost of such in- 
et AMENDMENT OF RULES. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky, submitted the following proposed 
amendment to the rules; which was referred to the Committee on the 


Rules : 

Amend Rule XXIV by adding an additional clause, as follows: 

“When any public bill or resolution shall have been referred to a committee 
and the committee shall fail or refuse to report said bill or resolution back to 
the House, either favorably or unfavorably, for thirty a A shall be in order 
for the member who offered the bill or resolution, on any Monday, immediately 
after the morning hour, to move to the committee from further con- 
sideration of the bill or resolution ; and the House shall then dispose of the bill 
or resolution by recommittal or final action, asa majority may determine.” 


DISTILLED SPIRITS IN BOND. 

Mr. WILLIS introduced a bill (H. R. 2146) to extend the time for 
payment of the tax on distilled spirits now in warehouse; which was 
read a first and second time. 

Mr. WILLIS. I move the reference of this bill to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. te 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I call for the reading of the bill. 

The bill was read: 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I move the reference of the bill to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

The SPEAKER. There is no such committee. There isa Commit- 
tee on Education and also a Committee on Labor. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Then I move that the bill be referred 
to the Committee Ey Sorin om 

Mr. WILLIS. Isu it is y necessary —— 

Mr. WHITE, of eanneky: I presume I shall be heard on my mo- 
tion. uF 

The SPEAKER. The motion is not debatable, 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, 
it was not agreed to. 

The bill was then referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

REBATE OF TOBACCO TAX. 


Mr, WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2147) to carry out the pro- 
visions of section 4 of the act of March 3, 1883, in regard to rebate of tax 
on tobacco; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

COMMERCE AMONG THE STATES. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2148) to regulate com- 
merce among the States; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce and ordered to be printed. 

PARTITION OF LAND IN LOUISVILLE, KY. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2149) to authorize the par- 
tition of certain land in Louisville, Ky., belonging jointly to John 
Echols and the Government of the United States; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Publie Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

UNITED STATES COURT, KENTUCKY. 


Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H.R. 2150) relative to the cir- 
cuit and district courts of the United States for the district of Kentucky; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

A SUBTREASURY AT LOUISVILLE, KY. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2151) establishing a sub- 
treasury at Louisville, Ky.; which-was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and 
ordered to be printed. 

DAVID MERRIWETHER. 
Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2152) for the relief of 


David Merriwether, of Louisville, Ky.; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MARGARET E. COCHRAN. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2153) granting a pension 
to Margaret E. Cochran, widow of Thomas B. Cochran, late lieuten- 
ant-colonel of the Second Kentucky Volunteers; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF A. J. GUTHRIE, DECEASED. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2154) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of A. J. Guthrie, deceased; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

KATHARINE BENDER. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2155) granting a pension 
to Katharine Bender; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

KETURAH A. COLLINS. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2156) granting a pension 
to Keturah A. Collins; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOEL YANN. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2157) for the relief of Joel 
Yann; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN ©. HERNDON. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2158) for the benefit of 
John C. Herndon; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

THEODORE SCHWARTZ. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2159) for the relief of 
Theodore Schwartz; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MONTGOMERY HOWARD. 


Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2160) for the relief of” 


Montgomery Howard; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
HAMILTON T. FIGG. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2161) for the relief of Ham- 
ilton T., Figg; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

AUGUSTUS C. PAUL. 

Mr, WILLIS (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2162) for the 
relief of Augustus C. Paul; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES F. CASTLE. 

Mr. CULBERTSON, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. 2163) 
granting a pension to James F. Castle; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 

be printed, 

F. M. CASTLE. 

Mr. CULBERTSON, of Kentucky, also introduced abill (H. R. 2164) 
granting a pension to F, M. Castle; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committge on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ROBERT BRYANT. 

Mr. CULBERTSON, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2165) 
granting a pension to Robert Bryant; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JAMES KITCHIN. 

Mr. CULBERTSON, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2166) 
granting a pensión to James Kitchin; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. > 

JOHN FREW STEWART. ; 

Mr. CULBERTSON, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2167) 
for the relief of John Frew Stewart; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordéred to be printed. 

WILLIAM B. WHITE, 

Mr. ROBERTSON introduced a bill (H. R. 2168) for the relief of 
William B. White; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL B. STORMS. 

Mr. ROBERTSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2169) granting a pen- 
sion to Daniel B. Storms; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
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BENJAMIN LUCAS. 
Mr. ROBERTSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2170) granting a 
ion to Benjamin Lucas; which was read a first and second time, re- 
erred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
JAMES F. SALYERS. 

Mr. ROBERTSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2171) granting a 
pension to James F. Salyers; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WALTER KIRBY. , 

Mr. HALSELL (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 2172) for the 
relief of Walter Kirby; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

D. E. DAWNING. 

Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2173) for the relief of 
D. E. Dawning; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES C. RUDD. 

Mr. CLAY introduced a bill (H.-R. 2174) for the benefit of James C. 
Rudd; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN FELAND. : 

Mr. CLAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2175) for the relief of John 
Feland; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY M. CLARK. 

Mr. CLAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2176) granting a pension to 
Mary M. Clark; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. © 

JOHN SIMS. 

Mr. CLAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2177) for the relief of John 
Sims; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

HIRAM SMITH. 

Mr. CLAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2178) granting a pension to 
Hiram Smith; which was read a first and second time, referred to th 
‘Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LUCY J. MITCHELL. * 

Mr. CLAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2179) granting a pension to 
Lucy J. Mitchell; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT RAY. 


Mr. CLAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2180) for the benefit of Robert 
Ray; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN B. MOORE. 

Mr. CLAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2181) for the relief of John 
B. Moore; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CUSTOMS AND INTERNAL-REVENUE DISTRICTS. i 

Mr. THOMPSON introduced a bill (H. R. 2182) to consolidate the 
internal-revenue and customs districts in each State and Territory, and 
for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

SIXTH STREET AND BLADENSBURG RAILROAD. 

Mr. THOMPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2183) to incorporate 
_ the Sixth Street and Bladensburg Railroad Company, of the District of 
' Columbia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee for the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

BENJAMIN C. BAMPTON. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (by Mr. THompson) introduced a bill (H. R. 2184) 
for the relief of Benjamin C. Bampton; which was read a first and second 
time, seers to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 
prin + 

ROSA VERTNER JEFFREY, AND OTHERS. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (by Mr. THompson) also introduced a bill (H. 
R. 2185) for the relief of Rosa Vertner Jeffrey and others; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A. 8. BLOOM. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (by Mr. THOMPSON) also introduced a bill (H. 
R. 2186) for the relief of A. 8. Bloom; which was read a first and sec- 
ond tine, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
prin 

MARCUS L. BROADWELL. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (by Mr. THOMPSON) also introduced a bill (H. 
R. 2187) for the relief of Marcus L. Broadwell; which was read a 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 
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Dk. JOEL C. FRAZIER, DECEASED. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (by Mr. THOMPSON) also introduced a bill (H. 
R. 2188) for the relief of the estate of Dr. Joel C. Frazier, deceased; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS V. STIRMAN, DECEASED. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (by Mr. THOMPSON) also introduced a bill (H. 
R. 2189) for the relief of the estate of Thomas V. Stirman, deceased; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. TAYLOR. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (by Mr. THompson) also introduced a bill (H. 
R. 2190) for the relief of George W. Taylor; which was read a firstand 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JAMES S. FRIZZELL. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (by Mr. THowpson) also introduced a bill (H. 
R. 2191) for the relief of James S. Frizzell, which was read a firstand 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ISAAC N. WEBB. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (by Mr. THOMPSON) also introduced a bill (H. 
R. 2192) for the relief of Isaac N. Webb; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

MASONIC LODGE, CYNTHIANA, KY. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (by Mr. THOMPSON) also introduced a bill (H. R. 
2193) forthe reliefofSaint Andrew’s Lodge, No. 18, of Freeand Accepted 
Masons, Cynthiana, Ky.; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH B. M’CLINTOCK. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (by Mr. THompsoy) also introduced a bill (H. R. 
2194) for the relief of Joseph B. McClintock; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

THOMAS C. ISGRIG. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (by Mr. THompson) also introduced a bill (H. 
R. 2195) for the relief of Thomas C. Isgrig, of Harrison County, Ken- 
tucky; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WIDOW OF CAPT. CHRISTOPHER M. HAILE, 


Mr. ELLIS introduced a bill (H. R. 2196) for the relief of the widow 
of Capt. Christopher M. Haile; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS, ETC., OF G. P. WORK. 

Mr. ELLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2197) for the relief of the 
heirs and legal representatives of the late G. P. Work; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. : 

GEORGE E. PAYNE. 

Mr. ELLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2198) referring the claim of 
George E. Payne to the Court of Claims; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

MARGARET FUHR. 

Mr. ELLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2199) for the relief of Mrs. 
Margaret Fuhr, widow and tutrix of the minor heirs of Frederick Fuhr, 
deceased; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. ; 

G. ALEXANDER RAMSAY. 

Mr. ELLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2200) providing for the re- 
lief of G.. Alexander Ramsay; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LOUISIANA SWAMP LANDS. 
: Mr, ELLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2201) to extend the provis- 
ions of the act of March 2, 1855, to lands selected as swamp lands by 
the State of Louisiana under the act of March 2, 1849; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 
A. E. MORPHY. 

Mr. ELLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2202) for the reliefof A. E. 
Morphy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

STATE NATIONAL BANK OF LOUISIANA. 

Mr. ELLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2203) for the relief of the 
State National Bank of Louisiana; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. | 

JOSEPH R. SHANNON. z 

Mr. ELLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2204) to provide for the 
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payment of the claim of Joseph R. Shannon, of Louisiana; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee en War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

TIRSO AGUIRRO. 

Mr. ELLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2205) for the relief of Tirso 
A ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ASENATH A. PHELPS. 

Mr. ELLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2206) for the reKief of Ase- 
nath A. Phelps, administratrix of the estate of Harlow J. Phelps, de- 
ceased; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. AGNES E. FRY. 

Mr. ELLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2207) for the relief of Mrs. 
Agnes E. Fry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

W. A. HYDE AND T. G, MACKIE. 

Mr. ELLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2208) for the relief of W. 
A. Hyde and T. G. Mackie, of New Orleans, La.; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

WILLIAM G. FORD. 

Mr. ELLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2209) for the relief of Will- 
iam G. Ford, of Memphis, Tenn.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HENRY WARE. 

+ Mr, ELLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2210) for the relief of Henry 
Ware; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FLOATING HOSPITAL AT NEW ORLEANS. 

Mr. ELLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2211) to construct, main- 
tain, and support a floating ward or hospital in connection with the 
United States marine hospital at New Orleans; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

WICHITA AND CADDO INDIANS. 

Mr. ELLIS (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2212) for the 
relief of the Wichitas, Caddoes, and their affiliated tribes, bands, or 

. nations; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CURRENCY. 

Mr. HUNT introduced a bill (H. R. 2213) to prevent undue con- 
traction of the currency by making provision for the issue and main- 
tenance of the circulation of national ing associations and to 
make provision for and secure notes of insolvent national banking as- 
sociations; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

DON CARLOS RAMOS. 

Mr. HUNT also introduced a bill (H. R. 2214) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Don Carlos Ramos; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

INTERNAL-REVENUE TAX CLAIMS. ; 

Mr. HUNT also introduced a bill (H. R. 2215) authorizing claims 
for internal-revenue taxes illegally and erroneously assessed and col- 
lected to be referred to the Court of Claims for investigation; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE ON LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN. 

Mr. LEWIS introduced a bill (H. R. 2216) making an appropria- 
tion to erect a light-house at Mandeville, on Lake Pontchartrain; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to. be printed. 

SWAMP LANDS IN LOUISIANA. 

Mr. KING introduced a bill (H. R. 2217) to extend the provisions of 
the act of March 2, 1855, to lands selected as swamp lands by the State 
of Louisiana under theact of March 2, 1849; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. KING also introduced a bill (H. R. 2218) to enlarge the juris- 
diction of the Agricultural Department; which was read a first, and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Agriculture, and ordered to 
be printed. 


CHARBON IN ANIMALS, 

Mr. KING also introduced a bill (H. R. 2219) to investigate the ori- 
gin and spread of charbon in animals; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Agriculture, and ordered to be 
printed. 


ELIZA J. MORANCY. 
Mr. KING also introduced a bill (H. R. 2220) for the relief of Eliza 
J. Morancy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the- 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ROBERT H. MONTGOMERY. 

Mr. KING also introduced a bill (H. R. 2221) for the relief of the- 
estate of Robert H. Montgomery; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

E BURKS FITZGERALD. 

Mr. KING also introduced a hill (H. R. 2222) for the relief of Burks- 
Fitzgerald; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
‘mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


DAVID SINGLETON, 
Mr. KING also introduced a bill (H. R. 2223) for the relief of David 
Singleton; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ROBERT CARTER. 
Mr. KING also introduced a bill (H. R. 2224) for the relief of Robert 
Carter; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE G. RUSSELL. 

Mr. KING also introduced a bill (H. R. 2225) for the relief of George 
G. Russell; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered fo be printed. 

JOHN KANE. 

Mr. KING also introduced a bill H. R. 2226) for the relief of John 
Kane; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be ahs 

RALPH P. MILLER. 

Mr. KING also introduced a bill (H. R. 2227) for the relief of Ralph 
P. Miller; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
€ AMERICAN MERCHANT MARINE. 

Mr. DINGLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 2228) to remove certain bur- 
dens on the American merchant marine and encourage the American 
foreign carrying trade; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Select Committee on American Ship-building and Ship-owning 
Interests, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. MARY BENTON. 

Mr. DINGLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2229) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Mary Benton, widow of a soldier of the war of 1812; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

GREENLEAF CILLEY. 

Mr. DINGLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 2230) for the relief of Green- 
leaf Cilley; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES T. GRAY. 

Mr. DINGLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2231) granting a pension 
to Charles T. Gray; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DENNIS B. MUNSEY. 

Mr. DINGLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2232) granting a pension 
to Dennis B. Munsey; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MINOR CHILDREN OF DANIEL 8. TRACY. 

Mr. DINGLEY also introduced a bill (HR. 2233) granting a pension 
to the minor children of Daniel S. Tracy; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

WILLIAM P. FARMER, 

Mr. DINGLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2234) to remove the 
charge of desertion against William P. Farmer, late of the United States 
Navy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Cominit- 
tee on-Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


5 GUANO ISLANDS. 
Mr. FINDLAY introduced a bill (H. R. 2235) to further sus 


d the 
operation of section 5574 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 


title 72, in relation to guano islands; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN T. HENNAMAN. 

Mr. FINDLAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2236) to amend the act 
of January 9, 1883, for the relief of John T. Hennaman; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and 

| Means, and ordered to be printed. 
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WALTER SORRELL. 

Mr. FINDLAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2237) for the relief of 
Walter Sorrell; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH H. CLARKE. 

Mr. FINDLAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2238) to authorize the 
Commissioner of Pensions to place the name of Joseph H. Clarke on 
the pension-rolls (war of 1812); which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SALE OF CIGARS. 

Mr. FINDLAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2239) to amend’sections 
3392 and 3397 of the Revised Statutes, relating to the packing, sale, and 
removal of cigars, for the purpose of allowing manufacturers of cigars 
to sell the same at retail at the place of manufacture; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ASSISTANT ENGINEER JOHN W. SAVILLE. 

Mr. HOBLITZELL introduced a bill (H. R. 2240) authorizing the 
President of the United States to appoint Assistant Engineer John W. 
Saville a passed assistant engineer on the retired-list of the Navy; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval 
_ Affairs, and ordered to be printed. ; 

REPAYMENT @F ADVANCES TO MARYLAND AND VIRGINIA. 

Mr. HOBLITZELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2241) 
to provide for paying certain advances made to the United States by 
the States of Maryland and Virginia; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MUTUAL FIRE INSURANCE COMPANY, D. C. 
. Mr. HOBLITZELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2242) 
supplemental to and amendatory of an act to incorporate the Mutual 
Fire Insurance Company of the District of Columbia; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee for the District of 
Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 
FUNDING OF STOCKS, BONDS, ETC. 

Mr. HOBLITZELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2243) 
to fund stock, liens, and bonds in the District of Columbia, and for 
other p ; which was read a first and second time, referred te the 
Committee for the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. CATHERINE HARRIS. 

Mr. TALBOTT (by request) introduceda bill (H. R. 2244) for the re- 
lief of Mrs. Catherine Harris; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ELIZA A. SHEALEY, 

Mr. TALBOTT also introduced a bill (H. R. 2245) granting a pen- 
sion to Eliza A. Shealey; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF RULES. 

Mr. TALBOTT also submitted the following resolution; which was 

referred to the Committee on the Rules: 


Resol That clause 4 of Rule XXI be amended as follows: 

“No or resolution shall at any time be amended by annexing thereto or 
eral yang J therewith the substance of amy other bill or resolution ding 
before the House, except amendments to appropriation bills, as provided for 
in clause 3 of this rule,” 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 

Mr. LONG introduced a bill (H. R. 2246) to establish a board of com- 
missioners of interstate commerce, and for other purposes; which wasread 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and or- 
dered to he printed. 

- SHIPPING COMMISSIONERS. 

Mr. LONG also introduced a bill (H. R. 2247) concerning shipping 
commissioners; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Select Committee on American Ship-building and Ship-owning Inter- 
ests, and ordered to be printed. 

REPEAL OF TENURE-OF-OFFICE ACT. 

Mr. LONG also introduced a bill (H. R. 2248) to repeal the tenure-of- 
office act; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Select 
Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, and ordered to be printed. 

GENERAL LANDER POST, G. A. R. 

Mr. RANNEY introduced a bill (H. R. 2249) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to deliver condemned cannon to the General Lander Post, No. 
5, G. A. R., of Lynn, Mass.; which was read a firstand second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WREATY WITH SPAIN. ' 

Mr. RANNEY also submitted the following resolution; which was 

referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of State be, and is hereby, directed to furnish for 
the information of the House all information in the on of that De 
iment as to whether Spain has heretofore, amd to what extent, if at all, paid the 


interest stipulated and the 1 per cent. annually on the nominal value of the 
rent provided for in its treaty with the United States promulgated by the Presi- 
dent November I, 1834, and the instructions issued in conformity therewith. 


M. H. COLLINS. 

Mr. LYMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 2250) for the relief of M, H. 
Collins; which was read a first and secoad time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

: DILENO ROBINSON. 

Mr. LOVERING introduced a bill (H. R. 2251) to increase the pen- 
sion of Dileno Robinson; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHRISTOPHER DAVIDSON. 

Mr. LOVERING also introduced a bill (H. R. 2252) for the relief of 
Christopher Davidson; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES H. SENTER. 


Mr. LOV ERING also introduced a bill (H. R. 2253) for the relief of 
Charles H. Senter; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES HINES, ` 

Mr. LOVERING also introduced a bill (H. R. 2254) for the relief of 
James Hines; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ELLEN DACEY. 

Mr. RUSSELL introduced a bill (H. R. 2255) granting a pension to 
Ellen Dacey; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARGARET E. WARREN. 

Mr. RUSSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2256) for the relief of 
Margaret E. Warren; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CAROLINE ALDRICH. ` 

Mr. RUSSELL algo introduced a bill (H. R. 2257) for the relief of 
Caroline Aldrich; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FANNIE ©, CLIFFORD. 

Mr. RUSSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2258) for the relief of 
Fannie C. Clifford; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN M. M’CLINTOCK. 

Mr. RUSSELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2259) for 
the relief of John M. McClintock; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ISAAC JOHNSON. 

Mr. RICE (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 2260) for the relief 
of Isaac Johnson from charges of desertion; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed.- 

BRITISH BARK CHANCE, 

Mr. RICE (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2261) for the 
relief of the owners, officers, and crew of the British bark Chance; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ELLA E. GIBSON. j 

Mr. RICE (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2262) grantin 
relief, in lieu of pension and pay, to Ella E. Gibson; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

BOSTON CITY NATIONAL BANK. 

Mr. MORSE introduced a bill (H. R. 2263) for the relief of the City 
National Bank of Boston, Mass. ; which was read a firstand second time, 
referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be 
printed. 

STAFF MARINE CORPS. 

Mr. MORSE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2264) to regulate appoint- 
ments and promotions in the staff of the Marine Corps; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

EQUALIZATION OF RANK OF GRADUATES OF NAVAL ACADEMY. 

Mr. MORSE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2265) to equalize the rank 
of graduates of the Naval Academy upon their assignment to the vari- 
ous corps; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

EXTENSION OF BENEFITS OF SOLDIERS’ HOMES. 

Mr. COLLINS introduced a bill (H. R. 2266) extending the benefits 

of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers to volunteers in 


the Navy in the late war; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to beprinted. 
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SAMUEL C. WRIGHT. 

Mr. COLLINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2267) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Samuel C. Wright; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

AMENDMENT TO CONSTITUTION OF UNITED STATES. 

Mr. COLLINS also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res, 73) pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN F. SEVERANCE. 

Mr. WHITING introduced a bill (H. R. 2268) for the relief of John 
F, Severance; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
‘Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. . 

WINIFRED B. COFFIN. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, introduced a bill (H. R. 2269) for the 
relief of Winifred B. Coffin; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


LOUIS P, NOROS, 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachnsetts, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2270) 
-granting a pension to Louis P. Noros; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. oe 

FRAUDULENT BILLS OF LADING. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2271) re- 
lating to fraudulent bills of lading; which was read a first and second 
time, referred tothe Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

BUILDING FOR ARMY MEDICAL MUSEUM. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2272) au- 
thorizing the erection of a fire-proof building in the city of Washing- 
ton to contain therecords, library, and museum of the Army Medical De- 
partment; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT TO CONSTITUTION OF UNITED STATES. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, also introduced a joint resolution (H. 
Res. 74) proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Labor, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANK WIGGIN, 

Mr. STONE introduced a bill (H. R. 2273) for the relief of Frank 
Wiggin; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LANDS DEVISED TO THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. STONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2274) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to lease or sell land which has been given or de- 
vised to the United States; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

CONDEMNED CANNON, BOXFORD, MASS. 

Mr. STONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2275) appropriating con- 
demned cannon to the town of Boxford, Mass., for monumental pur- 
poses; which was reada first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PROOFS IN PENSION CLAIMS. 

Mr. ELDREDGE introduced a bill (H. R. 2276) to regulate proofs in 
‘pension claims; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DUTY ON LUMBER. 

Mr. ELDREDGE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2277) to remove the 
duty upon all kinds of lumber; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LOSS OF STEAMER J. DON. CAMERON. 

Mr. ELDREDGE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2278) for the relief 
of sufferers by loss of the Government steamer J. Don. Cameron; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 

Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

: UNMAILABLE MATTER. 


Mr. ELDREDGE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2279) to construe and 
define the word “‘ writing” in section 3893 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States of America, providing a penalty for depositing ob- 
scene, lewd, and lascivious books, writings, and other matter in the 
mails; which was read a first and second time, referred. to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. * 

PRIVATE LAND CLAIM, NEW MEXIOO. 

Mr. ELDREDGE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2280) to confirm a 
certain land claim in the Territory of New Mexico; which read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 
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HEIRS OF MARK DAVIS. 


Mr. ELDREDGE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2281) for the relief of 
the heirs of Mark Davis, deceased; which was read a first and second 


time, referred to the Committee on War, Claims, and ordered to be_ 


printed. 

ADOLPH WEACH. 
* Mr. ELDREDGE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2282) granting a pen- 
sion to Adolph Weach; which was read a firstand second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE H. LOSEY. 
Mr. ELDREDGE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2283) for the relief of 


George H. Losey; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
ELIZABETH FOWLER. 

Mr. ELDREDGE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2284) granting a pen- 
sion to Elizabeth Fowler; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CLARA S. COLEMAN. 

Mr. ELDREDGE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2285) granting a pen- 
sion to Clara S. Coleman; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CONDEMNED ORDNANCE STORES. 

Mr. ELDREDGE also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 75) au- 
thorizing the Secretaries of War and Navy to donate condemned ord- 
nance stores to the Grand Army of the Republic of the Department of 
the Potomac; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANCIS T. NICHOLS. 

Mr. CARLETON introduced a bill (H. R. 2286) granting a pension 
to Francis T. Nichols; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

STEPHEN GARDNER. 

Mr. CARLETON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2287) granting a pen- 
sion to Stephen Gardner; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN W. TAYLOR. 

Mr. CARLETON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2288) for the relief 
of John W. Taylor; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ARMY) RANK. 

Mr. CARLETON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2289) for the relief 
of persons receiving appointments in the Army in 1864, and providing 
that such persons shall take rank from the date of such appointments; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

HARBOR AT SAND BEACH, MICH, 

Mr. CARLETON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2290) for an imme- 
diate appropriation for continuing the work at the harbor of refuge at 
Sand Beach, Lake Huron, Michigan; which was read a firstand second 
time, referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to 
be printed. 

HARRIET PEAK. 

Mr. HORR (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 2291) granting a 
pension to Harriet Peak ; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES WOLVERTON: 

Mr. HORR (by request) also introdnced a bill (H. R. 2292) for 
the relief of Charles Wolverton; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
“printed. 

IRA G. OMSBEE. 

Mr. HORR (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2293) for the 
relief of Ira G. Omsbee, which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LITTLE TRAVERSE BAY. 

Mr. HATCH, of Michigan, introduced a bill (H. R. 2294) to pro- 
vide for the survey of Little Traverse Bay, in the State of Michigan, 
for the purpose of a breakwater and harbor of refuge; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT BAY CITY, MICH, 

Mr. HATCH, of Michigan, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2295) to 
rovide for the construction of a public building at Bay City, in the 
tate of Michigan; which was read a first and second time, referred to 

the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
printed. 


ARMY OVERPAYMENTS. 
Mr. LACEY introduced a bill (H. R. 2296) to relieve non-commis- 
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sioned officers, musicians, and privates from suits for overpayments; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PHBE C. DOXSIE. 

Mr. LACEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2297) for the relief of 
Phoebe C. Doxsie; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ELON A. MARSH. 

Mr. LACEY (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2298) to make 
operative certain letters patent of the United States granted to Elon 
A Marsh; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

R. W. NELSON, M. D. 

Mr. LACEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2299) to commission R. 
W. Nelson, M. D., an assistant surgeon in the United States Army; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ACTS OF UNITED STATES OFFICERS VALIDATED. 

Mr. BREITUNG introduced a bill Her R. 2300) to confirm and de- 
clare the acts of certain officers of the United States; which was 
read a and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and orderéd to be printed. x 

MACKINAC NATIONAL PARK. 

Mr. BREITUNG also introduced a bill (H. R. 2301) for the improve- 
ment and embellishment of the Mackinac National Park and the ap- 
pointment of asuperintendent thereof ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LOUIS MERRILL. 

Mr. YAPLE (by zeama introduced a bill (H. R. 2302) for the relief 
of Louis Merrill; w was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. ` 

l ANSON R. HODGKINS. 

Mr. YAPLE (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2303) for the 
relief of Anson R. Hodgkins; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES W. RODECKER. 

Mr. YAPLE (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2304) for the 
relief of Charles W. Rodecker; which was read a first and second time, 
referred tothe Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

FRICTION MATCHES. 

Mr. YAPLE also introduced a bjll (H. R. 2305) to abolish the duty 
on friction or lucifer matches; which was read a first and second time, 
referred. to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 


printed 
CORRECTION OF ARMY RECORDS, 

Mr. WINANS, of Michigan, introduced a bill (H. R. 2306) to correct 
the Army record of certain officers named therein; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 5 

JOHN ALGOE. 

Mr. WINANS, of Michigan, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2307) for the 
relief of John Algoe; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANK LESTER. 
Mr. WINANS, of Michigan, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2308) grant- 
ing a pension to Frank Lester; which was read a first and second time, 
erred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 
CAPT. WALTER CLIFFORD. 

Mr. CUTCHEON introduced a bill (H. R. 2309) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of War to cause the remains of Capt. Walter Clifford, deceased, 
tobe rted to his late place of residence, and making an appropria- 
tion therefor; which was read a first and second time, refi 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ADDITIONAL PENSIONS. 

Mr. CUTCHEON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2310) to grant addi- 
poser Merger to those who have lost an arm or leg in the service of 
the United States, or who have incurred disability equivalent to the 
loss of a hand, foot, arm, or leg; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Select Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, 
and Back Pay, and ordered to be printed. ' 

WILLIAM BALLARD. 

Mr. STRAIT iutroduced a bill (H. R. 2311) for the relief of William 
Ballard; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELMIRA B. KALER. 
Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 2312) granting a pension 


IVi 


to the 


to Elmira B. Kaler; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
LEVI B, ALDRICH. 
Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 2313) granting a pension 


to Levi B. Aldrich; which was read a and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
MINNESOTA LAND GRANTS, 

Mr, STRAIT also presented a joint resolution of thé Legislature of 
the State of Minnesota asking immediate adjustment of land grants to 
said State; which was referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 

MISSISSIPPI RESERVOIR SYSTEM. 


5 
Mr. STRAIT also ted a memorial of the Legislature of the 
State of Minnesota, ing that Big Stone Lake, Lake Traverse, and 
Boix de Sioux River may be embraced in the reservoir system; which 


was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
CRIERS IN UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr. MAYBURY introduced a bill (H. R. 2314) to amend section 
715 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, governing the com- 
pensation of criers in the circuitand district courts of the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to he printed. 

x , DELIA E. GRUMMOND. 

Mr. MAYBURY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2315) for the relief of 
Delia E. Grummond; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed.~ 

. JOSEPH LORANGER. 

Mr. MAYBURY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2316) for the relief of 
the heirs of Joseph Loranger; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WHITE EARTH INDIAN RESERVATION, MINNESOTA. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (H. R. 2317) relating to the White 
Earth Indian reservation in the State of Minnesota; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

NORTHERN JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF MINNESOTA. 

Mr. NELSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2318) to establish the 
northern juditial district of Minnesota; which was read a first and sec- 
= prone referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 

prin 


LAURENA C. P. HASKINS, 

Mr. NELSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2319) granting a pension 
to Laurena C. P. Haskins; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JAMES L. KASSON. 

Mr. NELSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2320) granting a pension 
to James L. Kasson; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL J. BROWN. 

Mr. NELSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2321) for the relief of 
Samuel J. Brown; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

KELSEY CURTIS. 

Mr. WAKEFIELD introduced a bill (H. R. 2322) for the relief of 
Kelsey Curtis; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

: JOHANNA KUBEBLE. 

Mr. WAKEFIELD also introduced a bill (H. R. 2323) for the relief 
of Johanna Kuberle; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN KAULA. 

Mr. WAKEFIELD also introduced a bill (H. R. 2324) for the relief 
of John Kaula; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

HELEN M. HARRISON. 

Mr. WAKEFIELD also introduced a bill (H. R. 2325) granting a 
pension to Helen M. Harrison; which was read a first and second time, 
referred tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed, 

PUBLIC BUILDING, WINONA, MINN. 

Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota, introduced a bill (H. R. 2326) appropri- 
ating money for a public building at Winona, Minn.; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

H. K. BELDING. 

Mr. of Minnesota, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2327) for 
the relief of H. K. Belding; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, und ordered to be printed. 
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B. W. SUTHERLIN. 

Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2328) grant- 
ing arrears of pension to B. W. Sutherlin; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM BALLARD. 

Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2329) for 
the relief of William Ballard; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 


printed. 
RAILROAD LAND GRANT IN MISSISSIPPI. 

Mr. BARKSDALE introduced a bill (H. R. 2330) releasing theState 
of Mississippi from the conditions of an act entitled “An act granting 
public lands in alternate sections to the State for the construction of 
what is commonly known as the Gulf and Ship Island Railroad,’’ so as 
to extend the time for the completion of the same and avoid forfeiture 
of the grant; which was read a. first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN L. LAKE, JR. 

Mr. BARKSDALE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2331) for the relief 
of John L. Lake, jr.; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

e BENJAMIN F. JONES. $ 3 

Mr. BARKSDALE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2332) for the relief 
of Benjamin F. Jones; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN CLEERY. ` 

Mr. BARKSDALE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2333) for the relief 
of John Cleery, of Jackson, Miss., for various descriptions of merchandise 
taken for the use of the United States Army in 1863; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

AMERICAN BAPTIST HOME MISSION SOCIETY. 

Mr. BARKSDALE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2334) to release the 
American Baptist Home Mission Society from the conditions of the sale 
' of the marine-hospital buildings and grounds at Natchez, Miss.; which 

was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. ; 
RECEIPTS FOR MONEY-ORDERS. 


“Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (H. R. 2335) to provide for the de- 
posit in the Treasury of the receipts of the money-order system and for 
the payment of its expenses out of appropriations; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

PAYMENT OF ALABAMA CLAIMS. 

Mr. JEFFORDS introduced a bill (H. R. 2336) providing for the pay- 
ment of judgments when rendered in the Court of Commissioners of Ala- 
bama Claims; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

LEWIS D. ALLEN. 

Mr. JEFFORDS also introduced two bills (H. R. 2337 and 2338) for 
the relief of Lewis D. Allen; which were severally read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committeeon War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PREVENTION OF CURRENCY CONTRACTION. 

Mr. BUCKNER introduced a bill (H. R. 2339) to prevent undue con- 
traction of the paper circulation, and for other purposes; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency, and ordered to be printed. f 

NOTES OF LESS THAN TEN DOLLARS. 

Mr. BUCKNER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2340) to prohibit the 
further issue of Treasury and bank notes of less denomination than ten 
dollars; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY F. BRANHAM. 

Mr. BUCKNER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2341) for the relief of 
Henry F. Branham; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SPECIAL TAXES, ” 

Mr. BUCKNER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2342) to amend section 
3244 of the Revised Statutes and acts amendatory thereof, and for 
other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

FREE NAVIGATION. 

Mr. BUCKNER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2343) to secure the free 
navigation of the navigable waters of the United States; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MELISSA G. POLAR. 
Mr. BUCKNER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2344) for 


the relief of Melissa G. Polar; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee for the District of Columbia, and ordered to 
be printed. 

SPECIAL ASSESSMENTS. 

Mr. BUCKNER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2345) to 
extend the time of payment of special assessments, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee for the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

SARAH A. REDMOND. 

Mr. BUCKNER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2346) for. 
the relief of Sarah A. Redmond; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee for the District of Columbia, and ordered to 
be printed. 

SAMUEL C. REID. 

Mr. BUCKNER (by request) also introduced a joint resolution (H. 
Res. 76) to authorize the Secretary of State to reimburse Samuel C. 
Reid for certain expenditures; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES B. HARPER. 8 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. 2347) granting a 
pension to James B. Harper; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN D. RICKARDS, 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2348) grant- 
ing a pension to John D. Rickards; which was read a first and second 
ars fe mabe to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ANDREW F, STILL. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2349) grant- 
ing a pension to Andrew F. Still; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HENRY GREEN. $ 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2350) grant- 
ing a pension to Henry Green; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

BALPH H. TUCKER. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2351) grant- 
ing a pension to Ralph H. Tucker; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HEIRS OF WINSTON B. GOULD. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2352) for the 
relief of the heirs of Winston B. Gould; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

i EIGHTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT. 

Mr. BROADHEAD introduced a bill (H. R. 2353) to subdivide the 
eighth ‘judicial circuit of the United States, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

RESIGNATION OF JUDGES. 

Mr. BROADHEAD also introduced @ bill (H. R. 2354) to amend sec- 
tion 714 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ASENATH A. PHELPS. ? 

Mr. BROADHEAD also introduced a bill (H. R. 2355) for the relief of 
Asenath A. Phelps, administratrix of the estate of Harlow T. Phelps, 
deceased; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

TAX ON NATIVE WINES. 

Mr. BROADHEAD also introduced a bill (H. R. 2356) to amend sec- 
tion 3328 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, in relation to the 
tax on native wines; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

LOUISA MOSS. by 


Mr. BROADHEAD also introduced a bill (H. R. 2357) granting a pen- 
sion to Louisa Moss; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES HAWKINS. 

Mr. BROADHEAD alsointroduceda bill (H. R. 2358) granting a pen- 
sion to James Hawkins; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JUDICIAL DISTRICTS, MISSOURI. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. 2359) to amend 
the act dividing the State of Missouri into two judicial districts, and to 
divide the eastern and western districts thereof into divisions, and to 
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prescribe the times and places for holding courts therein, and for other 
p ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN T. PENNINGTON. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (H. R. 2360) granting a pension to 
John T. Pennington; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ANDREW M. JORDEN. 

Mr. MORGAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2361) granting a pen- 
sien to Andrew M. Jorden; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

S. A. RIGGS. 

Mr. MORGAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2362) granting a pen- 
sion to 8. A. Riggs; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

RICHARD THOMPSON. 

Mr. MORGAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2363) granting a pen- 
sion to Richard Thompson; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

OZIAS RUARK. 

Mr. MORGAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2364) for the relief of 
Ozias Ruark; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

RELIEF OF CORPORATIONS FOR DAMAGE DURING REBELLION. 

Mr. MORGAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2365) for the relief of 
municipal, religious, educational, and eleem: corporations who 
suffered damage from the action of the military forces of the United 
States during the late rebellion; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PAYMENTS BY THE STATE OF MISSOURI TO OFFICERS AND MEN. 

Mr. MORGAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2366) to authorize and 
direct the Secretary of the Treasury to cause to be examined certain 
vouchers of the State of Missouri for payments made since April 22, 
1882, to officers and enlisted men of her military forces for services 
rendered to the United States in the suppression of the rebellion, and 
to report to Congress; which was read a fizst and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and oruered to be printed. 

- M. S. ELKINS. 

Mr, ALEXANDER introduced a bill (H. R. 2367) for the relief of 
M. S. Elkins; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HARRIS & HODGE. 

Mr. ALEXANDER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2368) for the relief 
of Harris & Hodge; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM J. OWINGS. 

Mr. ALEXANDER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2369) for the relief 
of William J. Owings; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to' the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A ANN E. HAMILTON. 


Mr. ALEXANDER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2370) to amend the 
recordsof the War Department; which was read a first and second time, 
` referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES R. SPENCER. 

Mr. FYAN introduced a bill (H. R. 2371) granting a pension to 
James R. Spencer; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

* M. J. TITLER. 

Mr. FYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2372) granting a pension to 
M. J. Titler; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CLAIMS FOR MILITARY SERVICES, MISSOURI VOLUNTEERS. 

Mr. FYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2373) providing for the ap- 
pointment of commissioners to ascertain what just claims for military 
services, performed by officers and privates of the military forces of 
the State of Missouri in the suppression of the rebellion, in concert 
with the forces of the United States and subject to their orders, still re- 
main unpaid and not assumed by said State, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

EUGENE WELLS. 5 ‘ 

Mr. COSGROVE (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 2374) for th 
relief of Eugene Wells; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF J. J. GALTNEY. 


Mr. DOCKERY introduced a bill (H. R. 2375) for the relief of the 
heirs of J. J. Galtney, deceased; which was read a first and second 


time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 
FERNANDO MORENO. 

Mr. DOCKERY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2376) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the record and granting an honorable di 
to Fernando Moreno, late a private in Company G, Eighth Illinois In- 
fantry Veteran Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES STOCKTON. 

Mr. DOCKERY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2377) granting a pen- 
sion to James Stockton; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered tobe printed. 

JOHN ALLEE. a 
Mr. DOCKERY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2378) restoring to the 


pension-roll the name of John Allee; which was read a firstand second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 


be printed. 
DUTY ON FLANNELS, ETC. 

Mr. DOCKERY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2379) to reduce the duty 
on flannels, blankets, hats, knit goods, and wearing apparel of every de- 
scription made wholly or in part of wool; which was read a fist and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

DUTY ON WOOLS. 

Mr. DOCKERY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2380) to reduce the duty 
on wools used in the manufacture of shawls, flannels, blankets, hats, 
knit goods, and wearing apparel of every description; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. EMMA A. PORCH. 

Mr. BLAND introduced a bill (H. R. 2381) for the relief of Mrs. 
Emma A. Porch; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER. 

Mr. WEAVER introduced a bill (H. R. 2382) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Missouri River at some accessible point 
within five miles of the town of Rulo, in the county of Richardson, in 
the State of Nebraska; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


IOWA INDIAN RESERVATION. 

Mr. WEAVER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2383) to provide for the 
sale of the Iowa Indian reservation in the States of Nebraska and Kansas, 
for the issuance of a patent for a reservation for the Iowa tribe of In- 
dians in the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

PACIFIC RAILROADS. : 

Mr. WEAVER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2384) declaring the 
time, the costs of surveying, selecting, and conveying should have been 
paid by the railroad company under the Pacific railroad acts, and for 
other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Publie Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


BRIDGE ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER. 


Mr. WEAVER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2385) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at a point between 
the north and south lines of the county of Douglas, in the State of 
Nebraska, and to make the same a post-road; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

TRANSCRIPTS OF JUDGMENTS. 

Mr. WEAVER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2386) requiring tran- 
scripts of judgments obtained in United States courts to be filed with 
county officers having charge of judgment records in certain cases; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

WESLEY MONTGOMERY. 

Mr. LAIRD introduced a bill (H. R. 2387) for the relief of Wesley 
Montgomery; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

ARMY AND NAVY ACCOUNTS. 

Mr. LAIRD also introduced a bill (H. R. 2388) to authorize the 
continuance in force of an actapproved June 23, 1870, entitled ‘ An act 
to continue the act to authorize the settlement of the accounts of offi- 
cers of the Army and Navy;’’ which was read a first and second'time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

LYSANDER H. CARROLL. 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, introduced a bill (H. R. 2389) for the 
relief of Lysander H. Carroll; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
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CHILDREN IN THE DISTRICT. 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire (by request), also introduced a bill (H. 
R. 2390) for the protection of children in the District of Columbia, and 
for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee for the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

JUDITH B. DAVIS. 

Mr. HAYNES introduced a bill (H. R. 2391) granting a bounty land- 
warrant to Judith B. Davis; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Select Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, 
and Back Pay, and ordered to be printed. 

; RANK OF CERTAIN OFFICERS. 

Mr. HAYNES also introduced a bill (H. R. 2392) to fix the rank of 
certain officers of the Army; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CARLOS BUTTERFIELD & CO. 

Mr. HAYNES also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 77) relating 
to the claim of Carlos Butterfield & Co. against the Kingdom of Den- 
mark; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. MARY M’LAUGHLIN. 

Mr. BREWER, of New Jersey, introduced a bill (H. R. 2393) grant- 
ing a ion to Mrs. Mary McLaughlin; which was read a first and 
sie time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JAMES M’ANNY. 

Mr. BREWER, of New Jersey, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2394) 
granting a pension to James McAnny; which was read a firstand second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN W. ROSE. 

Mr. BREWER, of New Jersey, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2395) 
granting a pension to John W. Rose; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ABRAM COLLEY. 

Mr. BREWER, of New Jersey, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2396) 
for the relief of Abram Colley; which was read a firstand second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LAURINDA G. CUMMINGS. 

Mr. FIEDLER introduced a bill (H. R. 2397) granting an increase 
of pension to Laurinda G. Cummings; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. - 

MRS. ANN W. MULVEY. 

Mr. FIEDLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2398) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mrs. Ann W. Mulvey; which was 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. ` 

CLARASSA M'KEE. 

Mr. FIEDLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2399) granting a pension 
to Clarissa McKee; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JUDITH LAUTER. 

Mr. FIEDLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2400) for the relief of 
Judith Lauter; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

BOUNTIES. 

Mr. FIEDLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2401) to provide for pay- 
ment of bounties due to the officers and sailors of the United States ves- 
sels under command of flag-officer D. G. Farragut; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Select Committee on the Payment 
of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and ordered to be printed. 

BANKRUPT MUNICIPALITIES. 

Mr. KEAN introduced a bill (H. R. 2402) to provide for and regu- 
late the settlement of the debts of bankrupt municipalities; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MARY HELENA MAHON. 


Mr. KEAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2403) for the relief of Mary 
Helena Mahon, widow of Dennis H. Mahon; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

i LAND-WARRANTS AND PENSIONS. 4 

Mr. M@ADOO introduced a bill (H. R. 2404) granting land-warrants 
to soldiers and sailors in the Federal service in the war of the rebellion, 
their widows and orphans, and providing for pensions for such of those 
soldiers and sailors as were confined in confederate prisons, and for other 
parposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Select 
Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and 
ordered to be printed. 
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POST & M’CORD. 

Mr. MCADOO also introduced a bill (H. R. 2405) for the relief of Post 
& McCord; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

J. G. ROSE. 

Mr. McADOO also introduced a bill (H. R. 2406) for the relief of J. 
G. Rose; which was read a first and second timé, referred to the Com- 
mitttee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MARCUS HAMILTON. 

Mr. HOWEY introduced a bill (H. R. 2407) for the the relief of 
Marcus Hamilton; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

W. P. VAN GORDEN, 

Mr. HOWEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2408) for the relief of W. 
P. Van Gorden; which was read a first and second time, referred 'to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MORRISON. I move that the House now adjourn; and pend- 
ing that motion I ask unanimous consent that the present order of busi- 
ness be continued at to-morrow’s session until the call of States and 
Territories shall have been completed. + y 
F Mr. a alm To be resumed immediately after the reading of the 

ournal? 
Wor SPEAKER. The Chair supposes the call would proceed as on 
onday. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the motion that the House 


now adjourn. 

Mr. CONVERSE. 1 desire to submit a resolution of inquiry, by 
unanimous consent. 

Many MEMBERS. ‘Regular order!” 


The SPEAKER. The regular order being called for, the questien is 
on the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. CONVERSE. [ask that the resolution may be read for informa- 
tion. [Renewed cries of ‘‘ Regular order !?’] 

The SPEAKER. The regular orderis called for, and the reading of 
the resolution would not be in order. 

Some time subsequently, 

Mr. CONVERSE said: I understand that the objection to the resolu- 
tion which I desire to offer will be withdrawn. I ask that it be read 
for information, and if not then objected to that it be adopted. 

The SPEAKER. Theresolution will be read subject to objection. 


UNDERVALUATION OF WOOL. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasw 


be, and he is hereby, requested, if 
not incompatible with the interests of the ie 


to furnish this House 


been received by the Treasury Department since January 
ted. States at Liverpool, Bradfird, and Manm- 
ester, England, and Glasgow, Scotland, and the special agenta of the customs 
revenue service at New York, Philadelphia, and Boston, i 
There being no objection, the resolution was received, considered, and 
adopted. 8 
Mr. CONVERSE moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
RESIGNATION OF MR. ROBINSON, OF MASSACHUSETTS. 
The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House the 
following; which was read, and laid on the table: 
Bosroy, Mass., January 2, 1884. 
Str: Having been elected governor of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, 
I have this day delivered to his excellency the governor of the Commonwealth 
my resignation of the office of Representative in the Forty-eighth Congress of 
the United States from the twelfth Congressional district of Massachusetts, 
With the highest respect, I am, yours, &c., 
GEORGE D. ROBINSON. 
Hon, JoHN G. CARLISLE, 
Speaker House of Representatives. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. DIBBLE, for two weeks from this day, on account of impor- 
tant business, 

To Mr. BRAINERD, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. BLACKBURN, until the 20th instant. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 

Mr. CULBERTSON, of Kentucky, asked and obtained unanimous 
consent for the withdrawal from the files of the House of the papers 
relating to the claim of Samuel McKee in the contested-election case 
of McKee vs. Young; no adverse report. 

; REGENTS OF THE SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of the following mem- 

bers of the House as Regents of the Smithsonian Institution, to date 
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from the fourth Wednesday of December, 1883: OTHO R. SINGLETON, 
of Mississippi; WILLIAM L. WILSON, of West Virginia; and WILLIAM 
WALER PHELPS, of New Jersey. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MORRISON. I now insist on the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the motion that the House 
now 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 20 min- 
utes p m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. G. E. ADAMS: The petition of jobbers and dealers in manu- 
factured tobacco of the city of Chicago, for an appropriation to pay re- 
bate of tax on toliacco—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. ANDERSON: The petition of W. B. Shockly and others, citi- 
zens of Kansas, in favor of a new soldiers’ home—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, 

‘By Mr. BALLENTINE: Papers relating to the claim of Walter 
Akin, administrator of the estate of Jamés Akin, of Maury County, 
Tennessee—to the Committee on War 

By Mr. BARBOUR: Papers relating to the claim of Julia Barnett 
and of the heirs of Tilghman Weaver—severally to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to claim of James N. Carpenter—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval iAffairs. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of T. and LucillaS. Mason, 
and of Alfred H. Weaver—severally to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BEACH: The petition of Jacobs, of Stevensville, N. Y., 
for increase of pensions paid to soldiers’ widows—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Charles L. hs and others, citizens of New 
York, asking that the Secretary of W: authorized, to contract with 
Charles Stoughton for the entire work of improving the Harlem River— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Papers relating to the claim of J. H. Ham- 
mond—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, the petitiou of Harry H. Zane, for relief—to the Committee on 


By Mr. BLAND: The petition of Peter H. Kemp, for the establish- 
ment of a post-route from Reedsville to Portland, Mo.—to the Com- 
mitte on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, paper relating to the improvement of the Osage River by locks 
and dams—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: The petition of citizens of Aroostook County, 
Maine, for construction of bridge across the Saint John River—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, the petition of Charles Hayward & Co. and others, citizens of 
Bangor, Me., for payment of the rebate of tobacco tax—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. BOYLE: The petition of citizens of Youngstown, Westmore- 
land County, Pennsylvania, relative to pensions, bounties, &c.—to the 
Select Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. BUCKNER: Paper relating to the improvement of the Mis- 
souri Rivér from its mouth to Council Blufis—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: Papers relating to the claim of D. E. Down- 
ing—to the Committee on War Claims. 

y Mr. CALKINS: The petition of Dr. D. Pagin, in relation to the 
Herei Canal—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

Also, the petition of George 8. Seymour, of La Porte, and of C. Whet- 
more, of Plymouth, Ind., on the subject of French spoliation claims— 
severally to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. CARLETON: The petition of F. Sanders & Co., John W. 
Benedict, E. P. Tibbals, and O'Neill Bros., of Port Huron, Mich., for 
a tobacco-rebate appropriation—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. CASSIDY: Papers relating to the claim of John M. ee 
and William F. Sh Ly the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. 8. S. COX: The petition of Timothy Gay & Co., and of ohn 
A. Sowell and others, ‘for an appropriation to pay rebate tax on tobacco— 
severally to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, the petition of Agnes C. Feder and Catharine C. Tompkins, for 
relief—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, the petition of General Alex. S. Webb, for relief—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of Thomas Burns, for relief—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Charles H: Traitteur, asking that a resolution of 
thanks be tendered Col. Charles C. Long for distinguished services as 
acting United States consul at Alexandria—to the Committee on For- 


Affairs. 
By Mr. CUTCHEON: Memorial of Post 92, Grand Army of the 
ablie, Department of Michigan—to the Committee on Military 


By Mr. R. T. DAVIS: Memorial of the Massachusetts Medical So- 


ciety, in favor of the erection of a fire-proof building for the medical 
aio ami museum—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
TOUN 
By Mr. DEUSTER: The petition of Augustus H. T. Hain, late ma- 
jor of General Frémont’s staff, for relief—to the Commitee on War 


Also, the petition of Maria B. Schug, for relief—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. DIBRELL: Papers relating to the pension claim of James 
Nipper — to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of the widow of Henry Brown — 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of the Associated Charities of Chattanooga, Tenn., 
for a postal savings depository—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: The petition of citizens of Sweden, Me., for the 
establishment of a postal route from Brighton to Sweden—to the same 
committee, 

By Mr. DOCKERY: Paper sane to an appropriation for the im- 
provement of the Missouri River near Kansas City, Me.—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. ELLIS: Papers relating to the claim of Mrs. E. E. Hebert— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ELDREDGE: The petition of Woodbury Post, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Michigan, asking that lands be granted to ex-sol- 
diers—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, the petition of John W. Wise and 17 others, for an appropri- 
ation to pay rebate on tobacco, &c.—to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Michigan, asking that a pension be 

ted Elizabeth Fowler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. FINDLAY: The petition of John B. Braun, for relief—to ` 


the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FOLLETT: Papers relating to the claim of John Taylor & 
Son—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Dennis Forbes—to the same 
committee. 

Also, memorial of the Board of Trade of Cincinnati, Ohio, on the 
subject of a pure ballot and how to secure it—to the Committee on 
Elections. 

By Mr. FORAN: The petition of J. H. Reid and 140 others, citizens 
of Ohio and Michigan, for an amendment to the alien laws of April 17, 
1874—-to the Committee on tlie Judiciary. 

By Mr. FORNEY: The petition of Allen Carlisle and of Andrew J. 
Glass, for the passage of a law allowing them to enter a tract of land 
upon which they have made valuable improvements—severally to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. FYAN: The petition of O. P. Morton Post, No. 14, Depart- 
ment of Illinois, representing 200 ex-Union soldiers, asking for an 
amendment of the pension laws—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. GEDDES: Papers relating to the claim of David Douglass— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, the petition of A. J. iy get 10 others, citizens of Elyria, and 
of Messrs. Lightcap & Neil and 25 others, citizens of Mansfield, Ohio, 
for a tobacco-rebate appropriation—severally to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

Also, the petition of Thomas T. Dill and 48 others, citizens of Mans- 
field, Ohio, relating to the bill for the relief of John McFarland—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. GREENLEAF: The petition of Thomas Allcock, for increase 
of pension—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, the petition of James B. Shaw, Charles P. Bromly, and others, 
of Rochester, N. Y., for anappropriation foran industrial training-school 
at Sitka, Alaska—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. HARDEMAN: The petition of the letter-carriers of Macon, 
Ga., for equalization of compensation and for a thirty days’ leave of 
absence during the year—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads 


By Mr. HARDY: The petition of Edgar Wright and others, citizens 
of New York, asking that the Secretary of War be authorized to contract 
with CharlesStoughton and his associates for the entire work of improv- 
ing the Harlem River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. W. H. HATCH: Papers relating to the pension claim of John 
D. Rickards—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

‘Also, papers relating to the claim of the heirs of Winston B. Gould— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Northeast Missouri, asking that a 
pension be granted to Henry H. Green—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, the resolutions adopted by the Board of Trade of Kansas City, 
Mo., asking that the right of way be granted the Texas, Oklahoma and 
Kansas City Railway Company through the Indian Territory—to the 
Committee on the Territories. ` 

Also, paper relating to the pension claim of James B. Harper—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: The petition of C. M. Wyantand other 
soldiers of the late war, residents of Iowa, asking Congress to grant a 
pension to Frank F. Fitkin, Company B, Thirty-first Iowa Infantry— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. T. J. HENDERSON: The petition of Amelia M. Pratt, 
praying for an increase of all pensions to widows to $12 when the pen- 
sion allowed is less than $12—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Charles Schriber, late lieutenant of Company 
G, Eighth Regiment Illinois Cavalry, for relief—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: The petition of Samuel P. Glenn, of Osceola, 
Towa, for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Clarke County, Iowa, asking that a 
pension be granted to Capt. Samuel P. Glenn—to the same committee. 

Also, the resolutions adopted by the John J. Stillman Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Iowa, relative to the pension 
laws—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Page County, Iowa, asking for the re- 
lief of Benjamin S. Rollins and Eugene N. Squires—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. A. S. HEWITT: Two petitions of merchants, ship-owners, 
underwriters, and others, for an appropriation to defray the cost of lay- 
ing a submarine cable from the island of Nantucket to the mainland— 
severally to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also the petition of Calhoun, Robbins & Co. and others, doing busi- 
ness in the United States as merchant importers from Austria-Hungary, 
for relief—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HILL: Papers relating to the claim of the legal representa- 
tives of Alexander H. Brown, deceased, and of Dr. Charles E. Tupper— 
severally to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Abram G. Hoyt—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of John Chism—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: The petition of John Pope Hodnett, president 
of the United Labor League of America, in behalf of the bill pending 
for the relief of General John C. Frémont—to the Committee on Mili- 
itary Affairs, 

Also, the petition of Dr. John M. Robinson, for relief—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. ; 

By Mr. HUNT: The petition of citizens of New Orleans, for a noise- 
less pavement to surround the custom-house in that city—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. JOHNSON: The petition of L. Q. Conron and others, citi- 
zens of New York, asking that the Secretary of War be authorized to 
contract with Charles Stoughton for- the entire work to improve the 
Harlem River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, the petition of S. S. Olcott and others, praying that a pension 
be granted to the widow of Wesley Scripture—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. K. JONES: Papers relating to the claim of S. E. Belcher, 
of Wilson County, Tennessee, for compensation for property destroyed 
by the United States Army during the late war—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, memorial of E. C. Boudinot, a Cherokee Indian—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, 

By Mr. JORDAN: The petition of 5,300 citizens of the United States, 
for the redemption of the trade-dollar and its withdrawal from circula- 
tion—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. KEIFER: The petition of Jonas Drury, for a pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of W. H. Clark and 12 others, citizens of Salem, 
and of C. E. Paten and 12 others, citizens: of Springfield, Ohio, pray- 
ing for certain amendments to the patent laws—severally to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: The petition of John N. Cramer, postmaster 
at Rhinebeck, N. Y., for an allowance for rent for offices of the third 
class—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, the petition of Hoffman & Co. and W. E. Hatton, of Red 
Hook; of John Swartz and 15 others, dealers in tobacco, of Dutchess 
County; and of F. & M. Herbs and T1 others, dealers in tobacco at 
Hudson, N. Y., for a tobacco rebate appropriation—severally to the 
Committes on Appropriations. 

By Mr. KLEINER: Papers relating to the pension claim of Alice T. 
Sherwood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of M. Trickett—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LACEY: The petition of Sarah J. Crebs, in relation to in- 
crease of pension—to the Select Committee on the Payment of Pen- 
sions, Bounty, and Back Pay. , 

Also, the petition of Edward Stone, relative to commutation money— 
to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Elon A. Marsh and Minard Lafever, asking 
that certain letters patent granted be made operative—to the Committee 
on Patents. 

By Mr. LAIRD: The petition of Charles E. Van Pelt and others, 


citizens of Nebraska, for the ratification of a pending treaty for the 
opening of a portion of the great Sioux reservation in Dakota—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. LANHAM: The petition of Joseph Magoffin, mayor of El 
Paso, Tex., and other citizens, for an appropriation of $200,000 for the 
purna of the necessary land and having erected thereon a custom- 

ouse and post-office building in the city of El Paso, Tex.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LIBBEY: The petition of citizens of Sonthampton County, 
Virginia, for the establishment of a mail-route in said county—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LONG: The petition of the Associated Charities of Taunton, 
Mass., for. the establishment of a postal savings depository—to the 
same committee. 

Also, the petition of J. Paull & Co. and others, of Taunton, Mass., 
for an appropriation for rebate due on unbroken tobacco packages— 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. LOVERING: Papers relating to the pension claim of Chris- 
topher P. Davidson, and of Dileno Robinson, Company K, Second 
Massachusetts Infantry—severally to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of James Wyland, Company I, 
ies New Hampshire Volunteers—to the Committee on Military Af- 

TS. 

By Mr. LOWRY: The petition of Col. C. A. Zollinger and others, 
soldiers and citizens, for the relief of Francis M. McDonald—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. MATSON: The petition of F. F. McCallie and 53 others, 
citizens of Indiana, asking that a pension be granted to Catharine 
Hunter, widow of Levi M. Hunter—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. : 

By Mr. McCOID: The resolutions adopted by John J, Stillman Post, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Iowa, for the passage of the Thomas 
pension bill—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of George L, White, for relief—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the Iowa State Medical Society, for the erection of 
a fire-proof building for the use of the Army medical library and 
museum—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, the petition of Kellogg, Bridge & Co. and others, of Keokuk, 
Iowa, for an appropriation to pay the rebate of tax on tobacco—to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Richard Middleton—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MOREY: The petition of Chief Engineer James W. King, 
United States Navy, forrestoration of rank—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. MORGAN: The resolutions adopted by the Board of Trade 
of Kansas City, Mo., in favor of granting the right of way to the Texas, 
Oklahoma and Kansas City Railway through the Indian Territory—to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. MORSE: The petition of Samuel A. Waterman, for relief— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. : 

By Mr. MURRAY: The petition of A. S. Galbreath, for relief—to 
the same committee. 

Also, the petition of 31 blind men at the national military home in 
Montgomery County, Ohio, praying to be placed on the pension-rolls— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of William Archibald, of Michael Mack, of Will- 
iam J. McPherson, of Matthew Murphy, of Michael Purcell, and of 
Hugh Ryan, for a pension—severally to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Stephen Johnson, in behalf of Priscilla Small, 
late a pensioner—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MUTCHLER: The petition of Edward W. Horn, for a pen- 
sion—to the same committee. 

By Mr. NELSON: Paper relating to the establishment of a certain 
post-route in the State of Minnesota—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

* By Mr. NUTTING: The petition of Douglass Downing and others, 
and of T. Kingsford and others, for an appropriation to pay rebate of 
tobacco tax—severally to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. CHARLES O’NEILL: The resolutions adopted by the Citi- 
zens’ Suffrage Society of Philadelphia, asking Congress to protect all 
United States citizens in their right to vote—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, paper relating to the pension claim of Miss Mary MacBlair—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. A 

By Mr. PETERS: Paper signed by 55 citizens of Harney County, 
Kansas, offering land for asite for a soldiers’ home—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, the resolution adopted by the Kansas Wool-growers and Sheep- 
breeders’ Associations, praying Congress to restore former tariff on wool— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PETTIBONE: The petition of John D. Long, fora pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, the petition of soldiers and citizens of East Tennessee, for an 
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equalization of bounty and arrears of pensions—to the Select Commit- 
tee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. G. A. POST: The petition of Judson Holcomb, for relief— 
to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. POTTER: The petition of Edward Haight and others, citi- 


zens of ‘New York, asking that the Secretary of War be authorized to 
contract with Charles Stoughton and his associates for the estire work of 
im the Harlem River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. RANDALL: The petition of Frederick Mayer, for relief—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REED: Papers relating to the application of H. L. Sturde- 
vant, to be restored to the Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: The petition of the trustees of the Baptist 
church of Bloomfield, Nelson County, Kentucky, for relief—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. W. E. ROBINSON: Papers relating to the claim of John 
Pay arki the same committee. 

Also, the petition of John E. Barston and others, citizens of New 
York, asking that the Secretary of War be authorized to contract with 
Charles Stoughton for the entire work of improving Harlem River— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, the petition of the president and secretary of the New York 
Independent Labor party, relative to the importation of manufactured 

to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ROSECRANS: The petition of Charles Murphy, for relief— 
to the Committee on Claims. ‘ 

Also, memorial of the mayor and board of supervisors of San Fran- 
cisco, Cal., relative to the building for the post-office and court-house 
in that city—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, paper relating to the recommendations for the restoration of 
Commanders Glass, Sands, and Sigsbee, United States Navy—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, memorial of Capt. Charles G. Lundborg, in relation to inven- 
tions and improvements in ocean steamships—to the Select Committee 
on American Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests. 

By Mr. SPOONER: The petition of Stephen N. Smith, for relief—to 
the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: The petition of citizens of Sangamon and Mason 
Counties, Illinois, for the improvement of the Sangamon River—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, the petition of the widow of John C. Moses, for relief—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Henry B. Miller and 16 others, officers and ex- 
ecutive committee of the Western Export Association, representing 78 
distilleries of the Northwest, for the extension of the bonded period on 
distilled spirits—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CHARLES STEWART: The petition of mail-carriérs of 
Houston, Tex., for certain privileges and increase of pay—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, the petition of Carson, Sewall & Co., and others, for a tobacco- 
rebate appropriation for the benefit of jobbers and dealers of tobacco 
under the act of March 3, 1883—to the Vommittee on Appropriations. 

Also, paper relating to the improvement of Buffalo Bayou and of the 
ship-channel in Galveston Bay, Texas—severally to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. STOCKSLAGER: The petition of Alexander Nugent, for re- 
lief—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, paper relating to the claim of Eli Miller, of Harrison County, 
Indiana—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr, E.B. TAYLOR: Paper relating to the pension claim of Capt. 
Orris O. King—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of John H. McCombs and 8 others, and of M. D. 
Richards and 16 others, for an appropriation to pay rebate of tax on 
tobacco, &c.—severally to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. THROCKMORTON; The petition of citizens of , Tex., 
for the extension of mail route No. 31400, from Caddo Mills to Troy— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, memorial of attorneys of Montague County, Texas, for the es- 
tablishment of United States court at Gainesville, with jurisdiction over 
the Chickasaw Nation—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. THOMAS: The petition of citizens of New Grand Chain, IIL, 
for an appropriation of $50,000,000 to be apportioned among the sev- 
eral States—to the Committee on Education. 

Also, the petition of Mary Mansfield, jor increase of -pension granted 
to soldiers’ widows—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMPSON; Papers relating to the claim of the Somerset 
(Ky.) Baptist church—to the Committee on War Claims. 

\ Also, the petition of John A. Morrison, for relief—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. ' 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: Papers relating to the pension claim of James 
M. Blades and of Elizabeth M. Riley—severally to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the resolutions adopted by the. National Association of the Vet- 
erans of the Mexican War, in favor of pensions being allowed to the sur- 
viving soldiers and the widows of deceased soldiers of the war with 
Mexieo—to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, paper relating to the pension claim of Joseph B. Berry, late 
Lieuténant Company K, Twenty-first Illinois, and of James M. Blades, 
late Company H, Sixth Regiment Ilinois Cavalry—severally to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of William McEvoy, of Dlinois, for relief—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of W. H. Blades, for allowance on account of serv- 
ices in securing the capture of the confederate steamer W. B, Terry— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. TUCKER: Paper relating to the claim of J. P. Wright—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, the petition of Mrs. Eliza W. Patterson, for relief—to the Com- 
mittee for the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. TULLY: The petition of the Board of Trade of Los Angeles, 
Cal., for the erection and maintenance of public buildings in that, 
city—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. ; 

By Mr. VANCE: The petition of Mrs. Julia A. Duncan, for relief— 
to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, papers relating to the claim’ of James and Noah Roberts—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, the petition of J. M. West and 100 others, for a mail-route 
from Vinson to Sandy Mush, N. C.—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, the petition of a Pennsylvania medical society, for the erec- 
tion of a fire-proof building for the library of the Surgeon-General of 
the United States Army—to the Committee on Publie Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, the petition of B. S. Logan and others, for a post-route from 
Green Hill to Black Mountain Station, N. C.—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WAIT: The petition of A. P. Sturtevant Manufacturing 
Company and others, for an appropriation for the improvement of Nian- 
tic River and Bay—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, the petition of Hewitt & Letchell and others, and of Smith & 
Caulkins and others, for an appropriation to pay rebate of tax on to- 
bacco—severally to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. RICHARD WARNER: The petition of Leonidas Russell and 
Martha House Russell, his wife, for compensation for property taken 
and used by the United States Army during the late war—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. J. D. WHITE: Papers relating to the claim of Samuel May— 
to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Hiram Hall and others, for the establishment 
of a post-route from Jamboree, Pike County, Kentucky, to Peerysville, 
McDowell County, West Virginia, to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, bg relating to the pension claim of J. D. Payne—tothe Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIS: The petition of G: C. Buchanan and 66 others, 
and of F. O. Anderson and 91 others, ers and merchants of Louis- 
ville, for the extension of the bonded period on distilled spirits—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. ‘ 

By Mr. JAMES WILSON: Memorial of the Fox Indians located on 
a reservation in the State of lowa—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. JOHN WINANS: The petition of the members of Charles 
E. Curtice Post, G. A. R., Department of Wisconsin, for a pension to 
5 the surviving soldiers of the late war—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, the petition of John Johnston, for increase of pension—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

The following petitions, praying for an appropriation for the payment 
of the rebate of tax on unbroken packages of smoking and manufactured 
tobacco, cigars, &c., were presented, and severally referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations; i 

By Mr. BARBOUR: Of Lloyd Logan and H. Evans & Brothers, of 
Winchester, and of citizens of Alexandria, Va. 

By Mr. BOYLE: Of jobbers and dealers in tobacco, of Connellsville, 
Fayette County, P: lvania. 
ae Mr. CALKINS: Of Wile & Kramer and other citizens of La Porte, 

By Mr. J. M. CAMPBELL: Of tobacco dealers of Blair County, 
Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. COLLINS: Of C. H. Carruth and other dealers in tobaeco in 


By Mr. CRISP: Of John F. Lewis & Son and others, of Georgia. 
By Mr. CUTCHEON: Of tobacco manufacturers of Muskegon, Mich. 
By Mr. ELLIS: Of C. W. Newton & Co. and other citizens of Louisi- 


ana. e 

By Mr. GREENLEAF: Of William S. Kimball and others, of Roches- 
ter, and of Andrew Boyd, George Lathrop, and others, of Brockford and 
Rochester, N. Y. 

By Mr. HARMER: Of citizens of Philadelphia, 


Pa, 


By Mr. HAYNES: Of Drake & Carpenter and 10 others, citizens of 
Manchester, N. H. 
By Mr. HEPBURN: Of Wallace Heinly and others, citizens of Iowa. 
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è By Mr. HOLMAN: Of James Horgan and 21 others, citizens of Mad- 


Ind. : 

By Mr. JOHNSON: Of citizens of Glens Falls, and of citizens of 
Plattsburg, N. Y. 

By Mr. KASSON: Of citizens of Des Moines, Iowa. 

By Mr. LIBBEY: Of citizens of Norfolk and Portsmouth, Va. 

By Mr. LONG: Of J. Paull & Co. and others, of Taunton, Mass. 

By Mr. LORE: Of N. N. Chapman & Co. and 15 other firms, of Wil- 
mington, Del., and of D. H. Holland & Son. 

By Mr. MACKEY: Of jobbers and dealers in tobacco of Georgetown, 
and of citizens of Sumter, S. C. 

By Mr. MILLS: Of citizens of Belton, Bell County, and of C. H. 
Allyn & Co. and others, of Texas. A 

fd Mr. MOREY: Of Henry Farrell and others, of Harveysburg, 
Ohio. 


N. C. 
Marvin and others, of Mont- 
pelier, Vt. 


2 : 

By Mr. RIGGS: Of W.S. Warfield and others, citizens of Quincy, Ill. 

By Mr. ROSECRANS: Of certain members of the Board of Trade of 
San Francisco, Cal. ‘ 

By Mr. THROCKMORTON: Of T. J. Leaverton and others, of Den- 
ison, Tex. 

By Mr. TUCKER: Three petitions of. citizens of Virginia. 

By Mr. VANCE: Of M. C. Toms, of Hendersonville, N. C. 


By Mr. WILLIS: Of H. C. and J. S. Armstrong others, and of 
John Searcy and others, citizens of Louisville, Ky. 
By Mr. JOHN WINANS: Of Woodard Stone and ethers, of Water- 
town, Wis. 
SENATE. 


TUESDAY, January 8, 1884. 


Prayer by Rev. J. C. HARTZELL, D. D., of New York city. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


FORT SULLIVAN MILITARY POST. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which, with the ac- 
companying papers, was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed: 

Jo the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith for the consideration of Congress a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, dated the 2d instant, inclosing copies of official correspondence, 
reports, &c., in relation to the military post of Fort Sullivan, Maine, and recom- 
mending such peton as will authorize the sale of the site to the highest 
bidders after public advertisement, the same being no longer needed for mili- 


TIR CHESTER A, ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE Mansion, January 7, 1884. 


INDIANS ON FORT BERTHOLD RESERVATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which, with the ac- 
companying papers, was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 
ane —— herewith a Sooo: from rogii ers gree a 
timo, submitting, accompanying , a draught of a bill providing 
for the aiickneds pan in Ponana ei tho A AEOS, Gros Ventre, and Man- 
dan Indians on the Fort Berthold Indian reservation in Dakota, and the grant- 
ingot patents therefor, and for other purposes. 
e matter is presented for the action of the Congress. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 7, 1884. 
INDIAN HOMESTEAD ENTRIES. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which, with the ac- 
companying papers, was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a communication from the 


the 19th ultimo, submitting, with accompanying papers, a ght of a bill “to 
allow Indian homestead entries, in certain cases, without the payment of fees 
Oe nie neek Ss the consideration and action of the Co: 
jor co! 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 7, 1884. . 


A. ARTHUR. 


of the Interior of 


CHANNEL AT SOUTH PASS, MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a letter from 
the Secretary of War, transmitting a report showing the maintenance 
of the channel at the South Pass, Mississippi River, by Mr. James B. 
ing March 9, 1883, June 9, 1883, Septem- 
respectively, and also a report from 


Eads, during the quarters 
ber 9, 1883, and December 9, 1 
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the engineer’s office in charge of the work, setting forth the necessity of 
an early appropriation to continue the examination required by the act 
of March 3, 1875. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. This communication, with the accom- 
panying papers, will be printed, and referred to the Committee on the 
Improvement of the Mississippi River and Tributaries. 

Mr. CONGER. The subject-matter of improving the South Pass of 
the Mississippi River has always been under the charge of the Commit- 
“ithe PRESIDENT change 

e pro tempore. The Chair will the reference 
then, and send the papers to that committee. 7 

Mr. CONGER. t my impression is that, this being a rt in ac- 
cordance with the requirements of law on the condition of the Pass and 
asking for an appropriation to continue the examination which the law 
requires to be made by the Engineer Department of the depth and situa- 
tion of the Pass, it should go to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan moves 
that this communication, with the accompanying papers, be referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. , 

Mr. SHERMAN. It had better be referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. CONGER. It might go to the Committee on Commerce first for 
the recommendation of that committee. 

Mr. HALE. I think those appropriations are considered by the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. CONGER. This is an appropriation required by the law which 
directs the Secretary of War to cause a quarterly examination of the 
condition of the Pass; but it might be referred to the Committee on 
Commerce for a report, if it is thought necessary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair was at first under the 
impression that the matter of the outlet of the Mississippi River was 
in charge of the committee on that river, but he now understands that 
the outlet has been under the consideration of the Committee on Com- 
merce. The proper reference the Chair therefore thinks of these pa- 
pers is to the Committee on Commerce. ; 

Mr. HALE. I suppose that all appropriations for rivers and har- 
bors go to that committee, and do not go to the Committee on Appro- 

iations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The papers will be printed and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. z mit 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I present a petition from the State 
Historical Society of Wisconsin. The petition sets forth that that so- 
ciety ‘‘ warmly approves the proposed Centennial History of the United 
States Government as reported by the Committee of the Senate on Edu- 
cation and Labor” during the second session of the Forty-seventh 
Congress, and they pray that Congress may provide ‘‘for the publica- 
tion of so important a work.” I move that the petition be referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. I present the petition of R. K. Parks and others, offi- 
cers of the Saint Charles Car Company, and citizens of Saint Charles, 
Mo., praying for the ratification of the proposed commercial treaty with 
Mexico. I suppose it should go to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would suggest to the Sen- 
ator from Missouri that memorialsand papers relating to treaties should 
be presented in executive session, as separate journals are kept of the 
two branches of the work of the Senate. The Senator, therefore, will 
please withhold it until an executive session. 

Mr. VEST. Very well. 

Mr. CONGER presented a petition of members of the Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Michigan, praying that further rewards be given to the 
soldiers of the late civil war; which was referred to the Committee on ' 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, presented a petition of members of the 
Stationers’ Board of Trade of New York, praying for the reduction of 
postage on all city and town letters from 2 cents to 1 cent; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Stationers’ Board of Trade of New 
York City, praying for the passage of a national bankrupt law; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BAYARD. I present the memorial of a number of manufactur- 
ers and merchants of Wilmington, Del., in favor of the confirmation of 
the commercial treaty with Mexico. I ask its reference to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will suggest to the Sema- 
tor from Delaware that all papers of that kind are to be presented, 
under the rules, in executive session, as separate journals are kept of 
executive p i 

Mr. BAYARD. The fact being in this case that the Senate had or- 
dered the publication of the treaty for the public consideration, I con- 
ceived it proper that there should be public reference to it in this way, 
because the Committee on Foreign Relations would feel itself dis- 
charged from the secrecy which usually attends executive communica- 
tions of that kind. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state that his. sug- 
gestion was not based upon the fact that the treaty now is not secretin 
respect of its text, but that the rules require that separate journals of 
executive and legislative proceedings shall be kept, and therefore, as 
the petition relates to matters which are to be kept in the executive 
journal, which is not supposed to be in the acttial possession of the 
Senate except in executive session, the Chair made the suggestion, as 
he did yesterday, which was acquiesced in by the Senate. 

Mr. BAYARD. Iam aware of the fact. I withdraw the memorial, 
and merely note the fact to the Senate that P present the memorial as 
indicative of the public opinion of merchants and manufacturers on 
the subject of that treaty. j 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of sundry citizens of Haverhill, 
Mass., praying that Henry J. White, late of the Sixth Massachusetts 
Volunteers, may be placed on the pension-rolls; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 844) to authorize the increase of the capital stock of 
the First National Bank of Fort Worth, Tex., reported it without 
amendment. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. DOLPH asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 954) for the relief of F. Prosh and T. F. McElroy, 
of Olympia, Wash.; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. DOLPH. I think the bill should be referred to the Committee 
on Territories. It proposes to pay for printing and binding laws and 
documents of Washington Territory, which were supposed not to have 
been authorized by existing law, and the payment of which requires 
an appropriation. 

Mr. HALE. Is not that a deficiency, under the statement of the 
Senator from Oregon ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon suggests 
that it is an expenditure made without authority of law. 

Mr. HALE, Then it would not be a deficiency. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It would not be adeficiency to carry 
out any existing law, under the statement of the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. DOLPH. I may have been incorrect in the statement I made. 
The work was done under a contract with the then secretary of the 

erritory, but I understand the Department declines to pay 
‘or it on the ground that it was not authorized by the Department, and 
that Congress alone can grant relief. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator know whether it is to be included in 
the list of deficiencies sent in by the Secretary of the Treasury to Con- 


gress? 

Mr. DOLPH. I think not. I am not informed on thesubject, how- 
ever. 

Mr. HALE. If not, then of course it ought not to go to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations; it is a claim. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred, on the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Oregon, if there be no objection, to the Com- 
mittee on Territories. 

Mr. SHERMAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 955) for the relief of Alfred Hopkins; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
ar a mue 956) kog the relief of Patterson & Caldwell; which was 

twice by its title, and, with the accom: in referred to 
the Committee on Finance. N ties 

Mr. SEWELL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 957) granting a\pension to Margaret D. Marchand; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

* Pensions. : 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
ducea bill (S. 958) granting arrears of pension to Augustus D. Blanchet; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. CONGER asked and, by unanimons consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 959) to amend an act entitled ‘“‘An act to provide 
for the appointment of commissioners for taking affidavits, &c., for 
the courts of the United States,” approved August. 15, 1876; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. 960) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Ann H. Cunningham; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GROOME asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 961) to provide for paying certain advances made to 
the United States by the States of Maryland and Virginia; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance, 

Mr. PUGH (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. 962) to grant a pension to James M. Kirk; 
hela was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 


Mr, MILLER, of New York, asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. 963) to place on the pension-roll the 


name of Philenda Carran, mother of Francis M. Carran, late private 
of Company B of the One hundred aud twenty-first Regiment New 
York Volunteers; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WALKER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 964) for the relief of the widow and children of 
John Shirley, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CALL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 965) for the relief of Jane Latham Donelly, only sur- 
viving daughter and heir of Amos Latham, a soldier of the Revolution- 
ary war; which was read twice by its title, and, with accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 966) providing for the opening of a passage through San 
Carlos Bay and the improvement of the Caloosahatchie River, Florida; 
which Was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. LAPHAM (by request) asked amd, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. 967) to enable corporations to become 
sureties on official bonds; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. : 

Mr. HARRIS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 968) for the relief of Fielding Hurst; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 969) for the relief of William J. Smith, late collector 
of customs for the port of Memphis, State of Tennessee; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance, 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 970) for the relief of Mrs. Julia Elliott, widow of New- 
ell D. Elliott, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims, 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to introduce 
a bill (S. 971) for the relief of Mrs. Priscilla W. Burwell, widow of 
Armistead Burwell, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to introduce 
a bill (S. 972) for the relief ef Priscilla W. Burwell, widow and personal 
representative of Hon. Armistead Burwell, late of Vicksburg, Miss., 
deceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. BROWN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 973) to authorize the Court of Claims to hear and 
determine the claim of the estate of Francis H. Macleod for its corn 
and rice taken by the United States military forces; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

COST OF NAVAL VESSELS. 


Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution; which was considered 
by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be, and is hereby, directed to inform - 


the Senate what was the original cost of all vessels whose names are found on 
the Naval for the year 1883, under the Bureaus of Construction and Re- 
pair, Steam Engineering, and Equipment and Recruiting, together with the 
pare pees for all repairs since their construction, under the same bureaus, or 
otherw i 


NEW ORLEANS AND PACIFIC RAILROAD LAND GRANT. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. Iask for the present consideration of the follow- 
ing resolution: 

Whereas it is claimed by the New Orleans and Pacific Railroad Company 
that, as the Attorney-General has decided in favor of said company as to lands 
claimed by them and the Secretary of the Interior has felt constrained to act 
upon and beg said opinion and that Congress has no further control or au- 
thority over said lands or the claim of said company thereto: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to suspend action in 
issuing certificates or patents for said lands to said corporation until Con 


at this session shall determine the questions involved in the claim of said cor- 


poration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? 

Mr. INGALLS. Let it lie over and be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will go over under 
the rule, and be printed. 

DISTRICT MUNICIPAL CODE. 

Mr. INGALLS. I ask for an order to print the usual number of 

copies of Senate bill 824. This is the bill to establish a municipal code 


for the District of Columbia. The order for printing was withheld at - 


my suggestion, thinking that a sufficient number of copies might be 
already remaining in the document-room, as the bill came over from 
the last session. Finding that the copies are insufficient, I ask thatan 
order for printing the usual number of copies may be made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order will be entered, on the 
suggestion of the Senator from Kansas, if there be no objection. 
COMMITTEE ON ADDITIONAL ACCOMMCDATIONS FOR THE LIBRARY. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I move that two additional mem- 
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bers be added to the Select Committee on Additional Accommodations 
for the Library of Congress. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from Wisconsin moves 
that two additional members be appointed to constitute a part of the 
Select Committee on Additional Accommodations for the Library of 
Congress, and asks for the present consideration of the motion. Is 
there objection to the present consideration of the motion? The Chair 
hears none. The question is, will the Senate agree to the motion of 
the Senator from Wisconsin ? 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest that the additional members of the commit- 
tee just added on the motion of the Senator from Wisconsin be ap- 
pointed by the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
asks that an order be entered that the two additional members on the 
Select Committee on Additional Accommodations for the Library of 
Congress be sh by the Chair. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. f 


REVISION OF THE RULES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar of Resolutions is next 
in order under the rules. The Chair perceives that the first one on the 
Calendar was submitted by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] 
not in his seat; the second by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
BUTLER] not in his seat, and the third by the present occupant of the 
chair, which is a matter not to be called up at this time. The Chair 
therefore will pass, without having them read at the desk, from the 
order of resolutions, if there be no objection, to the unfinished business 
of yesterday, which is the reporé of the Committee on Rules. [A 
pause]. The Chair is reminded that until 1 o’clock the Calendar of 
General Orders will be in order, but in order, as the Chair thinks, to 
facilitate business unless some Senator wishes to call up a special bill, 
he will lay before the Senate the unfinished business. There being no 
objection, the unfinished business is before the Senate, and the pend- 
ing question is on agreeing to Rules XVIland XXVI, the Chair under- 
stands. Rule XVII, which was reserved, will be reported. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Route XVII. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


1, All Narain appropriation bills shall be referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, except bills making appropriations for rivers and harbors, which 
shall be referred to the Committee on Internal Improvements, and bills making 
appropriations for the expenses of the government of the District of Columbia, 
which shall be referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia; and no 
amendments shall be received to any general appropriation bill, the effect of 
which will be to increase an appropriation already contained in the bill, or to 
add a new item of appropriation, unless it be made to carry out the provisions 
of some law, or treaty stipulation, or act, or resolution previously 

by the Senate during that session ; or unless the same be moved by direction of 
a standing or select committee of the Senate, or proposed in pursuance of an 
estimate of the head of some one of the Departments. 

2, All amendments to general appropriation bills moved by direction of a 
standing or select committee of the Senate, proposing to increase au appropria- 
tion already contained in the bill, or to add new items of appropriation, shall, 
at least one day before they are considered, be referred to the Committee on 
Pea riancrng and when actually proposed to the bill, no amendment Lesh at 
ing to increase the amount stated in such amendment shall be received; in like 
manner amendments proposing new items of appropriation to river and har- 
bor bills shall, before being considered, be referred to the Committee on Inter- 
nal Improvements; also amendments to billsestablishing post-roads, proposing 
new post-roads, shall, before being considered, be referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads; also amendments proposing new items of appro- 
sage} to bills for the expenses of the government of the District of Colum- 

ra 7 nc mc paor being considered, be referred to the Committee on the District 
o um 

3. No amendment which proposes general legislation shall be received to any 
general ap priation bill, nor shall any amendment not germane or relevant 
to the su fat mattes contained in the bill be received; nor shall any amend- 
ment to any item or clause of such bill be received which does not directly re- 
late thereto; and all questions of relevancy of amendments under this rule, 
when raised, shall be submitted to the Senate and be decided without debate ; 
and any amendment to a paaa appropriation bill may be laid on the table 
without prejudice to the bill. 

4. No amendment, the object of which is to provide for a private claim, shall 
be received to any general appropriation bill, unless it be to carry out the pro- 
visions of an existing law or a treaty stipulation, which shall be cited on the 
of the amendment. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on agreeing to Rule 
XVII, which has just been read. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I understand thata modification has now 
been made relative to this rule by connecting it with Rule XXVI. 
Other motions have been made and notices given of still other motions 
to refer the appropriations relating to agriculture to the Committee on 
Agriculture, and perhaps the appropriations relating to military affairs 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, naval affairs to the Committee 
on Naval Afairs, and I think the Post-Office Committee have sug- 
preg the same thing. I believe I am correct in that. The Senator 

m Maine recollects more accurately than Ido. If I am right I de- 


sire to oe to the whole class of questions, as all involve the same 
principle. * 

Mr. FRYE. If the Senator will allow me, I think there have been 
but two formal motions made, one to refer the District of Columbia 
appropriation bill to the District Committee, which is offered by the 
Committee on Rules, and the other to refer the agricultural appropria- 


tion bill to the Committee on Agriculture, offered by the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr. BECK. But several notices were given that other committees. 
would claim the same rights. 

Mr. FRYE. Yes. 

Mr. BECK. I regret the absence of the chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations [Mr. ALLISON]. I learn, however, he is necessarily 
detained, and will be dbsent perhaps for some time to come, his father 
having died a day or two ago. *In the absence of the chairman of that 
committee, as I am one of the oldest members upon it, I desire to state 
the reasons as briefly as I can why I object to the adoption of the rule 
as proposed. I shall speak of it as though all the other motions and 
notices were now before the Senate, so as to avoid repeating what I may 
desire to say as each one of them is respectively called up. 

On the day we adjourned before the holidays I retained the floor to 
state my objection then to the single proposition as to the District of 
Columbia. As preliminary to what I desire to say now, and as part of 
my remarks, perhaps I had better read what I stated then. I said: 


Mr. President, I happen to be a member of the Committee on-Appro 
and have been for a good while, and as such I assure you that perso: 
nothing about the District nppropeiation bill. 
pe Hares], now the acting President of the Senate, struck the real point that 

as been put by every committee to the Committee on Appropriations when it 
insists that it ought to be allowed to look over those matters, He asked the 
question if the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations thought thatother 
committees and other gentlemen on other committees were not as competent to 
do that work as they were. The Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
have demanded jurisdiction over post-office matters, and have put the same 
question; the chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs has asked the same 
question, and done it in the same way; and so the Senator from Kansas tells us 
we did not understand all about that sewer. We were told by the Naval Com- 
mittee: ‘* You do not as members of the Appropriations Committee understand 
anything about the steel vessels we ought to build, and the thousand things that 
we learn onourcommittee,”" So the chairman of the Committee on Post-Oflices. 
and Post-Roads tells us: ** Our intercourse with the Post-Office Department bas 
given us information that you gentlemen can not have;” so say the Military 
Committee; so say all. 

This is the beginning of araid on the Appropriations Committee that ifallowed 
to proceed can not be resisted, because each committee will claim that it has- 

izl knowledge a..d special information that the Committee on Appropria- 
tions does not have and can not have, because of the intimate relations of the va- 
rious committees with the different Departments; and it will end in abolishin: 
the Committee on Appropriations substantially, Perhaps that may be a 
thing todo. Itisa Sood: way to get money out of the Treasury; there is no 
doubt about that. 

Each committee of the Senate very proce? is constituted so as to be the ad- 
viser of the particular Department whose interests are committed to its care, 
The Committee on the District of Columbia is com of as good men as any 
other committee, for we are all alike good; and it isa rule that the men repre- 
senting the States and districts nearest to the District of Columbia are alwaysas- 
a matter of right placed upon that committee. Why? Because they are sup- 
posed to be the special friends of the District. 


At that point an interruption was had, and I consented to yield the 
floor for a motion to adjourn, which was very soon made, 

Following that line of thought, I desire to say now that if any one of 
these committees, the Committee on the District of Columbia or the 
Committee on Agriculture for example, ought tohave the appropriation 
bills relative to the matters they are expected to recommend legislation 
about referred to them, the Senate will find it very difficult to determine 
that the Committee,on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, the Committee on 
Military Affairs, the Committee on Naval Affairs, the Committee on Pen- 
sions, indeed all the other committees dealing with any particular subject 
or class of subjects, shall not also have the appropriation bills relative to 
the particular matters in which they are concerned referred to them; be- 
cause it must be admitted, and is admitted by each member of the Appro- 
priation Committee, that the accurate knowledge necessary to pass laws 
bearing upon their respective Departments or matters specially com- 
mitted tothe charge of these committees is more familiar to them in the 

te than it can be to fhe Appropriations Committee as a whole. 
But it is just for that reason that supervision over the money sought to | 
be appropriated should be had by a committee not connected with any 
of these matters. 

As I said before, in selecting committees to attend to the interests of 
the different Departments gentlemen are selected because of their 
knowledge of and intimacy with the matters referred to them and the 
confidence of the heads of Departmentsin them, The gentlemenof the 
Senate who are on the Military Committee are, most of them at leas 
men who have been soldiers. The Senator from Illinois [Mr. LOGAN 
is the chairman of thatcommittee. The gentlemen who have charge of 
other special matters are men who know more then other people about 
the special matters referred to them. The District of Columbia Com- 
mittee, as I said, is always represented in large part by persons who are 
supposed to be specially friendly to the people and the interests of this 
District, and itis so now. You will observe in looking over the list of 
committees that the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] isa mem- 
ber of the Committee of the District of Columbia, and the Senator from 
Virginia [Mr. RIDDLEBERGER] is also a member of that committee. 
Turning to the House, which follows the same rule, Representative 
BARBOUR, who is from the adjoining district of Alexandria, is the chair- 
man of the Committee on the District of Columbia; and Representative 
McComas, of Maryland, from the other adjoining district, is also a 
member of thatcommittee; and so with each of them, properly, I repeat. 
The Secretary of State ought to have the men who are in accordance 


tions 
ly I care 
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with his views and who are his personal friends to consult witlr in re- 
lation to our foreign affairs and the confirmation of his subordinates. 
Sə ought the Secretary of the Navy, so ought the Secretary of War, sô 
ought the Postmaster-General, so ought the people of the District, so 
ought allof them. It is the duty of these committees to frame such 
laws as in their judgment will best promote the interests of their re- 
spective Departments, and when they do attend to that well they find 
a great dealof workto do. Butif they are tomake the appropriations 
also to carry out the laws they frame, then there is no supervision over 
their acts by any other body of men in the Senate. I insist that it is 
not wise legislation to vest any committee with absolute power as to the 
laws necessary and at the same time as to the amount of money neces- 
sary to carry those laws into effect. 

The theory and practice of the Government has always been that 
when committees frame and pass laws the amounts to be appropriated 
to carry out the laws which have been framed and passed in the inter- 
est of the respective departments which they specially represent shall 
go before another body of men not specially connected with any of the 

epartments of the Government and be carefully considered there. 
The Committee on Appropriations originates no bills, frames no laws, 
and has no appointments referred to it. Iam i speaking of it as acting 
under the rules, for I have no doubt those rules have been violated 
time and again, very frequently by amendments offered by other com- 
mittees, much more uently than by the action of that committee 
itself. Under the rules it can frame no law; it must make appropri- 
ations in accordance with existing laws that have been framed by the 
other committece and passed by Co: It has to keep a record of 
all the appropriations and all the items of all the appropriations that 
have been passed, so that they can be seen by any Senator, who chooses 
to look over them, at once; and that committee has done so, as the 
books now on my desk will show to any one who cares to look at 
them. 

How is the Committee on Apppropriations composed? I looked over 
the list of committees just now, and this is the condition exhibited: 
The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], our chairman, is also a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Finance. Whatever questions come up in refer- 
ence to internal revenue and the necessities of that branch of the service, 
he, as a member of the Appropriations Committee, is entirely familiar 
with them and can give the committee all the information requisite. 
IT also am a member of the Committee on Finance, and can aid him in 
furnishing the necessary information relative to that branch of the pub- 
lic service, which is very important. The Senator from Illinois [ Mr. 
LOGAN] is the next member of the Committee on Appropriations; he 
is chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs. When any matter 
of appropriation comes up before the Committee on Appropriations 
relative to the Army, can any one be better qualified to advise as to what 
is necessary than the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs? 
The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWEs] is chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and is a member of the Committee on Appro- 
priations. He is thoroughly posted as to all matters relating to Indian 
affairs, and can advise the committee as to the necessities of that great 
interest. 

The Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], who is also a member of the 
Committee on Appropriations, is perhaps the best informed man in the 
Senate as to all matters relative to naval affairs. The interests of the 
Navy will never suffer while he isa member of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. The Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] isa distinguished 
member of the Committee on Agriculture, and is also the chairman of 
the Committee on Public Lands. If anything pertaining to agricult- 
ure is before the Committee on Appropriations we have all the informa- 
tion the Committee on Agriculture can give us in the person of the 
- Senator from Kansas. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL], 
who is a member of the Committee on Appropriations, is also a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Military Affairs and of the Committee on the 
Improvement of the Mississippi River and its Tributaries. He is known 
to be extremely careful and well informed in all matters relating to any 
subject intrusted. to his charge. Another of our members, the Sena- 
tor from North Carolina [Mr. RANsoM], is now a member and was, 
while the Democracy were in power here, chairman of the Committee 
on Commerce and ales of the Committee on the Potomac Flats Im- 
provement of Washington. The Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL], 
also a member of: the Committee on Appropriations, is upon the Com- 
mittee on Patents and the Committee on Education and Labor. There- 
fore the nine men composing the Committee on Appropriations are in 
one form or other representatives of a large majority of the other 
special interests that have to be cared for. 

I do not believe that the effort to take cognizance by ial com- 
mittee of the appropriations relative to the District of Columbia or to 
the Agricultural Department, or the Military or Navy, or any other 
department of the Government, is based upon the idea that the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations are too extravagant in their appropriations 
for any of those things, or that it is now proposed to take any bill away 
from us forthe purpose of curtailing extravagance or economizing expend- 
itures in any of the different departments of the Government. I think 
if this movement succeeds that the reverse will be found to be the fact. 
[ think the history of legislation in these halls will show that wher- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 267 


ever amendments have been moved to appropriation bills as they came 
from the Committee on Appropriations by gentlemen representing any 
other of the great interests of the Government, whether military or 
naval or the District of Columbia or anything else, it has generally 
been asking an addition to an increase of appropriation over what the 
Committee on Appropriations had seen fit to allow; and I predict now 
that if this move is successful, and the Committee on Appropriations is 
abolished, as it will virtually be if all these motions carry—because I 
suppose if one shall carry all will—the result will be increased appro- 
priations and a want of harmony, instead of strict economy and a thor- 
ough knowledge of all that has been done, and we shall have hereafter 
a good deal of extravagance in the management of our public affairs. 

I called just now on the clerk of the committee to bring in all the 
books that I knew he had carefully p in which every item of 
every appropriation made since 1870 in every bill is carefully collated. 
They are so kept that any member of the Senate can go into the room 
of the Committee on Appropriations and in five minutes can look and 
see what has been done for the last thirteen years at least—how much 
further back I do not know, but since 1870 I do know, for I have ex- 
amined carefully—every item of every appropriation bill made outside 
of the river and harbor bills; he can ascertain any fact he seeks to 
know in a moment by the books kept by the secretary or clerk of the 
Committee on Appropriations, and I have the books now before me, so 
that any gentleman can verify my statement by looking at them. 
Surely that of itself is a great convenience. If it is taken from the 
Committee on Appropriations and the appropriation bills referred to 
the different committees, such books as I have lying before me now, 
invaluable for the purposes of information, never can be made up or 

ed 


Allow me to refer to the action of the immediate representatives of 
the people on this question. The House of Representatives, through 
its Committee on Rules, two or three years ago, in revising their rules, 
not only left all general bills with the Appropriations Committee, but 
endeavored to place the river and harbor bill in chargeof the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, after first martae it to the Committe on Com- 
merce. The Committee on Rules made their report in 1879 on the 19th 
of December. It was a distinguished committee, one that had often 
considered all the matters connected with appropriations. It was com- 
posed of the then Speaker, Mr. RANDALL; Mr. Stephens, of Georgia; 
Mr. BLACKBURN, of Kentucky; Mr, Garfield, of Ohio; and Mr. FRYE, 
of Maine. They made a unanimous report, which I hold in my hand, 
and the language used by them meets my views so thoroughly fhat I 
will read it as my own: 


The Committee on Rules are of opinion, in consideration of the fact that the 
Committee on Appr rions are required under the rules "to report the gen- 
eral appropriation bills” (in which class the river and harbor appropriation bill 
should, by reason of long custom and stress included), that they should 
have entire charge of all those bills, in order t they might the more fairly 
and fully control the entire question of appropriation of revenue for carrying on 
the several di ents of the Government. It follows asa logical sequence 
that, if any other committee is to take charge of one of the general appropria- 
tion bills, the interests therein involved and considered will stand separate and 
apart from the interests involved and considered in the other bills, and asa 
further result any scheme of reduction of expenditures made necessary by a 
deficit of revenue for that fiscal year must be executed by the Committee on 
pre leae te without respect to the interests involved in the bill so taken 
from them, thereby leaving that particular interest to stand independent of and 
without any relation whatever to the other interests for which appropriations 
are annually made. 

For these reasons the Committee on Rules have made the foregoing recom- 
mendations with respect to the river and harbor bill, believing that no good or 
valid reason exists why the Committee on Commerce should originate and 
have complete control of the river and harbor bill that does not apply with 
equal force to the meny that the Committee on Mili Affairs should originate 
and control the Army, the Committee on Naval Affairs the naval, the Committee 
on Indian Affairs the Indian, the Committee on Post-Office and Post-Roads the 
Post-Office, the Committee on Foreign Affairs the consular and diplomatic, or 
the Com: on Invalid Pensions the pension appropriation bill. 


Without going into the history of it or finding fault with the action 
of the House, in regard to the river and harbor bill I may say that it has, 
from the time it was taken charge of by the Committee on Commerce, 
been passed in a very anomalous way, in nearly every case under a sus- 
pension of the rules, withoutany member being allowed to offer an amend- 
ment or to say one word against it. I see before me the distinguished 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SAWYER] who had charge of it the first 
time it was passed in that way, but I do not care to tell the pleasant 
conversation we then had in regard to the peculiar things in that bill 
which caused it to pass with such unanimity. I took the pains last 
night to look upthe House debate on this subject, and I find that a great 
many wise suggestions were made by many well-informed men; among 
others, one of the Committee on Rules, General Garfield, of Ohio, used 
this language: i 


There are two committees of this House that stand, if I may so speak, with 
their backs to each other and facing in opposite directions. One isthe Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means. That committee faces out upon all the business of this 
eountry from which a revenue can be had, They ask the nation this one ques- 
tion, Te can we get a revenue to supply the machinery of this Government, 
to fill the Treasury as it ought to be filled? And they apply to all of the people 
of this country, to all its wealth, to all its trade, to all its commerce, and ask 
what contributions shall be gathered and how they shall be gathered from the 


people. 

But that committee wants one thing before they start out upon this inqmry— 
ene Pierre the figures. the sum total. And they turn to the other committee 
w) stands back to back to them, the Committee on Appropriations, and in- 
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quire of that committee how much money must we give you to run this Goy- 
ernment for the coming year? And they getthe figures from the Committee 
on Appropriations. committee says to them, we will require so many 
millionsof dollars. Thereupon the Committee of Ways and Means turns to the 
nation and asks for a contribution. It passes a law that tells how muclt-the 
burden shall be and how that burden shall be distributed. 

Now, if it is important that the Committee of Ways and Means shall know 
that sum total before they begin to legislate, it is equally important that some 
one great fiscal committee of this House shall be able to give them the figures. 
Now, shall it be given them by one committee, or shall the Committeeof Ways 
and Means hunt thro all the committees of this House in order to find out 
what the figure of our tion is to be? 

In my view, the harmony and unity of the fiscal machinery of this Govern- 
ment requires that these two great committees shall stand back to back; the 
one of them facing the ple and its industries, the other facing the machinery 
of the Government and its necessities. One shall say that torun this great ma- 
chine requires so much money in the aggregate, to be distributed in the follow- 
ing way. The other shall say that to get thataggregate of money requiressuch 
a tax internal and such a tax external, to be distributed in such and such man- 
ner. The unity of our fiscal affairs must not, therefore, be broken up. 

I have in this statement given the reasons that induced me to agree to the re- 
port as presented in this Rule 10. The same reasoning that would turn over the 
river and harbor appropriation bill to the Committee on Commerce would also 
turn over the Army appropriation bill to the Committee on Military Affairs, the 
naval anpor to the Committee on Naval Affairs, the Indian appro- 

riation bill to the Committee on Indian Affairs, the pension appropriation bill 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and so on down through the whole list. 

Now, Mr, Chairman, it is a fact within the experience of every member who 
has been here long, that the Committee on Appropriations always finds itself 
confronted with a demand from each of the committees having a special sub- 
ject in ee for larger appropriations than the Committee on Appropriations 
think should be made. There never was a time within my knowledge since I 
have been here when the Committee on Military Affairs did not resist the tend- 
ency of the Committee on Appropriations to cut down the appropriations for 
the Army. The Committee on Naval Affairs has always been found resisting 
the reduction of the naval appropriation bill. For this reason, I say that if each 
of these several committees had charge of getting up the appropriation bills on 
these several subjects, the amount of the bills would be very large; they would 
outgrow the grasp of the House, and there would be no unity in the appropria- 
tions of public money, 


He was followed by the then Speaker of the House, Mr. RANDALL, 
who used this language: 

But, Mr. Chairman, what I wish to say is this, that if you undertake to divide 
all these appropriations and have many co: ttees, where there ought to be 
but one, you will enter upon a path of et May “ae you can not foresee the 
ern of or the depth of, until we will find the ury of the country bank- 
rupi 

They were followed by others. I have made notes of the rematks 
made by many of the leading men of the House, agreeing, almost with- 
out exception, that the rule was that each of the special committees 
charged with special interests were demanding more than the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations was willing to give, and that there would be no 
uniformity if they were allowed to control appropriations. One com- 
mittee would succeed in getting more than its share, while another 
would get less than its proportion; trading, bickerings, and heart-burn- 
ings would follow, to the detriment of the public service. The Post- 
Office Committee, whose jurisdiction reaches all the people, or the Agri- 
cultural Committee, banking on its popularity by representing the farm- 
ers of the country, might get more than the Army or the Navy, which 
are not so popular in time of peace; whereas when the bills all went to 
one committee composed of gentlemen, some of whom are on the ma- 
jority of the important committees, and are acting uniformly to see how 
the aggregate that can be afforded from the taxation imposed may be 
best distributed, doing justice to each one, ignoring none, giving none 
an advantage over others as far as they are able, then uniformity and 
equal justice would be obtained. 

The House, with the exception of the Agricultural Committee, which 
because of some supposed popularity got its separate bill referred to it, 
agreed with the Committee on Rules, unless the river and harbor bill be 
considered an exception, and retained all the other appropriation bills 
in the hands of the Committee on Appropriations. That committee, if 
we differ with the House, send their conferees over here. When we go 
into conference after a disagreement they send the members of the 
same committee each time, as they have had the whole budget before 
them. They now meet the same committeemen from this Chamber, who 
are familiar with each bill and with the appropriations made in each 
bill, and know how far the Treasury can afford, under the taxation that 
is levied, to make appropriations for the expenses of the fiscal year. 
But if you divide these appropriation bills an extremely incongruous 
condition of things would follow; there could be no general view taken 
by our confréres, the post-office appropriations, the military appropria- 
tions, the naval apppropriations, and so on, would only be looked at, 
and each Department of the Government would be represented by a 
different body of men in each conference who are not advised as to any 
of the other appropriations which have been made, and have to begin 
atthe beginning and get the appropriations of all the other Departments 
from the different committees in order to get the information before they 
can tell what is going to be anything like an approximation to the ag- 
gregate of the expenditures of the Government for any fiscal year. 

For these reasons, among others, I think it would be a misfortune to 
break up the unity of the action of the two Houses, as these proposi- 
tions, if carried, certainly will, because if one be taken away from the 
Appropriations Committee the others I assume will be. 

It is claimed, however, by the Committee on the District of Columbia 
that there is a special reason why the District of Columbia appropria- 
tion bill should be excepted; or at least it was so claimed before the 


holiday adjournment. I am unable to see why it should be excepted, 
or why there is any special reason that should have induced the Com- 
mittee on Rules to make that billan exception. On the contrary, there 
would be more difficulty if that was made an exception than with any 
other bill, for the reason that these appropriations are paid half by the . 
District and half by the General Government. At least all that goes 
into the District of Columbia bill is so paid. Other appropriations bear- 
ing upon the District, if not a part of its expenses, are provided for in 
the sundry civil bill. Ihold the amounts appropriated for the current 
year in the two bills in my hand, 
In the District of Columbia act we appropriated for— 


Wrabningtn AFM earder eoe Nene $46, 320 
Georgetown Almshouse _-.---------..-.-<2----5-s-2--2e 1, 800 
Indigent insane of the District of Columbia in Government 

Hospital for HONDO aaan aa a cl eaten us 46, 700 
Reform School, salaries .........+-----.-------- $10, 936 32. 950 
Reform School, subsistence.-....-.-.-.-----.-.. 22, 014 } “2 
Relief of the poor-_..-...-.- Gabe betes emet E ars eas 15, 000 
Columbia Hospital for Women and Lying-in Asylum-.__._- 15, 000 
Women’s Christian Association ...--......--.-....------. 5, 000 
National Association for Destitute Colored Women and Chil- 

Ce Soe sae hire etn T eee eget ed tenn 7, 000 
Erection of building for same -...-.----...-.-...--.-..-- 20, 000 
Children’s Hospital. —- 00-2 cuvo bee oo ae eee 5, 000 
Saint Ann’s Infant Asylum -.....--..-.-.--------.--.--- 5, 000 
Indtis@ial Home Schools SSRA E E E e E S N, 10, 000 
Church Orphanage of the District of Columbia ---------~-- 1, 500 

pote E EEE E E Oe Paley A N AE 211, 270 
‘Washington ANOA i nara oa ean S rA aA SE 20, 000 


Half of that is paid by the District and half by the Government. In 
the sundry civil act we appropriated $442,000 for matters bearing upon 
the District and to be’ expended in it—not perhaps all of them District 
matters, as follows: 5 


Government Hospital for the Insane-_.---.......--.------ 227, 000 
Columbia Institution for the Deaf and Dumb --_...-.-..-- , 000 
Owen University eaae aan aean 15, 500 
Freedmen’s Hospital and Asylum.------------------------ 50, 000 
Columbia Hospital for Women and Lying-in Asylum, furni- 

UD COTS Saare E esas ee Ua neS 5, 000 
Reform School (new barn, &c) ----.-.------------. 7, 500 
Improving reservations and grounds 79, 000 

Total pray E A ec ort ans oe entre ane teeta ue 442, 000 


This difficulty will occur if the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia takes charge of the District bill: there will be a constant endeavor 
to throw as much of the appropriations necessary for the District into 
the sundry civil bill as possible, so as to make the Government pay 
them all and make the District of Columbia bill as small as possible, 
because the District has to pay half. On the other hand, the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, representing the United States, if you please, as 
against the views of those representing the District specially, will crowd 
as much as they possibly can into the District bill, to make the people 
here pry one-half, and keep as much from the sundry civil bill as they 
can, hecause the Government of the United States has to pay all that 
is there appropriated. That ought not to be. Two committees of the 
Serateought notto be thrown into such antagonism with each other, and 
Id» not quite like the suggestion which was made that these bills 
ought all to be referred first to the several committees, and then handed 
over to the Committee on Appropriations to be finally acted on. That 
was the way that was at first proposed to be done with the river and 
harbor bill in the House; it was to be handed over to the Committee 
on Commerce to be examined, and then to go to the Committeeon Ap- 
propriations. Immediately the Committee on Commerce said: ‘‘ Why 
should we hand a bill to another body who do not ‘know as much as 
we do about it ourselves?’’ and they got it absolutely very soon, and 
have succeeded in passing it, under suspension of the rules, pretty much 
every year since. 

The moment you hand over any of these bills to any of the special 
committees and the Committee on Appropriations see fit to recommend 
anything different from what the other committees have recommended, 
that committee, whether it be the Committee on Indian Affairs or on 
Military Affairs or on the District of Columbia, will atoncesay, ‘‘ Here 
is a body of men who do not know as much as we do on this subject, 
who are undertaking to criticise and revise what we have said we need; 
we will take it ourselves, and we ought to have it;’’ and they will do 
so. just as the Committee on Commerce did with the river and harbor 
bill. Iam stating what occurred in the House when I was there. 

In short, we had better take the bills from it absolutely and abolish 
your Committee on Appropriations if Senators think there is to be any- 
thing saved by doing so. I should have no objection as a party man 
to trust the Committee on Appropriations of the House to-day with all 
the appropriation bills and let them send the various bills to Repub- 
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lican committees of this body, appointed to guard special interests, for 
their revision, and let them add what they see fit to them, and go be- 
fore the country on the presentation made by a Democratic committee 
on appropriations representing all, and the, Republican committees 
representing each of the different departments of this Government in 
their demands, and see where true economy would be, But I am 
looking to the proper prudent administration of the Government, seek- 
ing to secure harmony and economy in legislation, looking to the fact 
that there ought to be some place in this Government where all the 
appropriations are kept and where every Senator can see them at a 
glance. There is only one place, and no one supposes there is more, 

where men can go and ascertain them all, and where each interest is 
looked at ess of any other except as all bear on each other, and 
that is a committee made up of men who originate no law, who can do 
nothing except to appropriate to carry out existing law, composed as I 
say of men who represent finance, military affairs, naval affairs, and 
soon. All the important committees are not represented, I admit. 

I believe the Post-Office Committee is not. The Military Committee 
is represented, the Indian Committee, the Naval Committee, the Agri- 
cultural Committee, the Committee on Commerce, the Committee on 
Patents, and other important committees are represented on the Ap- 
propriations Committee. I may add that the moment a bill comes 
over from the House of Representatives these committees can now, 

each and all of them, take hold of any matter relating to their juris- 
diction; and frame and report any amendment they please to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations as well as they could if the bill should go to 
them first. 

Let me suggest also that while at the long session of Congress no great 
difficulty might ensue, when we meet at the short session of Congress 
as we have to do every other year on the 1st of December and Congress 
expires by its'own limitation on the 3d of March, how are we to get 
on practically? We have permitted the House to originate all appro- 
priation bills—I do not say as a matter of right, but as a matter of fact. 
Most of those bills come to us during the ten days of the session 
usually. If they have to go to the Committee on Mi Affairs, the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and othersand be care- 
fully examined by them, and then go to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions and be carefully examined by it, there will be very hasty and very 
badly considered legislation, because I assume that no gentleman de- 
sires after these committees have examined a bill and sent it to the 
Committee on Appropriations that it shall present anything on this 
floor without haying all the explanations it can obtain with its members 
prepared on the floor of this House to defend their propositions when any 
exception to their action is taken by any one. They are compelled, if 
they do anything intelligently, to have all the time possible, and the 
House of Representatives gives us little enough time without having 

‘the bills to pass through other committees even for a day or a week. 
Some might be kept two weeks befere they could get to the Committee 
on Appropriations, when they have all the work to do at any rate be- 
fore they can report it intelligently to the Senate. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Will the Senator from Kentucky permit me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. BECK. Certainly. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I do not exactly understand, having been ab- 
sent, the present status of this proposition. Do I understand we are 
now in Committee of the Whole and that there has been a reservation? 

Mr. BECK. ‘The rules have been reported to the Senate, and there 
is a reservation of this Rule XVII and Rule XXVI, embracing not 
only the District of Columbia but all the other committees that may 
have appropriation bills referred to them. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I understand the Senater, then, to be debating 
against the amendment already pending. I also understand he opposes 
the second one. 

Mr. BECK. So far as it gives the District of Columbia Committee 
jurisdiction of the District appropriation bill. 

Mr. McPHERSON. There are two exceptions, I find, in the first 
clause—one referring to the new Committee on Internal Improvements 
and the other referring to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
The Senator’s objection applies to the District of Columbia Committee 
having charge of the District bill. 

Mr. BECK. The District appropriation bill. 

Mr. McPHERSON. But the Senator does not object to all matters 
relating to internal improvements being referred to the new Committee 
on Internal Improvements, to take the place of the old Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. BECK. I was not looking into that question specially; the di- 
vision may be proper; but I desire to say, my attention being called to 
it, that the Committee on Commerce have much important work to do 
in aid of the work of the Committee on og (sig eer this year, and 
I have no doubt they will pursue their labor in proper spirit. The 
Committee on Appropriations can originate no bill, as I have said, can 
do nothing except to act in accordance with existing law. The Com- 
mittee on Appropriations for years has begged and pleaded with this 
body to change the laws in very many-regards. I hold in my hand a 


bill that was reported by a leading member of that committee, pro- 


viding that the indefinite appropriations now held in the Treasury 
should be brought under the supervision of the two Houses, which we 
have never succeeded in getting done. We have, wherever we could, 
shown that in the collection of internal revenue, in the collection of 
customs, hundreds of thousands of dollars were unnecessarily squan- 
dered upon unnecessary custom-houses and unnecessary employés, until 


the Secretary of the Treasury has at last conceded the fact in his report, 
from which I will only read a few words: 

There are useless customs districts, and nothing but local pride or interest 
will di therefrom. There are twenty-two ports of at which nota 
dollar of duties has been collected for years at different times, ere are thirty- 
swo roe of entry in which the year’s collections from all sources have not 
equaled the year’s expenses. These had importance when foreign trade was 
carried on plapan iaia rpa the Tee gaia of Tapatan at 
buss ranapentettns The custom-houses in these Aperi mhae owever, 
up, with all the formalities of activity, with deputies, inspectors, and cler! 
make offi returns to the accounting officers of the Treasury and the Bureau 
of Statistics. 

The tells us further that a large number of them ought to 
be abolished and all their machinery removed. The Committee on 
Commerce I hope will frame and pass a law not only going as far as the 
Secretary recommends, but beyond his recommendation, and will take 
up again the provision that the Committee on Appropriations have been 
urging so long, bringing all the indefinite appropriations before the 
Congress of the United tates. The Secretary says it will reduce ex- 
penses $500,000 now to do what he asks. I tried to doit ten years ago, 
and at last the Secretary recommends it. 

So with many things in regard to the Navy, so in regard tothe Army, 
and so in regard to other matters. There is very important legislation 
that each of these committees has committed to its care, and when 
passed upon by them they can come before the Committee on Appro- 
priations for money to carry them out, and the Committee on Appro- 
priations, as far as I am advised—and I have been a member of it for 
six years in this House and for many years in the other House—always 
listens anxiously and carefully and attentively to, all the suggestions 
and all the amendments and all the reasons given by members of the 
other committees having special charge of the interests upon which 
they are making their appropriations. 

It surely must be better to allow one body of men to frame the 
laws and another to provide the appropriations to carry them ont than 
to allow one set of men to frame the laws and that same body of men 
provide the appro tions to make them operative. It at least gives 
two bodies in te a chance to understand all about these things; 
and if the committee that frames the laws sees that the Appropriations 
Committee is not making sufficient appropriations to carry them out in 
good faith, each member of that committee can on the floor of the Senate 
show wherein injustice has been done, and he will overrule the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, of course, and ought to do it. 3 

This is the trouble about the move now made, it is in the wrong di- 
rection; it is a consolidation of all power in a single committee. one 
committee frames the law and votes the money to carry it out, no other 
man in the Senate will know anything about it. The Agricultural 
Committee will frame the law and vote all the money they can, and no 
man not on that committee will know anything about it. So of the 
Post-Office Commi so of the Naval Committee, se of the Military 
Committee, so of the District of Columbia Committee. They become 
autocrats, not only in the framing of the law, but in the appropriation of 
the people’s money to carry it out; and outside of that committee-roo: 
no man can get the information to enable him to contradict what th 
say if they are wrong; and they are selected because they are special 
friends of the Department they are appointed to represent, for each Sec- 
retary ought to have men he ean trust before whom he can present the 
wants of his Department here. 

What is the direction we ought to move in, and that I hope the great 
party I bave so long been connected with has been moving in? Checks 
and guards ought to be thrown around all official acts. Discretion 
should be restricted by positive laws, and no man or set of men should 
hold unrestricted power. We ought to have one committee a check 
upon another, one guard placed upon another, so that no body of men 
sitting as a committee of Congress shall have absolute power over the 
money of the people. We have lost untold millions, in my opinion, by 
the operation of laws relative to the powers of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, having the collection of the money and the disbursement of the 
money in one Department, and by having only one set of books, that no 
man can understand, that are obliged to balance, and are made to bal- 
ance, right or wrong, so that there can be no discoveryhad. I have re- 
port after report, and some of thêm I intended to read to-day to show 
that even leading Republicans, and one committee, headed by the Sena- 
tor from Vermont {Mr. EDMUNDS], now our iding officer, on the 
Treasury Department; another, of which the Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. DAwes], the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS], and I 
were members; and another, in which the Senator from Missouri [ Mr. 
COCKRELL] and the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] acted for the 
Committee on A ppropriations—all showing the want of responsibility in 
these matters and the impossibility of obtaining information. 

The direction I now hope to move in is to let the committees of this 
House having charge of particular subjects frame their laws and pass 
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them, then turn them over to a committee disconnected with them to 
make appropriations to carry them out. In this way two committees 
on this floor will act as a check on each other. One of the first things I 
did when I came to the Senate was to offer a resolution directing a com- 
mittee to— : 

rt to the Senate whether or not the public interest would be promoted by a 
division of the Treasury Department into two distinct departments, the duties 
of one of which shall be tomanage the collection of the revenuesand hold them 
till ordered by law to pay them out; and the duties of the other shall be to man- 
age the disbursement of the revenue collected and held by the other. If the 
committee determine to recommend such division of said Department, they 
may report a bill for that purpose. 

I was assured by the then committee that something in that direction 
would be done. 
Treasury properly cared for. It will require the ablest man in this 
country and the ablest corps of assistants to construe all the laws re- 
lating to customs, all the laws relating to internal revenue, and look 
after all the great machinery necessary to bring the revenues of this 
country into the Treasury and hold them there; and then it will re- 
quire another man, call him Chancellor of the Exchequer or anything 
you please, with anothèr body of men as able as the first, to distribute 
that money to all the various Departments of the Government, and the 
one account to the other from a different set of books and both to Con- 
gress. There is nota decent establishment or a wholesale or 
retail dry goods store in this country that would carry on its business 
as we are carrying on the business of this great Government now in our 
Treasury Department, with one set of books and all responsible to one 
head, and he with such a multiplicity of work to do that he has barely 
time to sign his name to such papers as some clerk has put a private 
mark on, indicating that he had looked at them. 

Whenever we depart from the present system of legislation and say 
that the committee that have the right to frame the laws for the Naty, 
or the Army, or the District of Columbia, or the Post-Office, or any of 
the great Departments of the Government, shall at the same time de- 
clare what money is n to carry those laws into effect, and no 
other committee, no other member of this House, shall have the power 
or the opportunity to see whether they are right or wrong, then weare 
taking a step in a wrong direction and concealing from the great mass 
of the Senate and the great mass of the people the facts on which we 
act; but when one committee frames the law and another provides the 
money, the two committees will developall the facts, so that the whole 
body of the Senate will understand what is the proper thing to do. 

As I said, I have no feeling in this matter. I should perhaps not 
have said one word if the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
were not necessarily absent; but I have consulted with him; I know 
his views as a member of the committee, and I felt it my duty to say 
what I have said. While I admit—and I wish that distinctly under- 
stood that I not only admit but I believe—that every other member of 
every other committee, whether of the District of Columbia, on Agri- 
culture, the Post-Office, or any other committee, is as honest and as able 
and better informed as to his special matter than the members perhaps 
of the Committee on Appropriations in the aggregate, still it is not wise 
that the framing of laws and the voting of money to carry them out 
shall be united; and if you put them in the hands of a single commit- 
tee, who will look over the aggregate, summon the different committees, 
reason together, and see what the Government, with the money produced 
by thé taxes levied, can afford to expend, then the books of one com- 
mittee will show what can be done with justice to all. 

Mr. EDMUNDS (Mr. Cameron, of Wisconsin, in the chair). Mr. 
President, I wish to say that in the main part of the observations of 
my friend from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] I entirely agree. I think it 
would be injurious to the interests of the Treasury and so to the inter- 
ests of the peoplewhosupply the Treasury of the United States to send 
appropriation questions for reports of sums to be appropriated to the 
various committees that have charge of the classes of the public service 
about which appropriations must be made, and that the practical re- 
sult would be, if we divide them up, that the sum total of appropria- 
tions would be enormously increased. If there be a standing order of 
the Senate which says that all appropriations respecting the judicial es- 
tablishment of the United States should be sent to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, the relations between the Committee on the Judiciary 
and the Department of Justice and the judicial establishment are of 
such an intimate and friendly character that we should be quite likely 
to be acting under a bias and to be more liberal in the money that we 
would recommend to be expended for the judicial establishment than 
a body of men not under such a bias would be likely tobe. And Icon- 
fess I do not see any distinction beteen the matter of the District of 
Columbia and any other of the various branches of the public service— 
the Army, the Navy, Indian affairs, post-offices and post-roads, public 
lands, and every one of the scores of separate subjects of public ex- 
penser. I repeat I do not see any distinction between one and 
another. 

If it be correct to send appropriations regarding the District of Colum- 
bia to that committee, so far as I can see it is perféctly correct to send 
all judicial appropriations to the Committee on the Judiciary, all naval 
appropriations to the Naval Committee, all military appropriations to 
the Military Committee, all Indian appropriations to the Indian Com- 


Until it is, we never shall have the money of the |. 


mittee, and so on through the whole catalogue. I am fully persuaded 
that the aggregate of the separate bills, when we got to the end of a ses- 
sion of Congress, would be altogether beyond that which we now have; 
and I think we should find, in the main,—although there are and 
probably must be more or less deficiencies that we have to make up (in 
general they are small),—that the aggregate of the public expenditure 
would be largely increased, on account of the necessary fact in human 
nature that committees charged with, particular subjects and in direct 
communication with particular branches of the public service get to be 
impressed with the ideas of the special Departments with which they 
have to do, and feel with the Departments that the public service 
would be better promoted with still larger appropriations to carry it on. 

That is perfectly natural, perfectly reasonable in the’ philosophic 
sense, and is certain in my opinion to occur; and therefore, while I 
should be very glad to have the Judiciary Committee consider appro- 
priations for the judicial establishment, because I think that the laws 
ought to be furnished with more money to carry them out and the 
judges ought to have higher pay, and the marshals and everybody else 
be provided with more funds, I do not think it would be for the pub- 
lic interest that the Committee on the Judiciary should be charged 
with reporting appropriations for that branch of the public service. If 
it is true as tothe Committee on the Judiciary, I assume that it would 
be true as to all the other committees in this body. 

I should hope, then, that we would adhere to the idea, with all the 
assistance we can get and suggestions from the several committees 
charged with the various branches of the public service, of having an 
independent committee, not charged with the administration of any 

icular branch of the public service, but only with follow- 
ing the law, providing for appropriations, have all these bills under 
their gen grouped as they generally have been. That ismy 
opinion, and I shall feel obliged, therefore, to vote with my friend from 
Kentucky to keep the appropriation bills (and I would extend it to ap- 
propriations for rivers and harbors, which have been by some custom 
sent to the Committee on Commerce) in the care of the Committee on 
Appropriations. ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I concur generally in the views 
expressed by the Senator from Kentucky and the Senator from Ver- 
mont, but I say that the argument they make does not apply to the 
bill providing ior the government of the District of Columbia. There 
is no comparison between the appropriations for the government of the 
District of Columbia and the general appropriations for the Govern- 
ment of the United States. In the first place, the expenses of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States are paid by the people of the United 
States out of the taxes levied upon the whole mass of the people, and, 
therefore, all the expenditures for the ordinary current expenses. of the 
Government are properly appropriated by onecommittee. I think my- 
self that the appropriations for rivers and harbors might properly be 
divided out by the Committee on Appropriations, but as the Commit- 
tee on Commerce would necessarily have more knowledge of all the 
details of the items as to rivers and harbors, after long experience in 
both Houses of Congress it was finally settled that that particular bill 
should be consigned to the Committee on Commerce, It was because 
that committee necessarily had knowledge of the details in regard to 
those appropriations that the Committee on Appropriations could not 
have. But of all the bills that are presented in this body, the one 
that should not go to the Committee on Appropriations is the bill to 
provide for the expenses of the governmentof this District. The money 
collected for the government of this District is collected in the form of 
taxes from the people of this District. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. One-half of it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. One-half, I know, and the other half is paid by 
the Government of the United States as owners of land and property 
in this District. In that respect the Government of the United States 
stands like myself or any other proprietor in this District. It is a tax- 
payer; it has that in justice and equity it ought to pay one-half 
the expenses of the government of the District, because it owns one- 
half of the land and property in this District, and therefore it contrib- 
utes its taxes just like any other tax-payer, whether greater or smaller. 
The Government of the United States is a tax-payer here. It levies 
and fixes the amount of its own tax, but it pays that money into the 
Treasury just like the Senator from Vermont and myself and any other 
tax-payer in this District. 

Now, who should determine the mode of the expenditure of this 
money? Should it be the general committee having charge of the 
money of the United States which is collected from general taxes and 
applied to the various general expenses of the Government? Certainly 
not. It ought to be that committee of this body which represents the 
particular interests of the people of this District; it ought to be that 
body of gentlemen in this Chamber who have been selected to look 
after the material interests of the people of this District, the tax-puyers 
of this District, the Government being one and the largest one among 

em. 

It is no criticism upon the action of the Committee on Appropriations 
to say that the Committee on the District of Columbia is better fitted 
from its knowledge of the local wants of the people of this District to 
say how this money should be expended. 
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„I agree with what has been said as to the tendency of dividing out 
the appropriation bills among different committees being to increase the 
expenditures; but that does not apply to the expenditures for this Dis- 
trict, because the law fixes the amount of these expenditures; it islim- 
ited by the nature of the laws passed in regard to this District. We 
know beforehand how much will be the revenue of this District, because 
we know that the amount of tax is limited to 1} per cent. on the tax- 
able list, and that is provided for, fixed by law. So the amount of 
money to be expended for the people of this District is absolutely lim- 
ited, and the appropriations to be made by the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia are limited in precise terms. It is not so in regard to 
any other committee; it is not so in regard to any other expenditure. 
The Committee on Appropriations are limited, and so would the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia be limited by latvs which can not be 
amended except by both Houses of Congress. Therefore the argument 
about this increasing expenditures falls. The amount of expenditure 
is fixed, and the only question we have to determine is which commit- 
tee on the whole could more fairly represent the local wants and inter- 
ests of the people of this District. 

I happen not to belong to either of these committees, and am entirely 
impartial; and yet since the debate on this subject the other day many 
citizens of the District, many leading tax-payers of the District, have 
spoken to me of their gratification that at last they had a body they 
could appear before and make known their local wants to. They said un- 
doubtedly the Committee on Appropriations was a very able body, but 
it was pressed with greater affairs; the expenditure of $3,000,000 for 
the people of this District is a very unimportant thing to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, but it is vital to the tax-payers of this District. 

Here is a list of appropriations, not like the ordinary appropriations 
for the expenses of the Government, which are fixed by law. All that 
the Committee on Appropriations have to do is to look to the law and 
see how much should be appropriated, and then they carry that sum 
into their appropriation bills.. But here is the government of a people 
where from the nature of things you can not set out in set form and 
set words what shall be expended from year to year. It is true thata 
large portion of the expenses can be defined, as the salaries of the com- 
missioners and the salaries of the other officers, but the great body of 
the expenditures of a city government are fôr objects that can not be 
defined by law. For instance the estimates submitted to us provide 
for $530,000 to be expended on certain streets and highways. I believe 
it is about one-third of all the expenditures of the District of Columbia, 
excluding the interest on their debt. Now, where should that be ex- 
pended? What streets should it beexpended upon? Here isa detailed 
estimate naming A street, B street, C street, D street, and so on; the 
different kinds of improvements on the different streets. Who is best 
able to determine as to whether these matters suggested by the com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia are wise or not; whether on the 
whole certain other improvements should not be made? Certainly 
that committee that is selected by this body to take charge of the local 
affairs of this District. The Committee on Appropriations can not have 
the requisite knowledge. Every bill that provides for this District goes 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and they know neces- 
sarily and are bound to know about these local wants and local mat- 
ters. : 

Itseemed to me, therefore, especially where fhe amount to be ap- 
propriated was fixed by laws that cannot be changed except by an act 
of Congress, and particularly as this money is paid by the people ofthe 
District and by the United States as a tax-payer, our contribution de- 
pending upon the general good of the people of the District, including 
the smallest as well as the lurgest tax-payer, that the money ought to 
be divided out by the committee which has charge of the affairs of the 
District of Columbia. I can speak with absolute impartiality on this 
matter, because, though I do not belong to either committee, I have 
the common interest of all tax-payers here. 

It must be remembered that the people of this District are in a very 
abnormal condition. They have absolutely no voice and no vote. 
They are taxed without representation. We govern them as absolutely 
as the worst despotism in the world can govern. its people. We govern 
them, we hope, wisely; but, afterall, the people of this District are sub- 
ject to our will; they have no voice; they pay these taxes, this money 
is expended without their volition, and the only opportunity they have 
to say how their money shall be expended is by appealing to your gen- 
erosity and your kindness. You have selected two committees to rep- 
resent the people of the United States in saying how their taxes shall 
be paid out, and now you say that these two committees selected, one 
by each House, shall not pass upon these local matters with which they 
are bound to be familiar, but that a great committee, the Committee on 
Appropriations, that has charge of $30,000,000 of expenditures, shall 
at the last moment of a session of the Senate act upon them, and that 
the committee which has been all along during the session hearing their 
complaints and acting upon their local matters and local legislation here 
shall have nothing to do with directing the expenditure of the money, 
ms only this committee that is overwhelmed with other important 

uties. 

I say that this case stands on itsown base. Itis entirely to be dis- 
tinguished from any other appropriation. I will not vote to transfer 


thenavalappropriation bill to the Naval Committee, because these naval 
expenditures are fixed by law ànd the Naval Committee can report, if 
they choose, under our rules, amendments. Nor will I vote to carry 
the appropriations for agriculture tothe Agricultural Committee. That 
is an interest represented by every man among us. But this local in- 
terest is not represented by us. What does a Senator know about the ` 
local interests of the people of this District, whether this alley or that 
street or some other place should be improved or not? We have not 
time to know; but the committee that has been selected to acquire this 
information must know, and therefore I think it is but reasonable and 
right to give to that committee the opportunity to present their view 
of how this money, kept distinct by law and limited by law, can best 
be distributed among the various objects of improvement so as to do to 
the people who pay those taxes the greatest possible good; and the mere 
fact that the Government of the United States is the largest tax-payer 
makes no difference at all, because the Committee on the District of 
Columbia of this body is just as much interested in the general good in 
the large sense as the Committee on Appropriations. It is true that 
if the Committee on the District of Columbia was not limited by law 
we might expend too much money for this District out of the general 
T ; butthe amount that can possibly be expended is fixed by 
law, and if the Committee on the District of Columbia should report 
appropriations to an amount greater than the amount of the taxes and 
the contribution of the Government, the money would not be paid out 
of the Treasury, and therefore there is a complete safeguard against 
any extravagance of appropriation. 

The general expression of opinion on the part of the people here, in 
the public press, by private tax-payers—they who have no power in the 
government of this district, but yet who pay all the taxes, for they, in 
common with the other proprietor, the Government of the United 
States, pay all the taxes—is that they feel gratified that at last they are 
to have an opportunity to come before some committee that holds the 
public purse of this District, so that they may make known their com- 
plaints where too much is given here and too little there, that this ob- 
ject is more important and that less important; and in that way they 
were at last to be represented ina committee of the Senate of the 
United States charged with the expenditure of the money collected in 
the form of taxes from the people of this District. 

I need not say that my vote will not be guided by any want of confi- 
dence in the Committee on Appropriations. On the contrary, I shall 
vote against all amendments proposed to weaken the power of that com- 
mittee. I believe that to relieve them from this local matter, about 
which they have not the requisite local information, would be a benefit 
to them, would bea satisfaction to the people of this District, and would 
enable the Committee on the District of Columbia to better apply the 
limited sum of money that is provided for carrying on the government 
of the District. I shall therefore vote for the rule as it now stands. 

Mr. BECK. Before the Senator from Ohio takes kis seat I desire his 
attention fora moment. I heard him makea remark in reference to the. 
want of information thé Committee on Appropriations necessarily had 
as to the details of the street improvements and the more accurate in- 
formation of the Committee on the Districtof Columbia. I went to the 
room of the Committee on Appropriations for a moment to look at the 
estimates of appropriations, and I find, on page 287, Class A, Class B, 
Class C, and Class D, asking for $409,552.22; and the Committee on Ap- 
propriations have neyer ventured, nor I suppose would the Committee 
on the District of Columbia venture, to indicate how that money should 
be expended, there being commissioners for that purpose. The pro- 
vision of the law that we passed last year was: 

For work on sundry avenues and streets, and osoena of pavements on 
streets namedgin classes A, B, C, and D of apps x Bb, annexed to the esti- 
mates of the Commissioners of the District for 1884, $350,000. 

The only limitation we placed upon it this year—it was not there 
before—was that certain work east of the Capitol should be finished, 
as complaint was made, and very properly made, that that poor end of 
the city had been more neglected than the other. So the details of the 
bill, when the Senator comes to look at it, he will find are not con- 
trolled by law. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam glad the Senator has called my attention to 
that. I intended to call attention to it as the strongest argument. I 
could make, It is true the commissioners set ont in these tables the 
details as to certain streets and alleys and the improvements they pro- 
pose to make. and the Committee on Appropriations have said, *‘ Yes, 
we will give you one-half of what you estimate for these purposes, and 
do not undertake to tell what particular streets shall be improved.” 
Make the change proposed, and then if the commissioners, who are but 
the officers of the Government of the United States and are in no sense 
the representatives of the people of this District, should make a classifi- 
cation that was not fair, it would enable the people of this District to 
say to the Committee on the District of Columbia that the classifica- 
tion contained in the list of the commissioners (not their officers, but 
their masters) is not a just and fair one, that it is not a just distribu- 
tion of the money to be apportioned, ‘‘and therefore we do not want 
our money expended upon the estimate of commissioners not inter- 
ested at ull in our affairs, a majority of them non-residents of the Dis- 
trict, you may say, in ane sense, but we want to have the chance to 
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appeal to a committee having charge of these matters, so that that 
committee may, if they see proper for sufficient reasons, change this 
classification and order of improvements,’ 

There is wherein the Committee on Appropriations, necessarily, can 
not do the duty that is enjoined ves them. They can not go over 


these alleys and streets, many of w. they never heard of, probably. 
Their duty does not require them to go into that kind of detail, while 
the duty of the Committee on the District of Columbia enables them 
to gointoit. They haveample time and leisure to look and see whether 
theimproyements proposed by the commissioners are the wisest and the 
best, and the people of this District who may have a different opinion 
about these improvements from the commissioners will have the right 
to go to a committee, who probably will make some change in the esti- 
mates proposed by the commissioners. It is a very small thing, it 
seems to me, for us to refuse to grant them what they desire of us in 
this particular. It is their money, and notours, that is about to be ap- 
propriated and expended. 

It seems to me that the Committee on Appropriations might feel a 
sense of relief when they are relieved from these mere local expendi- 
tures that occur here around them, and can devote themselves to the 
larger and greater expenditures of the whole people of the United 
States. It certainly should be our interest to give to the people who 
live here some semblance or form of power in their own government, 
in the disposition of their own money; and the mere fact that the people 
of this District, I believe by general accord, desire to have an oppor- 
tunity to go before a special committee to inquire into and act upon 
their matters is itself a conclusive argumentin my mind that this pe- 
tition should be granted, because it is their money, and they ought to 
be allowed to choose the persons in this body, or the committee in this 
body, that shall divide and parcel out their money, limited as it is, and 
point out the objects of expenditure. 

Sir, I would not do anything at all to weaken the restraint or power 
of the Committee on Appropriations. I believe that it is necessary, as 
my friend from Vermont says, to bring all the items of expenditure for 
the nation under the eye and control of one committee, so that they 
may limit the amount ofexpenditure. That only applies, however, to 
the general expenditures for the Government of the UnitedStates. The 
amount that the Government contributes as a tax-payer here is limited 
by law, and cannot be increased by the District; and the objects of ex- 
penditure ought to be under the eye and control of the committee that 

.is selected by this body to manage the local affairs of the people of this 
District. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I do not think this isa matter affecting 
any committee or any member of this body personally, but it is just as 
much a question of general policy as any other that can come before the 
Senate. If I had been going to argue the question of the propriety of 
separating the appropriations and saying where I thought the least pro- 
priety existed in giving any committee separate jurisdiction of any item 
of appropriation, I should have said that thateommittee was the Com- 
mittee on the District Columbia, for the reason that there is a conten- 
tion always between the people of the District and the people of the 
United States, who pay one-half of all the expenses here, as to this ra- 
tio and relatien ; and all the people of this country deserve to be espe- 
cially represented in regard to the affairs of this District. The country 
is dealing liberally, and so faras I know the impression outside is much 
too liberally, with this District in the matter of the proportion of taxes 
which it pays. I do not say myself that this proportion is improper ; 
I accept it as fixed by law, but it is a question which can be disturbed 
every session of Congress by the action of the Appropriations Com- 
mittee. The mere shifting of oneitem out of the appropriation bill for 
the District of Columbia into the sundry civil bill or some other bill 
disturbs materially the proportion which the Government of the United 
States is to pay of the expenses of the District of Columbia. 

No one, I think, desires to prevent in any way anything that is nec- 
essary for the develepment of the District; but if there are people, as 
the Senator from Ohio says, who are specially interested in this partic- 
ular thing because of the fact that they are tax-payers in this District, 
whether they be officers of the General Government or not, it seems to 
me that if must be because they want the Government to pay more of 
the taxes of this District than it is now paying. I do not say that that 
might not be proper. All I say is that if we are to shift this ratio, if 
we are to pay more of these taxes, if we are to have a different 
ment of the relation existing between the District and the people of the 
United States in reference to the payment of taxes, that ought to be 
settled by itself and not indirectly through the means of an appropri- 
ation bill. : 

The Committee on the District of Columbia now has that same juris- 
diction over the detailed affairs of this District that the Post-Office Com- 
mittee has over the multifarious and vast details of the Post-Office De- 
partment. The Senator from Ohio says the Appropriations Committee 
can not tell how the appropriations for these streets have to be expended. 
We appropriate for more than one hundred and fifty thousand different 
items of appropriation in all the appropriation bills combined upen the 
recommendations of executive officers. We can not go into the Treas- 
ury Department or gid other Department of this Government and tell 
that the porters and the clerks appropriated for are all in their places 


and that the money we appropriated for them is spent properly. We 
have got to take these things very largely on the discretion and the rec- 
ommendation of the chief of the proper Department and the general 
laws that govern the employment of persons and the expenditure of 
the money. But the District Committee, if they want some other way 
to spend the money for the improvement of thestreets and avenues and 
alleys and all the other items of iture of this District, can for- 
mulate and have passed a bill specifically providing how the money shal} 
be spent, in what propeton, and then the function of the Appropri- 
ations Committee will simply be to take that up, ascertain what the law 
requires to be done, and make the appropriation necessary to carry it 
out. It is no more complex a problem than any other one which is 
involved in the appropriation of money, and by reason of the fact that 
the General Government pays for this community one-half of all its 
taxes and has the delicate relations that the Senator from Ohio has 
spoken of in reference to all its affairs, there is a double reason why the 
people who pay this money should themselves hold the purse and de- 
termine exactly how and for what objects the money shall be expended. 
If there is any reason for the sending of any appropriation bills to a 
specific committee, it does not apply with equal force to the District 
appropriation bill. 

On the other hand, there are appropriations which might go well to 
the several other committees, at iatt for certain purposes, and if the 
rule is to be adopted it should be upon some rational plan, which shalt 
aid the transaction of the business of the Senate in a sensible way, and 
shall result more nearly in a reflection of the will of this body and the 
general judgment in regard to the amount and character of the appro- 
priations, Ifthe appropriation bills when they come in could go, each 
item of them, to the committee having specific charge of the subject for 
their consideration, and they should be reported back by that com- 
mittee with their recommendations and then go to the Appropriations 
Committee, we should have, I think, a system which would answer all 
the purposes, and in which all the ideas and all the plans and all the 
views of all the committees and of all the members of the Senate 
would have an equal chance for reflection. 

1 think, therefore, that there ought to be some plan whereby not 
only the District appropriation bill should go to the District Committee 
for advisory action, but it should go there and come back and be sent 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and so of the.other appropriation 
bills, that if they do not literally go to the various committees when 
they come here they shall be considered as being referred to the several 
committees in sucha way that they may take up and report to the 
Senate their view upon all propositions contained in them, and that 
they may then go to the Appropriations Committee, which shall have 
oaol of not only the various items of appropriation but of the sum 
total. 

This is important, Mr. President, because while at this time whether 
we appropriate one million or five millions or twenty millions of money 
is no stress upon the Treasury because we have money coming in all the 
time more than enongh to meet the expenses of the General Govern- 
ment, the time will come and ought to come under a healthy condition 
of things when we have paid off the debt, when our obligations are 
fixed and determined, when the question of the expenditure of half a 
million more or half+a million less may be thé difference between a 
surplus and a deficit; and for that reason every single appropriation 
bill ought to go to the one committee that can not only determine it in 
detail but can deterntine it in gross, and can say that this item or that 
item can be put on because we are going to have money enough for all 
these purposes or that it shall be cut off because it increases the total 
amount beyond the sum which is certain to come into the Treasury, 
and therefore run the risk of the Government having to go into the 
street and borrow money. 

Every reason that affects the credit of the country, every reason that 
affects the economy of expenditure, everything that affects the just re- 
lations of the people of the United States to the people of this District, 
and vice versa, demands, I think, that in this particular case at least 
this bill ought to go where all other bills for the expenditure of the 
peaple’s money go; but, as I said, I think there might be an adjustment 
of these differences of opinion which would result in great good, and 
that is to each committee, the Judiciary Committee with refer- 
ence to its part, the Naval Committee with reference to its part, and so 
on all the way around, with a just and careful and prompt expression of 
their opinion in some authentic way in regard to those matters about 
which they might be supposed to have some special knowledge, and let 
the result go finally to one committee, that is to bring within bounds, 
with reference to the administration I have spoken of, the sum total of 
what is to be the national budget. 

Therefore, Mr. President, not as expressing my ultimate judgment 
on this question of detail, but to some extent voicing this idea, I pro- 
pose the following amendment to this Rule XVII: 

That the general appropriation bills shall be referred as follows: 

Making appropriations for the support of the Army, for the erection and re- 
pair of fortifications, and for the support of the Military Academy, to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs; apprepriations fer the payment of pensions, to the 
Pensions Committee ; appropriations for the Navy and for the Naval Academy, to 
the Naval Committee; appropriations for the Post-Office Department, to the Com- 


mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads; appropriations for the Department of 
Agriculture, to the Committee on Rgriontenre} appropriations for the Indian 
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Bureau, to the Committee on Indian Affairs; appropriations for the District of 
Columbia, to the Committee on the District of Columbia; and the several items 
of appropriation contained in the remaining general appropriation bills, ger- 
mane to the general jurisdiction of other committees of the Senate, shall be re- 
ferred to a8 committees respectively, All such subjects of appropriation, and 
all appropriation bills so referred, shall be reported to the Senate by the com- 
mittees to which referred, with proposed amendments, within one week of the 
date of such reference, and shall be printed, and referred to the Committee on 


Appropriations. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, in the 
chair). The question ison the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr. MORRILL. I trust that the amendment will not be adopted. 
It would evidently procrastinate the session of the two Houses for an 
indefinite period if we were to have all the committees report and wait 
until they did report before the Committee on Appropriations should 
have possession of the bills. My opinion is that the business of the two 
Houses has never been so well performed as it was before the former 
duties of the Ways and Means and Finance Committees were separated. 
One committee ought to have the charge not only of the receipts of the 
Government but of its disbursements; butit was found that in the short 
session one committee in each House could not dispose of all the busi- 
ness in proper season if if had charge both of revenue matters and of 
all the appropriations, and, therefore, it was thought best, very properly, 
to separate the business of appropriations by having an independent 
committee forits consideration, Ido think that this independent Com- 
mittee on Appropriations is so large that it will overlook the details of 
the business that may be referred to it upon every subject, and this 
does not deprive the other committees of their potential power. When- 
ever a subject is brought here they will have their legitimate influence, 
and if there is anything wrong in the appropriations proposed by the 
Committee on Appropriations they will be heard fully. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Shall the Chair understand the Sen- 
ator from Kansas to offer this amendment as a substitute for the whole 
rule? . 

Mr. PLUMB. No. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Where does it come in? 

Mr. PLUMB. I want it to come in as a separate subdivision, but 
it will require, of course, if adopted, some amendment of the pending 
rule in order to make it harmonious. It is not necessary to perfectall 
the details in advance. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair now understands the Sen- 
ator. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I am entirely opposed to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Kansas; yet at thesame time I do not regret 
that-he has offered it, because it serves to emphasize the error into which, 
I respectfully submit, the Committee on Rules have entered in propos- 
ing, even as far 2s they have, to commit to the two committees here 
named, Internal Improvements axd the District of Columbia, the con- 
joint consideration, first, of general iegislation of matters relating to the 
subject-matter respecting which the committee is generatly charged, and, 
at the same time, the duty of appropriating money to carry into effect 
existing laws relating to those subjects. If there be one thing that the 
rules of the Senate have been questioned about, if there be one subject 
that has constantly been challenged in~he Senate, it has been the offer- 
ing of inappropriate smendments to appropriation bills; and if there 
be one form of legislation worse than another, itis the ingrafting of pro- 
visions of general law upon appropriation bills, and yet the same effect 
is produced when you shall combine the two under the name of either 
a legislative or an appropriation bill. 

I concur very yin what was said by the Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. BECK] and what was added by the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. EDMUNDS], and I hope the Senate will not abandon the rule of 
legislation which enables the estimates of the Executive Departments 
to pass before a separate committee for the purpose of being examined 
with reference to the needs of existing law. Iam verysure that, when 
the two functions shall be found combined in the same committee of 
general legislation and providing money to carry it into effect, the ex- 
penses of this Government will be found to be enormously increased. 

When we speak of a system of checks and balances in powers, it is 
not the subject of distrust of the individuals in this body who may 
be charged with the performance of the duties of certain committees; 
it is simply that under the circumstances there is certainty by delay 
and there is increased security in having separate and distinct judg- 
ments upon the same subject-matter. Therefore, it is that I am glad 
that the error, or, as I may call it, the legislative vice proposed by the 
Senator from Kansas has been brought more emphatically and more 
broadly before the Senate by the amendment that he has offered; and 
I hope before the rule is accepted by the Senate that the amendments 
in italics proposed by the committee will of themselves be rejected. 

I was di to believe that it were well to take the omnibus bill 

. called the river and harbor bill, which has been the cause of so much 
scandal and of so much unwise legislation, in my judgment, and com- 
mit it, if you please, to a se body. Certain it is that from one 
cause or another that bill seems to have swallowed up pretty much the 
energies of the Committee on Commerce, and very little legislation re- 
lating to commerce finds its way into the body or is considered, but 
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everything is sacrificed to the river and harbor bill, that comes here at 
the end of the session and meets, I believe, the approbation of no one, 
although many and generally a majority find themselves constrained 
in some way to vote for it; but I think it would be better not even to 
create that separate committee; it would be better to let things go as 
they have, and allow the Committee on Commierce to continue in 


.| of this agglomeration of measures called a riverand harbor bill and let 


it come in as a separate measure and be passed upon by them. I do 
not know that thereis a necessity for creating a separate committee for 
that, although that does not fall within the line of disapproval which 
I have of connecting the double function of appropriation and general 
legislation in the same committee. 

The Committee on Appropriations is not a committee of general leg- 
islation; it is nothing in the world but a committee of assessment; it 
is nothing but a committee to find, not whether the law is wise or right, 
but whether there is enough money to execute it as it stands. That is 
their function, no more and no less. When they go beyond it, they 
are assuming functions not intended for them, and when other com- 
mittees shall assume their functions I think that there will be found 
want of wisdom init. The recommendations and the reasons and the 
influence of every committee of this body can be perfectly retained in 
all their legitimate force in co-operation with the system of providing 
money to execute existing laws under the direction or suggestion of the 
Committee on Appropriations. Therefore I am perfectly ready to add 
my vote in opposition to these innovations proposed now for the first 
time in my knowledge in the Senate. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, the original proposition of the Com- 
mittee on Rules, to send the particular appropriation bill forthe District 
of Columbia to that committee in this body, seems to me to be quite a 
different proposition from that to refer each of the appropriation bills 
to different committees of the Senate, and then after their deliberat- 
ing upon them to refer them to the Committee on Appropriations. 
Whether that particular bill should be referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia must largely be determined, I think, upon a 
proper distribution of labor in this body among the different commit- 
tees. I do not know of anything that would come before the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia, if this bill should be referred to that 
committee, that could not be as properly and as wisely considered by 
the Committee on Appropriations, provided the Committee on Appro- 
priations had as much time to devote to its consideration as the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. Nothing in the constitution of 
either committee, in my opinion, would of itself indicate to which com- 
mittee it would be wise to send that bill. Either committee has just 
as much knowledge, to begin with, of the necessities of the appropria- 
tion, the wisdom of it, and the economy of it, astheother. Neither of 
them comes into its place as a committee with any special knowledge 
upon the subject. Either of them must go through with precisely the 
same examination in detail, if they do their duty, that the other must, 
and it is only a question which of them in the distribution of the duties’ 
among committees will have the best opportunity. 

But whether the appropriation bills shall be distributed around - 
among the different committees before coming to the Committee on 
Appropriations, or whether they shall be distributed around and then 
reported, as was originally contemplated with that for the District of 
Columbia and for rivers and harbors, directly to the Senate for its con- 
sideration from some other committee than the Committee on Appro- 
priations, is quite another question. 

I think with the Senator from Vermont who last spoke [Mr. Mor- 
RILL], that it was a misfortune when it came to be necessary to sepa- 
rate the duties of the Committee on Ways and Means in the House, 
when that committee which considered the resources and receipts of the 
Government was unable also at the same time to consider and deter- 
mine upon the expenditures of the Government. For seventy years or 
more the Government was administered upon the idea that the receipts 
and expenditures of the Government should be considered in both 
branches by one and the same committee, and they were, I think no 
one can doubt, more wisely and economically administered under that 
S than under any other possibly devised. There can be no con- 
siderable iture of money in the Goyernment that does not have 
its proper tion to the receipts of the Government and be determined 
in some measure by the receipts. What is in the Treasury, what is 
coming into the Treasury, and what is to be expended ont of the Treas- 
ury, are questions which ought to come under one general eye and one 
supervision as far as possible. : 

J admit that when the duties of the Committee on Ways and Means 
were separated and a new Committee on Appropriations was created in 
the other branch and also here, it was a necessity. The great amount 
of the business necessary to be considered as the country grew and as 
the war brought new and great questions to be decided with rapidity 
and upon the moment, made it absolutely necessary, and there has been 
no time and no possibility since that they could be united. And just 
so far as we do depart from that idea, that they are a unity, it is a de- 
fect; it results in larger expenditure and in’ my opinion in a less care- 
ful scrutiny. Every special committee, if I may so style the standing 
committees, to which the appropriation bills shall be distributed has 
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its specialty to amplify its jurisdiction and to accomplish more for its 
specialty than its predecessor has done, and I have never known the in- 
stance where such a reference has been made that the committee has 
ever come back with a bill that commended it to consideration because 
it had been cut down. When in the other branch they succeeded in 
having the agricultural bill taken from the control of the Committee on 
Appropriations and referred to the Committee on Agriculture it was 
doubled in amount. It went on increasing, and it has gone on from 
that very reference to this day; and so it will be with every particular 
appropriation bill which goes to any other committee, especially a com- 
mittee that has the general subject of legislation upon any particular 
branch of the public service committed to it; if you put along with it 
the appropriations for that branch they will legislate and appropriate 
at the same time. 

That brings me to onegreat defect in this report of the Committee on 
Rules. They have done nothing to meet the great difficulty, that while 
one branch is permitted by its rules to incorporate into an appropri- 
ation bill matters of independent legislation you can not in the other 
branch even amend the legislation which comes here. You can not offer 
an amendment to independent legislation in an appropriation bill which 
comes, under the rules of the other branch, before us, and there has been 
no attempt in this report, as far as I am able to discover, to meet that 
difficulty. Under that vice, if I may use that word without any of- 
fense, under that error, that difficulty, more trouble arises in appro- 
priation bills, more measures are pushed through by the money power 
behind them in an appropriation bill, more objectionable features of in- 

` dependentlegislation go upon thestatute-book, than by any othermethod 
resorted to in Congress. It has by that new feature of it which has 
sprung up within a few years been made more dangerous to legislate, one 
branch having by its rules provided that independent legislation, with- 
out regard to its character or its extent, may be incorporated into an 
appropriation bill and be carried by the necessities of appropriations 
through that branch and brought into the other, where it can not under 

- the rules of the body where it is sent be even amended; it must be re- 
jected in toto or taken as a whole. We do not meet by any means the 
demands upon either branch for the amendment of their rules in refer- 
ence to appropriations. 

I think the Senate will find it has made a very great mistake if it 
goes any further than existing rules as to the reference of the different 
appropriation bills, if it does not hold them just as far as it can under 
the control of a single committee, responsible to the body and to the 
country for the aggregate as well as for details; a committee whose 
duty it is to survey the whole field when they consider any particular 
appropriation bill. I say this proposition to refer the river and harbor 
bill to a particular committee separate from the Committee on Com- 
merce will not meet that to which I think there is a response in the 
country; it will disappoint those who think that by thus doing they 
are going to cut down river and harbor bills. That is not the way to 
do it. Iam not one of those who join in the cry against just and proper 
and ample and large appropriations for rivers and harbors, but I do not 

_want to see such a bill magnified, swollen, extended, to objects not 
proper to be expressed within it, which has brought all this scandal on 
river and harbor bills heretofore, by the ambition of any committee to 
which it may be referred. I would rather see it take the general course 
of all appropriation bills, and let the amount appropriate for particular 
improvements, for great public works, be measured and determined 
by a fair view of the whole field, by a proper consideration of the en- 
tire amount of receipts and the amount of expenditures for other mat- 
ters, and let other matters be determined also by the amount proper to 
be appropriated for these great and important duties devolved upon the 
Government. The improper features of the appropriation bills, that 
one in particular, do not creep into them, if my experience teaches me 
anything, from the regular committees. The proper Committees on 
Appropriations of the two bodies cut down bills; they scrutinize; it is 
their duty to doso. They are responsible to their respective bodies for 
the reports they make as a whole, while each separate committee is 
responsible only for the particular bill referred to it, and does not con- 
sider it with the a te, for it does not have the aggregate before it. 

With the exception of the bill in reference to the District of Colum- 
bia, and I should rather see that kept with the Committee on Appro- 
priations, I trust that the Senate will go no further than that in taking 
away the‘appropriation bills from one committee and distributing 
them among the others, and dissipating the responsibility of the appro- 
priation bills. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, one criticism made by the distinguished 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAweEs] upon the action of the Com- 
mittee on Rules it seems to me is not deserved by the committee. Of 
course to them, and to any man, theabsurdity is apparent of the House 
of Representatives having power to send appropriation bills with gen- 

_ eral legislation over here, and under our rules no power on our part to 
amend that general legislation. It wasdiscussed by the Committee on 
Rules and certain remedies were proposed, but every remedy which 
could be thought of in this particular Rule XVII appeared to the com- 
mittee to be an invitation to the other House to continue that rule 
which permitted general legislation. Then the question came to the 
committee. 
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Is there any course open by which we can undertake in some way to 
prevent this general legislation? I think it is generally understood that 
there has been, even in the other House, a disposition growing against 
that rule which permits general legislation of almost every conceivable 
kind, allowing general legislation decreasing expenditures, and it was 
hoped by the committee that under a joint rule the other House to-day 
might consent that this whole matter should be governed and controlled. 
Therefore, on page 45 of this report, Rule IV of the joint rules proposed 
by the committee, there is a clause which provides against all general 
legislation on appropriation bills. If the Senate will send that to the 
House and the Honse shall agree to it, the whole trouble will be cured 
atonce. If the Senate will send it to the House and the House shall 
disagree to it, and there shall be a compromise of some kind, there may 
be some healing in the result of that compromise. That is the only 
reason why the committee did not undertake in this rule itself to pro- 
vide that where general legislation came over here on an appropriation 
bill there should be a right to amend it. 

I desire to call the Senator’s attention to another thing, because I 
do not wish him to get in opposition in advance to a measure which I 
think a great deal of, and for what I regard as a poor reason. The Sen- 
ator thinks there will be no reduction of appropriations by sending the 
river and harbor bill to a separate committee. That was not what 
the Committee on Rules was after. The Committee on Rules was de- 
sirous to have some consideration given by the Committee on Com- 
merce tocommerce. The Senator wasin the other branch long enough 
to know that from the day Congress met until the day it closed any 
consideration to any commercial question was an utter impossibility; 
that from the day Congress met until Congress adjourned the river and 
harbor bill, in the other branch at any rate, took every moment of the 
committee’s time. If theaction of the Senate.committee does nothing 
more, if under the lead of the Senator from Massachusetts the proposed 
rule fails to be adopted by the Senate, it has directed the attention of 
the other branch to this very subject. The committee has been di- 
vided, and now I think some attention will be paid to questions of com- 
merce, surely as important as the questions of rivers and harbors. It 
will not be a great while before the questions of rivers and harbors 
will be of little importance if we have no ships to sail into them. 

Mr. President, I hope that we may have a vote. The presiding offi- 
cer announced the pending question to be on the adoption of Rule XVII. 
My recollection is that the pending question should be on the adoption 
of the first amendment in clause 1. “Internal Improvements” having 
been passed over, by consent the words following, in italics, read: 

And bills making appropriations for th govern o, istri 
of Columbia, tokiek shall be rete Prp mesra ox tas District of lh ban 

That amendment was pending aad was postponed, and I think the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Kansas would not be in order ` 
in the form in which it was offered. It might be offered as a substi- 
tute for the pending amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The rule, as the present occupant of 
the chair understands it, was reported as a whole, not as an amendment 
to any existing rule; so that the Chair thinks he was correct when he 
announced the question to be upon the adoption of Rule XVII. If he 
is mistaken, he will be very much obliged to the Senator from Maine 
for indicating wherein. s 

Mr. FRYE. I think the presiding officer is right and I am wrong, 
as a presiding officer is very apt to be. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Mr. President, I gave notice yester- 
day that when this rule was under consideration I should move an 
amendment to it that the agricultural appropriation bill should be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture. Afterward I understand that 
the Senator from Kansas entered that motion, and that that is one of 
the amendments now pending to this rule. : 

I do not desire to go into any general discussion of the propriety of 
sending the various appropriation bills to the committees which have 
under consideration thesubjects of the various appropriation bills, but 
more particularly in regard to the reference of the appropriation bill 
for the Agricultural Department. It is, as we all know, impossible to 
put general legislation upon a general appropriation bill; and thus it 
is that many subjects of great importance to the farmers of this coun- 
try and to the entire agricultural interest of the country are never 
reached in the course of the legislation of either of the two Houses. 

The Department of Agriculture can scarcely be said to be fairly estab- 
lished. It is tentative in its character. Its duties are not thoroughly 
prescribed; its duties are changed from year to year by the legislation 
of the two Houses. The ordinary and regular expenses of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture are very small, and could well be provided for in 
an ordinary appropriation bill; but the great interests of agriculture 
can not be cared for by a committee which has in charge all the expendi- 
tures of this great Government. Constantly subjects are coming up in 
this Department which require the expenditure of large sums of money 
for experimental purposes; and certainly it is not, as I have said, in 
the power of the Appropriations Committee to carefully and properly 
consider these interests. 

At the present time we find that one of the great staple products of 
this country is to a large extent excluded by many of the European 
nations. I refer to the exclusion by Germany and France of the im- 
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portation of American pork. This is a subject which requires careful 
consideration. I know that the Committee on Agriculture proposes to 
take up the question, and it may be able to prepare a bill which shall 
lead to a Government inspection of all food products exported from our 
country. As I understand from correspondence with the State Depart- 
ment, the principal reason given to-day by the German Government 
ənd by the French Government for the exclusion of our pork products 
is that we have no governmental inspection, that there is no guarantee 
that the pork has been honestly packed and that it is free from disease. 
If some action is not had upon this question a very large proportion of 
the farmers of our western country will be compelled to change their 
form of industry and give up entirely the raising of pork for foreign 
export. 

Tat question of great importance is that of cattle diseases and 
the protection of our great herds of cattle from pleuro-pneumonia, 
which has been brought before this body; but the Committee on Agri- 
culture has been deprived of much of its old power; it has fallen, I may 
say, into disuse, and the members of the committee have found it im- 
possible to accomplish anything, and have from year to year given less 
attention to these great and important subjects. 

The House of Representatives (and I may Speak of it here asa matter 
of history), in the Forty-sixth Congress, in the amendment of its rules, 
sent the agricultural appropriation bill to the Committee on Agricult- 
ure; and I think we have already seen beneficial effects from sending 
that bill to the Agricultural Committee of the House. It has resulted 
inseveral appropriations for experimental purposes, appropriations which 
could never have been obtained from the ordinary Appropriations Com- 
mittee of either House. It has resulted in great benefit. My honored 
friend from Massachusetts told us that it had resulted in largely increas- 
ing the agricultural appropriation bill. I am glad to know thatit has 
resulted in somewhat increasing it; but this great interest of the coun- 
try to-day has a meager appropriation of about $200,000 out of a grand 
budget of nearly $400,000,000. That is the amount, as I am informed 
by one of the members of the Appropriations Committee. 

I believe that half a million or a million dollars could not be better 
spent to-day than by a thoroughly organized and a thoroughly equipped 
agricultural department—a department which should go into original 
investigation and original experiment. We should be able to establish 
a bureau of animal industry; we should be able to organize a system 
of Government inspection for all our food products which are exported 
abroad; we should undoubtedly take important steps to prevent the 
introduction of diseases of animals into this country. In orderthat this 
may be done it might require an appropriation of $100,000, or $200,000, 
or halt a million dollars; but if it should require the largest sum, 
certainly no money could be so well and so economically expended as 
money applied in that direction. But so long as this question shall be 
left to one great committee, which has under its charge the Army, the 
Navy, the Treasury Department, and all the great Departments of this 
Government, providing for their ordinary and regular wants, the Agri- 
cultural Department will never receive the consideration which its im- 
portance deserves. / 

While I do not desire to go into a general discussion of this question 
in regard to the other appropriation bills, I am frank to say from my 
observation in the two Houses of Congress that one of the chief reasons 

y why we have no efficient Navy, one reason why to-day we have 
no sufficient seacoast defenses, will be found in the simple fact that the 
two great committees upon military affairs and upon naval affairs have 
been deprived of all power in these matters. If the question of build- 
ing a new and efficient Navy lay entirely in the hands of the Naval 
Committee, and they had the power under our rules to bring in a bill 
for the building of a Navy, andif they could appropriate money in such 
a bill, I have nodoubt whatever that weshould to-day have a Navy which 
would be at least equal to that of some of the minor nations of South 
America, and instead of all of our great cities upon the Atlantic coast 
and upon the Pacific coast being, as we are told by the military au- 
thorities, absolutely defenseless, we should have proper coast defenses, 
Certainly it can not be claimed that for a number of years past there 
has been any deficiency in the funds of this Government to do all the 
things which may be necessary. 

If the only object of our Government and the only object of legis- 
lation is to prevent as much expenditure as possible, then it is quite 
proper that all these bills should go to one grand committee, and that 
they in their own individual wisdom should fix the limit of the amount 
which could be appropriated by the Government for carrying on its 
great works; and then the same committee in its wisdom should pro- 
ceed to divide up the sum total among the various branches of the Gov- 
ernment. But I believe that this country is able to do any and all 
things which may be necessary for the good of the whole nation. If 
it should be found necessary to expend large sums of money upon the 
rebuilding of the Navy, and if the present revenue is not sufficient, 
the country is able to raise a revenue which shall be sufficient., If it 
should be found necessary, and if it should be held to be wise by the 
two legislative bodies of the Government to appropriate large sums of 
money for our seacoast defenses, then I know that the country is able 
to expend all the money which may be required for that purpose. 


the greet industry of agriculture should require a paltry $500,000 or 


$1,000,000 to do something in the direction which I have indicated, of 
establishing an inspection of all food products to be exported and: of 
doing something in the direction of protecting our farmers from thein- 
troduction of cattle diseases, I believe that we are able to do it and 
that we should do it; and I believe it would be wise legislation to pro- 
vide all the money that may be necessary for those purposes, I do not 
believe at all that it is economy to limit our expenditures in those 
directions by any fixed or arbitrary sums which may be agreed upon 
by the Appropriations Committee. 

Mr. President, I believe that the Senate should at least go as far asit 
has already indicated by this report from the Committee on Rules, anıl 
that it should go still further, and particularly that it should refer the 
appropriation bills for the Agricultural Department to the Committee 
on Agriculture, in order that that committee may consider all these 
questions, for, as I have said before, the expenditures of the Agricult- 
ural Department are not like those of any other branches of the Gov- 
ernment. The expenditures for the bureau itself are verygsmall, but 
as to the expenditures which may be made in the direction of investi- 
gation and of experiment the demands are very large, and they should 
be made much larger than they have been heretofore. 

I do not care to go into any general discussion of the other amend- 
ments which were offered by the Senator from Kansas in regard to re- 
ferring all the appropriation bills to the different committees and hav- 
ing them reported back and then sending them to the Committee on 
Appropriations. That is a question which is certainly worthy of grave 
consideration. I do not feel that I have given that subject considera- 
tion enough to express an opinion upon it at this time. I do notun- 
derstand that the question of referring the appropriations for rivers and 
harbors to the Internal Improvements Committee is now under consid- 
eration. I will inquire of the Senator who has this measure in charge 
KA am correct in that supposition, or I will make the inquiry of the 

ir. 

Mr. HALE. My colleague is not here. That has been reserved; 
it is not up at present. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. That is not to be considered in this 
vote; so I understood. The chairman of the Committee on Commerce 
is not now present, and I know he is deeply interested in that, and 
will desire to discuss it. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, in order that we may reach a vote upon 
this subject in proper divisions, or what seems to me to be proper divis- 
ions, I will move that the words in the rule reported in clause 1 be- 
tween the word ‘‘ Improvements” in the fourth line and the words 
“District of Columbia ’’ inclusive on the next line but one below, be 
stricken out, being these words: s 

And bills making ap we nbc for the expenses of the government of the 
District of Columbia, which shall be referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

And I move also to strike out the lines which carry the same force 
in the lower part of the second clause: 

Also amendments proposing new items of appropriations to bills for the ex- 
penses of the government of the District of Columbia shall, before being con- 
sidered, be referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

That will bring the vote I suppose to what Senators desire to vote 
upon. I get that impression from listening to thediscussion. Imake 
that motion to amend, if it is in order. ` 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is of opinion that’ it is in 
order, as it is to perfect the text of the rule, and takes precedence of 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. HALE. I do not want to take up the time of the Senate upon 
this question; it is not a new one either in this body or in the other 
body, where my colleague, the chairman of the committee reporting 
this rule, had somewhat long service. There never was the time there 
when there was not some form or condition of a struggle to shear the 
Committee on Appropriations of a large part of its power; it was a 
struggle that constantly came up. In the course of that debate, as 
everybody will see who has read it, and as is shown in the extracts 
from it read here by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck], there was 
found, what will undoubtedly be found here, that there is a feeling on 
the part of other committees that the control of the money of the Gov- 
ernment which is to be applied to any particular branch of the service 
should be in the hands of the committee raised to consider tlie interests 
and concerns of that Department. A Senator expressed it to me only a 
few moments ago quite epigrammatically. He said: ‘‘ You give us 
power to legislate, but that is good for nothing without the money to 
carry it out.’ Of course it was precisely to meet that condition that 
one Committee on Appropriations was_raised to consider all such sub- 
jects. 

I know from my own experience that the tendency of the mind of a 
member of either of the other committees calling for appropriation’ 
each year—the Military or the Naval Committee (I will speak of the 
latter because I have had service upon that committee)—is to gain all 
the power in appropriating money possible, and connected with that is 
the unerring result of desiring to have the power to appropriate more 
money. There has never been any exception to that. I think few 


If | Senators will dispute the statement that if all the business of the Com- 


mittee on Appropriations was taken from it and given to the several 
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committees we should then be confronted with a general scramble upon 


the part of each committee for more money. The Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. EDMUNDS] that point much more forcibly and clearly 
than I can, and his experience, never a member of the Appropriations 
Committee, but belonging to other committees here, taught him that. 

The Committee on Appropriations is liable to make great mistakes; 
there is no committee that is not; but it is so situated that it has no 
favoritism for any branch of the Government; it considersall. First, 
it determines, so far as in it lies, how much money in all shall be ap- 
propriated. In the work that is now going on in the other legislative 

` branch of the Government, in the work that is laid out by the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations of the House of Representatives, one of the first 
things that will be considered by the moving spirits of that committee 
is, how much money can we afford to give for all the branches of the 
Government. If there is to be a movement in the interest of what is 
called economy, that is the fundamental question; that is first attacked, 
and that isa proposition in which the Committee on Appropriations has, 
as I have said, no favoritism. It does not want to unduly build up the 
Army; it does not want to extravagantly increase the Navy; it does not 
want to waste money on the Indian service; and so on throughout all 
the Departments; and so you getan action complete in itself, though, as 
I have said, by no means perfect. The tendency of the mind upon 
other committees, that ma my own mind I know, is theother way. I 
am looking, if upon the Naval Committee, to that as a question of great 
importance. I do believe itto be. I do not think that there are many 
questions likely to come ‘before this Congress of more immediate im- 
portance than that; and if I were guided only by my investigations and 
desires upon that committee, I know that my mind inevitably would 
run toa appropriation than it would if I was considering all the 
needs of all the branches of the Government. This is so apparent that 
it is trite to say it, and I need not urge it. 

The Senator from New York who has just sat down, in speaking of 
his committee—an important committee, a committee touching the in- 
terests of millions of American people—said that there should be com- 
missions, if need be investigations, as to the relation of our commerce, 
the exporting of different supplies of animal food to other countries—a 
great question, it may be, one of growing importance—and that they 
should have the money todoitwith. Thereis no doubtofit. There 
never has been a time when every call of that kind was not most liber- 
ally responded to by the Committee on Appropriations, considering all 
branches.. We have appropriated money for the investigation of every 
subject of that kind without stint I had almost said—commissions to 
consider the questions of metallic currency, postal conventions, all the 
po growing interests that came up in the fish-culture that was al- 

uded to A dak because the committee is able to see that these are 
some of the needs of the Government 

There is another thing which has occurred to me just now that seems 
to me an additional reason why we should proceed very carefully in the 
consideration of this question. The Committee on Appropriations in 
the Senate Sear the last two years ae ee ee 
against the placing of legislation upon its bi t has seen the evil o 

making appropriation bills the sluice-way for general legislation. It 
is happily so constituted that it is able to take that attitude and carry 
it out for the reason that it has no favoritism for one Department over 
another; and it can by its action divest itself of the power and the 
temptation to exercise the power of putting legislation upon the gen- 
eral appropriation bills because of its general jurisdiction over all ap- 
propriation bills for all the Departments. You, Mr. President, well re- 
member how important it was considered in the last Congress. The 
Senator from Vermont who has spoken remembers that well. Nobody 
contributed to it more than he. It was considered an advance in the 
interests of good legislation; and that proposition was taken and main- 
tained. Butif you send the appropriation bills to the different com- 
mittees on the different Departments that are charged also with legis- 
lation, you will find it to be almost or quite an impossibility that leg- 
islation shall be kept from those bills. The two need not and ought 
not to be mixed. There should be a committee that takes that posi- 


tion and maintains it and has nothing whatever to do with general leg- | read 


islation. I do not believe that a better formula for our legislation can, 
be given here than that in these two propositions: the great depart- 
mental committees to consider, elaborate, perfect, and report the legis- 
lation necessary for those Departments, let them be ever so jealous in 
claiming the right to all that legislation; and then let there be one 
general committee that divests itself of all power to do that and appro- 
priates the moneys from the general revenues of the Government. You 
have got in that a purer legislation, you have got a more economic re- 
sult in your appropriations; and so it must have been considered by 
the great men who established these committees, 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, it seems to me that the whole of this 
question is properly determined by a consideration of what are the 
functions of the Committee on Appropriations. However important or 
unimportant, can they be di with unless some better is 
found to promote the objects desired? It seems to me that the chief 
object of the Committee on Appropriations is to preserve a proper cor- 
res ence between the receipts and revenues of the government and 


its disbursements, its appropriations. How can that be doneif each 


committee of the Senate has a right to fix the amount, so far as a.com- 
mittee can do it by a recommendation of the amount to be appropri- 
ated? Manifestly there can be no revising power by the Senate after 
the specific appropriation is fixed, if separate appropriation bills are to 
come from each committee. There can be no general te pre- 
sented by any agency whatever for the consideration of the Senate, and 
there can be no proportion preserved between the receipts, the revenues 
of the Government, and its disbursements. This, undoubtedly, is a 
necessary object, and one to which there can be no exception. If one 
committee, the Committee on the District of Columbia, has it, still the 
disproportion will exist. It is true there will be no great difference if 
that committee appropriates only a small amount, but the principle is 
unquestionably violated. It is necessary that there shall be a corre- 
spondence preserved between the amount of revenue received by the 
Government and the amount appropriated, and so far, as an incident, 
the Committee on Appropriations is vested with authority to make rec- 
ommendations as to items of appropriation which are excessive, extrava- 
gant, or too little for the object proposed. That is anecessary incident 
of the great power of making such recommendations to the Senate as 
will preserve the proper proportion between the disbursements and the 
revenue of the Government. 

The rule simply proposes, and so does the amendment proposed b 
the Senator from Kansas, that a compulsory reference shall be ae 
to the committee instead of a voluntary exercise of the power which 
the committees now possess, for every committee of this body has the 
complete power, of its own volition, to recommend to the Senate such 
appropriations within the sphere of its jurisdiction asit sees fit or thinks 
proper to recommend. The Committee on the District of Columbia has 
that power now, and if the rules be insufficient for that purpose, the 
proper remedy manifestly is to amend the rules so that the committee 
may make its recommendation at any time, either when the appropria- 
tion bill is pending or before. It is manifest, therefore, that the com- 
mittees have all the power now that they would have then, unless this 
rule shall deprive the Committee on Appropriations of its entire func- 
tion of supervising and revising the aggregate of appropriations sub- 
mitted to the body. s 

The simple question is as to the necessity of a compulsory reference, 
when an appropriation bill comes here from the House of Representa- 
tives, to the several committees of the items of appropriations relating 
to the special objects and powers of each committee. It seems to me 
that this view of the case settles the question. There can be no proper 
agency but some committee which shall have power to make recom- 
mendations looking to an aggregate of the disbursements of the Gov- 
ernment. There can be no such looking to an aggregate without a 
power of revision and of supervision of each particular item of appro- 
ee and that has been committed to the Committee on Appropria- 

ons. 

I do not perceive that there is any force in the arguments which have 
been submitted to us, because the committees have now absolute power 
to make recommendations such as they see fit upon all the subjects 
within the jurisdiction of each committee. As I interpret the rules, a 
committee has power when an appropriation bill comes here to take 
every item of that appropriation bill, relating to the subjects within the 
jurisdiction of that committee, and either recommend the appropriation 
according to the bill or in exéess of it or in diminution of it. Thesim- 
ple difference, as it appears to me, proposed by this rule, is that of a 
compulsory reference to a committee, except so far as the rule now stands 
without the amendment of the Senator from Kansas that it gives to the 
Committee on the District of Cohambia and the Committee on Internal 
Improvements the absolute right to recommend such appropriations as 
they see fit for the immediate action of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], pending which 
the Chair asks indulgence to submit some messages from the President 
of the United States. 

ILLINOIS AND MICHIGAN CANAL. 


The following message from the President of the United States was 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I submit a communication from the governor of the State of Illinois, with a 
copy of an act of the General Assembly of that State, tendering to the United 
States the cession of the Illinois and Michigan Canal upon condition that itshall 
be enlarged and maintained as a national water way for commercial purposes. 

The proposed cession is an element of the subject which Congress had under 
consideration in directing by the act of Angas 2,1 a survey for a canal 
from a point on the Illinois River at or near the town of Hennepin by the most 
practicable route to the ippi River at or above the city of Island, 
the canal to be not less than seventy feet wide at the water line, and not less 
than seven feet in depth of water, and with oer. for vessels of at least 280 
tons en; and also a survey of the Illinois and Michigan Canal, and an esti- 
mate of the cost of enlarging it to the dimensions of the proposed canal between 
Hennepin and the Mississippi River. 

The surveys ordered in 
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for 1882 in the States of Ilinois, Wisonsin, Iowa, Minnesota, omen ere Ne- 
braska was more than a thousand million bushels, It is claimed if the 
rtation route which is now continuous from the Atlantic 


cago 

benefit in the reduction of freight sone would result to the people of the U) 
per Mississippi Valley, whose productions I have only partly noted, not only 
upon their own shipments, but upon the articles of commerce used by them, 
which are now taken from the Eastern States by water only as far as Chicago. 

As a matter of great interest, ere, to the citizens of that part of the 
country, I commend the general subject to your consideration. 

CHESTER A, ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 8, 1884. 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that the message be printed and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Are there not accompanying papers? 

Mr. CULLOM. My motion includes whatever papers accompany the 


message. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The papers also should be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The message will be printed, with the 
accompanying papers, and referred to the Committee on Commerce if 
there be no objection. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and 
the order is made. 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER COMMISSION REPORT. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith to the House of em plnene dt a communication from 
earbenaiticcal A of War, submitting the annual report of the Mississippi River Com- 
mission, 

I take this occasion to invite the-early attention of Congress to the contin- 
uation of the work on the Mississippi River which is being carried on under 
the plans of the commission. My sense of the importance of the improvement 
of this river, not only to the ple of the Northwest but especially to the in- 
habitants of the Lower Mississippi Valley, has already been expressed in a 
s communication to the last Congress. The harvests of grain and cotton 
produced in the region borde: upon the Mississippi are so vast as to be of 
national importance, and the project now being executed for their cheap trans- 
portation should be sufficiently provided for. 

The commission report that the results due to the still uncompleted works 
have been remarkable and give the highest encouragement for expecting the 
ultimate success of the improvement. 

The act of August 2, 1882, appropriated $4,123,000 for the work on that part of 
the river below Cairo. The estimates of the commission already transmitted 
© Congress call for $3,000,000 for the continuation of the work below Cairo, and 
it appears from their report that all of the last appropriation available for active 
operations has been exhausted, and that there is ently needed an immediate 
appropriation of $1,000,000 to continue the work without loss of time, in view of 

e approach of the flood season, with its attendant dangers. 

I therefore recommend to Congress the early passage of a separate bill on this 


subject. 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 

Executive Mansion, January 8, 1884. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the communication be referred to the 
Committee on the Improvement of the Mississippi River and Tribu- 
taries. 

The motion was agreed to. 

EXPENDITURES OF DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in compliance with Senate reso- 
lution of December 13, 1883, copies of all vouchers not heretofore com- 
municated to the Senate audited by the First Auditor on account of 
expenses incurred by the Department of Justice since March 4, 1881; 
which was read. 

meget WYCK. I move that those papers be printed and laid on 
the table. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. They should be referred in the end, I think, as 
they respect judicial matters, to the Committee on the Judiciary, but I 
have no objection to their being printed and lying on the table for the 

resent. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Iwill probably in the future have no objection 
to that disposition of the matter, but I thought it best at present that 
they should take the course I have indicated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘That order will be made if there be 
no objection. The Chair hears none. 

DETACHED ARMY SERVICE. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a letter from the 
Secretary of War, transmitting, in compliance with Senate resolution of 
December 10, 1883, a statement of the names and rank of officers of the 
Army on detached service, &c., including officers on sick leave, &c.; 
which, on motion of Mr. PLUMB, was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

TRADE WITH CUBA AND PORTO RICO. 


Mr. MILLER, of California, submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President be, and he is hereby, requested, if in his opinion 
itis not incompatible with the public interests, to furnish for the information of 
the Senate copies of ed papers in his possession relative to any correspond- 
ence or negotiations with the Government of Spain upon the subject of dis- 
eae dutes upon commerce between the Uni States and Cuba and 


FOX AND WISCONSIN RIVER IMPROVEMENT. 
Mr. SAWYER submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved by the Senate of the United States, That the Secretary of War be, and he 
is hereby, instructed to report to the Senate what legislation, fp Rabe onsite 
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for the immediate carrying out of the proviso contained in the aporopriauon for 
improving the Fox and Wisconsin Rivers, a part of chapter 375 of the laws passed 
by the Forty-seventh Congress, which proviso is in these words: *' Provided, That 
the Secretary of War shall, without delay, cause the channe? of the Lower Fox 
River, between Lake Winnebago and the upper Government dam at gi ae 
to be restored to its natural width and capacity, and shall cause such changes 
and alterations to be made in the dams at Menasha and Appleton, not incon- 
sistent with security to navigation, as may be necessary to reduce to and main- 
tain the waters of Lake Winnebago an e Butte des Morts respectively at 
their natural height;” and to furnish such pon, eres as may in his opinion be 
pertinent as to the method of carrying out proviso, and what. if any, lands 
it is necessary to take and appropriate in order to carry out the same. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr, BLAIR, it was 
‘Ordered, That the papers in the case of Isaac Polhamus, jr., and others, be 
taken from the files and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
On motion of Mr. JONAS, it was 


Ordered, That Mrs. Myra Clarke Gaines be permitted to withdraw from the 
files of the Senate the papers in relation to her claim, subject to the rules of the 


COMPENSATION OF CONGRESSIONAL EMPLOYÉS? 


Mr. PLATT. By the act of March 3, 1883, a joint commission was 
appointed to consider the question of the salaries and compensation of 
the officers and employés of the Senate and House of Representatives, 
respectively, and the number of such employés necessary for the 
official transaction of the business of the two Houses, and it was directed 
to report at a given day, and also to recommend legislation on the sub- 
ject. The commission has met, and after a good deal of consultation 
and investigation has been unable toarrive at any such conclusion that 
it is able to agree upon any legislation. I, as chairman of the commis- 
sion, present now the report of the commission, and move that it lie on 
the table and be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


SPECIAL ASSISTANT ATTORNEYS. 
Mr. VAN WYCK submitted the following resolution; which was, 


ordered to lie on the table and be printed: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be directed to examine and 


report what legislation, if any, 1s necessary to restrict the appointment of special 
assistant attorneys and phon A ayents or detectives in Department of Justice, 
and report by bill or otherwise. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. MILLER, of New York. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

Mr FRYE. I understand the report of the Committee on Rules to 
be the unfinished business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That remains the anfinished busi- 
ness. The question is on the motion of the Senator from New York. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After 17 minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 3 o'clock and 45 minutes p. 
m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, Jahuary 8, 1884. 


The House metat 12 o’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. JOHN 
8. LiNpsay, D. D. 
THE JOURNAL. 


He: — proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings of yester- 
y, when 

Mr. RYAN said: I ask unanimous consent that the reading of so 
much of the Journal as relates to the introduction of bills and joint 
resolutions be dispensed with. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

The residue of the Journal having been read, the Journal was ap- 
proved. 

COMMATTEE CLERKS. 
Mr. RANDALL, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was read, considered, and adopted: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Accounts be, and it is hereby, au.norized and 
directed to designate the committees which in the judgment of the said Com- 
mittee on Accounts should be allowed clerks for the present Congress under 
the ative, judicial, and executive appropriation bill for the year ending 
June 30, 1884, and to report to the House without delay for its action thereon. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PRINTING FOR COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. RANDALL. Iamdirected by the Committee on Appropriations 
to ask unanimous consent for the adoption of the resolution which T 
send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the peo er on Appropriations be authorized to have printed 
or bound all documents forthe use of said committee they may deem nec- 


ts 
— connection with subjects in relation to appropriations being considered 
or to committee during the present Congress, 


considered by the 


Mr. RANDALL. This, Mr. Speaker, is the usual resolution. 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered and adopted. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


IMPROVEMENT OW MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 


Mr. HUNT, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint resolution (H. 
Res. 78) for the immediate appropriation of $1,000,000, in accordance 
with the urgent request of the Mississippi River commission, for the 
preservation, repair, and construction of certain works of said river; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 


PRACTICE IN PATENT SUITS. 


Mr. CALKINS. Iask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 311) to regulate practice in patent suits. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress , That in any suit hereafter brought, in any court 
having jurisdiction in patent cases, for an alleged use or infringement of any 
patented article, device, process, invention, or discovery, where it shall appear 
that the defendant in such suit purchased the same in good faith for his own 

rsonal use from the manufacturer thereof, or from a person or firm engaged 
in the open sale or practical application thereof, and applied the same for and 
to his own use, and not for sale, and not in any manufacturing pi if the 
plaintiff shail not recover the sum of twenty dollars or over, the defendantshall 
recover costs, unless it shall also oe that the defendant, at the time of such 
purchase or practical application, had actual knowledge or notice of the exist- 
ence of sucli patent, or unless the defendant puts in issue the plaintiff's right to 
recover anything in the suit: Provided, That nothing herein contained shall ap- 
ply to articles manufactured outside of the United States. 

See. 2. That in all suits hereafter brought as aforesaid against a defendant 
other than a manufacturer or seller of such patented article, device, process, 
invention, or discovery, the plaintiff shall,at the commencement of such suit, 
given bond, tothe approval of the clerk, with sufficient surety, to be conditioned 

tthe plaintiff will pay all costs and attorneys’ fees that may be adjuged 
against him ; and if the defendant shall finally prevail in such suit, the court 
shall allow costs, and a reasonable sum, not exceeding $50, for counsel fees, to 
the defendant, which shall be recoverable by suit, in the name of the clerk, upon 
said bond, or by fee-bill on execution. A failure by the plaintiff to give such 
bond shall, on motion, be ground for dismissal of the suit. 


The SPEAKER. Is there unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill which has been read? 

Mr. RICE and Mr. KELLEY objected. : 

Mr. VANCE. The Committee on Patents are preparing to consider 
that subject, and will no doubt report upon it during the present ses- 
sion. 

Mr. CALKINS. ‘The necessity for a measure of this kind is very 

urgent. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order.’’] 

s AID TO TELEGRAPH COMPANIES. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Irise to a privileged question. I have been di- 
rected by the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads to report 
back with a favorable recommendation the resolution which I send to 
the desk. 

The SPEAKER. That is a privileged matter under the rule, which 


requires resolutions of inquiry referred to committees to be reported |. 


back withip one week. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Whereas Congress has at various times since the Ist day of July, 1862, passed 
laws aiding in the construction of railroad and telegraph lines by the loan of 
United States bonds and grants of land; and 

Whereas the operation of said telegraph lines for the Government and the 
public are inseparable from the operation of the railroad lines as a condition of 
said aid in bonds and lands: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be requested to report to the House 
whether any railroad company so aided has granted, or attempted to grant, to 
any other corporation or telegraph company any rights to operate the lines of 
telegraph belonging to said railroad company, so as to prevent the said railroad 
company from fully Peoro duties to the Government and the public or 
from granting equal facilities in all respects to all persons and corporations 
without discrimination. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to this resolution. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I would like the gentleman to state the action 
of the committee to which the resolution has been referred. 

Mr. BINGHAM Ihave been unanimously directed to report the 
resolution back with a recommendation that it be adopted. 

The resolution was to. 

Mr. BINGHAM moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRITISH SPY IN POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. MONEY. I rise to make a privileged report. The Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads have unanimously directed me to 
report back without amendment the resolution which I send to the 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas it has been publicly and Oe erage stated in the public press that a 
British spy named M. È O'Brien had n Slowo to tamper with the Ameri- 


can mails in the city of New York, and, known as such to the United States In- 
spector Newcome, was by him permitted to visit his office in the New York 


post-oflice, where he had ap; 
open the correspondence 


ntly unlimited opportunity to tamper with and 
yeni Aex AD AATE endl citizens, and where he 
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laid his plans for entrapping those unfortunate men, some of them American 
citizens, who were recently tried in Liverpool and sentenced to imprisonment 
for life: Therefore, 

Resolced, That the Postmaster-General is hercby directed to examine into this 
matter and communicate to this House the facts and circumstances connected 
therewith, together with the correspondence relating thereto, 


The resolution was considered and adopted. 

Mr. MONEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. i 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Several members demanded the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being demanded, the Chair, in 
pursuance of the unanimous consent given yesterday, will resume the 
call of States and Territories for the introduction of bills and joint res- 
olutions. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE TO LETTER-CARRIERS, ETC. 


Mr. SKINNER, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 2409) grant- 
ing letter-carriers and clerks in first and second class post-offices thirty 
days’ leave of absence in each tiscal year; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

COMPENSATION OF THIRD-CLASS POSTMASTERS. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2410) to 
amend section 3860 of the Revised Statutes, allowing compensation to 
post-offices of the third class for office-rent, clerk-hire, &e.; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Oftice 
and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN WALLACE. 


Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 2411) for 
the relief of John Wallace; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MARY A. REYNOLDS. 


Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2412) 
for the relief of Mary A. Reynolds; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

FRANCIS H. ELLISON. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2413) 
for the relief of Francis H. Ellison; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


COURT DRESS. 


Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, also submitted the following resolu- 
tion of inquiry; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State is hereby directed to inform this House 
whether our ministers to foreign countrics obcy the law of March 27, 1867, ir. 
reference to dress at foreign courts, and if any correspondence has been had on 
this subject since the ge of said law, thal « copies of such correspondence 
may be communicated to this House for its information and action. 


BUTLER & PITKIN. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, also introduced a joint resolution (H. 
Res. 79) for the relief of the late firm of Butler & Pitkin; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 

BILLS OF LADING. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER introduced a bill (H. R. 2414) to make bills of 
lading conclusive evidence in certain cases; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 4 

SPANISH FERRY-BOAT. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2415)) to carry into 
effect the decree of the district court of the United States for the south- 
ern district of New York in the ease of the Spanish ferry-boat Nuestra 
Senora de Regela; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

ABOLISHING DUTIES ON TIMBER, ETC. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2416) abolishing du- 
ties on timber, lumber, and other products of the forest; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 


MRES. MARY LOUISE CRAVEN. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2417) granting an 
increase of pension to Mrs. Marie Louise‘Craven; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 
1 COPYRIGHT. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2418) granting 
copyrights to citizens of foreign countries; which was read a first and 
second time. 
atone SPEAKER. The bill will be referred to the Committee on 

tents, 
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Mr. DORSHEIMER. I move that it be referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks under the rules of the House it 
should go to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. COX, of New York. The bill looks to legislation in reference 
to the law of copyright, and it might as well go to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. N 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will put the question to the House. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ROBERT NUTT. 

Mr. RAY, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 2419) granting a 

nsion to Robert Nutt; which was read a first and second time, re- 

erred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
JACOB MAYER. > 

Mr. RAY, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2420) grant- 
ing a pension to Jacob Mayer; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MARRIAGE AND DIVORCE. 

Mr. RAY, of New York, also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 
80) proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States, 
giving to Congress power to pass uniform laws regulating marriage 
and divorce in the several States and Territories; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

IMITATION BUTTER AND CHEESE. 

Mr. RAY, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2421) to regu- 
late the exportation of articles made in imitation of butter and cheese; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

PREVENTION OF PENSION FRAUDS. 

Mr. BAGLEY also introduced a bill (H. R, 2422) to protect appli- 
cants for pension and to prevent frauds on the Pension Office; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ABOLITION OF TRADE-DOLLAR. 

Mf. BAGLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2423) for the purchase of 
the trade-dollar with fractional coins of the United States and repeal- 
ing the act authorizing the coinage of the trade-dollar; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM E. WOODBRIDGE. 

Mr. BAGLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2424) to authorize the 
Commissioner of Patents to hear and determine the application of 
William E. Woodbridge for an extension of letters patent; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Patents, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PRIVATE AND LOCAL BILLS. 

Mr. BEACH introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 81) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

CATHARINE HENRY. . 

Mr. BEACH also introduced a bill (H. R. 2425) granting a pension 
to Catharine Henry; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


GOVERNMENT AID TO PRIVATE CORPORATIONS. . 

Mr. BEACH also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 82) p i 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; which RATA 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. ; 

BRIDGE ACROSS HUDSON RIVER. 

Mr. BEACH also introduced a bill (H. R. 2426) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Hudson River between Storm King and 
Break Neck Mountains, in the State of New York; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

STATUTE OF LIMITATIONS. 

Mr. BEACH also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 83) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

REPEAL OF SECTION 2771, REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. BEACH also introduced a bill (H. R. 2427) to repeal section 2771 
of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

PHILEMON B. PURVIS. 
Mr. BEACH also introduced a bill (H. R. 2428) granting a pension 
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to Philemon B. Purvis; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
NATURALIZATION 

Mr. BEACH also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 84) propos- 
ing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

VETO POWER. 

Mr. BEACH also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 85) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; which was’ 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. KATE L. CUSHING. “ 

Mr. BREWER, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 2429) to place 
the name of Mrs. Kate L. Cushing, widow of the late Commander Will- 
iam B. Cushing, on the pension-roll; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be « 
printed. 

HEBREW PERSECUTION, RUSSIA. 

Mr. COX, of New York, introduced the following resolution of in- 
quiry; which was read, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs: A 

Resolved, That the President of the United States, if not incompatible with the 
public service, communicate to this House all communications between the Gov- 
ernment of Russia and that of the United States, not heretofore communicated. 


with respect to the condition and treatment of Hebrews by the Government of 
Russia, and especially with reference to Hebrew citizens of the United States. 


COL, CHARLES C. LONG. 

Mr. COX, of New York, also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 
86) tendering the thanks of Congress to Col. Charles C. Long; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed, 

FREE SHIPS AND SHIP MATERIALS. 

Mr. COX, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2430) amenda- 
tory of title 48 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, so as toau- 
thorize the purchase of foreign-built ships by citizens of the United 
States for use in the foreign carrying trade and for free-ship materials; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Select Com- 
mittee on American Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SILVER THREE-CENT COINAGE, 

Mr. COX, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2431) to pro- 
hibit the coinage of the three-cent piece of silver; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures, and ordered to be printed. 

; MRS. JANE YOUNG. 

Mr. COX, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2432) for the 
relief of Mrs. Jane Young; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LICENSE TAX—COMMERCIAL TRAVELERS. 

Mr. COX, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2433) to re- 
lieve commercial travelers from license taxes; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

REAR-ADMIRAL J. W. A. NICHOLSON. 

Mr. COX, of New York, also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 
87) to authorize J. W. A. Nicholson, rear-admiral in the United States 
Navy, to accept certain decorations and presents from foreign govern- 
ments; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

r LETTER-CARRIERS. 

Mr. COX, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2434) for the 
relief of letter-carriers; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MONUMENTS ON BATTLE-FIELDS. 

Mr. COX, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2435) to en- 
courage the societies of the vicinage to erect monuments on battle-fields; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Library, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE CONWAY. 

Mr. SLOCUM introduced a bill (H. R. 2436) for the relicf of George 
Conway; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF THE ARMY. 

Mr. SLOCUM also introduced a bill (H. R. 2437) to improve the con- 
dition of the Army; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

HIRAM ANDERSON ET AL. 
Mr. SLOCUM also introduced a bill (H. R. 2438) for the relief of 


K 


280 CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. JANUARY 8, 


Hiram Anderson and others; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
JOHN T. HALL. 

Mr. SLOCUM also introduced a bill (H. R. 2439) for the relief of 
John T. Hall; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Select Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, 
and ordered to be printed. 

USEBUS SWEET. 

Mr. NUTTING (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 2440) granting 
a pension to Usebus Sweet; which was read a first and second time, 
referred tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


PRISONERS IN CONFEDERATE PRISONS. 

Mr. NUTTING also introduced a bill (H. R. 2441) granting pensions 
to all soldicrs and sailors of the rebellion who were confined in con- 
federate prisons and certain of their heirs in case of their decease; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Select Committee on 
the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CHARLES H. GETMAN ET AL. 

Mr. NUTTING also introduced a bill (H. R. 2442) authorizing the 

yment by the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States to Charles 

. Getman, to the firm of E. W. Rathbun & Co., the firm of Kinyon, 
Wright & Co., the firm of Bond & Jenkins, and the firm of Page, Fair- 
child & Co, certain duties paid by them on imported lumber accident- 
ally burned while in custody of officers of customs and before the same 
had entered into consumption; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN DRISCOLL. 

Mr. NUTTING also introduced a bill (H. R. 2443) to relieve John 
Driscoll, late of Company B, Second Battalion Sixteenth United States 
Infantry, from charge of desertion; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ELIZABETH AND H. F. STOUGHTON. 

Mr. JOHNSON introduced a bill (H. R. 2444) for the relief of Eliz- 
abeth Stoughton and Hattie F. Stoughton; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

THOMAS B, NICHOLS. 

Mr. JOHNSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2445) for the relief of 
Thomas B. Nichols; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SARAH CARTER. 

Mr. JOHNSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2446) for the relief of 
Sarah Carter; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CATHERINE TERRY. 

Mr. JOHNSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2447) for the relief of 
Catherine Terry; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MILITARY RESERVATION AT PLATTSBURG, N. Y. 

Mr. JOHNSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2448) dedicating the 
military reservation at Plattsburg, N. Y., to the village of Plattsburg 
for a public park; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

HARLEM RIVER NAVIGATION., 

Mr. JOHNSON also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 88) author- 
izing and requiring the Secretary of War to contract for the improve- 
ment of Harlem River navigation; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered 
to be printed. 

SURETIES ON OFFICIAL BONDS. 

Mr. MILLARD introduced a bill (H. R. 2449) to enable corpora- 
tions to become sureties on official bonds; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

DEFENSE OF FRONTIER IN 1864. 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York, introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 
89) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to pay certain expendi- 
tures incurred by the State of New York for the defense and protection 


of the frontier from invasion from Canada in the year 1864; which was- 


read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 


SERGT. A. B. VAN HEUSEN. 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York, also introduced a joint resolution (H. 
Res. 90) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to turn over, free of 
duty, a silver cup, won by Sergt. A. B. Van Heusen as a member of 
the American rifle team at Wimbledon in July, 1883; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 


REFUND OF DUTIES ON ARMS. 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2450) to 
refund duties paid by the State of New York on arms imported in 1863; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

PHBE H. MEECH. 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2451) 
granting a pension to Phæbe H. Meech; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. ; 

3 JAMES GILBERT. 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2452, for 
the relief of James Gilbert; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANK 8. MARSH, 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2453) 
granting a pension to Frank 8. Marsh; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JOHN AMMAHAIE, 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2454) ex- 
planatory of an act directing the Second Auditor to settle the pay and 
bounty aceount of John Ammahaie (or Ammahe) passed June 30, 1876; 
which was read a first and second,time, referred to the Select Commit- 
tee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and ordered 
to be printed. : 

ISHMAEL JONES. 

Mr. SPRIGGS introduced a bill (H. R. 2455) granting a pension to 
Ishmael Jones; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JULIA STOKES. 

Mr. SPRIGGS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2456) granting u pension 
to Julia Stokes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

; RICHARD DILLON. 

Mr. SPRIGGS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2457) granting a pension 
to Richard Dillon; which was read a first and second time, reierred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARGARET CORRIGON. 

Mr. SPRIGGS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2458) granting a pension 
to Margaret Corrigon; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH AURAND. 

Mr. SPRIGGS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2459) for the relief of 
Elizabeth Aurand; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CATHERINE TEACHOUT. 

Mr. SPRIGGS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2460) for the relief of 
Catharine Teachout; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH AURAND. - 

Mr. SPRIGGS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2461) for the relief of 
Elizabeth Aurand; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

BENJAMIN F. POPE. 

Mr. SPRIGGS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2462) to confirm the title 
of Benjamin F: Pope to his office of assistant surgeon in United States 
Army; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

INTEREST ON WAR LOANS BY STATES. 

Mr. STEVENS introduced a bill (H. R. 2463) to reimburse the sev- 
eral States for interest paid on war loans, and for other purposes; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. F 

POSTAL CLERKS. 

Mr. STEVENS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2464) authorizing the 
Postmaster-General to grant postal clerks leave of absence with pay 
in case of injury by railroad accident while on duty, and to pay one 
year’s salary to the widow or the guardian of the minor children of 
any postal clerk killed while on duty by railroad accident; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE DAVY. 

Mr. STEVENS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2465) for the relief of 

George Davy, granting him arrears of pension; which was read a first 


and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, anc 
ordered to be printed. 
GEORGE W, MATHER. 


Mr. STEVENS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2466) for the relief of 
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George W. Mather; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


CLAIMS AGAINST FRANCE. 


Mr. STEVENS also submitted the following resolution; which was 
read, and, under the rule, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs: 


Kesolved, That the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, re- 
quested to communicate to the House of Representatives, bern Seinen i 
vith the public interest, copies of any correspondence that may have taken ec 
between the Government of the United States and the Government of the 
hyo Republic relative to the withdrawal! from the French and American 
Claims Commission of the claims of citizens of the United States for indemnity 
for property captured on the high seas by the naval forces of the French Re- 
public and alleged to have been condemned as prize of war, and copies of the 
instructions issued to the agents and counsel of the United States and to the 
commissioner on the part of the United States before said commission relative 
to the withdrawal of said claims. 


FRENCH AND AMERICAN CLAIMS COMMISSION. 

Mr. STEVENS also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 91) with 
reference to the claims of the commission between the Goyernments of 
France and the United States; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANK M. WOODRUFF 

Mr. PAYNE introduced a bill (H. R. 2467) granting an increase of 
pension to Frank M. Woodruff; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN STEVENS. 

Mr. PAYNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2468) granting a pension 
to John Stevens; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MICHAEL WOOD. 

Mr. PAYNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2469) granting a pension 
to Michael Wood; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

COL, JAMES C. DUANE. 


Mr. BELMONT introduced a bill (H. R. 2470) for the relief of Col. 
James C. Duane, Corps of Engineers, brevet brigadier-general United 
States Army; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE M. HAWKINS. 

Mr. BELMONT also introduced a bill (H. R. 2471) granting a pen- 
sion to George M. Hawkins; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee and Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS C. ELLISON. 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE introduced a bill (H. R. 2472) for the relief of 
Thomas C. Ellison; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MARGARET A. CASWELL. 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2473) for the re- 
lief of Margaret A. Caswell; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 2474) to 
amend sections 1298 and 1302 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affnirs, and ordered to be printed. 

RELIEF OF INSURANCE COMPANIES. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 2475) for 
the relief of the Continental Fire Insurance Company, the Eagle Fire 
Insurance Company, the City Fire Insurance Company, and the Com- 
mercial Mutual Insurance Company, all of New York city; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 

SALE OF NAVY-YARD PROPERTY, BROOKLYN, N. Y. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 2476) pro- 
viding for the sale of navy-yard and United States hospital Jand on and 
near Wallabout Bay, in the city of Brooklyn, N. Y.; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF RANDOLPH LESCHOT. 

Mr. GREENLEAF introduced a bill (H. R. 2477) for the extension 
of letters patent to the heirs of Randolph Leschot; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered 
to be printed. 

CHARLES PERLEY. 

Mr. HARDY introduced a bill (H. R. 2478) for the relief of Charles 
Perley; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ANN JANE MACKEY. 

Mr. HARDY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2479) granting a pension 
to Ann Jane Mackey; which was read a first and second time, 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
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MARGARET KEARNS. 

Mr. HARDY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2480) granting a pension 
to t Kearns; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

RICHARD H. BIRMINGHAM. 


Mr. POTTER introduced a bill (H. R. 2481) for the relief of Richard 
H. Birmingham; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

DR. GEORGE P. M’CARTHY. ~* 

Mr. POTTER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2482) for 
the relief of the widow of George P. McCarthy; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS THACHER. 

Mr. POTTER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2483) for the relief of 
Thomas Thacher; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

NORMAN WIARD. 

Mr. POTTER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2484) for the 
relief of the creditors and assigns of Norman Wiard; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

TREADWELL SEAMAN, JR. 

Mr. POTTER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2485) for the 
relief of Treadwell Seaman, jr.; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

COMMITTEE STENOGRAPHERS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

Mr. POTTER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2486) relat- 
ing to stenographers of committees of the House of Representatives; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Rules, and ordered to be printed. 

GENERAL W. W. AVERELL. 

Mr. ARNOT introduced a bil ee R. 2487) authorizing the retire- 
ment of Bvt. Maj. Gen. William W. Averell, United States Army, with 
the rank and pay of a brigadier-general; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

R. D. HAY. 

Mr. SCALES introduced a bill (H. R. 2488) for the relief of R. D. 
Hay; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

PETER K. DEDERICK. 

Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (H. R. 2489) for the relief of Peter K. 
Dederick; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents, and ordered to be printed 

WILLIAM WHEELER HUBBELL, 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2490) to determine the 
rights of William Wheeler Hubbell and the United States, respectively, 
therein stated; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

FREE BRIDGE, GEORGETOWN, D. C. 

Mr. VANCE (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2491) to pro- 
vide a free bridge across the Potomac River at Georgetown, D. C.; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

SYLVESTER MITCHELL. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2492) for the relief of Syl- 
vester Mitchell, a loyal citizen of North Carolina; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims,and 
ordered to be printed. 

MES. MARY MERRILL. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2493) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Mary Merrill; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printe’. 

BRYAN TYSON. 

Mr. VANCE (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2494) for the 
relief of Bryan Tyson, to indemnify him for loss on a certain mail con- 
tract; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

H. J. WILSON. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2495) for the relief of H. 
J. Wilson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MARTIN HUBBARD. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2496) for the relief of 

Martin Hubbard, of North Carolina; which was read a first and second 


referred | time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 


printed. 
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DOUGLASS SYPHAX AND OTHERS. A 

Mr. O'HARA (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 2497) for the 
lief of Douglass Syphax and others; which was read a first and second 
time; referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CIVIL RIGHTS. 

Mr. O'HARA also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 92) pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

REBATE ON TOBACCO. 

Mr. GREEN introduced a bill (H. R. 2498) to provide for the pay- 
ment to jobbers and dealers in manufactured tobacco of such sums of 
money as have been and may hereafter be found due them on claims 
presented for rebate of taxes under the provision of section 4 of the 
act of March 3, 1883; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH C. HOGAN. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina, introduced a bill (H. R. 2499) for the 
relief of Joseph C. Hogan, of North Carolina; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, DURHAM, N. C. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2500) to 
provide for the erection of a public building for the accommodation of 
the post-office, custom-house, and other Government offices in the city 
of Durham, in the State of North Carolina; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. ‘ 

CLARENCE W. DE KNIGHT. 

Mr. DOWD introduced a bill (H. R. 2501) for the relief of Clarence 
W. De Knight; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Accounts, and ordered to be printed: i 

JOSEPH BOST. 

Mr. DOWD also introduced a bill (H. R. 2502) for the relief of Joseph 
Bost; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

STEPHEN JOHNSON. 

Mr. YORK introduced a bill (H. R. 2503) for the relief of Stephen 
Johnson, of Alleghany County, North Carolina; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JAMES KILBY. 

Mr. YORK also introduced a bill (H. R. 2504) for the relief of James 
Kilby; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

; RACHEL DANCY. 

Mr. YORK also introduced a bill (H. R. 2505) for the relief of Rachel 
Dancy, of Wilkes, North Carolina; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM JENNINGS. 

Mr. YORK also introduced a bill (H. R. 2506) for the relief of Will- 

iam Jennings; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
‘Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
JOHN M’FADDEN. 

Mr. MCKINLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 2507) for the relief of John 
McFadden ; which was read a firstand second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH R. WHITE. 

Mr. McKINLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 2508) for the relief of Jo- 
seph R. White; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

: ANN H. CUNNINGHAM. 

Mr. McKINLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2509) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Ann H. Cunningham; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

DAVID HARRINGTON. , 

Mr. McKINLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2510) to remove the 
charge of desertion against David Harrington; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. : 

SAMUEL BAKER. 

Mr. MCCORMICK introduced a bill (H. R. 2511) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Samuel Baker; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. M. W. REED. 
Mr. McCORMICK also introduced a bill (H. R. 2512) granting a 
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pension to Mrs. M. W. Reed; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed 


MARIA ASHFORD. 

Mr. McCORMICK also introduced a bill (H. R. 2513) granting a 
pension to Maria Ashford; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

EDWARD F. VANCE. ; 

Mr. McCORMICK also introduced bill (H. R. 2514) for the relief of 
Edward F. Vance; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. and ordered to be printed. 

i RICHARD ELSWICK. 

Mr. McCORMICK also introduced a bill (H. R. 2515) granting a 
pension to Richard Elswick; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. . i 
ALFRED F. CUMPSTON. 

Mr. McCORMICK also introduced a bill (H. R. 2516) granting a 
pension to Alfred F. Cumpston; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN CLEMMONS. 

Mr. McCORMICK also introduced a bill (H. R. 2517) granting a 
pension to John Clemmons; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS H. BUSH. 

Mr. McCORMICK also introduced a bill (H. R. 2518) granting a 
pension to Thomas H. Bush; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MICHAEL O'NEIL, SR. 

Mr. McCORMICK also introduced a bill (H. R. 2519) granting a 
pension to Michael O’ Neil, sr.; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SALLY ANN BRADLEY. 

Mr. McCORMICK also introduced a bill (H. R. 2520) granting a 
pension to Sally Ann Bradley; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN DARLING, 

Mr. MCCORMICK also introduced a bill (H. R. 2521) granting a 
pension to John Darling; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN Q. BELLVILLE. 

Mr. McCORMICK also introduced a bill (H. R. 2522) granting a 
pension to John Q. Bellville; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ELMER A. JOHNSON. 

Mr. McCORMICK also introduced a bill (H. R. 2523) granting a pen- 
sion to Elmer A. Johnson; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY TUMINE. 

Mr. McCORMICK also introduced a bill (H. R. 2524) granting a 
pension to Mary Tumine; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LOGAN COUNTY, OHIO. 

Mr. KEIFER introduced a bill (H. R. 2525) to transfer Logan County 
from the western division of the northern judicial district of Ohio to 
the eastern division of the southern district of said State; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judici- 
ary, and ordered to be printed. 

FREDERICK W. KOEHLER. 

Mr. KEIFER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2528) forthe ~elief of Fred- 
erick W. Koehler; which was read a first and second ume, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY J. SHARP. 

Mr. KEIFER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2527) granting a pension 
to Henry J. Sharp; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARINDA W. REED. 

Mr. KEIFER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2528) granting a pension 
to Marinda W. Reed; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ALEXANDER B. JEENBARGER. 


Mr. KEIFER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2529) granting u pension 
to Alexander B. Jeenbarger; which was read a first and second time, 


referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
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JAMES A. BARR. 


Mr. KEIFER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2530) for the relief of James | 


A. Barr; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
PETER MOTT. 

Mr. GEDDES introduced a bill (H. R. 2531) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of Peter Mott; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

SARAH MEAD. 

Mr. GEDDES also introduced a bill (H. R. 2532) granting a pension 
to Sarah Mead; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

a CHARLOTTE BUCK. 

Mr. GEDDES also introduced a bill (H. R. 2533) granting a pension 
to Charlotte Buck; which was read a first ami second time, referred to 
the Comniittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM T. ALEXANDER. 

Mr. MURRAY introduced a bill (H. R. 2534) for the relief of Will- 
iam T. Alexander; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM ARCHIBALD. 

Mr. MURRAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2535) granting a pension 
to William Archibald; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MICHAEL MACK. 

Mr. MURRAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2536) ting a pension 
to Michael Mack; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

; HUGH RYAN. 

Mr. MURRAY also introduced abill (H. R. 2537) granting a pension 
to Hugh Ryan; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CHRISTIANA ELDERMETER. 

Mr. MURRAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2538) granting a pension 
to Christiana Eldermeier; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. KISER. 

Mr. MURRAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2539) granting a pension 
to George W. Kiser; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PRISCILLA J. SMALL. 

Mr. MURRAY also introduced a bill (H. Rt. 2540) granting a pension 
to Priscilla J. Small; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM J. M’PHERSON. 

Mr. MURRAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2541) granting a pension 
to William J. McPherson; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ISAAC H. LYNN. 

Mr. MURRAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2542) granting a pension 
to Isaac H. Lynn; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES RODEN. 

Mr. MURRAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2543) granting a pension 
to James Roden; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

, MEXICAN WAR PENSIONS. 

Mr. MURRAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2544) amending the law 
granting pensions to the soldiers and sailors of the war of 1812 and 
their widows, and extending its provisions to the soldiers, sailors, and 
marines employed in the war with Mexico; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN SCHMIDT. 

Mr. MURRAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2545) granting a pen- 
sion to John Schmidt; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JACOB KASERMAN. 


Mr. MURRAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2546) granting a pen- 
sion to Jacob Kaserman; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PATRICK M’NICHOLAS. 

Mr. MURRAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2547) granting a pen- 
sion to Patrick McNicholas; which was read a firstand second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
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CHARLES DOENHORDT. 


Mr. MURRAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2548) to relieve Charles 
Doenhordt from the charge of desertion; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

DEPARTMENT OF INDUSTRY. 

Mr. FORAN (by Mr. FoLLETT) introduced a bill (H. R. 2549) to es- 
tablish and maintain a department of industry; which was read a first 
and pooni time, referred to the Committee on Labor, and ordered to be 
printed. 

IMPORTATION OF CONTRACT LABORERS. 

Mr. FORAN (by Mr. FOLLETT) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2550) 
to prohibit the importation of foreigners and aliens under contract or 
agreement to perform labor in the United States, its Territories, and 
the District of Columbia; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Labor, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES MUNROE. 

Mr. FORAN (by Mr. FoLLETT) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2551) 
granting a pension to Charles Munroe; which was read a first and sevond 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ALFRED HOPKINS. 

Mr. FORAN (by Mr. FoLLETT) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2552) 
for the relief of Alfred Hopkins; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CLEVELAND, OHIO. 

Mr. FORAN (by Mr. FoLLETT) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2553) 
donating to the city of Cleveland, Ohio, a certain tract of land for 
streets and park purposes; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JOSEPH W. PARISH. 

Mr. FOLLETT introduced a hill (H. R. 2554) for the relief of Jo- 
seph W. Parish; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL LAFAYETTE BANK. 

Mr. FOLLETT also introduced a bill (H. R. 2555) to change the 
name of the “‘ National Lafayette and Bank of Commerce” to that of 
‘National Lafayette Bank; ’’ which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be 
printed. ‘ 
HENRY F. SCHRADER. 

Mr. FOLLETT also introduced a bill (H. R. 2556) fot the relief of 
Henry F. Schrader; which was read a first and» second time, referred 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

CAPT. H. S. SAYRE. 

Mr. HART introduced a bill (H. R. 2557) granting a pension to Capt. 
H. S. Sayre; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MES. SARAH COLES. 

Mr. HART also introduced a bill (H. R. 2558) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Sarah Coles; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JACOB HOLDER. 

Mr. HART also introduced a bill (H. R. 2559) granting a pension to 
Jacob Holder; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DAVID HICKS. 

Mr. JORDAN introduced a bill (H. R. 2560) for the relief of David 
Hicks; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LITIGANTS IN UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr. JORDAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2561) for the relief of the 
litigants in United States courts; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and —rdered to be 
printed. 

SALE OF PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. HILL introduced a bill (H. P. 2562) to provide for the sale and 
disposal of the public lands of the United States; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SUSAN R. GASSAWAY. 

Mr. HILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2563) for the relief of Susan 
R. Gassaway; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. HELEN RAYMOND. 

Mr. HILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2564) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Helen Raymond; which ‘vas read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
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CONDEMNED ORDNANCE OF DEFIANCE, OHIO. 

Mr. HILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2565) granting condemned 
ordnance to the Soldiers’ Monumental Association of Defiance, Ohio; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CONDEMNED ORDNANCE, ARCHBOLD, OHIO. 

Mr. HILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2566) granting condemned 
ordnance to James Betts Post, Grand Army of the Republic, No. 107, 
of Archbold, Ohio; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

OBEDIAH A. BIGLEY. 

Mr. HILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2567) granting & pension to 
Obediah A. Bigley; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

POSTAL SERVICE. 

Mr. HILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2568) to provide for the con- 
struction of fficesin the United Statesand to increase the efficiency 
of the postal serie which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PENSIONERS. 

Mr. WILKINS introduced a bill (H. R. 2569) for the relief of cer- 
tain pensioners; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

RACHAEL A. M’GOWAN, 

Mr. WILKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2570) granting a pen- 
sion to Rachael A. McGowan; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. ` 

SARAH MAXWELL. 

Mr. WILKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2571) granting a pen- 
sion to Sarah Maxwell; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

W. H. H. DEGARMO. 

Mr. WILKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2572) granting a pen- 
sion to W. H. H. 0; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

AMOS HIXSON. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR introduced a bill (H. R. 2573) grantinga 
pension to Amos Hixson; which was read a first and second time, re- 
jerred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ROSELLA PEGG. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLORalso introduced a bill (H. R. 2574) grant- 
ing a pension to Rosela Pegg; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. ~ 

ABRAHAM KELLY. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 2575) grant- 
ing relief to Abraham Kelly; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Select Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, 
and Back Pay, and ordered to be printed. 

€ AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR introduced a bill (H. R. 2576) to repeal sec- 
tion 840 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

M. Z. GILMAN. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 2577) granting a 
pension to Mrs. M. Z. Gilman; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
y COLLINS MORSE AND HENRY C. GRAY. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 2578) for the relief 
of Collins Morse and Henry C. Gray; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES H. LIGHT. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 2579) granting a 
pension to Charles H. Light; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 


printea. 
THOMAS H. LAWRENCE. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2580) 
for the relief of Thomas H. Lawrence; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 

inted. 


aay CAPT. H. H. HUMPHREYS. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2581) 
for the relief of Capt. Henry H. Humphreys; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 


JAMES R. RICHARDSON. 


Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2582), 
for the relief of James R. Richardson; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HARRIET SHACKLETT. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2583) 
for the relief of Harriett Shacklett; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ESTATE OF JOHN W. DEAR. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2584) 
for the relief of the administrator of the estate of John W. Dear, de- 
ceased; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Gom- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. MOREY introduced a bill (H. R. 2585) to amend section 1207 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and to provide for the ex- 
amination of officers of artillery before promotion; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed- 

LIEUT. JOHN G. KYLE. 

Mr. MOREY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2586) for the payment of 
the funeral expenses of Lient. John G. Kyle; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MRS. ELIZABETH ENDERS, 

Mr. MOREY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2587) for the relief of Mrs. - 
Elizabeth Enders; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF PENSION LAWS. 

Mr. MOREY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2588) to amend the pen- 
sion laws; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

RESTORATION OF LANDS TO PUBLIC DOMAIN. 

Mr. GEORGE introduced a bill (H. R. 2589) to restore to the public 
domain lands within the indemnity limits of the military wagon-road 
from Dalles City, on the Columbia River, to Fort Boisé, on the Snake 
River; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

RENT OF LAND OFFICES. 

Mr. GEORGE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2590) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Interior to make allowance for rent of United States. 
land offices; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGES ACROSS WILLAMETTE RIVER. 

Mr. GEORGE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2591) to authorize the 
Oregon Pacific Railroad Company to construct one or more bridges 
across the Willamette River, in the State of Oregon, and to establish 
them as post-roads; which was-read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

AVERY D. BABCOCK AND WIFE. 

Mr. GEORGE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2592) for the relief of 
Avery D. Babeock and wife, of Oregon; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

FEES OF REGISTERS AND RECEIVERS. 

Mr. GEORGE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2593) in relation to cer- 
tain fees allowed registers and receivers; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

GOVERNMENT TRANSPORT-BARGE TORRENT. 

Mr. GEORGE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2594) for the relief of 
sufferers by the wreck of the Government transport-barge Torrent; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee or 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

FREDERICK BENO. 

Mr. GEORGE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2595) to grant an increase 
of pension to Frederick Beno; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed 

R. G. COMBS. 


Mr. GEORGE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2596) for the relief of R. 
G. Combs and others for labor and material furnished in the palling i 
of the United States revenue-cutter Thomas Corwin; which was 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

HENRY H. WOODWARD. 

Mr. GEORGE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2597) for the relief of 
Henry H. Woodward; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
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COLLECTION OF TONNAGE. TAX. 

Mr. GEORGE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2598) to allow the cities 
of Portland and Astoria, in Oregon, to levy and collect tonnage taxes 
for the improvement of certain rivers and harbors; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

LIEUT. M. C. WILKINSON. 


Mr. GEORGE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2599) for the relief of | 


Lieut. M. C. Wilkinson; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
ELIZABETH BATES. : 
Mr. GEORGE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2600) for the relief of 
Elizabeth Bates; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


STEAM VESSEL FOR SPECIAL SERVICE IN ALASKAN WATERS. 
Mr. GEORGE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2601) appropriating cer- 
tain moneys for the construction of a steam vessel of the revenue 
marine and steam-launch for special service in Alaskan waters; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 
5 A. B. MEACHAM. 


Mr. GEORGE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2602) for the relief of 
the heirs of A. B. Meacham; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

OREGON INDIAN WAR CLAIMS. 

Mr. GEORGE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2603) to pay the n 
Indian war claims audited by Philo Callender; which was read a 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

BENJAMIN F. MILLARD. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT introduced a bill (H. R. 2604) for the relief of 
Benjamin F. Millard; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC LANDS HELD BY ALIENS. 

Mr. HOPKINS introduced a bill (H. R. 2605) limiting the quantity 
of public lands which may be acquired or held by aliens within the 
jurisdiction of the United States; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Iask that the paper accompanying the bill, which 
gives a partial statement of the lands held in the United States by aliens, 
be published in the RECORD for general information. 

The SPEAKER. That can not be done during this call, and the 
gentleman will reserve it till another time. - 

SALE OF DONATED LANDS. 

Mr. HOPKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2606) requiring the sale 
of public lands donated by the United States to various corporations; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES MILLINGER. 

Mr. HOPKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2607) for the relief of 
James Millinger; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. SARAH BRYAN LEET. 

Mr. HOPKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2608) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Sarah Bryan Leet; which was read a first and second time, 
ski to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

THOMAS MULVEHILL. 

Mr. HOPKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2609) for the relief of 
Thomas Mulvehill; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


CHRISTOPHER SHAEFNOCKER. 

Mr, LAWRENCE introduced a bill (H. R. 2610) providing for the 

pay of Christopher Shaefnocker, late second lieutenant of Company D, 
ne hundred and ninth Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 
ARMAND, WILLIAM A., AND JAMES C. RAMSEY. 

Mr, LAWRENCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2611) granting a pen- 
sion to Armand, William A., and James C. Ramsey; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES PLUCK. 

Mr. HARMER introduced a bill (H. R. 2612) to remove the charge of 
desertion against James Pluck, late of Company K (subsequently C), 
Ninety-fifth Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

EFFICIENCY OF ARMY. 
Mr, HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2613) to promote the 


efficiency of the Army; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM GADBURY. 

Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2614) granting a pension 
to William Gadbury, late of Company A, Ninety-ninth Pennsylvania 
Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HERMAN CLAUDIUS. ` 

Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2615) granting a pension 
to Herman Claudius, late of Company B, Fifth Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH JOHNSON. 

Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2616) prn doga prion 
to Elizabeth Johnson, foster-mother of John Johnson, late of Company 
H, Seventy-first Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MICHAEL J. DUNN. 

Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2617) for the relief of 
Michael J. Dunn, late a first lieutenant in the One hundred and fifteenth 
Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM ARMSTRONG. 

Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2618) granting a pension 
to William Armstrong, late of Company F, Second Pennsylvania Heavy 
Artillery; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. YOUNG. 

Mr. HARMER also introduced a bill (H. R. 1619) for the relief of 
William H. Young; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MARGARET D. MARCHAND. 


Mr. EVANS, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. 2620) grant- 
ing a pension to Margaret D. Marchand; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

AMY MILLER. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. 2621) 
granting a pension to Amy Miller; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM SWIFT. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
2622) granting a pension to William Swift; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

ARTHUR I. M’CONNELL. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2623) 
granting a pension to Arthur I. McConnell; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MARIAH BETTS. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2624) 
granting a pension to Mariah Betts; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LIEUT. JOHN NELSON. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 2625) 
granting an increase of pension to John Nelson, first lieutenant of Com- 
pany K, Eighteenth Pennsylvania Cavalry; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JOSEPH A. COONS. 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 2626) 


granting a pension to Joseph A. Coons; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. ‘ 


NOAH CATON. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
2627) granting a pension to Noah Caton; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

JACOB D. TETWILER. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2628) 
granting a pension to Jacob D. Tetwiler; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 


ABRAHAM HOWARD. 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
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2629) granting a pension to Abraham Howard; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 


HELENA HERMANS. 

Mr. POST, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. 2630) for the 
relief of Helena Hermans; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Select Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and 
Back Pay, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE A. REESE. 

Mr. CONNOLLY introduced a bill (H. R. 2631) for the relief of 
George A. Reese; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CONNOLLY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2632) for the relief of 
George A. Reese; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


STATE MILITIA. 

Mr. CONNOLLY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2633) for the special 
and uniform instruction of State militia; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Militia, and ordered to 
printed. 

5 JOSEPH SNYDER. 

Mr. CONNOLLY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2634) granting a pen- 
sion to Joseph Snyder, of Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN H. COOK. 

Mr. CONNOLLY also introduced a bill (I. R. 2635) granting a pen- 
sion to John H. Cook; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


_ LIEUT. JOHN C. GEYER. 
Mr. CONNOLLY also introduced a bill (H. R. 263G) for the relief of 


Lieut. John C. Geyer; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


EZRA NEFF. 

Mr. PATTON introduced a bill (H. R. 2637) for the relief of Ezra 

Neff; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ISABELLA C. SWISHER. 


Mr. PATTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2638) grantinga pension 
to Isabella C. Swisher; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ISAAC WOODSIDE. 


Mr. PATTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2639) for the relief of 
Isaac Woodside; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. MELVILLE. 

Mr. BINGHAM (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 2640) for the 
rewarding of Chief Engineer George W. Melville, United States Navy, 
for meritorious services, &e.; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. S. A. WRIGHT AND MRS. C. FAHNESTOCK. 

Mr. BINGHAM (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2641) for 
the relief of Mrs. S. A. Wright and Mrs. C. Fahnestock; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Patents, and 
ordered to be printed. | 

MRS. MARGARET CASSIDY. 

Mr. BINGHAM (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2642) for 
the relief of Mrs. Cassidy; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN LEIDE. 

Mr. BINGHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 2643) granting a pen- 
sion to John Leide, late of Company H, Twenty-ninth Regiment Penn- 
sylvania Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES MONOHAN. 

Mr. BINGHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 2644) restoring to the 
pension-rolls the name of James Monohan, minor child of Roger Mono- 
han, deceased; late a private in Company A, One hundred and eighty- 
sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

ESTHER HUDSON. : 

Mr. BINGHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 2645) granting a pen- 
sion to Esther Hudson, mother of William H. Hudson, deceased, late of 
Company G, Twenty-sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, and 
Company E, One hundred and ninety-first Regiment Pennsylvania Vol- 
unteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ELIZA WARR. + 

Mr. BINGHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 2646) granting a pen- 
sion to Eliza Warr, widow of Isaac Warr, late of Company F, One hun- 
dred and fourteenth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

PHILLIP LOTZ. 

Mr. BINGHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 2647) granting a pension 
to Phillip Lotz, late a corporal of Company I, Fifth Regiment Pennsyl- 
vania Cavalry Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM F. PRATT. 
Mr. BINGHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 2648) authorizing the 


-| President of the United States to appoint William F. Pratt, late a sec- 


ond assistant engineer in the United States Navy, upon the retired-list 
of the Navy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MARTIN JACOBY. 

Mr. SMITH introduced a bill (H. R. 2649) granting a pension to 
Martin Jacoby; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ISAAC WISE. 

Mr. ATKINSON introduced a bill (H. R. 2650) granting a pension 
to Isaac Wise; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed, 


S. A. SANDERSON. 

Mr. ATKINSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2651) for the relief of 
S. A. Sanderson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JESSE MEADATH. 

Mr. ATKINSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2652) granting a pen- 
sion to Jesse Meadath, late of Company D, Forty-seventh Pennsylvania 
Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES WILLIAM BUTLER. 

Mr. ATKINSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2653) granting a pen- 
sion to James William Butler; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MARY A. TYSON. 

Mr. ATKINSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2654) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary A. Tyson; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

INTERNATIONAL ELECTRICAL EXHIBITION. 

Mr. MUTCHLER introduced a bill (H. R. 2655) to authorize the ap- 
pointment of a scientific commission, which may conduct a national 
conference of electricians and special investigations on the occasion of 
the international electrical exhibition to be held in Philadelphia in 
1884; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM SCHNEIDER. 

Mr. MUTCHLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2656) granting a pen- 
sion to William Schneider, late a private in Company C, Twelfth Penn- 
sylvania Volunteers; which wus read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. GRIFFIN. 

Mr. MUTCHLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2657) for the relief of 
George W. Griffin; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL L. WHITESELL. 

Mr. MUTCHLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2658) to increase the 
pension of Daniel L. Whitesell, latea sergeant of Battery ©, Fifth United 
States Artillery; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

EDWARD W. HORN. 


Mr. MUTCHLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2659) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Edward W. Horn; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

WILLIAM PRINTZ. 

Mr. CURTIN (by Mr. MUTCHLER) introduced a bill (H. R. 2660) 
granting a pension to William Printz; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 


ASAPH W. CLARKE. 
Mr. CURTIN (by Mr. MUTCHLER) also introduced a bill (H. R. 
2661) for the relief of Asaph M. Clarke, allowing him pay as a soldier 
in the volunteer service of Pennsylvania; which was read a first and 
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second time, referred to the Select Committee on the Payment of Pen- 
sions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and ordered to be printed. 
GEORGE W. MELVILLE. 

Mr. CURTIN (by Mr. MUTCHLER) also introduced a bill (H. R. 
2662) to provide for the proper rewarding of Chief Engineer George W. 
Melville, United States Navy, for meritorious service, &c.; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. CURTIN (by Mr. MUTCHLER) also introduced a bill (H. R. 
2663) supplementary to the act of March, 1883, increasing the pension of 
soldiers who lost a leg above the knee or an arm above the elbow in 
the late war; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Select Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, 
and ordered to be printed. 

COMMANDER T. A. M. CRAVEN. 

Mr. CURTIN (by Mr. MUTCHLER) also introduced a bill (H. R. 
2664) granting an increase of pension to the widow of the late Com- 
mander T. A. M. Craven; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

J. P. DUNN, 

Mr. CURTIN (by Mr. MUTCHLER) also introduced a bill (H. R. 
2665) granting a pension to J. P. Dunn; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH EDWARDS. 

Mr. STORM introduced a bill (H. R. 2666) for the relief of Elizabeth 
Edwards; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

RICHARD EDWARDS. 

Mr. STORM also introduced a bill (H. R. 2667) granting a pension to 
Richard Edwards; which, was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ANDREW L. CRONK. 

Mr. STORM also introduced a bill (H. R. 2668) for the relief oftAn- 
drew L. Cronk; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM R. SMITH. 

Mr. STORM also introduced a bill (H. R. 2669) for the relief of Will- 
iam R. Smith; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

SARAH A. SCOTT. 


Mr. BOYLE introduced a bill (H. R. 2670) granting a pension to Sarah 
A, Scott, widow of John D. Scott, deceased, late first lieutenant of Com- 


pany H, First Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry; which was’ 


read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 
JACOB HICKS. 

Mr. BOYLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2671) granting a pension 
to Jacob Hicks; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES T. IRWIN. 

Mr. BOYLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2672) granting a pension 
to James T. Irwin; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

j ISAAC PRATT. 

Mr. BOYLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2673) granting a pension 
to Isaac Pratt; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ANN RUFFNER. 

Mr. BOYLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2674) granting a pension to 
Ann Ruffner; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL YOUNG. 

Mr. BOYLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2675) granting a pension 
toSamuel Young; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM BEISTEL. 

Mr. BOYLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2676) granting a pension 
to William Beistel; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MARY P. MACBLAIR. 

Mr: O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. 2677) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary P. MacBlair; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DR. A. P. FRICK. 
Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2678) 


to authorize the President, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, to appoint Dr. A. P. Frick an assistant surgeon in the United 
States Army; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES L. SELFRIDGE. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2679) 
for the relief of James L. Selfridge; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MRS, SARAH C. HAIG, 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2680) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah C. Haig; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. k 

THEODORE ARTZ. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2681) 
granting a pension to Theodore Artz; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

CATHARINE BERNHART. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2682) 
granting a pension to Catharine Bernhart; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the @ommittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

GEORGE L. DOUGLASS. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2683) for 
the relief of George L. Douglass; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


J. G. FELL AND OTHERS. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H, R. 2684) 
for the relief of J. G. Fell, Edward Hoopes, and George Burnham; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PARDON WORSLEY. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. 2685) for the 
relief of Pardon Worsley; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIO BUILDING, WILLIAMSPORT, PA. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2686) 
to amend an act entitled “An act to provide a building for the use of 
the United States circuit and district courts of the Unrted States, the 
post-office, and other Government offices at Williamsport, Pa.,’’ and 
making an additional appropriation therefor; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

MARGARET M’CORMICK. 
Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2687) 
ting arrears of pension to Margaret McCormick; which was read a 
t and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 
JAMES E. DEMOREST. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2688) 
to rerate the pension of James E. Demorest; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

RICHARD S. SHECKELS. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2689) 
granting a pension to Richard S. Sheckels; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the’ Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

ANDREW J. PUTMAN. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2690) 
granting a pension to Andrew J. Putman; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

WILLIAM B. WEBSTER. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2691) 
granting a pension to William B. Webster; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

SARAH KENNEDY. r 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2692) 
granting a pension to Sarah Kennedy; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS IN TERRITORIES. 


Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2693) 
to regulate the manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors in the Ter- 
ritories of the United States, with a provision to submit the same to 
the voters therein for ratification; which was read a first and second 
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time, referred to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic, 
and ordered to be printed. 
PROTECTION OF CITIZENS. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2694) 
to provide for the further protection of citizens of the United States and 
others against the violation of certain rights secured to them by the Con- 
stitution of the United States; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

CIVIL RIGHTS. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, also introduced joint resolution (H. 
Res. 94) proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 3 

PUBLIC BUILDING, WEST CHESTER, PA. 

Mr. EVERHART introduced a bill (H. R. 2695) for a public build- 
ing at West Chester, Pa.; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered 
to be printed. 

CATHARINE HALL. 

Mr. EVERHART also introduced a bill (H. R. 2696) granting a pen- 
sion to Catharine Hall; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordere@ to be printed. 

NATIONAL PHARMACOPCEIA. 

Mr. RANDALL introduced a bill (H. R. 2697) to prepare and pub- 
lish a national pharmacopeia for the United States; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF JACOB CRAMER. 

Mr. RANDALL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2698) for the relief of 
the heirs of Jacob Cramer; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JAMES KANE. 

Mr. RANDALL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2699) for the relief of 
James Kane; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MARTIN MURPHY. 
Mr. RANDALL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2700) for the relief of 


Martin Murphy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


FREDERICK MAYER. 
Mr, RANDALL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2701) granting a pen- 


sion to Frederick Mayer; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
MRS. ELLIDA I. MIDDLETON. 

Mr. RANDALL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2702) granting a pen- 
to Mrs. Ellida I. Middleton, widow of the late Rear-Admiral Edward 
Middleton, United States Navy; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. MELVILLE. 

Mr. RANDALL also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 93) tend- 
ering the thanks of toand conferring additional rank on Chief 
Engineer George W. Melville, United States Navy, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

GRANT OF LAND TO PROVIDENCE. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (H. R. 2703) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to convey land in Providence, R. I., for highway 
purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

CORPS OF JUDGE-ADVOCATES. 

Mr. SPOONER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2704) to remove a dis- 
crimination against the corps of judge-advocates inthe Army; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

STEPHEN N. SMITH. 


Mr. SPOONER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2705) for the relief of 
hen N. Smith; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. > 
SALE OF SCHOOL LANDS IN SOUTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. MACKEY introduced a bill (H. R. 2706) to provide for the re- 
demption and sale of the school farm lands now held in South Carolina 
by the United States; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, BEAUFORT, S. C. 


Mr. MACKEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2707) for the erection of 
a public building at Beaufort, S. C., for the use of the post-office, cus- 


tom-house, and other Government offices; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. AMELIA YEOMANS. 

Mr. MACKEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2708) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Amelia Yeomans; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

BEAUFORT MOUNTED GUARD. 

Mr. MACKEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2709) providing for the 
payment of the Beaufort Mounted Guard; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

J. A. THOMAS. 3 

Mr. HEMPHILL introduced a bill (H. R. 2710) restoring to the pen- 
sion-ro}l the name of J. A. Thomas, of Sonth Carolina; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

ABOLITION OF TAX ON TOBACCO. 

Mr. PIERCE introduced a bill (H. R. 2711) to enable tobacco-plant- 
ers to sell the tobacco raised by them free from any internal-revenue 
tax; -which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

REPEAL OF DUTY ON SUGAR AND SALT. 

Mr. PIERCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2712) to admit sugar and 
salt free of duty; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

ALFRED H. THOMAS, DECEASED. 

Mr. PIERCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2713) to amend the war 
record of Alfred H. Thomas, deceased; which was reada first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

THOMAS E. WILSON, 

Mr. BAYNE (by Mr. Houx) introduced a bill (H. R. 2714) to in- 
crease the pension of Thomas E. Wilson; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JAMES SHERIDAN. 

Mr. HOUK introduced a bill (H. R. 2715) granting arrears of pen- 
sion to James Sheridan; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS TO CERTAIN CIVIL OFFICERS, 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 2716) granting a pension to 
certain civil officers of the United States and their widows; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Select Committee on the Pay- 
ment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and ordered to be printed. 

NEW MARKET COLLEGE, TENNESSEE. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 2717) for the relief of the 
trustees of New Market College, located at New Market, Tenn. ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIS N. ARNOLD. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 2718) for the relief of Willis 
N. Arnold; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PAY OF TENNESSEE MILITARY ORGANIZATIONS. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 2719) to pay members of 
certain military organizations therein named; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

WILLIAM LEWIS. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 2720) for the relief of Will- 
iam Lewis; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS J. PROSISE, 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 2721) for the relief of 
Thomas J. Prosise; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. - 

MARTHA TURNER. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 2722) for the relief of Martha 
Turner; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM P. LOWERY. 


Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 2723) for the relief of Will- 
iam P. Lowery; which was read a first and second time, referred to 


the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PAY OF CERTAIN NON-COMMISSIONED OFFICERS. 


Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 2724) for the relief of cer- 
tain honorably discharged non-commissioned officers named therein; 
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which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on | Simeon Savage, of Grundy County, Tennessee; which was read a first 


War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH AT LOUDON, TENN. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 2725) for the relief of the 
trustees of the Presbyterian church at Loudon, Loudon County, Ten- 
nessee; which was read a first and second time; referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

BRANDY MADE FROM FRUITS. 

Mr. DIBRELL introduced a bill (H. R. 2726) to abolish the internal- 
revenue tax upon brandy made from fruits; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

M’MINNVILLE AND MANCHESTER RAILROAD. 

Mr., DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2727) directing the 
Quartermaster-General to settle with the McMinnville and Manchester 
Railroad Company, and for other purposes; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
, to be printed. : 
TENNESSEE JUDICIAL DISTRICTS. 

Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2728) detaching Grundy 
County, Tennessee, from the southern district of Tennessee and attach- 
ing it to the middle district of said State; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 
be printed. | 

ROAD TO CHATTANOOGA NATIONAL CEMETERY. | 

Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2729) making an appro- 
priation to complete the road to the national cemetery near Chatta- 
nooga, Tenn.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, aud ordered to be printed. 

WIDOW OF HENRY BROWN. 

Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2730) to pay back pay 
and bounty to the widow of Henry Brown, deceased; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Select Committee on the Payment 
of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and ordered to be printed. 

. JOHN DAVIS. 

Mr DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2731) to remove the 
charge of desertionagainst John Davis, late of Company E, Thirty-ninth 
Indiana Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES M. ALLISON. 

Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2732) to restore James 
M. Allison, a soldier in the war with Mexico, to the pension-roll; which 
‘wus read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

NEWTON J, MELTON. 

Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2733) granting a pen- 
sion to Newton J. Melton, late a private in the war with Mexico; which 
was read a firstand second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. : 

WILLIAM F. M. HYDER. 

Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2734) to restore the name 
of William F. M. Hyder to the pension-roll; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

HARSFORD MATHERLY. 

Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2735) granting a pension 
to Hartford Matherly, late of Company I, Third Kentucky Infantry; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. F 

ELIZABETH M’CLOUD. 

Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2736) granting a pen- 
sion to Elizabeth McCloud; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH FINLEY. 

Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2737) granting a pen- 
sion to Elizabeth Finley; which was a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM T. GREEN. 

Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2788) granting a pen- 
sion to William T. Green; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. PRESBY. 

Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2739) granting a pension 
to George W. Presby, late a private Company D, First Tennessee Light 
Artillery; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

/ SIMEON SAVAGE. 


Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 2740) for the relief of 
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and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 
ESTATE OF THOMAS JONES. 

Mr. PETTIBONE introduced a bill (H. R. 2741) for the relief of 
the estate of Thomas Jones; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL P. EVANS. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2742) for the relief 
of Samuel P. Evans; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

CLEVLIN C. CREECH. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R..2743) granting apen- 
sion to Clevlin C. Creech; which was read a and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

NOXIOUS MEDICINES IN THE MAILS. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2744) to prevent the 
use of the United States mails in advertising noxious and injurious 
medicines; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

SILAS M. M’GUIRE. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2745) for the relief 
of Silas M. McGuire; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. _ 

JOHN SCUDGINGTON. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2746) for the relief 
of John Scudgington; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JENNETTE M’LELLAND, 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2747) granting a pen- 
sion to Jennette McLelland; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN R, HUGHES, 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2748) for the relief 
of John R. Hughes; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed, 

B. F. YOE. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2749) for the relief 
of B. F. Yoe; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed, 

JAMES AND WILLIAM WHITE. > 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2750) for the relief 
of James White, and the legal representatives of William White, de- 
ceased; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. . 

JOHN ©. BYNUM. ` 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2751) for the relief - 
of the legal representatives of John C. Bynum, deceased; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH HENDERSON. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2752) for the relief 
of the legal representatives of Joseph Henderson, deceased; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

FIELDING HENRY. 

Mr, PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2753) for the relief 
of Fielding Henry; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES F. CULLEN. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2754) for the relief 
of James F, Cullen; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN R. SCHULTZ. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2755) for the relief 
of John R. Schultz; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. MARTHA SMITH. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2756) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Martha Smith; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM F. M. HYDER. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2757) to restore the 
name of William F. M. Hyder to the pension-roll; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed.. 

NANCY PRITCHETT, > 
Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2758) granting a pen- 
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sion to Nancy Pritchett; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
WILLIAM WILSON. 


Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced, a bill (H. R. 2759) for the relief 
of William Wilson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS F. JOHNSON. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2760) for the relief 
of Thomas F. Johnson; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be pristed. 

J. F. M. LEWIS. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2761) restoring the 
name of J. F. M. Lewis to the pension-roll; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

ALBIRA TRENT. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2762) granting a pen- 
sion to Albira Trent and minor children; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. : 3 

BRUCE F. YEAGER. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H, R. 2763) granting a pen- 
sion to Bruce F. Yeager; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PAULINA JONES. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2764) granting a pen- 
sion to Paulina Jones; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARTHA E. JONES. 

Mr. PETTIBONE Also introduced a bill (H. R. 2765) granting a pen- 
sion to Martha E. Jones; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SARAPHINA E. DUKES. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2766) for the relief of 
Saraphina E. Dukes, widow of Alexander Dukes; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

DR. JOHN TEMPLETON. 


Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2767) for the relief 


of Dr. John Templeton; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
SAMUEL BIRD. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2768) for the relief 
of Samuel Bird; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Comihittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JESSE HUMPHREYS. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2769) for the relief of 
Jesse Humphreys; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ESTATE OF JOHN D. RILEY. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2770) for the relief 
of the estate of John D. Riley, deceased; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JAMES WHITE. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2771) for the relief 
of James White; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims; and ordered to be printed. 

ays JAMES A. GALBRAITH. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2772) for the relief 
of James A. Galbraith; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN W. MINK. 

Mr, PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2773) for the relief 
of John W. Mink; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

, SARAH $. HENDERSON. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2774) for the relief 
of Sarah S. Henderson; which was read a first and time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PETER SMITH. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2775) for the relief 
of Feter Smith; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PLEASANT W. FORTNER.+ 
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Adjutant-General’s Office; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. - 
ISAAC RAINS. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2777) for the relief 
of Isaac Rains; which was read a first and secend time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JURORS IN UNITED, STATES COURTS. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2778) prescribing the 
method of drawing jurors in the courts of the United States; which was. 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judici- 
ary, and ordered to be printed. 

W. W. BOVELL. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2779) for the relief 
of W. W. Bovell; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


TARIFF AND TAXATION. 


Mr. WARNER, of Tennessee, introduced a bill (H. R. 2780) to abol- 
ish the duty on trace-chains and plows used for ing purposes, and 
chopping axes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the- 
Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WARNER, of Tennessee, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2781) to 
abolish the tax on tobacco in the hands of farmers and producers; which, 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WARNER, of Tennessee, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2782) to 
abolish the duty on the Bible; which was read a first and second time, 
ls to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be- 
printed. ‘ 

PHILLIP NEW DECKER. 

Mr. WARNER, of Tennessee, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2783) 
granting a pension to Phillip New Decker; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

SALARIES OF HEADS OF DEPARTMENTS. 


Mr. WARNER, of Tennessee, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2784) to- - 
reduce the salaries of the heads of departments of the United States, 
and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Select Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, and ordered to- 
be printed. 

: NATIONAL BOARD OF HEALTH. i 

Mr. YOUNG introduced a bill (H. R. 2785) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to prevent the introduction of infectious and contagious dis- 
eases into the United States and to establish a national board of health;” 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Select Commit- 
tee on the Public Health, and ordered to be printed. 


APPEAL IN UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr. YOUNG also introduced a bill (H. R. 2786) providing for appeal 
in all criminal cases tried in courts of the United States; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee‘on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. WHITESIDE. 

Mr. YOUNG also introduced a bill (H. R. 2787) for the relief of 
William H. Whiteside; which was read a first and second time, referred. 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WAR RECORD. 

Mr. YOUNG also introduced à bill (H. R. 2788) to provide for the- 
printing of additional copies of the War Record; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered. 
to be printed. 

. FEES OF CLERK OF SUPREME COURT. 

Mr. YOUNG also introduced a bill (H. R. 2789) to regulate the fees. 
and emoluments of the clerk of the Supreme Court of the United 
States; which was: read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice, and ordered to be 
printed. 

COSTS IN UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr. YOUNG also introduced a bill (H. R. 2790) to provide for the 
payment of costs by the unsuccessful party in all suits in United States. 
courts wherein the United States isa party; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

CORONNA, TAUSSIG & CO. AND OTHERS. 

Mr. YOUNG also introduced a bill (H. R. 2791) for the relief of 
Coronna, Taussig & Co. and others; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. 7 
JOHN THOMAS BROWN. 

Mr. YOUNG also introduced a bill (H. R. 2792) for the relief of John 


Mr, PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2776) to remove the | Thomas Brown; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
charge of desertion against Pleasant W. Fortner from the records in the | Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
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WILLIAM G. FORD. 


Mr. YOUNG also introduced a bill (H. R. 2793) for the relief of Will- 
iam G. Ford, administrator of John G. Robinson, deceased; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

HIRAM JOHNSON AND OTHERS. 

Mr. YOUNG also introduced a bill (H. R. 2794) for the relief of 
Hiram Johnson and others; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. JULIA ELLIOTT. 

Mr. YOUNG also introduced a bill (H. R. 2795) for the relief of Mrs. 
Julia Elliott; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

REUBEN S. JONES. 

Mr. YOUNG also introduced a bill (H. R. 2796) for the relief of Reu- 
ben S. Jones, of Memphis, Tenn.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PETER TARGARONA. i 

Mr. YOUNG also introduced a bill (H. R. 2797) for the relief of Peter 
Targarona; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

H. B, WILSON, 
« Mr. YOUNG also introduced a bill (H. R. 2798) for the relief of H. 
B. Wilson, administrator of the estate of William Tinder, deceased; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
BRIDGE ACROSS MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 

Mr. YOUNG also introduced a bill (H. R. 2799) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Mississippi River at Memphis, Tenn.; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

W. J. SMITH. 

Mr. YOUNG also introduced a bill (H. R. 2800) for the relief of W. J. 
Smith; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FIELDING HURST. 

Mr. YOUNG also introduced a bill (H. R. 2801) for the relief of Field- 
ing Hurst; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

ARREARS OF PENSION. 


Mr. BALLENTINE introduced a bill (H. R. 2802) to allow arrears of 
pension to certain invalid pensioners whose names were dropped from 
the pension-roll and by act of Congress subsequently were restored; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Select Commit- 
tee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and ordered to 
be printed. ` 

REPEAL OF TEST-OATH. 

Mr. BALLENTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2803) to repeal all 
laws and — of laws requiring Senators, Representatives, and Del- 
egates in Congress to take any oath or affirmation other than that pre- 
scribed in the sixth article of the Constitution of the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

CYNTHIA MARTIN AND CATHARINE STOVER. 

Mr. MCMILLIN introduced a bill (H. R. 2804) for the relief of Cyn- 
thia Martin and Catharine Stover; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. , 

ATHA L. ISENBERY. à 

Mr. MCMILLIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2805) for the relief of 
Atha L. Isenbery; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JACKSON COUNTY, TENNESSEE. 

Mr. MCMILLIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2806) for the relief of 
Jackson County, Tennessee; which wasread a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. MAGGIE A. ELLIOTT: 

Mr. MCMILLIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2807) for the relief of 
Mrs. Maggie A. Elliott; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

W. G. POND, EXECUTOR. 

Mr. MCMILLIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2808) for the relief of 
W. G. Pond, executor of Jeremiah Sarver; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. f 

©. T. & T. R. EUBANK. 

Mr. MCMILLIN also introduced a bèll (H. R. 2809) for the relief of 
C. T. & T. R. Eubank; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ASSESSMENT AND COLLECTION OF TAXES. 


Mr. McMILLIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2810) to regulate the 
manner of making and collecting assessments of taxes due the Govern- 
ment of the United States; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

EXPENSE OF LEGAL PROCEEDINGS, ETC. 

Mr. McMILLIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 2811) to cheapen legal 
proceedings in circuit and district courts of the United States and to 
regulate the summoning of witnesses; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. è 

RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON introduced a bill (H. R. 2812) to grant to 
the Texas, Oklahoma and Kansas Railway Company a right of way 
through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JUDICIAL DISTRICTS, TEXAS. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2813) toamend 
the fourth, fifth, and ninth sections of an act approved February 24, 
1879, entitled ‘‘An act to create the northern judicial district of the 
State of Texas, and to change the eastern and western judicial districts 
of said State, and to fix the time and places of holding courts in said 
districts,” and to provide for holding terms of the court of the northern 
district of Texas at Gainesville, and for other purposes; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

TRIALS BEFORE UNITED STATES COMMISSIONERS. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2814) relati 
to preliminary trials before commissioners of the United States; whi 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, and ordered to be printed, 

A. B. NORTON. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2815) for the 
relief of A. B. Norton; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN JACKSON. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2816) for the re- 
lief of John Jackson; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be’printed. 

HENRY C. SMITH. > 

Mr. THROCKMORTON alsointroduced abill (H. R. 2817) for the re- 
lief of Henry C. Smith; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS J. RHODES. 

Mr. THROCK MORTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2818) for the re- 
lief of Thomas J. Rhodes; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

J. M. WAIDE. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2819) for the re- 
lief of J. M. Waide, of Denton County, Texas; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. r 

MRS. SUSAN M. ROACH. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2820) for the 
reliefof Mrs. Susan M. Roach; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN LARNES. - s 

Mr. THROCKMORTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2821) for the 
relief of John Larnes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A. V. -NEELEY. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2822) for the 
relief of A. V. Neeley; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM W. ARMSTRONG. 

Mr. MILLS (by request) introduced a bill (H. R, 2823) for the relief 
of William W. Armstrong; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


TEXAS JUDICIAL DISTRICTS. 


Mr. LANHAM introduced a bill (H. R. 2824) to amend sections 4, 
5, and 9 of an act approved February 24, 1879, entitled “‘ An act to 
create the northern judicial district of the State of Texas, and to 
change the eastern and western judicial districts of said State, and to 
fix the time and places for holding court in said districts,” and to pro- 
vide for holding terms of tke court of the western judicial district of 
Texas at the city of El Paso, and for other purposes; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, an 
ordered to be printed. ‘ 
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PUBLIC BUILDING AT EL PASO, TEX. 

Mr. LANHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 2825) to provide for the 
purchase of the necessary land and erection thereon of a custom-house 
and post-office building in the city of El Paso, in the State of Texas; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

: C. A. DIETRICH. 

Mr. LANHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 2826) granting a pen- 
Sion to C. A. Dietrich; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT HOUSTON, TEX. 
Mr. STEWART, of Texas, introduced abill (H. R. 2827) authorizing 


the construction of a public building for a post-office in the city of 


Houston, Tex.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 
ADVERTISING OF MAIL LETTINGS, ETC. 

Mr. JONES, of Texas, introduced a bill (H. R. 2828),to amend the 
first part of section 2 of an act to regulate the advertising of mail let- 
tings, and for other purposes, approved May 17, 1878; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


BRIDGES OVER RIO GRANDE RIVER, 


Mr. OCHILTREE introduced a bill (H. R. 2829) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge for the transportation of street cars and other 
vehicles, horses and other animals, and pedestrians over the Rio 
Grande River between the city of Laredo, Tex., and Nuevo Laredo, 
Mexico; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. OCHILTREE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2830) to authorize 
the construction of a bridge for the transportation of street cars and 
other vehicles, horses and other animals, and pedestrians over the Rio 
Grande River between the city of Eagle Pass, Tex., and Piedras N 
Mexico; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


PAY OF SERGEANT-MAJORS, ETC. 


Mr. OCHILTREE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2831) fixing the pay 


of sergeant-majors and quartermaster- ts in the United States 
Army; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered te be printed. 

JOSEPH HAMMONS. 

Mr. WELLBORN (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 2832) grant- 
ing a pension to Joseph Hammons; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LIENS OF JUDGMENTS. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas, introduced a bill (H. R. 2833) to regu- 
late the liens of judgments in the courts of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

LANDING OF GOODS, ETC. 

Mr. REAGAN (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 2834) to amend 
certain provisions of chapter 4, title 34, of the Revised Statutes, relat- 
ing to the movement of vessels and the landing of goods and personal 
effects; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY BROOKS. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, introduced a bill (H: R. 2835) for the 
increase of the pension of Henry Brooks; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

EVELYN M. LOVEJOY. z 

Mr. POLAND introduced a bill (H. R. 2836) to pay to Evelyn M. 
Lovejoy. widow of Daniel W. Lovejoy, late of Company C, Ninth Ver- 
mont Volunteers, the sum therein mentioned; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. $ 

MARY P. THOMAS. 

Mr. POLAND also introduced a bill (H. R. 2837) granting a pension 
to Mary P. Thomas; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN ORD. 

Mr. POLAND also introduced abill (H. R. 2838) for the relief of John 
Ord; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE J. STANNARD. 

Mr. POLAND also introdneed a bill (H. R. 2839) to increase the pen- 
sion of George J. Stannard, late a major-general of volunteers; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

i PENSIONS TO VOLUNTEERS. 
Mr. POLAND also introduced a bill (H. R. 2840) granting pensions 
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to volunteers in the military and naval service of the United States: 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Select Commit- 
tee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and ordered to 
be printed. 

WRITS OF HABEAS CORPUS. 

Mr. POLAND also introduced a bill (H. R. 2841) regulating pro- 
ceedings and appeals in writs of habeas corpus; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

FERRY-BOAT NUESTRA SEÑORA DE REGLA. 

Mr. POLAND also introduced a bill (H. R. 2842) to carry into effect 
the decree of the district court of the United States for the southern 
district of New York in the case of the Spanish ferry-boat Nuestra 
Señora de Regla; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES L. LEWIS. 

Mr. POLAND also introduced a bill (H. R. 2843) for the relief of 
Charles L. Lewis; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee om Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. SAULPAW. 

Mr. POLAND also introduced a bill (H. R. 2844) for the relief of 
George W. Saulpaw; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


C: F. BARRETT AND GARDNER J. HOWE. 

Mr. POLAND also introduced a bill (H. R. 2845) to pay C. F. Bar- 
rett and Gardner J. Howe the sums therein mentioned; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MARTIN WEBB. 

Mr. TUCKER (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 2846) for the re- 
lief of the heirs of Martin Webb, deceased; which was read a firstand 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

HENRY C. BOYD. 


Mr. TUCKER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2847) forthe 
relief of the estatg of Henry C. Boyd; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 
be printed. 

BONDS OF EXECUTORS. 

Mr. TUCKER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2848) to 
amend the law relating to the bonds of executors in the District of Co- 
lumbia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


ALBEMARLE AND CHESAPEAKE CANAL. 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE introduced a bill (H. R. 2849) for the relief 
of the Albemarle and Chesapeake Canal Company; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MRS. P. L. WARD. 


Mr. GEORGE D. WISE also introduced a bill (H. R, 2850) for the 
relief of Mrs. P. L. Ward, widow and executrix of William Ward, de- 
ceased; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ESTATE OF EDWIN D. PILKENTON. 
` Mr. GEORGE D. WISE also. introduced a bill (H. R. 2851) for the 
relief of the estate of Edwin D. Pilkenton, deceased; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means 
and ordered to be printed. : 
ABOLITION OF INTERNAL-REVENUE TAXES. 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE also presented a joint resolution of the Gen- 
eral Assembly of Virginia, in relation to the abolition of internal-reve- 
nue taxation; which was referred to the Committtee on Ways and 
Means. 

Mr. CABELL. TI present a joint resolution of the Legislature of Vir- 
ginia, asking the abolition of the internal-revenue system. I ask that 
the joint resolution be read, so that it may be printed in the RECORD, 

The SPEAKER. It can be read, but under this call that will not 
take it into the RECORD. 

Mr. CABELL. I ask that it be read. 

Š The resolution was read, and referred tothe Committee on Ways and 
Teans. 
EMANUEL DOWNHAM AND HENRY STRAUSS, 

Mr. BARBOUR introduced a bill (H. R. 2852) for the relief of Eman- 
uel Downham and Henry Strauss; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JAMES N. CARPENTER. 

Mr. BARBOUR also introduced a bill (H. R. 2853) for the relief of 
James N, Carpenter; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
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EDWIN B. HAY. 

Mr. BARBOUR also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 95) for 
the relief of Edwin B. Hay; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF RICHARD B. MASON: 

Mr. BARBOUR also introduced a bill (H. R. 2854) to provide for the 
payment of the outstanding claims of the heirs of Richard B. Mason, 
deceased, late of Virginia, against the United States; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

VIRGINIA PROTESTANT EPISCOPAL SEMINARY. 


Mr. BARBOUR also introduced a bill (H. R. 2855) for the relief of 
the trustees of the Protestant Episcopal Seminary and High School in 
Virginia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WAR CLAIMS. 

Mr. BARBOUR also introduced a bill (H. R. 2856) for the relief of 
certain citizens of Virginia; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred te the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed, 

CLAIMS AGAINST THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. BARBOUR (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2857) to 
amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the settlement of all out- 
standing claims the District of Columbia, and conferring j juris- 
diction on the Court of Claims to hear the same, and for other purposes, ’* 
approved June 16, 1880; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be priated. 

JOHN CONNOLLY. 

Mr. BARBOUR (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2858) for 
the relief of John Connolly; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to 
be printed. 


} WILLIAM E. WOODBRIDGE. 

Mr. BARBOUR (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2859) for 
the relief of William E. Woodbridge; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

REFUNDING OF ASSESSMENTS IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. BARBOUR (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2860) 
making an appropriation for the refunding of two-thirds of the amount 
of assessment made under the act of Congress approved July 8, 1870, 
upon the property-holders owning property on Pennsylvania avenue, 
from First street to Fifteenth street, and Louisiana avenue from the 
intersection of Four-and-a-half street to Seventh street, in the city of 
Washington, D. C., during the year 1871, for street improvements on 
said avenues; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

DAMAGES BY DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA IMPROVEMENTS. 

Mr. BARBOUR (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2861) to 
give the Court of Claims jurisdiction to audit and settle claims fer 
damages to real estate in the District of Columbia caused by reason of 
public improvements or repairs, &c.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on ‘the District of Columbia, and or- 
dered to be Lots 

LAUNDRESSES IN THE ARMY. 

Mr. LIBBEY introduced a bill (H. R. 2862) relating to laundresses 
in the Army; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ALLOWANCES TO DISCHARGED ARMY OFFICERS. 

Mr. LIBBEY also introduced a bill (H, R. 2863) allowing discharged 
officers of the Army one year’s pay and allowances; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

SOLDIERS OF MEXICAN WAR. 

Mr. LIBBEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 2864) requesting the 
President to recognize the soldiers of the Mexican war; which was read 
& first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. i 

JUDICIAL ADMINISTRATION. 

Mr. JOHN S. WISE introduced a bill (H. R. 2865) to repeal section 
2 of an act passed June 30, 1879, entitled ‘“‘An act making appropria- 
tions for certain judicial expenses for the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1880, and for other purposes;’’ which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

MESSAGES FROM, THE PRESIDENT. 

Several messages in writing from the President of the United States 
were communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secre- 
taries. j 

ORDER QF BUSINESS. 

Mr. GIBSON. I ask that the resolution which I send to the desk 

may be read and referred to the appropriate committee. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the authority given 
white soniye we nner y given by the Federal Government to persons to 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from West 
Virginia that simple House resolutions are not in order under this call; 
only bills and joint resolutions are in order. 

Mr. GIBSON. . Then I will ask unanimous consent to have the reso- 
lution read and referred. 

The SPEAKER. Unanimous consent can not be asked during this 
call. The gentleman might convert this into a joint resolution, if he 
so desires, and it could then be read and referred. 

Mr. GIBSON. It is not in the nature of a joint resolution. Itisa 
resolution which I desire to have referred to a suitable committee of 
the House. 

The SPEAKER. Itis notin order during this call to ask unanimous 
consent for the reading and reference of a House resolution. 

LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF JOHN G. COUCHMAN. 5 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, introduced « bill (H. R. 2866) for 
the relief of the legal representatives of John G. Couchman, deceased; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

H. N. TABB. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2867) 
for the relief of H. N. Tabb; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


į LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF AMELIA A. ROBERTS. - 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H: R. 2868) 
for the relief of the legal representatives of Amelia A. Roberts, de- 
ceased; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MARTHA H. STRIBLING. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2869) 
for increase of pension of Martha A. Stribling, widow of Cornelius K. 
Stribling, late a rear-admiral in the United States Navy; which was 
tead a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. i 

JACOB HARMON. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2870) 
granting a pension to Jacob Harmon; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

FRANCIS M. SPEAR. i 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, also introđuced a bill (H. R. 2871) 
granting @ pension to Francis M. Spear; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

JACOB FUNKHOUSER. 
Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a hill (H. R. 2872 
granting a pension to Jacob Funkhouser; which was read a first an 
second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be ' 
printed. 
GOVERNMENT PROPERTY, HARPER’S FERRY. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2873) 
to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to pay certain money found to 
be due by the Solicitor of the Treasury for repairs to and care of the 
property of the United States at Harper’s Ferry, in the State of West 
Virginia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


SALE OF TOBACCO. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2874) 
to permit the sale of tobacco by farmers or planters raising thesame free 
from any internal-revenue tax; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH, FRENCH CREEK, W. VA. 

Mr. SNYDER introduced a bill (H. R. 2875) to compensate the trust- 
ees of the Presbyterian church at French Creek, W. Va., for the de- 
struction of their church edifice by Union troops during the late war; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

9 ELMORE HYRE. 

Mr. SNYDER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2876) granting a pension 
to Elmore Hyre; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN BENNETTI. 

Mr. SNYDER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2877) granting a pension 
to John Bennett; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committeė on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

RILEY H. SMITH. 
Mr. GOFF introduced a bill (H. R. 2878) for the relief of Riley H. 
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Smith; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
MARGARET MEYERS. 


Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 2879) granting a pension to 
t Meyers; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
ELMER H. FETTY. 

Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 2880) for the relief of Elmer 
H. Fetty; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JACOB D. GEHO. 

Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 2881) granting a pension to 
Jacob D. Geho; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered te be printed. 


JOHN D. GRIMM. 

Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 2882) for the relief of John 
D. Grimm; which was read a first and second time, referred to- the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ASA MONEYPENNY. 

Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 2883) granting a pension to 
Asa Moneypenny; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MAJ. WILLIAM M. MAYNADIER. 


Mr. GOFF (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2884) for the 
relief of Maj. William M. Maynadier, paymaster in the United States 
Army; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ESTATE OF JOHN W. DEAR. 


Mr. GOFF (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2885) for the 
relief of the estate of John W. Dear; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


DISTRIBUTION OF SURPLUS FUND. 

Mr. GOFF (by request) also introdured a bill (H. R. 2886) to appro- 
priate a portion of the surplus revenue of the United States among the 
several States and Territories; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

AMENDMENT OF THE CONSTITUTION. 

Mr. DEUSTER introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 96) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution in relation to the manufacture of 
merchandise composed of or prepared from products of the soil; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, and ordered to be printed. 

The resolution was read: 

Joint resolution proposing an amendment to the Constitution in relation to the 
manure of merchandise composed of or prepared from products of the 
80) 

Whereas the Declaration of Independence is based upon the broad principle 
that every person is endowed with certain inalienable rights, among which are 
life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness, none of which can exist without that 
right of liberty of individual action and conduct which interferes with no rights 
of others and is the foundation of all civilized law; and 

Whereas itis proposed to preyan theabuse of this highest right of every per- 
son by uiay away the right itself, thereby furnishing an impetus to a com- 
plete revolution of the spirit of American institutions : Therefore, 

y 


Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 


America in Congress irds of cach House concurring therein), That 
the following amendment to the Constitution be, and hereby is, proposed to the 
States, to become valid when ratified by the Legislatures of three-fourths of the 
several States, as provided in the Constitution : 


ARTICLE —. 


of the United States of America nor the Legislature of 
any State or Territory therein shall enact any laws prohibiting or abridging 
the manufacture or sale of any article of merchandise composed or prepared in 
whole orin part of any product of the soil. 


BOARD OF RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS. 

Mr. DEUSTER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2887) to establish a 
board of railroad commissioners to regulatecommerce among thesev- 
eral States, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

f LIEUT. P. H. RAY. 

Mr. DEUSTER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2888) for compensation 
for Lieut. P. H. Ray while on duty in the Arctic regions; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. : 

STOCKBRIDGE AND MUNSEE INDIANS. 

Mr. DEUSTER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2889) for the relief of 
the Stockbridge and Munsee tribe of Indians in the State of Wiscon- 
sin; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS MOSHER. 

Mr. DEUSTER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2890) granting a restora- 

tion of pension to Thomas Mosher; which was read a first and second 
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MATHUR 0. REGAN. 

Mr. DEUSTER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2891) to increase the 
pension of Mathur O. Regan; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JAMES PRESTON. 

Mr. DEUSTER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2892) granting a pen- 
sion to James Preston; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN GEIBEL. 

Mr. DEUSTER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2893) granting a pen- 
sion to John Geibel; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY RODENBACK. 

Mr. DEUSTER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2894) granting a pen- 
sion to Henry Rodenback; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MORRIS 0. CONNOR. 

Mr. DEUSTER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2895) granting a pen- 
sion to Morris O. Connor; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT VINCENT. 

Mr. DEUSTER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2896) granting a pen- 
sion to Robert Vincent; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

> PHILIP FAY. 

Mr. DEUSTER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2897) granting a pen- 
sion restoration ard an increase of pension to Philip Fay; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

PETER BURNS. 

Mr. DEUSTER also introduced a bill (H.R. 2898) granting a pen- 
sion to Peter Burns; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES N. HAMILTON, 

Mr. DEUSTER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2899) granting a pension 
toCharles N. Hamilton; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN W. CARR. 

Mr. DEUSTER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2900) pranine s pen- 
sion to John W. Carr; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LYDIA HOLTZ. 
Mr. DEUSTER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2901) grant- 
a pension to Lydia Holtz; which was read a firstand second time, 
erred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 


EDMOND GATLIN. 

Mr. DEUSTER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2902) grant- 
ing a pension to Edmond Gatlin; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MALINDA GRIMES. 

Mr. DEUSTER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2903) for 
the relief of Malinda Grimes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LUCY BURHITE. , 

Mr. DEUSTER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2904) for 
the relief of Lucy Burhite; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE AND SALLY HARDMAN. 

Mr. DEUSTER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2905) for 
the relief of George and Sally Hardman; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ANN ANNIS. 

Mr. DEUSTER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 2906) for 
the relief of Ann Annis; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CATHARINE BRENNAN. 

Mr. DEUSTER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2907) for the relief of 
Catharine Brennan; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES M'MANUS. 
Mr. DEUSTER also introdaced a bill (H. R. 2908) granting a pen- 
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-sion to James McManus; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


FRANK FISHER. 

Mr. DEUSTER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2909) es an in- 
«crease of pension to Frank Fisher; which was read a and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 


l 
CHARLES WILKINSON. 

Mr. DEUSTER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2910) granting a pen- 
‘sion to Charles Wilkinson; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the‘Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CYRUS K. LORD. 

Mr. WOODWARD introduced a bill (H. R. 2911) for the relief of 
‘Cyrus K. Lord; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT LA CROSSE, WIS. 

Mr. WOODWARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 2912) for the erection 
-of a public building at La Crosse, Wis.; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
-and ordered to be printed. 

OBSTRUCTIONS TO NAVIGATION. 

Mr. WOODWARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 2913) to provide 
for the removal of obstructions to the free navigation of the navigable 
waters of the United States; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

SURVEY IN VERNON COUNTY, WISCONSIN. 

Mr. WOODWARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 2914) gr 
the survey of a certain township in Vernon County, Wisconsin, an 
making an appropriation therefor; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PATRICK SULLIVAN. 

Mr. SUMNER, of Wisconsin (by request), introduced a bill (H. R. 
2915) for the relief of Patrick Sullivan; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. i 
JOHN DAILY. 

Mr. SUMNER, of Wisconsin (by request), also introduced a bill (H. 
R. 2916) for the relief of John Daily; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PATRICK SULLIVAN. 

Mr. SUMNER, of Wisconsin (by request), also introduced a bill (H. 
R. 2917) for the relief of Patrick Sullivan; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PRESIDENT’S VETO POWER. 

Mr. SUMNER, of Wisconsin, also introduced a joint resolution (H. 
Res, 97) proposing an amendment to the Constitution limiting the 
veto power of the President; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

CYRUS W. BOWERS. 

Mr. WINANS, of Wisconsin (by request), introduced a bill (H. R. 
2918) granting a pension to Cyrus W. Bowers; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. i 

- THOMAS F. BAKER. , 

Mr. WINANS, of Wisconsin (by request), also introduced a bill (H. 
R. 2919) granting a pension to Thomas F. Baker; which was read a first 
-and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

. JOHN JOHNSON. 

Mr. WINANS, of Wisconsin (by request), also introduced a bill (H. 
R. 2920) for the relief of John Johnson; which was read a first and sec- 
-nd time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. : 

ISAIAH H. CRONCH. 7 

Mr. WINANS, of Wisconsin (by request), also introduced a bill (H. 
R. 2921) granting a pension to Isaiah H. Cronch; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

HARRIET E. HOYT. 

Mr. WINANS, of Wisconsin (by request), also introduced a bill (H. 
R. 2922) granting a pension to Harriet E. Hoyt; which was read a first 
-and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
-ordered to be printed. 

MICHAEL BENNETT. 

Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin (by request), introduced a bill (H. R. 2923) 
for the relief of Michael Bennett; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MICHAEL DALY. 
Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2924) granting 


a pension to Michael Daly; which was read a first and second time, re-. 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


SILAS MALOTT. 
Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2925) granting 
a pension to Silas Malott; which was read‘a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


EVERHARD WELTER. 

Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2926) grant- 
ing a pension to Everhard Welter; which was read a first and second 
time, referred tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

- ROBERT MONAHAN. 

Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2927) grant- 
ing a pension to Robert Monahan; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committeeon Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 


printed. 
' SILAS STEWART. 

Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2928) grant- 
ing a pension to Silas Stewart; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

, ALCOHOLIC LIQUOR TRAFFIC. 

Mr. PRICE introduced a bill (H. R. 2929) to provide for a commis- 
sion on the subjoct of the alcoholic liquor traffic; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic 
Liquor Traffic, and ordered to be printed. 

F INDIAN HOSTILITIES. 

Mr. OURY introduced a bill (H. R. 2930) to reimburse the States 
and Territories for interest on money heretofore used and expended by 
them in the suppression of Indian hostilities; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 


to be printed. : ~ 
Mr. SINGISER introduced a bill (H. R. 2931) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of War to ascertain the e incurred by the Territorial au- 


thorities and the people of the Territory of Idaho in the suppression of 
Indian hostilities in-the years 1877 and 1878, known as the Bannock 
and Nez Percé outbreaks; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SINGISER also presented a memorial of the Legislative Assembly 
of the Territory of Idaho, asking Congress to make an appropriation to 
defray the n of the people of Idaho in the suppression 
of the Indian outbreaks in said Territory in the years 1877 and 1878; 
which was referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

MILITARY ROAD IN IDAHO AND MONTANA. 

Mr. SINGISER also presented a memorial of the Legislative Assem- 
bly of the Territory of Idaho, praying for the establishment of a mili- 
tary road from Fort Lapwai, in the Territory of Idaho, to Fort Mis- 
soula, in Montana Territory; which was referred to the Committee on 

DR. HERMAN MILLER. 

Mr. MAGINNIS introduced a bill (H. R. 2932) for the relief of Dr. 
Herman Miller; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

BITTER ROOT VALLEY, MONTANA. 

Mr. MAGINNIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2933) to establish the 
price of lands in the Bitter Root Valley, Montana Territory; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands, and ordered to be printed. : S 

WILLIAM FLANNERY. 

Mr. MAGINNIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2934) for the relief of 
William Flannery; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LEANDER M. BLACK. 

Mr. MAGINNIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2935) for the relief of 
the heirs and legal representatives of Leander M. Black; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

OFFICERS OF THE ARMY. 

Mr. MAGINNIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2936) relating to offi- 
cers of the Army; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CAPT. A. C. GIRARD. 

Mr. MAGINNIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2937) for the relief of 
Capt. A. C. Girard, an assistant surgeon in the United States. Army; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT HELENA, MONT. 
Mr. MAGINNIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2938) for the erection 
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of a public building at Helena, Mont. ; which was read a first and sec- | second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and or- 


ond time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 


MONTANA COLLEGIATE INSTITUTE. 

Mr. MAGINNIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2939) granting and 
confirming title to the Montana Collegiate Institute of certain lands sit- 
uated in the town of Deer Lodge, Deer Lodge County, Montana; which 
was read a firstand second time, referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

INDIAN DEPREDATIONS, 

Mr. MAGINNIS also presented a joint memorial of the Legislature of 
Montana concerning the treatment of Indians and depredations com- 
mitted by them upon settlers and theirproperty; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. i 

FORT KEOGH MILITARY RESERVATION. 

Mr. MAGINNIS also presented a joint memorial of the Legislatureof 
Montana for a reduction of the military reservation of Fort Keogh; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

PUBLIC SURVEYS. 

Mr. MAGINNIS also presented a joint memorial of the Legislature of 
Montana Territory for an increase of rates for public surveying; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

PLEURO-PNEUMONIA. 

Mr. MAGINNIS also presented a joint resolution of the Legislature 
of Montana concerning pleuro-pneumonia in cattle; which was referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

YELLOWSTONE NATIONAL PARK. 

Mr. MAGINNIS also presented a joint resolution of the Legislature 
of Montana Territory pertaining to the boundaries of the Yellowstone 
National Park; which was referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

AGNES AND MARIA DE LEON. 


Mr. LUNA introduced a bill (H. R. 2940) for the relief of Agnes and 
Maria De Leon, heirs at law of Rebecca L. De Leon, deceased; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

STATE OF WASHINGTON. 

Mr. BRENTS introduced a bill (H. R. 2941) to provide for the for- 
mation and admission into the Union of the State of Washington; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the’ 
Territories, and ordered to be printed. 

JUDICIARY OF WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 

Mr. BRENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2942) to reorganize the 
judicial system of the Territory of Washington; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Territories, and 
ordered to be printed. 


TERRITORIAL COURTS. 

Mr. BRENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2943) to amend section 
1874 of the Revised Statutes and confirming the orders and p i 
of certain Territorial courts in cases arising under the naturalization 
laws of the United States; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 

VALIDATION OF TERRITORIAL ACTS. 

Mr. BRENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2944) to validate certain 
acts of the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Washington; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committeee on the 
Territories, and ordered to be printed. 

HOMESTEAD RIGHTS TO SOLDIERS, ETC. 

Mr. BRENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2945) to amend section 
2309, chapter 5, title 32, of the Revised Statutes, giving additional 
homestead rights to soldiers, sailors, and marines of the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

EXTENSION OF BOUNTY LAND LAW. 

Mr. BRENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2946) amending section 
2427 of the Revised Statutes so as to extend the benefits of the bounty 
land law to the volunteers who served in the Oregon and Washington 
Indian war of 1855 and 1856; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


COMPENSATION TO BOILER INSPECTORS, ETC. 

Mr. BRENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2947) amending section 
4414 of the Revised Statutesof the United States, fixing the compensa- 
tion of inspectors of hulls and boilers in the several districts of the 
United States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

QUILLEUTE LAND DISTRICT. 


Mr. BRENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2948) creating the Quil- 
lente land districtin Washington Territory; which was read a first and 


dered to be printed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT PORT TOWNSEND. 

Mr. BRENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2949) for.the erection of 
a public building at Port Townsend, Wash.; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

PUGET SOUND COLLECTION DISTRICT. 

Mr. BRENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2950) authorizing the 
collector of customs in the Puget Sound district to appoint a deputy, 
to be stationed at Semiahmoo, with authority to enter and clear vessels 
and collect duties; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

' LIGHT-HOUSES IN WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 

Mr. BRENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2951) to establish a first 
order light-house and fog-signal on Destruction Island, Wash; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr, BRENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2952) to establish a light- 
house at the entrance of Gray’s Harbor, Washington Territory; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

WAGON-ROAD, WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 

Mr. BRENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2953) to construct a 
wagon-road across the Snoqualmie Pass of the Cascade Mountains, in 
Washington Territory; which was read a: first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

SHIP-CANAL, WASHINGTON TERRITORY.) 

Mr. BRENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2954) to provide for and 
aid in construction and to regulate the operation of a ship-canal between 
Lakes Union and Washington and Puget Sound, in Washington Terri- 
tory, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, 
nd to the Committee on Railways and Canals, and ordered to be 
prin 

SURVEYS IN WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 

Mr. BRENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2955) to pay for the sur- 
vey of certain public lands in Washington Territory; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

FREDERICK H. E. EBSTEIN. 

„Mr. BRENTS also introduced a bill (H, R, 2956) for the relief of 
First Lieut. Frederick H. E. Ebstein; whìch was read a first and second: 
e eer to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed, 

ISAAC LEMON AND ADDISON S. PERHAM. 

Mr. BRENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2957) for the relief of 
Isaac Lemon and Addison 8. Perham; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SETTLERS ON PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. BRENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2958) to amend and con- 
strue an act entitled “‘An act for the relief of certain settlers on the 
public lands, and to provide for the repayment of certain fees, pur- 
chase-money, and commissions paid on void entries of public lands,’” 
approved June 16, 1880; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

DENNIS STORRS AND OTHERS. 

Mr. BRENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2959) for the relief ot 
Dennis Storrs, Marion Minnick, Fritz Dibberin, Donald McDonald, and 
Daniel Hines; which was read a first and second time, referred to the- 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN G. PARKER. 3 

Mr. BRENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2960) for the relief of John 
G. Parker; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN L. BUTLER. 

Mr, BRENTS alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 2961) for the relief of John 
L. Butler; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS J. MILLER. 

Mr. BRENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2962) for the relief of 
Thomas J. Miller; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

F. PROSH AND T. F. M’ELROY. 

Mr. BRENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2963) for the relief of F. | 
Prosh and T. F. McElroy; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

i ALEXANDER 8. HUGHES. 
Mr, BRENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2964) for the rejjef of 
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Alexander S. Hughes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
C. H. HALE. 
Mr. BRENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2965) for the relief of C. 
H. Hale; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN P. KIRBY. 
Mr, BRENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2966) granting a pension 


to John P. Kirby; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
GEORGE A. MILLER. 

Mr. BRENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2967) for the relief of 
George A. Miller; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN $. HILL. — 
Mr. BRENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2968) for the relief of 


John S. Hill; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
RUFUS G, NEWLAND. 

Mr. BRENTS also introduced a bill (H. R, 2969) confirming title in 
certain lands to Rufus G. Newland; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public „Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

THOMAS R. LYTLE. 

Mr. BRENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2970) granting a pension 
to Thomas R. Lytle, a soldier of the Mexican war; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A. D. FISHER. 

Mr. BRENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2971) for the relief of A. 
D, Fisher; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PETER HUFF. 

Mr. BRENTS also introduced abill (H. R. 2972) granting an increase 
of pension to Peter Huff, a soldier of the Seminole and Mexican wars; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

EVAN MILES. 


Mr. BRENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2973) for the relief of Evan 
Miles; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


LOUISA A. INGRAM. 
Mr. BRENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2974) for the relief of 


Louisa A. Ingram; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MARION D. EGBERT. 
Mr. BRENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. 2975) granting a pension 


to Marion D. Egbert; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be en 


PUGET SOUND SHIP-CANAL. 


Mr. BRENTS also presented a memorial of the Ledilative Assembly 
of Washington Territory relative to the construction of a ship-canal to 
connect Lakes Union and Washington with Puget Sound; which was 
referred to the Committee on Railways and Canals, and ordered to be 
printed. 

NEW LAND DISTRICT. 

Mr. BRENTS also presented a memorial of the Legislative Assembly 
of Washington Territory for the creation of a new land di in said 
Territory; which was referred to the Committee on the Sri Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS F. TALBOT. 

Mr. POST, of Wyoming, introduced a bill (H. R. 2976) for the relief 
of Thomas F. Talbot; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SALE OF ABANDONED MILITARY RESERVATIONS. 

Mr. POST, of Wyoming, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2977) to pro- 
vide for the sale of abandoned and useless military reservations; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. i 


ROBERT GARRARD, M. D. 


Mr. POST, of Wyoming, also introduced a bill (H. R.2978) for the 
relief of Robert Garrard, M. D.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER. The call of States and Territories has been con- 
cluded. Several gentlemen were absent when their States were called, 
and if there be no objection, those gentlemen will now be recognized. 

There was no objection. 
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NANCY ELLIS. 


Mr. FORNEY introduced a bill (H. R. 2979) granting a pension to 
Nancy Ellis; which was read a first and second time, referre te the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MICHAEL JO BARR. _ 

Mr. FORNEY also introduced a bill (H, R. 2980) granting a pension 
to Michael Jô Barr, sergeant Captain Shelley’s Company, First Regi- 
ment Alabama Volunteers, war with Mexico; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered. 
to be printed. 

CUSTOMS AND INTERNAL-REVENUF ™STRICTS, * 

Mr. THOMPSON introduced the following resolution of inquiry; 

which was read, and referred to the Committee on Ways and Means: 


Resolved, Thatthe Secretary of the Treasury be requested to furnish this House 
atabulated statement showing the numberof customscollection districts in each 
State and Territory of the United States and in the District of Columbia, the 
number of officers and employés in each district, their rank and pay, the amount 
of revenue colleeted in each district and the amount of feesand perquisites, the 
number of custom-houses and their cost of construction, and the cost of collec- 
tion in each district of the revenue from customs duties; also, the number of 
internal-revenue districts in each State and Territory and the District of Colum- 
bia, the number of officers and employés in each rict, with their respective 
rankand pay, the amountof revenue collected in each district from each source, 
the amount paid out for rents for buildiggs, and the costs of collecting the inter- 

nal-revenue tax in each district. 


W. W. WELSH. 

Mr. SINGLETON introduced a bill (H R. 2981) for the relief of 
W. W. Welsh; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MARGARET CHAMPION, 

Mr. SINGLETON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2982) for the relief 
of M t Champion; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed, 

L. B. F. CHAMPION. 

Mr. SINGLETON also introduced a bill (H. R. 2983) Tr the relief 
of L. B. F. Champion; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

t APOLLINE A. BLAIR. 
SMr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. 2984) granting 
arrears of pension to Apolline A. Blair, widow of the late Kene 
Francis P. Blair; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DR. GUSTAVUS B. HORNER. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 2985) for 
the relief of the heirs and devisees of Dr. Gustavus B. Morner; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

, NATHAN M’KAY AND OTHERS. 

Mr. COLLINS introduced a bill (H. R. 2986) for the relief of Na- 
than McKay, George M. Clapp, and the executors of Donald McKay; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims; and ordered to be printed. 

REBECCA WALCOTT. 

Mr. MORSE introduced a bill (H. R. 2987) granting a pension to 
Rebecca Walcott; which was read a first and second time, referred to- 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. LUCY LE G. JEFFERS. 

Mr. MORSE also introduced a bill (H. R. 2988) granting a pension 
to Lucy Le G. Jeffers, widow of the late Commodore William N. Jef- 
fers; which was read a firstand second time, referred to the Committee: 
on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HAMILTON ELLIOTT. 

Mr. LAMB introduced a bill (H. R.2989) to rerate the pension to 
Hamilton Elliott; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. LOOMIS. 

Mr. LAMB also introduced a bill (H. R. 2990) for the relief of 
George W. Loomis; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WARREN HALL. 

Mr. HOLMAN (b; 7. p introduced a bill (H. R. 2991) for the 
relief of Warren Hal ch was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

IMMIGRATION. 

Mr, COBDETON Loe ees ue a to amend the act of 
Congress, approved August 3 enti n act to regulate im- 
migration; ’’ which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

J. W. SIMMONS. 
Mr. FIEDLER introduced a bill (H. R. 2993) to place J. W. Sim- 
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mons on the retired-list of the Navy of the United States; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES VANNESS. 


Mr. STOCKSLAGER introduced a bill (H. R. 2994) for the relief of 


James Vanness; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
LIEUT. THOMAS A. PEARCE. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2995) for the re- 
lief of Lieut. Thomas A. Pearce, of Vernon, Ind.; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be pri 

PAY OF CERTAIN VOLUNTEER SOLDIERS. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 2996) to provide 
forthe muster and pay of certain officers of the volunteer forces; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

REPEAL OF DUTY ON COAL, SALT, AND WOOD. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER ‘also introduced a bill (H. R. 2997) to reduce 
taxation by adding coal, salt, and wood to the free-list; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. $ 

DEPOSIT SAVINGS ASSOCIATION, MOBILE, ALA. 

Mr. SHELLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 2998) for the relief of the cred- 
itors of the Deposit Savings Association of Mobile, Ala.; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ELIAS B, MOORE. 

Mr. PEEL, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (H. R. 2999) for the relief 
of Elias B. Moore; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

5 WILLIAM R. MILLER. 

Mr. PEEL, of Arkansas (by request), also introduced a bill (H. R. 
3000) for the relief of William R. Miller for pension; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, aod 
ordered to be printed. , 

y C. G. DAVIS. 

Mr. PEEL, of Arkansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3001) for the 
relief of C. G. Davis; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Z. M. PETTIGREW. 

Mr. PEEL, of Arkansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3002) for the 
relief of Z. M. Pettigrew; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

POSTAGE ON DROP LETTERS. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE introduced a bill (H. R. 3003) to reduce the 
rate of postage upon drop or local letters; which was read a first aud 
second time, referred to thè Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

MONEY-ORDER SYSTEM. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE also introfuced a bill (H. R. 3004) to extend 
the money-order system to the county-seats of all counties having 2,000 
inhabitants; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

J. S. PICKETT. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE introduced a bill (H. R. 3005) for the relief 
of J. 8. Pickett; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

W. A. MEGRATH. 

Mr. BLOUNT introduced a bill (H. R. 3006) for the relief of W. A. 
Megrath, of Georgia; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ERASURE OF NAMES, FROM PENSION-ROLLS. 

Mr. STEVENS introduced a bill (H. R. 3007) to prevent the erasure 
from the pension-roll of the names of pensioners without notice to 
them; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LETTERS ON DUCK VALLEY INDIAN RESERVATION. 

Mr. CASSIDY introduced a bill (H. R. 3008) for the relief of certain 
settlers on the Duck Valley Indian reservation, in Nevada; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 

COINAGE OF SILVER. 

Mr. CASSIDY also presented a memorial of the Legislature of Nevada 
relative to the unlimited coinage of silver; which was referred to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

DESERT-LAND ENTRIES.’ 
Mr. CASSIDY ako presented a memorial of the Legislature of Nevada 
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relative to desert-land entries; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 
CENTRAL PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. CASSIDY also presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of 
Nevada relative to the subsidy lands of the Central Pacifice Railroad 
Company; which was referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

NATIONAL PARK. y 

Mr. CASSIDY also presented a resolution of the Legislature of Nevada 
relative to the preservation of the National Park; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered tobe printed. 

PURCHASE OF PAINTINGS. 

Mr. WAIT introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 98) in relation to 
the purchase of four historical paintings representing leading events 
in the life of George Washington; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Library, and ordered to be | 
printed. 

ROBERT A. CRITES. 

Mr. CANNON introduced a bill (H. R. 3009) granting a pension to 
Robert A. Crites; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

C. C. HUMPHRIES. 

Mr. CALKINS introduced a bill (H` R. 3010) to pay C. C. Humphreys, 
of Pierceton, Ind., for services as a surgeon during the latewar; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. E. DOUGHTY. 
Mr. CALKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3011) for the relief of 
Mss W. E. Doughty; which was read a first and second time, re- 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
LEWIS W. PERRY. 

Mr. REED introduced a bill (H. R. 3012) to grant to Lewis W. Perry 
an honorable discharge; which was read a firstand second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MARY HICKEY. 


Í Mr. REED also introduced a bill (H. R. 3013) to grant a pension to 


Mary Hickey; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be pea 


MARY BENTON. 


Mr. REED also introduced a bill (H. R. 3014) to grant a + pension to 
Mary Benton; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LUCIUS S. GOFF. 

Mr. REED also introduced a bill (H. R. 3015) to increase the pen- 
sion of Lucius S. Goff; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

EDMUND W. WHITNEY. 

Mr. REED also introduced a bill (H. R. 3016) granting a pension to 
Edmund W. Whitney; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


. NORTH CHICAGO ROLLING MILL COMPANY. 


Mr. DUNHAM introduced a bill{H. R. 3017) for the relief of the 
North Chicago Rolling Mill Company; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time. 

The SPEAKER. To what committee does the gentleman ask that 
this bill be referred ? 

Mr. DUNHAM. To the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

The SPEAKER (after examining the bill), The Chair thinks it 
should be referred to the Committee on Claims, as it relates to money 
heretofore expended by the company. 

Mr. DUNHAM. The company expended the money on the Calumet 
Harbor, and the proposition is to repay the company. out of any money 
that may hereafter be appropriated for the improvement of that harbor. 

The SPEAKER. It is tor the payment of money heretofore ex- 
pended, and under the rules should go to the Committee on Claims. 
The Chair will entertain a motion by the gentleman to make semeother 
reference. 

Mr. DUNHAM. 
Rivers and Harbors. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was accordingly referred to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

CAPT. CHARLES F. KING. 


Mr. HART introduced a bill (H. R. 3018) for the relief of Capt. 
Charles F. King; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH H. CROW. 

Mr. SHAW introduced a bill (H. R. 3019) granting a pension to Jo- 

seph H. Crow; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


I move that it be referred to the Committee on 


. 


1884. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


299 


BUREAU OF LABOR STATISTICS. 

Mr. McKINLEY introduced a bill (H. R, 3020) to establish a bureau 
of labor statistics; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Lahor. and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES WHITMAN. 

Mr. STRUBLE introduced a bill (H. R. 3021) for the relief of James 
Whitman; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH H. FENTON. 

Mr. STRUBLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 3022) for the relief of 
Joseph H. Fenton; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN DWYER. 

Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (H. R. 3023) granting an increase 
-of pension to John Dwyer; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

R. STEWART HERBERT. 

Mr. McCOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3024) granting a pen- 
-sion to R. Stewart Herbert; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Commitee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JESSE HYDER. 

*Mr. McCOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3025) granting a pen- 
‘sion to Jesse Hyder; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS B, PRICE. 

Mr. McCOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3026) for the relief of 
‘Thomas B. Price; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN JOSEPH BRADSHAW. 

Mr? McCOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3027) for the relief of 
John Joseph Bradshaw; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MONUMENT TO FRANCIS SCOTT KEY. 

Mr. McCOMAS also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 99) pro- 
viding for the erection of a monument at Frederick, Md., over the 
-grave of Francis Scott Key, the author of ‘‘The Star Spangled Ban- 
ner;’’ which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Library, and ordered to be printed. - 

EMPLOYES OF GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE. 

Mr. HOLTON introduced a bill (H. R. 3028) granting leave of ab- 
-sence to the employés of the Government Printing Office and pay when 
-actually sick; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 

MERCHANTS AND MINERS’ TRANSPORTATION COMPANY. 

Mr. HOLTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3029) for the relief of 
‘the Merchants and Miners’ Transportation Company of Baltimore, 
Md.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ALBERT V. CONWAY. 

Mr. HOLTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3030) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to issue bonds to Albert V. Conway, substituted 
trustee, for certain registered United States bonds redeemed or assigned 
by the Government upon forged assignments; which was read a first 

-and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
-ordered to be printed. 
THOMAS S. BROOKS & CO. 

Mr. MURPHY introduced a bill (H. R. 3031) for the relief of Thomas 
8. Brooks & Co.; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

EVANS, NICHOLS & CO. f 

Mr. MURPHY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3032) for the relief of 
Evans, Nichols & Co.; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. FARRIN. 

Mr. MURPHY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3033) for the relief of 
William H. Farrin; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS FAGAN. 

Mr. MURPHY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3034) granting a pen- 
-sion to Thomas Fagan; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

x COLLECTION OF WHISKY TAX. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, submitted the following resolution; which 

-was referred to the Committee on Ways and Means: 


Resolved, That the Secre of the be requested to furnish this H 
with copies of all letters pe gh sheer geret vis Dora relative to suspending 
rthe collection of tax for whisky listed in mber, October, November, a 
"December of the year 1880; also to inform this House whether the time for col- 


lecting tax due on whisky listed October, 1880, in the Alleghany or twenty-third 
collection district for the State of Pennsylvania has been extended, and if so, 
by what authority. 


EXTRA COPIES OF COMPENDIUM OF THE CENSUS. 
Mr. TILLMAN introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 100) authorizing 


| the publication of additional copies of the Compendium of the Tenth 


Census; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 


RETIREMENT OF MATES IN THE NAVY. 


Mr. RANDALL introduced a bill (H. R. 3036) relative to retirement 
of mates in the Navy; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. : 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. REAGAN. I ask the gentleman to yield that I may report back 
from the Committee on Commerce some bills for reference to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors” 

Mr. COX, of New York. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. REAGAN. The various bills which I send to the desk have been 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, but properly belong to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

The SPEAKER. The rules of the House provide that such errone- 
ous references shall be corrected by placing the bills in the petition-box 
with a memorandum indicating the proper committee. 

Mr. REAGAN. I did not know there was such a rule. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the rule. 

The Clerk read as follows, from Rule XXII, clause 2: 

Petitions which have been inappropriately referred may, by direction of the 
committee having possession of same, be properly referred in the manner 
originally presented, 

Mr. REAGAN. Does that apply to bills as well as petitions? 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules, bills proposing appropriations for 
the improvement of rivers and harbors are treated as petitions and 
must go into the box. The Chair, therefore, thinks this rule applies 
in spirit. to bills as well as petitions. 

Mr. REAGAN, That would be correct if these bills were now origi- 
nally introduced; but they come back from a committee; and it seems 
to me some action by the House is required to discharge that commit- 
tee from their consideration and make another reference. 

The SPEAKER. The bills ought not to have been referred in open 
House, but should have been referred by placing them in the box. If 
ow gentleman will return the bills to the Clerk the proper order will 

made, 

Mr. REAGAN. Ifa committee, by the action of the House, has 
acquired jurisdiction of a subject, how cau that jurisdiction be taken 
away except by action of the House? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the House has provided by rule 
that a committee shall be divested of jurisdiction of matters of this 
character which have been improperly referred to it. 

Mr. REAGAN. Very well. 

COMPENSATION OF CONGRESSIONAL EMPLOYÉS, 


Mr. HISCOCK. [rise for the purpose of submitting a privileged 
report, the report of the joint committee appointed under the sundry 
civil bill of last session to report to Congress by bill or otherwise in re- 
spect to equalizing the salaries of employés of the House and the Sen- 
ate. A part of this report so far as it is concurred in by the representa- 
tives of the Senate.and the House ought, I believe, to go to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. The residue of the report, which is made to 
this House by the House members of the commission, should I think go 
to the Committee on Accounts. I su such reference of the report. 

Mr. RANDALL. You can not divide it in that way. 

The SPEAKER. It can only be done by resolution, referring so 
much as relates to a particular subject to one committee and so much 
as relates to another subject to another committee. 

Mr. HISCOCK. So far as the report made by the members of the 
committee on the part of the House is concerned it refers only to the 
employés of the House, a subject over which the Committee on Ac- 
counts of the House has jurisdiction; and I suppose that it is in order 
to refer that much ofthe report to that committee. I will make that 
motion, that that part united in by the Senate and House members of 
the commission be referred to the Committee on Appropriations and 
that the part agreed to by the members of the House be referred to the 
Committee on Accounts, 

Mr. RANDALL. I suggest to the gentleman from New York that 
the report be printed. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Let us have the report read now. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iam entirely willing it should be printed or read, 
as the case may be. 

Mr. RANDALL. It is, I understand, a practical disagreement, and 
I hope the gentleman will have the report printed in the RECORD and 
let it go over for the present. 

Mr. COX, of New York. It can be printed in the morning, 


Mr. HISCOCK. It is not a di ent; they agree to disagree 
[laughter] so fur as equalizing the ies of the employés of the House 
and te is concerned. But the House members went further, and 
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made recommendations for an increase of the force in the Clerk’s office 
as well as others, which we deem it propershould go to the Committee 
on Accounts. So far as it refers to the salaries of the employés of the 
two Houses, the members of the Senate and the House could not agree. 

Mr. RANDALL, Is the report a long one? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Not very. , 

Mr. RANDALL, In order that the House may be well advised on 
the subject, I suggest that the report go over for the present, so that it 
be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I consent to that. i 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection, and that course will 
be pursued, 

The report is as follows: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

' The un igned, appointed by the act of March 3, 1883, a joint commission to 
Play ne meng dh ir of Congress the question of the salaries and com- 
pensation of the officers and the employés of the Senate and House, respectively, 
and also the number of such employés necessary for the official transaction of 
the business of the two Houses, and directing it to report to the two Houses on 
beh geco ner in teire sent ec bat given re pen dower ee ee 
whole su and to recommen tion i e same if, eir 
judgment, such legislation is necessary—the time for such report having been 
extended by joint resolution until the 10th day of January, 188i—submit the fol- 

o report: 

Tha St RAEE finds that the question of the numberof officers and employés 
necessary to transact the business of the two Houses, respectively, and the com- 
pensation which should be paid them, has been for many years a subject of 
controversy. The House has from time to time insisted that the officers and 
employés of the Senate were too many in number and received for the services 
rendered by them a greater compensation than that received by the officersand 
employés of the House for similar services. The Senate, onthe other hand, has 
contended that the number of its officers and employés was not greater than re- 
quired for the prompt and accurate dispatch of the legislative and other business 
of the Senate ; that the compensation of the officers and cmployés of the Senate 
could not be properly measured by the apparently corresponding duties of the 
House officials; that while in some instances it was true that officers of the 
Senate were paid a sum than officials in the House of the same name, 
in other instances the reverse was true; and it also been contended on the 
part of the Senate that the officers and employés of that body receiving a greater 
com ion than officers bearing the same title in the House have duties to 
pear inact performed by the House officials. It is further insisted by the Sen- 
ate that the whole amount paid for salaries of officersand employésof the House 
is about one-third that paid for salaries of the officers and employés 
of the Senate, and that, considering the saropan paid as aforesaid in the 
Senate and Honse, the aggregate paid tothe officers and employés of the Senate 
is not disproportionately large. 

The commission has been unable to upon any adjustment of the salaries 
of the officers and employés of the two Houses which shall give to them respect- 
ively the same amount of salary and compensation før weal correspond- 
ing positions, It is insisted by that En of the commission representing the 
Stnate that each House must be the judge of the number of officers and emp oe 
required for the transaction of its business and their proper compensation. That 
part of the commission representing the House, though recognizing to a certain 
extent the force of this claim, is unable whelly to accede thereto. Your com- 
mission has therefore failed to upon any specific measure of legislation 
affecting the subject-matter referred to it, and can only join in the recommenda- 
tion to each of the two Houses of Con that in the of future appro- 
priation bills such legislation shall be incorporated as ian seem to each House 
to be just and fair, prescribing the number of officers and employés cargo’ 
for the transaction of the business of the two Houses, respectively, and the: 

ies and compensation, having regard, first, tothe prompt and accurate trans- 
action of business; and, second, a wise and prudent cconomy.” 


0. PLATT, 
ANGUS CAMERON, 
F. M. COOKRELL, 
Members of the commission on the part of the Senate. 
FRANK HISCOCK, 
JOSEPH ©, 8. BLAGKBURN, 
‘ WM. H. FORNEY, 
Members of the commission on the part of the House of Representatives. 


The members of the joint commission on the part of the House, in addition 
to the foregoing. heg ware to submit and recommend that the following addi- 
p. yés Í 


tional em House be provided for, namely: 
ig IN THE CLERK’S OFFICE. 
One assistant journal clerk, at 


$1,800. 
One assistant printing and bill clerk, at $1,900. 
One laborer, at $720. i 
IN THE DOORREEPER'S DEPARTMENT. 


each. 
Two rid during session), at $2.50 per day each. 

Four bein i one pany die at $2.50 per day each. 

Two cloak-room men (during session), at $50 per month each. 

One clerk in the folding-roem, at $1,200. 

They further recommend that the salary of the Doorkeeper of the House be 
increased from $2,500 to $3,000 perannum. ‘The former salary is, in their judg- 
ment, Avg be ey eee with the onerous duties and responsibilities imposed 
upon this 0; 

The increase of force recommended above for the service of the House is be- 
lieved to be necessary because of the large and constant increase of work in the 
Clerk's office and Doorkeeper’s department and to the increase in membershi 
in the present over the last House. The number of new places recommend 
to be created is not so great by one-half as was asked for by Clerk and Door- 


keeper. 

Appended herewith are submitted, for the information of the House, the let- 
ters of the Clerk and Doorkeeper to the joint commission, asking for additional 
force in their respective departments. 

FRANK HISCOCK. 
JOSEPH C. S. BLACKBURN. 
* WM. H. FORNEY. 
OFFICE OF THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

‘ashington, December 8, 1883. 
To the joint commission created by act of March 3, 1883, to adjust the salaries and 
compensation of ihe officers and employés of the Senate and House of Representatives: 
. GENTLEMEN: In compliance with your ie era of December 6,1 have the 
honor to submit the following statement and in rezard to the clerical force 


and employés in this office necessary to the proper discharge of the public busi- 
ness. 


Year by year the business of the Clerk’s office has increased in volume in reg- 
ular ratio with the increase in population and business of the country. In the 
Forty-fourth Congress quite anumber of positions were abolished and the cler- 
ical force largely decreased. Since then the work in this office has more than 
doubled at some of the desks, and has been largely increased at all of them. 
The increase in membership in the nt House, thirty-two new members 
having been added, will swell the volume of the work in the office far beyond 
its former limits, and the present force, not large enough before, will in all 
probability be wholly unable to properly and promptly discharge the daily and 
necessary work. The Clerk's office should be an ofice of experts, most of the 
| sega vee pang ide fips a Lornas good Saoson, = business capacity, 

or à proper of the duties, and consequently the compensation paid 
should in some d c¢ approximate the character and value of ho sarvinos ren- 
dered. In submitting the following estimates for an increase of force I should 
perhaps add that I have sought for, and been |: ly aided by, the advice and 
arenda of Hon. Edward McPherson, lateClerk of the House, who indorses 
the recommendations I have the honor to submit herewith. 

x Twou respectfully recommend the following additions to the present cler- 
ical force: 

First. One assistant journal clerk, at a salary of $1,800 per annum. 

An assistant has been provided for the Journal Clerk by al resolution 
during each Congress since the position was abolished in the Forty-fourth Con- 
gress, which fact fully establishes the necessity for making this a permanent 
position, 

Second. One assistant bill and printing clerk, at a salary of $1,800 per annum, 

For the last three Congresses a clerk been detailed from the document- 
room to assist the bill and printing clerk. The services of the detailed clerk 
will be necessary in the document-room hereafter, on account of the increase in 
the membership of the House and consequent increase of work in the document- 
room. To show the regular and great increase in the work at this desl, I have 
filed herewith an abstract marked “A,” taken from the journals of the House, 
of the number of House bills and joint resolutions in each Congress from the 
Thirty-eighth to the. Forty-seventh, inclusive. (See abstract ‘ A."’) 

Third. Second assistant enrolling clerk, at a salary of $1,800 per annum. 

At every session of Congress a large amount has been expended for additional 
assistance in the enrolling-room, approximating a sum sufficient to pay n reg- 
ular salary for a permanent clerk, and mistakes made in this critical work 
have been mainly due to the employment cf new and untried clerks toward 
the close of each session. 

Fourth, One assistant index clerk, at a salary of $1,800 per annum, 

In the Forty-seventh Congress $900 additional was paid for the work of index- 
ing the Journal of the Forty-sixth Congress, and a claim for a like amount is 
now pending for similar work in the Forty-seventh Congress. The wantof the 
requisite clerical force to carry this work forward during the sessions of Con- 
pa necessarily causes great delay in the printing of the Journals of the House. 

o show how great an increase there has been in the amount of indexing re- 
quired see abstract “B,” herewith filed. 

Fifth, Three laborers, ata salary of £60 per month each per annum. 

The three additional laborers should be assigned to the Chief Clerk's rooms, 
the file-rooms,and the enrolling-room. The five laborers now on the Clerk's- 
roll are assigned as follows: One to the stationery-room as a clerk, one in the 
House library, two in the bath-rooms, and one in the document-room. The 
additional laborers are needed to care for and clean up the six rooms occupied 
by the force in the Clerk’s office, to wit, the roomsof Chief Clerk, the rooms- 
of the file clerk, the enrolling clerk's room, and the index clerk’s room, They 
are needed to run on errands between these offices and care for the public 
bach perf in the rooms, : 

of which is respectfully submitted. 
I have the honor to be, your obedient servant, 
JOHN B. CLARK, Jx., Clerk. 


` ABSTRACT “A.” 


Statement of bills and arto resolutions introduced in the House of Representatives- 
the -eighth to the Forty-seventh Congresses, inclusive. 


a 
Eg | 
Congress, Bills. | £ | Total, 
ES 
az | 
$ | 
813 | 182 | 995- 
1,234 | 305| 1,5% 
2,023 | 476 | 2,499 
3,091 | 522| 3,613- 
4,073 | 203| 4276 
4,891 | 162| 5,053 
4,708 | 19% | 4,904 
6,549 | 250| 6,799 
7,257 | 419| 7,676 
7,685 | 367| 8,052 


Statement of reports of committees made in the House of Representatives in the Thirty- 
Forty-soventh Congresses, 


eighth, Forty-fourth, and 
Thirty-cighth Congress 173 
Forty-fourth Congress .... 


Forty-seventh Congress. 


FILE CLERK’S OFFICE. 
In the Thirty-eighth Congress 40 file-boxes held the papers. In the Forty- 
seventh Congress 410 file-boxes were required, 
ABSTRACT B. 
Increase of index of House Journals in the Thirty-cighth, Forty-fourth, and Forty- 
seventh Congresses. 


Thirty-eighth Congress. 
Forty-fourth Congress .... 
Forty-seventh Congress. 
LETTER FROM THE DOORKEEPER. 

By reason of the large increase in the membership of the present House an 
increase of the force in the Doorkeeper's department is necessarily required to 
make said department effective and for the eral welfare and convenience 
of the members, the present force being entire: sib ape bari for the purpose. , 1. 
therefore recommend that provision be made forthe following additional force: 

‘Three messengers, at $1,200 per annum each; three messengers, at $1,000 per 
annum cach; three folders, at $900 per annum each; three folders, at $540 per 


annum each; four folders, at $720 per annum each; two riding pages; cight 
pages; two cloak-room laborers, at $50 per month during session; and two- 
elerks in the folding and document rooms, at $1,200 per annum each. 

J. G. WIN TERSMITH. Doorkeaner- 


1884. CONGRESSIONAL 


O'DONNELL CORRESPONDENCE. 

Mr. CALKINS. I move that the correspondence in the O'Donnell 
<ase, sent from the Department of State and received just before the 
holiday recess, be ordered to be printed. 

There was no objection, and the motion was agreed to. 

And then, on motion of Mr. Cox, of New York (at 4 o’clock p. m.), 
the House adjourned. : 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
ander the rule, and referred as follows: : 

By Mr. BALLENTINE: Papers relating to the claim of William H. 
Brown—to the Committee on War Claims. $ 

By Mr. BARBOUR: The petition of Thomas J. Steele, praying Con- 
gress to pass an act declaring the true intent and meaning of the joint 
resolution of Congress approved February 28, 1867, and give force and 
effect to the decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States—to 
the Committce on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of sundry pro -holders in the District of Colum- 
‘bia—io the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BELMONT: The petition of K, T. Goldsmith and 51 others, 
of C. B. Warner, of James M. Worth and 5 others, of Simon S. Haw- 
kins and 30 others, of James H. Tuthill and 40 others, and of 8. A. 
Beckwith and 132 others, for the establishment of a harbor of safety at 
Horton’s Point, New York—severally to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. BISBEE: Paper relating to the work upon the jetties at the 
mouth of the Saint John’s River—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BRENTS: Papers relating to confirmation of certain acts of 
the Legislature of Washington Territory—to the Committee on the 
‘Territories. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Washington Territory, for an increase 
of the duty on wool—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, papers relating to the pension claim of Thomas K. Lytle—to the 
Committee on Pensions.- 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Louisa A. ngram—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of C. H. Hale, of Washington 
Territory—to the Committee on Claims. ` 

By Mr. F. B. BREWER: The petition of Olive Martindale, relative 
to pensions granted to soldiers’ widows—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. R. T. DAVIS: The petition of Joseph B. Macy and’ others, 
fora signal station upon island of Nantucket, to be connected by tel- 
egraph with the mainland—to the Committee on Commerce: 

By Mr. DEUSTER: The petition of Joseph Wirth, for increase ‘of 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FERRELL: The petition of Charles Shivers, jr., for relief— 
to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Elisha M. Luckett, for relief—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. FIEDLER: The petition of the Newark (N. J.) Board of 
Trade, in regard to the trade-dollar—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. FOLLETT: The petition of Isaac Reis, Maddux, Hobart & 
Co., and 61 others, and of G. P. Griffith, vice-president Citizens’ Na- 
tional Bank, and Benjamin Eggleston, president Second National Bank 
of Cincinnati, Ohio, for extension of the bonded period on distilled 
spirits—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GEDDES: Paper relating to the claim of Victoria Mott, 
widow of Peter Mott, late of Company I, Fifteenth Regiment Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. GEORGE: Paper relating to the improvement of certain rivers 
and harbors—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, two petitions of citizens of Oregon, praying for forfeiture of land 
grant of Oregon Central Railroad—severally to the Committee on the 
Public Lands, : 

Also, the petition of citizens of Oregon, for thirty days’ leave of ab- 
sence to letter-carriers and for increase of salary—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GREENLEAF: The petition of Lewis Williams, for increase 
of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of Moses 8. Hotchkiss, of Rochester, N. Y., on the 
principles of a republican form of government—to the Committee on 
Education. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Papers relating to the claim of Emanuel Mason, 
of the District of Columbia—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. JAMES: The petition of Thomas Kirkpatrick, for balance 
of salary as consul at Nassau, New Providence—to the same commit- 
tee. 

Also, the petition of Rey. Charles R. Baker and.19 others; of Rev. 
Joseph Pullman and 11 ethers; of Rev. Thomas B. McLeod, on behalf 
of Clinton Avenue Congregational church, and of Noah Hunt Schenck, 
D. D., and 15 others, citizens of Brooklyn, N. Y., asking that the In- 
dians be allotted lands in severalty, protection of law, and afforded 
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ample facilities for education upon present rese1vations—seyerally to. 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. JEFFORDS: The petition of the mayor, aldermen, and cit- 
izens of the town of Greenville, Miss., for an appropriation for the pro- 
tection of the harbor at that place—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. J. K. JONES: The petition of Z. L, Cotton and others, ask- 
ing that pensions be granted to soldiers of the Mexican war—to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. LACEY: The petition of Phoebe C.. Doxsie, for relief—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, the petition of E. D. Williams and 33 others, in favor of grant- 
ing one hundred and sixty acres of land to soldiers, sailors, and ma- 
rines—to the Select Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, 
and Back Pay. 

By Mr. LOVERING: The petition of Dileno Robinson, for relief— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAYBURY: The petition of Margaret J. McCrickett, of De- 
troit, Mich., for relief—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Richard Hawley & Sons—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McCORMICK: The petition of citizens of Scioto County, 
Ohio, for change of mail route—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MOREY: Papers relating to the claim of Pattison & Cald- 
well, of Hamilton, Ohio, for the refunding of tax paid on certain spirits 
which had been reduced below proof by water thrown into the receiv- 
ing cisterns to extinguish the fire which destroyed their distillery—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MURRAY: The petition of Joel B. Martin, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NELSON: The joint resolution of the Legislature of Min- 
nesota, asking immediate adjustment of land grants to railroads in that 
State—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 4 

By Mr. O'HARA: Papers relating to the establishment of a post- 
route in the counties of Craven and. Lenoir, North Carolina—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. 8. W. PEEL: The petition of veterans of the Mexican war, 
for a pension—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. S. J. PEELLE: The petition of Scheyabacher & Selig, whole- 
sale liquor dealers, and 15 others, and of F. L. Ritzengers and other 
bankers, indorsed by the Board of Trade of Indianapolis, Indiana, for 
the extension of the bonded period on distilled spirits—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. PETTIBONE: Papers relating to the claims of William H. 
goan; and of Lieut. Francis Ware—severally to the Committee on 

ms. 


Also, papers relating to the claim of James W. Anderson, Mary E. 
Anderson, and other heirs of Mrs. Mary Anderson—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. REAGAN: The petition of J, G. Schwartz and 25 ofhers, citi- 
zens of Kansas, for the e of a law prohibiting stockholders, agents, 
or attorneys for any corporation from voting or sitting in either House of 
Congress during the pending of any motion affecting directly or indi- 
rectly the affairs of such corporation—to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

By Mr. REED: Paper relating to the pension claim of Hannah Hutch- 
ins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. - yi 

Also, the petition of A. N. Yates, for increase of pensions of soldiers of 
the war of 1812—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. W. F. ROGERS: Papers relating to the claim of Sarah E. 
Webster, administatrix—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SHELLEY; Paper relating to the improvement of the chan- 
nel at Mobile, Ala.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SINGLETON: The petition of ex-Union soldiers and their 
heirs, residents of the State of Mississippi, for donation of lands, &c.— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. S 

By Mr. STOCKSLAGER: The petition of Virginia J. Robert Bolin, 
for relief—to the same committee. 

By Mr. E. B. TAYLOR: The petition of George W. Arret and 48 
others, of Henry Binkrey and 45 others, of James Fowler and 51 others, 
of John Geddes and 52 others, of Wallace Johnson and 25 others, of 
Harman Kline and 38 others, of Reuben Kale and 61 others, of Will- 
iam berger and 112 others, of O. L. Miller and 41 others, of W. 
F. Ball, M. D., and 51 others, of J. W. Matthews and 44 others, of H. 
H. Marklin and 108 others, of 8. B. Pine and 38 others, of James Rus- 
sell and 34 others, of Daniel D. Shaffer and 50 others, of O. J. Shatto 
and 45 others, and of Clark Stough and 110 others, relating to the tariff 
on wool—severally to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TUCKER: The petition of the legal representatives of the 
estate of David Wood, for payment of claim found due and allowed by 
the Court of Claims—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Charles Beatty, representing the estate of James 
Beatty; of John W. Cater and of Frederick St praying for pay- 
ment of claims against the United States—severally to the same com- 
mittee, : 
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Also, the petition of S. A. Groff, asking that he may be heard by the 
House Committee on Rules on the merits of his page and voting indi- 
cator for the Hall of the House—to the Committee on the Rules, 


Also, the petition of T. M. ish, administrator of the estate of 
Richard Fitzpatrick, deceased, for payment of his claim against the 
United States—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WAIT: The petition of Maj. James Belger, for relief—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. A. J. WARNER: Papers relating to the claim of William T. 

e—to the Committee on War Claims. 
so, papers relating to the claim of T. W. Stone—to the Committee 
on Claims. 
Also, papers relating to the pension claim of Samuel J. Warner—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WELLER: The petition of Isaac High and others, and of J. 
Warner and others, to equalize the pay and bounties of soldiers and 
sailors of the late war—severally to the Select Committee on the Pay- 
ment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. WHITING: The petition of Baker, Pratt & Co. and others, 
for the passage of a national bankrupt law—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, the petition of Charles T. Dillingham and others, for the reduc- 
tion of postage on all city and town letters from 2 cents to 1 cent—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WILLIS: Papers relating to the partition of certain land in 
Louisville, Ky., belonging jointly to John ols and the Government 
S ea sat States—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

rounds. 

By Mr. WOODWARD: The petition of 59 inhabitants of township 
No. 12 north, of range 3 west, in Vernon County, Wisconsin, for a sur- 
vey of said township—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, the pen of Lydia A. Long, Elizabeth Bedford, and Louisa 
Jane Shaw, ferincrease of pension to widows and dependent relatives— 

' to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YORK: The petition of citizens of Ashe County, North Car- 
olina, asking Congress te aid the States and Territories by making an 
appropriation for educational purposes—to the Committee on Educa- 
tion. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Ashe and other counties in North 
Carolina, for a stage line from Abingdon to Statesville, in that State— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

The following petitions praying for an appropriation for the payment 
of the rebate of tax.on unbroken packages of smoking and manufact- 
ured tobacco, cigars, &c., were presented, and severally referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. BELMONT: Of J. H. Newins & Son, of Riverhead, N. Y. 

By Mr. CRISP: Of 8. B. Bosworth and others, of Americus, Ga. 

By Mr. HOWEY: Of dealers in tobacco of Washington, Warren 
County, New Jersey. 

By Mr. KLEINER: Of citizens of Evansville, Ind. 

By Mr. LAMB: Of citizens of Crawfordsville, Ind. 

By Mr, MILLS: Of citizens of Limestone County, Texas. 

By Mr. MORSE: Of Thomas Dana & Co. and others, of Boston, 
Mass. 

By Mr. PRICE: Of T. J. Burhite and others, of River Falls, Wis. 

By Py RANNEY: Of John A. Nowell and others, and of Timothy 
Gay A 

By Mr. G. W. RAY: Of tobacco dealers of Norwich, Chenango 
County, New York. 

By Mr. ROWELL: Of Gillespie & Co., of Lincoln, Logan County, 
and of Humphreys, Newton & Co. and others, of Bloomi n, Il. 

By Mr. SINGLETON: Of A. T. Threefoot & Son and others, of Me- 
ridian, Miss. 

By Mr. WHITING: Of citizens of Adams, Mass. 

By Mr. WOODWARD: Of P. Nelson and others, dealers in tobacco, 
of Viroqua, Wis. 


SENATE. 
_ WEDNESDAY, January 9, 1884. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Entas De Wrrr HUNTLEY, D. D, 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter from the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, inclosing reportsof Indian Agent Arm- 
strong relative to the condition and necessities of the Crow Indians in 
Montana; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Interior, transmitting the report of the surveyor-general of New 
Mexico relative to the private land claim in New Mexico, reported as 
No. 123, in the name of Francisco Sandoval, for the Santisima Trinidad 
or Rancho de Galvan tract; which, with the accompanying papers, was 


referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered ta be: 
rinted. 

x He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 

of the Treasury, showing the amount of the publie debt, how much it, 

has been reduced beyond the amount required by sections 3694 and 3696: 

of the Revised Statutes relating to the sinking fund, &c.; which was 

referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting reports from Col. Charles E. Blunt, Corps of En- | 
gineers, of surveys of certain localities in Maine, made in compliance- 
with the river and harbor act of August 2, 1882; which, with the ac- 
companying papers, was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS., 

Mr. PLUMB. I present the petition of a number of ex-Union sol- 
diers, praying for the establishment of a soldiers’ home in the State of 
Kansas, The petition is signed by more than twenty thousand ex-sol- 
diers, representing over one thousand regiments and, I think, seventeen 
States and Territories. The petitioners are now residents of the States 
of Missouri, Iowa, Nebraska, and Kansas, the Territories of New Mexico: 
and Wyoming and the Indian Territory. I move that the petition be 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. [also present, and ask that it be made part of these 
remarks, a preamble and resolution adopted by a reunion of the sol- 
diers of the State of Kansas held at Leavenworth in October last, ex- 
pressing the sentiment of that assemblage upon the same question. I 
ask that the petition itself be read, minus the names. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas asks con- 
sent that the petition referred to be read. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none. 

The petition was read, and referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, as follows: 


AN APPEAL FOR A SOLDIERS’ HOME IN KANSAS, 


To the honorable the members of the Senate and 
House of Representatives th Congress assembled : 

We, your petitioners, representing every penen all arms—artillery. cav- 
alry, and infantry—and every man of war that participated in the defense of our 
country during the war of the rebellion, 100,000 ex-soldiers and sailers, now re- 
ating A the State of Kansas,and hundreds of thousands at present in Colo- 
rado, New Mexico, Arkansas, Missouri, Nebraska, Iowa, and the Indian Terri- 
tory, set forth the fact that hundreds of our former comrades in arms, disabled by 
wounds received and diseases contracted while in the service of their country, 
are in a helpless condition, dependent upon the labor of their wivesand children, 
a burden to those whom they should support, or upon charity they can notaccept 
without humiliation, for the simplest necessities of life. 

Many of these men, by reason of the length of time which has ela , the 
loss of important papers, or the death of those who could have furnished the- 
n proofs, can not now hope to establish their right to a pension, and if 
they could, the character of the original injury would entitle them a pittance 
so small as to furnish no adequate relief; the influence of time, toil, and pain 
upon the system, weakened by wounds received or contracted in the 
service, being not considered in the award. 

As anexample, we cite to the case of Greenville Meade, late private of Com- 
pany F, One hundred and eighteenth Illinois Infantry, of Fort Scott, recently 
deceased. After twenty yearsof suffering and six years of entire helplessness, 
during which he was confined to the house, wholly dependent upon the labor 
of his wife, he died in real poverty, and the day after his death the netice came 
that he had been granted a pension of $ per month. 

Such cases might be multiplied by hundreds throughout this Western country. 
The reason why'they abound here is readily understood. When the discharged. 
soldiers returned totheir homes they found the places they had occupied filled 
by others, and conscious that they would have to compete with those in sound 
health, they moved to the West, where competition would be less and the op- 
portunities ter. But the hardships incident to a new country increased. 
their infirmities, and at last they are left in poverty, with no prospect of ade- - 
quate relief, unless the Government, in whose defense they risked everythingand 
lost so much, shall come to their help and furnish them a home wherein the few 
years of life yet remaining may be spent while they listen for the call that shal} 
summon them from the pain and penury they have so long endured. 

We send you this appeal the more cheerfully because we know you are not 
strangers to facts set forth, and in the Congress has oe the right of 
the soldier and sailor who bared his breast for his country in the time of her 
peril to a just reward for the service rendered and the injuries received. 

We have seen with pleasure the order of Secretary of Warproviding shel- 
ter and food for a mule that was worn out in the public service, and know that 
every true man will say, ‘The soldier who, from the effects of disease con- 
tracted in the ‘ prison pens’ of the South, in the arduous campaigns of the war, 
or the injury resulting from wounds, is no longer able to work, is justly entitled 
to shelter and food.” 

We piead for those who can not plead for themselves; their helplessness ren- 
ders thim silent and love of their country seals their lips against complaint, 

W. B. SHOCKLEY, 
Chairman of Committee on Soldiers’ Home. 
Forr Scorr, Kans, 


Mr. PLUMB. I askthat the preamble and resolution which I have 
forwarded to the desk may be incorporated in the RECORD without be- 


ing read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection that order 
will be entered. The Chair hears none. 

The preamble and resolution are as follows: 


Whereas there are now resident in the State of Kansas upward of 75,000 hon- 
orably discharged soldiers and sailors who served in the armies of the Union 
during the war of the rebellion; and 

Whereas many of said solders and sailors are disabled from wounds and dis- 
ease received and contracted during their service in said war and are now in 
needy circumstances; and . 

Whereas many of these soldiers and sailors can not now make the necessary 
mae on enable them to obtain ions and are now dependent upon the char- 

ty of their comrades and friends: and 


1884. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


303 


Whereas the General Government has provided suitable homes for disabled 
soldiers and sailors in many States of the Union; and 

Whereas such homes are remote and difficult of access to destitute soldiers 
of Kansas and other adjacent Western States: Now, therefore. 

We, the soldiers and sailors of the late war now residents of Kansas in re- 
union assembled at the city of Leavenworth, most respectfully booe our re 
resentatives in Con, to take such action as may be necessary to obtain sufti- 
cient aid from the United States to establish and maintain a soldiers’ home in 
our State, believing that b mee doingthe Government will thereby discharge a 
moral and legn duty which it owes to its defenders who now need its aid and 
protection ; 

Beit further ' Seed: That a copy of these resolutions be sent to Comrade P. 
B. Plumb, to be by him por resented to the Congress of the United States, with 
the earnest request that ress the bill now before the Senate for such purpose 
and that he use all honorable means to secure its enactment. 


Mr. JONES, of Florida, presented the petition of the master and 
wardens of Escambia Lodge, No. 15, Free and Accepted Masons, of Pen- 
sacola, Fla., praying that they be granted the title to the land on which 
their building i is now located; which’ was referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. HALE presented a memorial of the board of directors of the 
Maritime Association of the City of New York, urging legislationin the 
interests of our mercantile marine; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented the petition of Charles Breneiser & Co. 
and others, of Reading, Pa., praying for an appropriation to pay rebate 
tax on tobacco, snuff, cigars, &c.; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. 

He also presented a petition of the select and common council of 
Erie, Pa., praying for the re-establishment of the land light-house over- 
looking the harbor of Erie; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. INGALLS presented a petition of jobbers and dealers in manu- 
factured tobacco, citizens of Humboldt, Kans., praying for a tobacco- 
rebate appropriation; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

Mr. VAN WYCK presented a petition of citizens of Nebraska, pray- 
ing for immediate legislation to make effective an act of Congress here- 
tofore passed providing for rebate of tax on tobacco; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of J. W. Thompson, Anthony 
Hyde, and other citizens of the District of Columbia, praying for the 
passage of a bill for the protection of children in the District of Colum- 
bia from cruelty and abuse, and for other purposes; which was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SLATER presented a petition of the citizens of Oregon, praying 
that the lands granted to the Oregon Central Railroad Company which 
have not been earned may be forfeited; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. SEWELL presented two petitions of citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., 
praying that jetties be built at Corson’s Inlet and Townsend’s Inlet, on 
the coast of New Jersey, adjacent to Ludlam Island, in order to deepen 
the water upon the bar and thereby afford a harbor in Ludlam and in 
Townsend’s Bay for vessels sailing along the New Jersey coast: which 
were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PIKE presented the petition of E. M. Mason and others, letter- 
carriers of Concord, N. H., praying that they be granted a vacation of 
thirty days, the same as is allowed to other Government employés; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. BOWEN presented a petition of citizens of Denver, Colo., pray- 
ing for a tobacco-rebate appropriation; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Mr. LOGAN presented a petition of citizens of New York, praying for 
the passage of a bill to pension ex-prisoners of war; which wasreferred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of ex-soldiers of Hancock County, Ili- 
nois, praying for the passage of an equalization-of-bounty bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of F. M. Thomas Post, Grand Army 
of the Republic, No, 94, of Iowa; the petition of Grand Army of the 
Republic Post No. 19, Department of Ohio; the petition of Post No. 48, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Nebraska; the petition of Custer Post, 
No, 44, Grand Army of the Republic, of Minnesota; the petition of 
James Morgan Post, No. 127, Grand Army of the Republic, of Missouri; 
the petition of Post No. 99, Grand Army of the Republic, of Nebraska; 
the petition of Elliott Post, No. 88, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Nebraska; and the petition of Grand Army of the Republic Post No. 
165, Department of Iowa, praying for the opening up of the Sioux res- 
ervation; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of William Elrod, of Shobonier, Ill., 
praying for tion to prevent the spread of epidemic diseases 
among domestic animals; which was referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture, 

He also presented the petition of James B. Fox, of Aurora, IIL, pray- 
ing for the passage of a bill providing that in case a disabled soldier 
does not make a declaration for an invalid pension previous to his 
death his widow or children shall be entitled to receive a pension as 
though he had made such declaration; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 


Mr. LAPHAM presented a petition of letter-carriers of Oswego, N. 
Y., praying for an increase of compensation; which was referred to the 
So on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. MAXEY presented a petition of citizensof Paris, Lamar County, 
Texas, praying for a tobacco-rebate appropriation; which was referred 
to the Committee on Apprepriations. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on to whom was re- 
ferred the joint resolution (S. R. 21) for the relief of ths Kansas City, 
Fort Scott and Gulf Railroad, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. JACKSON, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re 
ferred the memorial of Collin Adams, asking the refunding of the pro- 
ceeds of the sale of certain cotton seized by the Army 0 the United 
States and the proceeds of sales used for the benefit of the Government, 
submitted a report thereon, accompanied by a bill (S. 974) for the re- 
lief of Collin Adams and Lucy V. Weatherred. 

The bill was read twice by its title. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the petition of T. J. Boyles, administrator of the 
estate of Marcus Radish, deceased, praying compensation for the use- 
and occupancy of his property in Brownsville, Tex., by United States. 
military authorities in the year 1865, submitted a report thereon, ac- 
companied by a bill (S. 975) for the relief of T. J. Boyles, administra- 
tor of the estate of Marcus Radish, deceased. 

The bill was read twice by its title. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 431) for the relief of Sallie A. Spence; 

A bill (S. 379) for the relief of Mrs. J. P. Williams; 

A bill (S. 537) for the relief of J. A. Henry and others; and 

A bill (S. 677)for the relief of the estates of James Vance and Will- 
iam Vance. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (8. 380) for the relief of James Bridger, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 382) for the relief of the city of Glasgow, in the State ot 
ene and of certain citizens thereof, submitted an adverse report 

ereon. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be placed upon the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair). The bill 
will be placed on the Calendar, with the adverse report of the commit- 
tee, which will be printed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. CONGER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 976) to increase the pension of Peter Lennon, late 
second lieutenant Company B, Fifth Regiment Michigan Volunteers; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. PIKE asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 977) for the relief of Sylvester Marsh; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. 978) to rerate the pension of J. A. Ford, of 
Maitland, Fla.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HILL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 979) to regulate the entry of placer claims on mineral 
lands; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Mines and Mining. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 980) for the relief of William C. McClellan and Robert 
J. Spotswood; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 981) for the relief of Hugo Wediles, which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. 982) for the maintenance and support 
of the Marine-Hospital Service; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I will state that this is a bill to repeal 
the monthly tax which is levied upon all our sailors for the mainte- 
nance of the marine hospitals, with the intention of making the support 
of the marine hospitals a charge upon the Government directly, with- 
out any tax upon our commerce. It is in the direction of aid to our 
commerce. I move that the bill be referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

se motion was : to. / 
of New York, asked and, by neauimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduced a bill (S. 983) to aed section 4458 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, concerning commerce and navi- 
gation and the regulation of steam-vessels; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
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He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 984) revising the postal laws; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CALL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 985) extending the operations of the Light-House 
Board over the Saint John’s River, within the State of Florida, and 
making an appropriation therefor; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 986) granting a pension to Laura Prine, only surviving 
daughter and heir of Robert F. Prine; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimons consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 987) providing for the establishment of a land office at 
Bartow, Polk County, Florida; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. INGALLS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 988) further to define and limit the appellate ju- 
risdiction of the Supreme Court of the United States; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. 989) to construct a free bridge over the Po- 
tomac River at or near Georgetown, D. C.; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 990) for the relief of John D. Marrion; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 991) for the relief of J. Henry. Rives; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 992) for the relief of Isaac Davenport and other citizens 
of Virginia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
nrittee on Claims. 

Mr. HOAR asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 993) for the relief of Maria G. Dunbar; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BOWEN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (8. 994) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
dispose of the military reservation at Fort Lewis, in the State of Colo- 
rado, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PLUMB asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 995) to authorize the location of a branch home for 
volunteer disabled soldiers in the State of Kansas, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 996) granting a pension to David C. Canfield; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LOGAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 997) for the relief of David A. Williams; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. l 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 998) for the relief of Herman Reifenrath; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 999) granting a pension to James King; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 

leave to introduce a bill (S. 1000) for the relief of George F. Roberts, 
administrator of the estate of William B. Thayer, surviving partner of 
Thayer Brothers; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
compan, pers, referred to the Committee on Finance. 
He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 1001) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the 
Missouri River, by the Chicago, Rock Island and Kansas City Railroad 
Company; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. CALL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill i 1002) for the relief of Cyprian T, Jenkins; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McMILLAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 1003) to reimburse and compensate O. W. Streeter 
for moneys expended and services performed in taking the census of 
Dakota in 1860; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. ` : 

Mr. CULLOM asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a joint reselution (S. R. 37) allowing the widow of General 
Jesse H. Moore, late consul at Callao, Peru, one year’s salary; which 
was read twice Hy its title and referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. LOGAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 


troduce a joint resolution (S. R. 38) authorizing the issue of clothing 
to Sergt. Herman Theune, Company I, Twenty-third United States 
Infantry; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

AMENDMENT TO POST-ROUTE BILL. ` 


Mr. PLUMB submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the post-route bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Mr. GIBSON. I wish to change the reference of the joint resolution 
(S. R. 34) for the immediate appropriation of $1,000,000, in accordance 
with the urgent request of the Mississippi River Commission, for the 
preservation, repair, and construction of certain works for the improve- 
ment of said river, which was introduced on Monday last, from the 
Committee on Commerce to the Committee on the Mississippi ‘River 
and Tributaries. I make that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ABUSES IN UNITED STATES COURTS. 


Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resol: That the Attorney-General be instructed to transmit to the Senate 
copies of the reports, with the accompanying papers, made by different exam- 
iners of the Department of Justice concerning the business of the courts of the 
United States in Alabama. Georgia, Arkansas, and Texas, which reports relate 
to abuses by the officers of said courts and the marshals of said districts in the 
charging, collecting, and accounting for of fees, and other abuses referred to in 
the report of Brewster Cameron, general of the Department of Justice, 
made to said Department, dated January 5, e 

MEAT EXPORTATIONS. 
Mr. ANTHONY. I offer the following resolution, and ask for its 
present consideration: , 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be instructed to inquire 
into the expediency of such legislation as shall enable the Executive to protect 
our interests inst those governments which have prohibited or restrained the 
importation of healthful meats from the United Sfates. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
sideration of the resolution? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I do not desire to object to the proposition of 
the Senator from Rhode Island, but I desire to have an opportunity to 
add something more to the resolution. I believe in the principle, but 
the difficulty is, I think, that foreign nations have acted upon and have 
struck at American products in the very principle which is sought to 
be acknowledged in the resolution in the spirit of retaliation. I only 
desire that the resolution shall be printed and go over so that I may 
propose an amendment and the whole matter may be stated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The resolution will go over and be 
printed. 


Is there objection to the present con- 


F. G. SCHWATKA AND WIFE. 


Mr. HOAR. I ask leave to present at this time a report from the 
Committee on Claims. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts asks 
leave at this time to submit a report from the Committee on Claims. 
It will be received if there be no objection. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam instructed by the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 264) for the relief of F. G. Schwatka and wife, 
to report it without amendment. I ask unanimous consent to have the 
bill considered at this time, and before the Senate determines whether 
it will consent I desire to state that this is a claim presented bya very 
aged citizen of Oregon, which accrued in the year 1850 by of the reason 
taking of his land by the United States for a military purpose. A mili- 
tary reservation is the farm on which he had settled. There were two 
adverse reports, I think, one of which I made myself, based upon the 
ground of the laches of the petitioner in presenting his claim. There- 
upon the Senate called for the information to be obtained from the com- 
manding officer of that district; and the objection of laches was com- 
pletely removed, it being shown that this gentleman had been insane 
for a great many years, nearly all the time to which laches would ap- 
ply. Thereupon a favorable report was made at the last Congress, and 
upon explanation the bill unanimously passed the Senate. A favorable 
report was made in the House, but I believe the bill was not reached 
for action there. 

This gentleman is not only aged, but I understand he has had a 
calamity which results in the necessity for the amputation of one of 
his limbs. The Senator from dg og DOLPH], who is his neigh- 
bor and whose constituent he is, me that it would be a t 
act of grace and justice if the Senate would take up and deal with his 
claim at this time, so that he may be relieved in his great infirmity. 

The bill provides for the payment of $6,000 to the husband and 
wife according to the law. The husband is the father of the eminent 
Arctic naval officer, Lieutenant Schwatka, -I ask that by unanimous 
consent the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill. If the 


Senate will allow the report, which is very brief, to be read, reserving 
the objection until that time, any Senator may then make the objec- 
tion if he deems it to do so. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Do 
the bill this morning? 


I understand that the Senator has reported 
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Mr. HOAR. Yes, sir, 

Mr. COCKRELL. From the Committee on Claims? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes, sir; and it was reported also at the last session. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I know all about the case. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Missouri knows all about the case. 
The report of last winter, however, is in print. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent that the bill reported by him this morning be now 
considered, and in connection with that request he asks that the report 
of the committee be now read. Is there objection to the reading of the 
report? The Chair hears none, and it will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 264) entitled “A 

bill for the relief of F. G. Schwatka and wife,” have considered the same and 

ully report: We adopt the report e from this committee on the 21st 

day of December, 1881, and recommend the passage of the bill, The report is 
ined for the information of the Senate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Massachu- 
setts desire to have the report of last year read? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes, sir. 

The Chief ‘Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Hoar, from the Committee on Claims, submitted the following report: 
The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 51) entitled “A 
bill for the relief of F, G. Schwatka, sr.,” have considered the same, and re- 


lly report: 

That E G. Schwatka, sr., on November 6, 1850, being a married man, with 
eight or nine children, settled on a tract of land at the mouth of the Columbia 
River, in Oregon, asa donation claim. November 16, 1850, he filed in the office 
of the recorder of deeds for Clatsop County his claim, giving its boundariesand 
embracing six hundred and forty acres. He immediately built a house, and the 
following year raised a crop of potatoes on the land. He intended to make it 
his rete oper home. He so occupied it until August, 1852, when he was told 
by Major Hathaway, of the United States Army, that his claim had been se- 
lected as a military reservation; whereu he removed from it. Said claim 
was taken fora military reservation, now known asthe Fort Stevens reservation. 

act of Con entitled “‘ An act to create the office of surveyor-general 
of the public lands in O: n, and to provide for the survey and to make dona- 
ponk to Ea of the said public lands,” approved September 27, 1850, section 
|, provides— 
“That there shall be and hereby is grantedto every white settler or t 
of the pu lands, aboye the age of eighteen years, being a citizen e, tbe 
United States * * * now residing in said Territory, or who shall become a 
resident thereof on or before the Ist day of December, 1850, and who shall have 
resided pod and cultivated the same for four successive years, and shall other- 
wise conform to the provisions of this act, the quantity of one half-section, or 
three hundred and twenty acres of land, Haninge man; and ifa married man, 
or if he shall become married within one year from the Ist day of December, 
1850, the quantity of one section, or six hundred and forty acres, one-half to 
himself and the other half to his wife, to be held os herin her own renk And 
the surveyor-general shall designate the part inuring to the hustand and that 
to the wife, and enter the same on the records of his office: * * * Provided 
Surther, That in all cases provided for in this section the donation shall embrace 
the land actually occupied and cultivated by the settler thereon.” 

Section 6 of said act provides— 

“That within three months after the survey, or where the survey has been 
made before the settlement, then within three months from the commencement 
of such settlement, of said settlers shall notify the pavers eneral to be 
appointed under this act of the precise tract or tracts claimed by them respect- 
ively under this law, and in all cases it shall be in a compact form ; and where it 
is practicable so to do, the land so claimed shall be taken, as nearly as practi- 
cable, by legal subdivisions; but where that can not be done, it shall be the duty 
of the said surveyor-general to survey and mark each claim with the bounda- 
ries as claimed, at the request and expense of the claimant. * * * e sur- 
veyor-general shall enter a description of such claims in a book to be kept by 
him for that purpose, and note temporarily on the township-plats the tract or 
tracts so designated, with the boun ies. 

Section 7 provides— 

“That within twelve months after the surveys have been made, or where the 
survey has been made before the settlement, then within twelve months from 
the time the settlemnnt was comme , each person claiming a donation right 
under this act shall prove to the satisfaction of the surveyor-ge or of such 
other officer as may be appointed by law for that purpose, that the settlement 
and cultivation required by this act had been commenced, specifying the time 
of the commencement; and at any time after the expiration of four years“from 
the date of such settlement shall prove in like manner by two disinterested wit- 
nesses the fact of continued residence and cultivation required by the fourth 
section of this act; and upon such proof being made, the surveyor-general, or 

_ other ofiicer appointed by law for that p shall issue certificates, under 
such rules and regulations as may be rescribed by the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office, setting forth the facts in the case and specifying the land 
to which the parties are entitled, And the surveyor-general shall return the 

f so taken to the Commissioner of the General Land Office, and if the said 
mmissioner shall find no valid objection thereto, patents shall issue for the 
land according to the certificates aforesaid upon the surrender thereof." 

Section 9 provides— 

“That no claim to a donation right under the provisions of this act, upon sec- 
tions 16 or 36, shall be valid or allowed if the residence and cultivation upon 
which the same is founded shall] have commenced after the survey of the same; 
nor shall such claim attach to any tract or parcel of land Soleo for a military 
post, or within one mile thereof, or to any other land reserved for governmental 
purposes, unless the residence and cultivation thereof shall have commenced 
previous to the selection or reservation ef the same for such purposes,” 

Section 13 provides— 

“ That all questions arising under this act shall be adjudged by the surveyor- 
general as prelimi toa final decision, according to law; * * * to cause 
proper tract-books to be opened; * + * and to do and perform all other acts 
and things necessary and proper to carry out the provisions of this act.” 

Section H j eyrar ‘ 


such cases be the duty of the Secretary of War to cause the value of such im- 
ned shall 


provements to be , and the amount so ascertai be paid to 
the party entitled thereto, out of any money not otherwise appropriated.” 
No surveys were made of the township embracing the of Schwatka 


Gy Baek 


until 1856, It was, therefore, impossible for the petitioner to file a description 


of his claim, according to the law uiring such filing, “ within three months 
aftersurvey hasbeen made.” Major way e petitioner that he would 
be paid for his claim by the United States when formal n was taken by 
them. He made no claim for relief by petition to Congress or otherwise, so far 
as a until December, 1870, and his claim was rejected by the Committee 
on Claims in the Forty-fifth Congress principally for that reason: the report be- 
ing made to the Senate by the writer of the present report, May 29,1878. There- 
after, February 11, 1879, the Senate passed a resolution divesting the Secretary 
of War to cause an examination to be made by the commanding officer of the 
Department of the Columbia into saidclaim, and the Secre has transmitted 
the report of said officer for the information of the Senate. this report, 
and the affidavits annexed thereto, it appears that Mr. Schwatka was insane for 
a large portion of the time between his surrender of the premises in 1852and his 
application in 1870. He removed to Albany, in Linn Gonny; in June, 1855, and 
from June, 1855, to August, 1859, he had frequent intervals of mental depression, 
taking long ck fara lg without ogni | any person know where he was going 
or when he would return, and being unfitted for any kind of business, 

This condition is now shown to have ex from 1855 to 1868 at frequent in- 
tervals. When the former report was made, there was no evidence establishing 
this condition of dementia for a period preceding 1864, and the committee state 
that the petitioner seems to have had twelve years within which he might have 
prosecuted his claim. Mis period is now sa rily accounted for untila 
time within three years of his being ousted by the Government, We do not 
think that we ought to apply the doctrine of laches so strictly to a pioneer in 
Oregon, before it was admitted asa State, before the time of railroads or tele- 
graphs, or punctuality of mail service, as to 1 ae him of a just claim against 

e Government for a failure to prosecute it in Washington during those three 
years, especially when, according to his affidavit, the military officer who in- 
formed him of the taking by the United States assured him that provision would 
be made for his compensation when the Government took actual possession, 

It is true that Mr. watka did not do all the acts which were needed to give 
him a complete title under the statutes of the United States. But he was pre- 
vented from doing such acts only by the appropriation by the Government of 
his land to a public use paramount in right and inimportance. He was equita- 
bly entitled to be paid for the value of his right togo on and perfect his legal title. 

Abst are therefore of opinion that some allowance should be made to the 
claimant. 

The question of value is of more difficulty. The petitioner's affidavit, annexed 
to the report of the military officer, sets the value of the land at the time it was 
taken from him at $10,000. It appears that at the time of the former report 
there were before the committee an affidavit of the petitioner valuing the land 
at $4,000; an affidavit of one Shively, saying it was worth $2,500; one of B. C. 


Kindred, fixing the value at $10,000 ‘at the time the Government took pos- 
session,” and $5,000 “‘ when Schwatka left.” Other esses fix the value at 
$10,000, It appears that the land is now of t value; being estimated at from 


$13,000 to $15,000, by reason of valuable eries appertaining to it, and its ad- 
mirable situation at the mouth of the Columbia River. It is difficult to believe 
that the land which was wild and unoccupied, to be had for the taking by the 
first settler, two years before Mr. Schwatka left, had in that time risen to a 
value of $10,000, and that in the nearly thirty years since that time only $3,000 
or $5,000 have been added by the increasing population ef the important and 
growing State of Oregon. 

Upon the whole, we are inclined to allow the sum of $6,000. 

In coming to this conclusion, the committee have been aided by the personal 
knowledge of the locality of the Senator from Ne a member of the commit- 
tee, who thinks $6,000 a low estimate of the value of the land at the time of the 
taking. The claimant, having waited so long for compensation, will receiveno 
more than justice if this sum be allowed him. 2 

Under the law, one-half of the claim would have vested in his wife, who was 
then and is now living. 

We therefore recommend the amendment of the bill by providing forthe pay- 
ment of the sum of $6,000, to be equally divided between the claimant and his 
wife, and that the bill pass so amended. 


By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of the Treasury 
to pay to F. G. Schwatka, sr., of Salem, Oreg., and to Amelia Schwatka, 
his wife, $6,000, to be equally divided between them, in full of their 
claim against the Government of the United States for their donation 
claim taken by the War Department, in sections 6 and 7, in township 
8 north, range 10 west of the Willamette meridian, in the State of 
Oregon, and what is now known as Fort Stevens. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I beg the indulgence of the Senate to 
say that I for the first time this morning heard of this claim, I am, 
however, well acquainted with the claimant and with the tract of land 
in question. 

Mr. Schwatka is a very aged and worthy citizen of Oregon. It ap- 
pears from the report of the committee that he was one of the pioneers 
by whose energy, enterprise, and sacrifice the great Northwest, includ- 
ing Oregon, Washington, and Idaho, with its unrivalled resources, was 
saved tothe Union. It appears that he settled upon the tract of land 
in question under the act of Congress commonly known as the dona- 
tion law, built him a house, and proceeded to the cultivation of his 
claim; but the tract was taken by the Government as a military reser- 
vation. It would have been a very valuable private claim. Its value 
to the Government can not be estimated. It is the site of the fort 
which commands the south channel of the Columbia Krver. 

Mr. Schwatka, as I have said before, is aged; he is infirm. He has 
lately submitted to a series of surgical operations. First, some of his 
toes were amputated, and I believe, finally, his foot. He can, in the 
course of human events, live but a short time. í 

I hope that the bill will pass the Senate and that the attention of the 
other House will be called to it, so that it will be takeri up and acted 
upon there, and Mr. Schwatka receive what he should have received 
nearly a quarter of a century ago, so that it may do him some good 
during the last days of his life. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

FIRST NATIONAL BANK OF FORT WORTH, TEX. 
Mr. COKE. Iask unanimous consent to take up and consider Sen- 
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ate bill 844, to authorize the increase of the capital stock of the First| Mr. BAYARD. Thenit will be in order subsequently to move to 


National Bank of Fort Worth, Tex., reported by the chairman of the 
Committee on Finance and placed on the Calendar yesterday. 

Mr. FRYE. Is it a bill that will occupy any time? 

Mr. COKE. Not more than a minute or two. 

Mr. FRYE. I shall not object to this bill, but I will ask for the 
regular order after it is disposed of. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to proceeding to 
the consideration of the bill at this time? 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to reserve objection, in order to inquire 
of the Senator from Texas why a national bank requires a special act 
to increase its capital. 

Mr. COKE., ‘I will answer the Senator in the language of the Comp- 
troller of the Currency, which is very clear and very brief. The letter 
is addressed to the chairman of the Committee on Finance. The 
Comptroller says: 

Section 5142 of the Revised Statutes  pykducneg that any association may, by its 
articles of association, provide for an increase of its capital stock from time to 
time, &c., but that the maximum of such increase, to be vided for in the 
articles of association, shall be determined by the Comptroller of the Currency. 

The First National Bank of Fort Worth, Tex.,in its articles of association, 
fixed their maximum at $100 000, and this was approved by the Comptroller of 
the Currency at the time of the organization of the bank. 

The Attorney-General of :he United States, in an opinion rendered on the 
23d of February, 1882, referred to on page 10 of my annual report for 1882, de- 
cided that the maximum of increase of the capital stock of a national bank hav- 
ing once been fixed by the determination of the Comptroller of the Currency 
could not afterwards be chan, by any act of the bank or the Comptroller. 

The First National Bank of Fort Worth, Tex,, desiring to increase its capital 
beyond the limit of $100,000 fixed in its articles of association, therefore finds it 
mecessary toask for legislation by Congress to enable it to do so, and this bill has 
therefore been introduced, 

You will find a precedent for such action by Congress in volume 22 of the 
United States Statutes at Large, page 420, when the Second National Bank of 

Xenia, Ohio, was authorized to increase its capital beyond the limit fixed by its 
articles of association, 

Unless a general act is passed which will enable national banks to change the 
maximum limit of increase of their capital stock by an amendment of their arti- 
cles of association, the of s acts similar to the bill inclosed will be 
necessary in some 

The bill inclosed is unobjectionable and necessary, as stated above, and I 
recommend its passage. 

The bill was unanimously reported from the Committee on Finance. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The Chair understood the Senator 
from Massachusetts fiir. HOAR] to reserve an objection. The Chair 
will therefore again ask the Senate, is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? ; ; 

By unanimousconsent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill. It authorizes the First National Bank of 
Fort Worth, Tex., to increase its capital stock, in accordance with ex- 
isting laws, to any sum not exceeding $500,000, notwithstanding the 
limit heretofore fixed in its original articles of association and deter- 
mined by the Comptroller of the Currency; and the Comptroller of the 
Currency is authorized to fix the limit of increase of the capital stock 
of the bank at the amount of $500,000. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed by a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
COMMITTEE ON ADDITIONAL ACCOMMODATIONS FOR THE LIBRARY. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair, pursuant to the order of 
the Senate made yesterday, will announce the appointment of addi- 
tional members of the Select Committee respecting Additional Accommo- 
dations for the Library of Congress, as follows: Mr. MORRILL and Mr. 
BAYARD. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 686) to fix 
the time for holding the district court in the district of Maine at Ban- 
gor; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

REVISION OF THE RULES. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will now lay before the 
Senate the unfinished business of yesterday, being the report of the Com- 
mittee on Rules. The pending question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. The amend- 
ment will be read. f 

The SECRETARY. The amendment is in line 4 of clause 1 of Rule 
XVII, after ‘‘improvements,”’ to strike out: 

And bills making appropriations for the expenses of the government of the 
District of Columbia, which shall be referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, 

Also in clause 2 of the same rule, after “‘ Post-Roads,”’ strike out: 

1 items of iations to bills for the ex- 
Benes er tas S E OLNE DIAE of Columbia shall. behues veing som. 
sidered, be referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 

Mr. BAYARD. I merely wish to understand the effect of the amend- 
ment upon the text of the printed recommendation of the committee, 
whether if this amendment is adopted it will operate to take out of 
the text, as reported by the committee, the words now in italics upon 
the third, fourth, and fifth lines of the first clause of the rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that the 
whole text, including the italics, is before the Senate. If, therefore, 
the amendment be defeated, the words in italics will stand as a part of 


the rule. Ifthe amendment of the Senator from Maine, which is to | S 


strike out, be agreed to, those words will be stricken out. 


strike out the words in italics? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is the motion of the Senator 
from Maine. The italics are notamendments; they are part of the text. 
The words are inserted in italics, as the Chair understands, by the Com- 
mittee on Rules in order to show to the Senate the difference between 
the new rule and the old one. 

Mr. BAYARD. Precisely so; but I understand the amendment now 
pending is that of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr. BECK. No; of the Senator from Maine [ Mr. HALE] tostrike out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Senator from 
Maine is now under consideration. 

Mr. BAYARD. To strike out the words in italics? 

Mr. BECK. Yes. 

Mr. BAYARD. Allright. I supposed the more extended amend- 
ment of the Senator from Kansas was pending. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The eccupant of the chair yesterday 
held that the amendment proposed by the Senator from Maine took 
precedence of the amendment proposed by the Senator from K: 
and the motion is to strike out these words. Although they are prin 
in italics, and would therefore appear to be an amendment, they are 
really a part of the text. The question is on agreeing to the motion to 
strike out those words. 

Mr. FRYE. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will put the question on 
the first amendment, as he feels bound to do so strictly, as there are 
really two amendments. The question is on striking out the words 
read where they first occur. t 

Mr. COCKRELL. Where do they first occur? 

Mr. BECK. In clause 1. Í 

Mr. COCKRELL. How much of the matter in italics in clause 1 is 
to be stricken out? ; 

Mr. FRYE. After “ Improvements.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. After the word ‘‘Improvements,”’ 
in the fourth line of Rule XVII. Then they occur again in a subse- 
quent clause. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Does the motion include the words ‘‘Committee 
on Internal Improvements ?”’ 

Mr. FRYE. No. 

Mr. HALE. It does not touch that matter at all. It is reserved. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is what I wanted to get at. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will again state the ques- 
tion. The question now is, as the Chair thinks he is bound to put it, 
on striking out in the fourth and sixth lines of Rule XVII these words: 

And bills making appropriations for the expenses of the government of the 
District of Columbia, which shall be referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, ; 

Mr. HALE. If the motion carries it leaves the appropriation bills 
as they are now. If the motion is voted down, the eflect is to give this 
bill to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin (when his name was called). Iam 
paired with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. MAHONE]. If he were 
present, he would vote “‘nay’’ and I should vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. HAWLEY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from-Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. If he were here, Í understand he 
would vote ‘‘yea;”? I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. JONAS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON]. I do not know how he would 
vote if he were present. I therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. WALKER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Colorado [ Mr. HILL]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CAMDEN. I desire to announce the pair of my colleague [Mr. 
KENNA] with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SABIN). 

The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 25; as follows: 


YEAS—27. 
Anthony, Coke, Jackson, Platt, 
Bayard, Colquitt, n Plumb, 
Beck, Dawes, MeMillan, Pugh, 
Butler, Edmunds, McPherson, Slater, 
Call, land, Maxey, 
Camden, Gibson, Morgan, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, e, Morrill, 

NAYS—3. 
Aldrich, Frye, Lapham, Sewell, 
Blair, George, Manderson, Sherman, 
Bowen, Gorman, Miller of Cal. Van 
Brown, i Miller of N.Y Van Wyok, 
Conger, Hoar, Palmer, 
Cullom, Ingal Pike, 
Dolph, Jones of Nevada, Sawyer, 

ABSENT—2. 
Allison, Hampton, Kenna, Riddleberger, 
Cameron of Pa., $, S ; 
Cameron of Wis., Hawley, Mahone, Saulsbury 
fat a mie, Yili 
‘arley, onas, n, 
roome, Jones of Florida, Ransom, Wilson, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


1884. 


The PRESIDENT tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
second amendment of the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], which is 
the same thing in substance. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. VEST. I desire to submit an amendment, if in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not now in order, as the Chair 
thinks. The amendment of the Senator from Kansas (Mr. PLUMB] 
was superseded for the time being by the amendment of the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. HALE]. The question now is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. PLUMB], which will be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add, as clause 5 to Rule XVII, 
the following: 

That the general appropriation bills shall be referred as follows: 

Making approp ns for the support of the Army, for the erection and re- 
pair of fortifications, and for the support of the Military Academy, to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs; appropriations for the payment of A mae ped the 
Pensions Committee; appropriations for the Navy and for the Naval Academy, 
to the Naval Committee ; appropriations for the Post-Office Department, to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads ; appropriations for the Department 
of Agriculture, to the Committee on Agriculture; appropriations for the Indian 
Bureau, to the Committee on Indian Affairs ; appropriations for the District of 
Columbia, to the Committee on the District of Columbia; and the several items 
of appropriation contained in the remaining genera! appropriation bills, ger- 
mane to the general jurisdiction of the committees of the Senate, shall be re- 
ferred to such committees respectively. All such subjects of appropriation, and 
all appropriation bills so referred, shall be reported to the Senate by the com- 
mittees to which referred, with proposed amendments, within one week of the 
date of such reference, and shall be printed, and referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to this 
amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. VEST. I move now to strike out of the third and fourth lines 
of clause 1 of this rule the words ‘‘ Internal Improvements” and in- 
sert ‘‘Commerce.’’ 

Mr. FRYE. TheSenator will pardonmeamoment. By unanimous 
consent those words were allowed to remain here until a direct vote 
was taken on Rule XX VI, theonly remaining rule not acted upon, where 
comes up directly the question whether or not the Committee on Com- 
merce should be divided. 

Mr. VEST. I want to raise the question and get a direct vote on it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The amendmentof the Senator from 
Missouri will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line3, clause 1, of Rule XVII, after the word 
“on,” it is moved to strike out ‘‘ Internal Improvements” and insert 
‘t Commerce.” 

Mr. VEST. I have no disposition to press the matter now if itis 
a ble to the Senator, and it can be taken up afterward on Rule 

Mr. FRYE. Ido not know that it makes any practical difference, 
only in Rule XXVI the question is squarely presented of referring the 
river and harbor bill to a new committee on internal improvements. 
In that rule it is squarely presented, and we shall reach it in a very 
few minutes. 

Mr. VEST. If the gentleman desires it I shall wait till then. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Chair understand the Sen- 
ator from Missouri to withdraw his amendment?’ 

Mr. VEST. . I withdraw it for the present. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendmentis withdrawn. The 
question is on agreeing to Rule XVII as amended. 

Mr. FRYE. With the exception of the words ‘‘ Internal Improve- 
ments.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The effect of that, the Chair thinks, 
would be to leave out the words ‘‘Internal Improvements” by a vote 
of the Senate. The rule by general consent can be passed over until 
Rule XXVI is disposed of. 

Mr. FRYE. We may as well settle the question. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask unanimous consent that we pass over infor- 
mally Rule XVII until we have disposed of Rule XXVI. That will 
obviate all confusion and difficulty about the matter. 

Mr, VEST. I have no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee asks 
unanimous consent that the further consideration of Rule XVII be 
passed by until Rule XX VIshall have been disposed of. Is there objec- 
tion? TheChairhearsnone. TheSecretary will now read Rule XXVI 
with she amendments which have been agreed to as if they were a part 
of the text so that Senators can see how the rule now stands. The 
Chair understands that there are no open amendments pending at this 
time. The Secretary will read the rule as it now stands as it has been 
agreed to in Committee of the Whole. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


RULE XXVI. 


STANDING COMMITTEES, 

1. The following standing vommittees shall be appointed at the commence- 
ment of each Congress, with leave to report by bill or otherwise : 

A Committee on Privileges and. Elections, to consist of nine Senators. 

A Committee on Foreigu Relations, to consist of nine Senators. 

A Committee on Finance, to consist of eleven Senators, 

A Cominitwe on Appropriations, to consiSt of nine Senators. 

A Committee on Manufactures, to consist of seven rs, 


Senato: 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, to consist of nine Senators. 
A Committee on Military Affairs, to soon fA mators, 


of nine Se: 
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A Committee on Naval Affairs, to consist of nine Senators. 

A Committee on the Judiciary, to consist of nine Senators. 

A Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, to consist of nine Senators, 

A Committee on Public Lands, to consist of nine Senators. 

A Committee on Private Land Claims, to consist of five Senators. 

A Committee on Indian Affairs, to consist of nine rs. 

A Committee on Pensions, to consist of nine Senators, 

A Committee on Revolutionary Claims, to consist of five Senators. 

A Committee on Claims, to consist of nine Senators. 

A Committee on the District of Columbia, to consist of nine Senators, to which 
shall be referred all bills making appropriations for the expenses of the government of 
the District of Columbia, 


Mr. HALE. I suppose that, to conform to the action which the Sen- 
ate has just taken, those words should be struck out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will complete the 
reading, when the rule will be open to a motion. , 

Mr. HALE. I give notice that I will, with the recognition of the 
Chair, make that motion. 

Mr. INGALLS. I give notice that I will resist it and ask for the 
yeas and nays on the motion to amend. 

The reading of the rule was continued, as follows: 


A Committee on Patents, to consist of seven Senators, 

A Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to consist of five Senators, 
which shall have power also to act jointly with the same committee of the 
House of Representatives, 

A Committee on Territories, to consist of seven Senators. 

A Committee on Railroads, to consist of eleven Senators. 

A Committee on Mines and Mining, to consist of seven Senators. 

A Committee on the Revision of Laws of the United States, to consist of 
five Senators, å 

A Committee on Education and Labor, to consist of nine Senators. 

A Committee on Civil Seryice and Retrenchment, to consist of nine Senators. 

A Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to 
consist of three Senators, to which shal! be referred all resolutions directing the 
erences money out of the contingent fund of the Senate, or creating acharge 
upon the same, 

A Committee on Printing, to consist of three Senators, which shall have power 
also to act jointly with the same committee of the House of Representatives. 

A Committee on the Library, to consist of three Senators, which shall have 
pom also to act jointly with the same committee of the House of Represent- 
atives. 

A Committee on Rules, to consist of five Senators. 

A Committee on Engrossed Bills, to consist of three Senators, which shall 
examine all bills, amendments, and joint resolutions before they go out of the 
possession of the Senate. 

A Committee on Enrolled Bills, to consist of three Senators, which shall have 
power also to act jointly with the same committee of the House of Represent- 
atives, and which, or some one of which, shall examine all bills or joint resolu- 
tions which shall have passed both Houses, to see that the same are correctly 
enrolled, and, when signed by the Speaker of the House and.President of the 
Senate, shall forthwith present the same, when they shall have originated in 
the Senate, to the President of the United States in person, and report the fact 
and date of such presentation to the Senate. 
<< Committee on the Improvement of the Mississippi River, to consist of seven 

ators. 
Pi Committee on Transportation Routes to the Seaboard, to consist of seven 
nators, 

A Committee on Internal Improvements, to consist of nine Senators, to which shall 
be referred all subjects relating to vo dietin of rivers and harbors, and atso the 
bill known as the river and harbor bill. 

A Committee on Commerce, to consist of nine Senators, to which shall be re- 
ferred all ee relating to commerce, to shipping, to the merchaat marine, 
and to the Life-Saving Service and light-houses. 

A Committee on Expenditures of Public Money, to consist of seven Senators, 
which shall consider such measures tending to economy in publicexpenditures 
as shall be referred to it, and conduct all investigations into the expenditure of 
publie money which shall be ordered by the Senate, unless the Senate shall 
otherwise direct, 

A Committee on Epidemic Diseases, to consist of seven Senators. 

A Committee to Examine the Several Branches of the Civil Service, to consist 
of five Senators. q 

A Committee on Fisheries, to consist of seven Senators, to which shall be re- 
ferred all matters relating to fish and fisheries. 

2. The Committees to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Sen- 
ate, on Printing, and on the Library shall continue and have power to act until 
their successors are appointed. 


Mr. HALE. In the clause relating to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia I move tostrike out the words in italics, to conform to the 
action of the Senate already taken. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine proposes an 
amendment, which will be read: 

The SECRETARY. It is moved to strike out— > 


To which shall be referred all bills making appropriations for the expenses 
of the government of the District of Columbia. 


Mr. INGALLS. On which motion I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin (when his name was called). On this 
question I am paired with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. MAHONE]. 
If he were present, he would vote ‘‘ nay” and I should vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

Mr. HAWLEY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] who would vote “‘ yea’? if present, 
and I should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. JONAS (when his name was called). On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON]. 

Mr. BAYARD (when Mr. SAvLsBURY’s name was called). My col- 
league A SAULSBURY ] is absent, paired with the Senator from Rhode 
Island | Mr. ALDRICH]. Were he here, my colleague would vote 
‘yea. 

Jir VANCE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from South Carolina [ Mr. HAMPTON]. If he were here present, 
I should vote “‘ nay.” 
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Mr. BECK (when Mr. WILLIAMs’ name was called). My colleague 
[Mr. WILLIAMS] is paired with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN 
Wyck]. My colleague would vote ‘‘yea’’ if here. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 25, nays 25; as follows: : 


25, 
Anthony, Coke, McMillan, Pugh, 
Bayard, Colquitt, MeP! n, Slater, 
Beck, Dawes, Maxey, Vest, 
Butler, Edmunds, Morgan, Walker, 
Call, Hale, Morrill, 
Camden, Jackson, Platt, 
Logan, Plumb, 
NAYS—235. 
Blair, George, Jones of Nevada, Riddleberger, 
Bowen, Gorman, Lap! A wyer, 
Brown, Harris, Manderson, Sewell, 
Conger, Hill, Miller of Cal. 
Cullom, Hoar, Miller of N. ¥., 
Dolph, Ingalls, Palmer, 
Frye, Jones of Florida, Pike, 
ABSENT—26, 
Aldrich, Gibson, x Vance, 
Allison, Groome, Mahone, Van Wyck, 
Cameron of Pa., Hampen; Mitchell, Voorhees, 
Cameron of Wis., A Pendleton, Williams, 
Fair, Hawley, Ransom, Wilson. 
Farley, Jonas, Sabin, 
Garland, Kenna, Saulsbury, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate being equally divided, 
the nays have it; and the amendment is not agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. It being now proper to raise the question which I en- 
deavored to raise on Rule XVII, I move to strike out the following 
words, in italies, in Rule XXVI: 

A Committee on Internal Improvements, to consist of nine Senators, to which 
shall be referred all subjects relating to improvements of rivers and harbors, 
and also the bill known as the river and harbor bill. 

And in the next clause I move to strike out all after the word ‘‘Sen- 
ators,” in the first line, being the words: 

To which shall be referred all subjects relating to commerce, to shipping, to 
the merchant marine, and to the Life-Saving Service and light-houses, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri proposes 
two amendments. The first one will be read first. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out the following words: 

A Committee on Internal Improvements, to consist of nine Senators, to which 
shall be referred all subjects relating to improvements of rivers and harbors, 
and also the bill known as the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I listened with a great deal of pleasure 
to the speech made yesterday by the present occupant of the chair, and 
it seems to me it has not been answered or met by any one, Until 
human nature is radically changed, just so long as i commit- 
tees have charge of special departments of the expenditure of the Gov- 
ernment, just so long will you increase the expenditures. Now, I as- 
sert what the experience of every Senator will confirm to be the truth, 
that just so soon as a committee is appointed, for instance in regard to 
the Navy, in regard to military affairs, or upon fiscal questions, that 
very instant the most intimate and, I admit, proper relations begin be- 
tween that particular Department and the Senators on that committee. 
If appropriations are to be received by any of the great Departments of 
the Government, to whom would it naturally apply? If one of my 
brother Senators to-day wanted a favor from the Navy Department, to 
what Senator on this floor should he go? It would be to the head of 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. So it would be in regard to military 
affairs, because in the very nature of things, as I said before, without 
any improper influence, there immediately, so soon as a committee is 
organized, naturally becomes an intimate relation and reliance one upon 
the other between the Department and the committee. The result is 
that there is too much rivalry between the different committees in re- 
gard to which shall secure the largest appropriations. The inevitable 
result, as the Senator from Vermont said yesterday so much better than 
I could possibly say it, is that as you multiply the committees you in- 
crease the expenses of the Government. 

Now, in regard to the specific question that comes before the Senate 
on the motion which I have had the henor to offer, it is proposed to 
take away from the Committee on Commerce all control over the river 
and harbor bill, which, as the Senator from Delaware [Mr. BAYARD] 
was pleased to say yesterday, has succeeded in absorbing the functions 
of the Committee on Commerce almost entirely. It is proposed to 
eliminate that portion of the duties of the Committee on Commerce and 
to give it to a new committee, called the Committee on Internal Im- 
provements, to consist of nine members. : 

Much has been said on this floor from time to time in criticism of the 
appropriations for rivers and harbors. I am the humblest member of 
the Committee on Commerce and the youngest, and in the presence of 
the chairman and its senior members I have no defense to make of its 
course; but I will say in the interest of fairness and candor and honesty 
and justice that if riverand harbor bills have been pressed through the 
committee and through the Senate which ought never to have been 
passed, members of this body are ible more than the Committee 
on Commerce itself. I undertake to say, and the facts will justify me 


in the assertion, that the solicitation, the urgent, the pene applica- 
tion to and pressure upon that committee in regard to the river and har- 
bor bill is the cause of the manner in which that bill has been reported 
to and hurried throngh the Senate. 

So far from discriminating for that measure, the Congressional record 
of the last session shows thatthe Commerce Committee reported no river 
and harbor bill. Such a bill came to us from the House only one day 
before the adjournment of the session, and it was not then reported, but 
the bill in regard to American shipping, the most important, in my 
judgment, that could come before Congress at this or any other session, 
was reported by that committee. I had the honor to be the organ of 
the committee in making the report, and I pressed for its consideration, 
and yet Senators objected to its consideration. The committee had done 
its duty fully, distinctly, and fairly. The Senate refused to take up 
the bill or to consider it at that time. So far from the river and harbor 
bill absorbing the functions of the Committee on Commerce, I appeal 
to the records to bear me out in the assertion that no committee in the 
Senate did its duty more fully or completely at the last or any other 
session than the Committee on Commerce. No bill in regard to navi- 
gation, no bill in regard to foreign commerce, failed to receive the con- 
sideration and due action of that committee. 

But, Mr. President, we have now before ws an example in regard to 
the action which is attempted to be put upon the Senate in the increase 
of committees. If there is one question in which, as a public man, I 
am more interested than any other, together with the Senators who rep- 
resent the great States of the Mississippi Valley, it is the improvement of 
the Father of Waters, the great river which washes in its onward course 
to the ocean more than twenty-three States and Territories. Yearsago, 
under the pressure of public opinion and the exigencies of the time, this 
Senate created a Committee on the Mississippi River and its Tributa- 
ries, and the argument made then was that the Commerce Committee 
could not consider this great question on account of the river and harbor 
bill absorbing all its functions, and that a special committee should be 
created. It was created, and what has been the result? I have nothing 
to say in regard to the personnel of that commi I have nothing but 
praise to give them; and yet what does the record show has been the 
result of taking away from the Committee on Commerce this great ques- 
tion, this question most absorbing and vital to the people of the West, 
and putting it in the hands of a special committee? The record shows 
that nothing has been done. The session before last, when the Mis- 
sissippi River swept over the whole valley and the country was appalled 
by the loss of property and life, then, under the influence of this great 
disaster, the Committee on the Mississippi River and its Tributaries 
reported a bill, which we passed through the Senate unanimously I 
believe. It fell still-born, and has never been heard of since; aud but 
for the action of the Committee on Commerce not a dollar would have 
been appropriated to this great river or any of its tributaries. Not one 
dollar has come from this ial committee, not one single measure 
which has given relief to the people of the West upon this great ques- 
tion. The Mississippi River has received every dollar of its appropria- 
tions from the Committee on Commerce and from that alone. 

I speak of this to illustrate the fact that it is not in the creation of 
committees that we niust expect the public business on this great ques- 
tion to be performed; it isin renewed diligence and attention on the 
pars of the committees already created and the members who constitute 

em. 

But, Mr. President, again; I allude now to a question which dwarfs 
in insignificance compared to that to which I have already alluded. I 
had hoped when this Committee on Rules was organized and tke or- 
ganization of committees was under consideration that one of the first 
things done would be the decrease of committees. I say now, in no 
spirit of invidious comparison with the other side of the Chamber or be- 
tween those of my brother Senators who are chairmen of committees 
and those of us who are not, but I undertake to say as a matter of 
truth and fact that there are six of the standing committees of the Se1 
ate that have never had a bill or a resolution or a particle of busines, 
before them within the memory of a living man that'I know of. They 
are all sinecure committees. They were created simply to give secre- 
taries to members of the Senate and a committee-room. I do not com- 
plain of it, however. We have got a Committee on Civil Service and 
Retrenchment; and yet what hasitdone? What has the Committee on 
Rules done in the way of ameliorating this condition of affairs? In- 
stead of getting rid of the abuses in the organization or the service of 
the committees, what has it done? It has increased the standing com- 
mittees of the Senate from thirty-four to thirty-eight, saying nothing. 
in to the special committees. Mr. President, if we would strike 
out six of the present standing committees, asking for renewed activity 
on the part of those that remain, in my judgment honestly the public 
interest would greatly be subserved. 

For these reasons, and not because I care whether the jurisdiction of 
the Committee on Commerce, of which, as I say, I am the humblest 
member, shall remain intact or not, but because I am satisfied that if 
we multiply the committees and continue to increase them, instead of 
advancing the public business, instead of confirming the public interest, 
we strike at it, I have offered this amendment. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President, I have heard no reason which w my 
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mind justifies the change proposed in the creation of a new committee 
to take charge of the river and harbor bill. The improvement of rivers 
and harbors comes under the jurisdiction of Congress in virtue of the 
wer vested by the Constitution in Congress to regulate foreign and 
terstate commerce. It would therefore seem that the Committee on 
Commerce, which heretofore has had charge of river and harbor bills 
and from which it is now proposed to transfer that subject toa new 
committee, was most appropriately invested with that jurisdiction. It 
is very apparent that a committee which is charged with the duty of 
investigating the manifold questions affecting or touching or bearing 
upon our foreign and domestic commerce which come before this body 
should have charge of a subject so intimately blended with them as 
* the improvement of our rivers and harbors. The commercial value of 
every river and every harbor, their relations to our foreign and domes- 
tic commerce, the extent and commercial importance of the country 
tributary to them, are considerations entering into the estimate in every 
item of appropria tion in our river and harbor bills. This knowledge 
is invaluable in dealing with the various subjects other than river and 
harbor bills which must be considered by the Committee on Com- 
merce—it is indeed indispensable in dealing with many of them. 

The jurisdiction of the Committee on Commerce can not be divided 
in the manner proposed without doing violence to the theory on which 
the committee was originally created nor without actual injury to this 
branch of the public business, 

I have heard but one plausible reason assigned for the proposed 
change, and that has no sort of foundation in fact. It is that the Com- 
mittee on Commerce has not the time to consider all the questions re- 
ferred to it, and is to be relieved by taking away from it the river and 
harbor bill. 

Now, it is well known to Senators that the river and harbor bills 
never reach the Committee on Commerce from the House, where they 
originate, until the last days of the session, usually eight or ten days 
before adjournment. Until this time the entire session is devoted to 
the consideration of other business. To transfer the river and harbor 
bills, then, will add nothing to the efficiency of the Committee on Com- 
merce in dealing with other questions referred toit. If the Committee 
on Commerce has failed to come up to the standard of the Committee on 
Rules, which in the pending bill proposes the change, some other rem- 
edy than this of taking away jurisdiction over the river and harbor bills 
must be found, for those bills never come before that committee until 
the close of the session, after all its other business has been disposed 
of. As a matter of fact, my experience as a member of that committee 
teaches me that it is as abundantly able to consider and report upon all 
questions referred to it as any other of the committees of the Senate. 
If I am mistaken in this, the change proposed will certainly not help 
the committee or the Senate out of the trouble. 

It is well known, Mr. President, that bills are passed much more 
rapidly and with much more facility through the Senate than through 
the House on account of the difference in the constitution of the two 
bodies, the one small and compact and the other large and unwieldy. | ported by the Committee on Commerce in their great river and harbor 
It is also well known that with the expiration of every Congress large | bill for but one single purpose, and that was to create strength for the 
numbers of bills which have the Senate die on the Calendar of | whole river and harbor bill, and they sent it over here appropriating 
the House from non-action. I can not see the good to be accomplished | $18,000,000. If the Mississippi River improvement appropriation had 
by increasing the number of Senate committees, with the additional | been by itself and the Potomac flats appropriation had been by itself 
attendant expense, in order to increase the number of Senate bills to be | then the attention of this country would not have been attracted and 
ignored and permitted to expire without action inthe House. We have | a portion of it horrified with the immensity of this bill, and it was the 

y committees which should be abolished, and quite a number of | Committee on Commerce that defeated that course. The Committee 
them, and should not create more. We already have more than enough | on Commerce alone defeated it, and they defeated it under that central 
to prepare a much greater amount of work than the House can con- | idea of theirs that they are created for one single purpose, and that is 
sider. Why do more? Why have more salaried committee clerks and | todistribute the largest sum of money possible into every district of the 
messen, when many of those we now have have nothing to do? I| United States under the river and harbor appropriation bill. 
hope, sir, that the change proposed in the pending bill, so far asit| Mr. VEST. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt him? 
affects the Committee on Commerce and the creation of a new com-| Mr. FRYE. With pleasure. ? 
mittee to take a part of its jurisdiction, will be voted down. Iagree| Mr. VEST. Is not the Senator from Maine mistaken in his asser- 
fully with the Senator from Missouri, and will vote for his amendment. | tion that the Senate passed a separate appropriation bill for the Poto- 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, HARRIS in the chair). The ques- | mac flats? 
tion is on the amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri [ Mr. Mr. FRYE. That is my recollection of it. 

Vest]. Mr. VEST. I was on that committee, and have been on it from the 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I freely admit that the position occu- | commencement. I stood here and voted to put in the general appro- 
pied by me at this moment, almost necessarily seeming to criticise a | priation bill the appropriation for the Potomac flats on the ground that 
committee of the Senate, and one of which Iam a member, I am happy | it had been under the consideration of a special committee, of which I 
to say, is a very delicate one, and I desire in advance to say that what- | was a member, for the whole summer, and that we ought to have voted 
ever facts I may state they are not in the nature of criticism upon the | a separate bill. The Senator is mistaken; that is all. 

Committee on Commerce as it stands to-day. Mr. FRYE. My recollection is very distinct that I voted, I think, 

The Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] criticised first the idea that | for $500,000. 
this committee was not competent to take charge of the river and har-| Mr. VEST. Voted for it on the general appropriation bill, on the 
bor bill, and suggested that this was a reflection upon the committee | motion of the Senator from North Earolina Mr. RANsoM], who was 
because they had been extravagant and had been subject to animad- | chairman of the special committee. 
versions of the public in relation to the river and harbor bill. Mr.| Mr. FRYE. No. 

President, that idea never was entertained fora moment by the Com-| Mr VEST. I knowI am right. 

mittee on Rules. The Committee on Rules never considered that for| Mr. McMILLAN. TheSenator from Maine will allow me to suggest 
a moment, and their report has no such reflection in it and is not | that I think the statement of the Senator from Missouri is correct. 
open to the charge, The river and harbor bill was given to another | That appropriation was reported from the special committee and offered 
committee not because in the opinion of the Committee on Rules this | as an amendment to the river and harbor bill and inserted in the river 
Committee on Commerce was not competent to take charge of it and | and harbor bill by the Senate. 

would not do it as prudently and as carefully and as properly as any | . Mr. FRYE. Of course I am liable to be wrong, as I trust entirely 


committee of the Senate, but in order to leave the Committee on Com- 
merce ample time to deal with questions of infinitely greater impor- 
tance. 

The Senator from Missouri, in speaking of the multiplicity.of com- 
mittees, said that there was a committee created on the Mississippi 
River and its tributaries, and then went on to say that that committee 
had effected nothing, and that the Committeeon Commerce of the United 
States Senate gave all that the Mississippi River received. Why, sir, 
the Committee on the Mississippi River, of which I had the honor to be 
a member at the last Congress, reported a bill promptly to the Senate 
ofthe United States appropriating, I think, $5,000,000 for the improve- 
ment of the Mississippi and Missouri Rivers. They pressed it before 
the Senate. It was promptly passed by the Senate; it went to another 
branch of Congress, and there came the very difficulty with the Com- 
mittee on Commerce there. What was that Committee on Commerce? 
A committee created with but one central idea, a committee created for 
one single purpose, and that was a river and harbor bill. Ever since 
I have known ayting about Congress the sole purpose of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce—I am notcriticising now the Committee on Com-' 
merce of the Senate—has been to contrive in every possible way to get 
two-thirds of the members of a branch of Congress in its favor, move 
a suspension of the rules, put it upon its passage, and prevent any op- 
portunity for amendment, any opportunity for debate; and when our 
bill which we sent from the Senate to the House of Representatives was 
there taken up, it was not referred to the Committee on Mississippi 
River Improvement of that House, but was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. Why? So that that committeein its general river and 
harbor bill might have the full strength of the friends of the Missis- 
sippi River and its tributaries to carry that bill under a suspension of 
the rules once more. 

Mr. GIBSON. Will the Senator from Maine allow me a word ? 

Mr. FRYE. With pleasure. 

Mr. GIBSON. The bill was left upon the Speaker’s table of the 
House of Representatives; it was never referred even to the Committee 
on Commerce. A motion to that effect was made, requiring of course 
unanimous consent, but objection was made. 

Mr. FRYE. Why, Mr. President, in the river and harbor bill, re- 
ported from the Committee on Commerce, that came over to the Senate, 
that very item was included to make up a partof the $18,000,000. It 
made up to quite an extent that great appropriation bill, so great that 
it toppled over of itself in the United States Senate, and that was the 
reason that the Mississippi River did not receive the amount which our 
Committee on the Mississippi River Improvement agreed to appropriate. 
We passed another bill in this body appropriating for the improvement 
of the Potomac flats. We passed it as a separate bill, and asa separate 
bill it would have gone through the House, and they would have had 
the money. As a separate bill the Mississippi River improvement 
money would have gone through the House, and the country would 
have had the benefit of it. Instead of that, those two bills were re- 
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to memory; but that does not change the argument I was making touch- 
ing the other bill to which the Senator from Missouri alluded. 

ow, I desire to call the attention of the Senate for a moment further 
to the action of the Committee on Rules on the increase of committees. 
The Senator criticised the Committee on Rules for the increase of com- 
mittees. The Committee on Rules has not increased a single com- 
mittee. It provided for this committee on internal improvements and 
it provided for a committee on expenditures in txe several Departments, 
making two new committees and only two; and it struck out the Com- 
mittee on Manufactures and the Committee on Revolutionary Claims, 
leaving the committees in number precisely as they were before we 
touched them. We reported it so to the Senate, and the Senate, both 
sides agreeing, very promptly overruled the Committee on Rules, and 
restored the Committee on Manufactures and restored the Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims, and put in a new committee on fisheries in 
addition to them. If there is to be criticism, it should be upon the 
Senate and not upon our committee. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator from Maine will permit me—— 

Mr. FRYE. With pleasure. 

Mr. VEST. I did not wish to do his committee any injustice; but I 
take the report as I find it. On one side of this page is the list of com- 
mittees as they stand before the adoption of this report, and I find 
thirty-fourstanding committees. Upon the other side is the list of com- 
mittees as he proposes to make them, and I find them upon actual enu- 
meration to be thirty-eight. 

Mr. FRYE. That simply comes from making certain special com- 
mittees standing committees. They have been special for session after 
session heretofore. 

Mr. VEST. Still the fact remains as I stated, that instead of thirty- 
tour standing committees of the Senate there are now to be thirty-eight. 

Mr. FRYE. But not creations of the Committee on Rules. They 
were created as special committees by the Senate, and they have had 
their clerks. We have put them into the list as standing committees, 
because we find them provided for at every session. That makes no 
difference. 

The Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE] touches what is perhaps the vital 
point in this matter, the question whether or not the Committee on 
Commerce has time to give the necessary consideration to questions of 
commerce and the river and harbor bill; and he says that the riverand 
harbor bill comes from the House at the close of a session, and that this 
Committee on Commerce ‘gives it about one week’s consideration, re- 
ports it to the Senate, and that is all the time that* is taken up by the 
river and harbor bill. Why, Mr. President, that is just exactly what 
this country objects to; it is exactly what I object to in my place here 
as a Senator. I found on my desk here this morning five different 
bills referred to the Committee on Commerce asking appropriations for 
rivers and harbors, I think four from the State of Florida. I say that 
instead of permitting the other House to send a bill of river and har- 
bor appropriations over to the Senate and the Senate Committee on 
Commerce taking it up and spending just one week on a bill with per- 
haps four hundred different items—— 

Mr, COKE. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt him for a mo- 
ment? 

Mr. FRYE. That is a bad point; let me finish the sentence. With 
a bill containing perhaps four hundred different items, extending over 
every portion of the United States of America, requiring a certain amount 
of information about every river and lake and harbor and coast of this 
whole country, sending it over here and then spending just one week 
in the consideration of that bill and putting their indorsement upon it 
as the Committee on Commerce of the United States Senate, I say that 
is just exactly what the country objects to. 

Mr. COKE. Now, Mr. President, will the Senator allow me a word? 

Mr FRYE. With pleasure. 

Mr. COKE. I would state that the river and harbor bill originates 
in the House of Representatives. 

Mr. FRYE. Yes. 

Mr. COKE. It comes to this body, and as I stated in the remarks 
which I made, it usually reaches the Committee on Commerce of the 
Senate eight or ten days before the close of the session. It is all the 
time that is left, not all the committee would like to have. I should 
like to know from the Senator from Maine how the creation of a new 
committee is going to bring that bill from the House earlier and give 
that new committee more chance and better opportunities than the 
Committee on Commerce has. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Maine yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. FRYE. With pleasure. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Maine quoted, I believe, from some 
other Senator whose remarks I did not hear, some statement about the 
time spent by the Committee on Commerce upon the river and harbor 
pill. The statement is wholly inconsistent with what I have been in- 
formed on very high authority is the fact and with what I have stated 
on my own authority tothe country. I should like to ask the chairman 
of the Committee on Commerce what is the degree of time and study 
which his committee has been able to give to the river and harbor bill 
in times past. I respectfully ask my friend from Maine to allow him 
to make that statement now. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I understood the Senator from Texas to make a 


statement of a general character and not of the precise time occupied 
by the Committee on Commerce in the examineXion of the river and 
harbor bill. When the river and harbor bill comes over to the Senate 
from the Heuse of Representatives it has been the practice of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce to immediately enter upon the examination of that 
bill, and as the Senator from Texas said, give night and day to the ex- 
amination of the bill every day, and the whole committee go through 
with it. The bill is firstanalyzed by a proper officer of the committee, 
so that every item is stated with a reference to the engineers’ reports; 
and every report, from the Chief of Engineers down to the subordinate 
local engineers and every item in the river and harbor bill is gone 
through with and examined. In many instances the examination is re- 
peated every year, because half the items of the bill and more are items 
that have been in the bill year after year, and all those members who 
have been on the committee for any length of time are familiar with the 
general character of the bill. Every item is examined, and we have 
still in the records of the committee the abstracts of the various bills 
and their examinations by the committee. The whole time of the com- 
mittee when the bill comes over is occupied until the bill is fully 
completely disposed of. That does not interfere with the transaction of 
the ordinary business of the session, because it comes at a later period of 
the session. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, the Senator from Texas stated what I 
have no doubt is correct, that the bill came from the House very late 
in the session to the Committee on Commerce of the Senate, was re- , 
ferred to them, and he then stated that ordinarily about a week would 
be spent upon it, and it would then be reported to the Senate. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The Senator from Maine will allow me to call 
his attention to the fact that the Senate Committee on Commerce at the 
last session refused to report the bill favorably, because they had uot 
sufficient time to examine it as they desired to do. They reported the 
bill, therefore, to the Senate without a recommendation. 

Mr. FRYE. I started out by saying that I was not criticising this 
Committee on Commerce in the Senate, and I do not intend to do it. 
It is not my purpose here. I was makingan argument from the state- 
ment of the committee itself. 

Now, I admit that the river and harbor bill is as important as any 
bill presented to the two branches of Congress; it is a bill absolutely 
necessary for the prosperity of the country; I believe in the river and 
harbor bill and the necessary appropriations for the improvement of 
our rivers and harbors as much as any man does; but I ask, why should 
not the Committee on Commerce, if it has jurisdiction, commence with 
the beginning of the session, and as bills are referred to them in the 
Senate examine each one of those bills as to its merits by itself, and 
then when the general bill comes over from the House of Representa- 
tives they are prepared to proceed with it and in a week’s time intel- 
ligently report it to the Senate. 

The objection to the river and harbor bill is that over in the House of 
Representatives it never is considered; the objection is that it is passed 
under a suspension of the rules; the objection is that no chance is there 
to offer amendments; the objection is that it is not debated; the objec- 
tion is that the country does not have the information about it that itis 
fairly entitled to. Why, sir, I come over here to the Senate and I find 
that everything is open to amendment; I find that everything is subject 
to debate, even the rules reported, and almost endless debate sometimes. 
I made a proposition that there should be a previous question in the 
United States Senate, believing it to be important that there should be 
one in so large a body as this,and that debate should be stopped in a 
legitimate parliamentary way, instead of being stopped as it is in the 
Senate every once in a while by compelling us to sit two-thirds through 
the night to strangle it. The objection made by almost every Senator was 
that the right to debate must be preserved in the United States Senate 
because it did not exist in the other branch. There comes over here a 
bill that has neither been debated nor amended, it goes to the Committee 
on Commerce, they should report it back to the Senate, and because it 
has been passed under a suspension of the rules elsewhere every item 
of it should be examined by that Committe@ on Commerce with the 
utmost care; they should study the geography, ascertain the depth of 
the rivers, the commerce that can be floated upon them, whether you 
are making reservoirs to run saw-mills and logs or whether you are 
making reservoirs necessary for the improvement of the navigation of 
the country. I say the moment the session commences, at the early 
part of the session, in considering bills as they are sent to them here, the 
committee can be getting ready. I know they can not originate an ap- 
propriation bill, but there isno objection on the face of this rule to their 
considering separate bills, so as to be prepared when the great bill comes 
toconsider and discuss it item by item intelligently, so that we can under 
stand what we are voting upon. i 

Mr. COKE. Iwill say to the Senator, with his permission, that it 
has been the invariable custom of the Committee on Commerce, since I 
have been a member of it, to examine thoroughly in advance before the 
time the bill will come before the committee, so as to be ready to go on 
and act intelligently upon it at once. 

Mr. FRYE. If that is so—and it must be so if the Senator so 
states—every minute of the time of the Committee on Commerce ought 
to be occupied from the first of the session up to the time they report 
the bill, and they surely have no time to attend to anything else. 
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Mr. President, I point to this fact: In 1861 we had a merchant 
marine equal to that of any nation on the face of this earth. In two 
years more with the oe gis that was making in 1859 and 1860 and 
1861 we should have more tonnage upon the seas in the forei; 
commerce than Great Britain herself, and yet to-day Great Britain 
carries 85 per cent. of all the exports and all the imports, amounting 
to $1,600,000,000, for us. 

Mr. VEST. I do not want to interrupt the Senator, but does he 
mean to make the impression on the Senate and the country that the 
American marine commenced decreasing in 1861? 

Mr. FRYE. No. 

Mr. VEST. In 1862? 

Mr. FRYE. Yes: 

Mr. VEST. I assert here—and I did not suppose there could be any 
question in regard to it—that the decline of American shipping com- 
menced five years before that. So far from commencing in 1861, it is 
agreed upon all hands that it commenced at least five years before that 
time. 


Mr. FRYE. My recollection is (and I think the figures will show it) 
that our highest tonnage was in 1861. 

Mr. VEST. I do not think I can be mistaken. 

Mr. FRYE. I have not the figures here, because I did not intend to 
make a speech on that subject. . 

Mr. VEST. I can go into it and produce the figures. 

Mr. FRYE. I trust the Senator and I will both go into the subject. 
I stand by my statement that in 1861 the American tonnage in foreign 
commerce was larger than it was at any other period. 


Mr. VEST. The Senator is mistaken. It had begun to decline be- 
fore that. 
Mr. FRYE. I stand by my statement. I said to-day Great Britain 


carried 85 per cent. of our exports and imports and we carry but 15 per 
cent. ourselves. 
Mr. VEST. Does the Senator say that is Great Britain’s proportion ? 
Mr. FRYE. Eighty-five per cent. is carried in foreign shi The 
ee must not be so hypercritical. I mean that in foreign ships 
cent. of our commerce is carried and our own ships 15 per cent. 
a fraction. Now, from 1861—and I still adhere to that—down to 
the very moment I am talking the course of the merchant marine of 
the United States has been the lobster’s—backward—until it is down 
to 15 per cent. of our own exports and imports in the carrying trade. 
Why, Mr. President, if this is permitted to go on, in two or three 
years more, with the same decrease, there will be no American ships 
g our exports or bringing our imports. It will all be done in 
foreign bottoms, We could not do anything during the war, I confess; 
we could not do anything for three or four or five years after the war, 
I admit, our currency was in such a condition; but what have we been 
doing since? If the Committee on Commerce on the part of the Sen- 
ate has had ample time, all but a' week of its time at every session of 
Congress, to devote to these great commercial questions, what has the 
Committee on Commerce of the United States Senate done for American 
commerce in the last fifteen years? What has the Committee on Com- 
merce on the part of the House done for American shipping in the last 
fifteen years? The first session I was in the House I referent to the 
Committee on Commerce in the House a bill to repeal compulsory pilot- 
age. Is it repealed? Has any report been made? Has any action 
been had? This very day compulsory pilotage takes $2,000,000 a year 
from the few ships.we have left carrying our goods abroad and bringing 
our goods home. To-day compulsory pilotage takes 8 per cent. of the 
net earning of every vessel of ours that travels the ocean. 
Mr. BAYARD. Does that apply to American ships or foreign ships? 
Mr. FRYE. Ships engaged in the foreign trade. 
Mr. BAYARD. Is $2,000,000 the entire amount? 
Mr. FRYE. No; $2,000,000 is our own proportion. 
Mr. BAYARD. That is confined to American tonnage? 
Mr. FRYE. Entirely to American tonnage. Why, sir, until last 
ear, I think it was, when New York repealed the compulsory pilotage 
w for Hell Gate, the United States had expended on Hell Gate 
$3,000,000, and on its light-houses and buoys and monuments and its 
blasting and deepening and widening, and it made Hell Gate so that 
for the last five years the Senator from Kentucky could take a ship and 
ilot it through there without any instruction from any human being by 
ooking at his chart; and yet until the last year the United States per- 
mitted the pilots of the State of New York to make every American 
schooner running from Maine into Hell Gate pay about half the wages 
of her captain for a month’s service to a pilot forno service. The men 
running these vessels knew the road just exactly as the pilots knew the 
road. They could go by night or by day, in fog or in light. Several 
of them used to be joined to be carried through by a tug with a United 
States liwensed pilot on the tug’s deck to bring them through. That 
pilot could take six ata time. A New York pilot would go out to the 
» mouth of Hell Gate, board the six schooners in the rear of the tug fast- 
ened to her, and ask if they had a pilot. ‘‘No, we have got a tug- 


boat; what do we want with a pilot?’ ‘Pay me, then.” Every one 
of them has been compelled to pay, whether they took him or not, with 
a licensed pilot on the tugboat and they in tow of the tug themselves; 
and 99 per cent. of our ships are towed into New York by tugboats. 
In Massachusetts it is the same. Only a day or two ago I saw, by a 


rule of the pilots of Boston Harbor, that they only went out 10 miles. 
The danger in Boston Harbor is not within 10 miles. There is not a 
man running a coaster or a ship on our New England coast who can not 
go into Boston Harbor after he is within 10 miles. The danger is be- 
yond. Only a few days ago I saw that a ship was wrecked beyond, and 
could not reach a pilot, for the pilots were in the harbor; and a day or 
two ago I saw another statement—that was a heavy storm, and the 
pilots had gone home out of the storm, to protect themselves and also 
to spend Christmas Day at home. 

And yet I say from 1798 down to now this infernal system of pirat- 
ing has been allowed by the Congress of the United States. In 1789 
they remitted pilotage to the States. Well, perhaps they did it be- 
cause then we had no lights and no buoys and no monuments and no 
charts, and each State could tell best for itself what was needed ; but 
to-day the pathway of the ocean is lighted as Pennsylvania avenue is 
lighted by the gus lamps on the side ; to-day the charts of the United 
States are as the alphabet to the boy learning his letters ; everything is 
plain, and the wayfaring man, though a fool, need not make any error. 
Any intelligent man can pilot his ship to-day with the aid of the chart. 
And yet notwithstanding the Senate Committee on Commerce has for 


„fifteen years been compelled to pay only about ten or fifteen days’ at- 


tention to the river and harbor bill and the rest of the time at each ses- 
sion was left open to great commercial questions, the pilots have been 

itted to pursue their piratical course, and thirty piot ships in New 
York city have been permitted to lay up $30,000 every year netapiece , 
at the expense of this dying American commerce. 

The first time I came into the House I sent a bill to that committee 
for the repeal of compulsory pilotage. The pilots’ body is a powerful 
body ; it is a wonderful contrivance to exercise its power at call. It 
appeared in Washington. Every time an attempt has been made to 
repeal compulsory pilotage it has appeared in Washington. A com- 
mittee which is compelled to obtain every vote possible to get two-thirds 
to suspend the rules to pass a bill dares not report a bill which has any 
respectable opposition to it, and that Committee on Commerce never re- 
ported a repeal of the pilotage Jaw to that House from that day to this, 
and we could get no action upon it. 

Mr. President, this same merchant marine of ours has been labor- 
ing, wallowing in the deep waves of a terrible sea for the last fifteen 
years, and Congress never has stretched out a hand to help her until 
the very last session. Away back in 1870, some one may say, the 
Committee on Commerce reported a bill making a rebate of duties on 
a few materials. To be sure the Committee on Commerce, my recol- 
lection is, did not do it. A special committee was raised, of which 
John Lynch, of Maine, was chairman, and that committee spent four 
or five months investigating the causes of this decline of American 
commerce. They reported to Congress, and Congress gave a rebate on 
a few imported. materials that went into the building of aship. It 
did not amount toa tub to a whale, and from that day—1870, I think 
it was—up to the last session of Congress the United States Govern- 
ment has stood by blindfolded, both hands clasped, and the American 
commerce has been going down and down and down, and the Commit- 
tee on Commerce has not put out a hand to save it until, as I say, the 
last session of Congress. 

I remember a bill was reported by the Committee on Commerce at 
the last session which provided for the inspection of foreign steamboats 
like our own, and another measure which provided for a different ad- 
measurement of tonnage, giving us the same measurement, I believe, 
that the English have. I remember when the bill was I re 
marked in my place (and it went into the Recorp, though I did not ex- 
pect it to go there), ‘‘ The first gun for the American commerce.’’ I re- 
member that the Committee on Commerce then did not take the initia- 
tive. Iremember that a special committee was appointed, made up of 
members of the Committee on Commerce I admit, an excellent body, and 
that they spent time, and they investigated and they reported a bill which 
if it had passed would have done infinite good, but a similar bill coming 
from the House over here was amended in the Senate and it could not 
pass both branches of Congress at such alate hour. That was the work 
of a special committee. It was ably done; the investigation was 
thorough, was complete; and the Senators on that committee did every- 
thing in their power—the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] being at 
the head of it and in charge of the bill—to do what could be done. 

But while I concede that this Committee on Commerce did that one 
thing, where have the Committees on Commerce been in the last fifteen 
years? What hfve they been doing? Do they say to me that they 
had no power to originate? I say the Committee on Commerce should 
be made up of men who understand thoroughly and completely com- 
mercial questions, questions affecting the mercantile marine, questions 
affecting the building of ships, and it is their duty when we have no 
boards of trade; it is their duty when we have no trinity-house; it is 
their duty when we have no other support to originate measures both 
in the Seriate and in the House and send them to their own commit- 
tee for consideration and bring them back with the weight of their 
authority. Show me any single instance in fifteen years where a Com- 
mittee on Commerce has done this. It can not be found. Why, Mr. 
President? I come back to my original proposition; why? Because in 
the House of Representatives the Canmittee on Commerce is made 
up for one single purpose, with one central idea, the river and harbor 
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bill, and that river and harbor bill having been the inducement of the 
Commerce Committee for fifteen years, it has had its logical effect that 
whoever makes up the Committees on Commerce in the House or Sen- 
ate has in view the monumental column of the river and harbor bill, 
and not the numerous widespread complaints and troubles connected 
with our general commerce. 

The Senator from Texas says the committee has had ample time— 
the Committee on Commerce meets once a week, I believe on Thurs- 
day, at 10 o’clock—ample time; only a week per session for the river 
and harbor bill! Show me, Mr. President, where the Committee on 
Commerce has undertaken in that ample time to relieve American 
commerce, to epi Aa commerce to the ocean, to do those things that 
ought to be done in the interest of the whole country. 

Sir, the only purpose I had when I asked a division of this commit- 
tee was that there might be one committee whose sole jurisdiction should 
be commercial questions, whose sole work might be determining these 
very questions that are pressing upon us as they press to-day in this 
Republic; the committee itself should know that the United States Sen- 
ate had made it a distinct and separate committee with this one power, 
and the committee then should devote its time, its intellect, its power 
to devising ways and means to restore us our American commerce. 

In 1854 Great Britain passed her great maritime shipping act. It 
occupies aes, Oy or eighty of her statute-book; and she 
provided in her act for every existing necessity of the merchant marine 
as far as the finite eyeof man could see. She made her trinity-house 
at London; she made her great board of trade; she created a marine 
court in every seaport of Great Britain; she connected them with iron 
bands; she allowed appeals from the lower to the higher; she gave 
them unusual powers of making regulations in the interest of commerce 
equal to laws passed by the English Parliament; and she required them 
to report one to the other, and a final report from the central board to 
Parliament every session it had; and then Parliament took the reports 
and proceeded to enact whatever was necessary to help Great Britain in 
her onward march to gain the victory over the whole world in her mer- 
chant shipping career; and that Parliament, every single session from 
1854 to now, has been considering questions affecting the merchant ma- 
rine of Great Britain and at almost every session has enacted laws; 
and the merchant marine of Great Britain has grown until to-day it is 
more powerful than all the rest of the wide world, until to-day it con- 
trols the trade and commercial affairs of nearly the whole world, until 
to-day it carries all the mails (with a few feeble exceptions) of the 
United States of America to every foreign port; until to-day it carries 
85 per cent. of our freight and our passengers abroad and brings our 
imports home. Why? Because Congress has not taken care of the in- 
terest of American shipping; because boards of trade, and trinity- 
houses, and marine courts, with their boards and their councils, have 
been at work day in and day out, in season and out of season, to help 
Great Britain to her position of power; and while we have sat here and 
seen her forcing herself onward until she controls the world, what have 
we done? Sat here in blind amazement, utterly paralyzed, weak as 
infants, and seen her strip our power from us. 

Mr. President, while I admire the power of Great Britain, while I 
admire her steadiness of purpose, while I admire the manner in which she 
has gone to work and built herself up, yet I am constrained to say that 
she works for money always and everywhere. She fought us for more 
than fifty years because we owned slaves; in season and out of season she 
fought us. Then when there came a war, a war which was to affect 
slavery, preserve it or destroy it, she saw her opportunity to take from us 
our growing poweron the ocean. Forgetting all about her principle of 
angi-slavery, she supplied the whole South with munitions of war, with 
ships of every kind. We captured seven hundred and sixty-three of 
her blockade-ranners, with twenty-six million dollars’ worth of arms 
and powder. She fitted out her Alabamas; she joined with Spain and 
France in landing forces in Mexico, ready to march on us when occasion 
should require, and I do believe that if it had not been for that man 
Ericsson she would have dismembered this country and would have 
held the South to raise cotton and corn for her and open to her mer- 
chandise and her manufactures in return. But Providence raised upa 
man by the name of Ericsson. He built a little iron monitor, a little 
cheese-box, as it was called. We left the Merrimac down here in Vir- 
ginia; the gentlemen of the confederacy raised it, armed it, put on armor 
and a ram, and our whole Navy was at her mercy in the twinkling of 
an eye; shesunk two of our ships. Down came Ericsson’s little cheese- 
box, his little Monitor, and the Merrimac went ashdre and was sunk, 
and Spain and England left France in Mexico to take care of herself, 
and England went home to look out for her commerce on the seas, and 
immediately she went over her navy at the expense of hundreds of 
millions of dollars, and our country was saved because England did not 
want to lose her commercial supremacy. 

She would forget principle, she would forget slavery, she would for- 

t all that she ought to have held dear to get a market for her manu- 
factured goods, but she would sacrifice principle, anti-slavery feeling, 
market for goods, and everything to save her commercial marine, and 
she did it, and she has been at work at it ever since; and yet we stand 
by here and see England do it year after year, and if any attempt is 
made to build up our commercial marine, all that some Senator has to 


do is to fling out “‘subsidy”’ or ‘‘bounty,”’ and then down goes any at- 
tempt to do anything to save ourselves. . 

Mr. President, I asked a division of the Committee on Commerce for 
one sole purpose, that while we had no trinity-houses and no boards 
of trade and no marine courts and no parliament behind us, we might 
have one committee whose interest itshould be, whose purpose it should 
be, whose investigation it should be, in view of our present condition, 
to compel the attention of the two Houses of Congress to the proper 
remedies, and see if we could not do something for our salvation. There 
was no other purpose. I meant no reflection so far as I am concerned, 
and I know the Committee on Rules meant no reflection whatever upon 
the Committee on Commerce of the United States Senate, and I trust 
that that committee will not so treat it. 

I have endeavored to give the reasons which actuated me in this 
recommendation. I hope they will commend themselves to the Senate, 
and that no personal feeling touching the making up of a committee 
certainly will affect any Senator’s vote. 

Mr. President, I ask the pardon of the Senate. I had not the re- 
motest idea when I took the floor of making a speech of any such 
length as this. I have spoken in a random way, but I have spoken 
from a very deep and profound feeling that the day is now come when, 
if we are to do anything to save this great country and its mercantile 
marine, we must act; and to that end I have put myself in the position 
of seeming to criticise a committee of this body of which I have the 
honor to be a member. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I simply desire to correct an error 
into which my colleague [Mr. VEsT] inadvertently fell in his remarks 
in to the Committee en the Improvement of the Mississippi 
River. In the Forty-fourth and Forty-fifth Congresses there was in the 
Senate a select committee on the Mississippi levees, and there was a 
corresponding committee in the House on the Mississippi levees. In 
the beginning of the Forty-sixth Congress, at its first session, at my 
instance, in the Senate the select committee on the Mississippi levees 
was changed to the Committee on the Improvement of the Mississippi 
River and its Tributaries. That was atthe called session in 1879. At 
the same session in the House a partial change was made in the com- 
mittee there; it was changed to the Committee on the Levees and Im- 
provement of the Mississippi River. 

Prior to 1879 I had the honor of introducing a bill in the Senate for 
the creation of a Mississippi River Commission, the first bill of the kind 
ever introduced in the Senate. It necessarily had to go to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, and was returned to the Senate tacked on as an amend- 
ment to the river and harbor bill, and was disagreed to in the Senate, 
there being only some twenty-odd votes in favor of the measure, 

Being somewhat conversant with the history of the effort to create the 
Mississippi River Commission, I know that there were bills introduced 
in the House to the same effect. The distinguished Senator from Loui- 
siana, the junior Senator [Mr. GIBSON], then a member of the House, 
had, prior to the time when I introduced the bill in the Senate, intro- 
duced a bill in the House. I think he commenced as early as the Forty- 
fourth Congress, probably, introducing bills for the creation of the Mis- 
sissippi River Commission, and they went to the Committee on Com- 
merce in the House and no action was ever had on them. 

After the creation of the Committee on the Improvement of the Mis- 
sissippi River and its Tributaries in the Senate and the change of the 
committee in the House to a Committee on the Levees and Improve- 
ment of the Mississippi River in 1879, the Senator from Louisiana 
[Mr. Grpson] introduced in the House a bill, H. R. No. 1847, which 
was introduced in the House on the 10th of May, 1879, being a bill to 
provide for the appointment of a Mississippi River commission for the 
improvement of said river from the head of the passes near its mouth 
to the headwaters. That bill was in the House referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Levees and Improvement of the Mississippi River. It 
was reported back to the House favorably by that committee and passed 
and came to the Senate. In the Senate, June 3, 1879, it was referred 
to the Committee on the Improvement of the Mississippi River and its 
Tributaries. June 6th it was reported back from that committee with 
amendments and was discussed in the Senate, and very soon after- 
ward passed by a vote of yeas 48 te nays 4. That bill as amended 
was returned to the House, the amendments were concurred in there, 
and the Mississippi River Commission was created by that law coming 
from those two committees, and it has originated the system and plan 
of works which are now being carried out and which promise to give 
us permanent navigable water in that river. I simply desire to say 
that the Mississippi River Commission owed its existence to these two 
committees in the Senate and House, and I claim that that commission 
has originated the whole system of works which promise such great 
results. 

In the subsequent Congress there was no change made in the House, 
In the last Congress my distinguished coll e introduced one or two 
bills for the improvement of the Mississippi River and the Missouri . 
River. They were referred to the Committee on the Improvement of 


the Mississippi River and its Tributaries, and that committee reported 
back to the Senate Senate bill No. 1572 for the improvement of the 
navigation of the Mississippi and Missouri Rivers. which appropriated 
$5,000,000 for he improvement of the Mississippi River and $1,000,000 


1884. 
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for the improvement of the Missouri River; and the bill the 

Senate almost unanimously on the 25th of April, 1882. It went to the 

House, and there, under the rules of the House, the Select Committee 

on the Levees and Improvement of the Mississippi River did not have 
urisdiction of it. I donotrememberto what committee it was referred, 
mt the House refused to take any action upon the bill. 

Mr. GIBSON. It was not referred at all. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Louisiana advises me that it 
was not referred to any committee. If the House had had a commit- 
tee corresponding to the Senate committee, a committee on the im- 
provement of the Mississippi River and its tributaries, and that com- 
mittee had had jurisdiction of the bill, it would have passed the House 
and appropriations would have been made sufficient to have carried on 
the work of the improvement of the Mississippi River under the plans 
of the Mississippi River Commission up to this time. : 

Mr. President, I simply rose to say this as a mere matter of justice 
and right to the Committee on the Improvement of the Mississippi 
River and its Tributaries in the Senate. When I came to the Senate 
in 1875 it was the Committee on the Mississippi Levees, and I was 
made a member of it; I had it changed to the Committee on the Mis- 
sissippi River and its Tributaries in 1879, and have continuously been 
a member of the committee up to this time. I think that committee, 
whether there was any necessity for it or not, has been of great service 
to the country and has faithfully discharged its duties. I do not intend 
this asa response to any argument that my colleague has made—— 

Mr. VEST. I understand. 

Mr. COCKRELL. But simply as an explanation, because I knew 
that my colleague was not familiar with it. 

Mr. VEST. In what I said or intended to say I was very unfortu- 
nate if I made the impression that I was criticising the Committee on 
the Improvement of the Mississippi River and its Tributaries. I highly 
appreciate the personnel of that committee and its labors; but I said this, 
and the record shows it, that as to the appropriations for the improve- 
ment of the Mississippi River they have come from the Committee on 
Commerce, and I said, in order to emphasize that statement, that the 
money that went to the improvement of this great river had come from 
the Committee on Commerce and upon its recommendation and from 
that committee alone. I admit the usefulness of the Mississippi River 
Commission, and I am glad to acknowledge that it was created by the 
action of any committee of this body, but the other facts remain as I 
stated them. 

Mr. President, I do not propose to go into a diswassion of American 
shipping or of the late war. I was in hopes that there was one sub- 
ject under heaven and among men that could be discussed in this 
body without opening up hostility again between the United and the 
confederate states, but it seems utterly impossible to. bring up any- 
thing here, even a change of the rules of the Senate, unless we *‘ fight 
all our battles o’er again, and thrice we rout our foes and thrice we 
slay the slain.” What has the Merrimac got to do with this question 
or Eriesson’s ‘* cheese-box,’’ or whether the Merrimac went down amid 
shot and shell or under stress of weather? This is a question in regard 
toabolishing the functions of the Committee on Commerce of the United 
States Senate, and the imagination of the Senator from Maine alone 
could have brought into the question hostilities which ceased near 
twenty years ago. A 

If there is one thing necessary to add force to the present tendency 
to materialism on the part of the Amefican people it is accuracy of 
statement. The Senator from Maine and myself had two issues of fact 
and of memory. One was in regard to a bill with reference to the Po- 
tomac flats, which he said was passed by the Senate and went to the 
House. No such bill was ever passed. Thesecond statement he made, 
and the impression he desired to make on the Senate and the country, 
was that the decline of American shipping commenced with hostilities 
in 1861, Isay that the reports from the Treasury Department show no 
such thing. They show, on the other hand, that American shipping 
commenced its decline in 1840, and after a slight revival in 1852 and 
1853 it finally proceeded to go down-hill in 1855 until it almost touched 
bottom in 1883. I have before me the official reports of the Treasury 
Department and we shall see who is correct. In 1840 the American 
carrying trade amounted to82.9 per cent.; in 1845, 81.7; in 1850, 72.5; 
in 1855, 75,6, an increase of 3.1; in 1860, 66.5; in 1865, 27.7. I hold 
in my hand the report made in the House of Representatives by a col- 
league of the distinguished Senator, ex-Governor Dingley, of Maine, 
who has given to this subject, I take pleasure in saying, the most ac- 
curate and exhaustive research, in which he puts the decline of Amer- 
ican shipping properly from 1855 in these words: 

The decline of our foreign carrying trade dates from 1855, although the causes 
which produced it gathered volume so slowly as to attract little attention for 
several years. What these causes were appears from an investigation of the 
maritime history of the commercial world, and particularly of England, between 
1840 and 1860. Up to 1850-55, the ocean trade was carried on exclusively in 
wooden sailing vessels. 

I do not propose to go into this question now. I am ready at any 
other time to discuss it; not now, for it is not pertinent to the inquiry 
before the Senate; but I tell the gentleman, and I think the Senator 
from Michigan [Mr. ConGER] would join me in my conclusions, that 
after taking testimony for weeks upon this question, after examining 
every authority pro and con in regard to it, it was not compulsory 


pilotage that destroyed our merchant marine, it was not seamen’s wages, 
utit was the factthat England ascertained that wooden American sail- 
ing vessels made by the constituents of my honorable friend from Maine 


were superior to hers; that the American clipper vessels could not be 
competed with by Great Britain; and immediately that great people 
utilized their coal-beds and their iron, which were lying together upon 
the verge of the ocean, and commenced the construction of iron steam- 
ships. From that time on, not from the commencement of the war but 
from 1855, from the very time that England commenced this construc- 
tion, the foreign carrying trade of the world and of the United States 
went into her hands. It is true the war accelerated the decline, but 
the primary cause of the whole of it was not in compulsory pilotage, 
not in any of the insect causes which the gentleman alludes to, but it 
was in the great fundamental cause that England, always true with her 
intellect and her resources to her interests, seized upon the great fact 
that her coal, her iron, and her cheap labor enabled her to build iron 
vessels much cheaper than could be done in the United States. That 
is all I desire, however, to say upon that subject. 

Mr. President, in conclusion it simply amounts to this: The Sen- 
ator’s whole argument and statement, boiled down and sifted and com- 
pacted, is in the single sentence that the Committee on Commerce can 
not attend to this great subject of the foreign commerce and merchant 
marine of the United States, and yet he admits in the same breath that 
the only action taken in Con, for fifteen years which has amounted 
to anything was taken by the same Committee on Commerce at the 
last session of Congress. The records show that I reported a bill here 
as the organ of the Committee on Commerce and urged its passage, a 
bill which I again introduced on the first day of this session of Con- 
gress and had referred to the same committee. The Senator admits 
that members of the Committee on Commerce have labored laboriously 
and assiduously, and yet he says he has no reflection on the Committee 
on Commerce. He does not mean to say that it has not done its duty, 
but he does mean to say that he would take away from it this subject 
upon which it has labored for months and months and give it into the 
hands of a new committee created by the Committee on Rules, because 
(if there is foree in English language and meaning in English words) 
the Committee on Commerce has not done its duty to the subject of 
the decline of American shipping. I say that the Committee on Com- 
merce has done its duty, and I say that this report made by members 
of the Committee on Commerce jointly with the committee on the 
part of the House embraces every particle of information accessible to 
the Senator or to any one else upon this great question. 

That is all I desire tosay. I hope that the Senate in voting upon the 
question will exclude any idea that any personal feeling on the part of 
members of the Committee on Commerce has entered into the discus- 
sion. All we ask is that justice and the public interests may be con- 
sulted and subserved. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, one word in reply. I stated that Ameri- 
can tonnage reached its height in 1861 according to my best recollec- 
tion. I had not the reports by me; I had not examifed any in refer- 
ence to this debate. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] says that 
I am mistaken; that our carrying trade began to decrease before 1860. 
I admit that an iron steamship will carry five where a sailing vessel 
will carry one; but my statement was absolutely correct by the same 
report. If the Senator had turned to page 2 of the same report he would 
have found that in 1860 the American tonnage engaged in the foreign 
carrying trade reached 2,379,396 tons, and that in 1855 it had reached 
2,348,358 tons. I think that justifies my statement that American ton- 
nage was at its height in 1861. I made it expressly as to tonnage, and 
not as to the freight-carrying capacity of the vessels, recognizing, as I 
do fully recognize, the invention of steam, and also extra compound 
engines and the screw and all that sort of thing, as having very much 
to do with the decline of American commerce. I recognize those facts. 

The Senator from Missouri did me injustice in another thing. I 
know perfectly well that pilotage had not all to do with this, nor two 
months’ advance wages nor three months’ wages exacted by consuls 
nor all these little things; but the little things together helped. My 
point was that we had not undertaken up to the last Congress to remove 
anything which tended to hurt us. 

The Senator does me injustice in another respect. He says that I 
brought in the hostility of the war when that was all over. It was 
the remotest from my mind; never such an idea entered my head. I 
am entirely willing to say to the Senator what suggested the remarks I 
made. It was the distinguished Senator from Florida [Mr. Jones] 
pt right here before me. His nativity suggested it. Iwas talking 
entirely without notes or thought, and when I saw him sitting in front 
of me the course England had pursued towards Ireland occurred to me, 
and at once there flashed into my mind the course that England had 
pursued towards us for her pecuniary benefit. 

„I alluded to those hostilities and to her withdrawal from Mexico and 
to her hastening home and fitting out those ships simply to show that 
she régarded her mercantile marine as of greater consequence to her as 
a nation than any question of principle or even any question of mar- 
ket for her goods. That is the only reason why I referred to it, and I 
trust that no Senator on that side supposes that I was undertaking to 
rake up hostilities. Hostilities I do not care anything about; they 
have gone by, I hope, forever; we have got through with them; but I 
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do not think that so far as is concerned they are forgotten or 
will be forgotten readily; I do think, if ever the opportunity 
comes, the United States, notwithstanding it received the paltry sum 
of $15,500,000, will exact higher wages and profounder penalties than 
that.for the wrongs committed upon us simply as a question of money. 
My argument was that England would sacrifice everything else for her 
commercial marine, and that we would not sacrifice anything, not even 
the division of a penny. 

Mr. MoMILJ.AN. Mr. President, the Senator from Maine has en- 
larged this discussion very much indeed by bringing before the atten- 
tion of the Senate the decline of the American marine. The i 
of that question upon the amendment of the rules of the Senate, it 
seems to me, is very remote, and I think very many of the remarks of 
the Senator on this occasion had just as little to do with the question 
now before the Senate. 

The Senator seems to have been dealing very largely with his ex- 

ence in some other legislative body. He seems to have been 
-impressed by the state of affairs in some other body than the Senate as 
requiring a division of the labors of the Committee on Commerce, The 
Committee on Commerce of the Senate has nothing to do, under the 
practice of the Senate, with originating or framing the bill making ap- 
propriations for the rivers and harbors of the country, generally known 
as the river and harbor bill. According to the practice of these legis- 
lative bodies that bill, with all such general appropriation bills, origi- 
nates in the House of Representatives. The whole time occupied in 
framing that bill is spent by members of the House of Representatives 
and the Committee on Commerce there, so that we have no time con- 
sumed in originating or framing the bill. It comes to us as a bill 
by the House. Of the items embraced in the river and harbor 
ill three-fourths of them fully are old subjects of appropriation, ap- 
propriations for the continuance of improvements, further appropria- 
tions in regard to improvements which have been originated years be- 
fore and have been year after year before the consideration of the Sen- 
ate, and with which the members of the Committee on Commerce are 
always familiar. 

When the river and harbor bill comes to the Senate the practice of the 
Committee on Commerce has been, as I have heretofore stated, to ex- 
amine the bill thoroughly in general committee. Itis not referred to a 
subcommittee. The report of the Chief of Engineers, transmitted by the 
Secretary of War, embraces not only his report, but the report of the 
engineers of the United States Army in charge of the district embracing 
the improvement, and it also includes a report from asubordinate officer 
to the engineer in charge. These reports state distinctly and fully the 
character of each improvement; they give the history of the improve- 
ment, the effect of the improvement, not only upon the locality, the 
stream, or the harbor, but the effect upon commerce, the tonnage of the 
locality; and every fact which would enter into a consideration of the 
em of abs 2 priating for an improvement as affecting commerce is 

the reports. These are all separately exatained, and 
pringe committee either recommend the items as sent to them in the House 
bill or amend it, according to their pleasure. That bill, with such ex- 
amination, is reported to the Senate for its action, and so far as the Sen- 
ate is concerned the remark of the Senator from Maine that discussion 
does not take place, that it is passed by any two-thirds vote, or that 
limitation is placed upon the debate, does not apply to the Senate 
of the United States. The warmest and most ample discussions have 
taken place in the Senate upon river and harbor bills; the bill has 
always been considered and discussed here as long as it was the pleasure 
of the Senate to discuss or consider it; there has been no limitation 
upon the debate, and for one I would oppose any rule which the Sena- 
tor from Maine favors imposing the previous question upon the Senate, 
either upon the river and harbor bill or upon any other bill. These 
remarks, therefore, while they may be applicable to the House of Rep- 
resentatives, do not apply to the Senate in any respect, and whatever 
the experience of the Senator from Maine may have been elsewhere he 
never will have that experience here. 

With reference to the natural jurisdiction of the Committee on Com- 
merce it would seem that the rivers and harbors of the country, the 
channels of the commerce of the country, should be in s11 respects under 
the supervision of that committee. These are the channels upon which 
our internal commerce is carried, as well as the foreign commerce com- 
ing toour ports. Allseem to be naturally under the supervision of that 
committee. As the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] suggests, 
all our exports of cotton and all our foreign imports must come to our 
ports and harborshere. Weare exporting largely wheat and even flour, 
and in these directions it is to be hoped that our commerce will be largely 
increased in some of the items certainly, if we can form a proper com- 
mercial treaty with Spain affecting the island of Cuta. All these mat- 
ters naturally come within the jurisdiction of the Committee on Com- 
merce, and if the attention of that committee is to be directed to the 
commerce of the country everything affecting that commerce would 
follow. 

So far as the interna] commerce of the country is concerned I have 
some knowledge of the action of the Committee on Commerce in re- 

to it. Our whole interests are not involved in a merchant marine, 
although that is a large interest of the country of course; but our 
great commerce is our internal commerce. That is the great body of 


the commerce of this country, and it is that portion of it which is in- 
ing and will increase, 
Mr. FRYE. Why? 
Mr. McMILLAN. Because we have the facilities within ourselves 
for carrying on that commerce between our own ports, between our 
cities, our ta retin iene conteon the branches of MAMES. the agricultural 


prodnicts of the country transported in every direction. 

So much for what ald te be naturally within the jurisdiction of the 
Committee on Commerce. Now, what has been the action of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce in to all the branches of our commerce and 
our carrying trade? During the last Congress the Committee on Com- 
merce made to the Senate eighty reports, embracing all kinds of sub- 
jects within its jurisdiction; and the, interests of the merchant marine 
were by no means neglected. The bill already referred to by the 
Senator from Missouri | Mr. Vest] was reported from the committee 
and was fully considered and very generally debated here. The com- 
raittee having reported the bill to the Senate, it was taken up on the 
motion of the Senator from Missouri. In addition to that, it is well 
remembered what grievous complaints were made of the treatment of 
foreign immigrants coming to this country upon our vessels, such as to 
shock humanity; and at the last session of Congress one of the most 
effective and beneficial bills was reported to the Senate and passed by 
the Senate and by both Houses of Congress upon that subject, securing 
and protecting them against the oppressions and hardships of disease 
and death which attended immigration here owing to the crowds of 
people that came upon our vessels. 

In addition to that the Life-Saving Service was remodeled to a con- 
siderable extent. Very material and important changes were made ip 
that service, and by a bill considered and reported by the Committee 
on Commerce of the Senate. The bill was discussed very fully, and 
with some very slight amendments it was passed as reported from the 
committee. 

License fees were reduced by reports from the Committee on Com- 
merce at the last session. The inspection of steam-vessels was consid- 
ered. A bill was reported on the subject by the Committee on Com- 
merce putting foreign vessels on the same footing to a certain extent 
with our own in their ports. Very material alterations and changes in 
the law affecting our vessels abroad and the vessels of foreign nations 
in our ports were made. Coasting licenses have been reduced and 
license fees in other directions, A bill was reported from the Committee 
on Commerce providing for ship-canals between the two oceans, and 
although it was not unanimous report from that committee, the ques- 
tion was very fully considered and a report was presented to the Senate. 
The action of the Senate upon it was urged time and again by the Sen- 
ator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] and the Senate as often refused to con- 
sider it. So in every direction the shipping interests and the coasti 
interests have been considered and have been protected and improv: vot 
so far as the regulations concerning navigation are concerned. With 
reference to our internal commerce, by an amended bill from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce our merchants can now import their goods from 
abroad into any interior port in the country and have the appraise- 
ment and collection of duties at their own homes. Importatidn is not 
confined now to one or two ports of the country, but the imports can 
be taken to any of the interior ports of the country where there are 
a collector and appraiser or the customs officers proper to discharge 
those duties. 

I do not believe that the C&nmittee on Rules intended to reflect par- 
ticularly upon the Committee on Commerce, but if they did, I answer 
that the records of the Committee on Commerce refute any such 
and establish the fact that the Committee on Commerce have labored 
as faithfully and performed their duties as diligently as any committee 
in this or any other body, and I appeal to the record. Now that the 
Senator from Maine is a member of that committee what diligence are 
we assured will characterize its future labors? What care will be taken 
of the merchant marine? Certainly all the commercial interests of the 
country will be cared for. 

The Senator from Maine has had much experience elsewhere, if not 
here; and if he will forget his bitter experience elsewhere and will just 
confine hisattention to the Senate, I think he will have no reason whatever 
to complain of the Committee on Commerce. Its meetings have been 
as regular as the week’s return; its attendance has been as full as that 
of any committee of the Senate; rarely are absences found on the day 
of meeting. As far as that committee is concerned I feel highly hon- 
ored in being associated with the gentlemen who compose the commit- 
tee and who have composed it since I have been a member of it. 

So far as compulsory pilotage is concerned, how can that affect our 
merchant marine? It is levied upon the vessels, and if our foreign 
commerce is carried in foreign bottoms it must pay the compulsory 
pilotage. Itcomes upon them all. There are differences ofopinion in 
regard to whether there should be compulsory pilotage or not. It af- 
fects the question of the insurance of vessels. That of itself would go 
to affect the building up of a merchant marine. The States having 
charge of that question regulate it in view of sanitary measures, the 


protection of lite in their own harbors. If vessels laden with pas- 
sengers come into dangerous ports under the direction of pilots who 
know nothing of the harbors, what loss of life may there not be? These 
things are all to be considered when you come to discuss these ques- 
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tions: and if there has been delay, it has not been on the part of the 
Committee on Commerce. 

I can see no reason why there should be a division of this labor. In 
the other branch of the National Legislature there are three commit- 
tees that do the work of the Finance Committee of the Senate. The 
tule applying to this body does not require a division of the duties of 
the Committee on Finance, and whatever may be required there, what- 
ever may be proper there, whatever may conduce to the disposition of 
business there, has no applicability here. We are to determine our 
rules by our own circumstances and necessities. 

So far as the river and harbor bill is concerned, I am willing to let 
the action of the Committee on Commerce in regard to that bill rest 
upon the past record. It has been the custom to charge upon the river 
and harbor bill greatirregularities. I think myself that those charges 
have arisen from the fact that ral debate has not been allowed upon 
it where it should have been, in the House of Representatives. That 
does not apply here. I have never yet seen, by those who cl that 
the appropriations in the river and harbor bill have been ill-advised, 
any criticism or specification that would not apply to every other ap- 
propriation bill, and more generally than to the river and harbor bill. 

There may be items that might be left out of the river and harbor 
bill; there may have been instances where an appropriation was not 
necessary. I remember appropriations made for improvements in the 
State of Delaware, and there were criticisms against the bill for appro- 
peu made to that State. If the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 

AYARD] alludes to that as any “‘scandal’’ about the river and harbor 
bill, I can only say that those appropriations were all considered and 
reported upon and recommended by the engineers in of the im- 

vements ia that State. The river and harbor bill will be found to 

one of the most beneficial appropriations that can be made in the im- 
provement and enlargement of our commerce. The improvement of 
the Mississippi River and its tributaries is in charge of a special com- 
mittee, and properly so. It is one continuous channel that goes through 
‘the entire country, north and south, and coming from the northwest is 
the Missouri River. That work is being conducted successfully, and 
willsoon I am sureresult in great benefits to every section of the country. 

With these remarks, Mr. President, I trust the Senate will conclude 
to keep the rule, so far as the Committee on Commerce is concerned, 
as it has been. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Mr. President, I do not rise to make 
any defense of the Committee on Commerce of the Senate, for I-do not 
think it needs any, and if it does need any, it has already been given 
by the chairman of that committee and by the honorable member from 
Missouri. Laying aside all the criticisms which have been made on 
the Committee on Commerce by the honorable Senator from Maine, 
the only reasons I have heard given for the creation of this new com- 
mittee are simply that the Committee on Commerce—— 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from New York yield to a motion 
to proceed to the consideration of executive business? 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. * Certainly, if the Senator having the 
. Measure in charge does not desire to continue it further at this time. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator yields for that purpose I will move 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I said I would yield if it was the de- 
sire of the Senator from Maine, who has this measure in charge, that 
it should now go over. ‘ 

Mr. HOAR. I hope we shall not take another day on this hatter. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I will state to the Senator from Ten- 
nessee that I do not intend to occupy more than two or three minutes 
at the furthest, and I do not know whether there are any other Sen- 
ators who desire to discuss the question or not. Am I to understand 
from the Senator from Maine that he desires to continue this question 
now or to abandon it for the present? I get no response; so I shall 
p 

I was saying that the only reason I have heard given by the honorable 
Senator from Maine, or any other gentleman who has spoken, for the 
creation of the new committee, is that the present Committee on Com- 
merce has not sufficient time to carry on the entire business which 
heretofore has been committed to it foritsaction. If that criticism be 
correct, I do not understand how the amendment to the present- rules 
proposed by the Committee on Rules will inany way advance the busi- 
ness of this body, or that it can in any way create another committee 
which will have more time or greater opportunities to give to the con- 
sideration of the questions which may come before the committee. As 
has been said here, the river and harbor bill, which is the only measure 
of importance that is to be committed to the new committee on internal 
improvements, does not receive any consideration from the hands of 
any committee of this body or the body itself until it comes to the 
Senate from the House of Representatives. As a result of that course 
of actien the Committee on Commerce of the Senate has the larger 
part of every session of the Senate for the consideratign of the general 
subjects pertaining to commerce and navigation, and heretofore it has 
not been negligent in the discharge of those duties. The river and 
harbor bill reaches that committee usually during the third month of 
the session, and the committee is then prepared to go on with the con- 
sideration of that measure, and, as the chairman has said, it does it 
almost without interruption during the day and holding many night 
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sessions. How, if a new committee shall be created, it will be found 
to work any benefit I am not able to see. 

The present distribution of the members of, the Senate upon the 
various committees is such that nearly every Senator in this body is a 
member of four committees. If a new committee shall be crea 
the nine members who are to go upon the new committee will find that 
they are upon five committees instead of four; and in what way their 
powers will be increased, in what way they will find more opportunity, 
more time, or more ability to consider these questions when the com- 
mittee has been divided and their labors increased I am not able to 
see. If the rule that the Senator from Maine has brought in had pro- 
vided that every Senator going upon this new committee should cease 
to be a member of all other committees, and should give all his time 
to the consideration of the one question of river and harbor improve- 
ments, then I can readily understand that the question coming before 
that committee would receive more consideration than it would under 
any other system; but there is no such proposition as that, and of course 
no such proposition as that would be entertained for a moment. 

It seems to me, then, that instead of facilitating the business of the 
Committee on Commerce, or instead of facilitating the business of the 
other committees of this body, this action will be in directly the oppo- 
site direction, for certainly every Senator knows that if the business 
coming before four committees was to come before only two commit- 
tees, he would have more time and more opportunity to consider it 
than he does when it is divided among so many different committees. 

I see nothing, then, in this proposition which will in any way facili- 
tate the business of this body. IfI did I should most gladly give my 
consent to the amendment as it is proposed. There may be something 
in this consideration which I present to the Senate. All the appro- 
priation bills for the carrying on of the Government, for the expenses 
of all the Departments, now go to one committee, the Committee on 
Appropriations, save this one bill, the river and harbor bill, which 
under our rules is committed to the Committee on Commerce. Why 
was that pill made an exception? I willnot attempt to go back to the 
history of the creation of these rules, but I conceive it to be simply be- 
cause it was believed by the Senate that the Committee on Commerce, 
which during all the session is considering the various questions relat- 
ing to commerce that come before it, would of necessity in the consid- 
eration of these other questions which come before it obtain much in- 
formation which would assist it in properly appropriating money for 
our rivers and harbors. 

It was believed undoubtedly that it would come into the possession 
of much knowledge which could not and would not under the ordinary 
course of affairs in the Senate come to any other committee and infor- 
mation which would not be obtained by any other Senators. I venture 
to say that my short experience on that committee leads me to believe 
that the Committee on Commerce is much better prepared to deal with 
this subject than any other committee can be, because during te ordi- 
nary exercise of the duties of that committee the committee is con- 
stantly receiving information by letter and by individuals appearing: 
before it from different parts of the country upon other subjects which 
necessarily bring in the question of the improvement of the various rivers 
and harbors. For instanc®, it is not uncommon that there are appear- 
ing before that committee gentlemen from various parts of our country, 
from Galveston and from Francisco and from Oregon, upon ques- 
tions pertaining to the commerce of those districts, and at the ssme 
time they are able to give the committee much information in relation 
to the condition of those harbors and much information in relation to 
the condition of many of the rivers in their various States. 

No other committee would be able to obtain this information in the 
same way or with the same facility that the Committee on Commerce 
can do; and the result of it all is that when the bill for the improve- 
ment of rivers and harbors comes to this body from the other House 
and goes to the Committee on Commerce, that committee finds itself, 
by the very force of circumstances, already possessed of a large amount 
of information which has come to it in its ordinary business, which en- 
ables it to decide upon the appropriations for certain rivers and harbors 
with greater facility and greater knowledge, I believe, than any other 
committee possibly could.do. I have no doubt that if the*river and 
harbor bill should be referred to an independent committee and toa 

committee composed of Senators from this body, that commit- 
tee would not be able to give it the careful consideration which the 
Committee on Commerce does give to it; and for that reason I believe 
that it is unwise to make this division. Nevertheless, if the Senate 
shall think that the duties of the Committee on Commerce are so oner- 
ous that it can not go on with its ordinary labor and still retain this 
jurisdiction, for one [have no objection tothe change; but my experience 
leads me to believe that it would be most unwise to make the division. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from Maine does not insist upon gu- 
ing on with the consideration of the rules, I should like to ask the 
Senator from New Jersey to yield to a motion to proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business, 

Mr. FRYE. I will not insist on proceeding with the rules unless 
such: be the desire of the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to call attention to the fact that the fourth 
week of this session has now gone by, with the exception of one day, 
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if we do, as we have so often, adjourn overon Thursday. The time is 
just as valuable as it will bein midsummer, and it seems to me that this 
measure, which consists of making a few clearly understood changes to 
the rules, ought not to‘occupy many weeks more ofour time. It seems 
to me if we can stay here ten or fifteen minutes we may get a vote on the 
question and get this out of the way, and proceed to other legislation. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. t 

The PRESIDENT pro tempere. The question ison the motion of the 
Senator from Tennessee. i 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After 27 minutes spent. in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 25 minutes p. 
m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, January 9, 1884. 


The House met at 120’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. JOHN 
8. LINDSAY, D. D. 

THE JOURNAL. 

Mr. BUCKNER. Mr. Speaker, Iask unanimous consent of the House 
that the reading of that portion of the Journal relating to the formal 
introduction of bills be omitted. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The remainder of the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was then 
read and approved. À 

DISCRIMINATION AGAINST EXPORTED DOMESTIC PRODUCTS. 


Mr. KASSON, Mr. Speaker, owing to necessary absence I ask the 
indulgence of the House to present at this time the resolution which I 
send to the desk for reference to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, subject to objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas that certain forei ts with which the Govern- 
sinus DE tha United Bites uns COIDA STA treatien beoattng bo the DASS iaioa 
the treatment assured to the most favored nations in respect to the importation 
of American produce and manufactures have, in:apparent violation of such 
treaties, prohibited the introduction within their territory of certain food prod- 
ucts of the United States under regulations not applied to like products of other 
eid, Met the Committee on Foreign Affairs are hereby instructed to in- 
quire into the facts respecting the same and to report to the House by bill or 
otherwise as early as practicable what legislation or other action should be 
taken by Congress or the Executive to assure the.due observance of such trea- 
ties and to protect the rights of the people of the United States in respect thereto, 
whether by retaliatory ation or otherwise. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. s ; 

Mr. KASSON moved to reconsider the'vote by which the resolution 
was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

EXPORTATION OF AMERICAN PORK. 

Mr. DEUSTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to intro- 
duce for present consideration theresolution which I now send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. `The resolution will be read, subject to objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas the German and French Governments have prohibited the importa- 
tion of American pork for alleged sanitary reasons; and __ 

Whereas the agricultural and commercial interests of this country are con- 
siderably affected thereby: Therefore, a i 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce is hereby requested to investigate 
the alleged reasons for said prohibition and report to this House and recommend 
such legislation as may seem warranted by the facts found. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution ? - k 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. If in order— 3 

The SPEAKER. The first question is whether the House will give 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I desire to reserve the right to object after 
making a statement. This question has already been placed before the 
Committee on Ways and Means by a joint resolution introduced by 
myself on the first bill day of this session, the 10th day of December 
last. Indeed, I inaugurated this movement by joint resolution in Feb- 
ruary last, when it was then referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. That question, therefore, is now being considered by the Ways 
and Means Committee. I have no objection to the resolution proposed 
by the gentleman from Wisconsin if it be referred to that committee; 
on the contrary, I heartily favor it, as it follows and seeks to accomplish 
what I have so long desired done. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman must object or not object to the 
consideration of the resolution. Is there objection? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Because this has been already referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs I shall object. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I object to the reference of the resolution to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs for the reason I have stated. 
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Mr. DEUSTER. I do not care where it is referred, so that the House 
may be informed of the facts and obtain a report upon the subject with 
a view to legislation. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I shall not object to the resolution, but insist 
that it shall go to the Committee on Ways and Means, which commit- 
tee unquestionably has prior jurisdiction of the subject. 

Mr. DEUSTER. I did not object when the gentleman from Illinois 
introduced his resolution; I hope he will not object to this, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I do not object to the resolution. My only 
desire is that it shall be referred to the appropriate committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that to be an objection. 
The gentleman can not make conditional objections, as the Chair could 
not dispose of an objection of such a character. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Suppose we consent to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution and allow the House to determine for itself 
its reference. 

The SPEAKER. Of course, if the House considers the resolution it 
has power either to refer or dispose of it otherwise or modify or adopt 
itin its present form. f 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. With that understanding, I withdraw 
my objection. 

The SPEAKER. -The resolution is then before the House for its 
action as to the reference. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, I move that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. DEUSTER. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move to amend by referring it to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and I wish to repeat that the subject is 
already before that committee, and it should still continue to have 
jurisdiction of the subject. 

The SPEAKER. There is no debate allowed on the motion to refer. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask that the resolution be again read. 

_ The resolution was again reported. 

Mr. KASSON. I ask permission simply to make a statement, and 
that in the hearing of the gentleman from Illinois, and that is that the 
whole question rests upon a violation of our treaty. I know that for 
three years correspondence has taken place in the foreign office respect- 
ing the duties of foreign governments under their treaties; and I think 
owing to the fact within my knowledge that protests have been made 
by one of our foreign ministers reserving the rights of the United States 
to claim damages under the treaty, the gentleman from Illinois will 
agree it isright to refer this matter to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
which must communicate on the subject with the foreign office. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. ` I desire to say a word in reply to the gentle- 
man from Iowa. 

The SPEAKER. This question is not debatable. The Chair, how- 
ever, permitted the gentleman from Iowa to make a brief statement, no 
objection being made. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. LI ask the indulgence of the House to be per- 
mitted to say a word in reply. ` 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will indulge the gentleman if no ob- 
jection is made. . 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I believe this relates more to customs duties 
than it does to treaty stipulations. Itcertainly affects the customs regu- 
lations of this country and of France and Germany. The legislation of 
those two foreign countries is a species of protective tariff legislation in 
the intef#St of the home producers of those countries, oppressive to the 
consumers of those lands and the corn and pork producers of this country. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. It is a violation of treaty. 

Mr. KASSON. By decree of the Government. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The action in Germany was by the parliament, 
of that country, and in France it emanated from the French assembly. 
Now, I wish to say, with all due deference to what has been said by my 
friend from Iowa | Mr. KAsson], and also with great respect to the mem- 
bers of the Foreign Affairs Committee, that in questions affecting cus- 
toms duties I am of the opinion the Committee on Ways and Means 
will be better able than the Committee on Foreign Affairs to determine, 
because the attention of the former committee is being constantly 
directed to questions affecting regulation of foreign imports, while the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs is mainly occupied with our political 
relations with foreign governments. And I think the object which the 
gentleman from Wisconsin and myself have in view will be better pro- 
moted by a reference of this resolution to the Committee on Ways and 
Means than by its reference to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana moves that the reso- 
lution be referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. The gentleman 
from Illinois moves an amendment, that it be referred to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, The question is first on the amendment. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Indiapa that the resolution be referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. ` 

. REAGAN. May I ask that the resolution be again read ? 
e SPEAKER. It has already been read twice. But if there be 


no objection it will be again read. 
There was no objection, and the resolution was again read. 
Mr. REAGAN, Will the Chair allow me to say a word? 
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The SPEAKER. The question is not debatable. 

Mr, REAGAN. I move to amend the pending motion so that the 
resolution shall go to the Committee on Commerce, where it properly 
belongs. 

The question being taken on Mr. REAGAN’s amendment, there were— 
ayes 100, noes 94. 

Several members called for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let us take the vote by tellers rather than by yeas 


and na: 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. The motion to refer the resolution to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs was mine, and I think the question 
is settled by the vote of the House. It is not a matter of very much 
consequence to which committee the resolution shall go, inasmuch as I 
think three committees already have the matter under consideration— 
the Committee on Ways and Means, the Committee on Commerce, and 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs; and inasmuch as the subject-matter 
is already before all the three committees, I hope we may have a report 
from one or the other. 

The SPEAKER. Are the yeas and nays demanded ? 

Mr. WASHBURN. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The question being taken, the yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The amendment is agreed to; and the question is 
now on agreeing to the motion as amended. 

The motion as amended was agreed to, and the resolution was ac- 
cordingly referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS, 


Mr. GIBSON. I ask consent to submit for reference the 
which I send to the desk. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That all laws of the Federal Government authorizing the sale of 
intoxicating liquors in States by wholesale or retail should be made dependent 
on the party so authorized first obtaining license therefor from the State author- 
ities, in accordance with the laws thereof, where said traffic is to be carried on ; 
and that the Federal laws now existing in relation thereto are contrary to good 
and wise police regulations in the States on that subject; and 

Be it further resolved, That the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic be, and 


resolution 


is hereby, instructed to report a bill to this House repealing all such laws, and 
further, requiring all parties applying for such authority to any Federal o 
every case 


to file with his application the proper State license for such traffic in 
where a State license is necessary therefor. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the introduction for reference 
of the resolution which has just been read? 

Mr. DEUSTER. I object. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. On Monday, December 10, I introduced 
a bill (H. R. 39) donating a part of the abandoned military reservation 
at Fort Smith, Ark., to the city of Fort Smith, for the use and bene- 
fit of the free public schools thereof, and for other purposes, and it was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. A part of the legislative 
history of that reservation is thay by the act of Congress passed February 
24, 1871, it was transferred the jurisdiction of the Secretary of 
War to that of the Secretary of the Interior, under whose control it has 
remained to the present time. IfI had stated this fact at the time the 
bill was introduced, Iam quite sure it would have been referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

I am also authorized to state that the chairman of the Committee on 
Public Lands, to which I desire the bill to go, and the chaigman of the 
Committee on Military Affairs agree that the proper reference is to the 
Committee on Public Lands. I ask that the bill be so reterred. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was under the impression that this was 
still a part of the military reservation, and therefore sent the bill to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. To what committee does the gentle- 
man desire now that the bill shall be referred ? 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. To the Committee on Public Lands. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the of reference? The 
Chairs hears none, and the bill is referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

s PUBLIC BUILDING AT FORT SMITH, ARK. 


Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I ask unanimous consent to introduce 
a memorial I now hold in my hand, signed by numerous citizens of the 
western judicial district of Arkansas, urging Congress to providea pub- 
lic building for court, revenue, post-office, and other public purposes at 
Fort Smith, Ark. I ask to have the same printed in the RECORD, omit- 
ting the names of course. The memorial contains important statistics 
which I desire to bring to the attention of the House. 

There was no objection; and the memorial and accompanying ex- 
hibit was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The memorial is as follows: 


Memorial to the Con of the United States for a Federal court and post- 
office building and a United States jail at Fort Smith, Ark. 
To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives 
of the Forty-eighth Congress of the United States of America: 

Your memorialists, citizens of the western judicial district of Arkansg@s, re- 
lly represent that the United States district court ef the said district is 
now and has for the past twelve years been held in the city of Fort Smith, in the 
western pane of the State of Arkansas. The said district embraces within its 
urisdiction the counties of Benton, Boone, Carroll, Logan, Crawford, Franklin, 

oward, Johnson, Little River, Madison, Mon Marion, Newton, Polk 
Sevier, Sebastian, Scott, Washington, and Yell, 


tse Dikte of A kank and I~ 


criminal jurisdiction over the Cherokee, Choctaw, Chickasaw, Creek, and Sem- 
inole ons of the Indian Territory. 

The said district oe by pa aie agres yng ta four oe each veer, 
commen ively on the o! 'ebruary, August, 
November. The criminal decket ànd bashes of said cou by Virtue Of its 
lowest misde- 


Hep? an > 
of. 

During the year commencing on the Ist day of November, 1882, and endi 
on the Ist day of November, 1883, the following number of cases were tried an 
disposed of by said court, viz: Number of criminal cases pending November 
1, 1882, 77; number commenced during the year ending November 1, 419; 
total number pending during the year, 496, Number tried and disposed of dur- 
ing the year, 425; remaining on docket November 1, 1883, 71. Number of civil 
cases on docket November 1, 1882, 86; number commenced d the year, 
138; total number pending during the year, 224. Number di of during 
the year endin; ovember 1, 1883, 92; remaining on the docket, 132. Of the 
number of crim’ convicted there were 137 sentenced and transported to the 
ey of correction at Detroit, Mich.—the costs of transportation alone being 

706.60. From the Istday of November, 1882, to November Ist, 1883, there were 
confined in the jail, under charge of crime over which said court had jurisdié- 
tion, 605 prisoners. Under the present system of management of the jail there 
is required a regular force of one jailor, two turnkeys, and seven 
at times, one and two additional guards, at a total cost of about per month, 
On the civil docket of said court there were cases to the number of 2⁄4 from 
the lst day of November, 1882, to the Ist day of November, 1883, and the civil 
business of said court is rapidly increasing. 

A thorough report and review of the business of said court has been compiled 

Stephen Wheeler, esq., clerk of said court, a certified copy of which is here 

filed, marked exhibit “A,” and made a part of this memorial. The said city of 
Fort Smith, where memorialists ask that said buildings be erected, is a W- 
ing and Having city, showing a population of 3,100 by the census of 1880, and 
at this date having a population of not less than 8,000, Said city is centrally 
located in the territory over which said court has jurisdiction, Hes upon the 
banks of the Arkansas River, one hundred and sixty-five miles above Little 
Rock, and seventy-five miles below Fort Gibson. There are now two railroads 
running to said city, to wit: the Little Rock and Fort Smith Railway, and the 
Saint Louis and San Francisco Railroad, The latter of said roads has already 
obtained an act of Con: granting the right of way through the Government 
reservation at Fort Smith, and memorialists are advised at an early date will 
continue said road through to some point in Texas, thus running entirel 
through said district. It will thus be seen that said city is easily accessible, 
in a healthy locality, with a fine climate and good water supply. Memorialists 
further represent that said district court is now being held in one of the old re- 
maining barracks buildings, situated in the old fort of the now abandoned mili- 
tary reservation, erected for that beep and formerly used by the Govern- 
ment in which to quarter soldiers; said building is a low-roofed, Spanish-fash- 
ioned, Mar and a half high house, and a more unfit place in which to hold a 


court coul Paray be imagined. 

The jail in which the prisoners are kept consists of two large, low-roofed 
cellar rooms, extending all the way under the entire building. In these two 
cells are confined the prisoners, indiscriminately, without regard to race, 
color, condition, or crime a p when femalesare imprisoned, when it becomes 
necessary to employ ti guards to guard them in some outhouse or the 
garret story of the building. In the event an epidemic or contagious disease 
should break out in the jail the results would beappalling and without remedy. 
As an inevitable consequence, a disagreeable odor and stench arise from said 
faih which ethe whole building. The court is held in a room over said 
jail, on the first floor, about 40 by 60 feet, supported in the center by four posts, 
and ventilated only at each end. In the er part of the first story, over the 
said jail, are the offices of the clerk and the marshal, subdivided by plank tem- 
Soa parunons. The entire structure is, by reason of long use and ina 
state of decay, inconvenient and ill-suited in its appointments, and totally un- 
fitted for the purposes for which it is 
that your honorable rt Be 


. Your memorialists, therefore, frin 
e 
ber aud to erect u suitab! 


propriate a sufficient sum of money out o 
‘ederal court building and jail at said city of Fort 
EXHIBIT A. 
[Prepared since original draught of the memorial.] 
psis of the business of the United States district court for the western 


district of Arkansas, held at Fort Smith, Ark., from November 1, 188 
to November 1, 1883: i are 
MAE 

zg £ 

Crimes. 3 3 E A 

$ s |€8|3 

i 8 B 2°78 


country 
Ca 


trying on business of 
dealer without paying tax.... 
revenue law...............0 
Fraudulent claim against United States.... 
Hing proprietary medicine...............c000« 


Passing counterfeit money............ 


stolen goods..... 
pha, te Ee a 
Illicit PRESS 


Resisting prooua at 
Intimidating witness 


Grand AATA EAR 


| EA 8 wo btan | of samen 


mi 


Asis seen from the foregoing— 
The number of cases disposed of during the year is. .......6.cc1<ssscevesseeseeees 
Number of cases commenced iS ...........00escerseceserennene thes 
Mistrials hy jury during the year 
Number of applications for witnesses in behalf of defen 

States ber sere examined and acted on ....... $ 
Number of witnesses recognized in open cou 


Number of civil cases commenced during the year........... 
Number of civil cases pending between November 1, 1882, 
SY. SR 

a eo civil cases disposed of between November 1, 1882, and Novem- 
E A E ES D AREFE ERA NE T AE OADE EA L OEE 
Number of other orders made during said voseo in relation to jury, jury 
S issioners, &c., and entered of record... Gaa 
Number of pages of record made and written 
Number of days of court held during said year. 


Courtconvenes larly at7} o'clock each morning 
1} o'clock p. m., aod adjourns about 6 o'clock p.m. Very frequently night ses- 
sions are held until 10 and 11 o'clock p. m, 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
Western District of Arkansas: 

I, Stephen Wheeler, clerk of the district court of the United States for the 
western district of Arkansas, hereby certify that the above and fo: ing isa 
true and correct statement of the business of the United States district court, 
western district of Arkansas, for the length of time stated, as taken from the 
records of said court. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of said 
eourt, at Fort Smith, in said district, this 8th day of December, A. D. 1883. 

(SEAL.] STEPHEN WHEELER, Clerk, 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Mr. WAIT. Two bills, House bill No. 138, for the relief of Weaver 
& Sterry, and House bill- No. 140, for the relief of Recknagel & Co., 
were by inadvertence referred to the Committee on Claims. The ob- 
ject of the bills is to return money which was improperly collected from 
those parties in the form of duties, and I ask that the reference be 
changed to the Committee on Ways and Means, to which I suppose 
there will be no objection. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. LUNA. House joint resolution No. 63, appropriating money for 
the expenses of the Legislature of the Territory of New Mexico, was 
referred to the Committee on Territories. It is an appropriation for 
the expenses of the Legislature of that Territory, and I think belongs 
to the Committee on Appropriations. I therefore ask unanimous con- 
sent that the reference be cha as I have indicated. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BLAND. I call for the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees for 


reports, 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT IN MAINE. 


Mr. REED. I am directed by the Committee on the Judiciary to 
report back with an amendment House bill No, 686, to fix the time for 
holding the district court of the United States in the district of Maine. 
I would inquire if it is in order to ask unanimons consent for the pas- 
sage of the bill at this time, as it only changes the time of holding the 
court? 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order at this time. 

The bill, with the amendment, was accordingly placed on the House 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. ROSECRANS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back the bill (H. R. 307) to provide for the payment of female nurses 
during the war, and moved that the committee be discharged from its 
further consideration, and that the same be referred to the Select Com- 
mittee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. ROSECRANS also, from the same committee, reported back the 
bill (H. R. 952) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to adjust 
and settle the expenses of Indian wars in Nevada, and moved that the 
committee be discharged from its further consideration, and that the 
same be referred to the Committee on Claims. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. ROSECRANS also, from the same committee, reported back the 
bill (H. R. 238) to equalize bounties of soldiers of the war of the rebell- 
ion, and moved that the committee be discharged from its further con- 
sideration, and that the same be referred to the Select Committee on the 
Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

Mr, CALKINS. Ever since the war closed the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs have always had jurisdiction of these bills. ‘This is the 
first time since I have been a member of this House when the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs has reported back such a bill and asked a change 
of reference. In my judgment the Committee on Military Affairs is 
the proper committee to consider this bill. 
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Mr. KEIFER. I think it should go to the Committee on the Pay- 
ment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. Itis the unanimous opinion of the Committee 
on Military Affairs that the bill should be considered by the Commit- 
tee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

The SPEAKER. The first question is upon discharging the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs from the further consideration of the bill. 

The motion was agreed to, and the committee was discharged ac- 
cordingly. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now upon the motion to refer the 
bill to the Select Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and 
Back Pay. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ROSECRANS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back the following bills, and moved that the committee be di 
from their further consideration, and that they be referred to the Select 
Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay: 

A bill (H. R. 291) to equalize the bounties of soldiers who served in 
the late war for the Union; 

A bill (H. R. 306) to equalize the bounties of soldiers who served in 
the late war for the Union; 

A bill (H. R. 356) to equalize the bounties of soldiers, sailors, and 
marines; 

A bill (H. R. 388) to equalize the bounties of soldiers who served in 
the late war for the Union; 

A bill (H. R. 421) to equalize the bounties of soldiers who served in 
the late war for the Union; 

A bill (H. R. 428) to equalize the bounties of all soldiers who served 
in the late war for the Union; 

A bill (H. R. 492) to equalize the bounties of soldiers and others who 
served in the late war for the Union; 
ne bill (H. R. 1049) directing the payment of a bounty to John Me- 

nald; 

A bill (H. R. 1231) to equalize the bounties of soldiers who served in 
the late war for the Union; 

A bill (H. R. 1233) to equalize the bounties of soldiers who served in 
the late war for the Union; 

A bill (H. R. 1494) to equalize the bounties of soldiers who served 
in the late war for the Union; and 

A bill (H. R. 1512) to revive section 12 of the act of July 28, 1866, 
providing an additional bounty of $100 to certain volunteer soldiers of 
the Union. 

There being no objection, the Committee on Military Affairs was 
discharged from the further consideration of the above bills, and the 
same were referred to the Select Committee on the Payment of Pen- 
sions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

FITZ-JOHN PORTER. 

Mr. SLOCUM, from the same committee, reported back with a 
favorable recommendation the bill ( . 1015) for the relief of Fitz- 
John Porter; which was referred to thé Committee of the Whole House 
on sant Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. STEELE asked and obtained permission to submit the views of 
the minority of the committee at some future time, to be printed with 
the report of the majority. 

TRIAL OF ARMY OFFICERS. 


Mr. SLOCUM, from thesame committee, reported back with a favor- 
able recommendation the following; which was read, considered, and 
adopted: 

Resolved. That the Secretary of War be directed to communicate to this Mouse 
a statement of the average number of commissioned officers in the United States 
Army during the period from the 4th of March. 1857, to March 4, 1861, and dur- 
ing the period from March 4, 1877, to March 4, 1881, together with a statement of 
the number tried by courts-martial during each period, the number of convic- 
tions, the list of cases in which the findings of the courts were disapproved or the 
sentences remitted or partially remi ; also a statement of the charges and 
specifications of which the officers were found guilty in cases in which the Ex- 
ecutive clemency was exercised. . 

Mr. SLOCUM moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MUSTER AND PAY OF OFFICERS, ETC. 

Mr. STEELE also, from the same committee, reported back with- 
out amendment the bill (H. R. 355) to provide for the muster and pay 
of certain officers and enlisted men of the volunteer forces; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calen- 
dar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

PATENTS. 


Mr. VANCE, from the Committee on Patents, ed back without 


amendment the bill (H. R. 1134) to amend section 4887 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, in relation to patents; which was referred 
oP House Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
prin 

Mr. VANCE also, from the same committee, reported, as a substitute 
for House bill No. 1136, a bill (H. R. 3036) to enable the courts of 
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the United States in the case of the improper grant of letters-patent 
by reason of fraud and misrepresentation to declare a patent void on 
application of the Attorney-General; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

CHANGES OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
the bill (H. R. 1504) for the relief of Millia Staples; and moved that 
the committee be discharged from the further consideration of the same, 
and that it be referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GEDDES also, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
bills of the following titles; when the committee was discharged from 
the further consideration of the same, and they were referred to the 
Committee on Claims: 

A bill (H. R. 1726) for the relief of R. B. Talfor and H. C. Ripley; 

A bill (H. R. 1266) for the relief of Alexander D. Schenck; and 

A bill (H. R. 97) for the relief of René E. De Russy. 

AMERICAN SHIPPING. 

Mr. SLOCUM, from the Select Committee on American Ship-build- 
ing and Ship-owning Interests, reported back with amendments the 
bill (H. R. 2228) to remove certain burdens on the American merchant 
marine and to enco the American foreign carrying trade; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Mr. Speaker, would it be in order at the 

t time to ask leave for the printing of certain amendments to go 
with the bill just read? 

The SPEAKER. Not at this moment. 

UNITED STATES COURTS IN IOWA. 

Mr. McCOID, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
without amendment the bill (H. R, 448) to fix the times for holding 
the terms of the circuit and district courts of the United States in the 
northern district of Iowa; which was referred to the House Calendar, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. REAGAN, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back the 
bill (H. R. 1242) to authorize a preliminary examination and survey 
of the passes between the afiluents of the Upper Missouri and Columbia 
Rivers, for the purpose rea rome the distances between the navi- 
gable waters of said rivers and the practicability of uniting said rivers 


by canal or otherwise; when the Committee on Commerce was dis- | Presi 


charged from the further consideration of the same, and it was referred 
to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 


DISTRIBUTION OF PRESIDENT'S MESSAGE. 


Mr. MORRISON. I am directed by the Committee on Ways and 
Means to report a resolution for the distribution of the President’s an- 
nual message to the several committees of the House.. I move the ref- 
erence of the resolution to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. MORRISON. Inow move thatthe House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of 
considering the resolution just referred to it. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is now in order, unless the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Hiscock] desires that the House proceed 
with the consideration of the report made by him yesterday, and which 
was laid over by consent. If the gentleman desires to proceed with 
that, of course it is unfinished business, aad must be disposed of before 
the motion of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Morrison] can be en- 
tertained 

COMPENSATION OF CONGRESSIONAL EMPLOYES. 


Mr. HISCOCK. I desire the attention of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. RANDALL], the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ask him whether he has any special desire as to the com- 
mittee to which our report should go. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think it legitimately belongs to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I have no objection to that reference. ; 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the report made yesterda; 
by ‘the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hiscock], in reference to equaliz- 
ing the salaries of the employés of the two Houses of Congress, will be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


DISTRIBUTION OF PRESIDENT’S ANNUAL MESSAGE. 
The SPEAKER. The question is now upon the motion made by the 
tileman from New York [Mr. Morrison] that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the con- 
sideration of the resolution just reported providing for the reference of 
the President’s message to the appropriate committees. 
The motion was to. 
The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 


House on the state of the Union (Mr. SPRINGER in the chair), and pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of a resolution, which was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That so much of the annual ages iy! the President and the docu- 
ments w. accompany it as relates tothe publie debtand the public revenues, 
to the national finances, to the revenue provisions of the reci; treaty with 
Hawaii and the commercial relations with foreign countries having connection 
with revenue questions, be referred to the Committee on War Means, 

That so much as relates to the appropriation and expenditure of the public 
moneys be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

That so much as relates to the judiciary of the United States be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

That so much as relates to the currency and to national banking associations 
be referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

That so‘much as relates to the coinage and to the mints of the United States 
be referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, 

That so much as relates to the regulation of interstate commerce, and to the 

lation of international commerce, and the centennial exposition at New 
Orleans be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

That so much as relates to the improvement of rivers and harbors be referred 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

That so much as relates to agriculture and the preservation of the forests be 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture. 

That so much as relates to atinirs between the Government of the United 
States and the governments of foreign nations, to the reorganization of the di- 
plomatic and consular service, and to the violations of the laws regarding Chi- 
nese immigration, and pees immigration from Great Britain be referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

That so much as relates to the Army and to providing an armament for defense 
on the seacoast be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

That so much as refers to the Navy and to the reconstruction of the naval 
service be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

That so much as relates to postal affairs, and to the reduction of existing rates 
of and to postal telegraphy be referred to the Committee on the Post- 

ice and Post-Roads. 

That so much as relates to public lands be referred to Committee on the 
Public Lands, 

That so much as relates to the care, education, and management of the In- 
dians be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

Thatso much as relates to the organization and governmentof the Territories, 
the substitution of national for Territorial government in Utah, and the establish- 
ment of government in Alaska be Arteak to the Committee on the Territories. 

That so much as relates to the care and improvement of publie buildings and 

unds in the District of Columbia be referred to the ittee on Publio 
uildings and Grounds. 

That so much as relates to the Pacific poe tg heer as herein otherwise 
provided, be referred to the Committee orf Pacific roads, ‘ 

That so much as relates to illiteracy and to the extending of aid by the United 
States to promote education be referred to the Committee on Education. 

That so much as relates to patents be referred to the Committee on Patents. 

That so much as relates to the pensions and the prevention of frauds under 
pension laws be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

That so much as relates to civil-service reform be referred to the Select Com- 
mittee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

That so much as relates to the revival of American shi ilding be referred 
to the Select Committee on American Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests, 

That so much as relates to legislation in reference to Presidential succession 
be eee to the Committee on Law respecting Election of President and Vice- 

nt. r 


Mr. MORRISON. I move that the committee rise and report to the 
House with a favorable recommendation the resolution just read. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Cox, of New York, having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER reported that 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union having 
had under consideration a resolution providing for the distribution of 
the President’s annual message had directed him to report, back the 
same with a recommendation that it be adopted. 

Mr. MORRISON. I move the previous question on the adoption of 
the resolution just rted from the Committee of the Whole. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. MORRISON moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, by unanimous consent, will lay before 
the House certain personal requests of members. 

There was no objection, and leave of absence was granted in the fol- 
lowing cases: 

To Mr. HANCOCK, indefinitely, on account of serious illness. 

To Mr. KELLEY, until Monday next. 

To Mr. Kasson, to fill a publie engagement in Iowa on the 9th in- 
stant. 

* THOMAS M. HARBIN. 

On motion of Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, by unanimous consent, 
leave was granted for the withdrawal from the files of the House of the 
petitions, papers, and claim of Thomas M. Harbin, no adverse report 
having been made thereon. i 


CHANGE OF TIME FOR HOLDING MAINE DISTRICT COURT. 


Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I move, in order to reach for present con- 
sideration the bill (H. R. 686) to fix the time for holding the district 
court of Maine, reported back this morning from the Committee on the 
Judiciary with an amendment in the nature of a substitute, that the 
House proceed to the consideration of the House Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The first business on the House Calendar is the 
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bill (H. R. 686) to fix the time for holding the district court in the dis- 
trict of Maine, which the Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the regular terms of the district court of the district of 
Maine shall be held at the times and places following: At Portland, on the first 
Tuesday in February; at Bangor, on the first Tuesday in June; at Bath, on the 
first Tuesday in Septembér; and at Portland, on the Tuesday in December. 

The SPEAKER. This bill has been reported from the Committee on 
the Judiciary with an amendment which the Clerk will now report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof: 

“The regular terms of the district court of the district of Maine, now held at 
Dango on the fourth Tuesday, shall be held hereafter on the first Monday of 

une, 
Mr. REED. I move that amendment be agreed to. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


Mr. REED moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was ; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASES. 


Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, by unanimous consent, submitted the fol- 
lowing resolution; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That aM the testimony and all other papers relating to the rights of 
members to hold seats on this floor in contested cases now on file with the Clerk 
of the House or in his J neg cape ge all memorials, petitions, and other papers 
now in possession of the House or under its control relating to tho same cases, 
not otherwise referred, be, and the same are hereby, referred to the Committee 
on Elections and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the Chair will lay before 
the House certain Executive communications, 
There was no objection. 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER COMMISSION REPORT. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from the 
` President of the United States. r, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit nerewith to the House of Representatives a communication from 
a rior of War, submitting the annual report of the Mississippi River Com- 
mission. 

I take this occasion to invite the early attention of Congress to the continua- 
tion of the work on the Mississippi River which is being carried on under the 
plans of the commission. My sense of the importance of the improvement of 
this river, not only to the ple of the Northwest but especially to the inhabit- 
ants of the Lower Mississippi Valley, has already been expressed in a special 
communication to the last Con, j: The harvests of grain and cotton produced 
in the region bordering upon the Mississippi are so vast as to be of national im- 
portance, and the project now being executed for their cheap transportation 
should be sufficiently provided for. 

‘The commission report that the results due to the still uncompleted works 
have been remarkable and give the highest encouragement for expecting the 
ultimate success of the improvement. 

The act of August 2, 1882, appropriated $4,123,000 for the work on that part of 
the river below Cairo, The estimates of the commission already transmitted 
to Congress call for $3,000,000 for the continuation ef the work below Cairo, and 
it appears from their report that all of the last appropriation available for active 
operations has been exhausted, and that there is urgently needed an immediate 
appropriation of $1,000,000 to continue the work without loss of time, in view of 
the approach of the flood season, with its attendant dangers. 

I therefore recommend to Congress the early passage of a separate bill on 


this subject. 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE, MANSION, January 8, 1884. 
Mr. WILLIS. I movethat the President’s message, with the accom- 
panying documents, be referred to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
rs. 


Mr. KING. I move its reference to the Committee on Levees and 
Improvements of the Mississippi River. 

The SPEAKER. These communications have sometimes been re- 
ferred to the one committee and sometimes to the other, and the Chair 
would be glad to have the House dispose of the question for itself.  « 

Mr. RANDALL. What does the rule say? 

The SPEAKER. Rule XI provides that— 
eee a O AON S AARTO O PAE ae ua a in the 
Bales relating— * *'* 

21, To the levees of the Mississippi River, to the Committee on Levees and 
Improvements of the Mississippi River. 

Mr. RANDALL. This also embraces an appropriation. 

The SPEAKER. Yes; and that is the reason the Chair states that 
there is some difficulty about where it should go. It relates to the 
levees of the river, and also refers to an appropriation. : 

Mr. BUCKNER. Let the Chair have read the new rule adopted re- 
cently in reference to Rivers and Harbors Committee and the jurisdic- 
tion of these committees. 
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Mr. WILLIS. The jurisdiction of the committee is plainly laid 
down in the rule. There can be no mistake in reference to the matter. 
It provides that all subjects relating to the levees of the Mississippi 
River shall be referred to the Committee on Levees and Improvements 
of the Mississippi River. Now, the m of the President of the 
United States has reference specially to the improvements of the Mis- 
sissippi River, a subject with which, under the rule, that committee 
has nothing to do. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Letus have read that portion of the rule which 
refers to the jurisdiction of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Mr. WILLIS. The Committee on Rivers and Harbors have control 
of all subjects relating to the improvement of rivers and harbors in the 
United States. This question was sprung upon the House at the time 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors was created, and by a decisive 
vote of the House it was decided then that that committee should have 
control of these improvements. I do not think, therefore, that there is 
any room whatever for discussion. The letter of the law is plainand 
unequivocally to the effect that all subjects relating to the improve- 
ments of the river go to the Rivers and Harbors Committee, and sub- 
jects relating to the levees of the Mississippi River must go to the 
Committee on the Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi River. 

Mr. KING addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that this subject is not prop- 
erly debatable. 

: Preity OUNG. This isan important subject and should be fully con- 
side 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has recognized the gentleman from 
Louisiana who made the motion to amend the reference. The Chair 
will repeat, however, that under the rule this question is not strictly 
debatable; but, as suggested by the gentleman from Tennessee, it in- 
volves a matter of much importance, and therefore the Chair prefers to 
have the opinion of the House upon it. Unless, therefore, there be ob- 
jection the Chair will indulge gentlemen in the discussion for a while 
longer. 3 

Mr. KING. Mr. Speaker, matters of this character have universally 
been referred to the Committee on the Levees and Improvements of the 
Mississippi River. That committee has no intention to antagonize or 
oppose the Rivers and Harbors Committee in anything that may prop- 
erly belong toit. But the universal practice of this House, asits jour- 
nals will show, or I may say the practice which has always prevailed 
since I have been here, has been to make the reference of this particular 
report of the commission in whom we have placed the duty of recom- 
mending a plan for the improvement of the Mississippi River to the 
Committee on the Levees and Improvements of that river, and I appeal 
now to the House simply to continue the custom in that respect. This 
committee was created not for mere show, but to treat upon a great 
practical question, and it has done so in the past with signal success. 

All legislation on this subject that has passed this House has first 
been adopted by this committee, and any act now that tends to di- 
vest it of its rights and privil isa blow at the improvement of the 
Mississippi River. As to the jurisdiction of this committee over this 
message and report there can be no doubt when we look at what has 
been done by former Congresses in that regard. A glance at the rec- 
ords shows in a long list, too long to be read here, the following meas- 
ures, every one, more or less, carrying money appropriations, that were 
referred by the House to this committee, the most important of which 
have become laws through the instrumentality of this committee: 

First session of the Forty-fifth Congress, 1877, November 21—By Mr. 
Grpson, of Louisiana; house resolution No. 50, authorizing and di- 

ing the President to appoint a commission to provide for the im- 
provement of the Mississippi River. . 

November 5, 1877—By Mr. Hatcher; a bill to improve the naviga- 
tion of the Mississippi River and promote and protect its commerce. 

Second session same Congress, a bill by Mr. Robertson, of Louisiana, 
to improve the navigation and afford protection and security to the 
shipping, commerce, and alluvial lands of the Mississippi River; same 
session, by Mr. Bicknell, a memorial relative to the improvement of 
the Mississippi River. 

Forty-fifth Congress, third session, December 3, 1878, Hon. R. L. 
GIBSON, House bill 5258, for the improvement of the Mississippi River 
from the head of the passes near its mouth to its headwaters. 

Many of the bills mentioned having failed in the Forty-fifth Congress, 
those looking to the creation of a commission included were reintro- 
duced by the authors of the same in the succeeding Congress. 

In this last-named Congress, which was my first, a number of im- 
portant bills were introduced and referred to this committee, among 
which was one by myself, also asking for the appointment of a commis- 
sion to consider this great subject. 

The commission was appointed. Its preliminary report was referred 
to this committee, and a bill thereon was reported, I think, by Mr. 
GIBSON, adopting the plans of the commission and calling for the sum 
asked for by the commission. Similar bills were presented by other 
members, m included, to commence work. The session being 
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nearly at an end, the bill i ya hy this committee was taken to the 
Committee on Commerce, w 
bill. 


ich incorporated it in the river and harbor 
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December 9, 1880, estimates from the Committee on Leveesand Im-| Now, Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Rivers and Harbors is the only 


provements of the Mississippi River. February 17, 1882, partial report 
from the Secretary of War, were referted to the Committee on Levees 
and Improvements of the Mississippi River. h er : 

In the Forty-sixth Congress, second session, a bill making appropria- 
tions for the construction, repair, completion, and preservation of cer- 
taia works on the Mississippi River, appropriating $5,524,000, was in- 
troduced by Mr. GIBSON, of Louisiana, and referred by Mr. Ran- 
DALL, then Speaker, to this committee. . . 

This and other money bills, too numerous to be here mentioned, some 
of which were presented by me, have been referred to this committee, 
many of which have been reported to the House by this committee, and 
out of which has grown all legislation on this subject up to the present 
time. Notably, and I did not intend to omit it, is a bill which I see 
before me, by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. THOMAS], chairman of 
this committee during the last Congress. This bill calls tor the amount 
asked by the commission in’ full, $4,613,000, for the Mississippi from 
the head of the passes to the mouth of the Ohio. In this instance the 
Commerce Committee again in a large measure adopted the recommenda- 
tions of this committee and appropriated $4,110,000 for theabove purpose. 

, The Speaker of the last House referred to this committee all ques- 
tions of this nature, as did his predecessor [Mr. RANDALL]. 

When first the subject was brought before the House many plans 
were suggested, but none of them met the approval of thisbody. This 
committee was then created to determine the plan by which the im- 
provement of the river was to be conducted. \ Fe 

This was done, I. believe, by the Forty-fifth Congress in a spirit of 
special friendship for the improvement of that river, in order that the 
plan by which it was to be improved might be digested carefully by a 
body of men who would give it exclusive consideration.. The gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] makes the objection, how- 
ever, that this special message from the, President recommends an ap- 
propriation. I have already shown that under his repeated rulings, 
when Speaker of this House, bills making appropriations were referred 
to this committee. 4 ARNETT 

During the next Congress this committee had the same jurisdiction, 
and the 7 ne referred all matters relating to this subject to it, in- 
cluding the report of the commission to which this report and the ac- 
companying mi of the President is simply a supplement. The 
special message of the President to this House in the Forty-seventh 
‘Congress, on the 17th day of February, recommending an appropriation 
of one million for the continuance of these improvements, was referred 
to this committee. The committee is now organized and prepared to 
give this question its special consideration, and to bring into this House 
such a measure carefully prepared as will meet the exigencies of the 
situation. 

Mr. WILLIS. Will the gentleman from Louisiana permit me to ask 
him & single question, which embodies the gist of this whole subject? 
Do you claim that committee has any right under any of the rules of 
this House to make an appropriation for the Mississippi River? 

Mr. KING. Ido; and if the House thinks proper to consider it it 
can become a law. 

Mr. WILLIS. Ah! If the House thinks proper to consider it. 

Mr. KING. It can repert a bill on which the House can act. 

Mr. WILLIS. In other words, the House must first give you juris- 
diction. 

Mr. KING. Notatall. It hasa right to report a money bill; but 
that bill by law will go to the Calendar and there will take its turn 
unless by special order of the House it be considered, which can be done 
as readily at the instance of this committee as any other. I appeal to 
the precedents as well as the law in this case, and precedent in ourleg- 
islation is law. 

This committee, it will be seen, therefore, has the jurisdiction requi- 
site; it can report appropriation bills, and has done so repeatedly in the 


t. 

mt the true. friends of that river desire to show their earnestness in 
its behalf they now have an opportunity of doing so by voting to sus- 
tain this committee—a committee created by this House to specially 
watch over, protect, and work for the interests of that great stream 
and of the people who dwell upon its banks. i 

I do not propose to say what report the committee I represent will 
bring in should this message be referred to it; but I do say it will do 
its full duty to the subject and to the whole country. =, : 
Mr. HUNT. The rule on this subject is plain and not to be misun- 
derstood. -The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS] who sits on 


my right, the chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, has | 


claimed jurisdiction over a bill affecting a river, and the greatest river 
in the United States. And what do we see now? The President has 


sent a special message to the House in which he recommends as exigent” 


(to preserve the plant and to save from destruction the works which 
have been erected by the commission) the instant appropriation of one 
million of dollars. On yesterday, by unanimous leave of the House, 
I introduced and had referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 
a fesolution anticipating the action of the President, asking for the ap- 
propriation of the one million of dollars in the terms of the report of 
the Mississippi River Commission. 
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committee authorized by the rule of the House to origi an appro- 
priation-in the premises, and the only committee which, when it re- 
ports, has the privilege of the floor; the only committee which is com- 
petent to come promptly to the front and to furnish the aid which is 
required; the only committee which, under the rules, can come forward 
and claim the suspension of the business before the House in order to 
bring as a question of privilege this mighty interest to the consideration 
of the American Congress. What friend, then, of that interest can stand 
up successfully and say you must consign it to a committee without 
privilege, without the right to originate an appropriation? 

Mr. KING. Will the gentleman allow me to say—— 

Mr. HUNT. Idecline to beinterrupted. A committee, too, which 
has been steadily refused under the action of many Congresses the right 
of reporting an appropriation with the privilege of the floor. 

Mr. KING. _ I beg the gentleman’s pardon. He is making a state- 
ment which I desire to correct. 

Mr. HUNT. I decline to be interrupted. 

Mr. KING. I only want to set the gentleman right as to the facts. 

Mr. HUNT. I decline to be interrupted. I ask the House, 
whether, if the measure in view is to receive the prompt aid which the 
President suggests, whether the resolution which I introduced yester- 
day is to have the consideration which the circumstances of the case 
require, whether the House intends that the floods shall be turned back- 
ward and the people residing on the river protected. I ask that the 
President’s message and accompanying papers go promptly to the only 
committee vested with jurisdiction in this respect, the only committee 
with the remedial power to come to the rescue, and the committee 
specially organized under the rules for that purpose. 

Mr. DUNN obtained the floor. 

Mr. KING. I would like to answer my friend from Louisiana. He 
has made some statements which I desire to correct. 

Mr. DUNN. Ican not yield. I rose to offer an amendment to the 
amendment, which I think will reconcile the difficulty and the trouble. 

I understand that this message brings before the House the entire 
report of the commission. That report refers chiefly to appropriations 
to be made; but it refers also, as I understand, to other matters look- 
ing simply to legislation. . fr 

Now, my motion is that so much of that report as relates to appro- 
priations for the impròvement of the Mississippi River be referred to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, which has jurisdiction to deal with 
the subject and the privilege of reporting for consideration; and that 
sò much of it as relates to other parts of the improvement of the Mis- 
sissippi River than appropriations be referred to the Committee on 
Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi River; so that that com- 
mittee, as it has done heretofore, may mature all proper legislation for 
the advancement of that plan of improvement. 

As a friend of the Mississippi River improvement, I am not in favor 
of sending that part of the report which relates to appropriations to a 
committee which has no privilege of reporting for consideration, and 
which can only defeat its own purpose to advance that great measure 
by taking charge of it. I think the proper reference and the proper 
solution of the whole matter is to divide this reference, so as to give 
each committee for consideration the question which properly and justly 
belongs to it. y 

I trust that there will be no antagonism between the Committee on 
Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi River and the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors, both of which deal with kindred subjects and 
should act with harmony throughout. 

Mr. WILLIS. Just one word in connection with the suggestion made 
by my friend from Arkansas [Mr. Dunn] and in the direction which 
he suggests; thatis, of harmonizing these twocommittees. I would ask 
in pursnance of his suggestion that so much of the President’s mes- 


sage—— 

Mr. DUNN. And the accompanying report. 

Mr. WILLIS. As refers to the necessity of an immediate appropria- 
tion of $1,000,000 be referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors; 
but as to the remaining portion, I would ask that it lie on the table for 
the present until the two committees can have time carefully to examine 
the question. 

Mr. DUNN.. I think we had better dispose of it now. - 

Mr. WILLIS. Onur committee has just been organized; we have had 
no regular meeting, and in order to give time if possible to harmonize, 
if there be any conflicting claims of jurisdiction, I suggest that that 
part of the report shall lie on the Speaker’s table for the present. 

Mr. KING. You can not lay a part on the table without carrying 
the whole with it. 

Mr. HORR. I desire to remark that this is precisely the same con- 
test that we had in the last two Congresses. In both of those Con- 
gresses, as my friend from Louisiana [Mr. Krxe] states, the report of 
the Mississippi River Commission was sent to the Committeton Levees ' 
and Improvements of the Mississippi River. And for this reason the 
Committee on Commerce, at that time having charge of appropriations, 
withheld the question of the amount of the appropriation for the Mis- 
sissippi Rige until the reporton the levees and improvements had beer 
received ; er 
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Now, gentlemen will see in a moment that if you take from the Com- 
mittee on Levees the jurisdiction which comes from the report of the 
commission haying charge of this matter you will leave that committee 
nothing todo. The Committee on Appropriations, in reference to this 
matter, is simply supposed to act in the way of supplying such amount 
as the other committee may in its judgment recommend fpr the pur- 
nose. 

There is no doubt about this. I fought twice on the other side, so 
that I know exactly how that question was decided. In both those 
Congresses the House insisted on sending that portion of the message, 
together with the report of the commission, to the Committee on Levees 
and Improvements of the Mississippi River. Inmy judgmentit should 

there now. I take pleasure in acknowledging that I was wrong then 

laughter] and insisting that I am right now. I hope the House will 
still make that reference, because I think that is where it belongs. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. The precedents in this case are notall which 
should determine the matter. We have now a new committee, and its 
power isclearly defined in the rules. The rule states that all proposi- 
tions relating to the improvement of the Mississippi River shal] go to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Mr. KING. It does not state that, my friend. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I refer to the rule adopted this session. 

Mr. KING. Iask that it be read. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Certainly; I want it read. 

Mr. HORR. With all due deference, I think it is just the other way. 

The SPEAKER. The rule will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the rules of the House of Representatives be amended as fol- 


lows, namely: 

“In Rule X after the words ‘on commerce, to consist of fifteen members,’ add 
‘on Rivers and Harbors, to consist of fifteen members.’ ” 

Amend paragraph 7 of Rule XI so as to read as follows: 

“To commerce, Life-Saving Service, and light-houses, other than appropria- 
tions for Life-Saving Service and light-bouses, to the Committee on Commerce,” 

And insert next thereafter the fo owing paragiapa: 
¥ vement of rivers and rs, to the Committee on Rivers and 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors shall have the same privi- 
lege in reporting bills making appropriations for the improvement of riversand 
harbo is accorded to the Committee on Appropriations in reporting gen- 
eral appropriation bills. "’ 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. That is exactly what I stated. 

Mr. KING. There is nosuch rule in regard to the Mississippi River. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. The Mississippi River is the biggest river 
of this country. A man can not travel across this continent without’ 
striking that river. It is a comprehensive term. All matters relating 
to the improvement of rivers and harbors be referred to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. Thatistherule. Now, will you make an ex- 
ception in reference to one river? Unless the rule makes the exception 
I do not think the House will do it now. To what does this report 
allude? You do not have legislation for levees per se. 

Mr. KING. We never had. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Well, we have not got it now. That isall 
Cam insisting upon. The only question now is whether questions re- 
lating to levees shall be referred to that committee. If the gentleman 
admits that there is no question with regard to levees, then they. have 
nothing to do with it, 

Mr. HORR. We passed a resolution amending that very clause re- 
lating to levees, and put in the word “‘improvements.”’ 

Mr, WILLIS. No; what we did was exactly the reverse. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr] 
is mistaken, and the RECORD has shown it. What is this matter’‘now 
submitted to the House? Ft is a report from the Mississippi River 
Commission, and the matter of levees comes in only as one of the fea- 
tures, Levees are not mentioned with any more prominence than mat- 
tresses or dikes, The levees are a part of the channel improvement, 
and are mentioned asa part of the question of the general improvement 
of the river. 

Now, this matter should go to the committee to which the rules dis- 
tinctly assign all propositions relating to the improvement of rivers. 
There are just those two elements in this matter; the one relating en- 
tirely to the improvement of the river and the other relating to the 
appropriation for that purpose. Here is a committee which has exclu- 
sive jurisdictign of all matters relating to the improvement of rivers 
and of all mat relating to appropriations for that purpose, and I 
hold that this should go to that committee. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I am not familiar with the practice in 
former Congresses in regard to the power which a committee has on 
this floor. But from the manner of presenting this question by one 
of the gentlemen representing the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 
it would seem that that committee proposes to exercise the same power 
in this House that the former river and harbor concern did. It would 
seem that that power was potent enough to even override the President 
ofthe United States in hisefforts to stop the reckless squandering of the 
public money under the guise of public improvement. 

From that day to this, through the section of country I come from, 
there has been but one sentiment, and that is not confined to either 

. That is, that the Mississippi River question should be consid- 
ered independent, separate, and distinct from these other questions; 


that it should not be made the means of dragging through Congres» 
every little petty steal and petty scheme; that that grand highway 

that bears upon its bosom the commerce of our many millions of people 
should not be dwarfed by the many little creeks and bayous and inlets- 
which are stuck on for the p of dragging through some little ap- 
propriation to enable boats to float upon them. 

I believe in talking plainly about these things. The Committee on- 
Rivers and Harbors have all on earth that they can do within the time 
that this Congress will sit to consider the legitimate appropriations for 
the various harbors, the various rivers, the various light-houses, and. 
the other questions which may be presented to them. I may under- 
rate somewhat the ability of that committee; but I have been under- 
the impression, considering the ordinary size of the hat which a mem- 
ber wears, that this would be work enough for them. 

I trust, Mr. Speaker, there will be no mincing this matter; that men. 
who earnestly and honestly believe that the question of the improve- 
ment of the Mississippi River is mighty enough for the consideration. 
of this House will not say that the committee which, in the judgment 
of past Congresses, was organized singly and solely to take up the- 
work of continuing the improvement of that river and devising legis- 
lation for itin the future shall be crippled, or rather destroyed, by tak- 
ing away from it the wrap Aan that you can send to it. 

f you take from the Committee on the Improvement of the Mis- 
sissippi River the right to work upon this Mississippi River report, 
what have they todo? Practically you should disband the committee, 
and tell the people who are asking for the improvement of that high- 
way, “You mast take your chance with the little schemes that may go- 
through in a general bill with regard to rivers and harbors,” 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Speaker, I regret that my colleague from 
Louisiana [Mr. K1n@] has introduced this amendment to refer the- 
President’s message and the accompanying report of the Chief of Engi- 
neers to the Committee on the Improvements and Levees of the Missis- 
sippi River. Itseems to me that this disposition of the message and the- 
report would be an improper one. What have we now to refer? We- 
have this message of the President, in which he recommends an appro- 
priation for the Mississippi River and that this appropriation be made 
at the present time. With that message is a report of the engineers, 
giving estimates of the amount needed for the improvement of the Mis- 
sissippi. Now, we have two committees of this House competing for the 
honor of the reception of this message and the accompanying report. 
What are these two committees? One is the Committee on Rivers and. 
Harbors, in which committee alone is lodged, by the authority of this. 
House, the power to originate and report an appropriation bill for rivers. 
and harbors. The other is the Committee on the Improvement and Le- 
vees of the Mississippi River, which has no authority whatever under the- 
rules of this House to originate or report any appropriation bill what- 
ever. What, then, is to be gained by sending any portion of the Presi- 
dent’s message on this subject or any portion of the engineers’ Hek 
on this question to the Committee on Mississippi River Levees and Im- 
provements? What can they do.with this matter after they have re- 
ceived it? Can they determine how much money the Mississippi River- 
ought to receive under these estimates? My friend trom Michigan. 
[Mr. Horr] nods his head and says they can. But suppose they do, 
can they report to this House a bill recommending—— ; 

Mr. KING. May I answer my friend? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Not at present. 

_Mr. KING. I say, yes. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Can they report to this House a bill récom- 
mending that so much money be appropriated for the improvement of 
the Mississippi River? 

Mr. KING. I answer the question in the affirmative. 

we BLANCHARD. I say that my colleague is misinformed on this 
subject. 

Mr. KING, I say I am not, 

Mr, BLANCHARD. If my colleague will read the rules of the House- 
he will find that he is in error on this proposition. = 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, Will the géntleman allow me to put a 
question ? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Can not this House in its wisdom clothe- 
that committee with that power if it be deemed necessary ? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. This House, Mr. Speaker, can ‘‘in its wisdom’”’ 
do a great many things; but this House ‘in its wisdom” has seen fit 
not to do that very thing. In the formation of the Committee on Levees. 
and Improvements of the Mississippi River the House did not invest it 
with anthority either to originate or to report an appropriation bill. 

Now, then, if it be true, and my friend from Michigan says that I 
am right in that—— 

Mr. HORR. Certainly you are. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. And he is an authority on this point, because: 
in the Forty-seventh Congress he served on the Committee on Com- 
merce, which had charge of this matter. If I -be right in‘that respect, 
then in the name of common sense what in the world has this Com-» 
mittee on Mississippi River Levees and Improvements to do with this. 
question? If it be referred to them, they can simply take these esti- 
mates, together with the President’s message, and go through them in: 
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their committee, and if they reach a decision that the Mississippi River 
under these estimates ought to have expended upon it a certain sum of 
money, can they report such a measure? Irepeatthey cannot. What 
must they do then? They have to knock at the door of the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors ask that committee to report to this House 
an appropriation of a sum to be used in the improvement of the Mis- 
sissippi River. 

Mr. DUNN. Will the gentleman yield to me a moment? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I will. 

Mr. DUNN. I wish to say to the gentleman, by way of correcting 
his statement, that the Committee on Levees and Improvement of the 
Mississippi River has full power to report an appropriation bill, but no 
privilege ef reporting for immediate consideration; and, therefore, its 
report would be futile and useless. It would simply go upon the Cal- 
endar and there would die. That is the real point in this matter. 

_ Mr. BLANCHARD. I yield no further, Mr. Speaker, to the gentle- 
man from Arkansas. 

Mr. HORR. I ask the gentleman from Louisiana to yield to me for 
one moment. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I will yield for one moment to the gentleman 
from Michigan. ; 

Mr. HORR. Mr. Speaker, I think there is likely to be confusion 
about this matter, and yet it does not seem to me there is any question 
here which should lead to any difficulty. Now the former Congress 
supposed the consumption of time in looking up the Mississippi ques- 
tion was so great it interfered with the other duties of the Committee 
on Commerce and they could not have time to give it proper study; so 
they appointed a committee specially to take that subject up and digest 
it. That committee of course had to get an appropriation through the 
Committee on Commerce just as other committees have to through the 
Appropriations Committee. 

Now, I beg of my friend from Saint Louis [Mr. O'NEILL], whom I 

-do not see in his seat, to listen for one moment, for while I think he is 
right in his conclusion, yet he is wrong in the route he takes to get to 
it. He struggles with the difficulty that every man who lives on the 
banks of the Mississippi has struggled with ever since I have been a 
member here. He gets an idea that there is no other stream in the 
world except the Mississippi. 

By special request of my friend from Arkansas I leave him out, 
[ Laughter. ] 

Now, when my friend from Saint Louis talks thus early about “‘little 
creeks” and ‘‘little streams” in this country, he is talking on a subject 
in reference to which he will change his mind after he has investigated 
it. lam sensitive about these little streams. I have had some expe- 
rience in reference to them, and so far as their rights go they are as sacred 
to me as the rights of the Father of Waters, which the gentleman from 
Missouri himself represents. 

Do not let us get mixed up on this question. The Committee on 
Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi River ought to have the 
right to digest the plan and suggest the improvements which should be 
made to that river, and it is a big subject, and then the committee of 
my friend from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS] should report the necessary 
appropriation, precisely as the Committee on Commerce did last year. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Speaker, }can yield no further to my friend 
from Michi He is speaking on the wrong side of this question. 
{Laughter.] I yielded to him merely to give the House some informa- 
tion which seemed to be called for by the remarks of my friend from 
Arkansas. But I did not yield to him to go on with a luminous argu- 
ment, with which, by the way, he always favors the House when he 
speaks, in support of the proposition of my colleague from Louisiana. 

Now, sir, it seems the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. DUNN] was 
mistaken so far as the judgmentand experience of my friend from Mich- 
igan go, and he served on that committee, in saying that the Commit- 
tee on Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi River have the right 
to report to this House an appropriation bill. That, the gentleman from 
Michigan says, is not his understanding of the scope and power of that 
committee. 

Now, then, sir, I come back to the question, which may be stated in 
a nutshell, that if this Committee on Levees and Improvements of the 
Mississippi River have no authority to originate and report an appropri- 
ation bill on the subject of rivers and harbors, what, then, is the neces- 
sity of the reference of any part of this message and accompanying doc- 
uments to that committee? If they be sent to that committee, after 
that committee shall have gone through them they will then have to 
find their way to the committee-room of the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and then when they get through the message and accompany- 
ing documents will have tobe taken up again by that committee, which 
alone is invested, by the order of the House, with the right to originate 
and report an appropriation bill on the subject. But if the gentleman 
from Arkansas be correct in his position that that committee has the 
authority to report to the House an appropriation bill, still he concedes 
that it is not entitled to the privileges of the floor as an appropriation 
committee, And do you not see, Mr. Speaker, that the report of a bill 
coming from this Committee on Levees and Improvements of the Mis- 
sissippi River must take its place on the Calendar of the House to be 
reached in its order, and every oue who has served in Congress knows 
the Calendar is never reached. 


Therefore I appeal to the friends of the Mississippi Riveron the floof 
of this House not to do a vain, useless, and idle thing. Do not send 
this message or any part of it to a committee which has nothing to do; 
I repeat, nothing to do in this Congress, and might as well not exist at’ 
all. Send it toa committee that is charged by the authority of thig 
House with something to do with the subject, a committee that hu 
some duty, namely, the duty of taking into consideration the question 
of rivers and harbors, to examine the reports of the engineers with ref- 
erence to the rivers of this country, to digest, originate, and report to 
the House appropriation bills for the rivers and harbors, and then when 
the report comes here with the accompanying bill the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, under the authority of the rules of the House, has 
just the same right to the floor as the Appropriation Committee and can 
call up the bill from the Speaker’s table and put it upon its passage 
before the House. : 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing from the President was communicated to the 
House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 
MISSISSIPPI RIVER COMMISSION REPORT. 


Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, the fact that the President of the 
United States has deemed it proper to send a special messdze to the two 
Houses of Congress indicating the necessity of prompt action in mak- 
ing an appropriation to carry on the work of the improvement of the. 
Mississippi River is of itself sufficient to call for serious reflection on 
the part of the Congress of the United States upon this subject and in- 
duce us to look carefully into the question whether the appropriation 
is necessary, and if necessary, to look to the means of having’ it 
promptly made. 

As has been mentioned here this morning, during the Forty-fourth 
or Forty-fifth and the subsequent Congresses much was said about the 
Mississippi River improvement according to the plan of the commis- 
sion appointed to investigate and report upon that work and to devise 
a plan for carryingiton. In the getting up ofthat plan it was deemed 
proper to create a special committee on the levees of the Mississippi 
River. The jurisdiction of that committee was never clearly defined, 
but the intent of its creation was manifestly to call the attention of 
Congress to the subject and to mature a law for the creation of this 
pecial commission to fix the plan of the work. When that was done 
the business of that committee was, and ought to have been, at an end, 
and the committee itself should have been functus officio. Since then it 
has been simply in the way of appropriations for the improvement of 
that river, and it will stand in the way of these appropriations so long 
as it continues to exist as a committee of this House. If it is desired 
to avoid any further trouble upon this subject, I should approve my- 
self of the suggestion of the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. DUNN J; 
that the subject of appropriations for that river be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors, because that committee has the rightful 
and original jurisdiction of that subject, with the same power to report 
a bill, if it chooses, that the Committee on Appropriations have in re- 
porting their appropriation bills. I am not sure, however, that I am 
right in saying they have that power. They have the right with refer- 
ence to a general bill, but I am not sure in respect to a separate bill. 

But the argument of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. O'NEILL] 
was that it is necessary to take this message of the President of the 
United States and refer it to the Committee on the Levees of the Mis- 
sissippi River in order to get the appropriation for the Mississippi River 
made separate from the general bill for the improvement of the rivers 
and harbors of the country. The gentleman has also favored the House 
with his luminous views upon the importance of the subject, showing 
how utterly unimportant all other appropriations for improvements of 
rivers and harbors throughout the country are, and how they sink into 
insignificance as compared with the Mississippi River. He also en- 
lightened us in such an ex cathedra manner about steals, in reference to 
the matter generally, as would indicate that he was somewhat of an 
expert upon the subject. We have heard, Mr. Speaker, a great deal of 
that sort of thing from the press of New York, particularly from the 
New York Sun and others, that revile and abuse the appropriations 
that Congress has seen proper to make for rivers and harbors, because 
they wanted all of the commerce of this country to go by way of the 
railroads to New York city. In obedience to the dictates and demands 
of the powerful railroad corporations of the country, the New York 
press would destroy, if it were possible to do so, every hope of the im- 
provement of the 28,000 miles of water ways of this country to prevent 
any rivalry between them and the railroad companies, without regard 
to the fact that their improvement would furnish competition to the 
railroads, would cheapen the cost of transportation to the people of this 
country of their products to the markets of the world, would remove 
the obstructions that hinder their transportation from many parts of the 
country, would cheapen insurante, and reduce the rates of freight. 

All of these things stand for naught in the minds of those who seek 


alone to promote the selfish interests of the great trunk railroad lines, 
and have no broader views of statesmanship than to think that the 
petty policy of opening up railroad lines to New Yerk is the only one 
that will give that city the commerce of the country, forgetting what 
a broader mind would see as to the future of that great metropolis of 
our country, that every additional river that is made navigable, every 
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additional facility that is extended to the general commerce of the 
country, inures to the ultimate benefit of that city. It is the dog-in- 
the-manger policy; a policy that should find no lodgment in the minds 
of those who have its best interests at heart. It is a policy that I can 
not believe commends itself to the thoughtful minds or is approved by 
the merchants of that city, however much the railroads may demand 
it, and I do not know of anything they would not demand of the 
people of this country to promote their ial, selfish, interests. 

But if the gentleman from Missouri Ptr. O'NEILL] wants an ap- 
ipropriation made for the improvement of the Mississippi River, letme 
tell him he is asking the adoption of that plan that will certainly de- 
feat him. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Will the gentleman permit me to make 
one remark? A 

Mr. REAGAN. Iwill yield to the gentleman, not for a speech, but 
for a question merely. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Only one remark. .I want to prevent 
a calamity like that which happened in the last Congress when theen- 
tire progress of the Mississippi River improvement was stopped and 
choked on account of the appropriation being incorporated in the river 
and harbor bill, as a result of which this special appropriation is asked 


for to-day to Ave these partially improved works from destruction. 
That is all. 
» Mr. REAGAN. We have had that question up several times. I 


know there are gentlemen interested in this subject of the improvement 
of the Mississippi River who think there ought to be a special appropri- 
ation bill for that interest. But an experience of eight years in regard 
to bills on that subject induces me to believe that whenever action is 
attempted in that way there will be an utter failure of any appropria- 
tion; for whenever you propose to improve the Mississippi River in a 
separate bill the people along the Ohio River will say it must be in- 
cluded also in that bill, because it is one of the great tributaries of the 
Mississippi. The people along the Missouri River will say it must be 
included because-it is one of the great tributaries of the Mississippi 
River; and the people along the Red River, the Arkansas, the Cumber- 
land, the Ilinois—all those rivers—must have them included; and you 
thus make an appropriation bill including the Mississippi and all its 
tributaries, and when you do that you shut off from its support and 
sympathy the people of the Atlantic coast, the people of the lake re- 
gion, the people. of the Pacific coast, and the people of the Gulf coast; 
and the result will be that you will cease to appropriate money at all. 

As an earnest friend of the Mississippi River improvement, one who 
has done all he could for years to get liberal appropriations for the im- 
provement of that great water way, I submit, if you are to pass a bill 
through this House, it must be one which will command the support 
of the members generally. 

Mr. DUNN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. REAGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. DUNN. I want to call the attention of the gentleman from 
‘Texas back to a doubt he expressed, in order that he may discuss it 
further and satisfy the mind of the House. Heexpressed a doubt as to 
whether the Committee on Rivers and Harbors had the privilege to re- 
ac: any other bill for consideration than the river and harbor bill. The 
janguage defining the jurisdiction of that committee is this: 

And the Committee on Rivers and Harbors shall have the same privilege in 
reporting bills making appropriations for the improvement of rivers and har- 


Not the river and harbor appropriation bill merely, but ‘bills making 
appropriations for the improvement of rivers and harbors’’-— 
as is accorded to the Committee on Appropriations in reporting general appro- 
priation bills. 5 

I want to see this subject dealt with practically and reasonably, and 
everything put in the line of proper consideration and action by the 
House. That is all. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, if we want to do anything on this sub- 
ject we had better let this message go to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, whose duty ‘it is to investigate the subject and who have the 
power to recommend an appropriation. 

Mr. DUNN. Let me ask my friend from Texas another question: I 
understand that a part of the report of the commission relates to other 
subjects than the appropriations. 

Mr. REAGAN. I have already said so. 

Mr. DUNN. And therefore I think the reference ought to be di- 
vided. For instance—— 

Mr. REAGAN, If my friend will excuse me, I can not yield further. 
I have already expressed my approval of his suggestion, and it is not 
necessary torepeat itagain. I agree with him thatthe portion relating 
to appropriations should go the Committee on Rivers and Harbors; and 
if there be any other matter in the report of which the Committee on 
Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi River could take jurisdic- 
tion, I have no objection. 

But I want to see the course adopted which will secure the necessary 
appropriation for the improvement of that great river, so that it may not 
be embarrassed by the mere antagonism between committees claiming 
jurisdiction of the subject. 

Mr, GIBSON. As I understand, Mr. Speaker, the question before the 


House is simply as to which committee under the rules of the Honse 
should have charge of the consideration of this special message. Upon 
that, which is purely a legal question, gentlemen have undertaken to 
discuss the general policy of river improvements; and the gentleman 
from Missouri [ Mr, O'NEILL] has made a very ill-natured attack upon 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. It is not necessary now to 
undertake to defend that committee, nor is it necessary to remind the 
gentleman that when we come to consider the matters before that com- 
mittee perhaps we will be able to show as clean hands as he or any of 
the friends of his special pet subject will when they come to consider 
that. 

The only question, as I have said, for the House to consider now is 
whether under the rules of the House the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors’shall consider this message or whether the Committee on Le- 
vees and Improvements of the Mississippi River shall consider it. That 
is a question which any member of this House, by giving the slightest 
attention to thesubject, can setttlein a moment. Ido not know what 
the precedents have been in the House upon that subject. It may be 
that heretofore members who advocated the improvement of the Missis- 
sippi River have been as unmanageable and turbulent as they seem to 
be to-day, and it may be that for the purpose of gratifying them 
former Congresses may have allowed that committee to consider mat- 
ters that do not belong to them. 

But that decision on the part of former Congressses should not override 
the rules of this House in the present Congress. When we turn to the 
rules we see that the Committee on Levees never had charge of matters 
of improvement at all; that when it was created it was created under 
the name of Committee on Levees and Improvement of the Mississippi 
River, yet when its jurisdiction was established it was given jurisdic- 
tion only of matters affecting the levees of the river, and not the im- 
provement of the river. At the same time the same Congress that 
created that committee gave to the Committee on Commerce jurisdic- 
tion of all matters relating to rivers and harbors and appropriations 
therefor. 

The present Congress created the special Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and gave to the Committee on Levees the same jurisdiction 
that it had in former Congresses. To-day that Levee Committee stands 
without any jurisdiction under the rules of the House over the im- 
provement of the Mississippi River. Undertaking to interpret the rules 
of the House, we have had a general discussion as to what ought to 
have been and what ought not to have been the rules. 

I submit that it is not a question whether this Mississippi River ought 
or ought not to be improved; it isnot a question whether the River and 
Harbor Committee will be honest or dishonest in its action. Itis simply 
a question as to what are the rules of this House. If gentlemen who 
are the special friends of the Mississippi River improvement desire to 
change the rales let them do so by direct resolution on the subject, 
and not come in with a sort of attack on a committee that is simply 
seeking to exercise a power conferred upon it by this House. 

Mr. YOUNG. I had no idea, Mr. Speaker, that so many members 
desired to be heard upon this question, or I should perhaps have not 
asked for recognition to say a few words myself, nor did I suppose that 
the measure, at this early day of the session, had been examined by so 
many gentlemen, who seem to havg acquired so thorough and intimate 
uaintance with it in so short a time. But, however well they may 
be informed upon the subject, lam apprehensive that those who advo- 
cate its reference to the River and Harbor Committee are making a 
grave mistake, and that if they succeed in having this done they will 
deal the enterprise a fatal blow. 

This is a question to which I have given great attention and some 
investigation, not only since I have been a member of this House but 
for many years before. I have lived nearly all my life upon the banks 
of the Mississippi River, and have long ago learned to appreciate the 
importance of its improvement, if I have not learned the proper method 
of accomplishing that great result. I have watched closely the course 
of legislation as well as the current above the thought and sentiment 
in respect to it, and all of this has brought me to the conclusion that 
unless jurisdiction over the whole subject is given to some committee 
created for that special purpose little or nothing will be done in further- 
ance of an enterprise now conceded by all parties and all sections to be 
eminently national in its character. 

It is a subject of sufficient magnitude and importance within itself 
to be made the subject of special legislation separate and distinct fron: 
all other of similar character, and this must be done before any prac- 
tical result can be attained. The history of legislation on the subject for 
nearly fifty years past is a complete and unanswerable argument in fa- 
vor of the proposition which I urge. During that period of time the 
importance of the enterprise, thatis, of restraining the wild flood of the 
Mississippi River as well as improving its navigation, has been urged 
before both Houses of Congress, and there was, I belfeve, never appro- 
priated a single dollar for the former purpose until the Forty-fourth 
Congress created a special committee for that particular work, and all 
the practical good that has ever been accomplished in that direction 
has been through the efforts and by the work of that committee; and 
I do not think anything is likely to be gained by now placing it under 
the jurisdiction of another committee that already has, by the rules ot 
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` the House, jurisdiction over as many other interests as it will probably 
be abje to consider with as much care as should be given to every sub- 
ject of public legislation. s 

I warn gentlemen now who are friendly to the improvement of the 
Mississippi River in all its bearings that if they permit the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors to obtain jurisdiction of this question in the 
outset, they may at once surrender all hope of having very much more 
done for the Mississippi River than for the most insignificant stream in 
the country. One of the main reasons why this great river, flowing 
four thousand miles through the very center of our country, has not 
heretofore received such appropriations as its vast interests demanded 
is, that it has always been handicapped by being put in a general bill 
along with a thousand other inferior and less important water courses, 
many of which can never be utilized for any beneficial public purpose. 
In this way it has lost the support of many leading members of Con- 
gress, who believed that the usual method of passing river and harbor 
bills was the outgrowth of a vicious system of legislation, and there- 
fore voted against them and the Mississippi River as well, while if the 
improvement of the Mississippi River had been presented as a separate 
and independent measure they would most cheerfully have voted for 
it. Recently four of the most distinguished members of this House 
were candidates for the position of its presiding officer, and each one 
of them has always professed the warmest friendship for the improve- 
ment of the Mississippi River, but each and all of them, I believe, have 
felt constrained to vote against any appropriation for that purpose be- 
cause it was asked for in general bills, coupling with the Mississippi 
River a great number of other streams for which they believed appro- 
priations ought not tobe made. In the last Congress the distinguished 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] made some remarks on 
this subject, a portion of which I ask to have read by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. RANDALL. * * * I wish that this proposition could be separated from 
others in this bill, so that I might vote, as Feil now vote, against striking out 
any part of the provision in relation to the Mississippi River, and not 
seemingly opposition vote to that project by voting against the bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. I will say to the gentleman, if he alludes to me, 
that I stand there yet. : : 

Mr. YOUNG. Ihave no doubt of it. Your position is correct, as it 
usually is, and I hope you adhere to it. I now ask that the Clerk read 
what a no less distinguished gentleman said a year earlier on the same 
subject. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox], always broad- 
minded and statesmanlike in his views, uttered sentiments similar to 
those quoted from the speech of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. RANDALL], and I send to the Clerk’s desk an extract, which I 
ask may be read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Mr. Cox of New York. * * * LI wished for the sake of the country, and 
for the sake of the Congress, so often dishonored by these methods and meas- 
ures, that the interests of the Mississippi River should haye their own discus- 
sion. Itdeserveditsown vote. It commanded it, as New York does, by itscon- 
spicuous magnitude, I would be willing to vote, as a New York member, even 
a larger sum than that on this bill, not for the levee system, for that belongs to 
the States, and it has been so , but for a thorough improvement of the 
great Mississippi River, to the end that that grand inland water way might bear 
the commerce of the interior to the ocean, and command honest competition in 
the interest of the produce and commerce East, West, North, and South. 

Mr. GIBSON. Will the gentleman answer me a question? 

Mr. YOUNG. Certainly. ` 

Mr. GIBSON. What has this to do with the rules of the House, as 
to which committee should have charge of this subject? 

Mr. YOUNG. Iam showing the viewsentertained by leading mem- 
bers of Congress on this subject and directing attention to the fact that 
they coincide with those upon which I am insisting; that I will answer 
the question of the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. Greson] in 
respect to the rules of the House_as applicable to the proposition I was 
discussing before I closed my remarks. The gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Morrison] whose solid judgment and excellent good sense has 
always commanded the respect of this House, expressed in the last 
Congress substantially the views contained in the speeches of the gen- 
tlemen from Pennsylvania [Mr, RANDALL] and from New York fir, 
Cox], from which I have had quotations read by the Clerk, and the 
sameopinion has been held toand expressed by many other leading mem- 
bers of this body. There are perhaps now on this floor thirty or forty 
members who will not vote for any appropriation for the Mississippi 
River if embodied in an ordinary river and harbor bill, but would most 
gladly give it their support if submitted as an independent measure. 
They believe, and perhaps justly, that bills formulated and passed after 
the usual fashion of river and harbor bills is a character of legislation 
that ought not to prevail, but if a great national enterprise, such asthe 
improvement of the Mississippi River, were presented free from this ob- 
jection they would not hesitate to give it a cordial and active support. 
' I appeal to the gentlemen from Louisiana [Mr. HUNT and Mr. 
BLANCHARD] who have spoken so earnestly and so forcibly in opposi- 
tion to the amendment offered by their colleague [Mr. KING], to pause 
and consider well the probable effect that will result from the adop- 
tion of their view of the case. Judging of the matterin the light of past 
events, there can be but little doubt but that it will be most disastro 


us 
to the enterprise which I know they desire to be successful. Itis my 


voa 


judgment that if the improvements of the Mississippi River go to the 


Committee on Rivers and Harbors, burdened as it will be with several 
hundred little streams, it will receive only that attention accorded to all 
the others, and in the end nothing of practical benefit will he obtained. 
And if an appropriation were thus asked for, would it receive the sup- 
port of such gentlemen as those I have named? Would it not be bet- 
ter to obtain the assistance and co-operation of gentlemen like these by 
conforming to their views than to array them against us? 

Now, in answer to the question of the gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Gipson], I have this to say: I have not examined the rule 
which the gentleman says determines the proper reference in this case 
as a lawyer with a view of ascertaining its exact scope or technical mean- 
ing, and I do not therefore pretend to say whether or not under this 
rule we can send this proposition to the one committee or the other, but 
I do say that it is competent for the House to decide that question, and 
that by a majority vote we can send it to either of these committees or 
to any other one that may be selected. Aside, however, from a legal 
construction of the rule I am quite sure that to give practical effect and 
operation to any measure of the sort under discussion the construc- 
tion insisted upon by the gentleman from West Virginia [ Mr. Grsson] 
must be disregarded. 

Mr. GIBSON. I understand the gentleman to proclaim that this 
message should be sent to a committee in violation of the rules. 

Mr. YOUNG. By no means. If the rules of the House, as con- 
strued by the Speaker, provides that this part of the message of the 
President shall be sent to any particular committee, and it should be 
the judgment of the House that it should go to another, then a major- 
ity vote can give it that direction, and, rule or no rule, the. House can 
always refer any question to whatever committee a majority deems 
proper and necessary. 

Mr. GIBSON. But it has not done so. 

Mr. YOUNG. But that is exactly what I am trying to get it to do 
now, and gentlemen who are opposing me will find in the end that I 
ought to succeed. 

I may say in reply to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] and 
the gentleman from Louisiana [ Mr. BLANCHARD] that conceding thata 
reference of this question to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors would 
more certainly insure the immediate appropriation of the amount asked 
for, it would be better that it should be lost for the time being alto- 
gether, or thrown loose into the Mississippi River, than to give this 
committee permanent jurisdiction over the question involved. One 
million of dollars is nothing compared with the aggregate sum which 
will be eventually required to complete this great work, and it would 
be better, far better, not to obtain it at all than to obtain it under the 
jurisdiction of a committee that will never secure adequate legislation 
for the purpose to which it is to be devoted. 

Not that the question would not be justly and fairly dealt with by 
the distinguished gentleman [Mr. WILLIS] who presides over that 
committee, but because the committee will have before it more busi- 
ness connected with other measures than it will beable to properly 
consider and dispose of. 

Mr. HENLEY. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. YOUNG. Iyield to the gentleman. 

Mr. HENLEY. Ithink the House may be in need of some little 
information, and I will ask the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Youne] 
this question: If the views advocated by the gentlemen of the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors are to prevail, would not such action amount 
to an entire divestiture of all the functions of the Committee on Levees 
and Improvement of the Mississippi River ? 

Mr. YOUNG. I think so, for I know of no other subject that could 
be properly referred to that committee. 

Mr. HENLEY. Then the question is, whether it is not advisable to 
declare this committee, to which I happen to belong, to be purely orna- 
mental. 

Mr. YOUNG. The committee had better be abolished unless it can 
obtain jurisdiction of this measure, for it will have no other question 
to consider, and the improvement of the Mississippi River will be prac- 
tically a dead issue during this Congress. 

Mr. BELFORD. Mr. Speaker, I hope that I can obtain the atten- 
tion of this House for a few moments, inasmuch as my voice is not so 
vigorous as the voices of someother gentlemen here. Iam gratified that 
this discussion has occurred. Itshows the damnable and infernal char- 
acter of the rules under which we act and by which we are governed. 
We have one committee privileged to report at any time—a committee 
called the Committee of Ways and Means, composed of the brains of 
this House. We have another committee known as the Committee on 
Appropriations, whose members might properly be designated the whitc- 
buttoned mandarins of this House. [Laughter.] The remainder of 
the committees are mere menials and slaves, and although they are the 
representatives of the sovereign people of this nation, compelled to bow 
on their knees and ask the Speaker of this House to recognize them. 

Here we have our Democratic brethren dwelling to-day in delightful 
unity. It is a spectacle as sweet as the Hebrews observed when they 
saw theoilrundownthebeardof Aaron. [Laughter.] Whatisthiscon- 
troversy about? You gentlemen have constructed your committees. 
You have made two new committees. You have divorced them and sep- 
arated them into distinct and separate bodies. ‘And here we have the 
grand and magnificent spectacle of the Democrats from the South guar- 


not only one million dollars to improve the 
millions, if it be necessary to accom- 
plish the advan’ ef the people. We have a Treasury here to-day 

verned by New York influence that holds in its vaults a store of mill- 

ns of do’ y, a hundred millions—of surplus revenue, that is 
kept there for the sole purpose, in my judgment, of advancing the finan- 
cial interests of New York and Pennsylvania, I say that this House 
to-day is in the control of the Southand the West, and thank God for it! 

We have submitted to the domination of two States and a little sec- 
tion which is not as large as one county in my State long enough; and 
let us from the West and the South stand together, and say we will 
unlock the vaults of the national Treasury and use the money that is 
kept there in idleness to improve the great water courses of this coun- 
try in order that the interests of the people may not be overborne and 
broken down by the railroad corporations of this Republic. [Applause. ] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE rose. i 

Mr. BELFORD. I have not got through. [Laughter.] I have 
never had heretofore a chance during the nine years I have been a 
member to make over a five-minute Tia in this House, and as I 
have the floor now.I wish to proceed. [Cries of ‘f Go on!”] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I say that what ought to bedone is to give every 
committee in this House the privilege of making a report at any time. 
And what ought to be done further is p give the right to every mem- 
ber on the floor to call up a measure by being recognized in the broadest 
sense. For what is this but the representative council of this great 
and mighty nation? And yet two men—and you know it—twe men 
control this House. [Laughter.] In the first place the Speaker, who 
agrees or disagrees to recognize a member ; and the second is the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN], who exercises the 
veto power by way of constant objection. [Laughter.] Are we here 
to be herded like sheep in a corral or like cattlein a field, to be gov- 
erned by two men? [Laughter.] What is the Speaker? He is the 
organ of this House, chosen by the representatives of the people. And 
why did you not change your rules so that every Representative on 
the floor of this House could have the right at least at a convenient sea- 
son to bring before this grand council of the nation important meas- 
ures for its- consideration, and upon which it could be called to delib- 
erate? Is it not time to work a reform so far as this question is con- 
cerned? 

For one, I am in favor cf committing this subject to the Committee 
on Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi River; and in reply to 
the argument brought forward by other gentlemen that that commit- 
tee has no power to make appropriations, I say amend your rules and 
authorize that committee, as you authorize the white-buttoned man- 
darins of the Appropriations Committee, to report an appropriation bill 
at any time. eite] 

It is a grand and magnificent stream. On its bosom can float the 
commerce of the continent. Let us treat it with generosity and hold 
its crested waves up as the great ward against the railroad monopolies 
of America. fAppiat.] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say one word for 
the consideration of those gentlemen on this floor who claim to be the 


I am in favor of voting 
streams of the South, but twe 


special friends of the Mississippi River improvement. I believe it is | Dun: 


generally conceded that under the rules this whole subject-matter must 
go to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, but we have presented 
the question of policy whether the House should override its rules, 
and the friends of the Mississippi River improvement are divided into 
two classes on that question of policy; one believing in a special Mis- 
sissippi River improvement bill and the-other in the item of appro- 
priation for the improvement of the Mississippi River going into the 
general river and harbor appropriation bill. it then, we now refer this 
legislation to the Committee on Levees and Improvements of the Mis- 
sissippi River we bind ourselves irrevocably to the policy of a separate 
and distinct bill in behalf of the Mississippi River, but if the subject 
be referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, that committee 
under the rules will have the option either of bringing in a separate 


bill for the Mississippi River or of making that appropriation a part of | Broadhead, 


the general omnibus bill. As to which course is most expedient I con- 
sider it to be unwise to bind ourselves at this time to any rigid policy, 


and therefore I am in favor of keeping the option and of the reference | Cabe 


to the River and Harbor Committee as the wiser of the two courses. 
Mr. WILLIS.’ I desire to move the previous question, but before 
doing so I wish to occupy the attention of the House for two or three 


minutes. : 

Mr. HEPBURN, Before the gentleman calls the previous question 
I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state the point of order. 

Mr. HEPBURN. It is, that the rules provide arter a member has 
spoken he can not again until those who have not spoken and 
who claim the floor have been heard. 


Mr: WILLIS. If the gentleman insists on the point of order, of 
course there is nothing left to me but to demand Sa petron question. 
er the gentleman 


The SABAKER. ‘The Chair desires to know wh 
from Arkansas proposes an amendment. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 9, 


Mr. DUNN. I have submitted a substitute for the motion of the 
gentleman from Kentucky and the amendment. 4 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Will the Speaker fis state the question? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIs] 
moves to refer the m and documents to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. von moves to 
amend by referring it to the Committee on the Levees of the issippi 
River. The gentleman from Arkansas now submits a substitute, to re- 
fer so much of this message and the accompanying documents as relates 
to an appropriation for the improvement of the river to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors, and the remainder of it to the Committee on 
Levees and improvements of the Mississippi River. Upon these sev- 
eral motions the gentleman from Kentucky Ptr. WILLIS] has demanded 
the previous question, The first question is, Shall the previous ques- 
tion be ordered? 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The first question is on agreeing to the substitute 
proposed by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. DUNN], which will be 
read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

That so much of the message and accom į 
of money to be appropriated for ROPOT the r Aiorak Elser te rodeved to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and that the remainder thereof be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi River. 

The question was taken; the House divided, and there were—ayes 
34, noes not counted. 

So the substitute was not agreed to. 

The question recurred upon the amendment of Mr. KING, to refer 
the message and documents to the Committee on Levees and Improve- 
ments of the Mississippi River. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 101, noes 114. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 50 members voting in favor thereof. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 123, nays 144, not 
voting 53; as follows: 


YEAS—133. ; 
Adams, G. E. Hanback, McComas, Ryan, 
Aiken, Hardeman, McCormick, Seymour, 
Atkinson, Hardy, McKinley, Skinner, C. R. 
Bagley, Harmer, Millard, Slocum, 
Barksdale, Hatch, H. H. Miller, S. H. Spooner, 
Beach, Haynes, Iilliken, Springer, 
Belford, Henley, Mitchell, Steele, 
Bingham, Hepburn. aey 
Boutelle H S Morri ii, Stevens, 
Braine Hitt, Muldrow, Stewart, J. W. 
Breitung, Holmes, Nelson siek? 
Brewer, F. B. ooper, Nicholls, Struble, 
Brewer, J. H. Horr, Nutting, Sumner, D. H, 
Brown, W. W. Howey, O'Hara, Taylor, J. D. 
Browne, T. M. Hutchins, O'Neill, Charles Thomas, 
Ss * Jemtends, O'Neill, J.J. Tuna 
Campbell 7 O -F aige, yne, 
Cannon, Johnson, Patton, Van n, 
Cox, 8.8. Jones, B. W. Payson, Wait, 
Cox, W.R. n, Perkins, Wakefield, 
Culberson, D. B. ean, Peters, Weaver, 
Culbertson, W. W. Keifer, Pettibone, Weiler, 
Cutcheon, Ketcham, Poland, White, Milo 
Davis, R.T. King, Post, Whiting, 
Dingley, ey Price, Wilson, James 
Dorsheimer, Laird, Ranney, Winans, John 
n, Lawrence, Ray, baa ei 
Evans, I. N, Libbey. Reed, wW 
erent Long, Riggs, we xa 
erre. éy, Rogers, W. oung. 
Fiedler, McAdoo, Rowell, 
NAYS—144, 
Alexander, Eaton 
Arnot, El Lewis, Scales, 
Ballentine, Ermentro re, Seney, 
Barbour, Findlay, Lovering, Shaw, 
yd won y PALA Single , 
nnett, ‘ollett, eton, 
Bisbee, Forney, cCoid, Skinner, T.G 
Blanchard, Fyan, MoMillin. mith, 
moa, jere Se Snyder, 
ount, rge; ybury, riggs, 
yle, Gibson, aro; Stewart Charles 
Breckinridge, G : Miller, J.F, 

i Goff, lls, Stone, 
Buchanan, Graves, Money, Storm, 
Buckner, Green, Morgan, Sumner, 0. A. 
Budd, Greenleaf, Morrison, bott, 

ll, Halsell, Morse, Taylor, E. B, 
maen Pepa M. Hart Moulton, Thompson 
er, Hatch, W. H. Muller, Townshen 
Carleton, Hemphill, Murphy, Tucker. 
Clay, Henderson, D.B. Murray, Tully, 
Clements, Henderson, T. J. Mutchler, Turner, H.G 
Collins, rt, ‘eece, Turner, Oscar 
Connolly, Hewitt, A. 8. Ochiltree ard, 
ve, ewitt, G. W. Peel, S, W. Warner, Richard 
Covington, Hill, Peelle,5. J. Wellborn, 
` Holton, A Wilkins, 
Cullen, Holman, Pryor, Williams, 
5 Hopkins, Pussey, Willis, 
n Houk, k Wilson, W. L. 
Davis, L. H. Houseman, Ray, G. W. Winans, E. L, 
Dibre Hunt, Reagan, ise, G. D. 
Dockery, Jones, J. H. Reese, Wolford, ; 
Dowd, Jones, J.K. n Wood, 
Duncan, Jordan, Robinson, J. S, Worthington, 
Dunham, b, rs, J. Yaple. 


NOT VOTING—33. 


Adams, J.J. Converse, Hoblitzell, Robinson, W. E. 
Anderson, l A ae: Y Hurd, = 1, 

Barr, Davidson. Jones, J.T. Taylor, J. M. 
Belmont, Davis, G. È. Kelley, Throckmorton, 
Blackburn, uster, ellogg, Valentine, 
Bowen, Dibble, Kleiner, Vance, 
Brumm, Elliott, Le Fevre, Wadswo! 
Burleigh, Ellis, Oates, Warner, A. J. 
Burnes, Ellwood, Parker, Washburn, 
Caldwell, Evins, J. H. Payne, Wemple, 
Cassidy, Foran Pierce, White, J.D. 
Chace, Guenther, Phelps, 5 
Clardy, Hammond, S 

Cobb, Hancock, Rice, 


So the amendment was not agreed to. + s 

On motion of Mr. THOMAS, by unanimous consent the reading of the 
names was dispensed with. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Mr. RUSSELL with Mr. COLLINS. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, with Mr. BLACKBURN. 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, with Mr. OATES. 

Mr. of Indiana, with Mr. LE FEVRE. 

Mr. CHACE with Mr. VANCE. 

Mr. Cops with Mr. VALENTINE. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON with Mr. DEUSTER, on this vote. 

Mr. Rice with Mr. HOBLITZELL. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

TheSPEAKER. The question recurs upon the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIs], to refer the m and accom- 
panying documents to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. WILLIS. I move to reconsider the vote last taken, and also 
move to lay that motion on the table. 

The SPEAKER., It is not necessary to make that motion, since un- 
der the rules it can not come back on a motion to reconsider. 

MESSAGE FROMTHE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
the passage of bills of the following titles; in which concurrence of the 
House was requested: 

A bill (S. 264) for the relief of F. G. Schwatka and wife; and 

A bill (S. 844) authorizing the Fort Worth National Bank of Fort 

Jorth, Tex., to increase ite capital stock. : 
FORT BERTHOLD INDIAN RESERVATION. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, of 
the 19th ultimo, submitting, with accompanying papers, a draught of a bill pro- 
viding for the allotment o ds in severalty to the Arickaree, Gros Ventre, and 
Man phe on the Fort Berthold Indian reservation in Dakota, and the 

tin, ts the: r, or er purposes, 
The ari aapi yii the action pf The Congress. 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 7, 1854. 

INDIAN HOMESTEAD ENTRIES. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

a eet magrietiensh Siang gine Tom the er of = meg of 
, submi , With accompan: a draught of a 

allow Indian Tna Gol in. certain fasanan rete; the payment of fees 

and commissions.” 

The matter is presented for the consideration and action of the Congress. 

CHESTER A. UR. 
` EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 7, 1834. 
FORT SULLIVAN, MAINE, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed? 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


I transmit herewith, for the consideration of Congress, a letter from the Sec- 
retary of War, dated the 2d instant, inclosing copies of official correspondence, 
reports, &c., in relation to the military post of Fort Sullivan, Maine, and recom- 
mending such legislation as will authorize the sale of the site to the highest bid- 
ders after public advertisement, the same being no longer needed for military 


rads CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 7, 1854. 

SCHUYLKILL ARSENAL, PHILADELPHIA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith for the consideration of Congres a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, of the 7th instant, inclosing one from Quartermaster-General of 
the Army submitting plans and estimates for the construction of walls, &c., at 
the Schuylkill Aasi, Philadelphia, Pa., rendered necessary by the opening 
of Peltz street, and recommending that an appropriation be made of the amount 
estimated to be requisite for the work referred to. 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR., 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 9, 1384. 


SOLICITING POLITICAL CONTRIBUTIONS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was referred to the 
Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, and ordered to be printed: 
To the House of Representatives: 

In answer tothe resolution of the House of Representatives of the 7th instan 
respecting the all distribution of circulars in some of the ts ask- 
ing contributions for political purposes, I hereby transmit the reply of the Sec- 


retary of 
CHESTER A, ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, January 8, 1834. 
NEW MEXICO PRIVATE LAND CLAIM. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
of the Interior, transmitting the report of the omgien, parasa of New 
Mexico in the matter of the private land claim in New Mexico reported 
as No. 123, in the name of Francisco Sandoval, for the Santisima Trin- 
idad or Rancho Galvan tract, together with the letter of the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office, transmitting a report and concurring 
in the opinion of the surveyor-general that the claim is valid, &c.; 
which was referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

NATIONAL BOARD OF HEALTH. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Toy, transmitting statement of expenditures of the 
National Board of Health for the quarters ending March 31, 1883, and 
June 30, 1883; which was referred to the Select Committee on the Pub- 
lic Health, and ordered to be printed. 

DAM AT BEATTYSVILLE, KY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, and accompanying papers, relative to the application of 
the sum of $75,000 appropriated by the river and harbor act of August 
2, 1882, for “‘the erection of a lock and movable dam at Beattyville, 
at the junction of Three Forks, Kentucky River, Kentucky;’’ which 
was referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered 
to be printed. 


FIRE AT M’PHERSON BARRACKS. : 

Lap EAEE also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, and accom ing papers, requesting a gratuitous issue of 
clothing to certain pen ver Ged p to cover losses occasioned by fire at 
McPherson Barracks, at Atlanta, Ga., September 10, 1879; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

CONTINGENT EXPENSES OF TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 

Pils SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting a report of the contingent expenses of the 
Treasury Department for the fiscal year which ended June 30, 1883; 
which was referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury 
Department, and ordered to be printed. 

TREASURY CATTLE COMMISSION. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury Department, transmitting a supplemental report of the 
Cattle Commission; which was referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture, and ordered to be printed. 
CLAIM OF SOUTH CAROLINA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, submitting for the action of Congress the claim of the 
State of South Carolina, presented under the act of June 7, 1862; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

CROW INDIANS IN MONTANA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Interior, transmitting a communication from the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs, with inclosure, in relation to the condition and neces- 
sities of the Crow Indians in Montana, urging an increase of the estimate 
for appropriation for flour, meal, &c., from $65,000 to $90,000; which 
was —— to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordaged to be 
prin 

CANCELING, ETC., INTERNAL-REVENUE STAMPS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Commissioner of Inter- 
nal Revenue, recommending an appropriation for the payment of per- 
sons who have been or may be employed in the Office of!Internal Reve- 
nue in and about the work of counting, canceling, and redeeming certain 
internal-revenue stamps, &c.; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

PRINTING TREASURY NOTES OF SMALL DENOMINATIONS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of thê Treasury, asking for an appropriation of $150,000, deficient 
for printing Treasury notes of a smaller denomination than $5 from the 
current fiscal year; which was refeared to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, and ordered to be printed. 

SOLICITING POLITICAL CONTRIBUTIONS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Post- 

master-General, in answer to a resolution of the House of Representa- 
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tives requesting to know if circulars asking for money for political pur- 

poses had been distributed in his Department in violation of law; which 

was referred to the Select Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 
RAILWAY MAIL SERVICE. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Post- 
master-General, transmitting the report of the commission appointed to 
investigate the railway mail service and devise a:system of gauging 
the rate of pay for carrying the mails; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

LOSSES BY POSTMASTERS, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Post- 
master-General, transmitting a list of claims of postmasters for loss by 
burglary, fire, or other unavoidable casualty allowed or disallowed 
prior to December 1, 1883; which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SOLICITING POLITICAL CONTRIBUTIONS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a communication from the 
Secretary of the Navy, in reply to the resolution of the House of Rep- 
resentatives dated January 7, 1884, concerning the distribution of cir- 
culars for political purposes in violation of the civil-service law; which 
was referred to the Select Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, 

GOVERNMENT WAREHOUSE IN NEW YORK. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting the report and accompanying papers of the 
commissioners appointed to appraise the premises, with the buildings 
and improvements thereon, bounded by West, Laight, Hubert; and 
Washington streets, in the city of New York; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

CHARLES BRUNER. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of War, and person Ga) im ai relative to the claim of Charles Bruner, 
Company G, Fifteenth Infantry, for clothing destroyed by fire May 8, 
1883; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

NATIONAL BOARD OF HEALTH. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the , transmitting the annual report of the National Board 
of Health for the fiscal year 1883; which was referred to the Select Com- 
mittee on the Public Health, and ordered to be printed. 


NATIONAL HOME FOR DISABLED SOLDIERS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the letter of W. B. Frank- 
lin, president of the board of rs of the National Home for Dis- 
abled Volunteer Soldiers, transmitting the report of the said board for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. . 

TREASURY CATTLE COMMISSION. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from H. F. French, 
Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting the report of the Treas- 
Cattle Commission; which was referred to the Committee on Agri- 
pa, Rea and ordered to be printed. 
CONTINGENT EXPENSES OF WAR DEPARTMENT. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting a statement of expenditures from the appro- 
priations for the contingent expenses of the military establishment for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the War Department, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. ADAMS, 

of New York, until Monday next, on account of important business. 


LABOR STATISTICS, 

Mr. @OPKINS, by unanimous consent, submitted the following res- 
olution; which was read, considered, and adopted: 

Resolved, That the Superintendent of the Census be requested to transmit to 
the House of ge amos e the report of Joseph D. Weeks, special agent in 

of statistics of wages in manufacturing industries, on wages, necessities 
of life, strikes, and trade unions. 

Mr. HOPKINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


NORTH CAROLINA CLAIMS, 


Mr. SCALES, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 


. R. 3037) 
to refund to the State of North Carolina certain moneys th 


in named; 


which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


‘LIBERTY ENLIGHTENING THE WORLD.” 
Mr. BAGLEY, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 3038) 
making an appropriation for the statue of ‘“‘ Liberty Enlightening the 
World,” to be erected in the harbor of New York; which was read a 


first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Library, and 
ordered to be printed. 


UNITED STATES COURTS IN IOWA. 


Mr. McCOID. There isa bill on the House Calendar, reported to- 
day favorably from the Committee on the Judiciary, which I ask con- 
sent may be considered at this time. It is House bill No. 448, to fix 
the times for holding the terms of the circuit and district courts of the 
United States in the northern district of Iowa. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the sessions of the circuit and district courts of the Unit- 
ed States in the northern district of Iowa shall begin and be held as follows: 
At Dubuque, on the first Tuesday in April {and third Tuesday in November of 
each year; at Fort Dodge, on the third Tuesdays in January and June of each 
year; and at Sioux City, on the second Tuesday of May and first Tuesday in 
October of each year. 
iayo 2. That acts and parts of acts inconsistent herewith are hereby re- 


There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. McCOID moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pared; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

BRIDGET DOWD. 

Mr. HISCOCK, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 3039) 
restoring the name of Bridget Dowd to the pension-roll; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. t 


MARY TARBELL. a 


Mr. HISCOCK also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
3040) for the relief of Mary Tarbell; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

HOUSE EMPLOYES. 


Mr. COX, of North Carolina. I ask unanimous consent to intro- 
duce for immediate action the resolution which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Appropriations be instructed to ascertain 
and report as early as practicable the number of employés of this House, the 
character of their bow po hear the number of hours t are daily en; in 
the public service, and whether the convenience of the members in the discharge 
of their public duties requires that the number be inereased or diminished, 

2. They shall further report the names of said employés, and the State or 
States from which they were appointed, 


Mr. THOMPSON. I object. 

Mr. RANDALL. Itis only a resolution of inquiry, 

Mr. YOUNG. Lobject. [Cries of“ order !’?] 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. I ask the reference of the resolution 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. YOUNG. _I object, unless the resolution goes to the Committee 
on Accounts. That is the proper reference. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I call attention to the fact that the 
objection comes from the other side of the House. This side is in 
favor of reform in the civil service, r 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the resolution will be 
referred to the Committee on Accounts. 

There being no objection, the resolution was referred accordingly. 

Mr. MORRISON. I move that the House adjourn. 


ILLINOIS AND MICHIGAN CANAL, 


The SPEAKER. Pending the motion to adjourn, the Chair, if there 
be no objection, will lay before the House a message from the President 
of the United States. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To the Senateand House of Representatives : 

I submit a communication from the governor of the State of Illinois, with a 
copy of an act of the General Assembly of that State, tendering to the United 
States the cession of the Illinois and Michigan Canal, condition that it shall 
be enlarged and maintained asa national water way for commercial purposes, 

The proposed cession is an element of the subject which Congress had under 
consideration in divecting, by the act of August 2.1882, a survey for a canal from 
a point on the Illinois River at or near the town of Hennepin by the most 3- 
ticable route to the Mississippi River at or above the city of Rock Island, the 
canal to be not Jess than seventy feet wide at the water line, and not less than 
seven feet in depth of water,and with capacity for vessels of at least 280 tons 
burden; and also a survey of the Illinois and Michigan Canal, and an estimate 
of the cost of enlarging it to the dimensions of the proposed canal betwen Hen- 
nepin and the Mississippi River. 

he surveys ordered in the above act have been completed and the report. 
upon them is included in the last annual report of the sergeant Sa War, anda 
copy is herewith submitted. It is estimated in the report that by the enlarge- 
ment of the Illinois and Michigan Canal and the construction of the piuposed 
canal by the shortest route between Hennepin and the Mississippi Rivera direct. 
and convenient thoroughfare for vessels of 280 tons burden may be opened from 
the Mississippi River to Lake Michigan at a cost of $8,110,286.65, and that the 
annual charge for maintenance would be $138,600. 

It appears from vines ps rs that the estimated yield of corn, wheat, and oats 
for 1 in the States of Illinois, Wisconsin, lowa, Minnesota, Kansas, and Ne- 
braska was more than a thousand million bushels. It is claimed that if the 
cheap water. rtation route which is now continuous from the Atlantic 
Ocean to Chicago is extended to the Upper Mississippi by such a canal,a great 
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benefit in the reduction of freight charges would result to the people of the Up 
per Mississippi Valley, whose producion I kave only partly noted, not only 
n their own shipments, but upon the articles of commerce used by them, 
which are now taken from the Eastern States by water only as far as Chicago. 
As a matter of great interest, especially to the citizens of that part of the 
country, I commend the general subject to your consideration. ? 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 8, 1884. 


Mr. MURPHY. I move that this message, with the accompanying 
papers, be referred to the Committee on Railways and Canals, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

Mr. HOPKINS, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence 
for two days. 

Mr. MORRISON. I yield for a moment to the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. OCHILTREE]. 

DEATH OF HERR LASKER. 


Mr. OCHILTREE. Iask unanimous consent to introduce for present 
consideration the resolution which I send to the desk. 
The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, after which there 
will be opportunity for objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
That this House has heard with deep regret of the death of the em- 
inent German statesman Edward Lasker. 

That his loss is not alone to be mourned by the ple of his native land, 
where his firm and constant exposition of and devotion to free and liberal ideas 
have materially advanced the social, political, and economic condition of those 
peoples, but by the lovers of liberty throughout the world. 

That a copy of these resolutions be forwarded to the family of the deceased 
as wellasto the minister of the United States resident at capital of the 
` German Empire, to be by him communicated through the legitimate nel 
to the presiding officer of the legislative body of which he was a member. 


There being no objection, the resolution was considered and adopted. 
The motion of Mr. MORRISON was then to; and accordingly 
(at 3 o’clock and 35 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Papers relating to the claim of Capt. Fred. 
Zarracher—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, the petition of Mary McNamara, for arrears of pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BISBEE: Paper relating to the improvementof rivers and har- 
bors in the State of Fl to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. J. H. BREWER: The petition of citizens of Bordentown, N. 
J., for an increase of pension for widows and dependent parents from 
$8 per month to $12—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BLAND: The petition of W. R. Floyd and others, for a mail- 
route in Wright County, Missouri—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. j 

By Mr. BRAINERD: Paper relating to the improvement of thehar- 
bor at Erie, Pa.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

By Mr. BRENTS: Papers relating to the claim of Lemon & Perham— 

to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

-By Mr. BREITUNG: The petition of C. C. Royce and 41 others, citi- 
zens of Escambia, Mich., praying for an act of Congress declaring valid 
titles to lands which they purchased of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. A 

Also, the petition of A. A. Carpenter and 18 others, citizens of Chi- 
cago, Ill., praying for an act curing titles to certain lands—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: Papers relating to the improvement of the 
Cumberland River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

By Mr. CALKINS: Paper relating to an appropriation to aid in the 
construction of a harbor at Michigan City, Ind.—to the same committee. 

By Mr. CANDLER: The petition of Malinda Mann, for increase of 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. , 

Also, paper relating to establishment of a post-route in Georgia—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: The petition of Mrs. Elizabeth Cloud, for a 
pension—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, paper relating to the improvement of the Coosa River in Georgia 
and Alabama—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. COLLINS: Papers relating to the pension claim of Samuel 
C. Wright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COSGROVE: The petition of J. H. Waugh, John Hinton, 
and others, for the improvement of the Mississippi River and its trib- 
utaries—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. W. R. COX: The petition of the Medical Association of 
North Carolina, in behalf of the Army museum and library—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, the petition of E. Minor, and others, for the establishment of 
a post-route in Granville County, North Carolina—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: The petition of 152 citizens of Franklin County, 
Florida, for an appropriation of $25,000 for the improvement of the 
mouth of Carrabelle River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


By Mr. DOWD: Paper relating to the improvement of the naviga- 
tion of the Pee Dee River in North Carolina—to the same committee. 

By Mr. DIBBLE: Paper relating to the improvement of the harbor 
of Charleston, of the Edisto River, of the North Edisto River, and of 
Wappoo Cut, in the State of South Carolina—severally to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. DIBRELL: Paper relating to the improvement of Caney 
Fork River, of the Hiwassee River, and of the Tennessee River—sever- 
ally to the same committee. 

By Mr. DUNHAM: Paper relating to bill for the relief of the South 
Chicago Rolling Mill—to the same committee. 

By Mr. DUNN: Paper relating to an appropriation for the construc- 
tion, repair, and preservation of certain works on the Mississippi 
River—to the same committee. 

By Mr. FORNEY: Paper relating to the improvement of Coosa Rives 
in the States of Alabama and Georgia and of the Tennessee River— 
severally to the same committee, 

By Mr. GEORGE: Memorial of the Legislature of Oregon and peti- 
tion of citizens of that State, for the improvement of Coquille River, 
of Umpqua River, and of harbor of refuge at Portland, Oreg.—sever- 
ally to the same committee. è 

By Mr. GOFF: The petition of J. Q. Armstrong and 118 others, of 
Stillman Young and 39 others, and of George W. Williams and 57 
others, praying that the benefits of the pension and bounty laws be 
extended to West Virginia troops in the employment of the Unitel 
States during the late civil war—severally to the Committee on Inval-1 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GREEN: Paper relating to the improvement of Black River, 
in North Carolina—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. A. 8. HEWITT: The petition of George S. Coe and others, 
prominent bankers and business men of New York, relative to the im- 
provement of Harlem River—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HEMPHILL: Papers relating to the contested-election case 
of Albert C. Janin vs. Carleton Hunt, and also papers relating to the 
contested-election case in the sixth Congressional district of Lonisi- 
ana—severally to the Committee on Elections. s 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Papers relating to the claim of John ENis-—to- 
the Committee on Claims. È 

By Mr. HOUSEMAN: Paper relating to the improvement of Grand 
miro in the State of Michigan—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 

TS. 

By Mr. KING: Paper relating to the improvement of the Mississippi 
River from the head of the passes to Cairo, including the harbors of * 
New Orleans and other cities—to the same committee. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: Papers relating to the claim of Christopher 
Schoefnocker, of New Castle, Pa.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOBLITZELL: The petition of F. P. B. Sands, to transfer 
to prize-fund certain funds erroneously covered into the Treasury--to- 
the Committee of Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. MeMILLIN: Papers relating to the improvement of Caney 
Fork River and of the Cumberland River—severally to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: The petition of Huldah Mayo, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MOREY: The petition of Thomas Worthington, for relief — 
to the same committee. 

Also, paper relating to the claim of Thomas Worthington—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORGAN: The petition of S. A. Riggs, for a pension—to- 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NELSON: The petition of the Saint Paul (Minn.) Chamber 
of Commerce, relative to the improvement of the Fox and Wisconsin 
Rivers, and memorial of the Minnesota Legislature in relation to the 
Duluth Harbor and of Lake Traverse and Big Stone Lake—severally te 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, the petition of citizens of the fifth Congressional district of 
Minnesota, for the improvement of the Mississippi River, &c.—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. NICHOLLS: Papers relating to the improvement of the har- 
bors at Brunswick, Darien, and Savannah, Ga., and of Romley Marsh, 
in the State of Georgia—severally to the same committee. 

By Mr. NUTTING: Paper relating to the improvement of Salmon 
River, on Lake Ontario, in the State of New York—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. OURY: Papers relating to the claim of William H. Gray— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PETTIBONE: Papers relating to the claim of A. T. Terrill, 
of Henderson County, Tennessee—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PRICE: Papers relating to the claim of Joseph Perkins—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: The petition of Washington Myers and many 
others, for the improvement of the navigation of Green River—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. J. H. ROGERS: The petition of citizens of the western judicial 
district of Arkansas, for the erection of a public building at Fort Smith, 
Ark.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. RIGGS: Two petitions of citizens of [linois, for the improve- 
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ment of the Mississippi River—severally to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. SHELLEY: Papers relating to the claim of William H. Gor- 
don and of Robert H. Mon —to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of the creditors of the Deposit 
Savings Association of Mobile, Ala.—to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, papers relating to the claim of the Mobile Marine Dock Com- 
pany—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CHARLES STEWART: Paper relating to the work in re- 
moving the obstructions to navigation at Sabine Pass and Blne Buck 
Bar, in Texas—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. STOCKSLAGER: Paper relating to the improvement of the 
channel of the Ohio River—to the same committee. 

By Mr. STRAIT: The petition of J. M. Howard, president of the 
Board of Trade of Litchfield, Minn., and others, for the improvement 
of the Mississippi River and its tributaries—to the same committee. 

Also, the resolutions adopted by the Board of Trade of Minneapolis, 
Minn., relating to the coinage of silver and of silver certificates—to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. E. B. TAYLOR: Papers relating to the claim of the heirs of 
John Byrnes—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. THOMAS: Two petitions of citizens of Illinois, for the im- 
provement of the Mississippi River and its navigable tributaries—sev- 
erally to the Commiittee on Rivers andHarbors. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: Papers relating to the claim of James Clar 

*Smith—to the Committee on War Claims. Md 

By Mr. OSCAR TURNER: Papers relating to the claim of A. Gates 
Lee—to the same committee. 

By Mr. H. G. TURNER: Papers relating to the improvementof the 
Chattahoochee and of Flint Rivers—severally to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. VANCE: Paper relating to the improvement of the French 
Broad River, in North lina—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of John H. Harrison, for a pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Rutherford County, North Carolina, 
to open Broad River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. VAN ALSTYNE: The petition of General Franz Siegel and 
others, of New York, in regard to the improvement of Harlem River— 
to thesame committee. 

Also, the petition of Charles Golden and others, for a post-route from 
Norton Hill to Medusa, N. Y.—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. ; 

By Mr. VAN EATON: The petition of citizens of the sixth Con- 
gressional district of Mississippi, for the improvement of the Missis- 
sippi River—to the Committee on Levees and Improvements of the Mis- 
sissippi River. 

By Mr. WARD: The petition of William Ross and 168 others, and 
of Henry Taylor, for the improvement of the Wabash River from the 
city of La Fayette to the mouth of said river—severally to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 


The following petitions, praying for an appropriation forthe payment 
ofthe rebate of tax on unbroken packages of smokingand manufactured 
tobacco, ci &c., were presented, and severally referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. BAYNE: Of Dilworth Brothers and 36. others, and of R. W. 
Jenkinson and penr citizens of Allegheny, Pa. 

By Mr. BEACH: Of citizens of Newburg, N. Y. 

By Mr. CANDLER: Of citizens of Athens, Ga. 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: Of citizens of Floyd County, Georgia. 

By Mr. DOWD: Of A. R. Nesbit & Brother and 20 others, merchants 
of Charlotte, N. C. 

By Mr. GOFF: Of Michael Riley and 14 others, of Wheeling, W. Va. 

By Mr. A. S. HEWITT: Of tobacco jobbers and dealers of the city 
of New York. ~ 

By Mr. PATTON: Of Charles Kauffman and others. 

By Mr. J. W. STEWART: Of Arms & Haines and others, of E. D. 
Keyes & Co, and others, and Murray & Reed and others. 

By Mr. WORTHINGTON: Of citizens of Peoria, Il. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, January 10, 1884. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. ELtAs De Wirr Hunt ey, D. D, 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


THE SCHUYLKILL ARSENAL. 


The PRESIDENT pro laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which, together with 
the accompanying papers, was ordered to be printed, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith for the consideration of Congress a 1 Secre- 
tary of War, of the 7th tantacns, Inatonteg Eao y of one front the pica edia 
General of the Army, submitting plans and estimates for the construction of 


walls, &c., at the Schuylkill arsenal, Philadelphia, Pa., rendered necessary by 
the opening of Peltz street, and recommending that an appropriation be made 
of the amount estimated to be requisite for the work referred to. 

. alley CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 9, 1884. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting a report from Lieut. Col. 
George H Elliot, Corps of Engineers, of the results of a survey of Paw- 
tucket River, Rhode Island, made in compliance with the requirements 
of the river and harbor act of August 2, 1882; which, ther with the 
accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. ; 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Interior, transmitting a letter from the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office, inclosing a supplemental report by the surveyor-gen- 
eral of New Mexico on the private land claim known as the Petaca 
grant, No. 105; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to 
the Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary of 
the Interior, transmitting, in compliance with Senate resolution of the 
4th December, 1883, copies of leases, contracts, orders, instructions, or 
regulations made or issued by the Interior Department since the last 
session of Congress in relation to the Yellowstone Park, &c, 

Mr. VEST. Let these papers lie upon the table and be printed. I 
will take occasion to call the matter up hereafter, as I desire to say 
something in rd to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the co'm- 
munication and accompanying papers will be printed and laid upon the 
table. 


‘ 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. : 
The bill (H. R. 686) to fix the time for holding the district court in 
the district of Maine, at Bangor, was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I present a petition of a number of discharged 

soldiers and sailors of the late war, citizens of Ohio, praying for the 

of an act granting 160 acres of land to each soldier of that war. 

I do not know whether the petition should be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands or the Committee on Pensions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is rather under the im- 
pression that the Committee on Pensions has charge of all matters re- 
lating to soldiers’ pensions, &c. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let the petition be regrred to the Committee on 


Pensions. 
It will be referred to the Committee 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
on Pensions. 

Mr. GORMAN presented the memorial of Francese L. Turnbull, of 
Baltimore, an owner of land in Iowa, remonstrating against the passage 
of the bill (S. 559) to quiet the title of settlers on the Des Moines River 
lands, in the State of Iowa, and for other purposes; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HARRIS presented the petition of William A. Albright, admin- 
istrator of Jonathan Albright, deceased, of Shelby County, Tennessee, 
praying compensation for property taken and used by the United States 
ao during the late war; which was referred to the Committee on 

ims. 

Mr. BUTLER presented the petition of William R. Herron, of Charles- 
ton, S. C., praying compensation for services rendered at the custom- 
house in that harbor; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented a petition of members of Gordon Tanner 
Post, No. 159, Grand Army of the Republic, praying for the passage of 
the bill repealing the statute of limitation in regard to arrearages of 


„pensions; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


He also presented the petition of H. H. Gilley, of Flora, Ill., late 
private Company G, Forty-second Regiment Indiana Volunteers, pray- 
ing to be allowed a pension; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of Grand Army Post No. 92, Depart- 
ment of Michigan, Grand Army of the Republic, praying that further 
rewards be granted to ex-Union soldiers; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MORGAN presented the petition of William M. Beasley, a citi- 
zen of Limestone County, Alabama, praying compensation for property 
taken and used by the United States Army during the late war; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, presented the memorial of W. B. Welles, 
of New York, remonstrating against the passage of the bill (S. 559) to 
quiet the title of settlers on the Des Moines River lands, in the State 
of Iowa, and for other purposes; which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 


Mr. MILLER, of New York. I hold in my hand a joint resolution 


of the Legislature of the State of New York, which has been transmitted 
to me, and which I present to this body and desire to have read. The 
resolution is in relation to the question of pleuro-pneumonia. In No- 
vember last a national convention of cattle-breeders was held in Chi- 
cago, Ill., to take action in regard to pleuro-pneumonia and to devise 
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»*means to prevent its spread and bring the subject to the attention of the 
Federal Government. As a result of that meeting the governor of the 
‘State of New York in his late message recommended the Legislature to 
petition Congress for Federal action upon this question. In compliance 
with the recommendation of the governor the Legislature has passed a 
„joint resolution, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 
The CHIEF CLERK read as follows: 


STATE or New YORK, IN ASSEMBLY, 
Albany, January 8, 1884. 


-complish the result, 
By order of the assembly. 
©, A. CHICKERING, Clerk. 


Mr. MILLER, of New York. I ask to have the resolution referred 
‘to the Committee on Agriculture; and I desire to state that an ad- 
journed meeting of the national convention of cattle-breeders is now 
in session in this city, and will undoubtedly be able to agree upon some 
action which they will desire Congress to take, and will present their 
memorial to this body. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The memorial will be referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture, if there be no objection. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have received acommunication, addressed to my- 
self personally, but.in the nature of a petition, from the letter-carriers 
of the second class in Connecticut, praying for an equalization of their 
pay and allowances. ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to its being re- 
ceived? The Chair hears none, and it will be received and referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. PLUMB. I presenta petition of about 1,500 citizens of the 
States of Kansas and Missouri, praying that the body of land known 
as the Oklahoma reservation in the Indian Territory may be opened 
to settlement. I move that the petition be referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. - i 

Mr. MITCHELL presented the petition of William H. Ward, of 
Monongahela City, Pa., praying for the passage of a bill paying him 
for a bullet-machine furnished to the Navy Department; which was 
referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. CONGER presented a petition of members of the Grand Army 
that further awards of lands be 
granted to ex-Union soldiers and sailors; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. LOGAN presented the petition of Grand Army of the Republic 
Post No. 3, of Colorado; the petition ef Grand Army of the Republic 
Post No. 5, of Michigan; the petition of Grand Army of the Republic 
Post No. 235, of Iowa; the petition of Grand Army of the Republic 
Post No. 51, of Indiana; the petition of Lander Post, Grand Army of 
the Republic, No, 125, of Nebraska; and the petition of Antietam 
Post, Grand Army of the Republic, No. 64, praying for the opening of 
the Sionx reservation in Dakota Territory; which were referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. f L 

He also presented the petition of Susan Buford Edson, widow of 
Maj. Theodore Edson, deceased, late major of ordnance United States 
Army, praying to be allowed a pension; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of William McClure, of Flora, I1., 
late private Company A, Third Regiment Illinois Light Artillery, 
praying to be granted a pension; whieh was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. ; 

He also presented the petition of Matilda Henderson, of Quincy, IIL, 
mother of George C. Young, late private Company B, Sixtieth Regi- 
ment United States Colored Troeps, praying’to be granted a pension; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of oitizens of Derby, Ind., praying for 
the passage of the equalization-of-bounty bill; which was referred 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


1 | gress to legalize the trade-dollar or redeem the same for its face 


Mr. McPHERSON, I present a petition of the Newark (N. J.) 
Board of Trade, in regard to the trade-dollar, which I should. like to 
have read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Jersey asks- 
that the petition may be read. , Is there objection? . The Chair hears 
none, and it will be read. : 

The petition was read, and referred to the Committee on Finance, as 
follows: Se 

Newark, N. J., January 7, 1884. 
To the Senate and House of 


Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled : 
The Board of Trade of the City of Newark, N. J., peseenly petition Con- 
ue, And your 
petitioners will ever pray. ` 
JAMES W. MILLER, President. 
P. J. Timm, Secretary. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DAWES. The Committee on Indian Affairs have instructed 
me to report several bills and to ask that they be printed and recom- 
mitted to the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that they 
are original bills from the committee. $ 

Mr. DAWES. They are original bills. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator desire that they 
be read the first and second times or only printed ? 

Mr. DAWES. Perhaps it is as well that they be read the first and 
second times. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Itis according to the pleasure of the 
committee substantially. They can be reported as regular reports and 
read the first and second time and recommitted, or the Senate can make 
an order for their being printed for the use of the committee without 
the bills being reported. 

Mr. DAWES. I think they may simply be recommitted. The ob- 
ject is to get them printed. >- 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
asks that several bills from the Committee on Indian Affairs may be 
printed for the use of the committee. 

Mr. DAWES. And recommitted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then it will be n , the Chair 
thinks, for the correctness of the Journal, that the bills should be read 
at least the first time in the regular way, and receive their number, be 
entered in the Journal, and then ordered to be printed and recom- 
mitted. 

Mr. DAWES. Very well, let them be read twice. k 

The bills were severally read twice by their titles, and ordered to be 
peed, and recommitted to the Committee on Indian Affairs, ds fol- 

ows: i 

A bill (S. 1004) to accept and ratify certain agreements made with 
the Sioux i and to grant a right of way to the Chicago, Mil- 
waukee and Saint Paul Railway Company through the Sioux reserva- 
tion in Dakota; 

A bill (S. 1005) for the relief of the Nez Percé Indians, in the Ter- 
ritory of Idaho, and of the allied tribes residing upon the Grande 
Ronde Indian reservation, in the State of Oregon; 

A bill (S. 1006) to provide for the payment for improvements of cer- 
tain settlers on the Round Valley Indian reservation, in the State of 
California; i 

A bill (S. 1007) providing for allotment of lands in severalty to the 
Indians residing upon the Chehalis reservation, in Washington Terri- 
tory, and granting patents therefor; 

A bill (S. 1008) to accept and ratify the agreement submitted by the 
Shoshones, Bannocks, and Sheepeaters of the Fort Hall and Lemhi res- 
ervations, in Idaho, May 14, 1880, for the sale of a portion of their lands 
in said Territory, and for other purposes, and to make the necessary ap- 
propriations for ing out the same; 

A bill (S. 1009) to provide for the payment for improvements of cer- 
tain settlers on the Round Valley Indian reservation, in the State of 
California; and i 

A bill (S. 1010) to accept and ratify an agreement between the Sec- 
retary of the Interior and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and 
Chief Moses and other Indians of the Columbia and Colville reserva- 
tions, in Washington Territory, and to make the necessary appropria- 
tions for carrying the same into effect. 

Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 196) for the relief of the devisees of the 
late Daniel Carroll, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. A petition of the American Insti- 
tute of Homeopathy, asking for legislation granting equal privileges to 
the graduates of all schools of medicine in appointments to the public 
service, was referred to the Committee on Claims. The committee is 
of opinion that it ought to go to some other committee, and I am in- 
structed by that committee to report it back and ask that the Commit- 
teee on Claims be di from its further consideration and that 
it be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. INGALLS. I think, with all deferenw to the Senator from 

isconsin, that the Committee on the Civil Service would be the proper 


W. 
to | channel that it should take. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I have no objection to that reference. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be referred to the 
Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment, if there be no objection. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I am instructed by the Committee 
on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 851) to provide for the pay- 
ment of ten claims for depredations committed by the Ute Indians at 
the time of the massacre at the White River agency in 1879, to report 
it back with a recommendation that the Committee on Claims be dis- 
charged from its further consideration, and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

I will state that some bills providing for payment for Indian depre- 
dations have been referred to the Committee on Claims. When there 
is a fund in the Treasury of the United States belonging to the Indians 
out of which payment for the depredations may be made those bills 
ought, we think, to go to the Committee on Indian Affairs. If there 
is no such fund, and when if any payment be made it is to come out 
of the general fund of the United States, the Committee on Claims re- 
tain those. There is, as I understand, a fund out of which payment 
for these depredations may be made, The claim was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs last year and was reported favorably from 
that committee, The report states that there is such a fund. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the Com- 
mittee on Claims will be discharged from the further consideration of 
the bill, and it will be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MORGAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 1011) granting the right of way over the public 
lands in Alabama and Florida to the Alabama Diagonal Railroad Com- 
pany and to grant to said company the right to purchase public lands 
in said States, and for other p ; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 1012) granting the right of way over the public Jands in 
Alabama and to grant lands to said State in aid of the Gulf and Chicago 
Air-Line Railway Company, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 1013) to pay I. C. Hamner, as administrator of George 
M. Hamner, deceased, the proceeds of certain cotton; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GORMAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 1014) for the relief of the corporation of Roman 
Catholic clergymen of the State of Maryland; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 1015) for the relief of John H. Huyett; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DAWES asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 1016) to provide for the transmission of correspond- 
ence by telegraph; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr, SAWYER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 1017) to prohibit the mailing of newspapers and 
other publications containing lottery advertisements and prescribing a 
penalty for the violation of the same; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also asked by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 1018) to amend sections 3929 and 4041 of the Revised 
Statutes, authorizing the Postmaster-General to prohibit the delivery of 
registered letters and the payment of money-orders and providing for 
the payment of the same; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. LAPHAM (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. 1019) for the relief of Peter K. De- 
derick; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Patents. - 

Mr. DOLPH (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, ohtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. 1020) to extend the provisions of the acts 
of Congress relating to the fees of clerks, marshals, and attorneys of the 
district and circuit courts to the Territory of Idaho; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. 1021) to authorize the reapportionment of 
the Territory of Idaho into council and representative districts; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Territories. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. 1022) providing for an additional associate 
justice of the supreme court of the Territory of Idaho; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. 1023) to accept and ratify the agreement 
submitted by the Shoshones, Bannocks, and Sheepeaters of the Fort Hall 
and Lemhi reservations, in Idaho, for the sale of a portion of their 
lands in said Territory, and for other purposes, and to make the neces- 
sary appropriations for carrying out the same; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
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Mr. MILLER, of California, asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. 1024) to authorize the State of Cali- 
fornia to select other lands in place of sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections. 
returned as mineral; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. INGALLS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to- 
introduce a bill (S. 1025) for the relief of William Ervin; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying petition and papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims. ‘ 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 1026) to amend the ninth section of the act entitled 
‘An act to provide for the settlement of all outstanding claims against 
the District of Columbia, and conferring jurisdiction on the Court of 
Claims to hear the same, and for other p ,’’ approved June 16, 
1880; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. VOORHEES asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 1027) for the relief of James H. Woodard; which. 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 


He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 1028) to equalize the bounties of soldiers who served in 
the late war for the Union; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. VOORHEES. In connection with that bill I desire to state that 
it isan exact copy of a bill which passed both branches of Congress in the 
Forty-third Congress, now nearly nine years ago. It was vetoed by 
the then President of the United States, General Grant, on the ground 
that it would take more money out of the Treasury than the public 
interests would warrant. I hear so much complaint now about a sur- 
plus revenue and so many statements in regard to the abundance of 
money in the Treasury that I venture to reintroduce the same bill and 
invoke the action of Congress upon it, believing as I do that no better 
use can be made of money than to pay honest debts with it. I hope 
the bill, as it passed Congress before, may attract the attention of the 
Military Committees of both branches again. I move the reference of 
the bill to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. BUTLER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 1029) for the relief of Jessie Benton Frémont; which 
was read twice by its title, and, together with the papers on file re- 
lating to the case, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. HARRIS (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. 1030) for the relief of John Thomas. 
Brown, administrator of the estate of Henry S. French, deceased, late 
of Nashville, enn. ; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. JACKSON asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 1031) for the relief of W. C. Marsh; which was- 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CALL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 1032) securing the right of a party complainant in 
the United States courts to file a supplemental bill in equity causes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. BECK. In the absence of my colleague [Mr. WILLIAMS] I beg: 
leave to introduce three several bills and a joint resolution introduced 
by him in the last Congress, and to have orders made in regard to the 
papers on file, there having been no adverse report, as I understand. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted tointroduce a bill (S. 1033) 
giving a military record to Alexander Francesco, deceased; which was 
read twice by its title, and, together with the papers on file relating to 
the case, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to introduce a bill (S. 1034) 
for the relief of James Trabue, Thornton Thatcher, Michael Callahan, 
and James Waters; which was read twice by its title, and, together 
with the papers on file relating to the case, referred to the Committee 
on Claims, 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to introduce a joint resolu- 
tion (S. R. 39) correcting the military record of Wickliffe Cooper, de- 
ceased, late major Seventh Cavalry, brevet colonel United States Army; 
which was read twice by its title, and, together with the papers on 
file relating to the case, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 1035) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior 
to settl$the claims of 8. W. Marston, late United States Indian agent at 
Union agency, Indian Territory, for services and expenses; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CULLOM asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 1036) to provide for the construction of the Michi- 
gan and Mississippi River Canal, and to cheapen transportation; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 


merce, 

Mr. GARLAND asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 1037) for the relief of John P. Walworth; which 
was read twice by its title, and, together with the papers on file relat- 
ing to the case, referred to the Committee on Claims. 


1884. 
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PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. VOORHEES, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the claim of Sewell Coulson et al. be taken from 
‘the files and refe: to the Committee on Claims. 


On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, it was 


Ordered, That the papers on the files of the Senate accompanying Senate bill 
1684, in the Forty-seventh Congress, for the relief of Lieut. A. D. Schenck, Sec- 
ond Artillery, be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 


‘Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 448) to fix po 


the times for holding the terms of the circuit and district courts of the 
' United States in the northern district of Iowa; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 
MISSISSIPPI RIVER IMPROVEMENT. 


Mr. VEST. My attention was called away when reports of standing 


committees were called for. I desire to make a report from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The report may be received by unani- 


mous consent. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. VEST. The Committee on Commerce have considered the joint 
resolution (S. R. 34) for the immediate appropriation of $1,000,000, in 
accordance with the urgent request of the Mississippi River Commis- 
sion, for the preservation, repair, and construction of certain works for 
the improvement of said river, and authorized me to report the same 


favorably. 
The joint resolution will be placed 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
on the Calendar. = 

Mr. VEST. I ask that the Secretary read the preamble to the joint 
resolution, and I shall then ask the Senate to consider it at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri asks for 
the present consideration of the joint resolution, and in connection with 
his request he asks that the preamble to the joint resolution be read. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none. It will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows : 

Whereas the latest repert of the Mississippi River Commission, submitted to 
‘the Secretary of War December 28, 1883, declares that “every endeavor has been 
made to place the work in as safe a condition as possible, but it is greatly to be 
feared that this can only be partially accomplished, as the funds now available 
(the balance of last year’s sppropriaiion) will only admit of carrying on active 
operations till about the middle of December, after which time all work must 
cease until Con; makes a further appropriation for its prosecution. The 
commission feel that they can not too strongly urge upon Congress the neces- 
sities of the case and need of early relief, as the fl season, with all its at- 
tendant dangers, is close at hand, and the commission before that time will 
have exhausted all its available funds, only reserving such amounts as are ab- 
solutely needed for the care and preservation of the extensive and costly plant 
belonging to the works. An appropriation of $1,000,000 made immediately could 
be advantageously used: Therefore, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from Missouri that he is advised by the Secretary, and now remembers 
it, and it appears in the Journal, that yesterday, on motion of the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana [Mr. Grpson], it was ordered that the Committee 
on Commerce be discharged from the further consideration of this joint 
resolution No. 34, ‘‘and that the same be referred to the Committee on 
the Improvement of the Mississippi River and Tributaries.” 

Mr. VEST. I was not aware of that change having been made in the 
reference of the joint resolution. All I can say now is that I hope the 
Committee on Commerce will at least be acquitted of any inattention to 
the interests of that great river. They have done all they could in the 
premises, and I leave the matter now to the Committee on the Improve- 
ment of the Mississippi River and Tributaries. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair feels obliged, under the 
rules and orders of the Senate, to decline to receive the report of the 
joint resolution from the Committee on Commerce, because it is not 
now before them, having been taken from them yesterday referred 
to the Committee on the Improvement of the Mississippi River and 
Tributaries. The Chair will state, however, that he thinks under the 
rules any of the standing committees of the Senate may originate and 
report any bill on subjects over which they have general jurisdiction, 
as the Committee on Commerce in the case of rivers. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri has the 


floor. 
Mr. VEST. I yield to the Senator from Louisiana. 
Mr. GIBSON. If the Senator from Missouri will permit me, I will 


state that I asked that the joint resolution be assigned to the Commit- 
tee on the Improvement of the Mississippi River and Tributaries be- 
cause I was informed that under the rules of the Senate that committee 
had special jurisdiction of the river. I hope, however, that the Com- 
mittee on Commerce will originate such a bill as the Chair suggests and 
report it to the Senate. 

Mr. VEST. The chairman of the Committee on Commerce has just 
informed me that he has no doubt the committee would be perfectly 
willing to give leave to report the joint resolution as an original meas- 
ure, but I shall not take that liberty, and in order to avoid any tech- 
nical objection I withdraw the joint resolution for the present. 


CALENDAR @F RESOLUTIONS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no ‘‘ concurrent or other 


resolutions, ’’ the Chair will lay before the Senate the resolutions offered 


on previous days. The first on the Calendar of Resolutions is the reso- 
lution submitted by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES], De- 
cember 10, 1883, relative to the perpetuation’ of the public debt. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Is the morning hour through? 

' The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No; but it is the duty of the Chair, 
when any part of the morning hour remains, to lay before the Senate 
resolutions on the Calendar in their order. The resolution will be re- 
rted. 

Mr. VOORHEES. | ask that it may go over for the present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the resolu- 
tion will be passed over. The Chair lays before the Senate the reso- a 
lution offered by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] on 
the 10th of December last, entitling each Senator not the chairman of 
a committee to a clerk. 

Mr. BUTLER, I wish that that resolution may lie over for the 
present. I am not quite ready to call it up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The resolution will go over if there 
be no objection. The Chair lays before the Senate the resolution sub- 
mitted December 13, 1883, that the Senate now proceed to elect a Presi- 
dent pro tempore. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask that it lie over until to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no objection the resolu- 
tion will lie over until to-morrow. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolution submitted by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN 
Wyck], directing the Secretary of the Interior to suspend action in 
issuing certificates or patents to the New Orleans and Pacific Railroad, 
&c. The resolution will be reported at length. 


NEW ORLEANS AND PACIFIC RAILROAD LAND GRANT. 


The resolution submitted by Mr. VAN Wyck. January 8 was read, 
as follows: 

Whereas it is claimed by the New Orleans and Pacifie Railroad Com 
as the Attorney-General has decided in favor of said company asto lands claimed 
by them, and the Secretary of the Interior has felt constrained to act upon and 
accept said opinion, and that Congress has no further control or authority over 
said lands or the claim of said company thereto: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to suspend action in 
issuing certificates or patents for said lands to said corporation until Con 
at ae session, shall determine the questions involved in the claims of said cor- 
poration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr. INGALLS. I would suggest, by way of verbal criticism of the 
resolution, thatitis not competent for the Senate by resolution to direct. 
any executive officer to do or to abstain from doing any act imposed 
upon him bylaw. I have no doubt it would be competent for the Sen- 
ate to request him, and that any officer would respect that request. I 
should hope that the Senate would not commit itself to an untenable 
position by adopting the resolution in the language in which it now 


y that, 


appears. 

In order that the whole matter may be before the Senate, I would 
also further suggest that as the resolution now reads it appears to cre- 
ate the impression that the Secretary of the Interior has denied the 
power and authority of Congress to exercise any control whatever over 
these lands. I do not suppose that it was the design of the Senator from 
Nebraska to leave that impression; but as the language is ambiguous 
I think it should be made clear. I would therefore suggest a still fur- 
ther modification, which I have no doubt the Senator frem Nebraska 
will be glad to make, so that it may be apparent that this claim of want 
of authority on the part of Congress proceeds from the attorney of the 
railroad company and not from the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. VAN-WYCK. I should be most happy to meet the suggestion 
of the Senator from Kansas in the last proposition, and had drawn an 
amendment to the ‘whereas ” so that there could be no question about 
that, although when I drew it I supposed it was entirely clear that the 
whole of the ‘‘ whereas” referred to the claim or demand on the part 
of the railroad company and by no means on the part of the Secretary 
of the Interior. I was well awareof the fact that the Secretary of the 
Interior did not himself entertain any such idea in regard to that mat- 
ter and that he believed it was not only the right of Congress but its 
duty also to act upon it. Therefore I have drawn an amendment so 
as to make it clear in that 2 

As to the other part of the proposition, I have no doubt that the Sec- 
retary of the Interior would regard the request of the Senate as much 
as a demand in this matter. It will therefore answer the purpose of 
the resolution to insert the word ‘‘requested’’ instead of ‘‘ directed,’’ 
although I may be allowed to differ in the conclusion which my friend 
from Kansas has reached. I believe in a matter of this kind it would 
be perfectly competent for the Senate to direct, because I do not under- 
stand that the Secretary of the Interior, when acting in the discharge 
of his duty upon a decision of the Attorney- General, is precisely in that 
position which my friend from Kansas would seek to place a Depart- 
ment officer in the discharge of his ordinary duty. 

I have felt desirous that this matter of the New Orleans and Pacifie 
Railroad, as well as the opinion of the Attorney-General, should be 
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halted right here and now, at the porfals of the question of forfeited 
land grants. i 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning hour has expired. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I suggest that the Senator from 


Nebraska be allowed to proceed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the Senator 
from Nebraska will proceed notwithstanding the expiration of the 
morning hour. : 

Mr. FRYE. For how long? 

Mr. INGALLS. This is merely a momentary matter. It will take 
but a short time. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I will to my friend from Maine [Mr. 
FRYE] that it will not take a hundredth part of the time he has oc- 
cppied in the consideration of the rules. Iam sure he will gratify 
me that much. i 

I found it necessary in the commencement of the investigation in re- 
gard to the forfeited land grants to bring forward this case, which was 
intended to be a sort of forerunner, and it was hoped would form a pre- 
cedent whereby, in respect to the millions that arenow in this position, 
character and status should be given by this decision of the Attorney- 
General. It was made apparent that the railroad company intended 
to assume the position that. because the Attorney-General had decided 
this matter, therefore Congress was concluded from asserting the power 
which belonged to it; and when I used the words “felt constrained,” 
on the part of the Secretary of the Interior, I only meant that his pre- 
decessor had chosen to call upon the Attorney-General foran opinion in 

te this specific case, and inasmuch as the Attorney-General had 
responded to that request and given his opinion as to the law, the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, as a matter of courtesy at least to a co-ordinate 
branch of the Government, felt constrained in that special case to act 
upon the opinion of the Attorney-General. I was rejoiced, as well as 
I think the Senate and the community were, to know the fact that the 
Secretary of the Interior refused the request of the Southern Pacific to 
ask the opinion of the Attorney-General upon that special and partic- 
ular case; but when it was assumed by the railroad company that this 
matter was not only res adjudicata, but that the power was taken from 
the Congress of the United States, then it became necessary to make a 
flat denial of that position on the of the railroad company. 

I knew that next to the Constitution the highest law in this land 
was the demand of a railroad company, particularly a land-grant rail- 
road company. I know that heretofore their demands in the Depart- 
ments of this Government have amounted to law; and I have known, 
too, as I have read their briefs and the decisions in the Supreme Court of 
the United States, that the Supreme Court in a measure hare recog- 
nized that the demand of a railroad company was next to the Consti- 
tution of the land as the highest law of the nation. It became neces- 
sary that this matter should be checked here and now; therefore it 
was that I desired it should be understood that there should be no cer- 
tifications issued and no patents granted to this railroad company, 
whose only foundation for their claim is an opinion of the Attorney- 
General of the United States. 

} With these few ions in response to my friend from Kansas I 
will propose what I send to the Chair as a substitute for the preamble 
and resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska modi- 
fies his resolution. It will be read as modified. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


and the 
to act upon and accept saido ion, and said company also claim that Congress 
has no rity over said lands or the demands of said com- 
pany thereto: 

Resolved, 'That the Secretary of the Interior be requested to suspend action in 
issuing certificates on patents for said lands to said corporation until Con; $ 
atthis session, shall determine the questions involved in the claims of said cor- 
poration, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison agreeing to the 
resolution as modified. 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. — 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
preamble. ; 

The preamble was agreed to. 

TONNAGE DUTIES ON FOREIGN STEAMSHIPS. 


Mr. VOORHEES. Iask consent to offer the following resolution, to 
be considered now: 
Resolved, That 
Senate whether cre oe tee ra de 
any port’of the United States 
visions or unauthorized by law; and, if so, the amountand date of such 


have been imposed. 

Mr. HALE. I should like to hear that again. 

The resolution was ycad by the Secretary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the reception 
and present consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. HALE. I hope the Senator will explain what is sought by the 
resolution. ; 

i 
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Mr. VOORHEES. -I am seeking to get the information at the re— 
quest of parties who tell me that some injustice has been practiced im 
that regard. I want the Senate to be informed on the subject. It is. 
a simple resolution of inquiry; that is all. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present re- 
ception and consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. HALE. Is the word ‘“‘alleged’’ in the resolution before the- 
allegation as to violation of law? 

Mr. VOORHEES. I have no objection to ‘‘alleged’”’ being in. My 
object is simply to acquire information. If the Senator from Maine 
prefers to have the word “‘alleged’’ inserted, let it go in. 

Mr. HALE. I think that would be better. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state to the Senater 
from Maine that the form of the resolution is one of inquiry, and it does. 
not appear to the Chair that it assumes anything. The Secretary of 
the Treasury is directed to inform the Senate whether since the Ist of 


“January, 1864, certain duties on tonnage have been collected. 


Mr. HALE. It is not declared then in the resolution that any suc 
tonnage duties have been collected ? i 

Mr. VOORHEES. Notat all. 

Mr. HALE. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present re-- 
ception and consideration of the resolution? The Chair hears none. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

BOUNTY TO UNION SOLDIERS. 

Mr. VOORHEES submitted the following resolution; which was- 
considered by unanimons consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to inform the Senate the num- 
ber of soldiers in the late war for the Union who served one year, the number- 
who served two years, the number who served three years, and the amount of 
bounty paid to each class respectively ; also, that he inform the Senate of the. 


amount or approximate amount of money which would be requiftd to equal- 
ize the bounties of those who served in said war, 


REVISION OF THE RULES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning hour having expired, 
the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business of yesterday, 
being the report of the Committee on Rules. The pending question, 
ison the motion of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], in Rule- 
XXVI to strike out the first clause in italics among the clauses at the- 
foot of page 23 on the right-hand column. The clause proposed to be- 
stricken out will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

A Committee on Internal Improvements, to consist of nine Senators’, to which. 
shall be referred all subjects relating to improvements of rivers and harbors, 
and also the bill known as the river and r bill. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President, on the adjournment of the Sen- 
ate last evening I had taken the floor to make asingle observation with 

t to the pending amendment, I fully with what was said. 
by the honorable Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], and so well said, 
and I have also additional reasons why I shall support the amendment. 
he has offered. 

I am opposed to the creation of new committees in this body unless: 
some absolute necessity exists for their creation. It is now proposed 
to take from the Committee on Commerce, not an overworked commit- 
tee according to its own showing, a measure of importance, and confer- 
that measure upon a new committee to be raised for the purpose; and 
that labor is taken from the Committee on Commerce, not with its. 
own consent, not by reason of its request, but against its protest. 

There are many committees in this body that have little or nothing 
todo. Committee-rooms are provided for them, clerks of committee. 
The same machinery, the same necessary expense is attendant upon a 
committee doing no service as is required for a committee doing a large- 
amount of service. During three years of my service in this body I 
had the honor to be assigned to duty upon the Committee on Manu- 
factures. During that period of three years we never met but once. 
We were hastily called together one morning by the chairman of the- 
committee to consider a bill which by some accident had been referred 
tous. No sooner had the consideration commenced than a messenger’ 
from the Committee on Finance appeared at the door and demanded 
that the bill be sent to the Committee on Finance, it being a revenue bill’ 
and properly belonging to that committee, and his authority showed. 
the fact that the previous day the bill had been taken from the Com- 
mittee on Manufactures and assigned to the Committee on Finance by 
the order of the Senate. During these entire three years, with the- 
exception of this one bill to which I have alluded, the Committee on. 
Manufactures had no bill, no resolution, no legislative matter of any 
character referred to it. y 

It is now proposed to take from the Committee on Commerce the- 
major part of its duties. For one I shall object to that, for I do not: 
wish to rob the committee of a single particle of credit that belongs to- 
it or to weaken its powers for good. They have in the past explored’ 
every part of the country from Maine to Florida searching for water. 


I think in one or two cases, owing to liberal appropriations, they have- 


even caused water to run up hill. They have pushed their flatboats: 
over all the shoals of the country, and even in streams where it was- 
dangerous for tugs to travel they have found a chance to spend the- 
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public money. I say to the gentlemen who are to comprise the new 
committee that seemingly there is no glory left to them unless they 
have ingenuity enough to turn turnpike roads into navigable streams. 
Therefore it is that I do not wish to change the status and responsi- 
bilities of the Committee on Commerce; but I do wish to appeal to that 


committee, in whose charge I hope these matters will be left, to Sonah tha 


the entire mode and form of the application of the public money 
this regard. The money should be appropriated to great national 
water ways, rivers, and harbors, and we should stop making appropria- 
tions for trout streams. Do that, and your labor will be very much 
zeduced and the appropriations will do some good. 

Long before any attention. of the.committee will be called to. the 
river and harbor bill, which by the custom of the Congress comes to us 
from the other House, I hope that committee will give some attention 
to reviving American commerce. I noticed in the columns of the New 
York Herald of yesterday a statement giving the amount of trans- 
atlantic commerce from the port of New York alone. The statement 
was there made that 1,196 steam vessels were engaged in conveying 
our products, mainly grain, to foreign ports, and not one of them floated 
the American flag; that there were 166 sailing vessels so engaged, and 
o: the 166 only two floated the American flag. 

Now, Mr. President, there is some good substantial reason for this. 
In a country like ours, furnishing more products for export than any 
other nation on the earth, with money going begging at 3 percent. in- 
terest, with a people disposed to compete with the people of any other 
nation of the world for supremacy in all the branches of industry, there 
must be some good reason why the American people can not compete 
for the carrying of the American commerce. 

I hope the Committee on Commerce will look to this. I believe I 
heard the Senator from Missouri, a member of the committee, state yes- 
terday that they had in the past taken a 1 amount of testimony, 
had gathered many facts, and were p to give to the Senate a 
reason and a remedy. To my mind the reason and remedy are very 
plain, and at the proper time I shall endeavor to show the cause and 
suggest a remedy therefor. But Ido hope the committee will be speedy 
in reporting some bill or some form of legislation to the Senate. 

Mr. MAXEY. Mr. President, the debate on this very simple 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri has run out to every point 
of the compass. On the point at issue I beg to say if the Commerce 
Committee can discharge all the duties imposed upon it by the Senate 
as the rules now are, then there is no need for an additional committee. 
The reason, and the only reason, that can be assigned for the creation 
of a new committee is that the Commerce Committee has not time to 
supervise the river and harbor bill and the other business placed be- 
fore that committee. To that the chairman of the Committee on Com- 
merce replies—and he is indorsed inthat by my colleague, a member of 
that committee, and by the Senator from Missouri, and by every other 
member of the committee who has spoken on the subject—‘‘ We have 
ample time to transact all the business properly and legitimately com- 
ing before the Commerce Committee from the Senate if it will get to us 
in time, but the reason why we have not looked more into the river 
and harbor bill is that it does not reach the Senate until a week or ten 
days previous to the close of the session.’’ I ask if the creation of a 
new committee here would have any effect upon action elsewhere so as 
to bring the bill here sooner or later; and if it be true that the Com- 
merce Committee can not look into that as fully as it ought to do be- 
cause the bill reaches the Senate so late, then the same reason precisely 
would apply to any new committee created’ by the Senate. So the 
reason for the creation of the new committee on this point fails. 

But I to say that we know it to be the fact that the House of 
Representatives, taking into consideration the very condition stated by 
the Senator from Maine, have created a river and harbor committee. 
If that River and Harbor Committee of the House, created with the view 
and design of relieving the Commerce Committee of that great burden, 
report that Lill within a reasonable hour of the session, so that it shall 
come to the Senate early, the Commerce Committee of this body tell 
you, ‘‘ We have ample time in our committee to look into that and-re- 
port upon it.’ Therefore, so far as I can see, there is no reason-what- 
ever for the creation of a new committee. i 

Besides, I can say that ever since the subject of rivers and harbors 
has been treated by Congress the Commerce Committee has had charge 
of that business. The old members of the committee are experienced 
in it. The new members coming into that committee are taught by 
their predecessors in respect to it. A vast amount of valuable informa- 
tion is accumulated by that committee, and as the old ones go out the 
new ones become old, and thus is perpetuated an amount of informa- 
tion which is of immense value to that committee. 

They tell you here in that very connection—and the chairman of the 
Committee on Commerce well said this river and harbor bill contains a 
very number of items which have been passed upon year after 
year—‘* We have examined the investigations and reports of the Chief 
of Engineers on those subjects and all the testimony offered, and all 


we have to do now is to look into the new items.” Suppose you cre- 
ate a new river and harbor committee, that committee must possess 
itself of all this information which is now possessed by the Commerce 
Committee; they must, in other words, begin at the very first item, 


old or new, and acquaint themselves with every item of that immense 

bill, and if the bill is detained in the other House to a late hour, then 

that river and harbor committee is not so well qualified to take hold 

of it as the Commerce Committee would be, because they have not 

that information which the Commerce Committee has. So much for 
erat 


While I have the floor I will go farther. In the speech made by 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] yesterday evening I was forcibly 
impressed with a part of the remarks which he made, After passing a 
splendid eulogy upon the navigation and commercial laws of Great 
Britain, and after showing how they had got possession of the carrying of 
85 per cent. of our exports and about 85 per cent. of our imports, and how 
the flag of Great Britain floated over her commercial marine in every 
sea throughout the length and breadth of this earth, and that she was 
the great commercial mistress of the seas, he says: 
Until to-day it— 


That is, the merchant marine of England— 
carries 85 per cent. of our freight and our passengers abroad, and brings our 
imports home. Why? 

The Senator answers “‘ why’’: 


Because Con; has not taken care of the interest of American shipping; be- 
eause boards of trade, and trinity-houses, and marine courts, with their boards 
and their councils, have been at work day in and day out, in season and out of 
season, to help Great Britain to her position of power; and while we have sat 
here and seen her forcing herself onward until she controls the world, what 
have we done? Sat here in blind amazement, utterly paralyzed, weak as in- 
fants, and seén her strip our power from us, 


And he shows in the same speech that in 1860—and I will go back 
behind that to 1855—the American tonnage was greater than it is in 
this year of our Lord 1884. I will answer the question “‘why,’’ but 
not with the answer given by the Senator from Maine. I would say 
that your navigation laws, your pilo your requirements in re- 
gard to extra pay, are trifling as compared with the real essential reason 
why the commerce of this country has been swept to the rear. Let us 
look to the reason in its last analysis. In 1855 we had the lowest rev- 
enue tariff we had had for years. It began in 1846, and from the time 
that tariff began to show its fruits our carrying trade increased, and in 
1855 there was more tonnage in our American marine than there is to- 
day; and so there was in 1860, just before it was superseded by a high 
protective tariff. You may give such reasons as I have heard assigned 
that the character of the shipping has been changed into iron and steel 
vessels, That is all very true; but your navigation laws prevent us 
from going to the Clyde and buying our vessels there; and you heavily 
tax all imported materials that go into the construction of a vessel here. 
The true reason is that Great Britain hasinvited her commercial marine 
to carry a free load out to the commerce of the.world and bring a free 
load back to her ports, while your laws authorize your commercial 
marine to carry a free load dùt to the commerce of the world, butevery- 
thing which attempts to come in is handicapped and heavily taxed, and 
nothing is brought in but what is imperatively demanded by trade. 
Thus it is that you may take the laws of Great Britain, and you have, 
as the Senator says, a country which has gathered in 85 per cent. of the 
entire carrying trade in the commerce of this country, both outgoing 
and incoming. 

It is no answer to say that the same goods that would be taxed if 
brought by an American vessel would also be taxed if brought by an 
English vessel. Inasmuch as the ingoing load of an English vessel 
enters the ports of England with few exceptions free and inasmuch as 
her navigation laws are most liberal and the material in her vessels not 
taxed, all the conditions are in favor of the English vessel; and it is true 
that an English vessel takes a load of English to Brazil, for in- 
stance, exchanging for sugar and coffee and bringing them to New York, 
while our protection laws prevent us sending an outgoing load of manu- 
factured goods which can successfully compete with English a 
Protection prevents the out load of American manufactured If 

ou examine our laws and the laws of Great Britain you will find that 
ritish laws encourage foreign trade, while our laws restrict foreign trade, 
and when you compare the laws of our country under the revenue tariff of 
1846 with the high protective laws of to-day, you find that under alow 
tariff our carrying trade flourished, and under the present high tariff 
our carrying trade is in decay; and from the adoption of your high tariff 
laws you may date the decadence of the American carrying trade, and 
it has gone on, year by year, so that in 1884 our flag has almost ceased 
to appear upon the high seas. From 1855 to 1860, when you had but 
few commercial restrictions and a tariff only sufficient to meet the ex- 
mses of the Government, then your commerce’flourished. Now you 
ve a high tariff, and your flag no longer floats over your own exports 
orimports. Judge ye which is best for your carrying trade. 

The greatest man that New England ever produced beyond all com- 
parison, Daniel Webster, in 1824, when he opposed with all his mighty 
intellect and trained powers the adoption of the protective system, did 
iti not only on constitutional grounds yet unanswered, but upon the 
ground that at that time the marine business, the carrying trade of 
New England was over and above and beyond her interest in manu- 
factures, and that the striking down of the carrying trade would follow 
as inevitably as that water flows down stream whenever you adopted a 
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protective tariff, and that the Government had no right to discriminate 
in favor of one against other industries. 

That protective system adopted in 1824 and made every year more 
and more oppressive is toalay a dark shadow over the whole land, and 
your carrying trade is driven from the high seds. Webster saw it, and 
therefore he opposed it; and I believe there were but three men in all 
New d who voted for the tariff bill of 1824; and afterward, when 
Mr. Webster changed his course on that subject, the nearest approxima- 
tion he ever made to an apology for having changed was that the in- 
terests of New England had changed by reason of the tariff of 1824, and 
it would be unwise for him to go back to a revenue tariff. But, sir, it 
is just as certain as the rising of the sun that whenever you have a pro- 
tective tariff our carrying trade is in the very nature of things swept 
from the high seas. 

So much for that part of the speech of the Senator from Maine, beauti- 
ful as everything he says is. 

Mr. MORRILL. Will the Senator from Texas allow me to ask him 
aquestion? ` 

Mr. MAXEY. Certainly. 

Mr. MORRILL. Why was it that the commerce of Great Britain did 
not suffer any deterioration from 1824 to 1846, when they maintained 
the doctrine of protection to its full extent ? i 

Mr. MAXEY. Ido not at this distance distinctly hear the question. 

Mr. MORRILL. Iask why was it that the commerce of Great Brit- 
ain did not suffer any deterioration while they maintained the doc- 
trine of a protective tariff from 1824 to 1846 and some time after it? 

Mr. MAXEY. Why, Mr. President, we had better look at the facts. 
The commerce of Great Britain never deteriorated, because prior to 
1546 her ing trade was not more handicapped by protection and 
savlastion tees en ours was during the same period. Since 1846 she 
has adopted a wiser policy, and it has been on the up-grade. In the 
debate to which I have referred in 1824 Mr. Clay said, with all his mag- 
nificent power and imperious bearing, ‘‘ Would any man dare to get up 
in the British House of Commons and advocate the repeal of the pro- 
tective laws?’’ And Mr. Webster replied to him that already in Great 
Britain at that time men were taking that position; and I believe (for 
Tam ing entirely without notes and by memory) he referred to 
Lord Liverpool and the Marquis of Lansdowne, who had already taken 
that position, and shortly after that the fight began under Cobden for 
the people, and was kept up against him by the protectionists with all 
the power that wealth and talent could bring against the repeal he 
urged. Itwas keptup from 1824, with Sir Robert Peel himself adverse 
to the policy, until he was driven into it by those monster meetings of 
the tax-ridden people of Great Britain. He agreed to it, and the act of 
1846 was and from that date, while.it is true that handicapped 
as Great Britain had been her commerce naturally increased from 1824 
to 1846, yet never in the ratio that it increased from 1846 up to this 
present good hour, until to-day it has the cargying of about 85 per cent. 
of our commerce exported and imported and the most of the commerce 
of the world. 

Mr. MORRILL. Does not the Senator from Texas know that the 
repeal of the corn laws was the greatest measure of protection that the 
man of Great Britain could receive at that time? 

Mr. MAXEY. Thatstatementis very singular. I donot know that, 
but I do know this, that the proposition as it originated to repeal the corn 
laws of Great Britain resulted in repealing all her protective laws for 
the protection of her manufactures as well as the protection of farm 
products. While the protectionists of that country at that time opposed 
the repeal of the corn laws, yet the corn laws were repealed. When 
they went down the policy broadened out and became a grander and 
grander proposition under the lead of Bright and Cobden, and it never 
stopped until protection, and all of it, was wiped out. The effect of 
the repeal of the corn laws was that when the wheat of our country 
and the beef and the pork went into Great Britain it competed there 
with their beef, and their wheat, and their pork, and the workman got 
his food cheaper by reason of the repeal of the corn laws. At the same 
time the tax on the various manufacturing industries was repealed also, 
and the result showed the fallacy of the idea that protection protects 
labor. In the State in which I live the laboring men, white and black, 
raising cotton in the field compete with the lowest-paid pauper labor 
on the face of God’s green earth; they contend with fhe pauper labor 
of Egypt, they contend with the pauper labor of India, and yet the 
white men and the black men of Texas raise cotton in defiance of all 
this labor, and ask no protection from this Government in the 
way of tariff. They boldly defy competition on the markets of the 
world, and only ask that their Government shall not by an unwise and 
unjust system of laws take part of the money resulting from the crop 
they raise and market in competition with the pauper labor of Egypt and 
India, and by force of law turn it over to the owner of some protected 
factory. England admitstheir corn, wheat, pork, beef, and cotton free, 
but if they want to buy something to bring home this Government 
taxes them heavily, to protect American labor against the pauper labor 
of Europe! Discrimination with a vengeance ! 

The sturdy farmers of the Western States are rising in their might and 
are intelligently studying this proposition. They raise wheat in com- 
petition with the pauper labor of Poland, of Austria, of Turkey,of Russia, 
and all the country around the Black Sea, where labor commands a mere 


pittance; and yet those bold, hardy, industrious men of the West demand 
no protection. We only hear of it in other parts; and let me say to-day 
the handwritingis upon the wall, the time will come, and come speedily, 
when you, sir [Mr. PLATT in the chair], will be opposed to protection; 
the time will come when the factories of your country will shift them- 
selves and place their machinery for man ing down in ourcountry 
side by side with the cotton, with the wool, with the hides, and with 
the raw produce that they manufacture, because you now not only have 
to transport all the raw material, but the food that feeds your hands 
while at work; whereas we have cattle upon a thousand hills, pork, 
wheat, and mutton to feed our hands down there, and we have the cot- 
ton and the wool and all the raw materials needed to manufacture. 
Sir, the whole theory is wrong. I refer to this only from the fact that 
the Senator from Maine in his beautiful discourse branched off and gave 
us his views as to the grounds of the decadence of our commercial ma- 
rine, The reason which he assigned, in my judgment, is fallacious. 
The true reason is the protective laws, which prevent in the very nature 
of things a free commerce between us and the nations of the earth. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Mr. President, I concurred in a great deal 
that was said by the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] yesterday in 
his very animated argument in favor of the dismemberment of the 
business of the Committee on Gommerce, but I did not concur in all 
that he said with respect to the Committee on Commerce, of which I 
do not happen to be a member. He complained of the committee 
especially use it had not reported and vigorously advocated the 
adoption of a law overriding all the statutes of the States upon the sub- 
ject of compulsory pilotage, and he made some assertions in regard to 
that subject which were really astonishing to me. He characterized - 
the men who receive compensation in the way of half-pilo as pirates. 

Now, sir, I dissent entirely from the view taken by the tor from 
Maine on that subject. I say that if there is a class of men in the 
Union to-day enjoying any advantage under its legislation that is better 
entitled to its protection than any other that is likely to get it, it is this 
very class of hard-working, laborious pilots to whom the Senator has 
referred, Reference has been made to lobbiesof pilots. I have taken 
little interest in this subject hitherto, but I am free to say that I never 
saw in or about this Capitol a single representative of a pilot. They are 
not the men who come to Congress in behalf of their interests. Men 
who earn their daily bread by incurring the perils of the sea and un- 
dergoing all the hardships of nature for the few dollars of compensation 
that is awarded to them under our respective State systems are not the 
men, let me tell the Senator, who come to Con and besiege our 
bodies and surround our Capitol. Theyare not able to doit. I have 
never seen one of them here. 

The Senator complains because Congress has not overridden the State 
system of regulating pilotage, which has been in existence, let me tell 
him, from the time the States of this Union had any existence. Hesays 
that Congress remitted to the States in 1789 the power to regulate pilot- 
age 

Mr. FRYE. Seventeen hundred and ninety-eight. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Seventeen hundred and ninety-eight. Con- 
gress could not have remitted to the States a subject that the States had 
never given up jurisdiction over. The act of 1798 adopted or at least 
ratified all the State laws on this subject and left it entirely with the 
power of local regulation, because in the judgment of the wise men who 
adopted our commercial system or the laws giving effect to the Constitu- 
tion on the subject of commerce this subject could not be well regulated 
except by local law; and that isthe truth. There aresome commercial 
subjects that the General Government can not well regulate, and this 
happens to be one of them. 

The Senator complains of the great State of New York, and every- 
thing he has said may be appropriate to that, but it is entirely inap- 
plicable to some of the States on our southern border. I say that the 
adoption of his views would drive out of existence that meritorious, 
brave, adventurous class of men known as pilots in nearly all the ports 
of the South, and would deprive property and life of all that security 
which they derive from the existence of this meritorious class. If a 
general law on this subject could be adopted what would be its effects? 
Do you think that the pilots in many of these little outlying places, 
where your vessels go from time to tinte, could exist? I say they could 
not; and this was not entirely an American invention; this system of 
half-pilotage, or at least compulsory pilotage, had been recognized by 
all the refined commercial states of Europe before it ever found a place 
in our system. France, Sweden, the Hanseatic League, all the pioneer 
nations in commerce, long before we had an existence ized and 
gave effect to the system of compulsory pilotage, and made it obligatory 
on the masters of all vessels to take pilots, in order that the lives and 
property under their jurisdiction might be secure. Let me read what 
Mr. Justice Curtis said in the case of Cooley rs, The Board of Wardens 
of Port of Philadelphia in vindication of this class of persons and this 
system. This was a case which involved the constitutionality of a 
statute of Pennsylvania authorizing the collection of half-pilotage, the 
system so strongly denounced by the Senator from Maine. This is the 


of Mr. Justice Curtis, delivering the opinion of the Supreme 
Court on this question: é 


We think this particular regulation concerning half-pilotage fees is an appro- 
priate part of a general system of regulations of this subject. Testing it by the 
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vactice of commercial states and countries legislating on this subject, we find 
t has usually been deemed necessary to make similar provisions. Numerous 
Jaws of this kind are cited in the learned argument of the counsel for the de- 
fendant in error; and their fitness, as a part of a system of Tonea in many 
places, may be inferred from their existence in so many diferent States and 
countries. Like other laws, they are framed to meet the usual cases, que fre 
quentius accidunt; they rest upon the propriety of securing lives and property 
exposed to the perils of a dangerous navigation by faking on board a person 
. peculiarly skilled to encounter or avoid them ; upon the policy of discouraging 
the commanders of vessels from refusing to receive such persons on board at 
the proper times and places; and upon the br gosta 4 and even intrinsic jus- 
tice, of not suffering those who haye incurred labor and expense and danger 
to place themselves in a position to render important service, generally neces- 
sary, to zo unrewarded because the master of a particular vessel either rashly 
refuses their proffered assistance, or, contrary to the general experience, does 
not need it, There are many cases in which an offer to perform, accompanied 
by present ability to perform, is deemed by law equivalentto performance, The 
laws of commercial states and countries have made an offer of pilotage service 
one of those cases; and we can not pronounce a law which does this to beso far 
removed from the usual and fit scope of laws for the regulation of pilots and 
pilotage as to be deemed, for this cause, a covert attempt to | te upon 
another subject under the appearance of legislating on this one. 


That is what the Supreme Court of the United States, through the 
mouth of one of its most eminent judges, stated in regard to this subject 
of pilotage. Itis possible, Mr. President, that the question may come 
up in a different way from this, but I was unwilling to let what the 
Senator from Maine said in regard to this meritorious class of persons 
go by without a word of reply, for I think it was undeserved. I think 
them very far removed from the crime of piracy. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator will pardon me. I had not seen the report 
of what I said until I found it here on my desk in the RECORD. I 
thought I did not say that the pilots were pirates, because it does not 
seem to be possible that even in the heat of speech I could use that lan- 
guage touching the pilots themselves. I see I alluded to the system of 


law as a system of piracy. 
Mr. JONES, of Florida. Iam perfectly willing to accept that ex- 
planation from the Senator. I do not suppose that he meantthat. In- 


deed, I do not suppose that he would consider for a moment that class 
of people as falling within the definition of pirates. 

Mr. FRYE. No; I alluded to the system itself. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Well, sir, I say that this system illustrates 
more than anything I know of the importance of leaving such subjects 
to the regulation of the States. If you attempt to put through this 
body a uniform law on this subject, it might be wise enough when ap- 
plied to New York, but it would be ruinons to half a dozen other States. 
Hence the framers of this commercial system of ours left the regulation 
of pilotage to the States, and from the time of our colonial existence to 
the present hour it has continued so, untouched by national authority. 
The case from which I read a while ago was one in which the master of a 
vessel appealed to the Supreme Court of the United States against a 
half-pilotage law enacted by the State of Pennsylvania, and claimed 
that thatlaw was unconstitutional, because it infringed the power of Con- 
gress to regulate commerce. The court sustained the constitutionality 
of the Pennsylvania law, and Judge Curtis gave expression to the views 
that I read a while ago in regard to the wisdom of half-pilotage, or com- 
pulsory pilotage, as it may be more properly called. Here is a body of 
men educated and trained for a particular service connected with the 
preservation of life and property on the high seas. Suppose you do 
away with them intheinterest ofeconomy. See the peril that youincur; 
see the risks to which you expose numbers of people that haye toemploy 
ships and vessels to carry them or their property. It is because of the 
connection of the interest of the general public with this kind of duty 
that the Government has ever been called upon to interfere. I have 
before me a list of countries and States that I will not weary the Senate 
by enumerating, the most refined and enlightened in the world, that 
have adopted and still continue to employ this system, because it has 
been found by experience to be necessary to the conservation of the 
1ives and property of the public. eE 

We know how far human selfishness will goin matters of this kind. 
You can take a shipmaster, hampered and beset by a hard-hearted 
owner, lying off a port, with the lives of the people on board his ship, 
and the property too at risk, and if he is permitted to go into a harbor 
on his own responsibility and without the aid of a pilot, in nine cases 
out of ten he will take the risk rather than pay the fees, and thus im- 
peril the lives of the people and their property for the sake of saving a 
few dollars. Now, I say, if there were no other interest involved in 
the matter but the interest of that ship and the lives of the captain 
and the crew, the question would be a simple one; but, sir, they are 
trustees for the people; they are carriers, and the government of every 
country has a right ih its legislation to enact sich laws as in its wis- 
dəm may be necessary for the protection of the lives and property of 
the people. À 

It was upon this principle that the celebrated bill of Mr. Webster 
known as the steamboat bill of 1852 was framed, and under that bill 
a class of people known as pilots are recognized, over whom the Govern- 
ment of the United States exercises a special supervision. A 
can not be a pilot, as the Senator well knows, on any steam veh ouel: 
gating the waters of the United States without having passed an exam- 
ination and having obtained a license from the public authorities of the 
United States. Why is this? Why this interference on the part of 
the Government with private employments? Why this stretching forth 
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the hand of authority to deal with the individual concerns of men? 
It is not because the Government of the United States cares anything 


about the professional qualifications of that engineer. He may go into 
the interior of the country and run a saw-mill ora sugar-mill or a sugar 
refinery and the Government has nothing to say about him. - They do 
not care; they leave that to the personal risk of the man who employs 
him, because there nothing but individual interests are involved; but 
when he comes to ask for the place of a pilot on a steamboat he can not 
get employment at the hands of an owner of a steamboat unless he has 
the certificate of the Government showing that he possesses the neces- 
sary qualifications for the position. Why is that? It is because the 
public of the United States have an interest in the subject; itis because 
the people at large, their lives and their property, are involved in the 
subject; and hence the Governmentsteps in for the publicsecurity, and 
declares that no man shall be permitted to attend to the ordinary duties 
of an engineer on board a steamboat carrying passen; unless he 
has been found fit to perform those duties with safety to the general 
public. 

So it is, Mr. President, with respect to the question of half-piloiage. 
The governments of the respective States with whom this subject was 
left at the beginning of our Government have exercised it, as I think, 
wisely. Massachusetts still maintains her law on that subject. New 
York may have found it wise to dispense with hers. Many of the States 
of the South have found it wise to maintain such laws, because they 
were of opinion there that if a different system prevailed the entire 
pilotage system would go by the board. 

These men, sir, are hard working men; they are men that incur more 
peril in the di of their duties toward the public than any other 
class, and they are about the only class of hard laborers that the bounty 
of this Government in any way has ever been extended to or that have 
had any ition under our laws, and that only for the reason given, 
that they occupied a relation to the public that noother class of laborers 
occupies. ; 

This much, Mr. President, I have thought it proper to say. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair). The ques- 
tion is. on the motion of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] to strike 
out from Rule XXVI the clause which has been reported. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I shall yote with the Committee on 
Commerce to retain the jurisdiction they now have, because they avow 
that they are able to perform the work, and I believe they are. We 
have given them relief twice in the last few years, first by the appoint- 
ment of a committee on the improvement of the Mississippi River, 
eomposed of seven Senators, which must certainly be a very great aid 
to the Committee on Commerce in furnishing information as to the 
needs of that inland sea; we gave them another committee, known as 
the Committee on rtation Routes to the Seaboard, consisting of 
seven Senators, which is certainly able to take from them a good deal 
of the labor they might otherwise have to perform. I was a member 
of that committee fora while. We took charge of all the work relative 
to the improvement of the Mississippi delta by the Eads jetties, and re- 
lieved the Committee on Commerce of a great deal of work; and while 
the Transportation Committee has not had one-tenth part of the work 
it can do assigned to it, it is willing and able to give very great relief 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

These two committees, it seems to me, render another committee on 
internal improvements, to consist of nine Senators, in the face of the “ 
objection made by the Committee on Commerce, entirely unnecessary 
now. It may be necessary at a short session, but during this long ses- 
sion there can not be ony trouble about the performance of any rea- 
sonable amount of work by the Commerce Committee. 

Tam glad, and I may as well say so now while I am up, that the 
question as to the duties of the committee has taken a wide range in 
the discussion, and I dm glad the Senator from Maine saw fit to take 
the initiative. It only shows how sensitive the representatives of the 
people are in regard to the great commercial relations of this country. 
The Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] on yesterday very properly and 
very earnestly called the attention of the Committee on Commerce to 
many important matters relating toour merchant marine. Everybody 
agrees that it is in a frightful condition, and that something has to be 
done. Doubtless there are wide differences of opinion as to the proper 
remedy for the acknowledged evil. 

There were submitted last year, and there have been submitted to 
us again, a number of bills which may prove valuable in some regards; 
but they are mere patches, plasters, soothing-sirnps; they utterly fail 
to reach the root of the evil; they all look in the right direction, how- 
ever, and I expect to give them mysupport. There never will be any 
substantial restoration of our commercial marine, in my judgment, as 
long as our laws prohibit our people from buying ships where they see 
fit, upon the best terms they can, and have them registered and pro- 
tected, as all their competitors do. They are now prohibited from pur- 
chasing shi abroad on any terms by our navigation laws. That right 
conceded will not, I admit, alone accomplish the purpose, but it is ater 
dispensable paimtu step. We have lawson thestatute-books based 
upon treaties of which I desire to presenta specimen, and to call the atten- 
tion of the Committee on Commerce specially to it, because I have a bill 
on thesubjett pending beforethem. Onelaw or treaty illustrates all, as` 
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nearly every other nation has the same right as ‘‘ the most favored na- 
tion ” by our treaties. Section 4229 of the Revised Statutes provides: 
No other or higher rate of duties shall be imposed or collected on vessels of 


or of her dominions, from whencesoever coming, nor on their cargoes, 


howsoever com: than are ormay be payable on vessels of the United States 


end their cargoes, 

What is the meaning and effect df that? Plainly that we can give 
our people no privileges in our foreign carrying trade that we are not 
compelled to give to the people of Prussia. Their vessels shall be taxed 
no more, their cargoes shall be taxed no more, than ours. No discrimi- 
nating tariff can be imposed to favor American shipping; nothing can 
be done that every other foreign nation does not get the equal benefit 
of by treaty, because, I repeat, England, France, Norway, Sweden, Mex- 
ico, all nations perhaps except Spain, have the privileges of “the most 
favored nation.” I have for years pressed upon the Congress of the 
United States, in view of existing treaties, the fact that we are only 
handicapping our own people by maintaining our present navigation 
laws, prohibiting them from buying ships where all their competitors 
buy theirs and upon the same terms, and that so long as these treaties 
exist we are obviously transferring into the hands of foreigners a mo- 
nopoly of our carrying trade to the absolute exclusion of our own 

le, 

Sr years ago I made a speech on this floor, which attracted the at- 
tention of the country, in favor of allowing our people, under the cir- 
cumstances, to buy their ships abroad if they desired to. I have again 
introduced a bill for that purpose and have referred it to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. I have handed a brief to the chairman of that com- 
mittee, whom I see before me, elaborating my views as to the reasons 
why that bill ought a ee I do not care to take the time of the com- 
mittee by appearing before itto makea verbalargument. If they think 
anything I have written of sufficient value to print it for the use of the 
committee, I should be glad other Senators may thus see it. The main 
point is that now under our treaties and Jaws Prussia, England, France, 
all the other nations of the world except our own citizens, have a right 
to buy the ships they use in our carrying trade wherever they see fit, in 
the cheapest market, and they do it. Even Mexico, I see, in view per- 
haps of more extended relations between her and this country, is buy- 
ing now a highly respectable commercial marine at low prices, whereby 
she can carry all the exports and imports between the ports of New 
Orleans and Galveston and the ports of Mexico and between our ports 
and the West India ports; and our people, no matter how anxious they 
may be to do it, are prohibited by our laws from competing with any 
foreign nation for it, unless we build ships at home and pay any price 
our ship-builders see fit to ask. The difference in the cost of ships in 
the sharp competition for freights may make a difference amounting to 
a profit or loss in the trade. 

e foreign nations who do our hauling now buy no ships from us; 
they encourage no ship-building industry here. Our carrying trade 
goes on and it goes on in foreign bottoms and under foreign flags, and 
will continue to do so even if we refuse to give our people the right to 
buy ships. All I am demanding from Congress is that we shall not by 
law prohibit our people from entering on the ocean highways of the 
world’s commerce, ially in doing their own work; in short, that our 
own people shall be allowed to trade by law upon the same terms that 
* by treaty we allow foreigners to do. è 

That is all there is of my free-ship proposition. You may remove 
compulsory pilotage, take off taxes, do what you please with the view 
of aiding commerce, for all of which I will vote and vote cheerfully ; 
but until you give our people the right to buy ships as cheap as other 
people competing with them have a right by law to buy them, our car- 
rying trade will diminish day by day. 

The Senator from New Jersey (Mtr. McPHERSON] very well re- 
marked that of over a thousand steamships crossing the Atlantic Ocean 
from New York, carrying our exports and bringing back our imports, 
not one carries the American What have we left? We have 
fallen from 80 to 16 per cent. even of our own trade and have abandoned 
the trade of the world to other nations. That remnant of 16 per cent. 
is carried in miserable, old, worn-out wooden ships; and of the sailors 
who man them 95 per cent., according to the report of the Register 
of the Treasury, are foreigners, and the most worthless class of foreign- 
ers, foreigners of such a low grade that even the great foreign steam- 
ship lines will not employ them on board their valuable vessels. 

That is all America has now left of the 90,000 sailors she had twenty 
years ago—90,000 sailors superior inthe aggregate to the best seamen 
of England, as was proved in many a hard-fought battle with great 
odds against them; for the merchant marine was always the source of 
supply for our Navy. Think of it. Ninety thousand sailors gone, the 
only men we shall ever be required to call upon to defend us in case of 
strife with foreign nations, because the world in arms will never at- 
tack us on our own soil; our seaboard cities to-day aw lying at the 
mercy of any third-rate power. Our commerce, our carrying trade, is 
in a worse condition than that. About 90 per cent. of our exports are 
agricultural products, and all the cost of ae interest, insur- 
ance, and transportation by ocean goes into the hands of foreign nations; 


that is deducted from the price abroad, and the man who produces the 
article only gets what remains after taking off all these things and a 


reasonable profit from the market price where it is sold. If the nations 
to whom we have surrendered by treaty our carrying trade, and who 
alone own ships, should go to war with each other, and the cruisers 
of each should sink the vessels of their enemy, our goods would go to 
the bottom, and we have no remedy, because we have to rely upon the 
ships of the belligerents to carry our products. The first step to get 
out of these obvious difficulties is to letour people buy ships where they 
pléase. We pay one hundred and fifty millions a year now, and nearly 
one hundred millions of it to England, to do our carrying and passenger 
trade, No ships are now being built here for that work; foreign ships 
do it all, and they are increasing, as the movement of Mexico shows. 
We can be no worse off if our people buy ships abroad. They will not 
doit if it is not profitable. The balance of trade that you boast of so 
much is only about one hundred millions. Weare paying one hundred 
and fifty millionsa year to foreign nations to haul our goods tomarketand 
home; fifty millions more than all theannual balance of trade of which we 
hear so much. That immense sum goes to strengthen foreign nations 
and to exhaust us year by year. With that one hundred and fifty mill- 
ions we could buy a merchant marine equal to any other nation except 
England, and we should have all the repairing of these ships to do at 
home; we should build up a class of American sailors under American 
commanders who could be transferred in case of war from the merchant 
marine to the Navy of the United States; the best defenders and the 
only defenders weshall ever need. And why should we not have them? 

Gentlemen say you will get nothing in the way of ship-building if 
you allow our people to buy ships abroad. I answer, you get nothing 
now. You give foreign nations the right to do your carrying trade in 
foreign-built ships that cost about two-thirds of what is asked for ships 
here, and what is your remedy? Subsidies raised by taxation at home 
to equalize the cost of ships; tax the people at home more heavily, take 
more of their hard earnings than you are taxing them now to give to 
the men who build ships! Mr. President, all the subsidy schemes we 
have ever tried have proved failures, We tried it with the Garrison line: 
we tried it with the Roach line to Brazil, and it failed; we tried it 
with the steamship company across the Pacific Ocean, and they have 
become synonyms for fraud and corruption. Nothing that does not 
inhere to the business itself ever helps any business. So long as even 
countries as weak as Mexico can buy ships and build up a merchant 
marine to do our work and her own, why should we by law exclude 
our own people from the business? That is the question that I propose 
to insist upon an answer to from the Senate and from the Committee 
on Commerce. I have begged them in the brief I have submitted to 
them to make a report. If they do not approve the proposition I sub- 
mitted to them, let them disapprove of it and so report; do not keep 
it in committee, but give it to us and give us their reasons for their re- 
fusal to report favorably, and let the Senate have a chance at it. 

I agree with the Senator from Texas [Mr. MAXEY] in what he said, 
but I do not care to go into that now. You have prohibited ships from 
being purchased abroad, and you have taxed everything that goes into 
the making of a ship here to such an extent that they can not be built 
to compete with other people on the great highway of the ocean. You 
can not protect anything beyond our own border, bat worse than that, 
you have prohibited trade by a high protective tariff. As long as that 
remains you never can trade upon equal terms with other peoples. As 
the Senator from Texas said, England never sprang to her feet until 
she repealed all her old navigation laws and told her merchants and 
mechanics to pull off their coats and compete with the world. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Will the Senator permit me to ask a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. BECK. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Does the Senator think that the navigation 
laws have been the chief cause of the decline of American commerce ? 
If that be his view, how was it that when we had 90,000 sailors and 
a commercial marine next to that of Great Britain, those laws were in 
operation but we did not have a high tariff? 

Mr. BECK. That is just one of the things I have been speaking of. 
I want free ships, but we must also reduce our tariff. We are handi- 
capped to-day because we can not trade as freely as other people. You 
may launch a ship to-day; you may start it from New York or Phila- 
delphia or Baltimore or any other port side by side with an English 
ship, and it may cost no more than the English ship; it may have ex- 
actly the same cargo as the English ship, and that cargo may cost no 
more. You may sail to Brazil, Chili, Pern, any of the South American 
countries; they may sail side by side into any foreign port, and when 
they get there the American is handicapped. Why? Because those 
people have no money, and money does not furnish a return cargo if 
they had. They have copper; they have eres of all sorts; they have 
everything that we want. 

The Englishman takes all these things; he gives them cotton or other 
goods and takes their copper; he takes their ore; he takes their hides; 
he takes everything they have got in exchange; and he sails back, hav- 
ing swapped what he had for what they had and secured a profit in 
the trade, and he lands it in England and sells it. The men in Eng- 
land pull off their coats, work that into some new material and ship it 
again, perhaps increased in value tenfold. Our ship lies there; she can 
not take what these people have, because she has to pay 50 per cent. 
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before she can land it athome. Thus we are handicapped even after you 
have given our people the advantage of freeships. But when youmake 
ships that now cost here, say, $300,000 work against foreign ships cost- 
ing $200,000 the burden is greatly increased. When our ship costs 
only $200,000, or no more than theirs, you have taken a great stride in 
the right direction; at least you have removed the stigma now on our 
legislation of having by treaty surrendered to foreigners the right to 
monopolize our own trade, I desire to see that unjust and unnatural 
discrimination against our own people abolished. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I concur generally with the Senator from 
Kentucky ou this subject, but what I was going to say was this: It 
would not be fair to attribute the decline of our commercial marine to 
the existence of the navigation laws, for those navigation laws have 
been in existence from the foundation of the Government and without 
any change. $ A > 

Mr. BECK. Allow me to answer that, as I think I can, When this 
Government was founded, when our people ceased to be colonies and 
became free and independent States, they found a system all over the 
world of each nation assuming that every other nation was its natural 
enemy, and that commerce, except on the most exclusive ,terms, was 
fatal to its existence. No country pursued that policy more strenu- 
ously or maintained it more earnestly than England, and as long asshe 
maintained a restrictive policy we antagonized it by making the same 
kind of restrictions, in order to meet those restrictions of hers—just as 
I see some gentleman now is proposing to inquire if our pork and our 
beef and our other things are cut off from other nations whether we 
can not retaliate. But England saw that nations in acommercial point 
of view were not enemiéa, they were friends, and when they made any- 
thing cheaply at home and sent it to other people who could not make 
it, and obtained from them what was wanted cheaper than England 
could produce it, it was better tomake it cheap andsell it tothe people 
that raised other things cheap than it wasto hold them at arm’s-length 
or make war on them. I put this question, in substance, once to the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], in arguing this very matter. 
He lives in Vermont, where they raise the best potatoes in the world; 
Cuba raises the best oranges—— 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. No, Florida. 

Mr. BECK. Well, as good as any in the world, as good as those in 
Florida. Would it not be supreme folly, in order to obtain oranges in 
Vermont because we hated Cuba, to put a tax on all the people to 
build greenhouses in Vermont and raise oranges under g that 
would cost 10 cents apiece that could be bought in Cuba for 1?' I 
assume they could be raised under a protective system. Is it not better 
that the man in Vermont should raise his potatoes, put them on board 
ship, take them to Cuba, where they want them and are willing to pay 
a good price for them, twice what He can get at home, get oranges in 
Cuba and bring them to Vermont and them at a cent apiece, in- 
stead of dete, heed people of Vermont to pay 10 cents, and have the 
profit of hauling both ways? England saw that and acted on it. We 
ought to have followed her example long ago as far as we could con- 
sistent with our other obligations. 

Speaking about English commerce, as the Senator from Texas well 
said, from 1846 on it sprang upon its feet; her commerce doubled up 
and doubled up until it is now half of all the commerce of the world, 
and she holds over 60 per cent. of the best and most profitable of ours. 
Instead of being second to her and ahead of all the nations of thé world 
put together, as we were in 1860, we have gone down and down and 
down, under the combined influence of restrictive laws and protective 
uan, until we are below Spain, Norway, Sweden, and I believe even 

exico. : 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, The Senator will pardon me. The point 
is if this decline is not to be attributed more to the protective system 
than to the navigation laws. 

Mr. BECK. The twd work together; but the Senate can only act on 
the navigation laws. The House must originate bills looking to relief 
from taxation. Still, discussion of these questions is profitable. 

The hitherto irresistible combinations of Treasury raiders may as 
well learn and appreciate the fact now as hereafter that the people 
fully understand that a high protective tariff and a prosperous merchant 
marine are absolutely incompatible. One or the other must go to the 
wall. The people may not yet be able to realize the fact that when 
they pay $6 for a coat or a pair of blankets out of their hard-earned 
wages (which do not average a dollar a day) which laborers in other 
countries can buy for $3, that half of their week’s wages are taken 
from them by law, not to support the Government, but as a subsidy to 
some pet of Congress who pretends that the bounty thus given is ex- 
pice by him in paying higher wages to his operatives than are paid 

n other countries, when in fact he would discharge the last one of 
them if he could buy a machine to do their work, no matter in what 
country it was invented or manufactured or could import cheaper la- 
bor than theirs from any part of the habitable globe. They are begin- 
ning to see through the false pretenses of the interested pensioners on 
the labor of the people and the fallacies of their subsidized press. They 
see that the English laborer gets more than nine pounds of sugar for the 
same money they pay for six and other things in still larger propor- 
tion; and they are inquiring why these conditions exist. They are 
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looking into the purchasing power of their wages, and why they are so 
often and so long idle from closed factories glutted with overproduction. 
They see the markets of the great outside world abandoned by Ameri- 
can protected manufacturers, and 90 per cent. of our exports furnished 
by the heavily taxed and absolutely unprotected farmer and his labor- 
ers; and they see that foreign nations are our ocean carriers, faetors, 
brokers, commission merchants, and insurers; in short, they get all the 
benefits and profits of our trade with the world, charge what they please, 
and deduct all the costs and profits from the place of production to the 
place of sale out of the price they pay the original producer. These are 
facts that can neither be denied nor concealed, and I am glad to see 
that they are at last assuming the prominence before Congress that their 
importance demands. 

What I seek to do is not to break down any interest, but to open the 
ports of the world to our people with every facility granted and every 
obstacle removed. I would bring down tariff taxation to a revenue 
basis, and send our manufactures abroad as extensively as possible. 
I would give ofr laborers in factories employment from New Year’s 
day to the 31st of December by supplying the world, instead of, as now, 
closing the factories half the year because of overproductign in a high- 
priced limited market. 

We can feed our people cheaper than any other nation. The great 
internal commerce of this country, which is free under the Constitu- 
tion, gives us a market that secures us immense advantages over every- 
body else. All these things, it seems to me, the people of this country 
will understand after a while. : 

But I rose mainly to indorse the views of the Committee on Com- 
merce, believing that they can do this work, and as they want to do it 
there is no use in subdividing it. They have, as I said, the assistance 
of two other committees made in the last few years, the Mississippi 
River Committee and the Committee on Transportation Routes to the 
Seaboard. Next Iam anxious to impress upon them what I believe 
they all feel and think and what this discussion inaugurated by the 
Senator from Maine will tend to intensify, that something has to be 
done or what little of our commercial marine is left will go; as I said, 
the 16 per cent. that we have left is in such a miserable condition, 
manned so exclusively by the most worthless, discarded seaman of 
other countries, that it is almost valueless. 

The object for which the navigation laws were passed originally has 
passed away, and no longer affords any excuse for saying to our people, 
“*You shall not, even if you want to, carry your own goods to foreign 
markets in ships as cheaply as by our treaties weallow foreigners to do.’’ 

Take a man like Mr. Dalrymple, with a great farm in Dakota, where . 
he raises two or three ship-loads of wheat. He may want to carry his 
wheat to London or any other foreign market—it to be exported 
somewhere—and he asks leave to buy a ship abroad. The American 
Congress says no; we have by treaty given to Prussia and other people 
the right to buy their ships where they please and haul your grain; 
you shall not buy your ships where they buy theirs; you shall not 
compete with them; they may charge you what they please and make 
any combination they please to put up freights; your wheat may rot on 
the dock at New York, or Baltimore, or wherever you choose to send 
it, unless you buy ships here at any price home ship-builders ask. 
Ought that tobe? We can not compel foreign nations to buy their ships 
from us. Themoment we aléow our own people to buy ships anywhere 
we start ship-yards here, if for nothing else for the purpose of repairs. 
These repairs will build up ship-building yards, They did so in Prus- 
sia, they did so in France, and they will do so everywhere. Men will 
repair their own pro where it is done under their eye; and if we 
repair, we will soon build; but until we give our merchants some chance 
to have a part of our own trade they can do nothing, because we have 
given a monopoly of it, or exclusive privileges in it, to foreign coun- 
tries 


These are some of the views I have presented to the Committee on 
Commerce. I know they will listen to them. The Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Vest] showed in the very able minority report he made last 
year that he is thoroughly impressed with the importance of these 
questions, and I know he will impress his views on others of the com- 
mittee. I could not forego, after the Senator from Maine had opened 
the question, saying what I have on this matter. He is responsible for 
the wide the SEa PED 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. ident, I am rather surprised that the 
Senator from Kentucky should gee fit to bring in the question of the 
tariff upon this simple question of dividing the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. BECK. The Senator from Maine might as well be alluded to. 

Mr. FRYE. I did not say anything about the tariff. 

Mr. MORRILL. I do not see how it has any relevancy at all, and 
the idea promulgated by the Senator from Kentucky that a coat can be 
bought in any country of the world for $3 is utterly preposterous; or 
if it is not preposterous, the only country in the world where it can be 

ht for any such sum is China, where it is made of cotton and 
ed with cotton. 


Mr. President, the question of our commerce is a grave one. I am 


quite ready to do all in my power to improve its present condition, but it 
will be utterly impossible to restore the commerce of this country to the 
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position that it occupied in ancient years. In the first place, the con- 
struction of large steamer vessels taking our Atlantic trade abroad has 
used up all of the smaller sailing vessels, and our clipper ships that 
formerly controlled the entire trade with the Indies are now obsolete 
and are no longer used. In our inland trade, instead of using our 
coasters that we formerly had, it is now all done by railroad and must 
continue to be so done. These two things have absorbed the large 
amount of profit that formerly appeared on our list of tonnage. One 
of the present iron steamships supplies the place of twenty or thirty 
small sailing vessels, and let me say now that these vessels, which have 
been built by foreign nations in England and in Germany are not at 
the present time paying institutions; many of them, I am told, are not 
earning 2 per cent, upon their capital; many of them are merely earn- 
ing their actual expenses. 

The truth is that the universal Yankee nation will employ its labor 
and its capital where it can make the most money. If it can make 
more at some other avocation than it can in commerce, it will enter 
upon that. $ 

But, Mr. President, it does seem to me that this lugging in of the 
tariff question upon all subjects is a little aside of the duty of Senators. 
In relation to our trade, does it make the least difference with the carry- 
ing trade whether duties are imposed or not? Of course it makes no 

ifference with what we buy to bring into the country, and therefore 
it seems to me that this is entirely beside the question. 

But, Mr. President, I did not propose to embark in this discussion. 
I have rather leaned to the idea that our committees were sufficiently 
numerous without any enlargement of them. Ido not know but what, 
in the practical operation of the question in relation to river and harbor 
improvements and of the general questions in relation to commerce, it 
might be well enough to separate the river and harbor bill from the 
other questions, but I do not feel any very strong interest aboutit. I 
should like, of course, to have the business of the Senate conducted in 
a way that will improve our foreign commerce and also to give a rea- 
sonable and proper amount for the improvement of our harbors and 
rivers. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I am delighted to hear the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. BECK] talk free trade always, and I was delighted to 
hear the Senator from Texas [Mr. MAXEY]. I should like to have a 

eral expression from the Democratic side in favor of free trade. There 
a been a great deal of uncertainty within the last six months as to 
what course the Democratic party would take on the question of pro- 
tection or free trade; it has been seriously discussed in all the press; and 
I am delighted to see Senators coming to the assistance of the public 
and solving this important question, and thus locating the Democratic 
party in favor of free trade just as rapidly as it is possible to get to it. 
Of course I hold views diametrically opposed to the Senator from Ken- 
as he announced his. I have reasons, too, for the faith that is in 
me, and the temptation to reply to the speech which he has made is 
very serious indeed with me; but I remember that I have these rules 
in my They have occupied a long while. I am exceedingly 
desirous to close up the consideration of these rules to-day. Therefore 
I forego the temptation to reply to the Senator from Kentucky, and ask 
the Senate that I may now have a vote on this question. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr, President, if the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
FRYE] had yesterday about this time org: little earlier concluded that 
he would waive the opportunity for expressing some very decided views 
that he has on commerce and navigation he might probably have reached 
the solution of this important question before this time, and he would 
have saved me the necessity of following in that channel of debate and 
of meeting that method of debate which appears to be adopted by all 
men who prefer denunciation to argument, of branding the opponents 
of his views with certain characteristic names and epithets which the 
Senator evidently supposes carry great meaning to the country. 

He has now said that the Democratic party is committing itself to 
free-trade and describes us as free-traders. Sir, I assume to state that 
there is not a leading man in the Democratic party who has, so far at 
least, in either House of Congress given expression to the idea that he 
is, under our Constitution and under our system of Jaws, a free-trader 
in the sense that the Senator from Maine would have the country be- 
lieve that we are free-traders. We are in favorof a modification of ex- 
isting tariff laws for the purpose of reduciyg a redundant revenue of 
more than $100,000,000 a year, placed upon us by a warsystem of tax- 
ation and by unjust discriminations also, for which the Republican 
party is alone responsible to the pe8ple. And the resistance that is 
made to our views is and has been made to keep this redundant $100,- 
‘000,000 a year, taxed out of the people for the purpose of improving 
the condition and prosperity of a certain set of monopolists who are 
favored with exclusive privileges under the laws of the land. Be- 
cause we resist this unjust and continued taxation, because we claim 
some relief, some amelioration of the burdens of the people, although 
we admit that a tariff is a proper and constitutional manner in which 
to raise the | proportion of our revenue, we are assailed here by 
epithets; we are called free-traders; we are persistently misrepre- 
sented by Senators on this floor. 

The Senator from Kentucky was drawn into so much of the argu- 
ment as he made upon the tariff by the strict analogy which holds, as 


everybody understands, between a law which prohibits the American 
people from buying ships abroad and putting them under Ameri 
register and those features of the tariff law which prohibit the importa- 
tion of goods to this country for sale to our people. Your tariff law 
contains a large number of prohibitory features which absolutely pre- 
vent the people of the United States from going abroad to purchase 
commodities which they desire and ought to have the opportunity to 
purchase cheaply and use freely. Your navigation laws do precisely 
the same, in putting as a penalty upon you if you do it that you shall 
not have an American register or the protection of the American flag 
for your ships if you buy them in other countries. 

We are prohibited to buy ships in other countries in order that Amer- 
ican ship-builders may have the monopoly of the home market for 
vessels, and we are prohibited in fact, though not in appearance, from 
buying many articles of merchandise for precisely the same reasons 
by our existing tariff laws. 

I therefore think that there was a good deal of analogy between the 
position the Senator from Kentucky set out with and which the Sena- 
tor from Maine introduced into this debate in respect to our navigation 
laws and those to which the Senator adverted in t to our tariff 
laws. y are all made out of the same piece of cloth, they are all 
prohibitory tariffs, they all act upon the same idea of giving to the 
manufacturers, whether of ships or of in this country an absolute 
monopoly of the home market for the sale of their goods. 

These propositions are very simple; they can not be put under such a 
cloudas that thesimplest mind inall this land shall not understand them. 
The burdens of them are felt inevery direction. After a while other in- 
dustries besides the building of ships to be seft out under the American 
flag will receive through this unwise and unjust legislation the same 
destructive visitation that the American ship-building industry has re- 
ceived from the prohibitory navigation laws that have so long stood 
upon our statute-book. 

This argument is said by the Senator from Vermont to be entirely 
irrelevant. It is very true that it is an irrelevant argument, but for 
that very reason it ought to be made. We are allowed no other oppor- 
tunity to make it. We are now considering the question of the power 
of committees of this body. A proposition is made by one of these 
committees to take from the Committee on Commerce so much of its 
power as relates to this very important subject of appropriating the 
people’s money for the improvement of therivers and harbors. Ihave 
been here now about six years waiting not for the purpose of speaking 
upon these questions, but waiting for an opportunity to vote the sen- 
timents of my people and my own opinions upon them. I have seen 
the Committee on Commerce largely composed of the very elements 
that now constitute it, with bills sent before them from session to ses- 
sion of Congress now for six year’s, and I never have had ted to 
me fairly and squarely the question upon which I have so much de- 
sired to vote, whether I would consent to repeal or éssentially modify 
the navigation laws of the United States. 

This want of enterprise on the part of the Senate has not resulted 
from the fact that Senators have not offered bills and resolutions pre- 
senting questions of this kind, for Senators from various parts of the 
country and on both sides of this Chamber have introduced bills for the 
purpose of remodeling our navigation laws, and some for the purpose 
of repealing them out and out, many for the purpose of modifying them. 
The Committee on Commerce, composed, as I am willing freely to grant, 
of some of the most experienced and able gentlemen in this body, have 
habitually ignored these bills; and when we find Senators of other com- 
mittees struggling for the floor and pressing for opportunity to bring 
measures of their respective committees to the consideration of the Sen- 
ate, nobody ever finds the chairman of the Committee on Commerce, or 
any other member of that great committee, struggling for the floor or 
otherwise making an effort to bring before the country for its considera- 
tion the question of the navigation laws. Why is that the case? 

Mr. VEST. I wish to say to the Senator from Alabama that I sup- 
pose he does not want to make a statement which is without foundation 
as to the Committee on Commerce; but I call to the recollection of the 
Senator the tact that I reported here at the last session a bill, which I 
again offered on the first day of this session, to remove the evil alluded 
to in regard to the decline of Amersan ship-building, and I stood here 
for three days and begged and pleaded and urged the Senate, ón be- 
half of the Committee on Commerce, to take up that bill and con- 
sider it. The tariff bill pushed it out, and I was finally informed that 
there was no time to take it up. Theseare the facts and I assert them, 
and every gentleman in this Chamber knows that they are the truth. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then I shall modify the statement by saying that I 
waited five years instead of six, and it was only when the honorable 
Senator who lives upon the banks of the Missouri River,away in the very 
heart of our country, was put upon that committee that we found any 
person who took sufficient interest in this question to press a bill upon 
the consideration of this body; and that bill did not contain any prop- 
ozition to repeal the navigation laws, as I understand, but only to 
modify the various little things to which the Senator from Kentucky 
has alluded, and the removal of which it was supposed would give the 
people a little more breath. There has been po energetic effort made 
to drive to the root of this question. No committee of this body has 
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been bold enough to bring to the consideration of the Senate and the 
people that great question which is debated everywhere and considered 
every where but here, the repeal of those odious navigation laws. No, 
sir; our Senators on the Democratic and on the Republican side have 
both seemed to be afraid to tackle this question. It appears now we 
have got into that condition that the people have to get up a general 
muster and beat the long-roll before they can put us in motion to do 
anything they want to have done. 

This tardiness, this reluctance, this inattention, this negligence on 
the part of a great leading committee of this body for five years, to say 
the least of it, would be a good excuse for the Senate to take from them 
that other matter upon which they seem to be concentrating all their 
energies, the question as to what rivers and creeks and branches and 
the like $20,000,000 of money of the people, toxed out of them year by 
year, shall be spent in so-called works of internal improvement. 

Who, sir, in appointing a member upon the Committee on Commerce 
has any reference to any other question than how he will vote upon mat- 
ters affecting the river and harbor bill? Who wants to go on that com- 
mittee for any other purpose than to aid his section, his State, or his 
district, or his particular locality, or the river that he lives upon in the 
disbursement of money for the improvement of rivers and ‘harbors? 
Why, sir, if we should change the title of the Committee on Commerce 
and strike it ont entirely as the Committce on Commerce and call it 
“a committee on the internal improvements bill, with facilities for 
considering commerce as a sort of wolian attachment to that bill,” we 
should have something that somewhat resembled the actual deserip- 
tion of the committee that they themselves have written upon the his- 
tory of the country, both as to their functions and as to their disposi- 
tion to exercise its powers. 

I respect the membership of*that committee as much as I do any set 
of gentlemen in this body, and with the very best of reasons. Every- 
body respects them, and it is not their fault alone that the Senate of 
the United States has come to consider its Committee on Commerce as 
a mere committee for the distribution of $20,000,000 year upon works 
of internal improvement by what is called the river and harbor bill. 
It is not their fault alone that they have abdicated the great powers of 
the Committee on Commerce intended for the relief of the people vir- 
tually in favor of this power of spending or distributing this modicum 
of money taxed out of the people to aid in local and minor public 
works. I believe itis the fault of the general legislative feeling or 
sentiment that we are here, as it seems, more for the purpose of find- 
ing out how to spend this $100,000,000 of surplus a year than we are 
for any other purpose whatsoever. We seem to feel that our people 
have got so rich that they can furnish us $100,000,000 a year to squan- 
der upon such subjects as we may choose to bestow it upon. And be- 
ing here representing a supposed rich people it is a very-natural incli- 
nation following out the bent of humanity in all its history that we 
should fail to consider the wants of the people themselves and turn 
our attention to the manner in which we shall spend their money. 

Sir, while this isgoing on, and while $100,000,000a year is being taxed 
out of the people to pamper the rich and powerful, poverty, wreck, and 
ruin are tramping about over this land in rags and in sores and want of 
which Lazarus would have been ashamed. Strikes are occurring all 
over the land, and we hear of thousands and ten of thousands of men 
on a single day thrown out of employment in the depth of a cold winter 
without bread or fuel, and sometimes without sufficient clothing for 
themselves and their families, to beg and implore the charity of the rich 
masters by whom theyare surrounded. If we would leave this $100,000,- 
000 of money that we tax out of their pockets annually for no good or just 


Fry 
reason in their pockets, and if we would let them have the privilege of | Gee 


enjoying something of the manhood of American citizenship along with 
its liberty, then, sir, we might console ourselves with sweet and pious 
reflections when we come to the question of the distribution of the money 
of the people toward public improvements. No, it is “tax,” “tax,” 


‘‘tax;’? and the moment a Senator dares to open his mouth in this | Bu 


Chamber upon the subject of the relief of the people from taxation, 
whether it respects their foreign commerce or their internal affairs, the 
honorable Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], who never deserts 
his post when this battle is on hand, rises and rebukes the Senator 
from Kentucky for daring to refer to the tariff question. 

Sir, we will refer to it continually and eternally until justicein some 
form or other reaches the people that we represent, for if we fail in that 
we shall fail in the most solemn and important duty that has ever been 
devolved upon a set of legislators in this country. We have now got 
to that condition which is the bane of all democratie opinion and be- 
lief and the chief desire of all republican hearts; we have reached that 
condition which has been held to be most deplorable in the estimation 
ort every man who ever belonged to the Democratic party from the days 
of Jefferson to the present time; we have got a rich government and a 
poor people—yes, a government that is so rich that it has one hundred 
millions of surplus revenue annually to disburse among its pets and its 
favorites through this land, and a people on the other hand so poor that 
the clamoring cries of many of them for bread and fuel and clothing 
come up during these wintry blasts and howl down the very storms that 
rage and reverberate and are now beating upon the walls of the Senate 
Chamber. They are the people for whom we must not speak. These 


are the constituents of the honorableSenator from Vermont and myself, 
in respect of whose sufferings this Senate Chamber must be as silent as 
the grave. 

No, sir; we will speak for them and work for them, relevant or irrel- 
evant, in time or out of time. In season or out of season, let it be un- 
derstood that the Democratic party of this country stands pledged to 
relieve the burdens of these people in any and in every way that itcan; 
and from this duty and from this appeal neither will the people be 
driven away nor will their true representatives be silenced. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending amendment is to strike 
out the words which will be read: 

The Secretary read as follows: 

A Committee on Internal Improvements, to consist of nize Senators, to 
which shall be referred all subjects relating to improvements of rivers and har- 
bors, and also the bill known as the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. FRYE. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. BLAIR (when his name was called). I am on this question 
paired with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIAMS]. 

Mr. COCKRELL (when his name was called). I am paired gener- 
ally with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] who is absent. I 
have not heard any one announce a pair with him on this question; so 
I shall withhold my vote. 

Mr. GARLAND (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ANTHONY], who I see is not in his 
seat. I donot know how he would vote, but if he were here, I should 
vote “‘yea.’’ While I am up I will also announce the pair of my col- 
league [Mr. WALKER] with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. HILL]. 

Mr. JONAS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON]. I donot know how he would 
vote if present. 

Mr. MILLER, of California (when his name was called). I am 
paired with my colleague [Mr. FARLEY]. I understand that if he 
were here he would vote “* yea’’ on this proposition. I should vote 

nay. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam paired on this question with the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. HALE]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. HILL. I vote ‘‘ yea.” : 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would inform the gentl 
man from Colorado that a pair was announced between the Senator from 

Arkansas (Mr. WALKER] and himself. 

Mr. GARLAND. It was announced, but I understand the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. HILL] would vote the same way as my colleague 
would, and I withdraw the announcement. 

The result was announced—yeas 36, nays 11; as follows. 


YEAS—36. 
Bayard, Cullom, Lamar, Plumb, 
Beck, Dolph, Logan, Pugh, 
Bowen, Fair, McMillan, Ransom, 
Brown, Gibson, McPherson, Sabin, 
Call, Hawley, Maxey, Slater, 
Camden, Hill, Miller of N. Y., Vance. 
Cameron‘of Wis.,, Jackson, Morgan, Van Wyck, 
Coke, Jones of Florida, Morrill, Vest, 
Colquitt, Jones of Nevada, Platt, Voorhees. 
NAYS—11. 
Conger, Groome, Palmer, Sewell, 
e, Harris, Pike, Sherman. 
rge, Lapham, Sawyer, 
ABSENT—29. 

Aldrich, Edmnn Ingalls, Riddleberger, 
Allison, Farley, Jonas, Saulsbury, 
Anthony, Garland, Kenna, Walker, 
Blair, Gorman, Mahone, Williams, 

tler, Hale, Manderson, Wilson, 
Cameron of Pa., Hampton, Miller of Cal., 
Cockrell, Harrison, Mitchell, 
Dawes, Hoar, Pendleton, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion of theSenator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Vest] included another amendment, which will be read, 
the question having been divided. 

The Secretary. In the next clause, after the worg ‘‘Senators,’’ it 
is proposed to strike out: 

To which shall be referred all subj relating to commerce, to shipping, to 
the merchant marine, and to the Life-Saving Service and light-houses. 

So that the clause will read: 

A Committee on Commerce, to consist of nine Senators. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. I now move that the Committee on Commerce be placed 
in the list of committees where it was originally placed, next to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. HARRIS. I would suggest to the Senator from Missouri that I 
believe the Senate decided that the committees should be arranged 
alphabetically, and that amendment will be offered by the chairman 
of the Committee on Rules before we pass from this subject. 
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Mr. VEST. I beg pardon. Then I move that Rule XVII be 
to conform to the amendment just made—Rule XVII, in the third line 
of the first section—— 

Mr. HARRIS, The Senator will allow me again to s that by 
unanimous consent we passed over Rule X VII until Rule X XVI should 
be disposed of. Of course when we get back to Rule XVII the Sen- 
ator’s motion will necessarily come up. 

Mr. VEST., I want to finish the question by striking out ‘“‘ Internal 
Improvements’’ and putting in ‘‘Commerce”’ in Rule XVII. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks the rule under con- 
sideration, Rule X XVI, must first be perfected. 

Mr. MORGAN. I move to amend the following clause in Rule 
XXVI:— 

A Committee on Territories, to consist of seven Senators— 


by striking ont ‘‘seven’’ and inserting ‘‘nine.’”’ I have seen most of 
the members of that committee, I believe, and I find no objection to 
this on the part of the committee. I would like to say, also, that the 
questions which come before the Committee on Territories are of very 
great importance and of course attract the universal attention of the 
country, and that committee ought to be strong in numbers as well as 
it is now strong in ability. I think it would be proper to raise that 
committee to the same number with the other leading committees of 
the Senate. 

Mr, FRYE. I see no objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from ‘Alabama (Mr. MorGan]. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I now desire to call up the amend- 
ment of which I gave notice, and which amendment was entered, at 
the time this rule was under consideration before, by the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from New York will state 
MMT MILLER, of New York. It is in regard to the Committee 

Mr. MILLER, of New Yor is in e Commi on 
Agriculture. The motion is to make the clause read: 

A Committee on Agriculture, to consist of nine Senators; to which shall be 
referred all bills appropriations for the expenses of the Department of 
Agriculture. - 

I do not desire to discuss this question again, as I spoke upon it the 
other day when it was first called up; but I understand there are some 
other Senators who still desire to be heard upon it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
New York will be read. i i 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘Senators,’’ in the line reading 
tt A Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, to consist of nine Sena- 
tor’,’’ it is proposed to add: 

To which shall be referred all bills making appropriations for the expenses of 
the Department of Agriculture. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, while I would have preferred that the 
amendment I proposed a day or two since should have been adopted, I 
think there are a great many reasons why this proposition of the Sen- 
ator from New York should pass, more especially in view of the action 
of the Senate, pursuing the theory of the Senator from Ohio [ Mr, SHER- 
MAN], that there were certain classes in this country who ought to have 
special representation upon the committees; and as he referred to the 
real-estate owners of the District of Columbia as being of that class, 
small though they are in number and receiving a million and a half or 
two millions per annum out of the Treasury of the United States, it 
seems to me that we can fairly accord, not merely as a matter of gr 
but a matter of right, to seven-twelfths of the people of the United 
States that recognition which we have now accorded to a small portion 
of them in this District of Columbia. 

This interest has never received practical recognition at the hands of 
Congress. The people who are interested in the legislation proposed 
by the action of committees which act upon matters connected with ag- 
riculture pay a larger proportion of the taxes of the United States than 
any other class of people. Everything they use is taxed, and in favor 
of nothing that they raise is anything done. They are, as I think they 
ought properly to be, jealous of this relative position which they say 
they occupy in the legislative action of this country. It will not do to 
say to them that their interest can be cared for by committees or by ap- 
pliances organized for other purposes. This Committee on Agriculture 
ought to aag Baie upon the theory which the Senate has acted on 
heretofore, of the bill appropriating for the Agricultural Department. 
The control of the purse is practically the control of legislation, and the 
control of legislation affecting this large class of people is of great in- 
terest to them and of great interest besides to the entire country. It 
would, as I said, be a gracious matter; it would not be, on the other 
hand, conceding more to them than they believe is theirs of right. 

The Senator Soin New York [Mr. MILLER], in the remarks which 
he addressed to the Senate a few days on this subject, spoke of a 
number of questions which have the attention of the country 
but so far have utterly failed to produce any impression upon this 
branch of Congress. The pleuro-pneumonia bill, a bill affecting more 
than $500,000,000 worth of the property of this country, has been so 
treated here as to beget the idea that this body at least is entirely out 
of sympathy with the agricultural producers of this country, and so in 


regard to a large class of cases which affect these people; and it is 
now for the Senate to say whether they will give that recognition to 
this class that they deserve, and at the same time respect their opin- 
ions in this matter, which have been expressed so fully and so frahkly 
and so unanimously outside, but, as I said, with very little effect in- 
side. 

The Agricultural Department is yet in its infancy; its work is yet 
to be done; population is rapidly pressing upon production. There are 
many ways in which the operations of this committee, enlarged as they 
would be by the consideration of the appropriations for the benefit of 
the Agricultural Department, would be of immense service to this 
great and greatly preponderating interest. 

For these reasons 1 hope that the motion of the Senator from New 
York will prevail. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I desire to add an observation or 
two to what has been said in behalf of this amendment by the Senator 
from New York and the Senator from Kansas, and in the outset I will 
say that I have no desire to cripple or curtail in any way the jurisdic- 
tion of the Committee on Appropriations. Jt seems to be the voice of 
this body that most of the appropriations that we shall make should 
undergo their scrutiny and supervision; but I take this to be an ex- 
ceptional case, as much so as the river and harbor bill, which does not 
go before the Committee on Appropriations. The bill making appro- 
priations for the Agricultural Department is framed in the other end 
of the Capitol by the Committee on Agriculture. When it comes 
to the Senate we distrust our committee upon that subject and refer it 
to the general Committee on Appropriations. There ought to be some 
good reason why this difference should exist in the rules of the two 
Houses. I propose to state ina few words the exceptional reasons which 
I think authorize us and justify us iif referring this bill to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

In the first place, the appropriations made for the Department of 
Agriculture are not for the regular normal operations of the Govern- 
ment. The Department itself is sui generis. It performs none of the 
ordinary functions of government. It protects neither life nor liberty 
nor property. It collects and disburses no revenue. It is not a part of 
the means of our public defense. It is purely an educational and ex- 
perimental department. Of the $400,000 appropriated at the last ses- 
sion for this department not exceeding $20,000 was appropriated in pur- 
suance of any law upon the statute-book. The appropriations are made 
for purposes which are continually changing. They are made for seeds; 
they are made for experiments in forestry; they are made for the in- 
vestigation of diseases of animals; for the investigation of insects which 
are injurious to agriculture; and they are continually changing; the 
same appropriations are not made every year for the same purposes. 
The Agricultural Department is very much like an experimental farm 
run by the Government of the United States. What it may do one year 
may be and often is very different from what it may do another year. 
What it does or what it shall do is determined, I wish the Senate to un- 
derstand, exclusively by the appropriations made. I will read to the 
Senate some of the appropriations made in the last appropriation act, 
so that Senators may understand how the thing is done: 

4 For chemicals and pate A the use of ekre aoa iker roae and 
or m ex in conduct nelu 1 
the AINTE of Sagan from rattan bak STREE DNE A FES $16,000. j 

Whether that shall be continued another year or not depends entirely 
upon the appropriation made, and whether the appropriation is to be 
made depends upon the judgment which Co: may pass upon that 
subject. Now, who is more competent to inform the Senate as to the 
propriety of continuing these experiments—a committee raised for the 
purpose of looking after the agricultural interests of the country or the 
general Committee on Appropriations? So, again: 

For the purchase and propagation and distribution, as required by law, of 
seeds, trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, plants, eggs of silk-worms, and expenses of 
ane up the same, to be distributed in localities adapted to their culture, 


All this is matter outside of what may be supposed to be the regular 
duties of the Committee on Appropriations. 

For these reasons, because all the appropriations made for that De- 
partment are chargeable, dependent upon the judgment of Congress as 
to what shall be done this year or next, I submit that it is more appro- 
priate to leave the question of these appropriations to the Agricultural 
Committee than to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Mr. President, I shall vote with the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] on this question, but I am of the 
opinion that he has given expression to some views on the subject which 
might be construed as going too far. When the Senator speaks of the 
agricultural interests of the country not having received the proper 
recognition by Congress it presents a very interesting and in my opinion 
a very dangerous topic. 

Mr. GEORGE. I said nothing of the sort. That was stated by the , 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Excuse me; it was the Senator from Kansas, 
then. I take it that the agriculturists of the country have just as 
much interest in everything that is done here as any other class of peo- 
ple. ThisGovernmentis theirs; this Constitution is theirs. They com- 
pose a portion of the people of the Union, and the people as a whole 
have delegated to Congress certain enumerated powers that Congress is 
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required to exercise for the common benefit. Those powers are here in 
the Constitution. This constitutes our powerof attorney from the peo- 
ple of the Union, not from agriculturists, nov manufacturers, nor me- 
chanics, nor railroad laborers, not from any class, but from the entire 
people; and when a Senator comes forward here and says, as my friend 
from Kansas did, that the agriculturists have not had sufficient atten- 
tion paid to them by this Government, he is advancing a very danger- 
ous opinion. The mechanics have just as much right to come here and 
say that they have had no attention paid to them. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think that is quite true. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, The sailors have as much right to come 
here and say that they have had no attention paid to them; the rail- 
road laborers can come here and say, ‘‘ the Federal Government has not 
given us the attention we ought to have.” 

This thing, sir, isall wrong. There areseventeen enumerated clauses 
of power in the Constitution that the people of the Union have said we 
shall exercise, and beyond them it would be criminal to go. Every 
Senator who comes into this body, before he is permitted to discharge 
his duty, must take an oath tosupport what? The Constitution of the 
United States, made by the people, ratified by the people, constituting 
the frame of this people’s government; and in it from beginning to end 
the word “ agriculturist °” can not be found. You have power to reg- 
ulate commerce; you have power to provide a navy, to create an army; 
you have power to declare war, but there are certain things that are 
withheld from you. I will go as far in behalf of special interests as 
anybody when I can get jurisdiction over them, but I will not go out- 
side of the Constitution further than we have traveled in behalf of 
special interests. I will serve the people to the best of my ability, but 
I will not violate their own organic law if I know it. 

I say if the law is not what it ought to be, change it, but as long as 
we have a constitution let us try to conform to it. We have created a 
Bureau of Agriculture, and I will go as far as anybody to support it; 
but I can not indorse the sentiment of the Senator from Kansas when 
he says that a particular class of people in the country have not had 
the attention given to them in the exercise of our Congressional powers 
that they ought to have. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Certainly. 

Mr. PLUMB. Does he think the reference of the agricultural appro- 
priation bill to the Agricultural Committee would be unconstitutional ? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. No, because I am going to vote for it; but 
when the Senator says the agriculturists or any other class of people 
have not had sufficient attention given to them by the Government I 
think he is going a little too far. I will vote for this proposition, and 
I will do everything I can for the agriculturists, but this organic law 
of ours was made for the people of the entire Union, and the agricult- 
urists are just as much interested in the general business of the Gov- 
ernment as any other class of people. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from New York [Mr. MILLER] to amend the 
paragraph of the rule under consideration as proposed by him. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. b 

Mr. COKE. I should like to hear the amendment reported. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of the line— 

A Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, to consist of nine Senators— 
it is proposed to add: 
to which shall be referred all bills making appropriations for the expenses of 
the Department of Agriculture. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. K 

Mr. GARLAND (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ANTHONY], who I see is absent. If 
he were here, I should vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. JONAS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON]. 

Mr. MILLER, of California (when his name was called). 
paired with my colleague [Mr. FARLEY]. 

The roll-call was concluded, 

Mr. INGALLS. Iam paired on this question with the junior Sena- 
tor from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA]. 

The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 32; as follows: 


I am 


YEAS—22, 
Blair, Dolph, Lamar, Pugh, 
Bowen, George, Lapham, Slater, 
Brown, Gibson, Miller of N.Y., Vance, 
Camden, Harris, Morgan, Van Wyck. 
Colquitt, Juckson, Palmer, 
Conger, Jones of Fla., Plumb, 

NAYS—32. 

Aldrich, Edmunds, Hoar, Pike, 
Byyard, Fair, Jones of Nev., Platt, 
Buck, Frye, gan, m, 
Cull, Gorman, McMillan, Sabin, 
Cameron of Wis., Groome, Manderson, Saulsbury, 
Coke, Hale, Maxey Sh 
Cullom, Hawley, Mitchell, Vest, 
Dawes, Hill, Morriil, Voorhees. 


ABSENT—22. 
Allison, Garland, MoPherson, Sewell, 
Anthony, Hampton, Mahone Walker, 
Butler, Harrison, Miller of Cal, wW 
Cameron of Pa., Ingalls, Pendleton, Wilson, 
Cockrell, Jonas, Riddleberger, 
Farley, Kenna, Sawyer, 
So the amendment was rejected. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on agreeing to 
Rule XXVI as amended. : 
Mr. GORMAN. I move in the clause ‘‘a Committee on Commerce, 


to consist of nine Senators,” to strike out “‘ nine” and insert ‘‘eleyen;’’ 
so as to read: 
A Committee on Commerce, to consist of eleven Senators. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN]. 

The amendment was to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If no further amendment be pro- 
posed the question will be on agreeing to Rule XXVI as amended. 

The rule was to. 

Mr. FRYE. I was instructed, I think by a unanimous consent of 
the Senate, to present Rule XXVI with the list of committees ar- 
ranged in alphabetical order instead of the present order. I have pre- 
pared, in accordance with that request, the rule with the committees 
in alphabetical order, which I now offer as a substitute for the rule 
just adopted. , 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from Maine that the rule has now been agreed to as amended. 

Mr. FRYE. Then I will ask unanimous consent (having been in- 
structed by unanimous consent) to substitute it. 

Mr. INGALLS. If there is nothing in the substance of the rule that 
the Senator desires to amend, it is a mere clerical question which he 
presents, and it can be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the rule is not changed in substance, but is the 
same exactly, it is but conforming to the direction of theSenate. The 
Senate by unanimous consent directed the Senator from Maine to classify 
the committees in their alphabetical order, without changing the text. 

Mr. FRYE. Yes, without changing the rule at all. That has been 
done in the form which I now present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Maine asks unani- 
mous consent that Rule XX VI, which has been agreed to, which pro- 
vides for the standing committees of the Senate, be, when it is engrossed 
or put into form, changed in respect of the enumeration of the commit- 
tees alphabetically. ae 

Mr. PLUMB. I object, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move to reconsider the vote by which the rule was 
adopted, in order that the Senator from Maine may offer his amendment. 

Mr. RANSOM and others. That is right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Tennessee to reconsider the vote by which 
Kule XXVI was adopted. 

The motion to reconsider wes agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on agreeing to 
Rule XXVI. 

Mr. FRYE. I now offer the substitute which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed substitute will be re- 
ported. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Route XXVI. 
STANDING COMMITTEES, 

1. The following Hening domine shall be appointed at the commence- 
ment of Congress, with leave to report by bill or otherwise: 

A Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, to consist of nine Senators. 

A Committee on Setar, to consist of nine Senators. 

A Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, te 
consist of three snipe ye to which shall be referred all resolutions directing the 
parent ped hinge out of the contingent fund of the Senate or creating a charge 
upon s. 

fis Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment, to consist of nine Senators. 

A Committee on Claims, to consist of nine Senators. 

A Committee on Commerce, to consist of eleven Senators. 

A Committee on the District of Columbia, to consist of nine Senators, to which 
shall be referred all bills making appropriations for the expenses of the govern- 
ment of the District of Columbia, 

A Committee on Education and Labor, to censist of nine Senators. 

A Committee on Engrossed Bills, to consist of three Sengtors, which shall ex- 
amine all bilis, amendments, and joint resolutions before they go out of the 
possession of the Senate. 

A Committee on Enrolled Bills, to consist of three Senators, which shall have 
power to act jointly with the same committee of the House of Representatives, 
and which, orsome one of which, shal) examine all bills or joint resolutions 
which shall have passed both Houses, to see that the same are correctly en- 
rolled, and, when signed by the Speaker of the House and President of the Sen- 
ate, shall forthwith present the same, when they shall have originated in the 
Senate, to the President of the United States in person, and report the fact and 
date of such presentation to the Senate. 

A Committee on Epidemic Diseases, to consist of seven Senators. 

A Committee to Examine the Several Branches of the Civil Service, to consist 
of five Senators. 

A Committee on Expenditures of Public Money, to consist of seven Senators, 
which shall consider such measures tending to economy in publicexpenditures 
as shall be referred to it, and conduct al) investigations of the expenditure of 


public money which shall be ordered by the Senate, unless the Senate sith 
otherwise direct, 
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A Committee on Finance, to consist of eleven Senators. 

A Committee on Fisheries, to consist of seven Senators, to which shall be re- 
ferred all matters relating to fish and fisheries. 

A Committee on Foreign Relations, to consist of nine Senators. 

A Committee on the Improvement of the Mississippi River, to consist of seven 
Senators. 

A Committee on Indian Affairs, to consist of nine Senators. 

A Committee on the Judiciary, to consist of nine Senators. 

A Committee on the Library, to consist of three Senators, which shall have 
power to act jointly with the same committee of the House of Representatives. 

A Committee on Manufactures, to consist of seven Senators, 

A Committee on Military Affairs, to consist of nine Senators. 

A Committee on Mines and Mining, to consist of seven Senators. 

A Committee on Naval Affairs, to consist of nine Senators. 

A Committee on Patents, to consist of seven Senators. 

A Committee on Pensions, to consist of nine Senators. 

A Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, to consist of nine Senators. 

A Committee on Printing, to consist of three Senators, which shall have 
power to act jointly with the same committee of the House of Representatives. 


A Committee on Private Land Claims, to consist of five Senators. 


A Committee on Privileges and Elections, to consist of nine Senators. 

A Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to consist of five Senators, 
which shall haye power to act jointly with the same committee of the House 
of Representatives. : 

A Committee on Public Lands, to consist of nine Senators. 

A Committee on Rail to consist of eleven Senators, 

A Committee on the Revision of the Laws of the United States, to consist of 
five Senators. 

A Committee on Revolutionary Claims, to consist of five Senators. 

A Committee on Rules, to consist of five Senators. 

A Committee on Territories, to consist of nine Senators, 

A Committee on Transportation Routes to the Seaboard, to consist of seven 


Senators. 
2. The Committees to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Sen- 
joe hie Printing, and on the Library shall continue and have power to act until 
successors are appointed. 


Mr. MORRILL. I merely desire to say that I consider this amend- 
ment decidedly without any merits as a reform. Clearly the commit- 
tees ought to stand with some reference to their importance or to the 
date when they were first established. Having Bins in that relation 
for a long series of years, it seems to me mu tter that they should 
remain so than to be changed and brought up in a very miscellaneous 
manner, as they will be brought up by conforming to an alphabetical 
order. I hope, therefore, that the amendment proposed by the chairman 
of the Committee on Rules will not prevail. ‘I should prefer to see the 
rules stand as they have heretofore stood. 

Mr. HALE. Imove to amend the substitute offered by my colleague 
by striking out, in the clause relating to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, the words: 

‘To which shall be referred all bills making-appropriations for the expenses of 
the government of the District of Columbia. 

There have been two votes taken upon that question with different 
results, the striking out being lost by a tie vote, and I desire another 
vote upon the question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] to the substitute 
proposed by his colleague [Mr. Frye]. 

Mr. FRYE. I simply desire to say, in response to the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], that while I, as the organ of the Senate, of- 
fered this amendment, I did not as chairman of the Committee on Rules 
offer it nor as a Senator myself offer it. I was instructed by the Sen- 
ate, by unanimous consent, to prepare and offer the amendment. 

Mr. MORRILL. Then I hope that weshall vote down the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator on my right to change the order of the 
committees. I prefer the ancient order very much. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand that the instruction which the Senator 
from Maine refers to was not an expression of the opinion of the Senate 
on the merits of the proposition, but merely a suggestion of a method 
of getting at it. The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. CAMERON] made 
the suggestion to change the order of committees, and there was some 
difficulty raised as to the mode of nang whether it should be by a 
separate order outside of the rules or by an amendment. A sugges- 
tion was made that the best way would be to prepare an amendment, 
by having it referred, to the order of the committees and sub- 
mit that to the Senate; but it was not the intention (it was not mine 
when I made the suggestion) to express an opinion on the merits of the 
proposition. ; 

Mr. FRYE. I simply desire to be understood as saying that I of- 
fered the amendment simply under instructions. Iam not myself in 
favorof theamendment. I believein the old rule rather than the new 
one that I have offered myself. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I think the RECORD will show that the instruction 
to the chairman of the committee was to make this change himself, and 
that no further action of the Senate was contemplated. I am quite 
certain that it was so. 

Mr. FRYE. No; I was instructed to have my clerk prepare it and 
I was to present it to the Senate. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I did notso understand it at the time. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I madethe suggestion the other day 
that in arranging the committees they should be arranged alphabet- 
ically, and not as they have stood heretofore, I stated at that time, 
and I am still of the same opinion, that the position of the committees 
as they now stand does not represent the absolute importance or the 
relative importance of the committees. To illustrate that, in the pres- 


ent arrangement the Committee on Fihance stands before the Commit- 
tee on Education and Labor. I think that we shall all admit that the 
Committee on Education tind Labor is vastly the more important com- 
mittee of the two. I do not think even the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. MORRILL] would dispute that statement. 

The object that I had more especially in view when I made the sug- 
gestion will appear when I state the fact that, as the committees now 
stand, if a Senator or any other person desires to ascertain who consti- 
tute a particular committee he must run over the whole list of com- 
mittees before he can find the committee that he isin search of. If 
the committee-list as it now stands did represent the relative impor- 
tance of the committees, then there would be some force in the objection 
which the Senator from Vermont makes, but no one will claim that 
they do as they now stand represent either the absolute or the relative 
importance of the committees. Then why should they be allowed to 
stand in the order in which they have stood heretofore? I supposed, 
until it came out in the diseussion the other day, that I was mistaken, 
that they stood in the order in which they were organized, but it was 
stated then that the Committee on Appropriations is a committee of 
comparatively recent origin, and that the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections, which now stands at the head of the list, was established 
only a few years since. é 

The truth of the matter is that heretofore there has been no system. 
in arranging the committees. For convenience I think they ought to 
be arranged alphabetically. If the Committee on Rules could deter- 
mine the relative importance of the committees, then perhaps they 
might be arranged in view of their relative importance, but inasmuch 
as there would be a great variety of opinion about the relative impor- 
tance of the various committees I think probably that they cannot be 
arranged in view of that. Therefore, I do not see any better rule to 
arrange them by than to arrange them alphabetically. 

Mr. HARRIS. I regret somewhat the turn this matter has taken. 
I certainly understood, as did the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] 
who offered this amendment understand, that a few days since by unan- 
imous consent he was instructed to have the committees arranged al- 
phabetically. We have gone over Rule XXVI, and have in the ordinary 
sense perfected it by the action of the Senate; and while the Senator 
from Maine immediately to my left [Mr. HALE] certainly has the tech- 
nical right to move toamend the substitute offered, I think it is hardly 
in keeping with the unanimous-consent rule that was adopted a few 
days ago to the effect that the committees were simply to be arranged 
alphabetically after we should have perfected Rule X XVI. 

I can see no possible influence that the position a committee may oc- 
cupy in the list can have in adding to or detracting from the supposed. 
importance of the various committees ; but it certainly is a very great 
convenience to all of us who have occasion to refer to any given com- 
mittee to have them alphabetically arranged, so that you may reach it 
in one-eighth of the time that it now requires me habitually to find 
any single committee on the list. . 

For that reason, and that reason only, I am in favor of the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Maine on my right [Mr. Frye], 
and I regret exceedingly that the Senator from Maine on my left [Mr. 
ALE] has undertaken to amend the substitute, because if his amend- 
ment is adopted (and I do not think it is consistent with the consent 
rule agreed upon two or three days ago), much as I am in favor of this 
shaping of the committees, I shall certainly vote against the adoption 
of the substitute proposed by the chairman of the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. HALE. It seems to me the last thing the Senator from Tennes- 
see can consistently say is that it is unfair to ask another vote of the 
Senate upon the proposition touching the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. The rule was voted upon in two places. In one place the 
Senate struck out the clause giving that committee the appropriations 
by two majority. Ina thinner Senate, with absentees, the Senate re- 
fused. Therefore, so far as that question goes, there is at the present 
moment no decisive action of the Senate upon a most important sub- 
ject-matter; and all that I seek is that there shall now be one vote 
which shall settle, if the Senate chooses, which shall be the best two. 
in three. 

Mr. HARRIS. My point was that the Senate had instructed the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] simply to change the order of the 
committees in respect to the formation of this rule. The Senator from 
Maine [Mr. HALE] has had his day in court. The Senate has decided 
the question. It stands decided. If it was not decided contrary to tke 
wish of the Senator I imagine he would not seek to offer an amend- 
ment, but would let the matter remain as it is. 

Mr. HALE. The Senate has reconsidered the vote adopting the rule, 
and had not that motion been made by my colleague for one purpose, 
I should have made it for another, simply, as I have said, to get at the 
deliberate judgment of the Senate upon this important question. I 
shall take no time; I shall simply call for the yeas and nays; and the 
roll-call will determine on reflection what the Senate wishes as to ‘that. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the amendment in regard to the arrange- 
ment of the committees will prevail. It would be a great convenience. 


Any Senator who has been on a subcommittee of the caucuses on either 
side of the Chamber for the purpose of arranging the membership of the 
various committees will recognize the convenience that such an arrange- 
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ment of the committees would afford. Now they are not arranged 
according to the date of their formation, nor according to their impor- 
tance, as was clearly shown by my friend from Wisconsin. There is no 
regularity or system about their present arrangement. them 
alphabetically, and let all subsequent committees, if any shall be formed, 
be placed in the list according to their place in the alphabet. Then 
weshall have a system, we shall have an order; weshall have regularity. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state to the Senate, 
in respect of the supposed unanimous understanding, that he finds in 
the RECORD of the proceedings of the 7th of January that the Senator 
from Wisconsin [ Mr. CAMERON] made the motion or suggestion to have 
the committee-list arranged alphabetical. Passing oversome desultory 
talk about itand coming down to the precise point, the RECORD reads: 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is put in the nature of an order and does not come 
in the body of the rules. 

That is, the alphabetical arrangement. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I do not care to have it in the rules. ; 

Mr. Hoar. If the Senator wants to have it in the rules at all, the best way 
would be to have Rule XXVI rearran; by changing the order of the para- 
graphs. I suggest to the Senator that he have a clerk do that, and when that 
rule which has been reserved, by reason of the absence of the Senator from 
Towa, to be considered at a future day comes up, then to have that change made, 
and then the list will a r in the rules in alphabetical order. Then the little 
document which is distributed will follow the order of the rule. The clerk of 
= Committee on Rules can make up that order, to be ready when the rule is 

en up. 

Mr. OANERON, of Wiszonsin. If the chairman of the Committee on Rules will 
heed the su; ion made by the Senator from Massachusetts—— 

Mr. FRYE. I will look into it. ' 

A The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed order, the Chair understands, is with- 
rawn. 

Mr, Frve. Withdrawn, and at the request of the Senator I will ask the clerk 
of the Committee on Rules to drafta rule having the committees in their regular 
pot oqo order, and offer it as a substitute when final action comes on the 
rules, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, Are there further amendments, &c, 


So that the Chair does not understand from the RECORD that there 
was any unanimous agreement that this arrangement by alphabet 
should be made, but that it should be brought forward as the Senator 
from Maine has done at this time. The question nowis on agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from Maine on the left of the Chair [Mr. 
HALE], to amend the substitute by striking out the provision that ap- 

ropriation bills in reference to the expenses of the government of the 
istrict of Columbia shall be referred to that committee. Is the Senate 
ready for the question? 

Mr. SHERMAN. As the Senator from Maine desires a full vote on 
this proposition I think it is but fair to those Senators who are absent 
to give him that vote. Therefore I will move that the Senate adjourn. 
It is now 4 o'clock, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is some executive business on 
the table, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then I will change the motion to a motion to go 
into executive session. 

“Mr. CAMERON of Wisconsin. Before that motion is put I wish to 
make a report from the Committee on Claims, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio with- 
draw his motion for that purpose? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes; I will yield for any formal business. , 


JAMES M. WILBUR. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Iam instructed by the Committee 
on Claims to report back the bill (S. 411) for the relief of James M. 
Wilbur without recommendation. The committee has come to this 
agreement at the request of the claimant. Heis of the opinion that he 
rom obtain relief in the Treasury Department without application to 

ongress, 7 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin asks 
leave, which will be granted if there be no objection, to report the bill 
indicated from the Committee on Claims, and he asks that the com- 
mittee be discharged from its further consideration. Is there objec- 
* tion? Does the Senator from Wisconsin desire the bill to go on the 
Calendar, or to be indefinitely med ? 

Mr. LAPHAM. As I introduced the bill, I ask unanimous consent 
to withdraw it, The applicant has obtained a decision from the Solic- 
itor of the Treasury which gives him all the relief he needs, but the 
Secretary of the Treasury is unwilling to act while the bill is pending 
here. If I may be permitted to withdraw it, if that is permissible un- 
der the rules, I should like to do so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks that under the 
rules it is not permissible; but by unanimous consent the Chair thinks 
almost anything can be done. 

to LAPHAM. Then I ask unanimous consent to withdraw the 
bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York asks 
unanimous consent that the bill which has been reported from the 
Committee on Claims may be withdrawn from the files and records of 
the Senate. Is there objection? 

Mr. HOAR. I shall object unless there is some advantage to the 
interest which the Senator is now ing. The ordinary course 
would be to lay the bill on the table; and I suppose if the, bill were 


laid on the table the papers might be withdrawn, and that would be 
a final disposition of the whole matter under our rules. It seems to 
me that it would inaugurate a new parliamentary method to withdraw 
an original document which has become a part of the legislative his- 
tory of the country which might some time “‘ return to plague the in- 
eg I suggest to the Senator from New York that the bill lie om 
the table. 

Mr. LAPHAM. It would then be liable to be called up. 

Mr. HOAR. Then let it be indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I am not anxious as to the course to be pursued, 
only I want to relieve the Secretary of the Treasury, who while any 
question is pending here is unwilling to act. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest that the Senator have unanimous leave to- 
withdraw all papers connected with the bill and that the bill itself 
be indefinitely postponed. ? 

Mr. LAPHAM. The applicant does not need the papers which are 
a He has papers in the Treasury Department which are satis- 
actory. ` 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
objects to the withdrawal of the bill; and if there be no objection the 
bill will be laid on the table. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and the bill is laid on the table. 

UTAH TERRITORIAL GOVERNMENT. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to give notice that to-morrow, after the 
morning hour, I shall ask to call up the bill (S. 404) to reorganize the 
legislative power of the Territory of Utah, for the purpose of making 
some remarks upon it, after which I shall move its reference to the ap- 
propriate committee. Jy ed 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

On motion of Mr. VEST, it was 

Ordered, That the claimants in the case of Senate bill No. 749, entitled “A bill 
for the relief of persons to whom the governors of the Northwest and Indiana 
Territories co: ed lands, which lands were afterwards sold by the United 
States,” be allowed to withdraw the papers filed by.them in said case from the 
files of the Senate. 

On motion of Mr. GORMAN, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the ease of Joseph H. Maddox be taken from the 
files and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I renew my motion that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consider- 
ation of executive business. After 8 minutes spentin executive session 
the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 15 minutes p. m.) the 
Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
_ THURSDAY, January 10, 1884. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
JoHN S. LINDSAY, D. D. 


CORRECTION OF THE JOURNAL. 
The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings of yester- 


[ I move that the further reading of the 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. 
Journal be dispensed with. 

TheSPEAKER. That can only be done by unanimous consent, and, 
as the Chair understands, there is objection. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. GIBSON. I move, Mr. Speaker, that the further reading of the 
Journal be dispensed with. 

Mr. RANDALL. I object. 

The reading of the Journal was then concluded. 

The Journal as corrected was then approved. 


ADDITIONAL MEMBER SWORN. 


Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, my colleague Mr. MAR- 
TIN L. CLARDY, who has been absent since the organization of the 
House on account of sickness, is now present, and I ask that he be 
sworn in as a member of the Forty-eighth Congress. 

Mr. CLARDY appeared at the Speaker’s desk, and was duly qualified 
by taking the oath prescribed by section 1757 of the Revised Statutes. 


ALLEGED CUSTOMS FRAUDS. 


Mr. BELMONT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to present 
the following preamble and resolution. 
- The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas the special supervising agent of the Treasury Department has de- 
clared that systematic frauds upon the customs revenue are perpetrated by in- 
voice undervaluations of merchandise consigned to the United States for sale 

the foreign manufacturers, and that certain consular officers of the United 
are cognizant of such undervaluations and have repeatedly reported 
them to the Treasury and the State Departments: Therefore, 
That the President be requested to cause to be transmitted to this 
House copies of all such consular communications since January 1, 1883, either 
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te the State or Treasury Department, as made allusions to such frauds upon the 
customs revenue of the United States by foreign manufacturers; and to inform 
the House whether or not there is reason to believe that any consular o I 

have certified invoices to be true which such officers should have known, or did 
at the time of such certification know, were not true; and also to inform the 
House whether or not additional legislation is needed to compel foreign manu- 
facturers to set forth and declare on the invoices of merchandise manufactured 
and consigned by them for sale in the United States the actual market value 
thereof, or the price at which such manufacturers would be willing to sell such 
merchandise in wholesale quantities; and furthermore to inform the House what 
additional legislation, if any, is needed, and is feasible, to enable the appraisers 
at the several perts to estimate and appraise the dutiabie value of such mer- 
ehandise atthe time and place of shipmentto the United States, and whether or 
not, in his opinion, it is for the advan of the revenue that the invoice value 
of pie erna EN co. ed to the United States by the manufacturer shall be at 
the time and place of “ manufacture” (section 2354), but the dutiable value be 
Daag aai and appraised as at the time and place of shipment, as now required 

y law. 


Mr. HISCOCK. I should like to have the preamble again read. 

The SPEAKER. It will be read, subject to objection. 

The preamble was again read. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I suggest that the resolution had better go to a com- 
mittee. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the introduction of the reso- 
lution ? 

Mr. RANDALL. Where does the gentleman from New York desire 


the resolution to go? 
MA@HIISCOCK. To the Committee on Ways and Means. 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from New York consent to its 
reference ? 


Mr. BELMONT. Very well; let the resolution be referred to the |. 


Committee on Ways and Means. £ 
The preamble and resolution were received, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 


~ ASSISTANT JOURNAL CLERK. 


Mr. BLAND. I offer the following resolution for present action. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resol: That the Clerk be, arfd he is hereby, authorized to employ an assist- 
antto the Journal Clerk for the remainder of this Congress, the said clerk to be 
paid out of the contingent fund the per diem and compensation received by com- 
mittee clerks, 

Mr. HOLMAN. If that resolution is introduced for reference I do 
not object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks for its present 
consideration. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [object, unless the resolution is referred to the Com- 
mittee on Accounts. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Missouri consent to its 
reference ? 

Mr. BLAND. Very well; let it be referred. ` 

The resolution was-received, and referred to the Committee on Ac- 
counts. 


ADDITIONAL CLERKS—COMMITTEE ON INVALID PENSIONS. 


Mr. MATSON. I desire to offer a resolution for reference. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: . 

Resolved, That there shall be appointed, as clerks of committees are appolnted 
two additional clerks for the Committee on Invalid Pensions; that there shall 
be paid to each of said additional clerks the same rate of compensation, out of 
the contingent fund of the House, as was paid to each additional clerk of said 
committee in the Forty-sixth and Forty-seventh Congresses, 

Mr. RANDALL. Let that go to the committee. 

The SPEAKER. It will go to the Committee on Accounts. 


CLERK OF COMMITTEE ON RIVERS AND HARBORS. 


Mr. WILLIS. [ask leave to offer a similar resolution for reference 
to the Committee on Accounts. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the pj velace, of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors be, and 
the same is hereby, declared an annual clerkship, with compensation fixed at 
$2,000 annum; and the Clerk of the House is hereby authorized and directed 


per 
to pay the clerk of said committee, out of the contingent fund for the present 
session, compensation at the above rate. 


The resolution was referred to the Committee on Accounts. 
IMPROVEMENT OF THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I ask leave to offer for present consid- 
eration the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, subject to objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it resolved by the House of Representatives, That the Committee on Levees 
and Improvementsof the Mississippi River are hereby authorized and in- 
structed to investigate the present manner of improving the Mississippi River 
and its tributaries, to consider the proper nyethienct of continuing said improve- 
ments, the amount necessary for the completion of said work, and the amount 
that should be expended annually, with the right to report by bill or otherwise. 

Mr. HUNT. I object to the introduction of the resolution. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I ask, then, that the resolution bere- 
ferred. 

Mr. HUNT. I have objected to the introduction of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Objection being made, the resolution is not be- 
fore the House for reference. 


j AMENDMENT OF THE RULES, 
Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I offer the following resolution, pro- 
posing an amendment to the rules, for reference to the Committee on 
es. 


The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend Rule XI, section 21, so as to read: 

To the improvement of the Mississippi River and its tributaries—to the Com- 
mittee on Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi River. And the Coni- 
mittee on Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi River shall have the 
same privilege in reporting bills making appropriations for the improvement 
of the Mississippi River and its tributaries and its levees as is accorded to the 
Committee on Appropriations in reporting general appropriation bills. 

Mr. HUNT. L object to the introduction of the resolution. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Is it introduced for reference ? 

The SPEAKER. For reference only. 

Mr. HUNT. I object to the introduction of it. 

The SPEAKER. If objection is made the resolution must lie over 
under the rules for one day. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The introduction of the rule was objected to. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules of the House it will lie over for 
one day and then go to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Was not the introduction of the resolu- 
tion objected to? i 

The SPEAKER. Does the Chair understand the gentleman from 
Louisiana to object to the introduction of the resolution ? 

Mr. HUNT. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. Thatofcoursewould exeludeitentirely. It would 
have to come in in some other manner. 


PAY OF A PAGE. 


Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Iask consent forthe immediate con- 
sideration of the resolution which I send to the desk. 
The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
. Whereas Clarence W. De Knight having been regularly appointed and sworn 
in as a page to the House of Representatives December 3, 1883, and having 
rformed the duties of and served in that capacity from said date to December 
0, both days inclusive: Therefore. 

Resolved, That the Clerk be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay 
him out of the contingent fund of the House for the time he served at the rate 
of $2.50 per day, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let it go to the Committee on Accounts. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Very well, let it be referred. 

The resolution was referred to the Committee on Accounts. 


FRAUDS IN CUSTOMS REVENUE. 


Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I ask consent to submit for immedi- 
ate consideration the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, subject to objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: . 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
to furnish this House with any information in his possession con 
undervaluation, false classification, and other irregular cein the impor- 
tation'of foreign goods, wares, and merchandise since January 1, 1882, and in 
his discretion prior thereto; and that he be requested to report whether any 
legislation is needed to prevent fraud on the revenue resulting from the causes 
above specified. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I understand that this resolution is substantially 
the same as that introduced by my colleague [Mr. BELMONT]. Iwith- 
drew my objection to that and make no objection to this. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution submitted by the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. BELMONT] has been already referred. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let both, then, go together to the committee, or 
both be acted on together—the one submitted by Mr. BELMONT to 
come up for consideration first in its order. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. That has been already referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. KEIFER. Let both go to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. MILLS. I wish to state that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
CONVERSE] obtained consent of the House some days ago for the adop- 
tion of a resolution calling on the Secretary of the Treasury for infor- 
mation in connection with the duties on wool. If this resolution should 
be adopted before the Secretary makes that report the information will 
be made more comprehensive, and will embrace all frauds arising out 
of undervaluation, &c, : 

Mr. RANDALL. I have read in print both the original report re- 
ferred to in the resolution of the gentleman from New York [Mr. BEL- 
MONT] and the supplementary report, in which are embraced wools, 
Silks, velvets, and everything else as to which information can be quickly 
transmitted. What is wanted by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
HEWITT] is the recommendation of the Secretary of the Treasury how 
to prevent in the future these frauds by means of undervaluations, đu- 
plicate invoices, false classification, &c. 

Mr. MILLS. We want something more general than was embraced 
in the resolution of the gentleman from Ohio. We want from the Sec- 


nested 
ing the 


retary of the Treasury the specific facts as to all these undervaluations 
as far as he knows them. 
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Mr. RANDALL. They are already in print so far as I know, and I 


have read both the reports. I wish to expedite the matter, and thatis | bill 


why 1 made the suggestion that the original proposition of the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. BELMONT], which was a little more compre- 
hensive than the other, should be acted upon at once, 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I wish to say a word if the House will 
allow me one moment. My resolution isin no sense antagonistic to that 
offered by my colleague [Mr. BELMONT]. On the contrary, when I 
heard his resolution read I at first thought it might be best not to offer 
this. But the answer to this resolution, which is addressed to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury and not to the President, is necessary in order 
that an intelligent consideration may be given to the resolution offered 
by my colleague. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. CONVERSE] the other 
day obtained unanimous consent to offer a resolution, which the House 
adopted, calling for this information as to wools and wools only. The 
object of this resolution is to get this information as to other articles 
besides wools, that the committee may be able to make an intelligent 
report on the proposition offered by my colleague. 

Mr. BELMONT. I think the reading of the resolution which I of- 
fered would show that the pointsof the resolution of my colleague [ Mr. 
HEWITT] are also covered in my resolution; and if my colleague | Mr. 
Hiscock ] has withdrawn his objection—— 

The SPEAKER. Objection has not been withdrawn. Objection is 
made to the present consideration of the resolution with the view of 
having it referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. RANDALL. Objection was made, and under that objection the 
gentleman offering the resolution asked that it might be referred. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has so stated. 

Mr. RANDALL. As I understand, by consent that objection is now 
withdrawn, and by the same consent the gentleman from New York 
pe BELMONT] could again have his proposition brought before the 

ouse. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman from New 
York in front of the Chair [Mr. Hiscock] to`withdraw his objection; 
but several other gentlemen objected to the immediate consideration of 
the resolution, and asked that it should go to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. If there be no further objection this resolution will take 
that course. 

The resolution was referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


AMENDMENTS TO THE CONSTITUTION. 


_ Mr. BEACH, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was read, and referred to the Committee on Rules: 


Resolved, That the ker appoint a committee of thirteen members, to 
Pini Peon be refe: all bills or resolutions proposing amendments to the 
ution. 


BUSINESS OF FEDERAL COURTS. 


Mr. McADOO, by unanimous consent, submitted the following res- 
lution; which was read, and referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary: 

Resolved, That the Judiciary Committee report to this House, by bill or other- 
wise, such measures as in their opinion will decrease the number of cases orig- 


inating in or on appeal in the Federal courts, looking to the decrease of busi- 
‘ness in said courts and the curtailing of the jurisdiction of the same. 


TAX ON TOBACCO, ETC, 


Mr. FIEDLER. I ask unanimous consent to offer for immediate 
consideration the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, andis hereby, directed to com- 
‘municate to this House what amount of money is required to pay the rebate of 
taxes due to the dealers on unbroken ss of smoking and manufactured 
tobacco, cigars, &c.,and when such information has been received the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations be, and is hereby, instructed to provide by bill or oth- 
-erwise an appropriation necessary to discharge the ebligation of the United 
States Government. 

Mr. WILLIS. If my friend will allow me to make a suggestion I 
will say to him that that information is already before the House. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution? 

Mr. RANDALL. Let it go to the Appropriations Committee. 

The resolution was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


CLERK OF COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS. 


Mr. TALBOTT. I ask unanimous consent to offer, for reference to 
‘the Committee on Accounts, the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the clerkship of the Committee on Naval Affairs be, and the 
same is hereby, declared an annual clerkship, with compensation fixed at $1,800 
per annum, and the Clerk of the House is hereby authorized and directed to pay 


the clerk of said committee, out of the contingent fund forthe present session, 
at the above rate. 


` Mr. RANDALL. I object, unless the resolution is offered for refer- 


ence. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution is offered for reference to the Com- 
mittee on Accounts. 

Mr. RANDALL. The proposition being to make the clerkship an 
anrual one, the resolution ought to go to some other committee than 
the Committee on Accounts. That part of it which requires legislation 
-of the two Houses should go to the Committee on Appropriations, be- 
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cause such legislation would require to be inserted in an apprepriation 


The SPEAKER. The resolution provides that the compensation of 
the clerk shall be paid out of the pape il fund ofthe House. ~ 

Mr. RANDALL. But it provides further that the clerkship shall be 
an annual one, 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Clerk willagain report the resolution. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. RANDALL. The first part of the resolution the law. 

Mr. TALBOTT. Iwill say to the gentleman that the clerk of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs in the Forty-seventh Congress was an an- 
nual clerk. 

Mr. RANDALL. That was by law; and if this provision is again 
made it must be by legislation. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the resolution had better be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. TALBOTT. We do not care, so it is considered. 

The resolution was accordingly referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

CASTLE ISLAND, IN BOSTON HARBOR. 

Mr. MORSE, by unanimous consent, intreduced a joint resolution 
(H. Res, 101) authorizing the President of the United States to permit 
the occupancy of Castle Island, in Boston Harbor, by the municipal au- 
thorities in Boston; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


DONATING CONDEMNED CANNON. 

Mr. BAYNE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 3041) 
granting condemned cannon to Capt. Thomas Espy Post, No. 153, Grand 
Army of the Republic of Pennsylvania; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

EDWARD SCHEUDEL. 

Mr. BAYNE, by unanimous consent, also introduced a bill (H.R. 3042) 
granting a pension to Edward Scheudel; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be prifted. 

NORTH CAROLINA CHEROKEE INDIANS. 

Mr. O'HARA, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 3043) 
to pay certain expenses of the Eastern Band of Cherokee Indians in 
Noth Carolina; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


THOMAS WORTHINGTON. 


Mr. ROSECRANS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
3044) for the relief of Thomas Worthington; which was read a firstand 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

I. M. HOGAN. 

Mr. BUDD (by request) introduced, by unanimous consent, a bill 
(H. R. 3045), for the relief of I. M. Hogan; which was read a first and 
irre apg referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 

rinted. : 
, ADJOURNMENT OVER. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move that when the House adjourn to-day it be 
to meet on Monday next. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Mr. PERKINS. I introduced a bill (H. R. 552) granting a pension 
to Lemuel J. Bennett, which was referred by mistake to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. It relates to the Mexican war, and should be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. I ask consent that the reference 
be changed. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. i 
Mr. SPRINGER. I submit a privileged report, which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice, to whom was 
referred the following resolution, namely : 

“ Resolved, That the Attorney-General of the United States is hereby requested 
Me the House of Representatives to furnish the House with an itemized account 
of all the expenditures in the Department of Justice in the prosecution of the 
so-called star route-cases 
having had the same under consideration, have directed me to re 
stitute therefor. The information called for by the said resolution 


i 


rt a sub- 
asalready 
been supplied to the Senate and directed to be printed by that body, hence tho 
committee does not deem it necessary to require the same to be furnished to 
the House. But inasmuch as the committee is directed by the rules of the 
House to examine all the accounts and expenditures of the Department of Jus- 
tice, the manner of keeping the same, the economy, justness, and correctness of 
such expenditures, the proper application of public moneys, the security of the 
Government against unjust and extravagant demands, retrenchment, the en- 
forcement of the payment of moneys due to the United States, the economy and 
accountability of public officers, the abolishment of useless offices, the reduction 
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or increase of the pay of officers, therefore, to enable the committee to make 
the proper inquiry, to ascertain the facts and report them to the House, the 
adoption of the following resolution is recommended asa substitute forthe res- 
olution referred to the committee, namely: _ 

“RR That the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice 
in making the investigations required by the rules of the House be authorized 
to send for persons and papers, and to employ a stenographer and also a mes- 
senger, to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House, but not exceeding 
the compensation of other employés of the House in like positions.” 

All of which is respectfully submitted. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I move the previous question on adopting the 
report and agreeing to the substitute. 

Mr. REED. Has the committee a right to submit a proposition of 
that kind as a substitute? Is that substitute in order? I make the 
point that it isnot inorder. A resolution was referred to the com- 
mittee in regard to a specific matter, and the committee report that an 
answer is already made to the resolution and it is not necessary for the 
House to do anything in regard to it; therefore they propose as a sub- 
stitute something entirely different. 

Now, if the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] thinks that he 
wants to investigate that Department, if he will come in in the regular 
way I will not have the slightest objection; but this looks to me like 
‘climbing over the wall.” 

Mr. SPRINGER, Will the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] state 
what will be the regular way, if this is not? 
es REED. Ishould not venture to instruct the gentleman from 

ois. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then allow “‘the gentleman from Ilinois” to 
instruct the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. REED. I can not do that, for I can not afford to be filled with 
misinformation. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then the gentleman would have us understand 
that he has no room for correct information. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] makes 
the point of order that the substitute reported by the committee is not. 
in order because it is not upon the same subject as the original resolu- 
tion, and therefore not germane to the subject referred to that com- 
mittee. 

The resolution referred to the committee is one calling upon the At- 
torney-General for certain information. The resolution reported by the 
committee in the nature of a substitute is one authorizing the com- 
mittee to send for persons and papers, administer oaths, make certain 
investigations, and employ a stenographer. The Chair thinks the sub- 
stitute is not germane to the resolution referred to the committee. 

Mr. REED. I think the gentleman from Illinois should endeavor to 
restrain himself within the rules of the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Would it not have been in order to move this res- 
olution in the House as a substitute for the original resolution? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not, because the original resolu- 
tion was simply one of inquiry, directed to the head of a Department, 
and under the rules of the House such a resolution must be reported 
back within one week. If it was permitted in reference to a resolution 
of that sort to report back something entirely different, the Chair thinks 
the purpose of the rule would be defeated. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The object of the original resolution, as I under- 
stand, was to obtain certain information from the Department of Jus- 
tice. The committee reports that the information is now accessible to 
it, but desires to obtain the papers referred to in this substitute—such 
papers as cg Be in any of the Departments of the Government. But, 
as the Chair ruled that the proposed substitute is not in order as 
an amendment to this resolution, I ask unanimous consent to report the 
resolution, as instructed by the committee, and ask its present consider- 
ation. 

The SPEAKER. What does the gentleman propose to do with his 
report—withdraw it? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The report, of course, in so far as it reports back 
the resolution, is in order. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman reports back the resolution 
with a substitute. 

Mr. SPRINGER, I have no right to make any other report than 
that, so far as the committee is concerned. 

The SPEAKER. Then the’Chair determines that the substitute is 
not in order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask leave then to withdraw the report. 

The SPEAKER, The question is on disposing of the report. Of 
course if there be no objection it can lie on the table. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask leave to withdraw it. 

There being no objection, the report was withdrawn. 

Mr. REED. I think now we better have the regular order, so as 
to give the gentleman from Illinois time from now until Monday next 
to think this matter over. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I now ask to offer the resolution which has been 


read, 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous con- 
sent to introduce a resolution—for present consideration and reference? 
Mr. SPRINGER. For consideration at this time. 
The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Dlinois asks consent for the 


present consideration of the resolution which has beenread. The gen- 
tleman from Maine demands the regular order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I did not so understand. 

Mr. REED. Oh, yes; I do not understand what the resolution is. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let it be read. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The resolution will be read, subject to objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: f 

Resolved, That the Committee on Expenditures in the De ent of Justice. 
in making the investigations required by the rules of the House, be authorized 
to send for persons and papers, and to employ a stenographer and also a mes- 
senger, to be paid out of the contingent fand of the House, but not exceeding 
the compensation of other employés of the House in like positions. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection ? 

Mr, REED. I should think this ought to go to the Committee on 
Accounts, which is entitled to snp ne! yaoi it is necessary to ex- 
pend anything from the contingent fund for this purpose. 

The SPEAKER. Is ther oljection ? 

Mr, REED. Oh, yes; I object. It may go tothe Committee on Ac- 
counts. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I do not desire it to go to the Committee on Ac- 
counts. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. REED. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being demanded, the first busi- 
ness in order is the call of committees for reports, 

Mr. MOULTON, I ask unanimous consent to introduce at this time 
several bills, as I was unable to be here last Monday. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot entertain the request while the 
demand for the regular order is insisted upon. 

Mr. REED. I withdraw the call for the regular order. 

JACOB FOUKE. 

Mr. MOULTON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
3046) to increase the pension of Jacob Fouke; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

HENRY D. CALDWELL. 

Mr. MOULTON also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. 3047) for the increase of pension of Henry D. Caldwell; which was 
rùd a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pehsions, and ordered to be printed, 

JOHN E. LEWIS. 

Mr. MOULTON also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. 3048) granting a pension to John E. Lewis; which was read ə first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ALFRED H. LOWE. , 

Mr, MOULTON also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. 3049) for the relief of Alfred H. Lowe; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

MARY STILGEBOWER AND OTHERS. 

Mr. MOULTON also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. 3050) for the relief of Mary Stilgebower, and others; which was read. 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and . 
ordered to be printed. 


LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF JOHN SEARS. 

Mr. MOULTON also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. 3051) for the payment of the legal representatives of John Sears; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

POLITICAL CONTRIBUTIONS. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a let- 
ter from the Secretary of the Interior, in reply to a resolution of the 
House, stating that he has no knowledge of the distribution of circulars 
in his ent asking contributions for political purposes in viola- 
tion of law; which was referred to the Select Committee on Reform in 
the Civil Service, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM E. BLUNT. 

"The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Postmaster-General, transmitting the claim of William 
E. Blunt, postmaster at Haverhill, Mass., in accordance with the actof 
Congress of March 17, 1882; which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PETACA GRANT, NO. 105. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a supplemental 
report of the surveyor-general of New Mexico on private Jand claim 


known as Petaca t, No. 105; which was referred to the Committee 
on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. A 


POLITICAL ASSESSMENTS. 
The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House: 
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a letter from the Secretary of War, in reply to a resolution of the House | for the relief of John C. Clark; which was read a first and second time, 


of Representatives relative to the distribution of circulars asking con- 

tributions for political purposes in violation of law; which was referred 

to the Select Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 
CONTESTED-ELECTION CASES. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
the following communication; which, together with the accompanying 
papers, was referred to the Committee on Elections: 

CLERK’S OFFICE, HOUSE or REPRESENTATIVES, 
‘ Washington, D. C., January 9, 1884. 

Sır: I have the honor to transmit herewith a statement of papers on file in 
the office of the Clerk of the House of Representatives in relation to contested- 
election cases in the House of Representatives of the Forty-eighth Congress. 

Very respectfully, 
JOHN B. CLARK, Je., Clerk, 
Hon. JoHN G. CARLISLE, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
Testimony and papers in the following contested-election cases, to wit: 
‘Alaxasdes C. Botkin against Martin ‘Maginnis, from the Territory of Mon- 


J against hio, a 
William E. English against Stanton J. Peelle, from the State of Indiana. 
nst James Wilson, from the State of Iowa. 
George T. Garrison against Robert M. Mayo, from the State of Virginia. 
John W. Jones against Charles M. Shelley, from the State of Alabama. 
Fiche os relating to reports made by supervisors of the late general election in 
o, 


John E. Massey against John S. Wise, from the State of Vi is. 
fe A. Manzanares against Tranquilino Luna, from the Territory of New Mex- 


James H. McLean against James O. Broadhead, from the State of Missouri. 
Charles T. O’Ferrell against John Paul, from the State of Virginia. 
Jonathan H. Wallace against William McKinley, from the State of Ohio. 
S. N. Wood against S. R. Peters, from the State of Kansas. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana, by unanimous consent, was granted leave 
-of absence for one week, on aceount of important business. 
CALL OF COMMITTEES. 


TheSPEAKER. The House will now proceed with the regular order, 
which is the call of committees for reports. 
FORT WORTH NATIONAL BANK. 


Mr. MILLER, of Texas, from the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency, reported back with amendments a bill (H. R. 1574) to author- 
ize the increase of the capital stock of the First National Bank of Fort 
Worth, Tex.; which was referred to the House Calendar, and ordered 
‘to be printed. 

CHANGES OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. ROSECRANS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 

back bills of the following titles; and the same were referred to the 
‘Committee on War Claims: 

A bill (H. R. 50) to indemnify the State of California for balances 

paid and remaining due on account of indebtedness incurred in the In- 
-dian wars in said State, for the payment of which the State of Cali- 
fornia issued bonds in the year 1862; and 

A bill (H. R. 51) to indemnify the State of California for balances 
paid and remaining due on account of indebtedness incurred in the In- 

-dian wars, for the payment of which said State issued bonds in 1851 
-and 1852, a partof which remain unpaid, rules A delays occasioned 
‘by War Department rulings under the act of Congress of August 5, 
1854. $ 

Mr. REAGAN, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back bills 
-of the following titles; and same were referred tothe Committee on Riv- 
-ers and Harbors: 

A bill (H. R. 101) to protect the commercial interests of California 
-and to improve the navigation of its rivers and harbors; 

A bill (H. R. 102) to protect the commercial interests of California 
and to improve the navigation of its rivers and harbors; 

A bill (H. R. 144) for the relief of James Caler, of Stamford, Conn. ; 
A bill (H. R. 262) for the relief of Langdon, Richardson & Co.; 
A bill (H. R. 823) for the better protection of life and property on 
Lake Michigan by the construction of a harbor of refuge; 

A bill (H. R. 854) to improve and preserve the harbor of Greenville, 
Mi 


jess 
A bill (H. R. 855) to preserve and improve the harbor at Vicksburg, 
in the State of Mississippi; 

A-bill (H. R. 1063) authorizing the construction of a harbor of refuge 
at the mouth of Big Sandy Creek, New York; and 

A bill (H. R. 1460) making an appropriation for resuming work on 
the jetiies in Charleston Harbor, South Carolina, to be available imme- 

- diately. 
F. G. SCHWATKA AND WIFE. 

On motion of Mr. GEORGE, by unanimous consent, the bill (S. 264) 
for the relief of F. G. Schwatka and wife was taken from the Speaker’s 
table, read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, 

-and ordered to be printed. 
: JOHN ©. CLARK. 
Mr. PETERS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 3052) 


eferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 
HARRY FONES. 

Mr. PETERS also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
3053) for the relief of Harry Fones; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. be 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE OF A BILL. j 

On motion of Mr. PETERS, by unanimous consent, the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions was discharged from the further consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 563) for the relief of Elkanah Huddleston, and the same 
was referred to the Committee on War Claims. : 


IMMEDIATE APPROPRIATION FOR IMPROVEMENT MISSISSIPPI RIVER 
Mr. KING, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint resolution (H. 

Res. 102) for the immediate appropriation of $1,000,000, in accordance 

with the urgent request of the Mississippi River Commission, for the 

preservation, repair, and construction of certain works for the improve- 

ment of said river; which was read a first and second time, referred to 

the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

FREDERICK W. RUGGLES. 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, by unanimous consent, introduced a 
bill (H. R. 3054) for the relief of Frederick W. Ruggles; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PRINTING FOR COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS. 


Mr. MORRISON. I desire to offer for present consideration the res- 
olution I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, subject to objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Ways and Means be authorized to have 
printed and bound such documents for the use of said committee asitmay deem 
n in connection with subjects considered by the said committee during 
the present Congress. 

Mr. MORRISON. That is the usual resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution ? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRISON moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ENCOURAGEMENT OF AMERICAN SHIP-BUILDING. 

Mr. DINGLEY, by unanisfous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 3055) 
to encourage American ship-building for the foreign carrying trade; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Select Commit- 
tee on American Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests, and ordered 
to be printed. 

BUREAU OF NAVIGATION, TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. DINGLEY also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
3056) to constitute a bureau of navigation in the Treasury ent; 
which was read a ee ne oe time, referred to the Select Com- 
mittee on American Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine has sent to the desk 
for reference another bill. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I have no objection to its reference pend- 
ing the motion to adjourn. 

AMENDMENT OF PILOT LAWS. 

Mr. DINGLEY also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. 3057) relating to pilots and pilotage; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Select Committee on American Ship-build- 
ing and Ship-owning Interests, and ordered to be printed. 

INVESTIGATION OF EXPENDITURES IN DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I ask consent to offer for immediate consideration 
the resolution which I send to the desk. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I will yield for the reading of the resolu- 
tion. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee ditures in th 
in mating the machine e tion required ed by the rules of the use raptors 
to send for persons and papers. 

Mr. REED. I make no objection to that. The other resolution to 
which I made objection involved an expenditure of the public money, 
and I thought it should be audited by the Committee on Accounts. 
To this resolution I make no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. SPRINGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
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tion was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


COMMITTEE STENOGRAPHER AND MESSENGER. 
Mr. SPRINGER, by unanimousconsent, submitted fhe following res- 
olution; which was read, and referred to the Committee on Accounts: 


That the Committee on P&penditures in the Department of Justice 
a A to employ a stenographer and also a messenger, to be paid out 
of the contingent fund of the House. 


ASSISTANT CLERK, ELECTIONS COMMITTEE. 


Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, by unanimous consent, submitted the fol- 
lowing resolution; which was referred to the Committee on Accounts: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Elections be authorized to employ an assist- 
ant clerk during the present Con at the same rate of compensation as has 
been heretofore allowed such assistant clerk. 


INCORPORATION ACTS OF TERRITORIES. 


Mr. BRENTS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 3058) 
to amend section 1889, of chapter 1, title 23, of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, relative to general incorporation acts of Territories; 
which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. BRENTS. I desire that that bill shall be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

The SPEAKER. Cader the'rule all bills affecting Territories go 
to the Committee on Territories; but if the gentleman desires to move 
the reference of the bill to another committee the Chair will entertain 
such motion. 

Mr. BRENTS. I move that the bill be referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

The motion was to; and the bill was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


ISSUE OF GOLD AND SILVER CERTIFICATES. 

Mr. WOOD. I desire to submit a resolution requesting information 
of the Secretary of the Treasury concerning the issue of gold and silver 
certificates. I ask unanimous consent that the resolution be read and 
acted upon now. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let the resolution be read. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The resolution will be read, subject to objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Thai Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, ed t 
state to t plera Scion gold sortificaten iaced by the vs bissa De. 
paroma between December 1, 1878, and December 1, 1881; and if none were 

ed between these dates, his reasons for non-issue are hereby requ |; and 
titat he also state the amount issued during the years 1882 and 1883, and his rea- 
sons for the limited issue thereof durin, years; and he further state 
this House his reasons for discontin the issue of silver certificates since 
1881, and his reasons for not issuing gold and ri certificates, as required to be 
done by law. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this resolution? 

There was no objection, and the resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. WOOD moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution was 
agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

HOURS OF LABOR. 

Mr. LAMB, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 3059) to 
fix and regulate the hours of labor of laborers, workmen, and mechanics 
employed by the Government of the United States; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Labor, and ordered 
to be printed. 


BUREAU OF STATISTICS OF LABOR. 

Mr. LAMB also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
3060) to establish a bureau of statistics of labor; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Labor, and ordered to 
be printed. 

STAFF OFFICERS OF THE NAVY. 

Mr. MORSE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 3061) 
to equalize the rank and pay of certain staff officers of the Navy; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. COX, of New York. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the motion to adjourn. 

The motion was to; and accordingly (at1 o’clock and 25 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned until Monday next. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 
By Mr. BALLENTINE: The petition of Elizabeth Hensley and of 
Luke Lee, for compensation for property taken and used by the United 
States Army during the late war—severally to the Committee on War 
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Bw Mr. BARBOUR: The petition of Hon. Lewis McKenzie, for re- 
lief—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. J. M. CAMPBELL: The petition of the Grand Division of 
the Sons of Temperance of Pennsylvania, for a commission of inquiry 
concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic—to the Select Committee on the 
Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. CARLETON: The petition of the Good Templars of Michigan 
for a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traflic—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr, CLAY: The petition of citizens of the second Congressional 
district of Kentucky, for an appropriation for the improvement of Green 
and Barren Rivers, in the State of Kentucky—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, 

By Mr. CRISP: Paper relating to the improvement of the Flint, Oc- 
mulgee, and Oconee Rivers, in the State of Georgia—severally to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. DIBRELL: The petition of O. M. Thurman, for relief—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. EVERHART: The petition of citizens of Delaware County, 
Pennsylvania, for the abolition of the reservation system, by granting 
to all Indians not now under the Indian government of the Indian 
ae. lands in severalty, &c.—to the Committee on Indian Af- 

rs. 

By Mr. FINDLAY: Paper relating to the claim of John A. Dugan— 
to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. GRAVES: Paper relating to the claim of Timothy MeCor- 
mick—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Dr. Edward Dunscomb—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HILL: The petition ofthe Grand Temple of Honor of Ohio, for 
a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor trafiic—to the 
Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, the petition of Humphrey and others, druggists of Napoleon and 
Defiance, Ohio, for achange in the revenue law regulating licenses— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HISCOCK: The petition of Bridget Dowd, to be restored to 
the pension-rolls—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JORDAN: The petition of A. W. Hicks, for pay as messen- 
ger—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, the petition of Justus M. Brown, United States Army, and of 
V. B. Hubbard and others, for restoration to original relative position 
in the Medical Department of the Army—severally to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: The petition of Anna Hessen, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Theo. I, Samuels, for increase of pension—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. MAYBURY : Papers relating to the claim of John A. Whit- 
all—to the Committee on Claims. r 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: The petition of L. F. Hinds and others, for 
equalization of bounties—to the Select Committee on the Payment of 
Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. MORSE: The petition of the directors of the Associated 
Charities of Boston, Mass., for a postal-savings depository—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MURPHY: The resolutions adopted by the Legislature of 
Tllinois; memorial of commission appointed by a convention held if the 
city of Davenport, Iowa, May 25 and 26, 1881; of the Davenport (Iowa 
Board of Trade; of Robert Krause and others, of the Hennepin Can: 
Central Committee; the resolutions and petition of the Chicago Board of 
Trade; of C. B. Bills and 48 others, of Cedar County, Iowa; paper of 
A. B. Miller, chairman of committee on canal transportation of the 
New York Board of Trade and Transportation; and 17 petitions of citi- 
zens of Illinois, for the construction of the Illinois and Michigan Canal— 
severally to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

Also, the petition of the Iowa State Medical Association, for the erec- 
tion of a fire-proof building for the use of the Army medical library 
and museum—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, the petition of Lieut. Gilman L, Johnson, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RANDALL: The petition of the National Division of the 
Sons of Temperance, for a commission of inquiry concerning the alco- 
holic liquor traflic—to the Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. ° 

By Mr. J. H. ROGERS: Paper relating to the claim of Amos M. 
Adams—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the Fort Smith military reservation, Arkan- 
sas—to the Committee on the Publie Lands. 

Also, paper relating to the Arkansas swamp-land indemnity, and 
papers relating to the Arkansas Cherokee Indian reservation—severally 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. STOCKSLAGER: Paper relating to the claim of William 
Martin—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: Papers relating to the claim of the Somerset 
Baptist church, of Somerset, Ky.—to the Committee en War Claims. 

By Mr. TUCKER: Papers relating to the claim of H. W. Vander- 
grift—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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_ By Mr. VANCE: The petition of J. K. Bryson and others, and of 
citizens of Haywood County, North Carolina, for the establishment of 
post-routes—severally to the Committee, on the Post-Office and Post- 


Also, the petition of the Medical Society of North Carolina, for the 
erection of a fire-proof building for the Surgeon-General’s library—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, . 

By Mr. RICHARD WARNER: The petition of James W. Holman; 
of D. W. Holman, assignee of R. A. McDonald, and J. D. Tillman, 
administrator of estate of Henry Kelso, deceased; of D. W. W. Hol- 
man, executor of John Landess, deceased; of William C. Morgan, and 
of Jefferson King, administrator of the estate of Robert J. Small, de- 
ceased, for relief—severally to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WASHBURN: The resolutions adopted by the Stock-Breed- 
ers’ Association of Minnesota, for the protection of cattle and meat 
on a the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, the jointresolution of the Legislatureof Minnesota, asking Con- 
gress to grant permission to bridge the Mississippi River at Saint Paul— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Minnesota, for the improvement of 
the Mississippi River and its tributaries—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. WORTHINGTON: The petition of Edward V. Hughs, for 
relief—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The following petitions, praying for an appropriation for the payment 
of the rebate of tax on unbroken packages of smoking and manufactured 
tobacco, cigars, &c., were presented, and severally referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations: 

By Mr. CULLEN: Of citizens of Pern, Ill. 
eye Mr. DEUSTER: Of Dewey & Davis and others, of Milwaukee, 
is. 

By Mr. HART: Of Gregg, Overman & Co. and other business firms 
of Hillsborough, Ohio. 

By Mr. HITT: Of O. Barrett and 19 others, of Galena, and of Jacob 
Krohn and 23 others, of Freeport, Ill. 
Paid Mr. JORDAN: Of dealers and jobbers in tobacco of Cincinnati, 
0. 

By Mr. MURPHY: Of citizens of Clinton and of Muscatine, Iowa. 

By Mr. MORSE: Of citizens of Boston, Mass. 

By Mr. HARA: Of merchants of Kinston, N. C. 

By Mr. POST: Of citizens of Wayne County, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. VAN ALSTYNE: Of citizens of Albany, N. Y. 

By Mr. WASHBURN: Of jobbers and dealers in tobacco of the city of 
Minneapolis, Minn. 

By Mr. WOOD: Of citizens of Logansport, Ind. 

By Mr. G. D. WISE: Of Spotts & Gibson and others. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, January 11, 1884. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. ELIAS DE Wrrr HUNTLEY, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 448) to fix the times for holding the terms of the cir- 
cuit and district courts of the United States in the northern district of 
Towa was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. $ 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I present a resolution adopted at a meeting of 
the Citizens’ Suffrage Association of Philadelphia, Pa., si esa the 
protection of all United States citizens in their right to vote. I desire 
to state in this connection that the resolution was forwarded to me by 
Miss Susun B. Anthony with the request that I call special attention to 
the subject. I miove that the resolution be referred to the Select Com- 
mittee on Woman S$ 

The motion was a; to. ; 

Mr, INGALLS presented a petition of jobbers and dealers in manu- 
factured tobacco, citizens of Atchison, Kans., Graying for a tobacco-re- 
bate appropriation; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. : 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Kansas who were soldiers 
in the late war, praying for additional relief by way of pension; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LAPHAM presented the petition of John W. Cater, surviving 
partner of the firm of Aymar & Co., importers, of New York city, and 
the petition of the trustees of the estate of David Wood, of New York 
city, praying for the payment of their claims against the United States 
for a refund of customs duties; which were referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. BAYARD presented the petition of Mrs. Ellida J. Middleton, 
widow of the late Rear-Admiral Edward Middleton, United States 


Navy, praying that she be granted a pension; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SAWYER presented the petition of J. S. McDonald, N. Boord- 
man, A. G. Ruggles, Mrs. M. H. Galloway, J. A. Treat, and W. C. 
Hamilton, citizens of Wisconsin, praying Congress to declare valid the 
acts of the United States land officers in making sales to them of lands 
lying within the limits of the ancient land grant in Upper Michigan, 
known as the Ontonagon and Brulé River grant; which was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. CALL presented a petition of citizens of Florida living along the 
line of the Tropical Florida Railroad, praying that no indemnity of 
United States homesteadable lands be allowed that road for lands here- 
tofore located and settled by individuals upon the alternate sections 
within the six-mile limits; which was referred to the Committee on 
Publie Lands. 

Mr. COKE presented a petition of citizens of Galveston, Tex., pray- 
ing for a tobacco-rebate appropriation; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 713) to remove’ the political disabilities of Samuel 
H. Lockett, of Alabama, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. PIKE, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 538) for the relief of William H. Beck, assignee of A. Bur- 
well, submitted an adverse report thereon. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be placed upon the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

. Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 686) to fix the time for holding the district court 
in the district of Maine at Bangor, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Patents, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 672) to amend section 4887 of the Revised Statutes in rela- 
tion to patents, reported it without amendment. 


ARMY REGISTER. 


Mr. HAWLEY. The Committee on Printing instruct me to offer 
the following resolution, and to ask for its present consideration: 

Resolved, That 1,000 copies of the latest Army Register be printed for the use 
of the Senate. 5 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator from Connecticut 
if that is the usual number we have had. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That is the usual edition. It is from the type 
which are now standing, and can be printed within our rules. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


NAVAL REGISTER. 
Mr. HAWLEY. Similarly Iam directed by the Committee on Print- 
ing to submit the following resolution concerning the Naval Register: 
Resolved, That 1,000 copies of the latest Naval Register by printed for the use 
of the Senate. $ 
The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 
MISSISSIPPI RIVER IMPROVEMENT. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. Iam instructed by the Committee on the Im- 
provement of the Mississippi River and Tributaries, to whom was re- 
ferred the joint resolution (S. R. 34) for the immediate appropriation 
of $1,000,000, in accordance with the urgent request of the Mississippi 
River Commission, for the preservation, repair, and construction of 
certain works for the improvement of said river, to report it without 
amendment. ’ 

I need not say anything more than is known to every member of this 
body as to the importance and necessity of this appropriation tirged so 
strongly by the Mississippi River Commission and also by a special 
message from the President of the United States. I would ask, ifit he 
proper, that the joint resolution may have immediate consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution; which was read. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, that is a very large appropriation, and 
I should like to have the Senator reporting it explain what the pur- 

is and how the application of the money is limited. I am myself 
in favor of liberal appropriations for the improvement of the navigation 
of the Mississippi River. I believe some two thousand millions of tons 
annually are borne on the waters of the whole length of that river, and 
it is, of course, one of the most important interests of the country; but 
the Senate on full discussion two years ago provided that the moneys 
then appropriated should be limited to the improvement of the navi- 
gation of the river as distinguished from the safety of the land from 
overflow. Iam not speaking now of my own individual opinion, but 
of what was adopted by Congress. 

The President recommended a much more liberal and expensive pol- 
icy. The President recommended by his special message an appropri- 
ation which he said in that message would probably reach $30,000,000, 
and a good many persons of pretty large experience and sound judg- 
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ment supposed that the scheme then recommended by the President 
would amount to at least $50,000,000 before it was fully carried out. 

Congress carefully provided that no portion of the money expended 
by the commission should be applied to the system of levees, thereby 
saving to the country in comparison with the policy proposed by the 
President nearly or quite $30,000,000. I wish to know whether this 
resolve goes on the President's theory of expenditure or on that adopted 
by Congress. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I willsay in response to the suggestion of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts that, as I understand, the policy of the act to 
which he refers is to be continued beyonda doubt. This appropriation 
of $1,000,000 at this time is not only necessary upon the same principle 
upon which we made the appropriation to which the Senator refers, but 
on account of the additional fact that the work is now, from the ex- 
haustion of the money before appropriated, in such a position that it is 
absolutely necessary to make a speedy and prompt appropriation for the 
purpose of saving what has already been doneand protecting the works 
and machinery which are already in use there; and the danger of the 
wet season coming on immediately, leaving itin this unfinished condi- 
tion, would have a tendency to do more injury really than the amount 
of $1,000,000 which it is proposed to appropriate. I suppose there can 
be no question asto that. If the Senator hasany doubt upon that point 
he can suggest an amendment to the effect that the money shall be used 
in the manner heretofore limited. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wish simply to suggest to the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts that the joint resolution itself without the preamble be read, 


and I think he will then see that the appropriation itself does not ex- | 


tend the provisions of the law. Let the joint resolution itself be read 
without the preamble. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam aye in favor of a very liberal appropriation for 
the Mississippi River. I think it is a matter of national concern, as 
the Senator well knows. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand that. 

Mr. HOAR. But I think it important that we should understand, 
and that the country should understand, upon which theory we are pro- 
ceeding, whether upon'the theory urged upon us by the special message 
sent in by the President, which would add $50,000,000 certainly (as the 
President himself thought $30,000,000) tothe expenditure proposed two 
years ago, or on the more economical theory of the act actually passed 
year before last. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is the reason why I ask for the reading of 
the joint resolution. Let the joint resolution be read as it is, without 
the preamble. There is a preamble as long as my arm. I ask that the 
joint resolution be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will report the joint 
resolution, 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: . 

Resolved by the Senate and House of ‘ives, £o., That the sum of $1,000,000 
be, and is hereby, appropriated, or so much thereof as may be necessary, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the improvement of 
the Mississippi River, which said sum shall be expended, under the direction of 
the of War, in accordance with the plans, specifications, estimates, and 
recommendations of the Mississippi River Commission created by an actentitled 
“An act to provide for the appointment ofa Mississippi River commission jn bd 
improvement of said river from the head of the passes, near its mouth, to its htad- 
waters,” approved June 28, 1879, 


Mr. COCKRELL, I desired that the joint resolution should be read 
simply to show to the Senator from Massachusetts that this does not 
change the exisfinglawatall. The commission have reported a plan and 
system of improvements at certain reaches in the river, and now this is 
simply to carry it on under the existing Jaw without enlarging it in any 
shape, manner, or form. 

. GARLAND. 1 ask the attention of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts for amoment. The very praiseworthy recommendation of the 
President to which he alluded was not adopted by the Congress. For 
one I advocated it, and I hope that before this session adjourns we shall 
work up to it. But the appropriation of $5,000,000 for this river spe- 
cifically was made and limited under the act of the 28th of June, 1879. 
The commission now come forward and report that without this addi- 
tional appropriation they must stop the work that has and must 
lose that. They ask for an additional appropriation of $1,000,000 to 
complete that work for which we have appropriated already. We did 
not take the liberal proposition of the President, but we restricted it, 
as the Senator from Missouri remembers, under the act of June 28, 
1879, and this appropriation is to be restricted in the same way. We 
hope after a while to come up to the high standard erected by the Presi- 
dent in this matter; but for the time being, in order to complete the 
work that is being done, we ask for this appropriation; and it has re- 
ceived the indorsement already of two committees at this session. 

Mr. DAWES. Would it be in order to amend the joint resolution 
and make it a bill? It seems to me that it is very much better that 
any yf ttm rovision as that should be in the form of a bill. 

Mr. L. I that when we adopt the enacting part 
of it, then weshall strike out the resolving clause and the preamble and 
make it a bill. 

Mr. DAWES. I think the method of appropriating money by joint 
resolution is not a good one. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. Let the joint resolution be passed, and then we 
ċan strike out the preamble and put a title to it as a bill. 

Mr. DAWES. Very well. 

Mr. PLUMB. I should like to make an inquiry of some one who is 
familiar with the subject. Perhaps the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
GARLAND] will be able to answer. I wish to know how much money 
it is proposed to appropriate for this purpose during the current year 
of which this is to be a part, and how much it will take to carry out 
the present plan under which the river is being improved? 

Mr. JONAS. . In answer to the inquiry of the Senator from Kansas 
I will say that thereport of the Mississippi River Commission, to whom 
by law has been intrusted the prosecution of this work and whose plans 
have been approved by Congress, is before the Senate. The commis- 
sion have asked this year for anappropriation of about $3,500,000, pro- 
vided that the work to be carried on shall be limited to the two reaches 
on which they have been engaged for the past two years. If the New 
Madrid reach is to be included, then they ask for an additional appro- 
priation of $1,000,000. Out of this amount of $3,500,000 they ask for 
$1,000,000 now for an emergency. Congress, at its last session, as the 
Senator will remember, failed to pass any appropriation for the Mis- 
sissippi River, and the appropriation made at the former session has 
been exhausted, A large amount of labor is still employed, a great 
deal of work is still incomplete, whichis threatened with injury by the 
winter and spring floods, and a large and valuable plant which has 
been collected along the river belonging to the Government and in use 
by the Mississippi River Commission is exposed to danger and destruc- 
tion. 

Of course this appropriation, if made, will be subject to all the re- 
strictions which have been put upon the use of the money appropriated 
by Congress hitherto for the improvement of the Mississippi, and will 
be deducted from any appropriation which may be made by the pres- 
ent Congress for the prosecution of the work. 

Mr. PLUMB. I call for the reading of the joint resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. INGALLS in the chair), The 
Chief Clerk will again report the joint resolution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let only the enacting part be read. The pre- 
amble need not be again read. 

Mr. PLUMB. Omit the preamble, 

The Chief Clerk again read the joint resolution. 

Mr. PLUMB. I did not make the inquiry which I made a moment 
ago for the purpose of interposing any objection to this appropriation 
or of saying anything in the nature of criticism upon the work which 
is to be carried on; but following the suggestion of the Senator from 
Louisiana I ask him if it would not be better that there should be a 
direct reference to the law under which the Mississippi? River Commis- 
sion is operating? 

Mr. GARLAND. There is. 

Mr. PLUMB. My recollection is that the money is to be expended 
according to the report of the commission and under the direction of 
the Secretary of War. 

Mr. GARLAND. According to the act of the 28th of June, 1879. 

Mr. PLUMB. I overlooked that. 

Mr. GARLAND. That is in the joint resolution. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to make a remark by way of suggestion, be- 
cause we have had a little controversy here about the question whether 
levees were to be built or not; and about that the Senate divided. I 
believe, and I think everybody else does, that this appropriation, and 
all such appropriations, will practically result in building levees. I 
am not going to say that they are not necessary for the purpose of car- 
rying out this plan, but I wish to suggest that if we build levees they 
can only be kept up in one Way, and that is by traversing them by 


Tailroads. It is capable of demonstration that a railroad can be built, 


with very little added cost, along the bank of the river where levees 
are constructed for the purpose of keeping the channel within bounds, 
It will be not only an economical provision, but the only practical 


method of keeping the levees in repair against the contingencies which 
that immense body of water, swollen as it is at times, is bound to con- 
stantly present. 


I believe that we shall finally be constrained, not only by reason of a 
indicious expenditure of the public money but as an aid to the only 
effective way of improving the Mississippi River, to build a railroad 
along each bank for the purpose of protecting it, and asa matter of 
course incidentally and also very significantly adding to the transporta- 
tion facilities of the Mississippi Valley. 

Mr. PLATT. I understand that the joint resolution was reported 
favorably this morning by the Committee on the Improvement of the 
Mississippi River and Tributaries. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. So the Chair is advised. 

Mr. PLATT. And one objection carries it over. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Not now. Unanimous consent has been given 
to its present consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that objec- 
tions were called for, and as none were made the joint resolution is 
now before the Senate by unanimous consent, and one objection will 
not carry it over. 

Mr. PLATT. All I desire to say is that, if the joint resolution is 
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to be pressed for consideration this morning, I propose to content my- 
self with voting against it. Ido not think that we ought, even in as 
important a matter as the improvement of the Mississippi River, to 
pass a bill which appropriates $1,000,000, which does not lie upon our 
desks, and which we have no opportunity of examining except as it is 
read at the Secretary’s desk. ? 4 

Without any reference to whether the appropriation is proper or not, 
but solely with reference to the fact that I deem it to be an indiscreet 
and dangerous way of appropriating money, I desire to have it under- 
stood that my vote will be in opposition to the joint resolution. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have read now, since my remarks, a moment ago, 
the joint resolution. _ It does not convey the construction or limitation 
which I supposed. The reference here to the act is simply for the pur- 
pose of describing the commission. It simply speaks of a certain com- 

‚mission that was created by a certain act, and the appropriation is not 
limited in any way except by the recommendations which that commis- 
sion have 

As I said, the matter of the construction of levees has been made the 
subject of discussion and of division in the Senate, and I think it is 
hardly fair now to appropriate money which may be used outside of the 
limitations heretofore created by statute. I therefore suggest to the 
Senator from Arkansas that he should so amend the joint resolution as 
that the money shall be appropriated according to the directions con- 
tained in the last appropriation act, whether it be the river and harbor 
act or some other. 

Mr. JONAS. ‘‘Subject to the provisions of the last appropriation 
made in the river and harbor act.” 

Mr. PLUMB. That will answer. 

Mr. JONAS. The Senate divided on that. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to amend by stating: ‘‘And subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the appropriation for the improvement of 
the Mississippi River contained in the river and harbor act of August, 
1882:” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator had better prepare his 
amendment in writing and send itto the Secretary’s desk. 

Mr. PLUMB. Itis thatinasmuchas this isa matterof some 
importance the joint resolution should lie over for the time being in 
order that it may be put into such shape as to encounter no opposition. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Itcan gather none now. The point has been 
conceded. An amendment has been suggested and accepted that will 
remove all objection to the proposition. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I have the amendment here which is 
desired, I suppose. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. There is no objection to the amendment at all. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. The provision in the last river and 
harbor act in relation to the expenditures for the improvement of the 
Mississippi River reads as follows: 

Provided, further, That the money hereby appropriated shall be used solely for 
the improvement of the navigation of the Mississippi River and its tributaries, 
and no part thereof shall be expended with the view to the improvement 
private property. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Put that on. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Insert the same proviso as an amendment to the 
joint resolution, to come in at the end. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iwill withdraw the amendment I offered for the pur- 
pose of permitting the Senator from New York to offer his. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I move as an amendment the proviso 
which I have read. I would strike out the words ‘‘and its tributaries,” 
as this appropriation applies only tothe Mississippi, as I understand it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be so modified. 

Mr. PLATT. Let it be reported by the Secretary. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Secretary will report the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from New York. 

The amendment was read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from New York? The Chair hears none, and 
it is to. 

I ask that the joint resolution be reported as 
amended. - 

The joint resolution was read as amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair will s 
frame is to be so as to make this a bill instead of a joint resolu- 
tion, the amendment better be made now. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move, then, to strike out the enacting clause of 
-the joint resolution and the preamble and to insert: 

A bill for the improvement of the Mississippi River. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It should read: “A bill making an appropriation 
for the improvement of the Mississippi River.’’ 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is no necessity forthat. It isa bill for the 
improvement of the Mississippi River, and it shows in itself what itis for. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I think it is usual to put in the word ‘‘ appropria- 
tion” in the title. 

Mr. DAWES. I suggest further that it should read: ‘‘A bill making 

-an appropriation for continuing the improvement of the Mississippi 
River.” 
Mr. HAWLEY. That is better still. 
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that if the 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. These suggestions are not made in the 
nature of a motion to amend. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I move to amend the title so as to read: ‘‘A bill 
making an appropriation for continuing the improvement of the Missis- 
sippi River.” ; 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution as amended was to “A bill (S. 1038) 
making an appropriation for continuing the improvement of the Mis- 
sissippi River.’’ i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be regarded as having ` 
been read twice and being now before the Senate as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

Mr. CONGER. Before the final vote on the bill I desire to enter a 
protest against the bill being reported and passed as a report from the 
Committee on the Improvement of the Mississippi River and Tributa- 
ries, The appropriations upon this subject have been reported hereto- 
fore from the Committee on Commerce; the last appropriation and all 
the appropriations, In the absence of the members of that committee, 
or without attention to it, when the joint resolution had been referred 
to the Committee on Commerce and a report made by the committee 
for this purpose, it was found that in some manner the reference had 
been changed, probably by a suggestion without attention being called 
to it. By the determination of the Senate these appropriations go to 
the Committee on Commerce and are reported in the river and harbor 
bill, as determined in the Senate heretofore. Whatever appropriation 
is made now is a preliminary appropriation only to carry on work until 
the river and harbor bill shall be completed. 

While I shall not oppose the of the bill now and shall vote for 
it, I desire to say that it should have been reported by the committee 
making the general report for this improvement. When the Commit- 
tee on Commerce made their report for the improvement of this river 
they should, and will undoubtedly, take into consideration this pre- 
liminary appropriation as a part of the general appropriation for the 
Mississippi River for this year, and it should have been reported by that 
committee, so as to be a part of their general report for the year. 

I make these remarks that it may not hereafter be assumed that with- 
out objection this appropriation has come from another committee, and 
that it may not be claimed that it is independent of the isa appro- 
oder to be reported in the river and harbor bill. is is not to 

taken as a precedent for any future legislation on this subject. 

The bill TERROS to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, the third time, and passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HALE. [I offer an order—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That order has not been reached yet. 
The introduction of bills and joint resolutions is now in order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask leave to introduce, without previous notice, 
a bill, the title of which I ask to have read. 

By unanimous consent obtained, leave was granted.to introduce a 
bill (S. 1039) for the relief of the survivors of the exploring steamer 
Jeannette and the widows and children of those who perished in the 
retreat from the wreck of that vessel in the Arctic seas; which was read 
twice by its title. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Before the reference of the bill to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, where I presume it will go—for although it provides 
payments, yet it is particular, special payments, and is therefore not 
any otherwise an appropriation than a pension bill is—I wish to say 
that I hope the Committee on Naval Affairs will favorably consider the 
bill. It may be that the sums are not precisely such as the committee 
would think wise, but in respect of affording relief to the survivors of 
the Jeannette expedition and the widows of those who are lost I hope 
the bill will receive favorable consideration. 

I was opposed to the sending forth of that expedition, and I think I 
prophesied, because every man thinks he is a prophet himself, that we 
should be obliged to send another expedition to recover that lost one, 
and it turned out to be so. I have been of opinion for along time that 
the advantages to be gained for science (and that is all there is to it, be- 
cause practically navigation in those waters is out of the question) 
were altogether incommensurate with the loss of life and exposure of 
the brave men who were induced or who were willing to undertake such 
expeditions; but as it was undertaken under the auspices of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, I think we ought to make every repara- 
tion and provision reasonably in our power for the people who imper- 
iled their lives and the representatives of those who lost their lives in 
that expedition. 

In connection with the bill I ask leave to send to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs a letter from the honorable Secretary of the Navy ad- 
dressed to me upon the subject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill and accompanying paper will 
be referred to the Committee,on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HALE. Should not the letter be printed? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the letter will 
be printed. The Chair hears none. 

_ Mr. VOORHEES asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 1040) to provide for the construction of a public 
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building at New AJbany, Ind.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to introduce 
a bill (S. 1041) for the relief of the heir of Constantino Brumidi; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Li- 
brary. 
Mr. COKE asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 1042) for the relief of the legal representatives of the 
late Capt. John G. Tod, of Texas; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 


Mr. GEORGE (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. 1043) to quiet certain land titles in 
the State of Mississippi; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. CALL (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. 1044) to establish a university of medicine 
at the capital of the United States, in the District of Columbia, for the 
advancement of science and the discovery of improved methods of treat- 
ment and cure of disease; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 1045) providing for the establishment of a system of 
postal savings-banks in the United States; which was read twice by its 

title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CAMDEN asked by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 1046) increasing pension of Martha P. Stribling; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. VAN WYCK asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 1047) for the relief of Wesley Montgomery; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

` Mr. SAWYER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 1048) appropriatinga certain sum of money therein 
named to William S. Stanley, jr.; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Mil- 
i Affairs. 
Mr. SLATER (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. 1049) for therelief of Henry H. Woodward, 
of Oregon; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 
PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. HALE, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of Daniel Mershon, jr., be taken from the 
files and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

On motion of Mr, GARLAND, it was 

Ordered, That the petition and of M. C. Frambes and others, owners of 
the schooner T. P. Learned. be an: a the files and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, no report having been made. 

On motion of Mr. JACKSON, it was 

Ordered, That Rear-Admiral Samuel P. Carter be permitted to withdraw the 
papers in his case from the Senate. 

On motion of Mr. ANTHONY, it was 

Ordered, That the papers relating to the case of Robert Sheridan be taken from 
the files and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


FLORIDA RAILROAD LAND GRANT, 

„Mr. CALL. I offer the following resolution and ask for its present 
consideration: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be instructed to send to the Senate 
copies of all letters, statements, and other papers in the possession of the Interior 
Department relating to the grant of lands made by the United States to the 
Florida Railroad, or to the State of Florida for the Florida ,or TOE 
to the reservation of any of said lands for the benefit of the assignees of sai 
road, including the railroad from Waldo to Tampa, Fla. 


The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 
MEAT EXPORTATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further ‘‘concurrent 
or other resolutions,” the Calendar of resolutions offered on previous 
days is in order. The Chair sees by reference to the printed Calendar 
that the only resolution on the Calendar are those which were 
over yesterday with one exception. The Chair understands that the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ANTHONY ] desires to call up the reso- 
lution offered by him on a previous day. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair, if there be no objection, 
will lay before the Senate the resolution submitted by the Senator from 
Rhode Island on the 9th of January; which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be instructed to inquire 
into the expediency of such legislation as shall enable the Executive to protect 
our interests nst those governments which have prohibited or restrained the 
importation of healthful meats from the United States. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. I propose to amend by adding: 


Except such governments whose manufactured goods or products were pre- 
viously restrained or prohibited from freé access to our ports, 


The purport of the amendment is to recognize the same spirit or doc- 
trine of retaliation which is proposed by the resolution of the Senator 
from Rhode Island. The resolution pro legislation with the view 
of striking at governments which prohibit or restrict the introduction 
of healthful meats from this country. That proposition on the face of 
it is correct, except that if we insist upon that principle for ourselves. 
we must recognize it in other nations. If we restrict or prohibit the 
introduction here of the productions of other nations, then it becomes. 
their privilege as well as their right, if the doctrine of this resolution 
is correct, as I believe it to be, to strike at us and restrict or prohibit the- 
importation into their ports of the productions of this country, even 
though they may be healthful meats. 

This is a matter which affects the producers of the soil throughout 
all this country. Although it has been represented that the great 
majority of the productions of this country are used here, yet their- 
price is fixed in foreign countries. d, France, and Germany 
establish the price of our wheat, of our flour, of our pork, arid our beef; 
and when France states in the spirit of retaliation that there is trichine- 
somewhere in American pork it is convenient for them to embarrass the 
importation of that product into their ports, and so when Germany 
does the same thing. It is said they retaliate on us in this way be- 
cause we exclude their products from free access to our ports, and in. 
fact the price of our grain and our meat, not only in the French, Ger- 
man, and English market but in our own market at home, on the sea- 
board, on the banks of the Mississippi and Missouri Rivers, is regu- 
lated by them. 

Without proposing to enter into a discussion of the question of the: 
tariff, about which so much has been said in the discussion of the rules, 
I offer the amendment merely to recognize the right of other govern- 
ments to do what we are ing the power to do. Now in the 
House and in the Senate resolutions of this kind seem to be offered as 
a sort of peace-offering—— ` 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning hour has expired, and 
it becomes the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfin- 
ished business of yesterday. 

Mr. LOGAN. Before that is done I desire to offer an amendment 
to the resolution of the Senator from Rhode Island, to strike out the: 
works ‘“‘the expediency of” in the second line and insert in lieu 
thereof the words ‘‘and report to the Senate,’’ so that the resolution. 
will read: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be instructed to inquire 
into and report to the Senate such legislation as shall enable the Executive to- 
protect our interests against those governments which have prohibited or re- 
strained the importation of healthful meats from the United States. 

I ask that the amendment be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harris in the chair). The 
amendment will be received and printed and lie on the table. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The unfinished business of yester- 
day will be first stated before the Chair recognizes the Senator froth 
pog The T business is the report of the Committee on. 

es, revising and rearranging the rules of the Senate. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. Predict 

Mr. FRYE. I desire before the Senator from Illinois proceeds with 
his speech to give notice to the Senate that it is my purpose to-day, if 
possible, to conclude this matter of the rules after the speech of the 
Senator from Illinois. 3 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I ask the indulgence of the Senate- 
for a brief time. 

Mr. BROWN. I do not wish to be concluded by the notice given by 
the Senator from Maine. I shall ask the Senate at the conclusion of the 
remarks of the Senator from Illinois to permit me to occupy the floor 
for a time on the same subject which he proposes to discuss. 

UTAH TERRITORIAL GOVERNMENT. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Chair understands that the Sen- 
ator from Illinois [ Mr. CuLLom] desires to have considered at this time, 
for the purpose of submitting remarks, the bill (S. 404) to reorganize 
the legislative power of the Territory of Utah. 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois asks unan- 
imous consent to take up for consideration at this time the bill the title 


passed | of which the Chair has stated. Is there objection? The Chair hears 


none, and that bill is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr, President, I ask the indulgence of the honora- 
ble Senate for a brief time, while I submit some remarks on a subject 
involving a problem in American politics perhaps as difficult to solve 
as any we shall have to contend with in the near future. 

A careful examination of the history of the Mormon Church, or hier- 
archy, from its organization down to the present-day, ought I think to- 
convince every Senator that it is our bounden duty as representatives 
of the people, and as in part responsible for the perpetuity of our Chris- 
tian civilization, to take such legislative action as will result in the cer- 
tain and speedy subjection of the Latter-Day Saints, as they are called, 
to the laws of the nation. 

A rapid review of the history of Mormonism is necessary to a good 
understanding of the dangers that threaten the country by reason of 
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the lawless spirit and treasonable designs of that organization. In 
1820, Joseph Smith, jr., an ignorant youth, thriftless, trifling, and a 
debauchee, according to history, who lived near Palmyra, N. Y., pro- 
fessed to possess the power of divination, and for many years made use 
of this pretended power to deceive the ignorant and superstitious, and 
thereby secure a living. 

When he had succeeded in obtaining something of a following by these 
deceptions, Smith pretended, in 1827, that he had discovered hidden in 
the earth a ‘‘Golden Bible,” or the “‘ Book of Mormon,” so sacred that 
certain death would ensue toany who saw it except the prophet himself. 
It was soon found desirable to modify this declaration, and Smith hada 
revelation authorizing witnesses. t 

Ever since that day it has been the practice of this remarkably elas- 
tic church organization to make equally radical changes in its doctrines 
or teachings whenever it became expedient or necessary. ‘‘The end 
justifies the means ”’ has always been its guiding principle. 

After the publication of the Book of Mormon, in 1830, a colony of 
Mormons was established at Kirtland, Ohio, and a systematic organi- 
zation of the Mormon hierarchy was effected. Smith proclaimed that 
their possessions at Kirtland were the gift of God and to be the inherit- 
ance of the Mormon people forever, but the speedy failure of this proph- 
ecy did not shake the confidence of his fanatical followers in the self- 
styled prophet. 

In a little while a conflict began between the citizens around Kirt- 
land and the Mormons, and the prophet found it necessary to move. 
So he had another revelation, and this time he proclaimed that Inde- 
pendence, Mo., was the land of promise and the place for the city of 
Zion. Smith and his followers went to Missouri, and history shows a 
constant warfare with the residents of the locality and with the authori- 
ties of the State, which culminated in their expulsion by the power of 
the State. In 1838 General Clark, who commanded the Missouri militia, 
sent to Governor Baggs a dispatch in which he arraigned the Mormons 
as follows: 

There is no crime from treason down to petit larceny but these people, or a 
Pano of them, have been guilty of, all, too, under the counsel of Joseph 
Smith, jr., the prophet. They have committed treason, murder, arson, burg- 
lary, , larceny, and lury. They have societies formed under the 
most binding covenants in form and the most horrid oaths to circumvent the 


laws and put them at defiance, and to plunder and burn and murder and divide 
the spoils for the use of the Church. 


Subsequently Governor Boggs, in a special message to the Missouri 
Legislature in 1840, referring to the Mormons, used this language: 
These people had violated the laws of the land by open force and avowed 
resistance to them. They had undertaken, without aid of the civil author- 
ity, to redress their real or fancied They had instituted among 
themselves a government of their own, independent of and in opposition to 
the government of this State. They had at an inclement season of the F ga 
driven the inhabitants of an entire county from their homes, ravaged their 
crops, and destroyed their dwellings. Under these circumstances it became 
the im: tive duty of the executive to interfere and exercise the powers with 
which he was invested to protect the lives and property of our citizens, to re- 
pas order and tranquillity to the country and maintain the supremacy of the 

Leaving Missouri under another convenient divine inspiration from 
Smith, the prophet, these people crossed the river into Illinois, and 
pitched their tents at Nauvoo. Publicsympathy was enlisted in their 
behalf because of their supposed persecution, and they were wel- 
comed by the people. Missionaries and preachers were again sent out, 
and in the spring of 1841 Brigham Young shipped from Liverpool over 
seven hundred proselytes whom he had gathered up in Europe. Nau- 
voo grew with great rapidity, and Smith proclaimed another revela- 
tion to the effect that a great temple should be built there. 

In 1843 the first authoritative pronunciamento in favor of polygamy 
was issued by Smith as a revelation. The Mormon Church flourished. 
Smith set up at Nauvoo an independent government, hostile to the state, 
assuming unprecedented powers, and the Nauvoo Legion was increased 
4,000 men. ` Within the city of Nauvoo Joseph Smith was an absolute 
despot. He was not only the spiritual and temporal head of the Church, 
but was also mayor of the city, judge of the mayor’s court, presiding 

. Officer of the council, and commander of the Nauvoo Legion, with a 
higher rank than was given at that time to any officer in the United 
States Army. > 

The municipal court assumed jurisdiction in all eases of arrests 
made in the city by any process whatsoever, and I believe once or twice 
released Joe Smith when he had been arrested as a fugitive from jus- 
tice under warrants issued by the governor of Illinois upon requisition 
from the governor of Missouri. Not satisfied with even this unwar- 
ranted assumption of authority, the council had the audacity to pass 
an ordinance providing that no writ issued from any place other than 
Nauvoo for the arrest of any person there should be executed in the city 
without an approval indorsed thereon hy the mayor. It was also pro- 
vided that if any officer should attempt to make an arrest in the city 
under any such foreign writ without the mayor’s approval of his proc- 
ess he should be subject to imprisonment for life, and that the governor 
could not pardon him without the consent of the mayor. 

These high-handed proceedings were appropriately supplemented by 
the petition presented to Congress by the Mormons, in which they 
asked for authority to set up an independent State. 

About this time dissensions began to develop among the leaders and 


bitter hostilities sprang up between the Mormons and the citizens of 
the surrounding country. The Mormons were charged with stealing 

of every description. The cattle of farmers were taken; and 
it is related that on one occasion, when the officers of the law were re- 
ported as coming to Nauvoo in search of stolen property, an order was 
sent forth to the faithful to assemble at once to hear Brigham Young 
declare the mysteries of the Kingdom of God. The story is that when 
the people assembled Young took off his coat, went upon the stand, and 
said, ‘‘ Brethren, the mysteries of the Kingdom of God are that ye shall 
all let down the bars.” Those who had stolen cattle understood this 
hint, the bars were let down, and when the officers of the law came the 
farmers’ cattle were roaming the streets, and no man could be proven 
guilty of having stolen them. 

These difficulties finally culminated in war and the death of Smith 
the prophet, and Hiram Smith the patriarch, at the hands of a mob. 

Governor Ford, in his history of Illinois, states that from the best in- 
formation he could get he believed that “‘ Smith had the idea of mak- 
ing himself a temporal prince as well as spiritual leader of his people. 
He caused himself to be crowned and annointed king and priest far 
above the rest.’’ He further says that the Mormons openly denounced 
the Government of the United Statesas utterly corruptand about to pass 
away, to be replaced by the government of God, to be administered by 
his servant Joseph. 

The result of the war was that the Mormons left Mlinois while writs 
and prosecutions for property stolen were threatening them, and pitched 
their tents at Council Bluffs, Iowa, as a resting-place. History says 
that, though the country around that city was sparsely settled, com- 
plaints were soon heard from citizens, who charged the Mormons with 
stealing their stock and committing other depredations. The Mormons 
moved on, and the advance column of Latter Day Saints arrived in the 
valley of Salt Lake in July, 1847. : 

They soon becamea powerful people. Their missionariesand preachers 
were started in all directions, and visited all parts of the world seeking 
recruits for the Mormon Church. They have builta beautiful city, 
erected a great Mormon temple in the city, and also temples in other 
portions of the Territory, and cultivated the fertile valleys of that 
great and rich portion of our country; but, Mr. President, there is 
searcely ha ed their history that is not marred by a recital of some 
foul deed. e whole history of the Mormon Church abounds in illus- 
trations of the selfishness, deceit, and lawlessness of its leaders and mem- 
bers. Founded in fraud, built up by the most audacious deception, 
this organization has been notoriously so corrupt and immoral in its 
practices, teachings, and tendencies as to justify the Government in 
assuming absolute control of the Territory, and in giving to the Church 
or its followers no voice in the administration of public affairs. 

The progress of Mormonism to its present strength and power has 
been attended by a continual series of murders, robberies, and outrages 
of every description; but there is ‘one dark spot in its di 1 record 
that can never be effaced, one crime so heinous that the blood of the 
betrayed victims still calls aloud for vı ce. 

Familiar as you all must be with the story of the Mountain Meadow 
massacre, its details can not be recalled without a shudder of honest 
indignation at the brutal and barbaric spirit displayed by those who 
could coolly plan and cruelly perpetratesuch an unparalleled butchery. 
The records of Con furnish sufficient evidence to prove, as I be- 
lieve conclusively, that this most atrocious massacre was planned and 
decreed by the Mormon priesthood, and that several of the leaders per- 
sonally participated in the horrifying scenes of and bloodshed 
witnessed in the Mountain Meadow valley on that fateful 9th of Sep- 
tember, 1857. 

Of that luckless band of one hundred and forty men, women, and 
children none were left to tell the story of the massacre but seventeen 
helpless little children from three toseven years old. The savages who 
for tour days assailed those brave pioneers from Arkansas would have 
been routed had it not been for the assistance of their Mormon allies, 
who had instigated them to the attack. 

These inhuman anai means of treachery even more despicable 
than the butchery that followed, proposed a truce, decoyed the immi- 

ts from their barricade, and secured their arms, so that they could 
slaughtered without resistance. No adequate punishment was ever 
méted out to those dastardly murderers. John D. Lee, one of the lead- 
ers and chief instigators of the plot, fell out with his fellow priests, 
was made the scape-goat for their sins, and long afterward was shot for 
his confessed participation in this massacre. Others equally guilty 
were allowed to escape, and the Government utterly failed to enforce 
the atonement which justice demanded for such an unparalleled crime. 

My object, Mr. President, in presenting this brief history of the 
Mormons is to show the spirit that has governed the whole organization 
from the beginning, and to make it apparent that their religious phi- 
losophy is at war with good society and with our institutions of gov- 
ernment, and that these people can not safely be permitted to continue 
the course they have pursued in the past. Their teachings lead to an, 
utter disregard of the Government and its Jaws and to an utter con- ` 
tempt of the rights of those who do not embrace their religion. They 
were driven from placeto place, not because of their religious belief, but 
because by their conduct as individuals and as an organization they de- 
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fied the law and trampled upon the rights of others. They have been 


at war with good society and with good morals wherever they have se- 
eured a foothold. They are to-day building up a government in this 
Republie which is hostile to the Government of the United States and 
to our civilization; which, instead of being republican in form and 
spirit, is essentially at war with republican principles. 

Our pioneers who are not Mormons have been oppressed by the power 
of those arrogant priests. Their ings in the pulpit and in the 
press are that the Gentiles, as they are denominated, especially those 
of this country, are the foes of the Mormon people, and that every de- 
vice that craft and crime can suggest is justified for their overthrow. 
By a well-organized system of immigration they are bringing to this 
country every year thousands of paupers from the Old World, subjects 
of the Mormon delusion, who are taught by Mormon preachers and 
teachers to hate this Government. These immigrants know nothing 
of our institutions except through such misrepresentations as emanate 
from the Church, and wherever Mormon societies exist the laws of the 
United States are a dead letter. Their preachers proclaim and their 
people believe that it is ordained of God that our civilization shall per- 
ish and be supplanted by Mormonism. The great mass of the Mormon 
people accept the declarations of Joe Smith, Brigham Young, and Pres- 
ident Taylor as the revealed will of God. Instead of being inspired by 
the merciful spirit of the Christian religion, they believe that in the 
hands of God they are instruments to wreak vengeance on our people 
and destroy the Government. 

And this people, Mr. President, animated by such a spirit and gov- 
erned by such teachings as I have indicated, have from the date of their 
settlement in Utah steadily increased in numbers, material resources, 
and influence at a rate that promises to seriously threaten the peace of 
this country before many years elapse. By means of their system of 
immigration and by their practice of polygamy their numbers have in 
the last thirty years increased forty-fold. They have occupied substan- 
tially all the valuable lands in Utah, and have secured control of all 
the water courses ofthe Territory and of a large portion of Arizona 
and Idaho. 

I understand it to be the fact that there is not one single drop of water 
in the Territory of Utah in the shape of rivers or lakes or springs that 
is not to-day owned by the Mormon Church or individuals belonging 
to it, é 

Utah now has a population of 170,000, and Salt Lake City of 28,000. 
There were 3,000 Mormon immigrants last year, and the Territory is rap- 
idly in ing in population and wealth, The Mormons not only com- 
pletely control Utah, but have sent thousands of their people into the 
neighboring Territories and States. These colonists vote as a unit un- 
der orders from Salt Lake City, and through them the Mormons hold 
the balance of political power in Arizonaand Idaho, and perhaps alsoin 
Wyoming, Colorado, and Nevada. If allowed to carry out their designs 
unchecked they will ere long control at least five or six of the States 
and Territories west of the Mississi issippi River. 

Mr. President, there has been considerable discussion in Congress 
from time to time as to the prope oe to pursue in regard to these 
people. Laws have had their place in the statute-books of the nation 
for many years which have been disregarded and trampled upon with 
impunity. Under the present organization of the Territory of Utah the 
Government of the United States has utterly failed to use its own courts 
to punish the crime of polygamy or to break down the ecclesiastical 
despotism which rests upon those people. 

If I may be pardoned for referring to myself, I desire to say that when 
I had the honor of being a member of the other branch of the Congress 
of the United States, and chairman of the Committee on Territories, I 
took occasion to investigate that question, and for months I labored to 
secure some sort of legislation which would enable the courts of this 
country, with judges appointed by the United States sent out there to 
enforce the laws of the Government, to carry into effect the statute 
which had been passed by the Congress of the United States against 
polygamy in the year 1862. The whole thing has been a failure; and 
up to this hour, notwithstanding that law has been on the statute-book 
since 1862 and has been decided to be constitutional by the highest 
court of the country, the effort to enforce it against those who violate 
it by the practice of polygamy has been an utter failure. 

The recent act of Congress creating a commission, while it has I 
trust done some good yet it is believed to be inadequate to remedy 
the existing state of affairs. Instead of discouraging polygamy, as was 
intended by the act, I am told that the practice has considerably in- 
creased, and that every Mormon in full fellowship in the Church, 
whether he has one wife or more, is secretly encouraging the practice 
in the face of the laws of the Government. The masses of the people 
are fanatical. They believe in polygamy, and the women are taught 
that outside of Mormon civilization in this country there is no virtue, 
that the men are libertines and the women harlots. 

It would be a mercy to these misguided people, Mr. President, to 
adopt such measures as may be necessary to release them from the 
domination of their priestly enslavers. They should be teed 
true religious and civil liberty, free schools and a free press, all of which 
they are deprived of by the priesthood. The so-called Mormon Church 
should be compelled to takeits proper place in society as a law-abiding 
organization, and its functions should be made purely ecclesiastical. 


This is all that is asked, but it has been asked of this organization in 
vain for these many years. p 

The duty of grappling with this question can not with safety be put 
aside. Delay is dangerous and a disgrace, and in the end will result in 
war. We do not want any more war. We do not intend to persecute 
any class for their opinions or on account of their religion, but the 
nation can not afford to have its laws trampled upon by any class or 
organization of people, whether under the garb of religion or under any 
other pretext. 

What shall be done? In my judgment, Mr. President, there is but 
one thing left for the legislative department of this Government to do, 
and that is to take away from the people of Utah Territory all politi- 
cal power. Place the legislative power of the Territory in the hands 
of a legislative council, to be appointed by the President and confirmed 
by the Senate, and give the council the same powers heretofore given to 
the Legislative Assembly of the Territory. It is worse than filly for 
the Government to tinker with this question from year to year, and at 
the same time leave the whole legal power of the Territory in the 
hands of men who are defiantly violating national law. 

The 1 legislators are men high in the Church. The judges óf the 
local courts are bishops or other high officers of the Church. Every 
county officer is a Mormon and Church officer. The schools are taught 
by Mormons. The municipal corporations are under the control of the 
Mormon government, and for the purpose of control the settled por- 
tions of the Territory are laid off into districts and organized into 
municipal governments with Mormons as the officers, such municipal 
corporations taking in large tracts of land, so that it can not be entered 
or pre-empted by persons not.Mormons. The entire machinery for the 
local government of the Territory is in the hands of Mormons, and 
they are dictated to by the Church. 

The government of the Territory is an ecclesiastical despotism such 
as should not be allowed to exist in this country. If placing the entire 
government of these people in the hands of men loyal to the Constitu- 
tion, the laws, and the institutions of the country, men subject to re- 
moval by the President and whose laws shall be subject to the approval 
of Congress, will not result in producing a better condition of affairs in 
Utah, I know of no practicable solution of the question. 

If the bill which I have had the honor of presenting should become 
a law, there need be very little difficulty in bringing about the change 
which would be necessary in the Territory. Such a council would 
take the place of the local Legislature. The executive department 
and the Federal judiciary would remain as they are, the local govern- 
ment could be reorganized, and it seems to me that, with the right 
kind of officers, executive, judicial, and legislative, we would soon be 
able to see the end of the ecclesiastical despotism now and for thirty 
years prevailing in that Territory, and the beginning of obedience to 
the laws of the Government. 

I do not wish to be understood as advocating this as a permanent 
arrangement. I believe that asa general proposition the people of the 
Territories ought to be intrusted with the control of their local affairs. 
But this bill is offered, Mr. President, as a remedy for the present de- 
plorable state of affairs in Utah, and as providing the only adequate 
peaceable means of compelling the Mormons to yield obedience to the 
laws of the country that I know of. : 

The sole purpose of the bill which I have presented, and which may 
need amendment, is to take all political power and control out of the 
hands of those prone because -they hold a higher allegiance to their 
church than to the Republic, and to substitute a legislative council in 
the stead of the Territorial Legislature now provided by law. 

For many years we have been waiting and hoping that the people 
would put themselves in harmony with the balance of the people of this 
country, throw off their despotic church government, obey the laws, and 
become true American citizens. 

They are not doing this. They will not do this until they are stripped 
of political power and until the despotic rule of the priesthood over 
those benighted people is broken, and therefore I say in the language 
of Judge McBride, of that Territory: 

Let the Government take the management into its own hands, discharge the 
incompetent and treasonable agents who have for thirty years made Utah a re- 
proach and a hissing among men, and puree out of its civil code every vestige 
of that ecclesiastical taint from which it has suffered for a generation. Justice 


tothe priest-ridden people of Utah; humanity to her rising generation, destined 


to be slaves of a cunning and remorseless t or free citizens of a re- 


+ deemed commonwealth; protection to the brave and patriotic non-Mormons 


who have watched and waited for the dawn of freedom while her light seemed 
but a spark in the wilderness, call upon the nation to act without delay, 


Now, Mr. President, I desire to discuss for a moment the power of 
Congress to pass such a law. It has been intimated that we have not 
the power under the Constitution to pass an act taking from the people 


the power of local government and placing it in the hands of a council 
appointed by the President. The Constitution gave to Congress the 
power to dispose of and make all needful rules and regulations respect- 
ing the Territories and all other property of the United States. 
Whatever power Congress has in the premises is derived from this 
provision and as a necessary power to govern what it has acquired. 
Story says in his work on the Constitution, in book 3, chapter 31, 


page 227, that— 
As the General Government possesses the right to uire territory either by 
conquest or by treaty, it would seem to follow as an in: ble consequence that 
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it pose the power to govern what it has acquired. The territory does not 

when so acquired become entitled to self-government, and it is not subject to 

the jurisdiction of any State; it must consequently be under the dominion and 

jurisdiction of the Union, or it would be without any government at all. 
Again, on page 228 of the same volume, he says: 

What shall be the form of government established in the Territories depends 
exclusively upon Congress. Having a t to erect a Territorial government, 
they may confer upon it such powers, legislative, judicial, and executive, as 

hey may deem best. 
Referring to Kent’s Commentaries, volume 1, page 414, we find the 
following: 

With respect to the vast Territories belonging to the United States Congress 
aave assumed to exercise over them supreme power of sovereignty. Exclusive 


and unlimited power of lation isgiven to Congress by the Constitution and 
sanctioned by judicial d ions. 


The same writer, after referring to the regulations made for the gov- 
-rnment of the District of Columbia and the Territories northwest of 
the Ohio River, continued as follows: 


It would seem from these various Congressional regulations of the Territories 
belonging to the United States, that Congress has supreme power in the govern- 
ment of them, depending on the exercise of their sound discretion. * * * All 
admit, said Chief Justice Marshall, the constitutionality of a Territorial govern- 
ment. But neither the District of Columbia nor a Territory is a State within 
the meaning of the Constitution, or entitled to claim the privileges secured to the 
members ofthe Union. This has been so adjudged by Supreme Court. 


In 19 Howard, in the famous case of Dred Scott, Justice Taney, in 
speaking of the acquisition of territory, says: 
It is acquired to become a State, and not to be held as a colony, and be gov- 


erned by Congress with absolute authority, and asthe propriety of admitting a 
new State is committed to the sound discretion of Congress, the power to ac- 


quire territory for that purpose, to be held by the United States until it is in a 
suitable condition to become a on an equal footing with the other States, 
must rest upon the same discretion. 2 


Again: 

In some cases government consisting of persons ht by the Federal 
Government would best subserve the interests of the Territory when the in- 
habitants were few and scattered and new to one another. In other instances 
it would be more advisable to commit the powers of self-government to the peo- 
ple who had settled in the Territory, as being most competent to determine what 
was best for their own interests, What is the best form must always depend 
dupeod apon tie exasetes of a Giseretlonmry power hy Gongroen esting witht 
repel constitutional authority. ve a 

Again: 

The form of government to be established necessarily rested in the discretion 
of Congress. 

I might cite many cases where the court has used language of like 
tenor and meaning, showing that the whole matter was in the sound 
discretion of Congress; but, Mr. President, what has been the action of 
Congress itself in regard to territory belonging to the United States? 
We find that Congress, by an act approved October 30, 1803, authorized 
President Jefferson to take possession of and occupy the territory ceded 
y France to the United States in that year by the treaty concluded at 

aris. 

In that act it was provided that until the expiration of that session 
of Congress, unless provision for the temporary government of the said 
Territories should be sooner made by Congress, all the powers exer- 
cised by the officers of the existing government of the ceded Territories 
should be vested in such ms and be exercised in such manner as 
the President might direct; and when the act providing for the tem- 
porary government of the two Territories was subsequently passed at 
the same session, it continued this authority in the President until 
October 1 following. Thus it appears that these early fathers, who 
had every opportunity for fully understanding the powers of Congress 
under the Constitution, did not hesitate to place the entire control of 
these new Territories in the hands of the President as a temporary 

ient. : 

And I find that by the act of March 26, 1804, erecting Louisiana into 
two Territories and providing for the temporary government thereof, 
the legislative power was vested in the governor, and in thirteen of the 
most fit and discreet persons of the Territory, to be called the legislative 
council, and who were to be appointed annually by the President. 

If it should be claimed, in the face of these precedents and authori- 
ties, that Congress can not take away from the people of Utah the gov- 
ernment it has given them, it will perhaps only be necessary to refer to 
the case of the District of Columbia, in which the right of was 
revoked and a government by commissioners established, or to the pro- 
visional governments set up in the Southern States during the period 
of reconstruction. ; 

If the people of Utah were loyal to the Government of the United 
States and were yielding obedience to the laws, I would be among the 
last members of this honorable Senate to insist upon placing over them 
a government not of their own; but they occupy to-day the position of 
defying the Government, of trampling the laws of Congress under their 
feet, and that being so, it seems to me it can not be doubted that Con- 
gress, so far as it has anything todo with the subject, has the right to 
strip them of every vestige of political power, and put all power there 
into the hands of whomsoever the Government of the United States 
sees proper to intrust with the functions necessary to be exercised. 

Now, Mr. President, without delaying the Senate any longer, and 
thanking its members for their attention, I shall yield the floor. I be- 
tieve my friend from Georgia [Mr. Brown] desires to make some 
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remarks upon the question, and I will therefore delay the motion to 
refer the bill to the Committee on Territories for the time being. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, it is not my purpose at present to fol- 
low the example of the Senator from Illinois, and discuss- the social 
question connected with the affairs of Utah or its church polity. At 
a future period in the debate, when the bill introduced by the honora- 
ble Senator from Vermont is taken up for consideration, I may give 
some attention to that question, and I may contrast practices of the social 
evil in Utah and other sections of the Union. And while I have cer- 
tainly no justification for these evil practices in any part of the Union, 
I shall be disposed, as far as we have the power, to apply the same rem- 
edies for the extirpation of the same evil in different sections. And I 
shall not draw distinctions between crimes against the family and the 
State, identical in their character, because they are practiced under dif- 
ferent names. My purpose at present isto place upon the record, in con- 
nection with the remarks of the Senator from Illinois, an argument in 
which I shall attempt to show the unconstitutionality of the recent leg- 
islation already had in connection with Utah affairs, and the indefensi- 
ble character of the legislation proposed. 

As the Senator from Illinois has not been interrupted during the de- 
livery of his retmarks, and as I desire to discuss a constitutional ques- 
tion of importance, I respectfully request of Senators that the thread 
of my ent may not be broken by questions propounded during its 
delivery. After I have concluded the remarks I desire to make, I will 
then very cheerfully respond to any questions in connection with the 
argument which any Senator may desire to propound. 

On a former occasion, when the bill known as the Edmunds bill, in 
reference to affairs in Utah, was before the Senate, I took occasion to 
express my abhorrence of the practice of polygamy, and to deprecate 
and denounce it. We now have pending before the Senate a bill to 
amend the provisions of that act and enlarge the scope of authority 
given by it. I desire to see the bill amended so as to meet any reason- 
able expectation that the country may have on this subject if it can be 
done without a palpable violation of the Constitution of the United 
States, which every Senator in this Chamber has taken a solemn oath 
to support. 

When the original bill was pending before the Senate, I had not 
carefully investigated the whole question, and did not enter at length 
into the constitutional argument. But further reflection has satisfied 
my mind beyond a reasonable doubt that the eighth section of the act is 
a palpable violation of the Constitution of the United States, and is 
therefore null and void; and that the Utah commission, which is act- 
ing under that unconstitutional statute and prescribing test-oaths to 
voters, however amiable and accomplished they may be as gentlemen, 
are acting without authority of law; and that every act performed by 
them under said eighth section is without law, and every infringement of 
personal liberty or private rights is an unjustifiable and indefensible 
usurpation of power. 

The eighth section of the act, which is the essence of it, is in these 
words: 

No polygamist, bigamist, or any person cohabiting with more than one woman, 
and no woman cohabiting with any of the persons described as aforesaid in this 
section, in any Territory or other place over which the United States have ex- 
elusive Seriethelion, shall be entitled to vote at any election in any such Terri- 
tory or other place, or be eligible to election or appointment to, or be entitled 
to hold, any office, or place of public trust, honor or emolument in, under, or 
for any such Territory or place, or under the United States, 

Now, I shall undertake to show that this section as administered vio- 
lates at least a half a dozen provisions of the Constitution of the United 
States. If I succeed in showing that it violates a single provision, of 
course every lawyer must admit that it is a nullity. 

I shall undertake to show, Mr. President, thatit is a palpable viola- 
tion of the following provisions of the Constitution, which I shall quote 
and then make my comments: 

First. ‘‘ Nor shall any person be deprived of life, liberty, or property, 
without due process of law.” 

Second. ‘‘No person shall be held to answer for a capital or otherwise 
infamous crime, unless on a presentment or indictment of a grandjury.’’ 

Third. “In all criminal prosecutions the accused shall enjoy the 
right of a speedy and public trial by an impartial jury of the State or 
district wherein the crime shall have been committed.” 

Fourth. “He shall be confronted with the witnesses against him.” 

Fifth. “He shall have compulsory process for obtaining witnesses in 
his favor.” 

Sixth. “He shall have the assistance of counsel for his defense.” 

Seventh. ‘No person shall be compelled in any criminal case to be 
a witness against himself.” 

Eighth. ‘‘No bill of attainder shall be passed.” 

Ninth. ‘‘No ex post facto law shall be passed.” 

Now, Mr. President, I propose to examine these different provisions, 
and to show that this act as administered by the commission violates 
every one of them. 

First, the Constitution declares that no person shall be deprived of 
life, liberty, or property without due process of law. 

It is solemnly declared in the great charter of English liberty that—- 


No freeman shall be taken, imprisoned, or disseized of his freehold or liber- 
ties, or free customs. or be outlawed, or exiled, or otherwise destroyed or con- 


, but by lawful judgment of his peers or by the law of the land. 
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Judge Blackstone says of this provision in the great charter that it 
rotected every individual of the nation in the free enjoyment of his 
ife, his liberty, and his , unless declared to be forfeited by 

the judgment of his peers or the law of the land. (Com., volume 4, 
page 424.) 
Again, in volume 1, page 139, he says: 
of ancient statutes it isenacted that no man’s lands or goods 
s hands the great charter and the law of the 
land; and that no man 1 be disinherited, nor put out of franchises or free- 
hold, unless he be duly brought to answer, and be forejudged by course of law; 
and if anything be done to the contrary, it shall be redressed and holden for 
none. 

Vattel, in his standard work upon the law of nations, page 33, while 
treating of the principal objects of good government, says: 

The society is established with a view of procuring to those who are its mem- 
po orescence poly Yor em penn 
to = his own property, and ic obtain justice with safety and certainty, 

Now, Mr. President, I beg you to bear in mind that the Constitution 
not only guarantees protection to life and to liberty, but it also guaran- 
tees like protection to the property of every citizen of the United States. 
The eighth section of the Edmunds act as administered denies to every 
Mormon who is a citizen of a Territory of the United States the right 
to hold office or place of public trust, honor, or emolument unless he 
takes a certain oath prescribed by the commissioners. The Constitution 
of the United States guarantees to every such citizen protection of his 

perly, which shall not be taken from him without due process of 
44 It becomes necessary, then, to inquire whether an officer has a 
property in his office. If so, he is protected in the enjoyment of it by 
the Constitution, and it can not be taken from him without due process 
of law. ‘‘An officer is one who is legally invested with an office’’ (1 
Bacon's Abridgment, 279). Now, you will please bear in mind that 
the eighth section of the Edmunds act as administered denies to any 
one refusing to take the test oath prescribed by the commission the right 
to hold office. What is an office? Judge Blackstone, in his Commenta- 
ries, says: 

Offices, which are a right to exercise a public or private employment, and to 
take the fees and emoluments thereto belonging, are also incorporeal heredit- 
aments, whether public, as those of magistrates, or private, as of bailiffs, receiv- 
ers, and the like. Fora man may have an estate in them either to himself and 
his heirs, or for life, or for a term of years, or for during pleasure only. —Black- 
stone's Commentaries, 38. $ 

By these quotations it appears that a man may have an estate in an 
office. What is the meaning of the word ‘‘estate?” 

In its most extensive sense it is applied to signify everything of which riches 
or fortune may consist, and includes personal and rea! property.—Bouvier's Law 
Dictionary, 516. -~ r 

Having established by authorities which will not, I presume, be 
questioned that an officer has a property in his office, and having shown 
that the Constitution of the United States expressly declares that he 
shall not be deprived of that property without due- process of law, it 
becomes necessary to inquire whether the eighth section of the law 
known as the Edmunds act, which, as executed by the commission, 
deprives a Mormon of his property in his office and of his right to hold 
any place of public trust, honor, or emolument if he refuses to take a 
certain test-oath preseribed, takes his property by due process of law 
or without law. 

The case of Huber vs. Reily, reported in the third volume of P. F. 
Smith’s Pennsylvania Reports, in which the able opinion of the court 
was delivered by Judge Strong, was very similar to that under con- 
sideration. 

By the act of Congress passed 30th March, 1865, all persons drafted 
for military service who did not report on notice were declared to be 
_ deserters. And, in addition to other lawful penalties for the crime of 
desertion, all persons who committed it were declared to have forfeited 
their rights of citizenship and their right to become cidzens, and were 
declared incapable of holding any office of trast or profit under the 
United States. The plaintiff Huber was returned by the provost-mar- 
shal as a deserter. 

It is admitted that he was a citizen of the State of Pennsylvania 
and entitled to vote at the precinct where he tendered his vote, if the 
disqualification did not render him ineligible. He tendered the vote, 
and it was rejected by the managers of the election on the ground that 
he was a deserter, as shown by the registry of the provost-marshal of 
the district. He brought suit against the manager of the election for 
refusing to permit him to vote. Upon this statement of facts a judg- 
ment was entered in favor of the plaintiff in the court below, and error 
was assigned. And the court above affirmed the judgment, on the 
ground that the plaintiff had not been convicted of desertion by any 
court-martial or any court of competent jurisdiction having the au- 
thority to render a final judgment in the case, and that the penalty 
could not attach, nor could he be disfranchised without due process of 
law. As already stated, the case is very much like the one now under 


In each case the managers of the election declared the voter ineli- 
ible on account of the commission of a crime of which he had not 
bors convicted, the only difference being that in the Utah case the 
voter was required to swear that he had not committed the crime, and 
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on his failure to make the oath was di i while in the case 
decided by Judge Strong the fact of desertion appeared on the regords 
in the provost-marshal’s office, and upon that the of the 
election held that he was guilty, and rejected the vote. In neither 
case was there any trial by a competent tribunal, nor any judgment ot 
conviction rendered by any court of competent jurisdiction. i 

I shall read a few sentences from the ableopinion delivered by Judge 
Strong in this case. On page 117 he says: 

But I can call to mind no instance in which it has been held that the ascer- 
tainment of guilt of a RADUR offense and the im: ition of yr nalties can 
be in any other mode than by trial according to law of the aes due proc- 
ess of law. That is the law of the particular case administered by the judicial 
tribunal authorized to adjudicate upon it. 

And I can not persuade myself that a judge of elections or a board of election 
ofticers, constituted under State laws, is such a tribunal. I can not think they 
have power to try criminal offenders, still less toadjudge the guilt or innocence 
of an alleged violator of the laws of the United States. A trial before such 
officers is not due process of law for the ay of offenses according to the 
meaning of that phrase in the Constitution. There are, it is true, many things 
which mak Geos determine, such as age and residence of a person offering to 
vyote, whether he has paid taxes, and whether, if born an alien, he hasa certificate 
of naturalization. These things pertain to the ascertainment of a political right. 

But whether he has been guilty of a criminal offense, and as » consequence 
forfeited his right, is an inquiry of a different character. Neither our Constitu- 
tion nor our law confe upon the ju of elections any such judicial 
functions, They are not sworn to try issues in criminal cases. They have no 
power to compe! the attendance of witnesses, and their judgment, if rendered, 
would be binding upon no other tribunal. 

kd * * s s s $ 

Surely that is no trial by due process of law, the judgment in which is not 
final, decides nothing, but leaves the accused ex to another trial in a dif- 
ferent tribunal, and to the imposition by that other tribunal of the full punish- 
ment prescribed by law. 


Again, on page 121, the learned judge says: 

It may be added that this construction is not only required by the universally 
admitted rules of statutory in retation, butitisin harmony with the personal 
rights secured by the Consti n, and which Congress must be presumed to 
have kept in view. It gives to the accused a trial before sworn judges, a right 
to challenge, an opportunity of defense, the Ain N of hearing the witnesses 
against him, and of calling witnessesin his behalf. It preservesto him the com- 
mon-law presamption of innocence until he has been adjud, guilty according 
to the formsoflaw. It gives finality to a singletrial. If tried by a court-mar- 
tial and acquitted, his innocence can never again be called in question and he 
can be made to suffer no part of the penalties prescribed for guilt, On the other 
hand, if the record of conviction by a lawful court be not a prerequisite to suffer- 
ing the penalty of the law, the act of Congress may work intolerable hardships. 
The accused may then be obliged to prove his innocence whenever the registry 
of the provost-marshal is adduced against him. No decision of the board of elec- 
tion o rs wiki protect him against the necessity of renewing his defense at 
every subsequent election, and each time with increased difficulty, arising from 
the possible death or absence of witnesses. In many casesthis may prove a gross 
WwW ag. 

7 2 $ +. » s * > 

To hold that the act of Con im upon such the necessity of proving 
their innocence without conviction of guilt would be an unreasonable construc- 
tion of the act, and would be attributing to the National Legislature an intention 
not warranted by the language and connection of the enactment. I! follows 
that the judgment of the court below upon the case’stated was right. The 
plaintiff, not having been convicted of desertion and failure to return to the 
service or to report to a provost-marshal,and not having been sentenced to the 
penalties and forfeitures of the law, was entitled to vote. 


Chief-Justice Woodward concurred in the judgment of the court, 
and added: 

But I do not concur in treating the act of Congress as a valid enactment, for 
I believe it to be an ex post facto law in respect to all soldiers except such as 
commit the crime of desertion after the date of the law. This is not a case of 
desertion su uent to the enactment but prior to it, and the penalties of the 
offense were such as were fixed by law when the offense was committed, and 
it is not competent forthe Legislature to increase them except for future cases. 


And I will add in this connection, Mr. President, that it is not com- 
petent for Congress to punish citizens of a Territory, or to add new pen- 
alties for polygamy committed before the passage of the Edmunds act, 
or to disfranchise any citizen of a Territory for crimes committed prior 
to the passage of the act of disfranchisement. 

In Dorsey’s case (7 Porter’s Alabama Reports) Judge Ormond re- 
fers to the constitutional provision that the crime or offense must be 
ascertained by due course of law, and says the term ‘‘due course of 
law” has a settled and ascertained meaning, and was intended to pro- 
tect people against privations of their lives, liberty, or property in any 
other mode than through the intervention of the judicial tribunals of 
the country. But this law seeks to ascertain a fact exalted intoa crime 
and punished in a particular manner -not by the judgment of a com- 
petent court, but by the admission of the offender, and construing his 
silence as evidence of guilt. 

In the case of Greene rs. Biggs (1 Curtis’ Circuit Court Reports 325), 

Judge Curtis, of the Supreme Court of the United States, presiding in 
the circuit court, defines what is meant by the law of the land. He 
says: 
Certainly this does not mean any act which the Assembly may choose to pass, 
If it did, the legislative will could a forfeiture of life, liberty, oE property 
withoutatrial. The exposition of the wordsas they stand in Magna a, as 
well as in the American Constitution, has been that require “due process 
of law,” and ım this is y implied and included the right to answer to 
and contest the charge, and the consequent right to be from it unless 
it is proved. 

Lord Coke, in giving an interpretation of these words in Magna Charta 
(2 Inst., 50, 51), pay they mean ‘‘ due of law,” in which is in- 
cluded presentment or indictment and being brought in to answer 


thereto. And the jurists of our country have not relaxed this inter- 


1884. 
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pretation. ‘It follows,” says he, speaking of the case before him, ‘‘that 
a law which would preclude the accused from answering to and contest- 
ing the charge, * * * and whichshould condemn him to fine and 
forfeiture unheard if he failed to comply with the requisition, would 
deprive him of his liberty or property, not by the law of the land, but 
by an arbitrary and unconstitutional exertion of legislative power. 

I might add other weighty authorities as to the meaning of “‘ due 
-process of law,” but I deem it unnecessary. Those already produced 
show conclusively that the test-oath prescribed by the commissioners 
under the Edmunds act is not ‘“‘due process of law’’ and that it de- 
prives the citizen of Utah of his property in his office without due proc- 
ess of law and without law. It simply prescribes a test-oath which 
he is required to take, and if he refuses to do so his guilt is conclusively 
presumed, and his property is taken from him without giving him an 
opportunity to contest the truth of the charge and without requiring 
proof of it. 

‘The Supreme Court of the United States in the case of the test-oath pre- 
scribed for lawyers and in the case of the Missouri test-oath have conclu- 
sively settled this question, that the application of a test-oath or the re- 
quirement that the party take the oath before he can exercise certain con- 
stitutional rights or before he can have the benefit of his office, is uncon- 
stitutional afid of no effect. If the requirement that a lawyer take a 
test-oath that he has not committed a certain crime before he can prac- 
tice law is not due process of law and the law requiring it is void, and 
that a test-oath, as in the Missouri case, requiring a minister of the 
Gospel to swear that he has not committed a particular crime before he 
can discharge-the sacred functions of his position, is not due process of 
law, and the law requiring itis null and void, as the Supreme Court has 
decided itis, then I should like to hear some lawyer draw a distinction 
between them and the test-oath applied to the citizen of a Territory, 
requiring him to swear that he has not committed a particular crime 
before he can discharge the duties of his office. 

If the law which denies to a lawyer, who has a property in his pro- 
fession, the right to practice till he takes a test-oath, and if the law 
which deprives a minister of the Gospel of the right to discharge the 
duties of his office until he takes a test-oath, are unconstitutional, how 
can a law which requires a citizen of a Territory to. swear that he has 
not committed a particular crime before he can discharge the duties of 
his office be constitutional and valid? There can be no legal distinction 
drawn between the cases; if one isa nullity they are all three nullities. 
In two of the cases the Supreme Court of the United States has ex- 
pressly ruled that they are nullities. 

So much for the first objection to the constitutionality of this act. 

I will now proceed to consider in more concise form some of the other 
objections. For convenience, and as they are intimately connected, I 
will consider together the second, third, fourth, fifth, and sixth. 

As a statute of the Congress of the United States makes bigamy a 
crime in the Territories and punishes it by imprisonment in the peni- 
tentiary, I suppose it will not be questioned by those who have a most 
laudable zeal for its suppression that it is an infamous crime. 

The second constitutional objection above made is that no one shall 
be held to answer for a capital or otherwise infamous crime without 
indictment or presentment of a grand jury. The polygamist in Utah 
is held to answer before a commission appointed under the Edmunds 
act, which tenders to him a test-oath, requiring him to swear that he 
is not a bigamist or polygamist, and, as construed by the commission, 
that he has not at any time been guilty of the offense; and if he refuses 
to take the oath guilt is conclusively presumed, and the punishment, 
that he shall neither vote nor hold office, is inflicted upon him. In 
other words, he is convicted or conclusively presumed to be guilty by a 
commission acting as court, jury, and executioner, and deprived of his 
right to vote and of his property in his office without due process of 
law and without indictment or presentment ofa grand jury. ` 

I hold therefore that the second objection is well taken and the pro- 
vision of the Constitution therein referred to is palpably violated. 

The third objection is that the act violates that provision of the Con- 
stitution which requires a speedy and a public trial by an impartial 
jury. The Constitution provides in such case, first, that the accused 
shall be indicted by a grand jury and then that he shall be speedily and 
publicly tried byjury: Forthisconstitutional requirement, which guar- 
antees to him a speedy and public trial by jury, the commission under 
the Edmunds act tenders to him a test-oath and requires him to swear 
that he has not committed a crime; and if he refuses to do it guilt is 
conclusively presumed, and the sentence is passed by the officer con- 
trolling the elections or by the commission, which denies to him his 
right to vote or to hold his office. This p ing therefore violates 
that portion of the Constitution referred to in my third objection. 

My fourth objection is that the Constitution requires in each criminal 
case that the accused shall be confronted with the witnesses against him. 
‘The omnipotent commission, acting under the Edmunds act, requires 
that he shall take a test-oath that he did not commit the crime, and if 
he refuses to do it he shall be confronted with no witnesses, but by the 
executioner, who executes the sentence of the law by driving him from 
the polls, confiscating his property in his office if he has one, or refusing 
to permit him to vote or hold an office. The act is therefore a palpable 
violation of this provision of the Constitution. t 


My fifth objection is that the act violates that provision of the Con- 
stitution which tees to him compulsory process for obtaining 
witnesses in his favor. This bill permits him to introduce no witness 
in his favor. The trial is had without witnesses in his favor, and it 
matters not whether he committed the crime or whether he is the most 
innocent man in the Territory. It matters not that he might be able 
to prove by a hundred witnesses that he never committed the offense. 
The statute allows him no compulsory process to bring one of them 
before a court or the commission that has assumed jurisdiction in his 
case, But his simple refusal to take the test oath prescribed is held to 
be his conviction, and no witness is permitted in his favor and no ap- 
peal is provided to any other tribunal. Then the Edmunds act vio- 
lates this provision of the Constitution also. 

My sixth objection is that it violates that provision of the Constitu- 
tion which guarantees to the citizen who is accused of a crime the as- 
sistance of counsel for his defense. As it provides for no indictment by 
a grand jury and no speedy and public trial by a traverse jury, as it 
permits him to be confronted by no witness against him and denies him 
compulsory process to bring in the witnesses in his favor, it follows as 
a necessary consequence that in the case of the trial, if we may call 
such a mockery of justice a trial, it denies to him the assistance of 
counsel for his defense, and is therefore violative of the fundamental 
law of the land. 

The charge of bigamy is a criminal charge, and is punishable by law. 
The commissioners under the Edmunds act undertake to ascertain the 
guilt or innocence of the accused by means of a test-oath, and if the 
party answers that he has been guilty of the offense, or refuses to answer, 
punishment is inflicted upon him for the offense. In the Missouri test- 
oath case before the Supreme Court it was claimed by counsel for the 
State that the oath was a qualification for holding office and practicing 
certain professions, &e. But the court say it has been made an instru- 
ment for the infliction of punishment, which could not rightfully be 
done. (4 Wallace, 319.) Again, on pages 320 and 321, the court says: 
‘The deprivation of any right may be punishment; disqualification 
from the pursuit of a legal profession or from positions of trust is pun- 
ishment.’’ The court says the oath was punishment. 

Having shown that the crime at which the Edmunds act is aimed is 
an infamous one, and that the eighth section of that act denies to any 
Mormon who hasbeen guilty of it the right to vote or to hold office 


and takes his property without due process of law and without provid- ` 


ing for any legal trial, I now call attention to the additiqnal fact that 
it violates the seventh provision of the Constitution, referred to in my 
objections, which says: ‘‘ No person shall be compelled in any criminal 
case to be a witness against himself.” This isacriminal case, orrather 
it is a proceeding to punish citizens of the United States for the crime 

of bigamy by depriving them of their vote or the right to vote or hold 
office. How does the commission propose to do this? It does it by 
compelling the party to bea witness against himself, to testify whether 
he has or has not been guilty of the crime. And if he refuses to testify 
it draws from the refusal the conclusion of his guilt. What right has 
the Congress of the United States or any commission acting under it to 
impose any such test-oath? What right has it to pass any law com- 
pelling the party to testify whether he has been guilty or not guilty of 
the offense? 

Nemo tenetur seipsum prodere is the well-established rule of the com- 
mon law, and is thus explained by a very able and accurate Amer- 
ican authority: that when the answer will have a tendency to expose 
the witness to penal liability, or to any kind of punishment, or toa 
criminal charge, or to a forfeiture of his estate, the witness is not bound 
to answer. And if the fact to which he is interrogated forms but one 
link in the chain of testimony which is to convict him, he is protected. 
And if the witness declines to answer, no inference of the truth of the 
fact is permitted to be drawn from that circumstance. (1 Greenleaf’s 
Evidence, secs. 451-453.) 

I hold, therefore, that the eighth section of the Edmunds act as ad- 
ministered is a palpable violation of the constitutional provision that 
no one shall be compelled to be a witness against himself in a criminal 
case. The able and accurate authority above quoted seems to put this 
question beyond doubt. No one shall be held to answer if the answer 
will have a tendency to expose him to penal liability, orto any kind of 
punishment (and the Supreme Court has held that the oath itself is 
punishment), or toa criminal charge, or to a forfeiture of his estate; and 
no inference of the truth of the charge is permitted to be drawn from 
his refusal to answer. The Edmunds act as executed requires him to 
answer on oath when the answer, if in the affirmative, will expose him 
to penal liability, will expose him, in the language of the Supreme Court 
of the United States, to punishment, and to the forfeiture of his estate 
in his office, if he holds one. The act is, therefore, plainly and palpably 
in conflict with the provision of the Constitution last referred to. 

In 4 Devereux’s North Carolina Reports it is held that ‘‘a public 
office is the subject of property, as everything corporeal or incorporeal 
from which a man can earn a livelihood and make gain. The office is 
created fora public purpose, but it is conferred on a particular man and 
accepted by him asa source of individual emolument, and to the extent of 
that emolument it is private property as much as the lands he tills, or 
the horse he rides, or a debt that is owing to him.” 
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And in 2 Alabama Reports, N. S., page 31, the chief-justice says: 

An office is as much a paari of p! rty as anything else capable of being 
held or owned; to rive one of itor unjustly withhold it is an injury 
which the law can redress in a manner as ample as it can any other wrong. 

Again he says, page 34: 

We need not cite authorities to prove that by the common law 70 one can be 
deprived of the right to exercise or hold a civil office but by the judgment of 
his peers, as we have already shown that an office is a species of property. 

An office is an estate, which may be for life, or for a term of years, or 
during pleasure. That estate is property, and the Constitution of the 
United States says no one shall be deprived of property without due 
process of law. 


It matters not whether it is attempted to be done by means of atest- | 28% 


oath, compelling a party to criminate himself, or in whatever imagi- 
nable form other than by due process of law, it is null and void, what- 
ever may be the means resorted to foritsaccomplishment. What power, 
then, has Congress to deprive any man of his property in his office sim- 
ply because he refuses to swear whether he has or has not violated the 
criminal law of the land, when he has neither been with, in- 
dicted, nor convicted of any such violation? Ideny that it has any such 
right. Thisattempt isin violation of the fundamental law asexpounded 
by the highest authorities, and is absurd within itself; and I know of 
no rule governing courts which could justify them in the enforcement 
of any such enactment. The statute is a nullity, and must, in my opin- 
ion, be so held whenever and wherever it is brought in question before 
any intelligent court. 

In support of the ens ion that a statute prescribing a test-oath which 
deprives a citizen of his right to hold office is a penal one I refer the 
Senate to the case of Leigh (1 Munford’s Virginia Reports) and the case 
of Dorsey (7 Porter’s Alabama Reports). Each of these States had passed 
stringent acts against dueling, and had prescribed an oath to be taken 
in Virginia by all officers of the State government and in Alabama by 
all State officers and practicing attorneys that each’ had not before en- 
gaged in a duel and would never engage in one while he remained in 
the office. In each case the applicant moved to be admitted to the bar 
of the supreme court without taking the oath, and in each case the court 
sustained the motion The decisions are lengthy, but as they are very 
able I shall not apologize for reading portions of them to the Senate. 
And upon the point to which I last referred I invite the attention ot 
the Senate especially to the following language of the judges: 

In Leigh’scase (page 482) Judge Roane, who was greatly distinguished 
for his ability, says: j 

However laudable the ol of the act to suppress dueling may be, it is still a 
highly penal law, and must be construed strictly. LPA UNAU POIA if notty- 
rannical, in compelling a person TO DRINA DON oath, by the third section, not 
only in relation to his past conduct and p nt resolution, but also forthe future 
state of his mind. Thus premising that this act is highly and unusually penal 


I will, under the influence of the rules for construing penal statutes, proceed to 
apply it to the case before us. 
Judge Fleming in the same case says: 

The act under consideration being a compulsory law (however salutary it 
may be), imposing on the officers of the Government an oath unknown to the 
former law of the State or of the United States, though there be no pecuniary 
penalty inflicted on those who refused to take the oath therein prescribed, I 
can not but consider it as a penal statute, and as such must give ita strict inter- 
pretation. 


Again he says: 

Admitting that attorneys are comprehended in the act, ithas or ought to have 
a prospective and not retrospective operation, and can not affect officers of any 
description appointed to office prior to the passage of the act. 


In Dorsey’s case (7 Porter, 366) Judge Goldthwaite says: 


T have omitted any argument to show that disqualification from office or from 
the pursuit of a lawful avocation isa punishment. That itisso is too evident to 
require any illustration; indeed it may be questioned whether any ingenuity 
could devise any penalty which would operate more forcibly on society, 


Again he says: 

A citizen is informed that by the laws of the State he is entitled to aspire to 
any office or pursue any other avocation which any other citizen can. Yet 
when he is about to enter in the office or avocation he is required to swear to 
his innocence of a Rertouiar crime; it then becomes evident that if he can 
not truly take the oa’ Loc, bear he is excluded. Can it be doubted that for all 
the purposes of the disqualification the guilt of the individual is ascertained? In 
what does it differ from the general enactment that a candidate for office shall 
be required to Drove and establish his innocence of a specified crime? Admit- 
ting a person to be guilty, he is neither accused, tried, norconvicted by any tribu- 
nal known to the laws; yet he is punished with unerring certainty and the ut- 
most celerity ; his conscience is made his sole accuser and judge; his punishment 
commences with the commission of the crime, and terminates only when he 
ceases to exist; he is excluded from the poten? d of his peers; no legal doubt 
ean intervene to produce his acquittal; an error of his judgment involves hissoul 
in the awful g It of perjury or punishes him without guilt, I have no hesita- 
tion in declaring that this act provides a mode of ascertaining and punishing 
guilt which is not only unwarranted by the constitution, but is also in direct 
contravention of several of the most important provisions of the declaration of 
se by which the liberties and privileges of the citizens are guarded, * * + 

hen once it is admitted or proved that a citizen has a t to aspire to office, 
or to pursue any lawful avocation, it seems to me gn ery je that he can be legal- 
ly oprirea of that right by a punishment for an offense committed without a 
trial by jury; and I can perceive no sound distinction between a law which de- 
| Agens one of liis right without a trial and that which ascertains and punishes 
guilt by an illegal mode of trial. 
He then refers to the governor’s right to grant pardons, and says: 

We can not presume that the General Assembly intended by this act to inter- 
fere with the constitutional prerogative of mercy vested in the executive, yet this 
act, if constitutional, imposes a y which can not be remitted and inflicts a 
punishment beyond the reach of executive clemency, 


In the same case Judge Ormond (says page 379) : 


This is a highly penal law; it excludes, unless its terms are complied with 
all persons from practicing as attorneys and counselors at law in the courts ot 
this State. It must, therefore, receive a strict construction, in accordance with 
well-established principles, and the authority to pass it be clearly and fairly . 
discoverable from the Constitution. 


And on page 38: 

It is so offensive to the first principles of justice to require a man to give evi. 
dence against himself in a penal case, that, independent of the coustitutional 
interdict no one in this enlightened age will be found to advocate the principle, 

But it may be said this is not a case of this kind, as no corporal or 
pecuniary punishment is the.consequence of a refusal to take the oath 
inst dueling. But are not the results the same whether punishment 
follows from the admission or is-imposed as a consequence of silence? 
Can ingenuity make a distinction between a punishment inflicted in 
this mode, as a consequence of a refusal to take the oath, by closing 
one of the avenues to wealth and fame, and a positive pecuniary mulct? 
If there is a difference, I think it entirely in favor of the latter, so far 
as the amount or weight of the penalty could affect the decision of the 


case, 

On page 381: 

With great deference to the opinion of others who may differ from me, I 
think that the requisition by the Enan in substance and effect, requires 
the applicant fora license to give evidence nst himself, and that, if not 
within the letter, is at least within the words, of the prohibition, the very foun- 
dation of which is that every one is presumed to be innocent till the contrary ap- 
pears. 

Judge Pitman, in the same case, refers to the fact that the statute 
under consideration rendered any one engaged in selling spirituous 
liquors an incompetent juror, and authorized the question to be pro- 
pounded to him, and says: 

This law authorizes the court to inquire of the juror who may be challen 
on this account. It is true the law says, “ He may decline to answer ;" but what 
then? Is the fact to be proved by other evidence? No; this silence is consid- 
ered as sufficient proof, and he is excluded accordingly. He is therefore com- 
peed to answer, if he does not wish to be excluded as artes to sitas a juror 
or does not wish to be considered as concerned in a traffic which 
sidered as infamous. The maxim of the common law 
stitution is that every man is presumed to be innocent un 


guilty. The whole spirit of this law a: 
Legislature has no right by an act to 


well je 
Sonitsonte the property of te elton. 

Now, Mr. President, I beg the Senate to bear in mind that the two 
cases just referred to were precisely similar to the case now under consid- 
eration. The statutes of Alabama and of Virginia were aimed against 
dueling, justas the Edmunds act isaimed against bigamy. The means 
resorted to for the suppression of the vice and the punishment of the 
offender were the same in each case, a test-oath, which attorneys at 
law in the one case and officers of the State in the other were required 
to take, swearing that they had not and would not engage in a duel, 
&c. In the case before the Senate a like test-oath is applied to a citi- 
zen of Utah, requiring him to swear that he is not a bigamist ora polyg- 
amist; and the commission appointed under the act requires his oath 
to cover all his past life. If he has everatany time been guilty, though 
it may have been before the passage of the act by Congress making big- 
amy a crime in Utah, orif the case occurred since the passage of the 
law, though it may have long since been barred by the statute of lim- 
itations, still he is required to swear that he never committed the act, 
or heis driven from the polls and denied the right to hold office. 

As already stated, the Supreme Court of the United States held the 
lawyer's test-oath to be unconstitutional; they also held the Missouri 
test-oath, which applied to ministers of the Gospel and other officers, 
unconstitutional. The supreme court of Virginia held the dueling 
test-oath unconstitutional, and the supreme court of Alabama held a 
like test-oath unconstitutional; and I apprehend there is no United 
States. court nor is there any respectable court of any State in the 
Union that would hold the Edmunds act as construed by the commis- 
sion constitutional. If the test-oath in four similar cases was uncon- 
stitutional and was so adjudged by courts of the highest authority, how 
can the Edmunds act, similar in all its objects and aims, be held con- 
stitutional by any good lawyer, by any competent court, by Congress, 
or by the country? 

But I must notice the two remaining constitutional objections. The 
Constitution of the United States denies to Congress the power to pass 
any bill of attainder. The Supreme Court of the United States has 
held that the acts of Congress prescribing the test-oaths above men- 
tioned were billsof pains and penalties in the nature of a bill of attain- 
der, and as such inhibited by the Constitution. What is a bill of 
attainder? A bill of attainder, as I understand it, is a judicial sen- 
tence by Parliament or by Congress; in other words, it is a legislative 
usurpation of judicial power, as when Parliament passed a bill to at- 
taint A B of high treason, and directed his execution and the confisca- 
tion of his estate. This act is in the nature of a bill of attainder. It 
does not attaint the Mormon who refuses to take the test-oath of high 
treason, but it does assume judicial functions, and confiscate his prop- 
erty in his office without judicial trial or the judgment of any court. 
It usurps the power that properly belongs to the courts alone of deter- 
mining the question of the guilt or innocence of the accused. 


I may be told that the British Parliament centuries ago enacted test- 
oaths, and that no man was allowed to hold office un 


he had taken 
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the sacraments of the Church of England and the oaths of abjuration, 
&e. This is true; and it is also true that the enlightenment of the age 
and the triumph of reason have long since swept these oaths from the 
statute-book, and the Jew and the dissenter sit to-day by the side of 
the churchman in the Parliament of the realm. 

But it does not follow from this historical fact that Congress now 
has or ever did any such powers. The Parliament of Great 
Britain has established a particular Church. Has the Congress of the 
United States any such power? Parliament has established an aris- 
tocracy and provided for the grant by the king of titles of nobility. 
Can Congressdo the same? Certainly not. Why not? Because there 
is a written constitution in this country which expressly forbids it. 
There was none in England. Such is the omnipotence of the Parlia- 
ment of Great Britain that, with the consent of the king, it may 
change what they call the constitution at pleasure. The Congress of 
the United States, with the President, has no such power. The Par- 
liament of Great Britain has power to confiscate the property of the 
subject beyond the period of his life, and either with or without the 
use of test-oaths, if it should so will, to deprive a subject of his prop- 
eriy without due process of law. The written Constitution of the 
United States, which it has no power to change, denies to Congress the 
power to do either. From the difference in the powers possessed by 
Parliament and by Congress the Senate will readily perceive the rea- 
son why the British test-oaths can as precedents be of no avail to the 
advocates of similar oaths in this country. 

There is, therefore, no escape, Mr. President, from the position that 
the eighth section of the act in question is a bill of pains and penalties 
in the nature of a bill of attainder, the of which is expressly 
forbidden by the Constitution of the United States. My ninth objec- 
tion is that it is an ex post facto law. 

What is an ex post factolaw? It isthus defined by Mr. Justice Chase, 
' delivering the opinion of the Supreme Court of the United States in 
the case of Calder and Wife vs. Bull and Wife, (3 Dallas, 386): 

1. Every law that makes an action, done before the passing of the laws, and 


which was innocent when done, criminal, and punishes such ion, 
2, Every law that aggravates a crime or makes it greater than it was when 


committed. 
PE negigebnnkymg mgen ab pes miga “= Pompe resent 

4. Every law that alters the legal rules of evidence, and receives less or dif- 
ferent testimony than the law required at the time of the commission of the 
offense in order to convict the offenders, 

(See also 1 Kent’s Com., 408; Sergeant on Const. Law, 356; Smith’s 
Com. on Const. Construction, 372.) 

In Fletcher vs, Peck (6 Cranch’s Reports, 138) Chief-Justice Marshall, 
delivering the opinion of the Supreme Court of the United States, says: 

An ez post facto law is one which renders an act punishable in a manner in 
which it was not punishable when it was committed, Such a law may inflict 
ee on'the person or may inflict painy penalties which swell the pub- 
icTreasury. The y E is prohibited from ngala by which a man’s 
estate, or any part of it, shall be seized for a crime which was not declared by 
some previous law to render him liable to that punishment. 

In the case of Ross (2 Pick., 169) it was held that if a statute add a 
new punishment, or increase the old one, for an offense committed be- 
fore its passage, such an act would be ex post facto, The party ought to 
know, says the court, at the time of committing the offense, the whole 
extent of the punishment. 

Will it be questioned by any one that the disfranchisement practiced 
in Utah under the Edmunds act is legal punishment of a high char- 
acter? The punishment inflicted on the Mormon who refuses to take 
the test-oath in Utah is pey the same which the Constitution in- 
flicts on the President of the United States, or any other high official, 
who is impeached by the House of Representatives and couvicted by 
the Senate. He is removed from office, and disqualified to hold and 

joy any office of honor, trust, or profit, and he is still liable and 
subject to indictment, trial, judgment, and punishment for the crime 
of bigamy according to Jaw; just as the President, if impeached and 
convicted, would be liable in the courts to trial and punishment for his 
trime after he had suffered the penalties which follow the conviction 
on impeachment. And this high penalty of removal from office and 
disqualification is inflicted under an act of Congress passed long after 
the crime was committed. 

Can any lawyer defend an act so palpably ex post facto and void, in- 
flicting the highest punishment known to the Constitution of the coun- 
try for a crime committed before its passage; a punishment as high as 
that which follows the conviction of the highest officer of the Govern- 
ment when impeached for high crimes and misdemeanors? 

I beg to refer to the fact that the Utah Commission has in practice 
denied the citizen of Utah who does not now practice polygamy the 
right to hold office if he aiken it at any time during his past life. 

e commission in their first report, page 6, say: 

Bes Page ran eee bree only should be excluded who at the had Bond 
OTASI Wits meee the ne ODAAT Li oa, sock T COLEA woeld 
render this section a perfect nullity. The means of evasion are patent to the 
dullest apprehension. We therefore conclude that neither the letter nor the 


spirit of the statute requires such a narrow construction, and in our published 
rules and regulations we gave the exclusion a wider scope and application. 


In the case of Jennings, he admitted that he practiced polygamy prior 


to the passage of the statute, Ist July, 1862, making it penal, but 


. 


that one of his wives died about 1871, and he had never since had more 
than one wife; and upon this state of facts he claimed the right to 
vote. The question was submitted to the commission, and they de- 
cided that having once practiced polygamy, though it was before the 

of the act making it penal, and if afterwards the crime had 
long since been barred by the statute of limitations, still he was ineli- 
gible; and they refased to permit him to vote or hold office. 

Now, apply to Jennings’s case the rule laid down by Mr. Justice 
Chase, and the actis clearly unconstitutional, because it inflictsa greater 
punishment than the law annexed to the crime when perpetrated. In 
addition to the old penalty, it denies his right to vote, forfeits his estate 
in his office, and denies to him the right to hold office, which could 
not be done, because no previous law, in the language of Chief-Justice 
Marshall, rendered him liable to that punishment. 

And in the language of the supreme court of the State of Massachu- 
setts, cited in the above-stated case, if it does not increase the old it - 
adds a new punishment for an offense committed before its passage. 
How could a Mormon at the time of committing the offense years ago 
know, in the lan: of the last-named court, the whole extent of the 
punishment? How could he know that the wisdom of Congress would 
at some future day pass the Edmunds bill? 

This law therefore punishes the citizen of Utah for what is now held 
to be an offense by legislative enactment, and not by the judgment of 
a court, denying him the right to a trial by jury, and in that respect 
it is also unconstitutional. The Constitution says, article 3, section 
2, ph 3: 

The trial of all crimes, except in case of impeachment, shall be by jury. 


I beg the pardon of the Senate for taking up so much time reading 
authorities. But as they are in point and are the opinions of able 
judges, and as the question is an important one, I have relied upon 
your indulgence. These authorities establish the points I have taken 
against this law to my mind beyond all question. 

First. That the citizen of Utah who is an office-holder has a property 
in his office. 

Second. That this act of Congress violates the social compact, Magna 
Charta, and the Constitution of the United States, by depriving him ot 
that property without due process of law, in this: that he is in effect. 
convicted and his property forfeited without presentment or indictment 
of a grand jury; that he is denied atrial by jury; that he is denied the 
right to be confronted with the witnesses against him; that he is de- 
nied compulsory process for obtaining witnesses in his favor; that he 
is denied the gssistance of counsel for his defense; and that he is com- 
pelled to be a witness himself in a criminal case or that his. 
silence is construed as conclusive evidence of guilt. 

Third. That the act is in the nature of a bill of attainder, and is a 
usurpation by the legislative department of the Government of the 
functions assigned by the Constitution to the judicial department, 
being a sentence of forfeiture pronounced by Congress, which, being a. 
judicial and not a legislative act, can only be done by the judiciary 
after trial and conviction. 

Fourth. That the law is not and was not intended to be a law pre- 
scribing qualifications for office, but a penal law, forfeiting his property 
for the commission of an act which at the time of its commission had 
no such penalty annexed by law, and that the act or offense is pun- 
ished by this law in a manner different from that prescribed by law at. 
the time of its commission; and that the law is for this reason ex post: 
facto and void. 

The defendant is put upon trial not before a judicial tribunal, but. 
before a commission appenaa by Congress; he is made the witness 
against himself, and if he refuses to swear that he is not guilty, he is. 
judged to be guilty and punished by disfranchisement. 

But I may be told that while theauthorities I have referred to might. 
well apply to a similar act passed by Congress applicable to the States, 
as in the case of the lawyers’ test-oath, or passed by a State, as in the: 
case of the Missouri test-oath, that they do not apply to a test-oath 
passed by Congress as applicable to a Territory. And it may be 
claimed that the power of Congress over a Territory or the inhabitants 
of a Territory is absolute and uncontrollable, and that- Congress may 
pass any law it thinks proper to pass applicable to Territories without 
constitutional restraint. ' : 

I deny the correctness of this position, and respectfully submit that. 
the Congress of the United States has no greater power to violate the 
Constitution of the United States in the Territories, nor to pass laws. 
that are unconstitutional as applied to the citizens ofa Territory, than 
it has to like laws applicable to the citizens of States. Under what. 
SeA NEE does Congress derive its right of absolute legislation in 
the Territories? I presume it must be found in the following grant, if” 
found at all: 

The Congress shall have power to dispose of and make all needful rules and 
regulations ng the territory 
atea and waking fa this Oonsstttcdion ADANA be sc corstened eo ts prejudice say 
claims of the United States or of any particular State, 

Thé language “territory and other property,” putting territory on. 
the same footing with other property, does not seem to contemplate the- 
aprenen of communities or districts of country. But it seems to re- 

to rules and regulations respecting the territory as property as dis— 
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tinguished from population oran organized community. Territory and 
other property does not seem to mean a territorial government, but it 
puts territory as property, because it says that and other property. 
It would seem that this was the intention of the framers of the Consti- 
tution, who, treating it as property, were careful to protect the claims 
of the General Government and of the States to it as property. 

But however imperfect the language of the Constitution may be, to 
confer such power it must be admitted that Congress has practiced upon 
the rule that it had the power to legislate for the Territories from the 
earlier periods of the Government, and the Supreme Court has sanc- 
tioned that practice. But this claim does not prove, nor has the Su- 
preme Court held, that the power of Congress in the Territories is om- 
nipotent, or that may violate the spirit and letter of the Con- 
stitution by its legislation as-applicable to the Territories. There are 
many things that Congress has no more power to do in the Territories 
than it has in a State. To illustrate: Congress has no power to pass 
any law applicable to any Territory for the establishment of religion 
or the prevention of the free exercise of religion therein; nor can it 
grant any title of nobility in a Territory; nor can it destroy or abrogate 
the right of trial by jury; nor can it suspend the privileges of the writ 
of habeas corpus, unless in case of rebellion or invasion; nor can it pass 
any law requiring excessive bail, or impose cruel or unusual punish- 
ments; nor can it by law justify unreasonable searches and seizures 
without the proper warrants; nor can it deny to any person the right 
to be confronted with the witnesses against him when on trial in any 
criminal case; nor can it deny to the defendant compulsory process to 
compel the attendance of his own witness; nor can it deprive any one 
of life, liberty, or property without due process of law; nor can it pass 

‘any law abridging the right of citizens of the United States to vote on 
account of race, color, or previous condition of servitude; nor can it 
establish involuntary servitude, except as a punishment for crime; nor 
can it pass any bill of attainder or ex post facto law; nor can it compel 
any person to be a witness against himself in any criminal case; nor can 
it destroy the principles of local self-government in a Territory as prac- 
ticed for the last fifty years; nor can it refuse to govern the Territory 
according tothe genius and spiritof ourrepublican torm of govern-ment; 
nor can it do many otheracts which are prohibited by the Constitution; 
nor ean it exercise any authority not delegated by the Constitution. 

These instances are, I trust, sufficient to show that there exists in 
Congress no absolute power of unlimited legislation in the Territories. 
Congress has the right to dispose of and make all needful rules and 
regulations respecting the territory, in the singular, not Territories, 
and other property of the United States. That is the grant of power, 
and that is all of it. But this does not delegate to Congress the right 
to make any laws as applicable to the Territories or any rules or regu- 
lations for their government which violate the genius and spirit of our 
republican institutions or which are prohibited to Congress by the Con- 
stitution; nor, indeed, any which are not within the seope of its dele- 
gated powers. 

The language as applicable to the District of Columbia, &c., is very 
different and much more full and ample. That provision gives to Con- 

gress the power to exercise exclusive legislation in all cases whatever 
over such District, not exceeding ten miles square, as may by cession 
of the particular States and the acceptance of Congress become the seat 
of Government of the United States, and to exercise a like authority 
over all places purchased, by consent of the Legislature of the State in 
which the same shall be, for the erection of forts, magazines, arsenals, 
dock-yards, and other needful buildings. 

In the first case the language is, Congress may dispose of and make 
all needful rules and regulations concerning the territory (not Terri- 
tories) and other property of the United States. In the last case, Con- 
gress may exercise exclusive legislation in all cases whatever. 

The framers of the Constitution well understood the foree and im- 
port of language, and it is very evident that they did not intend tocon- 
fer power as plenary in the one case just quoted as they did in the other. 
In so far then as the right to legislate for the Territories is concerned, I 
am of the opinion Congress can rightfully exercise no power except such 
as is delegated to it by the Constitution. In the case of the District of 
Columbia and other places above mentioned, as the grant is plenary, 
Congress may exercise exclusive legislative powers, and enact and en- 
force any law that i$ not in conflict with some prohibitory provision of 
the Constitution. Š 

The Supreme Court has held that the powers of the Territorial Legis- 
lature extend to all rightful objects of legislation, subject to the re- 
striction that their laws shall not be inconsistent with the laws and 
Constitution of the United States. (1 Peters, 543.) 

The test-oath prescribed by the constitution of Missouri during the 
war was similar to that preseribed under the act of March, 1882, as ap- 
plicable to Utah in its disfranchisement, and was declared null and 
void by the Supreme Court of the United States, because it was a bill 
of pains and penalties, which neither the State nor the General Govern- 
ment had any right to pass. 

I insist that Compra Bea no power in the Territories to passany law 
violating these fun tal provisions of the Constitution. By articles 
9 and 10 of the amendments to the Constitution the rights not del- 

to the Congress by the States in the Constitution are reserved 
to the States respectively or to the people. The reservation of them to 
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the States respectively, speaking of them as organized bodies, would 
embrace a reservation to the people who composed the State. But as 
many of the people might not be inhabitants of a State, but might live 
on the territory belonging to the Government, the reservation is put in the 
alternative, ‘‘to the States respectively or to the people.’’ Therefore the 
reservation of powers not delegated applied as well to the people of a 
Territory as to the people of the States. 

Congress may go to the extent of the delegated powers in passing laws 
for the Territories or in punishing crime there; but it has no right to 
pass Jaws prohibited by imperative provisions of the Constitution; nor 
has it the right to exceed the delegated powers in the enactment of 
laws for the government of the Territories. I deny that the power is 
anywhere delegated to Congress in the Constitution to destroy local 
self-government as long practiced ina Territory, or to destroy a repub- 
lican form of government in a Territory, or to destroy the right of 
trial by jury, which the Constitution declares shall be preserved. The 
accused is in every case entitled to a speedy and public trial by an 
impartial jury before any penalty or punishment or disability of any 
kind can be inflicted upon him. ; 

Again, Congress is required by the Constitution to guarantee to each 
State a republican form of government. Will it be insisted by any 
one that Congress has a right in a Territory belonging to the United 
States, inhabited by citizens of the United States, who are entitled to 
the protection guaranteed by the Constitution to citizens, to destroy a 
republican form of government, and to govern the Territory by com- 
missions of military men, or civilians, or satraps, or provisional gov- 
ernors, in an arbitrary, tyrannical, or unconstitutional mannér, violative 
of the very first principles of republican government? The framers of 
the Constitution intended no such inconsistency as a guarantee of a 
republican form of government in the States and the destruction of re- 
publican government in the Territories. 

If Congress has the power to destroy the Territorial government in 
Utah, and send commissioners, military dictators, or satraps to govern 
the Territory for five years, it has the same power to embrace in the 
same category all the territory belonging to the United States. And 
if it may govern any portion of it, it may govern all of it by a satrap. 
And if it may continue such government for a term of years, there is 
no reason why, in its good pleasure, it may not continueit for one hun- 
dred years or five hundred, making the Territory a province, to be plun- 
dered at will by the party in power. 

I can never subscribe to the doctrine that citizens of the several States, 
who leave their homes in the States and establish homes in the Terri- 
tories, thereby lose their rights as citizens of the United States under 
the Constitution or lose the protection the Constitution guarantees to 
them against arbitrary tyranny or oppression. Nor can I believe that 
Congress may rightfully in such case govern them outside of the Con- 
stitution, or that it may exercise despotic, arbitrary, or unlimited power 
over the people of the Territories, They are as much citizens of the 
United States as are the citizens of the several States, and they are as 
much entitled to exercise the rights guaranteed by the Constitution as 
any of the other citizens of the United States are. They have a right 
to all the protection that the inhibitory clauses of the Constitution 
throw between them and the exercise of arbitrary power, whether it 
is attempted to be exercised by Congress or any other department of 
Government. 

The Government of Great Britain, though a monarchy, does not claim 
the right to exercise any such power over the English-speaking inhab- 
itants of Great Britain or the British provinces. When the original 
thirteen States were provinces of Great Britain the people claimed the 
right of local self-government, and they resorted to revolution and 
open resistance to the government rather than submit to taxation with- 
out representetion. By an attempt to exercise the very power that 
it is now proposed by some persons that the United States shall exer- 
cise over Utah the British Government lost the provinces, which at the 
end of the war became thirteen sovereign and independent States, which 
united and formed this great Government of ours. The power of local 
self-government lies at the very foundation of our system. The powers 
of the General Government are limited to the grant made by the States 
in the Constitution, and the citizens of the States and of the Territories 
of the Union are alike protected by the inhibitory clauses of the Con- 
stitution to which I have invited the attention of the Senate. 

The proposition is a monstrous one, that the Government of the 
United States has the power to destroy local self-government as it has 
heretofore existed in the Territories, to subvert the principles of our 
republican system there, or to send irresponsible commissions, agents, 
or despots to insult, rob, and plunder the citizens of a Territory, whose 
constitutional rights are inalienable and should be protected wherever 
the flag floats overan American freeman. If such power exists, it is the 
power of brute force, not of right; a power which no enlightened repub- 
lic can afford to exercise over its citizens. 

A few words about the practice and policy of the Goyernment in its 
legislation in reference to the Territories may not be out of place here. 
After Virginia had ceded the northwestern territory to the Government 
of the United States, the Congress, in 1787, passed an ordinance for its 
government, in which it is provided that— 
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essary and best suited to the circumstances of the district, and them to 
‘Congress from time to time: which laws shall be in force in the district until 
the organization of the General Assembly therein, unless disapproved by Con- 
gremi; but afterward the Legislature shall have authority to alter them as they 
see fit. 


In a subsequent part of the ordinance it is provided that— 

So soon as there shall be po free male maara of = age to pe hacen 
4 r, receive authority, wi 
Se ee ts R NES Gon their counties or townships to rep- 
resent them in the General Assembly. 

It then fixes the number of representatives at 1 to every 500 free 
male inhabitants until the number shall amount to 25, after which 
the proportion of representatives shall be regulated by the Legislature. 
It then prescribes the qualifications of representatives and voters. It 

-also provides for filling vacancies, &c. This was the earliest act passed 

by Congress for the government of the Territory, and at that time it 
was called district, and not Territory; and as you will readily see, Mr. 
President, the Congress provided for a republican form of government 
for the Territory, and for local self-government in the Territory, so far 
as the legislative functions were concerned. (See Statutes at Large, 
-volume 1, page 51.) 

By act of May 26, 1790, provision was made for the government ot 
the territory of the United States south of the Ohio River, which the 
statute declared should be similar to that which was then exercised in 
the territory northwest of the Ohio. (Volume 1, page 123.) 

As you see, Congress did not leave the governor and judges to legis- 
late, but authorized them to select laws from those passed by the States 
for the Territory until it had sufficient inhabitants to enable it to elect 

-a legislature, when it was to assume legislative functions; and the same 
rule was applicable to the territory south of the Ohio River. 

Kentueky was part of Virginia, and with the consent of Virginia she 
formed herself into a State, and was admitted into the Union Ist of 
June, 1792. , 

Tennessee, havin been ceded to the United States by North Caro- 
lina, was admitted into the Union with but little Territorial history. 

The Territory of Mississippi was organized April 7, 1798, with the 
same privileges which the people of the Northwestern Territory enjoyed 
under the ordinance of 1787 except the provision astoslavery. By act 

-of 10th of May, 1800, the right to elect representatives was provided 
for with property qualification. The property qualification was re- 
moved by act of October 25, 1814 (volume 3, page 143), and it had rep- 
resentative government until its admission into the Union. 

On the 3d of March, 1817, the Territory of Alabama was organized 
from a portion of the Territory of Mississippi, and the representatives 

-elected under the laws governing the Mississippi Territory who fell 
within the Territory of Alabama were to continue as thé legislative as- 
sembly of thatState. The town of Saint Stephens was declared to be the 
séatof government for the Territory until it should be otherwise ordered 
by the Legislature thereof. 

By act of April 20, 1802, the people of the eastern part of the North- 
western Territory were authorized, én a convention elected by the peo- 
ple, to form a State government, preparatory to admission into the Union, 
with such name as they might adopt. TheStateof Ohio was thereupon 
-organized as a State and-admitted into the Union. (See volume 2, 

173.) 
oie purchased the Territory of Louisiana from France, the Pres- 
ident was authorized, bwact of March 31, 1803, to take possession of it, 

-and to use any part of thé Army and Navy necessary for that purpose. 
We had just purchased the Territory, the inhabitants were not friendly 

-to the people of the United States, and did not speak our language; 
hence it was necessary to use extraordinary means to take possession of 
the Territory and to form a government there. A Territorial govern- 
ment was established by act of March 26, 1804, which vested the legis- 
lative power in the governor and thirteen fit and discreet persons of the 

“Territory, with the powers usually given in such cases. (Volume 2, 
page 284.) 

A similar instance occurred in the case of the Territory of Florida. 
A hostile state of feeling had existed between the Spanish Government 
in Florida and the people of the United States formany years. Finally 
the Government of the United States purchased the Territory of Flor- 
ida, and by the act of March 30, 1822, a Territorial government was es- 
tablished there, and, as the people were foreign and spoke a still differ- 

-ent language, extraordinary means were deemed necessary in the gov- 
ernment of the Territory, and the legislative power was vested in the 
governor and thirteen of the most fit and discreet persons in the Terri- 
tory, to be called the Legislative Council, appointed annually by the 
President of the United States. There was also a short period when 
the Northwestern Territory was controlled by a governor and judges. 
But these were ext i occasions, at an early period of the Gov- 
ernment, when there did not seem to be any fixed policy in reference to 
the organization and céntrol of the Territories. Butafter the arbitrary 
government of the Territory of Florida had ceased we find no more in- 
.stances of the application of such rules to any Territory, and for the 
last sixty years there has been no instance that has fallen under my 
-observation where the right to elect the general assembly and in most 
eases the local officers has been denied to a Territory. 

The unbroken practice for more than half a century has been uni- 


formly in favor of local self-government so far as the election of the 
legislative assembly was concerned. 

The Territories of Illinois, Indiana, Michigan, Mississippi, and Ala- 
bama were given the same right of self-government which was secured 
to the people of the Northwestern Territory by the ordinance of 1787. 

The State of Maine formed a part of the territory of Massachusetts, 
and with the consent of Massachusetts formed an independent State, and 
was admitted into the Union in 1820. (Volume 3, page 544.) 

The Territory of Arkansas was organized by act of March 2, 1815, and 
the legislative power was vested in a legislature, to be elected by the 

le so soon as it was organi 

The Territory of Missouri was organized under an act of June 4, 
1812, A governor, legislative council, and a house of representatives 
elected by the people had the legislative power. (See volume 2, page 
744.) And by an act of April 27, 1816, the qualified voters were 
authorized also to choose the legislative council. (Volume 3, page 328.) 
There were other instances in the early unsettled period where the 
legislative council as well as the governor were appointed by the Pres- 
ident, but the house of representatives was invariably elected by the 

le. These instances occurred when there was no settled policy 
applicable to the Territories. For the last half century, as a rule, the 
legislative council and house of representatives and generally the 
local officers have been elected by the people under the various acts 
providing for the organization of the respective Territories. This rule 
applied to the following Territories, organized as hereatter stated: 

Minnesota, by act of March 3, 1849. (Volume 9, pages 403, 404.) 

New Mexico, act September 9, 1850 (volume 9, page 448). 

Nebraska, act May 30, 1854 (volume 10, page 8). 

Kansas, by the same act (volume 10, pages 284 and 285). 

Territory of Washington, act March 3, 1853 (volume 10, page 172). 

Territory of Oregon, act August 14, 1849 i 9, page 323). 

Territory of Utah, act September 9, 1850 (volume 9, page 453). 

Territory of Nevada, act March 2, 1861 (volume 12, page 210). 

Territory of Colorado, act February 28, 1861 (volume 12, page 172). 

California, having formed a State government without Territorial 
pupilage, was admitted as a State September 9, 1850 (volume 9, page 
452). The collection laws were extended over the Territory by an act 
of March 3, 1849 (volume 9, page 400); and in all these later instances, 
without exception, the right to elect their own general assembly is 
given to the people of the Territory. The same is true of the remain- 
ing Territories of Dakota, Montana, Wyoming, Idaho, and Arizona. 

Now, let it be borne in mind that the Government invited emigrants 
from the different States into the Territories. By giving them lands for 
their homes and holding out other inducements it got them to oc- 
cupy the Territories, andit established Territorial governments with the 
privileges already mentioned. 

This has been an unbroken practice, as already stated, for more than 
fifty years, and thousands and tens of thousands of people have been 
induced to go into the Territories and settle by the well-known policy 
of the Government, and they have aequired rights there under the Con- 
stitution and laws which Congress has neither moral nor legal authority 
to take from them. They have acquired the right of local self-govern- 
ment so far as the election of their own members of the legislature and 
their own local officers are concerned, and we have no moral right, after 
inducing them to go to the Territories with the assurance that they 
would have the rights the acts of Congress gave and which half a cen- 
tury’s practice confirms, to abridge or destroy these rights. 

Take, as an illustration, the Territory of Utah, at which the un- 
friendly legislation is aimed. The people of that Territory exposed 
themselves as those of few Territories ever have, and they endured an 
amount of suffering and privation that few people have ever been able 
to bear. They located in that distant wilderness, at the time a thou- 
sand miles from the nearest settlement in any of the States. Congress 
extended over them the laws of the United States and gave them a lib- 
eral Territorial government. Under it they have grown and prospered 
to a remarkable d and because there have been 12,000 persons 
found there who will not swéar that they have at notime in their lives 
been guilty of bigamy or polygamy, it is proposed by members of Con- 
gress and others occupying high positions to destroy the government 
of Utah so far as its elective form is concerned, put it under a commis- 
sion appointed by the President, deny to its people the right to elect 
their own members to the Legislature or their own local officers, deny 
them the right to elect a Territorial Delegate to Congress, which every 
Territory enjoys, put the feet of the power of this Government upon 
their necks, and crush them because there have been found among them 
12,000 men and women who will not take an illegal oath which has 
been tendered to them, and who are therefore presumed to be guilty of 
bigamy or polygamy. 0 

If this unconstitutional and illegal action applied only to the guilty 
parties there would be some pretext for the usurpation; but we punish 
138,000 people who have not practiced polygamy in order to make sure 
that we have punished 12,000 who are believed to be guilty of that 
offense. We not only tear down the Territorial government, but we ex- 
pose the whole e of the Territory, the innocent as well as the 
guilty, to a system of government which will enable those in authority 
to rob and plunder the people at pleasure. And it must, I suppose, be 
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understood by the people of Utah that they are to be governed by a com- 
mission or a satrap, until the population who have heretofore practiced 
polygamy, and who are a small minority of the people, consent to aban- 
don their plural-wife system, and adopt instead of it the system of pros- 
titution, foeticide, and sexual impurity practiced in other sections of the 
Union. 

But they have another sin to atone for before they can be forgiven. 
The people of Utah for the last twenty years have felt that the Repub- 
lican party in power has done them great injustice; consequently they 
are not as good Republicans as it is thought by some of the leaders of 
that party they ought to be. They must therefore consent to change 
their politics, at least to the extent of agreeing to be admitted into the 
Union as a Republican State, before the innocence of a large majority 
of the people will be considered by the political party in power suffi- 
cient to atone for the guilt of the minority. 

The Utah Commission, in prescribing an oath for the voter, was care- 
ful not to interfere with the sexual privileges of non-Mormons in the 
Territory; consequently they require the voters to swear that they are 
not bigamists or polygamists, and that they do not cohabit with more 
than one woman in the marriage relation. If they do, they are denied 
the right to vote or hold office. But each inhabitant of Utah who has 
a wife and as many mistresses as he chooses to keep, if he does not 
claim that he keeps them in the marriage relation, has a perfect right to 
vote and hold office. It will therefore doubtless be required of the 
Mormons that they abandon their system of cohabiting with more than 
one woman ‘‘in the marriage relation,” and adopt in its stead the sys- 
tem of one wife, with such other indulgences outside of the marriage 
relation as they choose to practice. 

When they have consented to do this, and adopt the more popular mode 
against which there is no such popular clamor as exists against polyg- 
amy, and when they have declared themselyes in favor of the Republican 
party, their many sins will doubtless be forgiven by the high priests of 
the party, and they will be a remarkably proper people to trust with 
the delicate and responsible duties of self-government. In other words, 
if they will only change the name, and resort to the same practices 
under a different name, and will sacrifice their political opinions and 
join the party in power, they will be embraced as brethren, and they 
will no longer be proscribed and made the victims of popular vengeance, 

The Utah Commission report about 150,000 people in the Territory. 
Of this number there are 40,000 non-Mormons, leaving about 110,000 
Mormons. Of thisnumber about 12,000, male and female—as the women 
vote there—declined to take the oath, and are set down as practicing 
polygamy. As the oath applies to all their past lives, it is fair to infer 
that not more than 12,000 now living have ever engaged in this perni- 
cious practice; and probably many of the 12,000 refused to swear that 
they were not polygamists or bigamists; ndt that they had practiced 
polygamy, but because they approved it. ~ 

There are over fifty millions of people in the United States; and there 
are probably twenty times as many persons practicing prostitution, or 
illegal sexual intercourse, in the other parts of the Union as the whole 
number who practice it in Utah. Many of the features of its practice 
in the other States and Territories, including fceticide, illegal divorce, 
&c., are quite as revolting or more so than in Utah. It is assumed in 
the other parts of the Union, where a greatly larger number of persons 
practice sexual impurity than the whole number of Mormon polyga- 
mists, that polygamy must be put down at any cost. It is certainly a 
matter of great importance that polygamy, prostitution, foeticide, and 
illegal divorce, whether PEE Se Utah or in any other part of the 
United States, should be put down. Andif we have it in our power by 
constitutional means to accomplish that end no one would be more re- 
joiced than I. But having taken a solemn oath to support the Consti- 
tution of the United States, I can not as a Senator vote for a measure 
which I am satisfied is a plain violation of the Constitution to crush out 
polygamy or to rosy P any other object. And we would do well 
to bear in mind thatif the Congress of the United States disregards and 
violates the Constitution of the United States in its eager haste to crush 
a sect but little over one hundred thousand strong, the result of the 
precedent may be the crushing out of one sect after another, until it 
ends in the complete overthrow of the liberties of fifty millions of peo- 
ple, who are expected to applaud our efforts to crush the Mormons with- 
out regard to constitutional difficulties or constitutional obligations. 

No matter what the popular applause may be on the one hand or 
the popular condemnation on the other, I will join in no hue and cry 
against any sect that requires me to vote for measures in open violation 
of the fundamental law of the land. And we would do well to bear 
in mind that an illegal persecution of any sect always excites sympathy 
for the persecuted and tly increases its numbers. The late Alex- 
ander H. Stephens, of Georgia, when asked what would be the effect 
of the Edmunds bill on Mormonism, replied, ‘‘The effect will be to 
make more Mormons.” 

But I may be asked, ‘‘What means can we adopt to destroy this 
great evil in Utah?’ I reply we can not do it by passing unconstitu- 
tional laws, or adopting illegal or unconstitutional means, or by strik- 
a aomi republican government in the Territory. 

Christian Churches of this country spend hundreds of thousands 
of dollars every year sending missionaries to foreign lands where 


polygamy is practiced. In India snd in China alone more than 500,- 
000,000 of people practice or acquiesce in the practice of polygamy. 
And yet the Christian Churches are not discouraged, but they send mis- 
sionaries there, hoping finally to convert the whole mass of the people. 
Why, then, should we notsend missionaries to Utah, where only about 
12,000 people practice and a little over 100,000 people believe in 
polygamy? Ifthe Christian Churches are willing to make the effort to 
convert 500,000,000 of polygamists in the East, why should they uot 
with less effort convert 100,000 within the limits of our own land? Ir 
the first task is within the range of possibility, what is there to dis- 
courage us from the smaller undertaking? There are a great many 
people in Utah who might be converted bf the proper effort. They 
are our neighbors, our fellow-citizens. Shall we give them up as rep- 
robates, and make noeffort to save them, and join in a crusade to crush: 
them? They speak our language; they are within easy reach. Why 
give them up and turn to the heathen of other lands, who neither 
understand our language nor have anything of race or sympathy in: 
common withus? Have the Christian Churches done their duty to the 
Mormon people? If you can not convince their leaders, you can con-- 
vert thousands of the people. It may be easiér to ery ‘‘Crucify them” 
than it is to try to help convert them. But can the Churches recon- 
cile it to conscience that duty is as well performed in the one case as. 
in the other? 

There is also another mode of accomplishing it. If the honorable 
Senator from Vermont, or any other gentleman of his distinguished 
ability who feels the very deep interest that he evidently does in sup- 
pressing polygamy, will head a colony of 50,000 New England people, 
who will settle in Utah, my high estimate of the energy and enterprise- 
of the people of New England justifies the conclusion that in a few years- 
the present prevailing usages of Utah on the social question will give 
place to what by popular consent are admitted to be the more refined, 
delicate, voluptuous, and attractive practices of the people of New Eng- 
land. Immigration into the Territory sufficientto control its vote at 
the ballot-box and missionaries from Christian Churches to teach the- 
people of that Territory the truths of the Gospel are an infinitely better: 
rans than unconstitutional, arbitrary, and oppressive enactments by 

ngress, í 

Mr. CULLOM and Mr. GARLAND addressed the Chair, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. WILsoN in the chair). The Sen- 
ator from Illinois. Does he yicld to the Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. CULLOM. I rose to make a motion to refer the bill to the- 
Committee on Territories. 

Mr. GARLAND. I wish to say a few words; and I am very glad 
the Senator from Illinois has made that suggestion. I will make a 
statement to him, and I think possibly he will change the reference. 
The Committee on the Judiciary reported the act which the Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. Brown] has argued against and has also before it 
several propositions looking to the government of Utah Territory. It. 
this bill goes to the Committee on Territories we shall have the labor 
divided; and I suggest to him that he change his intention of referring 
it to the Committee on Territories and refer the bill to the Committee. 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CULLOM. Not being on either commiteee, I have no personak 
interest in the matter, but it does seem to me that if the Committee on 
Territories has any control whatever over the subjects that pertain to- 
the interests of the Territories this ought to be one of them. If there 
is to be any serious question as to where the Bill ought to go, as the chair- 
man of the Committee on Territories is not in his seat, as the Senator 
from Arkansas knows, I suggest that the bill lie on the table, and E 
will withdraw the motion to refer until the Senator from Indiana 
[Mr. HARRISON] returns. 

Mr. GARLAND. I have no objection if the Senator prefers thatthe 
bill should go to the Territorial Committee, but I am simply speaking 
by way of expediting the work and not getting a conflict of jurisdiction. 
on this important subject. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think the chairman of the Committee on Terri- 
tories and the members of that. committee generally would feel that 
this subject belongs to them for consideration, primarily at least. 

Mr. GARLAND. As I am on both committees, I am as disinterested 
about where the bill shall go as the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to suggest that the question of referring this 
bill has been settled by the custom of the Senate. The Senate has- 
had occasion to deal with the question of polygamy several times in the 

The act which is commonly known as the Edmunds bill was- 
matured by the Committee on the Judiciary, and the Senate has 
sent to the Judiciary Committee a supplemen bill to that whi 

in addition to the Edmunds bill to the Senate from 
the Judiciary Committee last winter. It is an claborate supplement- 
ary bill to the act which is now a law, which came from the Judiciary 
Committee. I understand that at every session of the Senate the Sen- 
ate has committed to the Judiciary Committee the bills whicl relate to 
Mormonism. As I understand the usage of ine Senate it does not sead 
to the Committee on Territories general legislation which involves con- 
stitutional and other considerations merely because it happens to be 
confined in its application to the Territories, but if is rather our gen- 
eral system of Territorial government, the question of the admission ot 
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‘Territories, dealing with their interests, and so on, not questions of a 
S character, which the Senate has sent to the Committee on Terri- 
es. i 

Mr. PLATT. I hope the suggestion made by the Senator from Illi- 
nois that the bill lie on the table until the chairman of the Committee 
on Territories shall return will be satisfactory to the Senate. I am 
new on the Committee on Territories, but I know that the chairmañ 
of that committee felt that this bill ought to be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Territories. To my mind there are very many reasons why 
it should be so referred, and I think courtesy to the chairman requires 
that the bill should lie on the table until he may have an opportunity 
to express his opinion on the subject. 

Mr. CULLOM. I will make the motion that the subject of the ref- 
erence of the bill be med until the 15th of the present month. 

Mr. PLATT. Let the bill lie on the table. 

Mr. CULLOM. Very well; let it lie on the table. 

Mr. GARLAND. That is quite satisfactory to me. 

Now I wish to say a word or two on the subject. When the bill 
known as the Edmunds bill was before the Senate nearly two years 
ago it was elaborately discussed on all the grounds which have been 

so ably by the Senator from Georgia who has just taken his 
seat. The bill passed the Senate and the House and is now a law of 
the United States; and the legal presumption is that that bill is con- 
.stitutional until it is declared otherwise. The argument madeso ably 
by the Senator from Georgia was advanced against the bill when it was 
pending before the Senate by himself and other Senators. All the 
-questions arising upon the plenary power of Congress over the Terri- 
tories was discussed and the authorities given, the friends of what is 
-called the Edmunds bill claiming that from the earliest practice of 
the Government and from the earliest decisions, commencing with the 
-celebrated case of Carter, in 2 Peters, relating to the Territory of 
Florida, and coming down to about the middle of Wallace’s Reports, 
there had been no deviation, no change, in the doctrine that Congress 
had plenary power over the Territories, and that nothing in that bill 
deprived any man of his right of property. As to the power of Con- 
gress over the Territories, some contend that it is derived from the 
clause of the Constitution just preceding the one referred to by the 
Senator from Georgia as to making all needful rules for the tion 
of the territory and other property of the United States, that is to 
say, the clause which gives Congress power to admit new States; butI 
think this general power over the Territories comes from both of these 
clauses, and that power is ample for all the purposes proposed by the 
Edmunds bill, and more too. 

The decision in the case from Missouri of Happersett vs. Minor, in 21 
Wallace, was referred to and commented on, which draws a distinction 
between a mere civil right, as a right to vote or a right to hold office, 
and a right to property, as a man’s right to a horse or to land or toa 
house. All those arguments were gone over by different gentlemen, 
not of course as compactly and as thoroughly as the Senator from 
Georgia has to-day presented them. 

The objection that I had to the Edmunds bill, as it is called, was 
that it did not go far enough; it was simply the application of a corn- 
plaster to cure a case of consumption. We afterwards brought in a bill 
-that took the step I wanted, which the action of the commission there 
has shown to be a necessity. When that bill is passed in addition to 
the Edmunds bill, I think then the problem will be solved. I confess 
that upon the proposition to so amend, when I first thought of it I had 
-some doubt, arising upon the fourth classification as to ex post facto laws 
.as laid down by Judge Chase in Calder vs. Bull, in 3 Dallas’s Reports. 
The fourth classification as laid down by him refers to the alteration of 
the law as to the testimony upon which to convict for a crime which 
has been already committed.. But I was relieved of that difficulty by 
the unanimous decision of the Supreme Court in the case of Miles vs. 
The United States, in the one hundred and third volume of United 
‘States Reports, and inasmuch as that proposition is coming in some 
shape back from the committee to the Senate, I wish now, since this 
matter has been sprung, to present it to the Senate for what it is worth. 
Miles escaped, as all others had escaped, because of the difficulty of 
»proving illegal marriage in that Territory. The Supreme Court say: 

It is made clear by the record cee gf enne 77 gy nc celebrated in 
.Utah as to make the proof of polygamy very difficult. ey are conducted in 
secret, and the persons by whom they are solemnized are under such ob! 

-of secrecy that it is almost impossible to extract the facts from them when placed 
upon the witness stand. If both wives are excluded from to the first 
‘marriage, as we think they should be under the existing rules of evidence, testi- 
-mony sufficient to convict in a prosecution for polygamy in the Territory of 
Utah is hardly attainable. But this is not a consideration by which we can be 
influenced. e must administer the law as we find it. The remedy is with 


Br gees by merting such a change in the law of evidence in the Teroy of 
U as to make both wives witnesses on indictments for bigamy. (108 U. 8. 
Reports—I13 Otto, 315, 316.) 


The Supreme Court, after frequently tusseling with this question 
_and being thwarted, has mapped ont a way for Co: to get at it 
„and obviate all this trouble. What we wanted to do in the start with 

the Edmunds bill, but did not see proper to bring forward, now 
-stands in the new bill; and I think when the path has been mapped 
-out by the Supreme Court so plainly that a blind man can see it by 


following it, we shall cure the evil in that Territory, and not without 
it; and for that reason I put upon record this decision of the Supreme 
Court, and a unanimous decision at that. 

One word as to this business of sects. That question has been sifted 
before the Supreme Court in the case of Reynolds, that came from that 
Territory, in the ninety-eighth volume of United States Reports. It 
was presented in every conceivable shape by learned authors from the 
time of Aristotle to the present, and the Supreme Court unanimously 
said that men could not shelter themselves under the guise and color 
of their religion or their sect, if you please so to call it, against the law 
of the land made to extirpate polygamy or bigamy from that Territory. 
According to the view which was stamped out by that decision of the 
court a man could defend himself in this country from any crime by 
saying it was a part of his religion to commit that crime, I always 
thought that Guiteau madé a mistake in his pleading; I always thought 
he should have traversed the indictment, and denied that he was moved 
and instigated by the devil and averred that he was moved and insti- 
gated by the Lord. Then, according to the doctrine of sect and the 
protection of religion, he would have gone free; but the Supreme Court 
would have told him, as it said in the Reynolds case, we know no such 
doctrine in this country to protect a man from crime because of his 


religion. 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not care to make a motion, but simply 
that the bill lie over until the return of the chairman of the Committee 
on Territories. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is suggested that the bill lie over 
until the return of the chairman of the Committee on Territories. If 
there be no objection, the bill will lie on the table for the present. 


REVISION OF THE RULES. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The consideration of the unfinished 
business will now be resumed, being the report of the Committee on 
Rules. The question is on the amendment of the Senator from Maine 
[Mr. HALE] to the substitute proposed by his colleague [Mr. FRYE] 
for Rule XXVI, which will be re 

The SECRETARY. In the clause relating to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia it is proposed, after ‘“‘ nine Senators,” to strike 
out— 

To wh ills a riat@ns for the e 
Be ree E 

Mr. HALE. Let us have the yeas and nays on that. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HALE. I only wish to say that the Senate has decidedly voted 
in all other cases to adhere to its ancient ways and to dismember no 
committee, and I hope that rule which it has set in other cases will 
be followed here. Ido not want to take any more time. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin (when his name was called). On this 
question I am paired with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. MAHONE], 
who is detained from theSenate by illness. If he were present, I should 
vote ‘‘yea’’ and he would vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. BUTLER (when Mr. Hampron’s name was called). I under- 
stand my colleague [Mr. HAMPTON] is paired with the Senator from 
North Carolina [ Mr. VANCE]. If he were present, my colleague would 
vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. HILL (when his name was called). I am paired on this ques- 
tion with the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. PIKE]. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iam paired with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. AL- 
LISON], If he were here, he would vote “yea” and I should vote 

nay. 

Mr. JONAS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON]. 

Mr. MILLER, of California (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with my colleague [Mr. FARLEY]. 

Mr. PIKE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Colorado [Mr. HILL]. k : 

Mr. VAN WYCK (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIAMs]. 

Mr. WILSON (when his name was call Iam paired with the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. PENDLETON]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. VANCE (after having voted in the negative). I desire to with- 
draw my vote. I understand that while out of the Chamber I was 
paired with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON]. I did 
not know that when I voted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The vote will be withdrawn if there 


be no objection. 

The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 19; as follows: 

YEAS—29, 
Anthony, Dawes, MeMillan Saulebury, 
Bayard, Dolph, Maxey, Slater, 
Beck, Edmunds, Morgan, Vest, 
Butler, Garland, Morrill, Voorhees, 
Call, Hale, Platt, Walker, 
Jackson, Plumb, 

Coke, Lamar, ’ 
Colquitt, Logan, Ransom, 
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NAYS—19. 
Aldrich, Frye, Palmer, 
Blair, Gorman, Jones of Fla., Sabin, 
Brown, Groome, Lap! s Sawyer, 
Coi s Harris, Manderson. 
Cullom, Hoar, Mitchell, 

j ABSENT—28. re 

Allison, Gibson, McPherson, Vance, 
Bowen, a Mahone. Van Wyck, 
Camden, n, Miller of Cal, Will 
Cameron of Pa., Hawley, Miller of N. Y., ~- Wilson. 
Cameron is., Hill, Pendleton, 
Fair, onas, Pike, 
Farley, Jones of Nev,, Riddleberger, 
George, Kenna, Sewell, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on agreeing to 
the substitute for the rule proposed by the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
FRYE] as amended. 

The substitute as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS. The vote just taken was on agreeing to the substi- 
tute. Now the question is, Shall the rule be adopted? __ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee is prob- 
ably correct. 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to offer an amendment—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks he was right in 
stating the question before. The Senator from. Maine moved to 
amend—— 

Mr. HOAR. The Chair will pardon mea moment. I understand 
the question was put on the adoption of an amendment, which amend- 
ment simply changed the order of the committees named in the rule. 
That amendment the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] moved to amend, 
and it has been amended. The question now ison the original amend- 
ment as amended. ‘ 

Mr. HALE. That has already been carried. 

Mr. HOAR. There is a misunderstanding. The rule was the pend- 
ing question. The Senator from Maine on my left [Mr. Fry] moved to 
amend by substituting it in a new draught, which was an amendment; 
that was the changing of the order of the committees. Then the Sena- 
tor from Maine [Mz HALE] moved to amend the amendment in the 
second degree, and Riis amendment has been carried on the yeas and 
nays 

Mr. HALE. As also has the substitute moved by my colleague, as I 
understand. 

Mr. HOAR. I have not heard that question put. 

Mr. HALE. That question was put, and we proceeded to another 
amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state now that he 
thinks the Senator from Tennessee is in error. The question was first, 
on which the yeas and nays were taken, on amending the substitute for 
the whole rule offered by the Senator from Maine who sits in front of 
the Chair. That was agreed to on the yeas and nays. Then the Chair 
stated that the question recurred on ing to the substitute for Rule 
XXVI proposed by the Senator from Maine in front of the Chair, the 
chairman of the Committee on Rules, as amended. That motion was 
put and agreed to, so that the Chair thinks that Rule XXVI is now 
disposed of by the vote of the Senate in agreeing to a substitute for 
the whole rule from beginning to end, proposed by the chairman of the 
Committee on Rules as amended by the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iwas inattentive. I had desired, after the adoption 
of the amendment of the Senator from Maine on the left of the Chair 
[Mr. HALE], to propose to amend the substitute by striking ont the 
word ‘‘nine,’’ in to the Committee on Appropriations, and in- 
serting the word “‘eleven,”’ for the reason that the Senate was informed 
the other day, and I doubt not correctly—I have not looked to it—by 
the Senator irom Kentucky [Mr. Beck ], that all the committees hav- 
ing charge of the important branches of the public service were repre- 
resented upon the Committee on Appropriations except two, the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia and the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. We have several committees with eleven members 
already, the Committee on Finance, the Committee on Commerce, and 
perhaps others; and I think it very important that every committee 
charged with an important branch of the public service should at least 
have one representative upon the Committee on Appropriations, and 
for that reason I desire to offer that amendment. If it be necessary I 
will ask the Senate to reconsider the vote by which the substitute was 
adopted in order that I may offer the amendment and test the sense of 
the Senate upon it. ) 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee moves 
to reconsider the vote by which the Senate to the substitute 
offerel by the chairman of the Committee on Rules for Rule XXYVI for 
the purpose he has indicated. Is there objection ? 

Mr. MAXEY. I was in entire sympathy with the Senator from 
Maine and voted with him all the way through, but I think that the 
Post-Office Committee, of which I have been a member for years, should 
not be without representation upon the Committee on Appropriations. 
That committee is one of very great importance. Very many million 
dollars are affected by the appropriation bill for the Post-Office De- 


partment, and I think it better that that committee should have one of 
its members upon the Committee on Appropriations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to treating tht 
vote agreeing to the substitute proposed by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Rules as reconsidered? 

Mr. MORRILL. I should rather hope that this motion to increase the- 
umber of the Committee on Appropriations would-not be adopted. I 
think it will injure the efficiency of the committee to enlarge it. All 
members of the Senate are not as prompt in their attendance upon 
committee meetings as the honorable Senator from Tennessee | Mr. 
Harris.] Ifthey were there would be less difficulty about getting a 
quorum. The larger the committee is the more it takes fora quorum; 
and if we are to have all the committees represented upon the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations that are of any vital importance, that committee 
will not embrace the whole number until its numbers shall amount to 
as many as thirty. I do not see that this matter can be arranged satis- 
factorily if that idea is to prevail. Indeed, I thought one idea that 
was prominent on the part of the chairman of the Committee on Rules 
was thatSenators having one position upon the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, on the Judiciary, or on Finance, should not oceupy any other 
committee position. It seems to me that this would magnify the evil 
which the Senator from Maine very justly, perhaps, sought to remedy. 
I hope at all events that the vote will not be reconsidered and that the 
committee will not be e ed. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I have no sort of objection to the Sena- 
tor from Tennessee, as he did not understand how the vote had been 
given, having the question taken upon hisamendment; but I certainly 
hope that the Senate will not now, after considering these rules so long 
and having, as I said once before, voted down all propositions to change 
the committees, now proceed to add to the number of the Appropria- 
tions Committee. That committee at many times has to sit during the 
sessions of the Senate, having leave by the rules so to do. Itis a diffi- 
cult thing frequently to get a quorum. The larger the number of the 
committee, the larger must needs be the quorum to do busi- 
ness and the greater the difficulty. I do not know that any complaint 
is made now that. the committee does not with its present force do its- 
duty and perform its labors faithfully. ` 

Mr. MORGAN, Will the Senator from Maine allow me to inquire 
as to the practice of the committee, of which I am entirely ignorant? 
I suppose the committee divides itself into subcommittees and refers 
particular bills to particular subcommittees. 

Mr. HALE. That is its invariable course. 

Mr. MORGAN. Now I should like to know how those subcom- 
mittees are composed, how many there are, and what number of Sena- 
tors on each. 

Mr. HALE. Each bill is referred to a subcommittee of three mem- 
bers. Each bill receives consideration first in that subcommittee, 
which, as in other committees, reports to the full committee. The full 
committee considers it, not nominally, I may say, but carefully, con- 
siderately, and the report is the report of course of the whole com- 
mittee. 

Mr. MORGAN. That would carry about three bills to each sub- 
committee ordinarily. 

Mr. HALE. I suppose the average would be just about what the 
Senator from Alabama says. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Two to some and three to others. 

Mr. HALE. Yes; two to some and three to others. But I will not 
take up any more time of the Senate. I do not think the body is now 
prepared to make this change, and I am willing the vote should be 
taken at once. 

Mr. MAXEY. Ionly want to add to what I said before that I be- 
lieve there are five committees of this body which treat of the matters 
connected with one Department, while the Post-Office Committee treats 
of that entire Department, not any branch of it, like the bureaus in 
the Interior Department or the Treasury t, but the whole - 
of it, Therefore the members of that committee ought to be convers- 
ant with everything that concerns the entire postal service, just as the 
Military Committee, of which the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Locan] 
is the able chairman, is with all things connected with the Army. For 
that reason it seems to me it will be a wise thing, that being the only 
committee representing a Department of the Government that has no 
representation upon the Committee on Appropriations, it would be but 
fair that it should have a member on that committee. 

Mr. HARRIS. I wish to add but a single word. Ihave no special 
interest in this matter. My judgment is that the Committee on the 
District of Columbia and the Post-Office Committee ought to be rep- 
resented upon the Committee on Appropriations. It struck me that 
there was great force in the suggestion of the Senator from Kentucky 
two or three days ago, when he made answer to the argument in favor 
of referring the District appropriation bill to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, and the suggestion was made that other appro-;! 
priation bills should be referred to other committees. The Senator from: 
Kentucky then informed us that every committee of this body having 
charge of the important branches of the public service was represented 
upon the Committee on Appropriations except two. Now I think in 
all fairness these two ought to be represented. 


I seek to displace no- 


1884. 
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body on the committee, and the only means of representing these other 
committee is to increase the number. X 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow me to make a suggestion here? 

Mr. HARRIS. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. Itis not by force of any rule, or indeed by force of any 
precedent, that it happens that the great committees representing the 
Departments of the Government are represented upon that committee; 
and if you add two members, or three, or five, or ten, there is nothing 
that would settle it that the two d ents referred to, the Post- 
Office and the District of Columbia—the latter not a Department but 
an interest in the Government—would be represented on that commit- 
tee. It only happens that the others are; but as the committee is and 
will be constituted now and hereafter, it may at times happen that 

“neither the Post-Office nor the District of Columbia will be represented, 
or that they may be ang another Department be left out. 

Mr. HARRIS. I am quite aware of all that, Mr. President; yet if 
it be important that the committees having charge of the more important 
branches of the public service should be represented upon the Commit- 
tee on Aoroa, it is a matter very easy to be regulated by rule, 
if it shall be necessary to regulate it by rule; but I take for ted, 
if this enlargement shall take place under the circumstances of to-day 
and after this disċussion, those two committees would be represented 
upon the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam in favor of this enlargement, and I should be 
willing to carry it up to thirteen members of this body, my reason be- 
ing that the subject of appropriations has passed almost entirely within 
the jurisdiction of that committee. The committee has been growing 
ever since it was first established, because it was found necessary to 
bring to its membership a larger number of Senators who were pre- 
sumed to have a special acquaintance with a wide range of subjects. 

I am not willing to break up the establishment of that committee, 
which I think is a very great check and safeguard upon the appropria- 
tion of public money; but I want that committee to have all the strength 
and all the information that we can give to it, and we can not do it 
merely by picking members who are supposed to be superior in their 
knowledge of such questions to the others, or at least we can doit very 
much better by distributing or widening out the membership of this 
committee so as to cover a larger field of information to be possessed by 
the gentlemen who may compose it. I believe it is a movement in the 
right direction. I think that as many Senators ought to be employed 
upon this committee as conveniently can transact its business; and inas- 
much as it has established now firmly the precedent, the rule, I may 
say, of referring bills to subcommittees to report back to the general 
committee —— 

Mr. HARRIS. IftheSenator from Alabama will allow me, the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky has kindly furnished me with a list of the necessary 
subcommittees into which that committee is subdivided. There are 
thirteen of them in number. 

Mr. MORGAN. I had said that I would have preferred that there 
should have been thirteen members upon this committee to eleven. 
The argument of inconvenience suggested by the Senator from Vermont 
I think does not hold in this case, for the reason that the committee 
really does not act upon any bill as a unit except in the review of the 
work of its subcommittees. There is no danger that any Senator who 
is upon the Committee on Appropriations will not be on hand, if his 
health can possibly justify it, night and day, to see to the expenditure. 
That has got to be the all-absorbing topic not only of the Senate and 
House of Representatives, but of the country at large. When we have 
got only a very small sum of money to spend you can get the Senate 
stirred up into a little degree of excitement about it and a little de- 
bate ; but when you come to the great subject of spending three hun- 
dred millions a year, and distributing that out according to law, through 
appropriation bills, it is not to be expected that any Senator is going 
to desert his post or is going to go to sleep uponit. There is too much 
avidity now for that committee here to lead to the apprehension that 
we are going to be in the slightest degree indifferent to the actions of 
that committee. Therefore having this number of subcommittees the 
inconvenience does not exist, and the want of attention will not be 
found to be a serious public inconvenience on the part of Senators to 
their business. They will be there to see to the actions of this com- 
mittee. I hope the Senate will enlarge it. I should be very glad to 
see it enlarged to thirteen instead of eleven. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Tennessee to reconsider the vote by which 
the substitute was agreed to. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I have no objection to the enlargement of the 
commi but I do object tothe composition of that committee 
made up simply because the gentlemen are supposed to represent De- 
partments of this Government. The Departments will not fail to make 
known to the Appropriations Committee their desire for appropriations, 
and I think the Committee on Appropriations ought to be made up of 
men wholly independent of the Departments of this Government, so 
that it can pass upon them without reference to what may be the wishes 
owe Departments, but act upon their own judgment of what is right 

proper. 
I am therefore opposed to the motion to reconsider, because it is to be 


adopted with a view of placing a member from the Post-Office Commit- 
tee and a member from the District Committee upon the Appropriations 
Committee to hereafter be a precedent by which the proposition will be 
made to have representatives of the various Departments of the Gov- 
ernment ôn the Appropriations Committee. There are gentlemen here 
who are not on the Military Committee or on the Finance Committee 
or on any other committee representing any Department of this Gov- 
ernment who are just as competent to pass upon all questions of appro- » 
priations for the Departments as those who are on other committees. I 
fear the motion now made will becomea precedent hereafter for the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations being composed exclusively of gentlemen rep- 
resenting the different Departments of this Government. I shall there- 
fore vote against the motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
motion to reconsider. 

The question being put, it was declared that the noes appeared to pre- 
vail, and a division was called for. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I believe it has been the uniform practice of the 
Senate where a motion has been made and carried without a vote by 
yeas and nays to allow a reconsideration on the demand of a Senator. 
I do not say how I shall vote on the main proposition, but I think it 
is the right of the Senator from Tennessee to have the motion to recon- 
sider put and carried in the nature of a formal motion, to give the Sena- 
tor full opportunity to present the subject to the view of the Senate. 
That has been the usual habit I think, that a motion to reconsider is 
rather a formal motion adopted as a matter of course, unless there has 
been an actual vote by yeas and nays. I shall vote therefore for the 
motion to reconsider without regard to the merits of the question. 

Mr. HARRIS. I take for granted after the full explanation of the 
object of making the motion to reconsider, that the vote upon the mo- 
tion is conclusive as to its object. Hence I would just as soon test it 
in the one way as in the other. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS], to reconsider the 
vote by which the substitute proposed by the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
FRYE] was agreed to. 

The motion was not agreed to; there being on a division—ayes 18, 
noes 24. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state in reference to 
the technical question of order as to the pending question, that when 
he last suggested his view to the Senate he was under the impression 
that the final question would be on agreeing to the whole body of the 
rules as perfected, and under that impression he supposed the ques- 
tion on Rule XXVI had beenexhausted. But, asthe Chair is informed 
that the practice has been to adopt each rule finally by itself, the Chair 
will now put the question on agreeing to Rule XX VI as amended. 

The rule as amended was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now recurs, as the 
Chair believes, on Rule XVII. 

Mr. FRYE. To conform with the action of the Senate on Rule 
XXVI the two words ‘‘Internal Improvements ” should be stricken 
out wherever they occur in Rule XVII and the word ‘‘Commeree’’ in- 
serted in their place. Therefore I move that wherever the words ‘‘ In- 
ternal Improvements” occur in Rule XVII they be stricken out and 
that the word ‘‘Commerce’’ be inserted in their place. 

Mr. HALE. That is in accordance with the vote yesterday? 

Mr. FRYE. In accordance with the vote yesterday. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that on a 
former occasion the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] had made the 
same motion to strike outof Rule XVII the words providing for a com- 
mittee on internal improvements and the reference of bills to the Com- 
mittee on Internal Improvements, so as to leave them as they stood 
before referred to the Committee on Commerce, and that was 
over informally in order to dispose of the questionon Rule XXVI. So 
the Chair thinks the pending question is on the motion of the Senator 
from Missouri substantially like that of the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. FRYE. That is all right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Striking out of Rule XVII the pro- 
vision for the reference of certain bills to the Committee on Internal 
Improvements and providing for their being referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. The question is on this amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. The presiding officer understands that vote also, to re- 
store the word ‘‘Commerce.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro re. To restore the word “‘Commerce;’’ 
so as to read: “Shall be referred to the Committee on Commerce.” 

Mr. FRYE. That is right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now is, if no further 
amendment be proposed to Rule XVII, on agreeing to it as amended. 

The rule as amended was to. 

Mr. FRYE. I desire to call the attention of the Senate to Rule 
XXXIV, on page 29. It has been adopted, as I understand; I believe 
all the rules have been adopted now; but it has been suggested to me, 
and I think there is force in the ion, that there ought to be two 
amendments to that rule, one admitting to the floor the Sergeant-at- 
Arms of the House of Representatives and the other admitting to the 
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floor the assistant librarian having in charge the law library, as Sen- 
ators have frequently to send for him and need him for a moment or 
two, and certainly he is a gentleman who never troubles the Senate by 
his presence unless he is sent for. 

Mr. SHERMAN. He is admitted under the general rule as an em- 
ployé of the Senate, is he not? 

Mr. FRYE. No. 

Mr. HALE. Ishe not an officer of the Senate? 

Mr. FRYE. He is not an officer of the Senate. I do not mean the 
assistant librarian of the Senate library, but the assistant librarian of 
the Library of Congress in charge of the law library. He is not an 
officer of the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. Is the Librarian admitted? 

Mr. FRYE. The Librarian is admitted. 

Mr. HALE. I think he ought to be, but I do not see his name 


ere. 
Mr. FRYE. The Librarian is admitted. ‘“‘Librarian of Congress,” 
within five lines of the bottom of the rule. 

Mr. HALE. I see; at the bottom. I think this assistant ought to 
be admitted also. 

Mr. FRYE. The only way to reach it is I think by unanimous 
consent. I ask unanimous consent to amend the clause reading “‘ Pri- 
vate secretaries of Senators, duly appointed in writing; and the Li- 
brarign of Congress,” by adding thereto the words “and the assistant 
librarian in charge of the law library.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Maine asks unan- 
imous consent to amend Rule XXXIV by adding the words he has 
just stated. Is there objection to this amendment? 

_ Mr. SAULSBURY. I should like to ask why should not the person 
in charge of the document-room be admitted? 

Mr. FRYE. He is one of the officers of the Senate, and is admitted 
of course. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Maine? The Chair hears none, 
and it is to. 

Mr. FR Now I ask unanimous consent to amend the third 
clause, ‘‘ Members of the House of Representatives and the Clerk of the 
House,” by inserting after the word ‘‘and”’ and before “ the Clerk ” 
the words ‘‘Sergeant-at-Arms,”’ it being rather important sometimes 
that he may be permitted to come into the Senate Chamber when a 
good many members of the House have been admitted under the rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks unani- 
mous consent to amend the third paragraph of Rule XXXIV by adding 
after the word ‘‘ Representatives’? and before ‘‘and”’ the words ‘‘the 
Sergeant-at-Arms;’’ so as to read: 


Members of the House of Representatives, the Sergeant-at-Arms, and the 
Clerk of the House. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I suppose the Senator from Maine has more ex- 
perience in that line than anybody else, and I am willing to`follow his 
suggestion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to this amend- 
ment? The Chair hears none. It is to. 

Mr. FRYE. I desire now to ask the President of the Senate, not 
strictly a parliamentary question but a question, whether or not an 


. 


h 


enacting clause is n to these rules? [“‘No!?? “No!’’] 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there any written report from the 
committee? 


Mr. FRYE. There is. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
be to? 

Mr. FRYE. There is none. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. As the Chair is now informed atthe 
desk, the Journal has been kept as if thiswasabill. The whole thing 
can be accomplished, the Chair thinks, by the Senator from Maine mov- 
ing, now the rules being perfected, that the whole body as perfected 
and amended be adopted. That will stand in the place of a resolution 
and keep the Journal in proper form. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, then I will move that this body of rules 
be the rules of the United States Senate and that they take effect from 
and after the 20th day of January instant; that is one week from Mon- 
day. i 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maine mean 
tí from and after’? or ‘‘on and after?” 

Mr. FRYE. ‘‘On and after.” 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Maine the 
operation of the rule as to the appointment of committees. The present 
rule provides that committees shall be chosen at the Drenig ot each 
session, as therein ordered. The new rule E rikar that the com- 
mittees shall be chosen at the beginning of each Congress to serve 
through the Congress. So this rule when adopted will leave strictly 
no provision for the selection of committees at the beginning of the next 
session, because it would not come in under either body of rules, the 
present rule being and the new one not providing for an ap- 
pointment at that time. Should there not be some declaration of the 
Senate, either by way of an order or gomething else, which will indi- 
cate whether it is expected that the present committees will serve 
through this Congress or will be reappointed at the next session? 


Is there a resolution that the rules 
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Mr. FRYE. I suppose that the present committees bite. been 
appointed would serve at any rate through the session for which they 
were appointed, and that if it became necessary to reappoint them for the 
other session of Congress it can be done by resolution without the 
slightest difficulty. 

Mr. HOAR. It would be better to determine now whether it is un- 
derstood they shall be reappointed or not. 

Mr. FRYE. I understand under these rules that, so far as the ap- 
pointment of committees is concerned, it will not be made under these 
rules until the beginning of another Congress. 

Mr. HOAR. Then there iš no rule for the appointment of commit- 
tees at the next session. 

Mr. FRYE. Except it may be done by a resolution; and, if it were 


‘not done, the committees would hold over. 


Mr. HALE. It is always done by resoluti 

Mr. HOAR. It is done by resolution under fhe rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE]. 

The motion was to. ‘ 

Mr. FRYE. The Committee on Rules also reported joint rules for 
the Senate and House of Representatives, to be found on page 45 of 
the report. I should like to take them up so that they may be the un- 
finished business, and if the Senator from Massachusetts desires to pro- 
ceed with a bill that he has, then yield to him in order to doit. The 


joint rules will probably provoke little or no discussion and will occupy 


but a very short time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine moves that 
the Senate now proceed to the consideration of the joint rules reported 
from the Committee on Rules, on page 45 of the printed report. 

Mr. FRYE. There may be no objection to them at all, and I should 
like to have them read now, as there seems to be nothing else this 
afternoon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thequestion is, will the Senate agree 
to the motion of the Senator from Maine. i 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint rules proposed by the Com- 
mittee on Rules will be read. Does the Senator from Maine desire to 
have them acted upon one by one or to be read through? 

Mr. FRYE. Separately. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks that 
the joint rules be acted on separately as they are read. Is there ob- 
jection? 

Mr. BAYARD. Iask the Senator in charge of this measure whether 
there is anything more in these proposed joint rules in the way of vari- 
ations from the former joint rules than may appear in italics as hereto- 
fore in considering the Senate rules? 

Mr. FRYE. The changes made by the committee to these rules do 
not appear in italics, but on page 49 will be found memoranda of the 
proposed code of joint rules explaining each one. There are one or two 
yery important changes, and only one or two. Many of the old joint 
rules have been left out, because they had become useless as found by 
experience and have been suspended at every I will call 
the Senate’s attention to the factthat under ‘‘ Messages,” in rule 2, the 
committee propose the following : 

2. All messages from the President of the United States or the other House, 
all reports and communications from the heads of Departments, and all com- 
munications addressed to the Senate or House of Representatives, shall be placed 
in order on the table of the presiding officer of each House. 

3. It shall be the duty of the presiding officer of each House, immediately after 
the reading and approval of the Journal of the proceedings of the last day's 
sitting, to lay before the Senate or House of Representatives, as the case may be, 


all messages on their respective tables, for reference to appropriate committees, 
or for such other action as may be deemed proper. 


That is the Senate rule under which we act now. It is not a House 
tule, and never has been. All bills, messages, &c., going from the Sen- 
ate to the House go to what is known as the Speaker’s table, and there 
is but one way to reach the Speaker's table, and that is by a majority 
vote. The result is that, as I have known myself, two hundred differ- 
ent measures passed by the Senate after careful consideration were lying 
on the Speaker’s table on the day of final adjournment, never having 
been referred to a committee or having received the slightest considera- 
tion. This is an important request in the shape of a rule to the House 
that they will treat our business as we treat theirs. 

Mr. BAYARD. That is very important doubtless, but it modifies 
the action of the House, and not of the Senate as heretofore. 

Mr.FRYE. Yes. Ongeneral appropriation bills, Rule IV (Lam only 
calling attention to matters of real importance), we propose to the House 
a rule which corresponds with the rule of the Senate against general 
legislation onappropriation bills. In Rule XI, relating tothe Joint Com- 
mittee on the Library, there is a provision which authorizes the Senate 
portion of the Library Committee to act during vacation, which is nec- 
essary. Inthe ruleregarding conferences there have been some changes, 
but nothing of great importance. The committées of conference are 
confined to the matters in dispute between the two Houses; the appoint- 
ment of the committees is provided for without any motion, and the 
proposed rule provides for a report in detail, as much as may be neces- 
to be 
made by each committee of conference. My own impression is that 
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there is nothing in the proposed joint rules to which the Senate could 
ibly object, and that it would be of very great benefit to our legis- 
Deion if the House would adopt what we have proposed to them. 

Mr. BAYARD. I certainly hope they may adopt the matter of not 
amending appropriation bills by general legislation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks unani- 
mous consent that each of the joint rules be acted upon asit is read. Is 
there objection? The Chair hears none, The first joint rule will be 
read. 


The Secretary read us follows: 


I.—ORGANIZATION, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
joint rule which has just been read. 

The rule was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next proposed joint rule will 
be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows; 


TI.—MESSAGES, 

1. All messages between the two Houses shall be communicated by the Secre- 
tary of the Senate and Clerk of the House of Representatives, or by clerks des- 
r aea by them for that purpose, which messages shall be announced at the 

oor of each House by the aaa tas Bais or his assistant, and shall be communi- 
cated to the Chair by the person by whom they may be sent. 

2. All messages from the President of the United States or the other House, all 
reports and communications from the heads of Departments, and all communi- 

ions addressed to the Senate or House ot eprerenbesises, shall be placed in 
order on the table of the presiding officer of House. 

3. It shall be the duty of the presiding officer of each House, immediately after 
the reading and approval of the Journal of the proceedings of the last day's sit- 
ting, to lay before the Senate or House of resentatives, as the case may be, 
all m on their respective tables, for rence to appropriate committees, 
or for such other action as may be deemed proper. 

4, All bills, joint and concurrent resolutions, referred to committees under the 
foregoing clause, shall be printed, unless otherwise ordered at the time of ref- 
erence, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on 
rule. i 

The rule was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next proposed joint rule will 
be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Ill.—ComMirTee OF THE WHOLE. 


All bills, joint resolutions, or propositions involving a tax or charge upon the 
people; all proceedings touching priations of 


of money or property, or re- 
quiring such appropriations to be e, or authorizing Boe her ye out of appro- 
ni 


priations already made, or releasing any liability to the ted States for money 
or property, shall be first considered in a Committee of the Whole, and a point 
of order under this rule shall be good at gny time before the considorstion ofa 
bill or joint resolution has commenced. 


Mr. HOAR. I ask the consent of the Senate to go back for a mo- 
ment to the third clause of the second rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
asks unanimous consent to return to the third clause of the second rule 
for consideration as if it had not been already adopted. Is there ob- 
jection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to ask the chairman if the third clause 
of the second rule is in force in the Senate or in either branch ? 

Mr. FRYE. My recollection is that it is in force in the Senate and 
that it is acted upon every day. ° 

Mr. HOAR. What is the present rule? k 

Mr. FRYE. If there is not any rule of the Senate touching it it has 
been the constant practice. 

Mr. HOAR. 'I think it is merely a matter of unanimous consent; 
is it not? I inquire of the Senator. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Massachusetts, on 
turning to Rule VIII, page 133 of the Manual, will find the following: 

8. The first hour of daily sessions shall mylar, ner as the morning hour, 
during which the order of business shall be as follows: 

First. After the Journal is read, the presiding officer shall lay before the Sen- 
ate messages from the President, reports and communications from the heads 
of Departments, and other communications addressed to the Senate, and such 


bills, joint resolutions, and other messages from the House of Representatives 
as may remain upon his table from any previous day’s session undisposed of. 


Mr. HOAR. My inquiry was directed to the point I will now state. 
It is absolutely impossible, it seems to me from my experience in the 
House, that this joint rule will ever be accepted there. The effect of 
it would be to require the Speaker of the House on the last day of the 
session to lay before the House for its action a new debatable subject 
which would thrust out whatever matter might be up in the House, 

iving it priority of all pending orders, all appropriation bills or con- 
erence reports, 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator is mistaken in relation to that. . During 
the last six pager ol ho session in the House, in order to meet just such 
conti cies es are open to ion on motion. 

Ms HOAR as AA AT S EE) 
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agreeing to this | 4 


Mr. FRYE. In the House of Representatives a motion to suspend 
the rules is always in order during the last six days of a session, anu 
almost all the business of the House is done by ə suspension of the 
rules. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think it ought to be without debate. 

Mr. HOAR. It seems to me that asingle objection ought to prevent 
the right of the Chair. The question of reference here, as in the House, 
except when the previous question seein Sa debatable always; and 
the effect of this rule is to interpose any number of debatable questions. 
It is not confined even to the first hour in its operation in the Senate. 

Mr. FRYE. Wes; immediately after the reading and approving of 
the Journal. My greatest fear is that we shall not get half that we 
ask for from the House in this very rule. If we get half we shall have 
gained a great deal. We are asking here for everything that we give. 
If they will grant back from the House one-half of what we ask, we shall 
be so much better off than we are now. My recollection of my House 
experience rather indicates to me that there is no need of any Senator 
taking care of them in that direction. 

Mr. HOAR. It is limited to the morning hour in our present rule. 
The proposed rule extends the consideration of these matters until they 
are disposed of, if through the entire day. The matter was suddenly 
called to my attention, and I raised the question for the consideration 
of the chairman of the committee. So far as this rule is new any- 
where, it is obvious that it thrusts before this body an unlimited nim- 
ber of debatable questions, displacing all the pending business, whatever 
it may be. The only change, so far asit affects the Senate, is that that 
displacement, under the existing rules, is limited to the morning hour, 
and at the expiration of the morning hour the ding business goes 
on. Under the new rule the matter must be laid before the House by 
the presiding officer through the entire day until disposed of. Itis often 
that a very important parliamentary struggle arises over the right of 
way, especially at the close of a session, and it seems to me that this 
rule, as a rule affecting the Senate, should be limited, as the existing 
rule is, to the morning hour. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
third clause of joint rule number 2, which has been.open by unan- 
imous consent for further consideration. Is the Senate ready for the 
uestion ? 

Mr. HOAR. The difficulty is in making an amendment which will 
be applicable here and also be applicable in the other House. 

Mr. FRYE. They have a morning hour, but we do not have a 
morning hour under the new rules. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to insert, if the irman of the committee 
approves, after the word ‘‘sitting,’’ in the third line of the third clause, 
the words “‘the morning hour remaining unexpired.” 

Mr. INGALLS. There is to be no morning hour under the new rule. 
The ‘morning business” is the term that is colored, and the old 
segregation of the hour between 12 and 1 has been abolished, so that the 
sence of the Senator from Massachusetts will not accomplish what 

e desires. 

Mr. HOAR. The term “morning hour” is the technical phrase in 
the old rule to which I refer. The criticism of the Senator from Kansas 
is correct. I will substitute the words ‘‘the time allotted for morning 
business remaining unexpired.’ 

Mr. FRYE. I do not conceive that to be necessary. This really is 
simply for reference to the appropriate committees of the business which 
comes from one branch to the other. It can not occupy long at the 
longest, and under the rules of the House my recollection is that the 
question of reference to a committee is not debatable. I think that 
about every question that would arise under the rules of the House is 
not a debatable question. 

Mr. HOAR. It certainly is a debatable question here, because we 
have very few undebatable questions. That is not one, and it is cer- 
tainly a very serious change, affecting possibly the interests of very 
important measures whenever by any new regulation we authorize the 
displacement as of right of pending business which a majority of the 
Senate may desire to take up. Many Senators know how often very 
important measures which they are anxious to press upon the considera- 
tion of the Senate are thrust over and finally defeated by the use of the 
right of way for other business. Business is frequently taken up not 
on accountof its own merits alone, but for the sake of its occupying the 
time which otherwise would be taken in the passage of a measure which 
some Senators deem hurtful. 

Under this proposed rule if twenty or fifty bills come over from the 
House at once, the debatable question of referring each one of those 
bills is first in order during the entire day until disposed of; so that the 
business which is pending, which has the right at the expiration of the 
morning hour, is necessarily displaced. The morning hour of course 
has the effect to limit the morning business within the two hours; and 
it does no harm to put half a dozen new subjects, which have a right 
there, if necessary for the convenient transaction of business; but my 

is against extending that right through the entire day. 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator kindly repeat his proposition of amend- 
ment? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The modification proposed by the 
Senator from Massachusetts will be reported. 
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The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘sitting,’’ in line 3 of clause 3 of 
Rule II, it is proposed to insert: 
And during the time allotted for morning business remaining unexpired. 


So as to make the clause read: 

3. It shall be the duty of the presiding officer of each House, immediately after 
the reading and approval of the Journal of the proceedings of the last day’s sit- 
ting, and during time allotted for morning ness remaining unexpired. 
A Argad Geeks Cuore ve tabion, Wek redeem a aprons A Aprire Aela 

v or appro} co! 
for su other action as may be deemed proper. sibs ST 
Mr. FRYE. Iam not going to be captious about ify Mr. President, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

The ese was to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
third clause of the second joint rule as amended, 

The clause as amended was agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. MILLER, of California. Evidently we cannot finish this busi- 
ness to-night, and it is necessary to have an executive session. I move 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business, After 24 minutes spent in executive ses- 
sion the doors were reopened. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY, 
On motion of Mr. RANSOM, it was 
Ordered, That when the Senate adjourn to-day it be tomeet on Monday next. 
PRINTING OF THE RULES. 


On motion of Mr. FRYE, it was 

‘Ordered, That 1,000 copies of the rules as to by the Senate be printed in 
pamphlet form for the use of the Senute, and that the Secretary be directed to 
cause to be prepared an index to accompany them. 

Mr. MAXEY. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock p. m.) the Senate ad- 
journed. $ 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, January 14, 1884. 


Prayer by Rev. O. H. Trrrany, D. D., of New York city. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
communication from the Secretary of the Treasury; which was read: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, January 11, 18834. 
Str: On the 15th of June, 1880, this Department, in answer to a resolution of 
the Senate calling for information in regard to the claim of the United States 
against the New York Central and Hudson River Railroad, transmitted certain 
documents to the President of the Senate, among which were three printed 
volumes, which the Secretary requested might be returned in order to be re- 
stored to their appropriate places among the records. 

As those volumes are now needed for immediate use, I have the honor to re- 

quest that they may be returned. d 
Very ully, 
CHAS. J. FOLGER, Secretary. 
Hon, GEORGE F. EDMUNDS, 
President pro tempore United Slates Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has examined the letter 
of transmittal of three years ago in regard to these documents, and 
finds that the three printed volumes were stated in the letter of the 
Secretary of the Treasury as belonging to the files of that Department, 
and were sent as originals on account of the length of time required for 
copying, and he expressed the request that they be returned. The 
Chair, however, did not feel at liberty to return the printed volumes 
without the direction of the Senate. If there be no objection, the Sec- 
retary will be directed to return the printed volumes mentioned in the 
letter of the Secretary of the Treasury. Isthere objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting the report of the Com- 
mission on Navy-yards, appointed in pursuance of the act of August 
5, 1882;, which, with the accompanying documents, was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Navy, transmitting, in compliance with a resolution of the 8th 
instant, a statement showing the date of cénstruction, original cost, and 
total expense for repairs since their construction of vessels borne on the 
Navy Register in November, 1883; which, together with the accom- 
panying papers, was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary of 
the Interior, transmitting a letter of the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, submitting a supplemental report of the surveyor-general 
of Arizona Territory on private land claim No. 7, known as Tumacaeori 


y Calabazus; which, together with the accompanying papers, was re- 
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os to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be 
prin , 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary of 
War, transmitting a letter from the Chief of Engineers, inclosing re- 
ports from Majers W. McFarland and J. W. Barlow upon examina- 
tions and surveys of the harbors of Black Rock, Stamford, Duck Island, 
and Madison, Conn., and of Peconic River and Southold Harbors, New 
York, made in compliance with the river and harbor act of August 2, 
1882; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Interior, transmitting, in compliance with a resolution of Decem- 
ber 4, 1883, copies of documents and correspondence relating to leases 
of lands in the Indian Territory to citizens of the United States for cat- 
tle grazing and other purposes 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will call the attention of 
the chairmen of the Committee on Indian Affairs and the Committee 
on Public Lands to this letter. The Chair is not clear as to which com- 
mittee the letter and the accompanying papers should be sent, whether 
to Indian Affairs or to Public Lands. 

Mr. DAWES. What is the purport of it? : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is respecting cattle leases, &c., re- 
ported upon by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs in part and the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, which led the Chair to doubt as to the reference 
it should take. 

Mr. DAWES. It relates to the question of leasing Indian lands? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair infers from the letter of 
the Secretary of the Interior that it embraces that among other things. 

Mr. DAWES. [I insist upon it that that belongs to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theletter, with the accompanying 
papers, will be printed, if there be no objection, and referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, í 


NATIONAL ACADEMY OF SCIENCES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid betore the Senate a communica- 
tion from O. C. Marsh, president of the National Academy of Sciences, 
Washington, D. C., transmitting, in compliance with the requirements 
of law, a report of the operations of the National Academy of Sciences 
during the past year; which, on motion of Mr. HAWLEY, was referred 
to the Committee on Printing. 


HEATING AND VENTILATING SENATE CHAMBER. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate, transmitting a supple- 
mental report of the chief engineer on heating and ventilating the Sen- 
ate Chamber; which was referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. INGALLS presented the petition of A. L. Barber, William Bir- 
ney, and 72 other citizens of the District of Columbia, praying for the 
passage of the bill (8. 729) for the protection of children in the District 
of Columbia, and for other pu ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. DAWES. I am in receipt of very many papers numerously 
signed by respectable and earnest citizens of Massachusetts of such an 
informal nature that I am hardly certain what ought to be done with 
them. They are headed ‘‘A Memorial to Congress,” and evidently 
were intended as such, but consist in fact of a letter addressed to me, 
requesting me to use my influence to secure from the Committee on 
Appropriations a favorable report for an appropriation for an industrial 
training school at Sitka and for common schools at such points as may 
be designated by the United States Commissioner of Education. I have 
no doubt these papers were intended as a memorial to Congress; and I 
ask leave to present them as such and have them referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, 

I desire also in this connection to assure my constituents who have 
signed these papers and others that there can be no one more solicitous 
than the Committee on Appropriations for carrying out the very pur- 
pose indicated in the memorial. Some years ago the Committee on 
Appropriations reported, and there was adopted, an appropriation of 
$25,000 for the purpose of carrying out this very measure. No part of 
that money has been expended; I do not know for what reason. The 
Committee on Appropriations are already disposed to appropriate money 
for the education of the Indians in Alaska and all other Indians just so 
far as it is possible for the executive department of the Government to 
properly, efficiently, and economically expend it. I ask that the papers 
may be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Massachusetts asks 
leave to present sundry letters addressed to him, but intended, as he 
thinks, to have been in the nature of a memorial, and that they be sent 
to the Committee on Appropriations. If there be no objection, they 
will be received and so referred. 

Mr. GARLAND. The Committee on Territories have under consid- 
eration a bill now covering many of the points that are there men- 
tioned, if I caught the statement of the Senator correctly. 
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Mr. DAWES. I have no choice to which committee they go—- 

Mr. GARLAND. I suggest the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. DAWES. Asit was a special request to me to use my influence 
with the Committee on Appropriations, and as the appropriation must 
come from that committee, I thought proper that the papers should go 
there. 

Mr. GARLAND. The chairman of the Committee on Territories 

Mr. HARRISON] has a bill now covering these very points, and as he 
is absent from the city, I will ask that the memorial be referred to the 
Committee on Territories, at least for the time being. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. The Committee on Territories have re- 
ported a bill on this very proposition. 

Mr. DAWES. I have no choice as to the commi 
appropriation shall come must come from the Co: 
priations. ‘ 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Massachusetts 
aequiesce in the suggestion of the Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator from California states that the Com- 
mittee on Territories have already discharged their duty in that re- 
spect. I suggest that the papers should go to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves that these papers be referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. Thatorderwill be entered if there beno objection. It is entered. 

Mr. FRYE presented the petition of Rush R. Shippen, William A. 
Bartlett, and other residents of the District of Columbia, praying for 
the of the bill (8,729) for the protection of children in the 
District of Columbia, and for other purposes; which was referred tothe 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. ALDRICH presented the petition of B. H. Warner, W. W. Cur- 
tis, and other citizens of the District of Columbia, praying for the pas- 
sage of the bill (S. 729) for the protection of children in the District 
of Columbia, and fer other purposes; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PLUMB presented a petition of citizens of Kansas and Nebraska, 
praying that the body of land known as the Oklahoma lands, in the 

dian Territory, may be opened to settlement; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of the Western Central Stock Associa- 
tion, recommending certain modifications of the public land laws; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, presented the petition of George M. 
Wakefield and other citizens of Oshkosh, Wis., praying for the passage 
of the bill (S. 691) to confirm and declare legal the acts of certain offi- 
cers of the United States; which was referred tothe Committee on Public 
Lands. 

He also presented the petition of Alexander McDonald and 36 other 
residents of Fond du Lac, Wis., praying Con to relieve certain 
persons who have purchased land inside the Ontonagon and Brulé River 
Railroad grant in Michigan by declaring their titles valid; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. VEST. I present the petition of Henry Ames & Co., Francis 
Whitakef & Sons, and others, pork-packers and dealers in meat, of 
Saint Louis, Mo., praying for legislation which will protect their in- 
terest and that of other dealers against the measures recently adopted 
by France and Germany to prevent the importation into those countries 
of American meats. The petition is very brief and I ask thatit be read 
and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri presents 
a petition of sundry citizens of that State, praying for legislation on the 
subject of the action of some foreign countries relating to products of 
the United States and asks that the petition be read. Is there objec- 
tion? The Chair hears none and it will be reported. 

The petition was read, as follows: 

To the Senate of the United States : 


The undersigned, all of whom are interested either as ers or dealers in 
the hog product and doing business in the city of Saint Louis, Mo., would re- 
spectfully ask for such legislation as will protect this interest from the unjust 
prohibition now being practiced by both Germany and France against the peo- 
ple of the United States. 

It is useless to appeal to these nations in any other way than by such legisla- 
tion as will teach them to respect the rights and interests of American citizens 
engaged in the import trade of pork and other meats into those countries, We 
therefore respectfully urge the immediate necessity of such legislation on our 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be referred, on the 
motion of the Senator from Missouri, to the Committee on Finance, if 
there be no objection. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I will state to the Senator from Mis- 
souri that that subject by petition or resolution has been referred to 
the Committee on coe Relations, and they are now considering it. 
Perhaps the petition had better go to that- committee. 

Mr. VEST. I acquiesce in the suggestion. Let it go to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, 

Mr. HARRIS. I present the petition of J. T. Brown, of Nashville, 
Tenn., administrator of the estate of Henry S. French, praying for the 


but whatever 
ittee on Appro- 


proceeds of the sales of certain cotton and property of his intestate. I 
move that it be referred to the Committee on Claims, to accompany the 
bill upon the same subject which was a few days ago referred to that 
committee. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. HARRIS presented the petition of J. S. and E. §. Haltom, ad- 
ministrators of Nathan Haltom, deceased, of Madison County, Tennes- 
see, praying compensation for property taken and used by the United 
States Army during the late war; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. ; 

Mr. SLATER presented a petition of citizens of Columbia County, 
Oregon, praying for the forfeiture of unearned lands granted to the 
Pe aaa Railroad; which was referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands. 

Mr. GARLAND presented a petition of the mayor and citizens of 
Hot Springs, Ark., praying for an appropriation of $500,000 for the im- 
provement of Hot Springs reservation; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. PALMER. I present the petition of Robert Cutler, E. Crofton 
Fox, Charles Fox, S. W. Osterhout, Ira W. Gilbert, Thomas S. Free- 
man, and O. R. Wilmarth, citizens of Grand Rapids, Mich., declaring 
that they bought lands of the Government located in Northern Michi- 
gan in good faith, ter dep to be public lands subject to sale, but 
which now prove to be within an old railroad grant, and praying relief 
by the of Senate bill 691. I move that the petition be referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. VAN WYCK presented additional papers to accompany the bill 
(S. 849) for the telief of George W. Ira; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (s. 269) for the relief of M. P. Jones, reported it without 
amendment and submitted a report thereon. i 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Public Buildingsand Grounds, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 402) for the completion of the Capitol 
terraces and the stairways connected therewith, reported it without 
amendment, 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. ALDRICH asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave td’ 
introduce a bill (S. 1050) to provide for the exchange of 4 per cent. 
bonds for 3 per cent. bonds, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 
` Mr. HALE asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 1051) to amend section 1 of an act approved March 9, 
1878, granting pensions to surviving officers, soldiers, sailors, and their 
widows, of the war of 1812; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 1052) to amend the pension law; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McMILLAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 1053) for the relief of William Pfender; which 
was read twice by its title, and, together with the papers on file relating 
to the case, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. 1054) authorizing the retirement of 
Bvt. Maj. Gen. William W, Averell, United States Army, with the 
rank and pay of a brigadier-general; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 1055) for the relief of Thomas C. Ellison; which was 
read twice by its title, and, together with the papers on file relating to 
the case, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. VAN WYCK asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 1056) granting an increase of pension to Sally 
Mallory; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

e also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 1057) for the relief of The Soldiers’ Nebraska Town Site 
Association; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HOAR. I have been requested to introduce a bill which is I 
suppose practically in the nature of a petition, but the person interested 
in the bill takes this mode of asking the action of the Senate. I have 
no knowledge in regard to the merits of the bill. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to introduce a bill (S. 1058) 
explanatory of an act directing the Second Auditor to settle the pay and 
bounty account of John Ammahaie (or Ammahe) passed June 30, 1876; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, 

Mr. HOAR also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a biil (S. 1059) to increase the pension of Mo- 
hammed Kahn, otherwise John Ammahae; which was read twice by 


its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Mr. INGALLS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 1060) to regulate licenses in the District of Colum- 
bia, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. a 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 1061) relating to police regulations in the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 1062) to refund the assessments made under the admin- 
istration of M. G. Emery while mayor of Washington, and for other 
purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. y 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 1063) to amend the Revised Statutes of the United 
States relating to the District of Columbia; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 1064) to restore John F. Lewis to the rank of first lieu- 
tenant Twenty-first United States Infantry and place him upon the 
retired-list; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. ; 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 1065) for the relief of David Morrow; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. VANCE asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 1066) to pay certain expenses of the Eastern Band 
of the Cherokee Indians of North Carolina; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. VEST asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduc8 a bill (S. 1067) for the relief of Eugene Wells; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 1068) giving a pension to Alexander Thompson, of New- 
ton County, Missouri; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. _ 

Mr. BECK asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 1069) to extend the time for the payment of the tax 


on distilled spirits now in warehouse; which was read twice by its title,- 


and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 1070) to prohibit the Secretary of the Treasury from 
purchasing the bonds of the United States above their par value, and for 
other purposes; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. BECK. I ask that that bill lie on the table, and I shall call it 
up to-morrow. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will lie on the table for the 


present. 

Mr. HARRIS (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. 1071) for the relief of James R. 
Howard, formerly assistant special agent Treasury Department; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 1072) for the relief of Samuel B. Seat, of Montgomery 
County, Tennessee; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GORMAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 1073) for the relief of Joseph H. Maddox and others; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. BOWEN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave toin- 
troduce a bill (S, 1074) to amend section 837 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. 1075) to create a board of liquidation for 
the purpose of adjusting certain assessments for special improvement 
and redeeming certain outstanding certificates issued by the District 
of Columbia and the late corporation of Washington, and for other 
purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MAHONE asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 1076) granting to the district judge of the eastern 
district of Virginia specific compensation for specific services rendered 
by him; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 1077) amending section 4414 of the Revised Statutes fix- 
ing the compensation of inspectors of hulls and boilers in the several 
districts of the United States; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MITCHELL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 1078) granting a pension to Caroline R. Hazel- 
tine; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 


He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 1079) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Emily M. 
Wyman; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 1080) granting a pension to Mary M. Murray; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 1081) granting a pension to Emma De Long; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BROWN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 1082) to appropriate $40,000 for the improvement 
ofthe Altamaha River, in the State of Georgia; which was read twice 
by its title, and r€ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S, 1083) to appropriate $100,000 for the improvement of 
the Chattahoochee River, in the State of Georgia; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. 1084) to appropriate $75,000 for the improvement of the 
Flint River, in the State of Georgia; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 1085) to appropriate $50,000 for the improvement of the 
Savannah River, in Georgia, below Augusta, and $10,000 above Au- 
gusta; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 1086) to appropriate $10,000 for the improvement of the 
Oosteuaula and Coosawattee Rivers, in the State of Georgia; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 1087) to appropriate $150,000 for the improvement of 
the Coosa River, in the States of Georgia and Alabama; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 1088) to appropriate $10.000 for the improvement of the 
Ocmulgee River, in the State of Georgia; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 1089) to appropriate $75,000 for the improvement of the 
harbor of Brunswick, in the State of Georgia; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 1090) to appropriate $10,000 for the improvement of 
the Oconee River, in the State of Georgia; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. JONAS (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. 1091) for the relief of Peter Kiveney; 
paa was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

ims. 

Mr. COCKRELL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 1092) to regulate attorneys’ fees in pensiofi claims; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. CALL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 1093) to repeal all laws and parts of laws prohibiting 
pensions to wounded or disabled soldiers of the United States without 
proof of loyalty; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 1094) providing for the establishment of a port of entry 
at Carrabelle, Fla.; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. JONAS, it was 

Ordered, That the papers on file in the Senate in the claim of the estate of 
Robert H. Montgomery be taken from the files and sent to the Committee on 
Claims, additional testimony having been submitted since the adverse report 
thereon was made. 

On motion of Mr. FRYE, it was 


Ordered, That tes pepers in the claim of Mrs, Eliza H. Powers be taken from 
the files and refe to the Committee on Claims. 


On motion of Mr. COCKRELL, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers in the claim of 8. W. Marston be taken 
from the files and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


GOLD IN EXCHANGE FOR SILVER CERTIFICATES. 


Mr. COCKRELL submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimons consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and hereby is, directed to re- 
port to the Senate as soon as may be the amounts of gold coin and bullion de- 
ited in the Treasury, subtreasuries, and hore anger depositories of the 
United States in exchange for silver certificates, and for which silver certificates 
have been issued during the calendar years 1878, 1879, 1880, 1881, 1882, and 1883; 
or, if more convenient, during the fiscal years 1879, 1880, 1881, 1882, and 1883, and 
during the first six months of the fiscal year 1884; and also whether there has 


any refusal to receive such gold coin or bullion for silver certificates, and, 
if so, the reasons therefor. 
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ELECTION OF PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE, 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of a resolution offered by the occupant of the chair, that the Senate 
now proceed to elect a President pro tempore. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio asks that 
the Senate now consider, under the order of resolutions, the resolution 
offered by Mr. EDMUNDS, of Vermont, on the 13th day of December 
last, that the Senate now proceed to elect a President pro tempore. 
If there be no objection the resolution will be laid before the Senate. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate now proceed to elect a President pro tempore of the 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

The resolution was to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I submit for adoption the following resolution in 
connection with the order just made: 

Resolved, That HENRY B. ANTHONY, a Senator from the State of Rhode Island, 
is hereby chosen President pro tempore of the Senate, - 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr, SHERMAN, Mr. President, I think the peculiar circumstances 
of the case justify me in saying a word in favor of this resolution. The 
gentleman named in the resolution is the Senator who has longest 
occupied a seat in this body of all those who are here associated with 
us. He has been five times elected by his State a member of the Sen- 
ate and is now serving his fifth term. He has been many timeselected 
by common consent President pro tempore of the Senate, and has faith- 
fully and ably discharged the duties of that position whenever they 
have fallen to him. I think under these circumstances it would be a 

ul act for the Senate, I hope with unanimity, to elect him Pres- 
dent pro tempore of the Senate. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Mr. President, without meaning to dissent 
from the opinion expressed by the Senator from Ohio as to the qualifi- 
cations, fitness, integrity, ability, and patriotism of the gentleman 
named in the resolution, I move to strike out the name of HENRy B. 
ANTHONY, of Rhode Island, and to insert that of THOMAS F. BAYARD, 
of Delaware. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio [Mr.PEN- 
DLETON] moves to amend the resolution. The amendment will be re- 


ported. 

The SECRETARY. In line 1 of the resolution it is proposed to strike 
out the words “HENRY B. ANTHONY, a Senator from the State of 
Rhode Island,” and to insert the words ‘‘THomAs F. BAYARD, a Sen- 
ator from the State of Delaware.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Ohio. [Putting the ques- 
tion.] The noes appear to have it. The noes haveit. The amend- 
ment is disagreed to. The question recurson agreeing to the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island will 
pae TEA forward to the chair and receive the oath the law requires 

im to take. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. President and Senators, I thank you for thia 
distinguished honor. It would be affectation in me to say that it has 
come entirely unexpected, for I have been for some time aware of your 
kind and flattering purpose. It would be still greater affectation in 
me to deny that the acceptance of it would give me pride and pleasure. 
But the state of my health, which you all know is precarious, warns 
me not to assume any labor that I can consistently and honorably avoid; 
and although I would not hesitate to undertake any burden laid upon 
me by my brother Senators, not even at the peril of health, if it was 
thought that for any reason I could more appropriately perform it than 
another, yet I think it is no shirking of duty, no evidence of cowardly 
indolence in me, to decline a position which so many Senators can fill 
with equal and greater advantage to the Senate and to the country. 

Therefore, Senators, with a heart overflowing with gratitude for all 
your kindness to me in this matter, I most respectfully decline the posi- 
tion to which you would elevate me. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island de- 
clines to accept the office to which he has been elected. The Chair 
awaits a further motion for the execution of the order of the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There being no vacancy in the office, I think no 
further action is n . Itseems to me so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair agrees with the view of 
the Senator from Ohio that there is no vacancy in the office, but the 
Senate has ordered to now proceed to elect, and as to whether the elec- 
tion that has taken place would be considered to bean execution of the 
order the Chair is in some doubt. Therefore the Chair has laid the 
matter before the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. To save all question in regard to that matter I 


submit a resolution, although I think it is unnecessary. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator might move to dispense 
with the further execution of the order, if he desires to pursue that 
course. 


Mr. SHERMAN. 

The PRESIDENT pro-tempore. 
olution which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That GEORGE F. EDMUNDS, a Senator from the State of Vermont, is 
hereby chosen President pro tempore of the Senate, 


I ask that the resolution I offer be first read. 
The Senator from Ohio offers a res- 


Mr. SHERMAN. As the passage of that resolution would seem to 
imply that there was an actual vacancy, and would make it necessary 
to send a message to the Presidentand to the House of Representatives, 
I do not think it is necessary.. Therefore I move that further proceed- 
ings under the order just adopted relating to the election of a President 
pro tempore of the Senate be dispensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GARLAND in the chair). The 
question is on the motion of the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. BAYARD. The resolution is open to amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Ohio has withdrawn 
his resolution, and has made a motion that further proceedings under 
the order of the Senate be suspended. 

Mr. BAYARD. Then the vote is not upon the adoption of the reso- 
lution just submitted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is not. 

Mr. RANSOM. I simply rose to inquire of the Senator from Ohio 
in what way he proposes that the Senate can proceed without a Presi- 
dent pro tempore of the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is a President pro tempore of the Senate. 
The Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] is now President pro tem- 
pore of the Senate. If the Senators on the other side really desire to 
have him re-elected, of course it can be done as a matter of form; but 
I do not think it is proper to pursue that course, because it would in- 
volve the necessity of sending a message to the President and a message 
to the other House, and it would imply that there had been a point of 
time when the Senator from Vermont was not President pro tempore of 
the Senate. If the Senators on the other side desire to repeat the organ- 
ization in the manner proposed by me in the first instance, I will follow 
their lead; butif not, I simply move to postpone any further execution 
of the order. 

Mr, HOAR. Mr. President, it seems to me that the raising of doubt 
by any Senator in regard to so grave and important a matter is enough 
to make it proper to remove the doubt. I entertain no doubt myself 
that if this resolution be withdrawn and the motion last suggested by 
the Senatorfrom Ohio adopted, the organization of the Senate will be 
complete; but the suggestion of the Senator from North Carolina [ Mr. 
RANsoM] implies that somebody hereafter or somebody now enter- 
tains a different opinion; and it seems to me therefore in order if there 
should be any grave constitutional exigency that the organization of 
the Senate shall be beyond a doubt, that it is the safest way to proceed 
as originally proposed by my honorable friend from Ohio. I trust, 
therefore, he will withdraw his suggestion and that we shall proceed 
to an election. It can certainly do no harm. 

Mr. DAWES. Irise simply to add that the recordjof the Senate now 
stands that the Senate has indicated a desire to have some other gentle- 
man its presiding officer, and therefore it is entirely proper that the 
record should he put right by proceeding to an election. I should not 
think it would be entirely comfortable for the presiding officer to con- 
tinue after such a record, although everybody knows the circumstances 
under which it is made as having no bearing upon the propriety of his 
continuing in the office. Butsuch is the record, and therefore it seems 
to me that it is very proper that we should proceed to the election of a 
President pro tempore after having indicated by a majority our desire to 
have some one else in the chair. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, I differ foto cælo from the opinion 
expressed by the Senator from Massachusetts on my right [Mr. Dawes]. 
It has always been held that the question of the Presidency pro tempore 
of the Senate was absolutely at the control of the body, and could be 
exercised hour by hour if a majority of the Senate so chose. I hold 
that the adoption of the resolution electing the honorable Senator from 
Rhode Island to the position vacated the chair so far as the previous 
incumbent was concerned, and that we are at this time, by the action of 
a majority of the body, without a President pro tempore. I should 
therefore hope that in the expression of the authority that has been so 
often asserted by this body with regard to its Presidency pro tempore, 
we now proceed to act upon the resolution submitted by the Senator 
from Ohio and elect the Senator named in that resolution to the place ` 
that is now vacant. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I differ, toto clo, from the Senator 
from Kansas in the idea that we have vacated the chair by the simple 
passage of that resolution. The Senator from Rhode Island has de- 
clined to accept the position. Until a new President pro tempore has 
accepted and qualified we have not put anybody in that place, and it 
is because the law of the Senate is that we hold this office every day 
in our power to and it is because simply the record stands so, 
without affecting the legal title of the Senator from Vermont to that 
office, that I suggested that it would be more comfortable by anew vote 
to show to the Senate that the Senator from Vermont was not holding 
office after a majority of the Senate had indicated a desire to have 
some one else. The Senator from Vermont understands that I do not 
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mean to intimate that a majority of the Senate is not to-day just as 
well disposed to have him hold the place as they ever were, but the 
record does not carry this explanation along with it. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I think the Senator from Kansas has 
truly stated the present condition of the Senate and that under our 
rules we are proceeding only by unanimous consent, that if strictly 
our rules were followed the Secretary of the Senate would now be 


presiding until a President pro tempore was again chosen. Our hon- 
ored friend from Rhode Island was duly elected by the vote of the Sen- 
ate its President pro tempore, and ipso facto that avoided any title that 
preceded his. As he has declined to assume the duties of that place 
there is a vacancy, and that vacancy ought in all regularity to be filled, 
and I doubt not will be filled in accordanee with the suggestion of the 
resolution of the Senator from Ohio read just now before the Senate; 
that is by the election of the honorable Senator from Vermont. But I 
am clear that the presence of the Senator now in the chair is only by 
unanimous consent of the Senate and that it will be proper that we 
should proceed to yote to fill that place made vacant by the resignation 
or the declination of the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, to remove a doubt where there is 
no doubt in my mind, I will renew again the resolution that I offered 
a while ago and withdraw the motion to suspend. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio withdraws 
his motion and offers a resolution which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That GEORGE F. Epmunps, a Senator from the State of Vermont, is 
hereby chosen President pro tempore of the Senate. 

Mr. BAYARD. That resolution is open to amendment. I move to 
strike out the name of GEORGE F. EDMUNDS, of Vermont, and substi- 
tute the name of GEORGE H. PENDLETON, of Ohio; and upon that I ask 
for the yeasand nays. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, The Senator from Kansas a while ago stated 
that ithad been the custom for this body to exercise its power of remov- 
ing its presiding officer. I think that that rule has been one of very 
recent date. I think, sir, that the history of this body will show that 
the best minds that ever occupied seats in it were until a few years ago 
clearly of, the opinion that when the Senate elected a Senator to the 
position of President pro tempore of this body in the absence of the Vice- 
President of the United States or when he entered the Presidential 
office, he should hold until the office became again constitutionally va- 
cant. That was the deliberate opinion of no less a man thar William 
H. Seward, expressed on this floor. ; 

I happened to be somewhat a pioneer on this question when the then 
Senator from Illinois, Mr. Davis, was elected the last time over the head 
ef my distinguished friend from Delaware [Mr. BAYARD]. Ithenstated 
to the Senate my opinion that when the Senator from Delaware was 
elected there was a vacancy within the meaning of the Constitution, and 
when the Senator from Illinois was elected there was none. So in this 
case I was prepared to hear that the Senator from Vermont had resigned 
his position as presiding officer, in which case there would have been 
clearly a vacancy for the election that occurred a while ago; but there 
was no vacancy. Here is the language of the Constitution on the sub- 
ject, which is very clear: 

The Senate shall choose their other officers, and also a President pro tempore 


in the absence of the Vice-President, or when he shall exercise the office of Presi- | &8™P 


dent of the United States. 


There was a vacancy when the Senator from Vermont was elected. 
There was no vacancy when the Senator from Rhode Island was elected. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
ef the Senator from Delaware [Mr. BAYARD], upon which he asked 
for the yeas and nays. 
Fait hows and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 

e roll, 

Mr. COCKRELL (when his name was called). Iam paired gener- 
ally with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], who is still absent, 
and I presume he has no other pair on this question. I shall therefore 
not vote. Were he present, I should vote ‘‘yea”’ and he would vote 

nay. 

Mr. JONAS (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON]. If he were present, I should vote 

yea. 

Mr. KENNA (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator frem Minnesota [Mr. SABIN]. If he were present, I should 
vote “yea.” 

Mr. MILLER, of California (when his name was called). 
paired with my colleague [Mr. FARLEY]. 

Mr. McMILLAN (when Mr, SABIN’S name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. SABIN] is absent from the Chamber necessarily, and is 

ired with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA]. If my col- 

e were here, he would vote ‘‘ nay.” 
Mr. SEWELL (when his name was called). 


I am 


I am paired with my 


colleague [Mr. MCPHERSON]. If he were here, Ishould vote ‘‘nay.?? 
Mr. VAN WYCK (when his name was called). 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIAMS]. 
The roll-call was concluded. 
Mr. VAN WYCK. Iam informed thata pair has been arranged be- 


I am paired with the 


tween the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIAMS] and the Senator 
from Virginia [Mr. RIDDLEBERGER]. I therefore vote ‘‘nay.’’ 
The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 32; as follows: 


YEAS—24, 
Bayard, Colquitt, Jackson. m, 
Beck, ‘air, Jones of Florida, Saulsbury, 
Brown, Garland, Lamar, Slater, 
Call, Gibson, Maxey, Vance, 
Camden, Gorman, Moi = Vest, 
Coke, i Pugh, Walker. 
NAYS—22, 
Pees ra Lapham, ENE; 
thony e, e, 
lair, Hale, McMillan, 
Bowen, Hawley, one, Plumb, 
Cameron of Wis., Hill, Manderson, Sawyer, 
Conger, Hoar, Miller of N. Y., Sherman, 
Cullom, Ingalls, Mitchell, Van Wyck, 
Dawes, Jonesof Nevada, Morrill, Wilson. 
ABSENT—20. 
Allison, Farley, Jonas, Rid * 
Butler, George, Kenna, + a 
Cameron of Pa, Groome, Sewell, 
l, SADA Miller of Cal., Voorhees, 
Edmunds, n, Pendleton, wW: 
So the amendment was rejected. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the adoption 
of the resolution. . 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS advanced to the chair and said: If the occupant of 
the chair will administer the oath to me, it will remove all question. 

The oath of office was administered by Mr. GARLAND to Mr. Ep- 
MUNDs and subscribed by him. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate inform the Presidentof the United 
States and the House of Representatives that the Senate has chosen Hon, 
GEORGE F, Epwenps, a Senator from the State of Vermont, President pro 
tempore of the Senate. 


Mr. GROOME. I wish to announce that I was temporarily out of 
the Chamber when the vote was taken on the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Delaware to the resolution of the Senator from Ohio, If I 
were present 1 should have voted for the Senator from Ohio [Mr. PEN- 
DLETON ]. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GARLAND in the chair). The 
question is on the adoption of the resolution of the Senator from Ohio. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. £ 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The morning hour having expired, 
the Chair will lay before the Senate the unfinished business. 

Mr. HILI. Mr. President, I desire to ask the unanimous assent of 
the Senate to call up Senate bill 227, in order that I may make some 
remarks upon the bill before it is referred to a committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado asks 
unanimous consent to call up a bill the title of which will be reported 
by the Secretary. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 227) to establish a system of postal tel- 
hs in the United States. 4 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, 

Mr. HOAR. I ask the Senator from Colorado if he will yield to me 
that I may ask the Senate to pam a bill changing the time of holding 
the district court in Maine, a bill of three or four lines. 

Mr. HILL. If the bill will not be discussed. 

Mr. HOAR. It will not be. 


DISTRICT COURT AT BANGOR. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill called up by the Senator 
from Colorado will be temporarily laid aside, and the Senator from 
Massachusetts asks the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the 
bill indicated by him. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 686) to fix the time for holding 
the district court in the district of Maine at Bangor. It provides that 
the regular term of the district court of the district of Maine, now held 
at Bangor on the fourth Tuesday, shall hereafter be held on the first 
Tuesday, of June. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

POSTAL TELEGRAPH SYSTEM. 


` The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
HILL] now has the floor on the bill (S. 227) to establish a system of 
postal telegraphs in the United States. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, in the history of governments it has 
sometimes happened that functions first exercised by rulers for the sole 
purpose of extending and maintaining their power haye become con- 
verted into instruments for the benefit and service of the people. To 
subdue and keep in subjection the provinces of the Roman Empire 
Europe was covered with military roads, which were afterward used as 
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avenues of commerce and friendly intercourse between thedescendants 
of the conquerors and conquered. Lines of couriers established to bear 
along these roads messages of emperors and military commanders were 
gradually superseded by systems of postal communication, in whose 
benefits the subject was permitted to share. In the course of time, as 
trade and intercourse developed, the share of the governed in the bene- 
fits of these systems became more and more important and that of the 
rulers comparatively more insignificant. For a time the privilege of 
carrying on the postal service was granted to the court favorites or 
farmed out for purposes of revenue. But these monopolies have long 
since been abolished, and civilized governments have everywhere them- 
selves undertaken the service. In performing it they mainly act as 
agents of society, for the promotion of its happiness and prosperity, and 
not for their own aggtandizement. Even the direct raising of revenue 
is no longer a prime object, but only an incident of the service. The 
limits of political boundaries which confine the other functions of gov- 
ernment have been by mutual consent broken over by the postal.sys- 
tem, and itis now operating asa mighty force to bind together in amity 
the nations of the world. Upon governments considered as mere in- 
struments for the preservation of the peace the effect of cheap and fre- 
quent communication has been to bring the people into closer 
relations, thusdiminishing the chances of foreign and domestic troubles, 
and at the same time to make more easy the maintenance of their ordi- 
nary powers by stimulating and giving greater play to the productive 
forces from which the revenues to support these powers must be pro- 
vided. 

But who shall say what the effect has been upon the people them- 
selves in their social and commercial relations? In anticipating the 
result of the introduction of the penny post in England Mr. O’Connell 
declared in Parliament that it would be impossible to exaggerate its 
benefits, and even if it would not pay the expenses of the post-office, he 
held that the government ought to make the sacrifice for the purpose of 
facilitating communication. Viscount Sandon insisted that the post- 
office was not a proper source of revenue, but ought to be used for the 

of stimulating other sources of revenue. Mr. Goulburn ad- 
mitted that it would ultimately increase the wealth and prosperity of 
the country. Sir Robert Peel said that great social and commercial ad- 
vantages would arise from the change independent of financial consid- 
erations, and M¥. Wallace described it as one of the greatest boons that 
could be conferred on the human race. Lord Ashburton, speaking of a 
high-rate postage, said: 

I think it is one of the worst taxes. We have, unfortunately, many taxes 
which have an injurious tendency, but I think few, if any, have so injurious a 
tendency as the tax upon the communication of letters. 

And again: 

It is, in fact, taxing the conversation of people who live at a distance from 
pees: one $ ¢ * * * 


$ 
You might as well tax words spoken upon the royal ex: as the com- 
munications of various persons living in Manchester, Liverpool, and London. 


- You cannot do it without checking the disposition to communicate very essen- 


tially. 
In describing the results of the reform after its accomplishment, the 
following picture was drawn by Senator Sumner in debate in this body: 


sa; 
who 


who cultivatescience,” and pictured the satisfaction of the humble people about 
ing with 


increase in the number of letters wasaston But, perhaps, the heartfelt 
exultation was never better expressed than by the accomplished traveler Mr. 
Laing, when, after describing the Prussian system of education, and giving 

palm to penn postage as “a much wiser and more effective educational m 

ure,” desti: to be “the great historical distinction of the reign of Victoria,” 
he proceeds to say that “every mother in the kingdom who has children earn- 
ing their bread at a distance lays her head spos her pillow at night with a feel- 
ing ef gratitude for this blessing." (Laing’s Notes of a Traveler, chap. vi.) Such 
was the unbought tribute from all quarters—alike the cottage of the lowly and 
the home of the professor, the counting-house of the merchant and the activi- 


ties of benevolence, business in its various forms and the commanding efforts 
of the political reformer, all, all confessing their debt to penny postage. 

The increase of correspondence in Great Britain by the cheapening of 
postage was enormous. In 1840 (the first year) the number of letters 
more than doubled, and in 1856 the number of letters had grown to 
778,393,803; and that of money-orders to 6,178,982, as against 75,907,572 
letters, and 188,921 money-orders in the last year of the old system. 
In 1882 the letters numbered 1,229,354,800, and the money-orders 
14,880,821. In addition to this 10,902,318 registered letters, 135,329 
postal cards, 140,789,100 newspapers, and 271,038,700 book Leagan 
and circulars were carried by the mail in the United Kingdom. e 
number of letters per capita is shown by the report of the British post- 
master-general to have increased from 3 in 1839 to 7 in 1840, 28 in 
1872, and 35 in 1882. 

While the increase of revenue was the result least considered when 
the reform was under consideration, yet the predictions of Mr. Cobden 
and of Rowland Hill in that regard were fully realized. 

The net receipts of the British post-office had reached $6,000,000 in 
1856 and in 1882 over $15,000,000. Yet it was of a reform which has 
produced such beneficent results that a noble lord then postmaster- 
general said in anticipation: 

Of all the wild and visionary schemes I have ever heard of, it is the most ex- 
travagant. 

In the United States the benefits derived from successive reductions of 
the postal rate have been not less astonishing. Prior to 1845 the rates 
for single letters were graded by distance as follows: 

Not exceeding 30 miles, 6 cents. 

Over 30 and not exceeding 80 miles, 10 cents. 

Over 80 and not exceeding 150 miles, 124 cents. 

Over 150 and not exceeding 400 miles, 18} cents. 

Over 400 miles, 25 cents. 

And for double, treble, or quadruple letters in proportion. 

Under these oppressive rates the limit of correspondence had appar- 
ently been reached, since the receipts of the Department remained about 
stationary for ten years prior to 1845, in which year, indeed, they were 
13 per cent. less than in 1837. The firstimportant reduction took place 
on the Ist of July, 1845, to 5 cents for distances under 300 miles and 
10 cents for longer distances. So great was the impetus given to corre- 
spondence that the immetliate loss of revenue was more than recovered 
in three years, and the receipts, which in the year ending January 30, 
1845, had stood at $4,289,841, amounted in the year ending June 30, 
Sagan $4,555,211.10. In three years more, 1851, it reached $6,410, - 

Then came the sweeping reduction of 1851, namely, to 3 cents for 
single letters under 3,000 miles. The loss of revenue which this in- 
duced was much greater than that following the reduction of 1845, 
but it was more than recouped in four years. The revenuein the year 
Mad ate Sigs bien gs a and in 1860 it had reached 

518,067.40. ese figures ma; roughly assumed to have repre- 
sented about 250,000,000 letters A 1860. 7 pa 

No important reduction in the letter-postage has taken place since 
that time until the present fiscal year, and the increase has gone on 
more gradually, but still rapidly and surely. In the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1882, the sale of ordinary stamps and stamped envelopes 
for letters and circulars had reached about 1,340,000,000, and for the 


‘| fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, the number was about 1,432,000,000. 


But in 1873 a new feature was introduced into the postal system in 


; | the shape of 1-cent postal cards. With no advantages over letters in 


point of speedy transportation, and with the double disadvantage of 
smaller size and lack of secrecy against them, their sales have yet risen 
from 91,079,000 in 1874 to 379,516,750 in 1883, or an increase of more 
than fourfold in nine years. The whole of this vast increase of corre- 
spondence may be mainly attributed to the cheapness of communication. 
It may well be said that the benefits to our people from a cheap and 
efficient postal service are incalculable. In conferring them our repub- 
lican Government has merely carried out one of the purposes, and one 
of the most important purposes, for which it was created, and performed 
a service which could not properly, or indeed safely, be committed to 
any other agency. 
When our forefathers separated from the mother country, there had 
long been in operation through the Colonies a system—although an im- 
fect system—of postal communication. Its direction was assumed 
y the Continental Congress in ordinances which declared its functions 
to be ‘‘the communicating intelligence with regularity and dispatch 
from one part to another of these United States.” And by the Articles 
of Confederation the power of “establishing and regulating post-offices 
from one State to another’’ was expressly committed to Congress. 
Although post-roads were not mentioned in the Articles of Confeder- 
ation, the power to establish them was necessarily presumed, and by 
the act of October 18, 1782, un extended system. of postal communica- 
tion was putin operation. In the first draught of the Constitution there 
was a clause: 
Congress shall have power to establish post-offices. 
But the words ‘‘and post-roads’’ were added by a vote of the ma- 
jority of the State delegations, and the amendment was unani- 
mously concurred in. 
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From the beginning the simple words of the Constitution “‘ to estab- 
lish post-offices and post-roads™ have been given all the breadth of con- 
struction necessary to carry into effect the power which the clause 
granted. By its authority statutes have been passed under which thou- 
sands of officers and sworn agents have been appointed and paid by the 
Government toconduct and superintend the transportation of the mails. 

“ Post-roads’? were not thought to mean merely the highways on 
land existing at the time of the adoption of the Constitution. On the 
contrary, in the first permanent act of Congress ‘‘ to establish post- 
offices and post-roads within the United States,’’ passed February 20, 
1792, provision was made for the postalservice ‘‘in packet-boats or ves- 
sels passing by sea to and from the United States or from one point to 
another therein.’’ The act of February 27, 1813, authorized the Post- 
master-General ‘“‘ to contract for carrying the mails of the United States 
in any steamboat or boats which are or may be established to ply be- 
tween one post-town and another post-town.’’ Penalties for the non- 
delivery of the mails within a certain time by persons employed on 
such boats were provided by the act of February 27, 1815, and by the 
act of March 23, 1823, it was enacted— 

That all waters on which steamboats regularly pass from port to port shall be 
considered and established as post-roads, subject to the provisions contained in 
the several acts regulating the Post-Office establishment. 

The act of March 25, 1864, required all citizens of the United States 
owners of vessels plying between the United States and foreign ports 
to carry the mails, and by various acts the post-office clause of the 
Constitution has been drawn upon to authorize, in part at least, the 
charter by Congress of lines of steamers between the United States and 
foreign countries. [15 Statutes, 229.] Under that clause alone the 
Postmaster-General has been authorized to conclude conventions with 
foreign governments for the exchange of postal correspondence, and to 
make contracts with private persons for the carriage of the United 
States mails through foreign territory. The navigable waters of the 
United States, and canals and plank roads within their limits, have been 
declared post-roads while the mails were carried thereon. And by a 
sweeping clause in the act of July 7, 1838, it has been enacted ‘‘that 
each and every railroad within the limits of the United States which 
now is or hereafter may be made and completed shall be a post-road.’”’ 

Railroads thus chartered as agents of the Government have 
been required to furnish special cars for the convenient transportation 
of the mails and otherwise to provide for their prompt transmission 
and delivery. On the other hand, they have incidentally received 
valuable franchises from the postal legislation of Congress. Their 
bridges across navigable streams have been declared post-roads, and 
the Supreme Court has held that such declaration made them legal 
structures. 

In the foregoing instances, as in most others, the power to establish 
post-roads was used merely to designate existing routes over which the 
mails should be carried, but in the practice of the Government the 
power has by no means been confined to such designation. Underthe 
administration of Jefferson, my was given the President and ex- 
ercised by him to cause to be opened roads in Georgia, in the Indian 
country, and from Nashville, Tenn., to Natchez, Miss. [2 Statutes, 
397.] At the same session he was authorized to regulate the laying 
out and making a road from Cumberland, in the State of Maryland, to 
the State of Ohio. The road was constructed and appropriations were 
made tor its maintenance down to the year 1838. 

Many acts were also passed for the repair of old post-roads in the 
States and for surveying new roads. The practice was discontinued 
for two reasons: First, because the invention of railroads made itscon- 
tinuance unnecessary ; and, second, because the construction by the 
General Government of roads through the States which might and 
would be nsed more largely for other purposes than for postal commu- 
nication seemed to be of doubtful policy. It was the fear that such 
schemes of internal improvement would interfere with the rights of 
the States that led to the several vetoes of Presidents Madison, Mon- 
roe, and Jackson. In his message of the 4th of May, 1822, vetoing a 
bill for the repair of the Cumberland road, Mr. Monroe did, indeed, 
argue that the words ‘‘to establish post-offices and post-roads ” con- 
veyed merely a power to designate existing places and existing roads 
between and over which the mail should be carried, but although the 
particular bill was not passed over his veto, yet, as before seen, his 
views did not prevail in subsequent Congresses. 

So far as the authority to construct roads is concerned it has not yet 
been directly passed upon by the courts, but the word ‘‘establish,”’ as 
used with reference to post-offices, has within the past ten years been 

iven the widest possible meaning by the Supreme Court of the United 

tates. For many years it had been the practice for the Government 
to purchase sites in the States and to erect its own buildings at the 
more important post-offices. In the appropriation act of June 10, 1872, 
provision was made ‘‘to commence the erection of a building at Cincin- 
nati, Ohio, for the accommodation of the United States courts, custom- 
house, United States depository, post-office, internal-revenue and pen- 
sion offices, and for the purchase at private sale or by condemnation of 
ground for a site therefor.” 

Under this act, for the first time in the history of the Government, it 
was sought to secure the condemnation of the necessary land by pro- 


ceedings in the United States courts. The proceedings were resisted, 
and the case was brought to the Supreme Court, which said in the 
course of its opinion: 

When the power to establish ffices and to create courts within the 
States was conferred upon the Federal Government, included in it wasauthorit 
to obtain sites for such offices and for co and toobtain them by Suak. 
means as were known and es dpe The right of eminent domain was one 
of these means well known when the Constitution was adopted and employed 
to obtain lands for public uses. Its existence, therefore, in the grantee of that 
power ought not to be questioned. (Kohls, The United States, 91 U.S. R., 372.) 


If under the power ‘ to establish post-offices ’’ the Government may 
acquire lands in the States by condemnation through its own cies, 
it can not be doubted that it may by similar means acquire whatever 
may be necessary to enable it ‘‘ to establish post-roads,”’ and that the 
courts will so decide if the occasion shall ever arise. It may be pre- 
sumed that the power would never have been questioned if its exercise 
had not, as before shown, involved the establishment of roads to be 
used, for the carriageof freight and passengers. If, therefore, there had 
existed in the early days a method of communication adapted only to 
the wants of the postal service, surely no one would have doubted the 
authority of the Government to avail itself of that method under the 
post-office clause of the Constitution. A pneumatic tube under-ground, 
or a balloon route through the air, would have been held to be a post- 
road equally with the common highway or the railway on land, the nav- 
igable rivers and canals, or the trackless waters of the ocean. 

About the time that Congress declared that railroads were post-roads, 
and while the people of Great Britain were still rejoicing over the es- 
tablishment of the penny post, an invention was perfected whose sole 
use and object was to carry out the functions of the post-office as de- 
scribed in the ordinances of the Continental Congress, namely, ‘‘the 
communicating of intelligence with regularity and dispatch from one 
part to another.” The inventor brought it to the attention of Con- 
gress, and an act was passed March 3, 1843, appropriating $30,000 to 
test the practicability of establishing a system of electro-magnetic tele- 
graphs by the United States. A line was built from Washington to 

timore, and placed in charge of the Postmaster-General. For three 
years it was maintained by the Government, and its revenues were di- 
rected ‘‘to be placed in the Treasury of the United States for the ben- 
efit of the Post-Office Department in the same manner as other revenues 
from postages.’”’ But the people were slow to recogniz@ its advantages, 
and its workings were so imperfect that it was thought to be unavail- 
able for long distances. Under the authority of the act of June 19, 
1846, the line was sold to private parties, and the invention passed from 
the hands in which it had been properly placed, and under which alone 
the public could ever hope to realize its full benefit. 

It may be doubted whether the statute-books contain a piece of more 
ill-advised legislation than this act of 1846, an act which has already 
cost the people a hundred million dollars in the excessive cost of tele- 
grams, which has produced most serious evils in the past, and which, 
unless its consequences can now be checked, may be fraught with yet 
more serious evils in the future. $ f 

The act was not passed without earnest protest. In 1845 the Ways 
and Means Committee of the House of Representatives made a report 
(No. 187, second session Twenty-eighth Congress], in which, after as- 
serting with emphasis the constitutional right and duty of the Govern- 
ment to adopt for the benefit of the people this new/system of postal 
communication, the committee said: 

Should the arrangements into which he (the inventor) may find it necessary 
to enter with private individuals or tions stipulate exclusive rights in 
their favor, it is manifest how greatly Government and people would lie at 
their mercy. Having in their hands the monopoly of such a medium of intel- 
ligence on the important lines, they could make such use of their advantages 
over the Government and the community as would at length enable them to 
exact their own terms as the price of the surrender of their eXclusive right; 
for the truth can not be too often repeated, or too decply impressed, in relation 
to this subject, that the ste will never submit long to the mischiefs and dis- 
credit of the public post being outstripped by any private monopoly or estab- 
lishment whatever. The loss of revenue will co-operate with the complaints 


and sufferings of the people te do what were better done at once, namely, to 
establish the telegraph in connection with and as a branch of the post-office. 


And again: 

The committee might easily add to the views and arguments which they have 
now presented others of a highly commanding character, especially those which 
relate to the extreme value of which the magnetic tel ph would be in the 
emergencies of war, and its singular adaptedness to render our system of Gov- 
ernment easily and certainly maintainable over the immense space from the 
Atlantic to the Pacific which our territory covers. Doubt has been entertained 
by many patriotic minds how far the rapid, full, and thorough intercommuni- 
cation of thought and intelligence so necessary to a people living under a com- 
mon representative republic could be expected to take pace throughout such 
immense bounds. That doubt can no longer exist. It has been resolved and 
put an end to forever by the triumphant success of the electro-magnetic tele- 
graph of Professor Morse, as y tested by the Government, 


These views were concurred in by the Postmaster-General of that 
day, Mr. Johnson, who described the telegraph as an agent vastly su- 
perior to any other ever devised by the genius of man for the diffusion 
of intelligence, and said: 

The use of an instrument so powerful for or evil can not wi'h safety to 
the people be left in the hands of private individuals uncontrolled by law. 

The states of the continent of Europe were the first to appreciate the 
advantages of governmental control of the telegraph. They received 
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the inventor as a public benefactor, covered him with honors, and from 
the beginning they assumed the erection and management of the tele- 
graph lines, It may be said that in taking control of the telegraphs 
the monarchical governments of the Old World were actuated as much 
by the desire to use them for the maintenance of authority as by the 
advantages which they offered for the service of the people. To a cer- 
tain extent this is doubtless true, but it is none the less true that the 
people have reaped the most solid benefits, and that the tendency has 
been rather to liberalize government than to maintain arbitrary power. 
From the various administrative departments to which it was at dif- 
ferent times confided the management of the telegraphs in the most 
important states has been transferred to the post-office and amalga- 
mated with that establishment, and by successive reduction of rates 
the system has been brought within the reach of the poorest classes, 
and at the same time, through the increase of correspondence thus pro- 
duced, it has, in the majority of cases, been made self-sustaining. _ 

Moreover, the greatest p and the best management have alike 
been shown in those countries where the forms of government are most 
liberal, as in Switzerland and Belgium. The area of these countries 
is so small (the former covering only about 16,000 square miles and 
the latter only about 11,330 square miles), that the telegraph has the 
least possible advantage over mail communication. A few hours will 
carry a letter from one end of either country to the other, but the man- 
agement of the telegraphs has been such that their small margin of use- 
fulness has been availed of to the utmost. Under the tariff of one 
franc, or less than twenty cents for twenty words, the number of inter- 
nal messages in Belgium grew from 80,216 in 1860 to 332,721 in 1865. 
On the 1st of December of that year the rate was reduced one-half, 
and in 1866 the number of messages increased to 692,936, or more than 
100 yer cent. In 1882 the number was 2,225,094, in addition to 579,931 
intemational messages sent and 620,923 international messages re- 
ceivel, and 3,095,177 messages in the service of telegraph, post-office, 
railrod, navy, and other government departments. In Switzerland, 
under 2 like tariff of one franc for twenty words, the number of inter- 
nal mesages had in 1867 reached 397,333. The rate was reduced to 
half a ranc on the Ist of January, 1868. In the very first year of 
the rediction the number of messages increased to 798,186, or more 
than 10( per cent.; and since that time it has grown to 1,837,385 in 
1881, in addition to 879,727 international messages sent and received. 

These igures alone would seem to be sufficient to show the popular 
character »f European systems as illustrated in these two countries; 
but that claracter further appears from the classifications made by Bel- 
gian and Syiss administrations of the nature of the telegrams in 1872 
and prior yars, from which it appears that more than half the tele- 
grams in thse countries were on social affairs. In 1872 the proportion 
of social mesages in Belgium was over 55 per cent., and in Switzerland 
61 per cent. d the total number. In striking contrast with this is the 
statement whch has been made on good authority, that of the 40,000,000 
messages whid passed over the wires in this country last year less than 
12 per cent. wre on social matters. 

In the othercountries on the continent the progress of the telegraph 
has varied witl the character of the people and their institutions, the 
rates charged, ind the advantages offered by telegraphing over postal 
communication 

In France, wder the tariff of 1858 of 2 francs fixed and 10 cen- 
times per myrimeter (about 6 miles) for twenty words, 1 frane in 
the same departaent, and 14 franes between adjacent departments, the 
number of messges in 1861 was only 734,352. January 1, 1862, the 
rates were redued to 2 francs per twenty words, without regard to 
distance, and 1 fanc in the same department. The number of mes- 
sages rose to 1,294,774 in 1862. In 1868 the rates were reduced to 1 
franc throughout France and one-half france within a department; 
and the number d messages increased from 2,916,734 in that year to 
4,085,408 in 1869. 

Since the establihment of the republic the progress has been most 
rapid. In 1878 tht service was amalgmated with that of the post- 
office, and in 1880 he tariff was reduced to 5 centimes, or less than 
one-half cent per wrd, with a minimum tariff of 50 centimes. The 
result of this reductin appears in the increase of internal messages from 
13,998,736 in 1879 t¢21,210,510 in 1882. In the last-named year the 
French sent and receyed also 3,379,620 international messages. For 
1 franc messages may 10w be sent from the north of France to Algiers, 
a distance of 2,000 mies, 

In Germany the taiff was for a Jong time based upon distance. 
Under this rate the nunber of internal messages in 1872 was 6,783,533 
and the receipts from ternal messages were $1,304,373, showing an 
average receipt per mesage (which of course exceeds the average tariff 
for the minimum numkr of words) of about 20 cents. In 1875 the 
service was amalgamatedwith the post-office so completely that no dis- 
tinction is now made in th statistics as to the salaries paid employés who 
perform the postal and teegraphic services. 

In 1878 Bavaria and Wirtemberg, which formerly maintained sep- 
arate telegraphic administations, were brought, into the imperial sys- 
tem. The present tariff ir Germany is 1} cents per word, with a fixed 
rate of 5 cents per messageadditional. For | messages the tariff is 


gies Seek per word. The number of internal messages in 1882 was 
12,303,516. 

While the pore of telegraphic correspondence in Germany is thus 
seen to have been less rapid, so far as the reduction in rates and increase 
of messages are concerned, the management of the system in other re- 
spects leaves little to be desired; and further reduction may be expected 
to place the system on the same popular basis as in the other countries. 
In 1876 an extensive system of under-ground lines was commenced, 
which now extends to 221 cities and aggregates 3,400 miles of line, car- 
rying 23,318 miles of conducting wires, 

In Great Britain the telegraph was at first controlled by private 
ties. As early as1854, however, it was proposed by Mr. Thomas Allen, 
a well-known electrician, to annex the system to the general post-office. 
In 1856 Mr. Baines, an officer of the post-office department, submitted 
a plan for that purpose to the lords of the treasury. In 1861, Mr. Ri- 
cardo, formely a member of Parliament, forwarded to the chancellor of 
the exchequer a memorandum ‘‘in support of the expediency of the 
telegraphic communication of the kingdom being placed in the hands of 
Her Majesty’s Government,” which was referred to the post-office offi- 
cials, but did not receive immediate attention. The question, how- 
ever, soon grew to be one of popular interest, and in 1865 the Edin- 
burgh chamber of commerce appointed a committee to consider it, which 
reported in favor of the proposition. This was followed by a petition 
from the association of chambers of commerce of the United Kingdom 
to both houses of Parliament. The post-office department, through 
Mr. Scudamore, one Of its officials, then commenced a thorough inves- 
tigation of the subject. In this investigation it was ascertained that 
many important districts were unprovided with telegraphic facilities, 
and that the rates, although apparently yielding only a fair profit to 
the companies, were unreasonably high. Competition had been tried 
by acompany made up of stockholders directly interested in cheap teleg- 
raphy which had established a uniform rate of 1 shilling, but it was un- 
able to maintain this rate, although the old companies still prospered on 
the tariff between points not affected by the competition. In July, 1865, 
the rates had been increased to one shilling and sixpence between 100 
and 200 miles and 2 shillings beyond 200 miles. 

In Mr. Scudamore’s report the success of the postal telegraph of Bel- 
gium and Switzerland was adverted to, as well as that of the system of 
the colony of Victoria, where the telegraph had for some time been 
under the control of the post-office. It was shown that the proportion 
of telegrams to letters in the United Kingdom had ranged from 1 to 439 
in 1855 to 1 to 121 in 1866, while in Switzerland the proportion had been 
1 to 84 in 1860 and 1 to 69 in 1866. 

In Belgium, after the reduction in telegraph tolls from 1 frane to 
one-half franc, the proportion rose from 1 to 73 in 1865 to 1 to 37 in 
1866, If this proportion had obtained in the United Kingdom there 
would in 1866 have been transmitted 19,700,000, instead of 6,000,000, 
the actual number. 

From the foregoing premises and from the greater intelligence and 
social and commercial activity of the British people, as well asthe greater 
advantages which the longer distances give to the telegraph over the 
mail, Mr. Scudamore argued that the establishment of “a postal tele- 
graph in Great Britain was desirable and that it would become even a 
greater success than on thecontinent. In conformity with his opinions 
a bill was prepared by the post-office department and submitted to the 
lords of the treasury February 14, 1868 In transmitting the bill the 
Earl of Montrose, the postmaster-general, said: 

It is merely a issive bill, and does not EIET AER acquisition of any 

onopoly by the posimaster-general. * * è It is not proposed in the in- 
closed bill to confer on the postmaster-general any rights which the existing 
companies have not been authorized to exercise, or to give him any greater 
power over the holders of poets property than Te enni companies have 
already obtained from Parliament, In short,if the bill should become a law it 
would merely place the P gor vmod) Prairie the position of a newly-organized 
telegraph company, and will leave him to negotiate with existing companies 
nee Senate of their property on such terms as shall be satisfactory to him 
an r 

Upon its introduction into Parliament the bill was at once attacked 
by the representatives of the telegraph companies. Their arguments 
need not here be adverted to. They have been so often urged from the 
same quarters in this country that they are already familiar to the 
Senate and to the American people. After an exhaustive hearing by 
a parliamentary committee they were decided not to be well founded, 
and in July, 1868, an act was passed “‘to enable her majesty’s post- 
master-general- to acquire, work, and maintain electric telegraphs.” 
Its main features were as follows: The Postmaster-General was author- 
ized, two-thirds of the stockholders consenting, to purchase the whole 
or any part of the undertakings of the telegraph companies at a price 
equal to twenty times their net profit during the year ending June 30, 
1868. In addition to this price, special arrangements were provided for 
the compensation of the competing United Kingdom Company in consid- 
eration of its efforts to establish a shilling rate before alluded to, and for 
the assumption of the lines owned by the railway and canal companies, 
or operated by them, under contracts with the railways. 

The rate for messages was fixed throughout the kingdom at 1 shil- 
ling for twenty words, excluding the address and signature. This rate 
covered delivery within one mile of the office of address or within its 
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portal delivery. If delivered beyond these limits the post-office might 
used or special messengers employed at a cost of sixpence per double 
mile. No agreement entered into under authority of this act was to 
bind the government until it had lain for one month on the table of 
both houses of Parliament without disapproval. P 

It is not easy to say whether the fixing of these favorableterms of pur- 
chase was due to deception practiced by the companies as to their act- 
ual profits or to concessions made by the friends of the bill in order to 
avert the opposition of the companies, but it is certain that before its 
Passage that opposition was withdrawn, and for the best of reasons. 

Re soo to the matter, Mr. Gladstone said (Hansard, volume 193, 
page : 


Electric Telegraph onpeny S chutes was then £153; 
be taken to represent the normal. fair, and legitimate improvement in the value 
of the property, connected with the approximate realization of the plans of the 

vernment. But what were they to say when, instead of a rise of between 

e 2d of January and the 23d of June, they found a rise of £41 between the 
28d of June and the 2ist of July? And would the reasoning of the honorable 
and learned gentleman account for that? He had set up an ingenious theo: 
that there was presen. 14 delightfully scientific in the possession of telegrap’ 
property that it attracted to itself, quite irrespective of vulgar calculation, what 
was known as a pretium aavetionts ut he wasafraid that the cane which had 
occurred during the last few weeks must be attributed to considerations of a 
different character, The Electric Telegraph Company's shares were £153 on the 
2d of January, £165 on the 23d of June, and £206o0n the Ist of July; and the Mag- 
netic Company’s shares were £115 on the 2d of January, £125 on the 23d of June, 
and £150 on the 2ist of July. In the former case the increase was one-fourth, 
and in the latter it was one-fifth, between June and July. 


Under the agreements made with the telegraph companies by the 
authority of the indefinite provisions of the act of 1868 the compen- 
sation to be paid the companies grew from £3,000,000, the estimate of 
Mr. Seudamore, to over £7,000,000. When the money bill came to be 
discussed by the new Parliament, Mr. Crawford, a member of the com- 
mons, who had opposed the original bill, said (Hansard, volume 198, 
page 759): 

He confessed the terms now proposed 
his opinion, exorbitant and fics sinaia aper fy dents "Ri i Soci 
house was bound by its bargain, The Parliament undertook last ye 
pay these companies twenty years’ purchase, and if it could be shown that the 
procie amounted to the sum set down, the house could not help itself without 
reaking faith with the companies. He thought the bargain a very bad one, 

but he was afraid it must be cai ried out. 

It was this sentiment that led Parliament to change the original in- 
tention and to confer a monopoly of the telegraphs on the post-office 
department, Thus one mistake a a ba lad to another, and the 
British postal telegraph was from the first handicapped by an enor- 
mous interest charge, and to some extent by the odium which always 
attaches to a legal monopoly. 

But, notwithstanding the exorbitant price paid for the telegraph, the 
investment has not proved an unprofitablèė one. Since the date of the 
transfer of the telegraph to the state, January 29, 1870, the length of 
line has been increased from 5,651 miles to 27,096 miles, and that 
wire from 48,999 miles to 132,431 miles. 

The number of offices has grown from 2,488 to 5,747, and the num- 
ber of messages from about 6,000,000 to nearly 33,000,000. Much of 
this increase was-very sudden, the number of messages in 1872 having 
jumped to about 17,000,000. The popular appreciation of the benefit 
derived from the transfer of tie telegraph to the state was so marked 
that for a short time the lines, notwithstanding their great extension, 
were clogged with business. ‘This difficulty was soon obviated, how- 
ever, and the steady progress of the system has enabled the government 
to pay all the expenses out of the receipts and to fall but little short 
of paying the interest on the entire investment. 

Yor the whole of Europe it appears that the total number of internal 
messages sent in 1882 (excluding Portugal, Spain, Turkey, and Bul- 
garia), namely, 90,053,781, were sent at a total cost of $24,278,164, or 
an average cost per message of less than 27 cents. When it is con- 
sidered that these figures represent more than the average tariff for the 
minimum number of words, and that the statistics include such un- 
progressive countries as Russia, Servia, Roumania, and Greece, where 
rates are exceptionally high, it will be seen that the average rate, taking 
Europe as a whole, is extremely low. 

The interest which European governments take in their telegraphic 
systems is shown by the fact that they have keen accustomed for many 
years to hold conferences, at which all matters relating to telegraphy 
are discussed. They have also organized an international bureau, 
with headquarters at Bome, praida over by a director-general, Mr. L. 
Curchod, a gentleman selected for his abilities for that important office, 
to whom advocates of a governreental telegraph in the United States 
are much indebted for statistical and other information. 

In the United States, after the relinquishment by the General Gov- 
ernment of the control of the line from Washington to Baltimore, the 
construction of a telegraph was commenced by individuals and corpora- 
tions organized under State laws. The most enterprising of these was 
the Western Union Company, o ized at Rochester, N. Y., which first 
built a line from New York to Louisville, via Buffalo, Cleveland, and 
Cincinnati, at a cost of about $150,000. The company then turned its 


ear to 


attention to the purchase of lines of struggling Western companies, ac- 
quiring the Erie and Michigan from Buffalo to Milwaukee, and the 
Wade line from Cleveland to Cincinnati, and leasing the Louisville, 

Saint Louis and Pittsburgh, and the Cincinnati and Louisville lines. It 
also built from Pittsburgh to Philadelphia. The lines were cheaply 
built and still more cheaply purchased, so that the expenditure, as is 
stated by those in position to know, was up to this time about $300,000. 

This expenditure was more than recouped by the cash dividends, and 
the company’s stock was quadrupled, making it about $2,000,000. From 
that time forward it is believed that the investments were paid out of 
the earnings, after deducting handsome dividends. These investments 
were sometimes in cash, but more generally in the shape of new issues 
of stock, and the poua of absorption of old and the construction of 
new lines was continued. 

Down to 1860 the intervention of the General Government had been 
confined to the passage of a few acts granting aid and protection to 
parties proposing to extend the telegraph to the Pacific coast and to the 
Atlantic Cable Company. In June of that year Congress offered a 
bonus of $40,000 a year for ten years, in addition to rights on the public 
lands, to parties who would undertake the cozstruction of a line from 
the Missouri to the Pacific. This offer was accepted by certain direct- 
ors of the Western Union Company, and the line constructed from 
Brownsville, Nebr., a distance of 1,100 miles, to Salt Lake City, where 
it connected with the line to San Francisco. Four hundred and sev- 
enty-five miles of the eastern end of this line, from Brownsville to 
wick, were erected by Charles M. Stebbins, a well-known telegrap! 
builder and operator, at that time I believe a citizen of my State, at æ 
cost of $67 per mile, including the hauling of the poles and all the ma- 
terials long distances in wagons. 

The western end, according to Mr. Stebbins’ statement, was built 
much more expensively, at a large profit to the contractors, but the 
whole cost only $147,000, or about $134 per mile. 

On this expenditure $1,000,008 of stock was issued in the name of 
the Pacific Telegraph Company. In speaking of this line Mr. Steb- 
bins, in a sworn statement, dated March 26, 1870, said: 

This one million dollars of Pacific telegraph stock (prominent men ofthe West- 
ern Union Telegraph Company being the sole owners) was afterward taken into 
the Western Union Telegraph she sty by issuing therefor $2,000,000 of West- 
ern Union Telegraph Company stock. After this the Western Union Terena 
Company’s stock was trebled, by which manipulation an original expenditure 
of $147,000 (and a part of that not honestly spent) came to represent $6,000,000 of 
Western Union Telegraph stock. 

The property thus represented by $6,000,000 of stock had itself been 
three times paid for by the Government bonus of $40,000 per annum 
for ten years. 

At the beginning of the civil war the telegraphic territory of the 
country was divided mainly between the American Com , running 
through the eastern slope from Nova Scotia to New Orleans; the South- 
western, extending from New Orleans through Mississippi, Tennessee, 
and Kentucky to Louisville; and the Western Union Company, extend- 
ing through the Middle and Western States. The California State Tele- 
graph Company operated the lines on the Pacific slope, connected with 
the Western Union by the line above alluded to; the Illinois and Mis- 
sissippi Company operated lines west of Chicago; the Northwestern 
Company those through Wisconsin and Minnesota, which maintained 
an independent organization until their recent absorption. These lines 
all worked in connection as one system, although under different man- 

ments. 

te 1863, asisstated by eminent authority (Mr. Gardiner G. Hubbard), 
the capital stock of the Western Union Company yg 000,000, rep- 
resenting the $2,000,000 to which it had been q pled and accre- 
tions from various sources. In that year astock dividend of $3,000,000 
was added. In 1863 and 1864 $5,000,000 more was issued to represent 
extensions and new lines, and in the latter year the stock was doubled 
by an issue of $11,000,000 as a dividend. In 1863 and 1864 the Rus- 
sian extension was organized, with a capital of $10,000,000. The suc- 
cess of the Atlantic cable of 1865 made this line utterly useless, and it 
was saddled on the Western Union Company by an issue of $3,300,000 
in bonds of the latter. : 

During and after the war an active opposition arose from the United 
States Telegraph Company, competing in the territory of the Western 
Union over some 14,000 miles of wire. 

In 1866 commenced a grand scheme of consolidation. The 14,000 
miles of the United States Company’s wires, which were very poorly 
built and which offered few additional facilities to the public, were 
stocked into the Western Union at $6,345,800. The Illinois and Mis- 
sissippi and the Southwestern Companies’ lines were absorbed. Bonds 
to the amount of $1,652,000 were issued for the California telegraph 
lines, and for each share of the American Company’s stock, which 
amounted to $4,000,000, three shares were issued, making an addition 
of $12,000,000. 

When this consolidation was accomplished the Western Unioa Com- 
pany stood without an important rival in the telegraph business of the 
country, with a capital stock of $41,000,000 and á total nominal in- 
vestment of $47,877,350, of which $22,475,000 represented nothing but 
pure water, and $9,645,000 property almost worthless, The remaining 
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the inventor as a public benefactor, covered him with honors, and from 


the beginning they assumed the erection and entof the tele- 
graph lines. It may be said that in taking control of the telegraphs 
the monarchical governments of the Old World were actuated as much 
by the desire to use them for the maintenance of authority as by the 
advantages which they offered for the service of the people. To a cer- 
tain extent this is doubtless true, but it is none the less true that the 
ple have reaped the most solid benefits, and that the tendency has 
toc; rather to liberalize government than to maintain arbitrary power. 
From the various administrative departments to which it was at dif- 
ferent times confided the management of the telegraphs in the most 
important states has been transferred to the post-office and amalga- 
mated with that establishment, and by successive reduction of rates 
the system has been brought within the reach of the poorest classes, 
and at the same time, through the increaseof correspondence thus pro- 
duced, it has, in the majority of cases, been made self-sustaining. _ 

Moreover, the greatest progress and the best management have alike 
been shown in those countries where the forms of government are most 
liberal, as in Switzerland and Belgium. The area of these countries 
is so small (the former covering only about 16,000 square miles and 
the latter only about 11,330 square miles), that the telegraph has the 
least possible advantage over mail communication. A few hours will 
carry a letter from one end of either country to the other, but the man- 
agement of the telegraphs has been such that their small margin of use- 
fulness has been availed of to the utmost. Under the tariff of one 
franc, or less than twenty cents for twenty words, the number of inter- 
nal messages in Belgium grew from 80,216 in 1860 to 332,721 in 1865. 
On the 1st of December of that year the rate was reduced one-half, 
and in 1866 the number of messages increased to 692,936, or more than 
100 per cent. In 1882 the number was 2,225,094, in addition to 579,931 
international messages sent and 620,923 international messages re- 
ceived, and 3,095,177 messages in the service of telegraph, post-office, 
railroad, navy, and other government departments. In Switzerland, 
under a like tariff of one franc for twenty words, the number of inter- 
nal messages had in 1867 reached 397,333, The rate was reduced to 
half a franc on the Ist of January, 1868, In the very first year of 
the reduction the number of messages increased to 798,186, or more 
than 100 per cent.; and since that time it has grown to 1,837,385 in 
1881, in addition to 879,727 international messages sent and received. 

These figures alone would seem to be sufficient to show the popular 
character of European systems as illustrated in these two countries; 
but that character further appears from the classifications made by Bel- 
gian and Swiss administrations of the nature of the telegrams in 1872 
and prior yéars, from which it appears that more than half the tele- 
grams in ti countries were on social affairs. In 1872 the proportion 
of social messages in Belgium was over 55 per cent., and in Switzerland 
61 per cent. of the total number. In striking contrast with this is the 
statement w has been made on good authority, that of the 40,000,000 
messages which passed over the wires in this country last year less than 
12 per cent. were on social matters. 

In the other countries on the continent the progress of the telegraph 
has varied with the character of the people and their institutions, the 
rates charged, and the advantages offered by telegraphing over postal 
communication. 

In France, under the tariff of 1858 of 2 francs fixed and 10 cen- 
times per myridmeter (about 6 miles) for twenty words, 1 franc in 
the same department, and 14 francs between adjacent departments, the 
number of messages in 1861 was only 734,352. January 1, 1862, the 
rates were reducid to 2 francs per twenty words, without regard to 
distance, and 1 fianc in the same department: The number of mes- 

rose to 1,291,774 in 1862. In 1868 the rates were reduced to 1 
frane throughout France and one-half frane within a department; 
and the number of messages increased from 2,916,734 in that year to 
4,085,408 in 1869. 

Since the establishment of the republic the progress has been most 
rapid. In 1878 the service was amalgmated with that of the post- 
office, and in 1880 the tariff was reduced to 5 centimes, or less than 
one-half cent per word, with a minimum tariff of 50 centimes. The 
result of this reduction appears in the increase of internal messages from 
13,998,736 in 1879 to 21,210,510 in 1882, In the last-named year the 
French sent and received also 3,379,620 international messages. For 
1 franc messages may now be sent from the north of France to Algiers, 
a distance of 2,000 mites. 

In Germany the tariff was for a long time based upon distance. 
Under this rate the number of internal messages in 1872 was 6,783,533 
and the receipts from internal messages were $1,304,373, showing an 
average receipt per message (which of course exceeds the average tariff 
for the minimum number of words) of about 20 cents. In 1875 the 
service was amalgamated with the post-office so completely that no dis- 
tinction is now made in the statistics as to the salaries paid employés who 
perform the postal and telegraphic services. 

In 1878 Bavaria and Wiirtemberg, which formerly maintained sep- 
arate telegraphic administrations, were brought, into the imperial sys- 
tem. The present tariff in Germany is 1} cents per word, with a fixed 
rate of 5 cents per message additional. For local messages the tariff is 


one-half cent per word. The number of internal messages in 1882 was 
12,303,516. 

While the progress of telegraphic correspondence in Germany is thus 
seen to have less rapid, so far as the reduction in rates and increase 
of m are concerned, the management of the system in other re- 
spects leaves little to be desired; and further reduction may be expected 
to place the system on the same popular basis as in the other countries. 
In 1876 an extensive system of under-ground lines was commenced, 
which now extends to 221 cities and aggregates 3,400 miles of line, car- 
rying 23,318 miles of conducting wires. 

In Great Britain the telegraph was at first controlled by private par- 
ties. As early as 1854, however, it was proposed by Mr. Thomas Allen, 
a well-known electrician, to annex the system to the general post-office. 
In 1856 Mr. Baines, an officer of the post-office department, submitted 
a plan for that purpose to the lords of the treasury. In 1861, Mr. Ri- 
cardo, formely a member of Parliament, forwarded to the chancellor of 
the exchequer a memorandum ‘‘in support of the expediency of the 
telegraphic communication of the kingdom being placed in the hands of 
Her Majesty’s Government,” which was referred to the post-office offi- 
cials, but did not receive immediate attention. The question, how- 
ever, soon grew to be one of popular interest, and in 1865 the Edin- 
burgh chamber of commerce appointed a committee to consider it, which 
reported in favor of the proposition. This was followed by a petition 
from the association of chambers of commerce of the United Kingdom 
to both houses of Parliament. The post-office department, through 
Mr. Scudamore, one of its officials, then oA thorough inves- 
tigation of the subject. In this investigation it was ascertained that 
many im t districts were unprovided with telegraphic facilities, 
and that the rates, although apparently yielding only a fair profit to 
the companies, were unreasonably high. Competition had been tried 
by acompany made up of stockholders directly interested in cheap teleg- 
raphy which had established a uniform rate of 1 shilling, but it was un- 
able to maintain this rate, although the old companies still prospered on 
the tariffbetween points not affected by the competition. In July, 1865, 
the rates had been increased to one shilling and sixpence between 100 
and 200 miles and 2 shillings beyond 200 miles. 

In Mr. Scudamore’s report the success of the postal telegraph of Bel- 
gium and Switzerland was adverted to, as well as that of the system of 
the colony of Victoria, where the telegraph had for some time been 
under the control of the post-office. It was shown that the proportion 
of telegrams to letters in the United Kingdom had ranged from 1 to 439 
in 1855 to 1 to 121 in 1866, while in Switzerland the proportion had been 
1 to 84 in 1860 and 1 to 69 in 1866, 

In Belgium, after the reduction in telegraph tolls from 1 france to 
one-half franc, the proportion rose from 1 to 73 in 1865 to 1 to 37 in 
1866. If this proportion had obtained in the United Kingdom there 
would in 1866 have been transmitted 19,700,000, instead of 6,000,000, 
the actual number. 

From the foregoing premises and from the greater intelligence and 
social and commercial activity of the British people, as well asthe greater 
advantages which the longer distances give to the telegraph over the 
mail, Mr. Scudamore argued that the establishment of ‘a postal tele- 
graph in Great Britain was desirable and that it would become even a 
greater success than on the continent. In conformity with his opinions 
a bill was prepared by the post-oflice department and submitted to the 
lords of the treasury February 14, 1868, In transmitting the bill the 
Earl of Montrose, the postmaster-general, said: 

It is merely a PAANO bill, and does not contemplate the acquisition of any 
monopoly by the postmaster-general. * * * It is not proposed in the in- 
closed bill to confer on the postmaster-general any rights which the existing 
companies have not been authorized to exercise, or to give him any greater 
power over the holders of private property than the existing companies bave 
already obtained from Parliament. In short,if the bill should become a law it 
would merely place the Paar roads beanie in the position of anewly-organized 
telegraph company, and will leave him to negotiate with existing companies 
or rao risen of their property on such terms as shall be satisfactory to him 
an . 

Upon its introduction into Parliament the bill was at once attacked 
by the oprem aa yes of the telegraph companies. Their arguments 
need not here be adverted to. They have been so often urged from the 
same quarters in this country that they are already familiar to the 
Senate and to the American people. After an exhaustive hearing by 
a parliamentary committee they were decided not to be well founded, 
and in July, 1868, an act was ‘fto enable her majesty’s po = 
master-general to acquire, work, and maintain electrice telegraphs,” 
Its main features were as follows: The Postmaster-General was author- 
ized, two-thirds of the stockholders consenting, to purchase the whole 
or any part of the undertakings of the telegraph companies at a price 
equal to twenty times their net profit during the year ending June 30, 
1868. In addition to this price, special arrangements were provided for 
the compensation of the competing United Kingdom Company in consid- 
eration of its efforts to establish a shilling rate before alluded to, and for 
the assumption of the lines owned by the railway and canal companies, 
or operani by them, under contracts with the railways, 

The rate for messages was fixed throughout the kingdom at 1 shil- 
ling for twenty words, excluding the address and signature. This rate 
covered delivery within one mile of the office of address or within its 
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I do not need to assume the responsibility of charging the presentex- | would be a constant argument in favor of its abandonment instead of 


istence of all the abuses which are 
the management of the telegraph. It will be sufficient for us to say, in 
the words of the late Postmaster-General Howe: 

Knowing that it can be so abused, it seems to be the dictate of prudence not to 
wait until it isso abused. It isan agency much too dreadful to be intrusted to 
private hands. 

For evils like those that have been briefly indicated it is conceded by 
all who have investigated this subject impartially, even by those who 
like the late Postmaster-General came to the investigation reluctantly 
and with a strong indisposition to interfere with private interests, that 
the remedy must come in some form of action by the National Govern- 
ment. Competition might afford relief, but it is certain that compe- 
tition will not doso, because competition is at the expense of capital. 
This I believe to be the overwhelming sentiment of the country, accent- 
uated by the oceurrences of last summer, and it remains for us to de- 
cide sooner or later upon the form of relief best adapted to the nature 
of the case. 

Four leading plans to this end have been proposed to Congress, dif- 
fering widely in their provisions. I will endeavor to describe them 
briefly without regard to the order of time in which they were sub- 
mitted. While I would not antagonize any one of them that would meet 
with the approval of the Senate, certain objections to each, which have 
occurred to me in investigating the subject, have induced me te suggest 
a filth, and still a different plan. . 

First, it has been proposed to charter a new company to build or 
purchase telegraph lines, with which the Government should contract 
for the transmission of telegrams at specified rates, the Government to 
attend to their receipt from and delivery to the public; the wires of 
the company being admitted to the post-offices in most cases, and its 

tors in many places acting as or postal clerks. This 
n has met with some favor in the House, and was strongly indorsed 

y Senator Ramsey, of Minnesota, chairman of the Post-Office Com- 
mittee. It is considered by the present Executive and the Postmaster- 
General the least objectionable of all the schemes yet proposed; but, 
with great deference to these authorities, it seems to me open to serious 

The establishment of a postal telegraph can only be justified on the 
ground that it is a public business, under the post-office clause of the 
Constitution; the power to regulate commerce between the States, even 
if applicable, not being broad enough to authorize an effective inter- 
vention. From the interference of the Government, so farasit extends, 
no one should be allowed to derive a direct private profit; least of all 
should Congress, by chartering a particular company, favor one private 
interest to the exclusion of another. 

The administrative objections to the scheme are well stated by one of 
our ablest, Postmasters-General, Mr. Creswell, who gave the subject of 
postal telegraph exhaustive attention in his annual report of 1872. 

It is not— ` 

Said he— 


in analogy with the workings of the mail service in any important particular. 
In the latter the Department transmits the mails under the charge of its own 
officers, and controls all the machinery necessary for that purpose; in the for- 
mer it is proposed to make the Departmenta mere nt to receive and deliver 
telegraph messages for the benefit and profit of a private corporation, 

After describing the duties of the company and the Post-Office under 
the proposed dual management, Mr. Creswell adds: 

The Government, inasmuch as it would deal directly with the parties sending 
and receiving messages, would be alone looked to for redressin case of default, 
and yct it would have no adequate power to compel the company to execute its 
contract. This would lead to endless confusion and irreconcilable conflicts 
tween the Government and the company, and would certainly result in great 
inconvenience and pecuniary disaster to the people. \ 


The bill of General Butler, reported in 1875 from the House Judiciary 
Committee, proposed to declare all telegraph lines to be post-roads, 
and to require the Postmaster-General to contract for the transmission 
of m in the same way that he contracts with railroads for the 
transportation of the mails. While this plan is not open to the charge 
of fayoritism, it is difficult to see how it could escape the administrative 
difficulties before suggested. 

A third plan contemplates the construction of lines by the Govern- 
ment without making any provision for the use of existing facilities. 
In 1868 Mr. Elihu B. Washburne, and in the last Congress Mr. Ander- 
son, introduced bills looking to such construction over certain specified 
routes only between the larger cities. It may well be doubted whether 
such partial systems would give sufficient relief or whether their oper- 
ation would be such as to encourage Congress to afterward authorize 
the n extension. In the telegraph as in railroad business, the 
traffic on the trunk lines is not more necessary, important, or profitable 
than the local traffic, or that on the branch lines, which act as feeders. 
Moreover it would be a serious inconvenience to the patrons of the tel- 
egraph to divide their messages, sending those to the larger cities by the 
postal lines and those to smaller points by the lines of the company. 
The latter could doubtless afford without much loss to reduce its rates 
to competing points to a level with those of the Government and through 
its superior connections it could retain the bulk of the telegraphic busi- 
ness, The loss which such a system would entail on the Government 


possible, or even of those referred to, in | its extension by further legislation. 


If the present is a favorable time for Congress to determine whether 
it shall perform what I as its constitutional duty, to establish 
telegraph post-roads, then the establishment should be made co-exten- 
sive with the needs of the people, and the governmental system should 
not be outstripped in extent by that of private parties. 

If the principle is once decided upon, the same Congress which 
decides it should authorize it to be carried out in its entirety, and not 
havea system half established, and perhaps a financial failure, exposed 
to attacks from those influences which would surround our legislation 
when it was proposed to extend it hereafter. 

Furthermore, as an objection to a proposition of this character, I sub- 
mit that if the existing lines could be acquired for anything near what 
it would cost the Government to build, sound policy requires that they 
should be purchased. I concede that on the principles analogous to 
those laid down by the Supreme Court in the ease of the Charles River 
Bridge Company the Government is under no obligation to purchase 
existing lines; but that company was given the option of selling its 
property at a fair valuation, and it would seem to be expedient to give 
the telegraph companies the same option before proceeding to construct 
lines in competition with them. This would do only in case they re- 
fused to sell. 

The fourth plan to which I have alluded was that proposed by Mr. 
C. C. Washburn in the House of Representatives in 1870 and after- 
ward indorsed by Postmaster-General Creswell, to wit, the enforce- 
ment of the existing contract with the companies who accepted the 
provisions of the act of 1866 by the purchase of their “telegraph lines, 
property, and effects” at an appraised value. This plan was the sub- 
ject of two bills in the last House. One, introduced by Mr. SPRINGER, 
would authorize the appointment of the appraisers provided for in the 
act of 1866, and direct them ‘‘to ascertain the actual cash value of all 
the plant, property, and effects of the companies interested, includi 
the value and character of all leases, choses in action, contracts, 
franchises, and the receipts of thecompany from all sources; the operat- 
ing expenses and the rates charged for transmitting messages, royalty 
paid to inventors, and all other facts which such appraisers may deem 
necessary for a thorough knowledge of the subject.” This information 
was to be reported to Congress at its next session for its action or non- 
action, as the case might be, 

The other bill, that of Mr. Ford, is the same as the bill reported by 
Mr. C. C. Washburn from the Select Committee on Postal Telegraphy 
in the Forty-first Congress. It would authorize the appointment of ap- 
praisers under the act of 1866, and give the Postmaster-General power 
to contract with the companies for the purchase of their lines, &e., at 
the appraised value, but subject to the approval of Congress. A basis 
of appraisal is, however, laid down for the appraisers, as follows: First, 
what would be the actual cost to the Government of erecting new lines 
of equal value of those appraised; second, the value of said lines as a 
means of earning dividends, regardinga stock which will earn regularly 
10 per centum on all proper expenditures equivalent to par; and the 
il of the above modes of appraisement shall be the true basis of 
value. 

While this mode of appraisal might not have been too liberal at the 
date of Mr. Washburn’s report, when the market value of Western 
Union property, at the selling price of the stock, was about $16,000,- 
000, it would not answer for the present, when that value is over $60,- 
000,000. Moreover, it is contended, first, that the act of 1866 did not 
give cither party the right to fix the basis of appraisal; and, second, 
that the companies were not bound to submit to an appraisal until the 


be- | Government had first provided absolutely for the purchase of their lines 


at the value to be determined by the appraisers. 

I have little doubt of the meaning of the act of 1866. It was in- 
tended, in the first place, to give. the companies five years’ notice in 
which to prepare for the entry of the Government into the telegraph 
business; and, in the second place (in return for that notice and for the 
very valuable franchises conferred upon the companies which should 
voluntarily accept its provisions), to provide a means whereby the Gov- 
ernment might acquire the facilities necessary for the conduct of such 
business without the trouble of building or manufacturing them. 
Under the act ‘‘ the telegraph lines, property, and effects” of the com- 
panies were to be bought under appraisal, 7. e., such property and effects 
as are and convenient for the proper working of telegraph 
lines, without regard to the value of the stock or the price of good-will 
or monopoly. The forbearance of the Government in not exercising 
for five years its undoubted right to undertake the telegraphic busi- 
ness and the privileges granted to the companies constituted a valuable 
consideration for the stipulation on their part to sell their “telegraph 
lines, property, and effects.” The contract was one of perfect mutual- 
ity and justice to the different companies, as well to the Western Union, 
whose property was paying large dividends, as to the opposition lines, 
which were losing money; and if the Government before making it 
was perfectly at liberty to undertake the business without regard to the 
existence of the companies, then surely our forbearance and concession 
to the latter, which have aided the Western Union since 1866 to amass 
a profit of $65,000,000, were not intended to place us in a worse posi- 
tion than before the passage of the act. 
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But thes¢ views are stoutly disputed by the Western Union Company, 
which has many times in the course of the discussion of this question 
claimed that the appraisal of its lines must be based on “‘ their capacity 
to earn money;’’ or, in other words, the profits which its practical mo- 
nopoly, built up largely since the act of 1866 was passed, has enabled 
that company to reap. 

On this point the act itself is silent. I do not see how its provisions 
could be brought before the courts for construction until after the ap- 
praisers had acted, and perhaps committed us to the views of the com- 
panies and to an expenditure which would perpetuate by taxation on 
the whole people dividends which are now paid by the senders of tele- 


grams. 

The act of 1866, if we should now attempt to enforce its provisions, 
would involve us in serious difficulties, and leave us in no better position 
than that in which Great Britain was placed in the absence of a prior 
statute on the subject. 

If wė go to an appraisement we are bound irretrievably to abide the 
award of five appraisers, of whom two are to be named by the Govern- 
ment, two by the companies, and the fifth to beagreed upon by the other 
four. We know inadvance that the two appraisers selected by the com- 

ies will insist upon the most exorbitant award which the companies, 
in their greed, can possibly demand, and that they will have at least an 
equal chance to secure the fifth appraiser in their interest. In fact, 
they can refuse their assent to any fifth appraiser who does not suit them, 
and thus either defeat the Government by preventing any appraisement 
at all, or obtain such fifth appraiser as they feel confident of their power 
to manipulate, The Government almost invariably goes to the wall in 
appraisements of this kind, and especially where the other side has an 
unlimited command of money. Appraisers appointed by the Govern- 
ment, who neither will have nor ought to have any other purpose than 
to do impartial justice between the parties, will be no match for the 
appraisers appointed by the companies, whose object is sure to be not 
impartial justice between the parties, but the highest obtainable award 
in favor of their employers and clients. 

Jn making these observations I am not assuming that the managers 
of telegraphic companies are either worse or better than other men. 
The Government is rich and able to pay round prices for all it buys. 
Upon the average and common views of morality which prevail, nobody 
loses character nor suffers much from conscientious scruples by driving 
a sharp bargain with the Government about anything. The cases are 
exceptional in which men do not obtain and retain all they can get 
from it. 

But we are not bound to put the provisions of the act of 1866 in 
operation in order to acquire a system of postal telegraphs. No such 
agreement is to be implied, either from the concessions made by the 
act or from the forbearance of nearly eighteen years to take advantage 
of our rights under it. We are still at liberty to compete with the 
telegraph company as we do with the .banks and express companies in 
our money-order and parcel-post business; and unless the telegraph 
owners shall agree to sell at a fair price, or to come under appraisal on 
a reasonable basis, I am in favor of such a competition. The bill which 
I have had the honor to introduce provides for this contingency, by 
allowing the purchase of the existing lines, if they are offered, at a certain 
percentage (which I have left blank) over the cost of new construc- 
tion. In its other details, the discussion of which at length I shall 

e until the committee shall have had an opportunity to consider 
it, I have endeavored to meet the objections which have seemed to me 
to apply to the other plans heretofore presented, and to incorporate in 
it the most approved features of European systems, leaving matters of 
administration largely to the Postmaster-General, subject to Congres- 
sional disapproval. 

The bill fixes a popular uniform rate of 1 cent per word for all dis- 
tances, with reductions for the press, and provides for the transmission 
of telegrams by mail between’ postal telegraph offices and all post- 
offices where telegraph offices are not established under its provisions. 
Postal telegraph offices are to be opened at all places where telegraph 
offices now exist by July 1, 1887. 

The telegraphic service of the country ought not to be performed 
upon the methods of private business operations, the Bovening prin- 
ciple of which is necessarily that of obtaining the greatest profit and 
charging the highest rate which the business will bear. The people 
are entitled to telegraphic communications upon the. methods of an 
enlightened public service, not looking at all to pecuniary gains, and 
not even insisting as a necessary condition that the cost shall at all 
times be directly reimbursed in money, but having regard to the indi- 
rect benefits of stimulating trade, diffusing intelligence, and strength- 
ening social and family ties. The postal service by the telegraph ought, 
in short, to be governed by the same policy which we haye so long and 
with such manifest and admi’sed advantage applied to the postal serv- 
ice in transmitting letters and newspapers. 

Upon considerations of public policy, and because we believed it to 
be for the common advantage of the people, we have long since, with- 
out regard to the relative cost of transmitting letters over long and 
short distances, adopted a uniform rate of postage for the entire country. 

The reasons are stronger in the case of the telegraph than of the 
mail for the adoption of a uniform rate. 
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The telegraph has already so ly taken the place of the mail, and 
will in the future, under the benignant and fostering administration 
of the Government, supersede the mail to such tip gi that the people 
of the remote and thinly settled districts are entitled to be placed upon 
the same footing in respect to this mode of communication as the people 
of our densely populated cities. 

‘No time can be more auspicious than the present to encounter the 
expenditures of the new policy, including the cost of the lines and 
other plant of aGovernment telegraph. Our revenues areso abundant, 
that in order to reduce them, and for the mere sake of reducing them, 
propositions are made to repeal the taxes on articles such as whisky 
and tobacco, taxes which oppress nobody, and on articles which are 
admitted on all hands to be the most fitting objects of taxation. Under 
a condition of things which gives rise to suggestions which receive no 
inconsiderable support, to throw away money by the repeal of such 
taxes for the sake of throwing it away, it will not be denied that now 
is the accepted time to meet the first cost of a Government telegraph 
service, if it is ever to be undertaken. 

I am aware that the passage of such a bill would increase by several 
thousands the numbér of Government officers and employés, and that 
this is an objection which has been raised by opponents of a Govern- 
ment-telegraph system; but the same objection would prevent the ex- 
tension of the postal service, which is growing with enormous rapidity 
and benefit to the country. If the telegraph is properly, as I claim it 
is, only a branch of the postal system, which the Constitution author- 
izes Con to provide, we should not be alarmed at the number of 
employés which it requires. To quote once more from the late Post- 
master-General Howe: , 


I know of no law but necessity limiting the employment of officials. That 
ernment is not wise which employs a single officer not needed; it is unwise 
Fit refuse to employ thousands when they are needed. 


Again, he says that— 

The increase has doubtless been exaggerated. Ata very large percentage of 
the offices the telegraph operator would not supplement the postmaster, but 
would supplant him, and that would result in giving to the admini-tration of 
not a few offices men who have learned to do one thing in place of those who 
have never learned to do anything. 

To this extent at least the adoption of a postal telegraph would re- 
duce political patronage and be a movement in the direction of civil- 
service reform, and I am assured it would also to some extent reform 
the personnel of the telegraph. By. amalgamating the two establish- - 
ments better salaries could be paid without an increase of the present 
expenditure. The best educated operators would then be content to 
serve at the smaller offices, instead of crowding into the cities, striking 
for higher wages, and seeking other occupations where their efforts to - 
better themselves in their own have failed. 

The foregoing considerations negative the idea that the telegraph 
would be used as a political machine by the party in power. The sys- 
tem would require the service of the whole body of telegraphers in the 
country. Its officers and employés would necessarily be appointed for 
their technical skill, without regard to their political affiliations. The 
ward striker and the more genteel campaign eis wane would thus both 
be excluded from its service. A system in the hands of men of all par- 
ties, appointed for their efficiency, could not be used largely for the 
benefit of any party. In my judgment, founded upon some experience, 
there is much more political interference by the present telegraph em- 

loyés than there would be under a postal system ted by law. 
But if this were not so, it seems that the public would suffer less from 
the active efforts of a few more place-holders to elect this or that man 
to office than it is likely to suffer from the contro] of its communica- 
tions by monopolists seeking their own profit and aggrandizement. 

It is doubtless of great importance who shall direct, make, and exe- 
cute our laws, but it is of much greater importance that the system of 
telegraphic intercourse should not be left to grow under private control 
into one of those strong yet subtle forces which are constantly operat- 
ing in this country to transfer the production of the many to the pock- 
ets of the few and to reduce the reward of labor, and make the rich 
richer and the poor poorer. 

Whatever abuses there may be in the post-office, no one would pro- 
pose to surrender our postal communication wholly to a corporate mo- 
nopoly; yet if we fail to assume the telegraph, we may sooner or later 
find that we have substantially done so. 

The use of the telegraph is now restricted by its cost to extraordinary 
communications, and by its nature to messages which do not need to be 
in the handwriting of the sender. Under these conditions the propor- 
tion of telegrams to letters is about one to thirty. But who shall say 
how soon some great discovery no more wonderful than the telephone 
may enable fac-simile messages to be sent instantaneously and cheaply 
over the wires instead of by the slow and costly process by which they 
are now transmitted in Europe. If that result shall be accomplished 
(and it is being earnestly sought by inventors), the post-office will be 
stripped of its most important business. Every letter which does not 
require absolute secrecy or which can be written in cipher will be taken 
from the mails and sent by electricity. Drafts will be drawn and bal- 
ances settled daily by telegraph, and the monopoly which shall have 
grown up in the control of this business will overshadow not only the 
Post-Office Department but the Government itself. 
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I move that the bill be referred to the Committee on Post-Officesand 
Post-Roads. 
The motion was agreed to. 


FREEDMEN SETTLERS IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which, with the ac- 
companying papers, was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a communication of 10th instant from the Secretary of the 
Interior, submitting, with pee pen rine rere sn estimate of appropriation 
- in the sum of $25,000 for the settlement, under ing Sone, of certain freed- 

men and their descendants upon lands known as the Oklahoma district, within 


the Indian Territory. 
The matter is presénied for the consideration of = Co 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 14, 1884. 
MISSION INDIANS IN CALIFORNIA. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which, with the ac- 
companying papers, was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 


ER A. ARTHUR. 


and ord to be printed: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith a communication of the 11thinstant from the Secretary of 
the Interior, submi , With accompan: a draught of a bill for the 
relief of the Mission In in the Sinte of hy 

The subject is presented for the consideration of the Congress. 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 14, 1884. 
BOUNDARY LINES OF INDIAN LANDS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a communication teen ican lith instant from the Seore 
the Interior, submi , with accompanying an item of ap) iation 
in the sum of $3,000 for the location Sand perenne boun: fc certain 
lands purchased by the United States from the Creek Indians for the use of the 
Seminole Indians in the Indian Territory. 

The matter is presented for the consideration of the Congress. 


CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 14, 1884. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The unfinished business will now be 
laid before the Senate, being the report of the Committee on Rules 
relative to the joint rules. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After 1 hour and 55 minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 25 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, January 14, 1884. 


The House metat 120’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. JOHN 
8. Luypsay, D.D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and ap- 

roved. 
p HOUSE POST-OFFICE. 

Mr. COX, of New York, by unanimous consent, submitted the fol- 
lowing resolution; which was read, and referred to the Committee on 
Accounts: 

Resolved, That the Postmaster of the House of Representatives be authorized 
to employ four more assistants. 

HOT SPRINGS CREEK, ARKANSAS. 


Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I ask unanimous consent to Submit for 
consideration at this time the resolution whieh I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be requested to transmit te the | 


House a copy of the original contract and all subsequent modifications thereof, 
if any, and any other pepan on file in his office, touching the work of improv- 
ing the Hot Springs Creek, in the town of Hot Springs, in the Stateof Arkansas, 
together with the amount “expended phan tee s balance, if any, of the a 
propriation for that purpose paesi Bre ed, the condition of the wor 
and any suggest jonatoushing toe comp tion ther Rinne which he may deem proper 
to make. 


There being no objection, the resolution was received, considered, and 
adopted. 
Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas, moved to reconsider the vote just taken; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. RANDALL. I call for the order. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order, this being Monday, is the call 
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of States and Territories for the introduction of bills and joint resolu- 
tions for printing and reference to theirappropriatecommittees. During 
this call memorials and resolutions of State and Territorial Legislatures 
are in order; also resolutions of inquiry calling upon heads of Depart- 
ments for reference to their appropriate committees, ` 

ALFRED HEDBERG. 

Mr. FORNEY introduced a bill (H. R. 3062) for the relief of Alfred 
Hedberg; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

LOUIS GROVERMAN. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama (by request), introduced a bill (H. R. 
3063) granting a pension to Louis Groverman; which was read afirst and 
mica ane referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 
prin 

MRS. EMILY M. WYMAN. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama (by request), also arodu a bill (H. 
R. 3064) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Emily M. Wyman; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to rep baai da on 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. - 


EMMA DE LONG. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama (by request), also introduced a bill (H. 
R. 3065) granting a pension to Emma De Long; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

GULF AND CHICAGO AIR-LINE RAILWAY. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama (by request), also introduced a bill (H. 
R. 3066) granting the right of way over the public lands in Alabama 
to the Gulf and Chicago Air-Line Railway Company, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


VICKSBURG AND MERIDIAN RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. SHELLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 3067) for the relief of the 
Vicksburg and Meridian Railroad Company; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

STREET RAILROADS IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. SHELLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3088) for the better se- 
curity of persons and greater facility of transportation and to adjust 
passenger fares on street railroads within the District of Columbia; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


MRES. MARY E. HERNDON. 


Mr. JONES, of Alabama, introduced a bill (H. R. 3069) making an 
appropriation to Mrs. Mary E. Herndon, widow of the late Hon. T. H. 
Herndon, deceased, late Representative-elect from the State of Alabama; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Appropriatiuns, and ordered to be printed. 

HARRALSON & CO. 


Mr. JONES, of Alabama, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3070) for the 
relief of Harralson & Co. of Mobile, Ala.; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SELMA AND MERIDIAN RAILROAD. 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3071) for the 
benefit of the Selma and Meridian Railroad Company; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ar- 
dered to be printed. 

SUITS ON CONTRACTS. 


Mr. OATES introduced a bill (H. R. 3072) to require the circuit 
courts and the Supreme Court of the United States to decide all cases 
predicated upon contracts or the breach thereof, coming within their re- 
spective jurisdictions according to the law of the State or place where 
the contract was made or to be performed; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 
be printed. 

WILLIAM M. GREGORY. 

- Mr. PEEL, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (H. R. sb t grant a 
pension to William M. Gregory, late a private in Compan 
Regiment Tennessee Cavalry Volunteers; which was nat a hi and 
secund time, referred to the Committee on Taraa Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


JASPER J. HENRY. 

Mr. PEEL, of Arkansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3074) to grant 
a pension to Jasper J. Henry on account of wounds received while 
acting as guide for the First Arkansas Cavalry Volunteers in the war 
of the rebellion; which was read a firstand second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HOMESTEADS AND PRE-EMPTIONS. 

Mr. PEEL, of Arkansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3075) to repeal 

an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide additional regulations for home- 
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steads and pre-emptions of the public lands,” approved March 3, 1879; 
which was reada first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

JASPER J. HENRY. 


Mr. PEEL, of Arkansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3076) for the 
relief of Jasper J. Henry fora horse killed while acting as guide to the 
First Arkansas Cavalry Volunteers in. the late civil war; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

HOT SPRINGS CREEK, ARKANSAS. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (H. R. 3077) appropri- 
ating money to complete the improvement begun upon Hot Springs 
Creek, Arkansas; which was read a first and sccond time, referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. S. A. WRIGHT AND MRS. C. FAHNESTOCK. 

Mr. ROSECRANS introduced a bill (H. R. 3078) for the relief of 
Mrs. S. A. Wright and Mrs. C. Fahnestock; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HENRY A. ARMSTRONG. 

Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3079) granting a pen- 
sion to Henry A. Armstrong; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

A. P. JACKSON AND OTHERS. ' 

Mr. HENLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 3080) for the relief of A. P. 
Jackson and others; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

REGULATION OF TRANSPORTATION RATES. ‘ 

Mr. BELFORD introduced a bill (H. R. 3081) to promote the public 
welfare by securing reasonable rates of transportation to the people 
over railroads aided by the issue of large amounts of United States 
bonds; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pacific Railroads, and ordere/ to be printed. 

CLAIMS FOR INDIAN DEPREDATIONS. 


Mr. BELFORD also introduced « bill (H. R. 3082) to provide for the 
payment of ten claims for depredations committed by the Ute Indians 
at the time of the massacre at the White River agency in 1879; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian 

Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

REVOLUTIONARY PENSIONS. 

Mr, MITCHELL introduced a bill (H. R. 3083) to amend section 4742 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to Revolutionary 
pensions, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE F. SELLECK. 
. Mr. MITCHELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 3084) for the relief of 

George F. Selleck; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Select Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back 
Pay, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES WATERHOUSE. 

Mr. MITCHELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 3085) for the relief of 
Charles Waterhouse; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MARIM H. AMESBURY. 

Mr. MITCHELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 3086) for the relief of 
Marim H. Amesbury; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Select Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back 
Pay, and ordered to be printed. 

CALVIN DURAND. 

Mr. MITCHELL also introduced a Lill (H. R. 3087) to refund to 
Calvin Durand, of Milford, State of Connecticut, certain customs duties 
improperly colleeted; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

ANDREW J. CALLAHAN. 

Mr. MITCHELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 3088) for the relief of 
Andrew J. Callahan; which was read a first and second time, referred 
te the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. F. P. GARDNER. 

Mr. MITCHELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 3089) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mrs. F. P. Gardner; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, ang ordered to be 
printed. 

M. L. WICKS. 

Mr. TULLY introduced a bill (H. R. 3090) for the relief of M. L. 
Wicks, of California; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, AUGUSTA, GA. 

Mr. REESE introduced a bilt (H. R. 3091) to provide for the erection 

of a public building in the city of Augusta, G4., for United States court- 
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house, post-office, and internal-revenue service; which was read a first* 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


SANFORD A. PINYAN, 


Mr. CANDLER introduced a bill (H. R. 3092) for the relief of San- 
ford A. Pinyan; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DICY D. FOWLER. 

Mr. CANDLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3093) for the relief of 
Dicy D. Fowler; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JASPER N. MARTIN. y 

Mr. CANDLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3094) for the relief of 
Jasper N. Martin; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CANDLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3095) for the relief of 
Jasper N. Martin; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

SANFORD A. PINYAN. 

Mr. CANDLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3096) for the relief of 
Sanford A. Pinyan; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT M’CUTCHEN. 

Mr. CANDLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3097) for the relief of 
Robert McCutchen; which was read a first and second tinre, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARGARET 8. FAIN. 

Mr. CANDLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3098) fer the relief of 
Margaret S. Fain, widow of Capt. William C. Fain; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

SANFORD A. PINYAN. 

Mr. CANDLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3099) for the relief of 
Sanford A. Pinyan, late a private in Company A, First Regiment 
Georgia Infantry Volunteers; which was read a’fiist and second time, 
referred tothe Commiteeon Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH WOOD. 


Mr. CANDLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3100) for the relief of 
Elizabeth Wood; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

RODY M’CLELLAN. 
_ Mr. BUCHANAN (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 3101) grant- 
ing a pension to Rody McClellan; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
REUBEN FLETCHER. 
_ Mr. CLEMENTS (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 3102) grant- 
ing a pension to Reuben Fletcher, late of Company C, Fifth Tennessee 
Mounted Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
MRS. EVELINE DUNN. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Ilinois, introduced a bill (H. R. 3103) granting a 
pension to Mrs. Eveline Dunn, widow of the late Capt. William M. 
Dunn; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

REDUCTION OF PATENT FEES. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3104) to reduce 
patent fees in certain cases; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

PETER SWANSON. . 

Mr. DAVIS, of Ilinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3105) for the 
relief of Peter Swanson; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ADDITIONAL REPORTS FROM COMMANDING OFFICERS. 
_ Mr. DAVIS, of Ilinois, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3106) authoriz- 
ing the Secretary of War to receive additional reports from command- 
ing officers of commands ing in the war of the rebellion; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 
OFFICERS OF THE ARMY. ` 

Mr. DAVIS, of Minois, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3107) relating 
to officers of the Army; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PROTECTION OF FISH IN THE POTOMAC, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 3108) to 
protect fish in the Potomac River, in the District of Columbia, and to 
provide a spawning ground for shad and herring in the said Potomac 
River; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 
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JOSHUA TEAGUE. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 3109) granting a 
pension to Joshua Teague; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

EDWARD STEVENS. 

Mr. ELLWOOD introduced a bill (H. R. 3110) for the relief of Edward 
Stevens; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

2 ELIZA R. WELLER. 

Mr. ELLWOOD also introduced a bill (H. R. 3111) for the relief of 
Eliza R. Weller; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ALONZO B. CHATFIELD. 

Mr. ELLWOOD also introduced a bill (H. R. 3112) for the relief of 
Alonzo B. Chatfield; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THEODORE LORING. 

Mr. ELLWOOD also introduced a bill (H: R. 3113) for the relief of 
Theodore Loring; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL BANKING ASSOCIATIONS. 

Mr. ELLWOOD also introduced a bill (H. R. 3114) authorizing the 
organization of national banking associations with a circulating cur- 
rency secured by United States standard gold and silver coins deposited 
with the Treasurer of the United States, and for other purposes; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

EXPENSES OF CONTESTED-ELECTION CASES. 


` Mr. MOULTON introduced a bill (H. R. 3115) regulating and re- 
ducing the expense in cases of contested elections; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Elections, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


DISTRIBUTION OF GLOBE AND RECORD. 


Mr. MOULTON also introduced joint resolution (H. Res. 103) pro- 
viding for the distribution of the Congressional Globe and RECORD; 
which was read a tirst and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Printing, and ordered to be printed. 

AUGUSTUS H. TOPP. 

Mr. FINERTY introduced a bill (H. R. 3116) granting a pension to 
Augustus H. Topp; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

REORGANIZATION OF INFANTRY REGIMENTS. 

Mr. FINERTY (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3117) to 
reorganize the infantry regiments of the Army of the United States, 
and for other p! ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

REGULATION OF PROMOTIONS. 

Mr. FINERTY (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3118) to 
regulate promotions in and to increase the efficiency of the Army of the 
United States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

AMELIA S. PARSONS. 

Mr. DUNHAM (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 3119) granting 
a pension to Amelia S. Parsons; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE, 

Mr. DUNHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 3120) to establish a 
department of commerce; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

TWO AND ONE-HALF PER CENT. BONDS. 

Mr. DUNHAM also introduced a bill (H. R. 3121) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Treasury to issue 2} per cent. forty-year bonds, and 
for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

LOUISA K. ROSE. 

Mr. ROWELL introduced a bill (H. R. 3122) to increase the pension 
of Louisa K. Rose, widow of the late Capt. Thomas Rose, of Company 
D, One hundred and seventh Regiment Illinois Volunteers; which was 
read a firstand second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

E. J. CHILDERS. 

Mr. ROWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 3123) for the relief of 
E. J. Childers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LUCINDA TRIMBLE, ADMIXISTRATRIX. 


Mr. ROWELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3124) for 
the relief of Lucinda Trimble, administratrix of William Trimble, de- 


ceased; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
JOHN HOFFMAN SMITH. 


Mr. ROWELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3125) forthe 
relief of John Hoffman Smith; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH TRIMBLE. 

Mr. ROWELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3126) for the 
relief of Joseph Trimble; which was read a first and second time, re- 
erred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. . 

REBECCA SEARS, ADMINISTRATRIX. 

Mr. ROWELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3127) for the 
relief of Rebecca Sears, administratrix of James W. Sears, deceased; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

G. R. WILFRED MARSHALL. 

Mr. ROWELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3128) for the 
relief of G. R. Wilfred Marshall; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CATHARINE A. TALBURTT. 

Mr. ROWELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3129) for 
the relief of Catharine A. Talburtt, administratrix; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

G. R. WILFRED MARSHALL, ADMINISTRATOR. 

Mr. ROWELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3130) for 
the relief of G. R. Wilfred Marshall, administrator of John P. Waring, 
deceased; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ESTATE OF JULIANA BARRY. 


Mr. ROWELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3131) for 
the relief of the estate of Juliana Barry; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

S. M. GOLDEN. 

Mr. ROWELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3132) for 
the relief of S. M. Golden; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES C. BROOKE, 

Mr. ROWELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3133) for 
the relief of James C. Brooke, of the District of Columbia; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT S. PERKINS. 

Mr. ROWELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3134) for ~ 
the relief of Robert 8. Perkins, of the District of Columbia; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN R. CONDON. 

Mr. ROWELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3135) for the 
relief of John R. Condon; which wasread a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ESTATE OF THOMAS TALBERT. 


Mr. ROWELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3136) for the 
relief of the estateof Thomas Talbert; which was read a first and second. 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ESTATE OF EVAN LYONS, 

Mr. ROWELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3137) forthe 
relief of the estate of Evan Lyons; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

_ ESTATE OF REZIN ARNOLD. 

Mr. ROWELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3138) for the 
relief of the estate of Rezin Arnold; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ESTATE OF WILLIAM H. ARNOLD. 

Mr. ROWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 3139) for the relief of the 
estate of Willjam H. Arnold; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


©, F. F ROSENTHAL. 

Mr. ROWELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3140) for 
the relief of C. F. F. Rosenthal; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 


HENRY A. BUTLER. 
Mr. ROWELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3141) for 
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the relief of Henry A. Butler; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
ZADOCK WILLIAMS. 

Mr. ROWELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3142) for 
the relief of Zadock Williams; which was reada first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

i ESTATE OF ANTHONY ADDISON. 

Mr. ROWELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3143) for 
the relief of the estate of Anthony Addison; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

HENRY STELLO. 

Mr. ROWELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3144) for 
the relief of Henry Stello; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

OTHO HENSON. F 

Mr. ROWELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3145) for 
the relief of Otho Henson; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES HEITMULLER. 

Mr. ROWELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3146) for 
the relief of Charles Heitmiiller; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MRS. 8, A. STEEVER. 

Mr. ROWELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3147) for 
the relief of Mrs. S. A. Steever; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

GEORGE R. WILSON. 

Mr. ROWELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3148) for the 
relief of George R. Wilson; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. - 

AMMONIATED FERTILIZER COMPANY. 

Mr. ROWELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3149) for the 
relief of the Ammoniated Fertilizer Company of Washington, D. C.; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SWEENY, RITTENHOUSE, FANT & CO. 

Mr. ROWELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3150) for the 
relief of Sweeny, Rittenhouse, Fant & Co.; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

INTERNAL REVENUE AND TARIFF. 

Mr. HITT introduced a bill (H. R. 3151) to amend an act entitled 
“t An act to-reduce internal-revenue taxation, and for other purposes,” 
and to place sugar and molasses on the free-list; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

EDWARD B. HUGHES. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON introduced a bill (H. R. 3152) for the relief of 
Edward B. Hughes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

y WILLIAM HERBST. 

Mr. RIGGS introduced a bill (H. R. 3153) to restore the name of 
William Herbst to the pension-roll; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

FREDERICK A, NOELLER. 

Mr. RIGGS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3154) to remove the charge of 
desertion against Frederick A. Noeller; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JAMES T. DODSON. 

Mr. RIGGS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3155) for the relief of James 
T. Dodson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM HUDDLESTON. 

Mr. RIGGS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3156) to increase the pen- 
sion of William Huddleston; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Perisions, and ordered to be printed. 

BENJAMIN GOODWIN. 


Mr. RIGGS also introduced ‘a bill (H. R. 3157) granting a pension 
to Benjamin Goodwin; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WERNER LENTZ. 

Mr. MORRISON introduced a bill. (H. R. 3158) for the relief of 
Werner Lentz; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
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CHARLES B. SIGNOR. 


Mr. CULLEN introduced a bill (H. R. 3159) for the relief of Charles 
B. Signor; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH J. COLBERT. 

Mr. CANNON introduced a bill (H. R. 3160) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth J. Colbert; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SILAS CORZATT. 

Mr. CANNON also introduced a bill (H. It. 3161) granting a pension 
to Silas Corzatt, late of Company K, Second Ohio Cavalry; which was 
read a firstand second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

ISREAL B. SPANGLER. 

Mr. CANNON also introduced a bill ot R. 3162) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to remove the charge of desertion from the record of 
Isreal B. Spangler; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. y 

WILLIAM H. KERMAN. 

Mr. NEECE introduced a bill (H. R. 3163) granting a pension to 
Wiliam H. Kerman; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

STEVENS W. MERRILL 

Mr. NEECE also introduced a bill (H. R. 3164) granting a pension 
to Stevens W. Merrill, of Illinois; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LIEUT. WASHINGTON L. LEMLEY. 

Mr. NEECE also introduced a bill (H. R. 3165) granting a pension 
to Lieut. Washington L. Lemley; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

WOOD PULP, ETC. 

Mr. WOOD introduced a bill (H. R. 3166) to admit free of duty all 
wood pulp and certain kinds of paper manufacture, books, &c.; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

FREE-LIST. 

Mr. WOOD also introduced a bill (H. R. 3167) to admit free of duty 
certain goods; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

LUMBER, WOOD, AND @ALT. 

Mr. WOOD also introduced a bill (H. R. 3168) to admit lumber, 
wood, and salt, of any kind, grade, or quality, free of duty; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 

COLORED AND BLEACHED COTTONS. 

Mr. WOOD also introduced a bill (H. R. 3169) to reduce the specific 
duty on colored and bleached cotton goods to an ad valorem duty of 35 
per cent.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES VOORHEES. 

Mr. WOOD also introduced a bill (H. R. 3170) granting a pension to 
James Voorhees; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELLA STOLZ. 

Mr. WOOD also introduced a bill (H. R. 3171) granting a pension to 
Ella Stolz, widow of William Stolz; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PEYTON DAVIDSON. 

Mr. WOOD also introduced a bill (H. R. 3172) granting a pension 
to Peyton Davidson; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

AUGUSTA YOST. 

Mr. KLEINER introduced a bill (H. R. 3173) for the relief of Au- 
gusta Yost; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

W. H. L. DOUDLE. 

Mr. KLEINER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3174) for the relief of 
W. H. L. Doudle; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN D. HOLLAND. 

Mr. KLEINER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3175) for the relief of 
John D. Holland; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

: MATHIAS WHETSTINE. 
Mr. MATSON introduced a bill (H. R. 3176) for the relief of Mathias 
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Whetstine ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
CHARLES F. PARIS. 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3177) granting a pension 
to Charles F. Paris; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE M. STRAIN. 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3178) granting a pension 
to George M. Strain; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES W. HETRICK. 

Mr. WARD introduced a bill (H. R. 3179) for the relief of James W. 
Hetrick; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES E. CREAGER. 

Mr. LAMB introduced a bill (H. R. 3180) granting a pension to 
Charles E. Creager; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

J. T. PICKETT. 

Mr. LAMB also introduced a bill (H. R. 3181) for the relief of J. T. 
Pickett; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JANE CASSADY. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER introduced a bill (H. R. 3182) for the relief of 
Jane Cassady; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

BAR-ROUMS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. HEPBURN (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 3183) to regu- 
late bar-rooms in the District of Columbia; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
and ordered to be printed. 

s LEASES BY APACHE INDIANS. 

Mr. HEPBURN (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3184) to 
authorize the Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs to approve certain leases made by the chiefs and headmen of the 
tribe of Apache Indians; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

DAVID PETERSON. 
Mr. McCOID (by request) introduced a bi'l (H. R. 3185) granting a 
ion to David Peterson; which was read a first and second time, re- 
erred to the Committee @n Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
CONSULSHIP AT CHEFOO, CHINA. 

Mr. McCOLD also introduced a bill (H. R. 3186) creating a consul- 
ship at Chefoo, China, and fixing the salary thereof; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. ù 

À BRIDGE ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER. 

Mr. PUSEY introduced a bill (H. R. 3187) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Missouri River at a point connecting the city 
of Council Bluffs and Omaha, Nebr. ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

AMANDA CUTTER. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill T R. 3188) granting 
a pension to Amanda Cutter; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LOAN OF TENTS, ETC., FOR SOLDIERS’ REUNION. 

Mr. MURPHY introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 104) anthoriz- 
ing the Secretary of War to loan certain arms and accouterments, with 
tents, camp equipage, &c., for the use of the soldiers’ reunion to be 
held at Muscatine, in the State of Iowa, in September or October, 1884; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

G. S. SMILEY. 

Mr. HANBACK introduced a bill (H. R. 3189) for the relief of G. 8. 
Smiley; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN G. LEEFE. 


Mr. HANBACK also introduced a bill (H. R. 3190) for the rélief of 
John G. Leefe; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM ERVIN. 

Mr. HANBACK also introduced a bill (H. R. 3191) for the relief of 
William Ervin; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. ‘WILCOX. 

Mr. HANBACK also introduced a bill (H. R. 3192) for the relief of 
William H. Wilcox; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JOSEPH A. PORTER. 

Mr. PETERS introduced a bill (H. R. 3193) granting a pension to 
Joseph A. Porter; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES M. LAWRENCE. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3194) to allow James M. 
Lawrence to purchase from the Government certain lands in Sumner 
County, Kansas; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. ` 

WILLIAM H, NELSON. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3195) granting a pension 
to William H. Nelson; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. `- 

L. A. MORRIS. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (H. R. 3196) for the relief of L. A. 
Morris; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

H. L. NEWMAN. ; 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3197) for the relief of H. 
L. Newman; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. CUSHMAN. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3198) for the relief of 
George W. Cushman; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JACOR THEIRER. 

Mr. ANDERSON introduced a bill (H. R. 3199) for the reliefof Jacob 
Theirer; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. ; 

WELLINGTON V. HUESTED. 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3200) granting ar- 
rears of pension to Wellington V. Huested; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

r KICKAPOO DIMINISHED RESERVATION. 

Mr. MORRILL introduced a bill (H. R. 3201) to provide for the sale 
of the Kickapoo diminished reservation in Kansas; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed, 

WILLIAM D. MATTHEWS. 

Mr. MORRILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 3202) for the relief ot 
William D. Matthews; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CATHERINE GANNON. 

Mr. MORRILL also introduced a biil (H. R. 3203) for the relief of 
Catherine Gannon; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN H. MASSEY. 

Mr. HALSELL introduced a bill (H. R. 3204) for the relief of John 
H. Massey; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CIVIL SERVICE. . 

Mr. CLAY introduced a bill (H. R. 3205) to repeal an act entitled 
“An act to regulate and improve the civil service of the United States,” 
approved January 16, 1883; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Select Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, OWENSBOROUGH, KY. 

Mr. CLAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3206) for the purchase of 
suitable grounds in the city of Owensborough, in the State of Kentucky, 
and the erection thereon of a public building for post-oflice, United 
States collector’s office, United States commissioner’s office, and for the 
use of other United States officers in said city, and appropriating money 
for said purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PROSECUTION OF CLAIMS. . 

Mr. WILLIS introduced a bill (H. R. 3207) to prevent persons under 
fictitions and assumed names from prosecuting claims before the Exec- 
utive Departments of the Government; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

SECURITY FOR COST. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3208) to enable certain 
persons to sue in the United States courts without payment of or secu- 
rity for costs; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

; DRY-DOCK, FALLS OF THE OHIO. 
Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3209) to complete the drg * 
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dock and other improvements at the Falls of the Ohio; which wasread 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors, and ordered to be printed. 


JACOB HOERTH. 


Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3210) for the relief of Ja- 
cob Hoerth; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

3 NAVY-YARD, ALGIERS, LA. 

Mr. HUNT introduced a bill (H. R. 3211) to establish a navy-yard 
and depot of supplies on the Mississippi River at Algiers, or in its im- 
mediate vicinity; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CITIZENS’ BANK OF LOUISIANA. 

Mr. HUNT (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3212) for the 
relief of the Citizens’ Bank of Louisiana; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

G. ALEXANDER RAMSAY. 

Mr. HUNT (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3213) provid- 
ing for the relief of G. Alexander Ramsay; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. ‘ 

IMPROVEMENT OF MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 

Mr. KING introduced a bill (H. R. 3214) to provide for closing gaps 
in the levees of the Mississippi River for the improvement of the nav- 
igation and commerce of said river; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Levees and Improvements of 
the Mississippi River, and ordered to be printed. 

RESTORATION OF LANDS TO PUBLIC DOMAIN, 

Mr. KING also introduced a bill (H. R. 3215) to restore certain lands 
in Louisiana to the public domain and also confirm title of settlers; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. f 

MARY T. HICKMAN AND OTHERS. 

Mr. BLANCHARD intreduced a bill (H. R. 3216) for the relief of 
Mary T. Hickman and others; whieh was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CLARA H. FLOWER AND OTHERS. 


Mr. BLANCHARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 3217) for the re- 
lief of Clara H. Flower and others; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. : 

HEIRS OF LAURA P. MADDOX. 

Mr. BLANCHARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 3218) for the relief 
of the heirs of Laura P. Maddox, deceased; which was read a first and 
secati time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

FANNIE M. WELLS AND IDA F. WELLS. 

Mr. BLANCHARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 3219) for the relief 
of Fannie M. Wells and Ida F. Wells; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MARY J. CLOUD. 

Mr. BLANCHARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 3220) for the relief 
of Mary J. Cloud; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

REMOVAL OF RAFT FROM BAYOU PIERRE. 

Mr. BLANCHARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 3221).to remove the 
raft from Bayou Pierre, in Northwestern Louisiana; whieh was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and ordered to be printed. _ z 

COMMERCE OF RED RIVER VALLEY, LOUISIANA. 

Mr. BLANCHARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 3222) to promote 
the commerce of the Red River Valley in Louisiana; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors, and ordered to be printed. 

PROTECTION OF ALEXANDRIA, LA. . 

Mr. BLANCHARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 3223) to protect th 
town of Alexandria, La., against damage by the action of the current 
of Red River; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. C. 0. M’KENNEY. 


Mr. MILLIKEN introduced a bill (H. R. 3224) granting a pension 
to Mrs. C. O. McKenney; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ANNA E. CARROLL, 

Mr. TALBOTT (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 3225) for the 

relief of Anna E. Carroll; which was read a first and second time, re- 
_ ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


DENNIS W. MULLAN. > 


Mr. TALBOTT (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3226) for 
the relief of Dennis W. Mullan; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


RICHARD T. MORSELL. 


Mr. TALBOTT (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3227) for 
the relief of Richard T. Morsell, of Washington, D, C.; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
ordered to be printed. ¥ 

JAMES DEMENT. 

Mr. TALBOTT (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3228) to ` 
relieve James Dement, formerly of Company D, Third Maryland Vol- 
unteers, of the charge of desertion and to grant him an honorable dis- 
charge; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WASHINGTON AND ATLANTIC RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. COVINGTON introduced a bill (H. R. 3229) to ‘authorize the 
Washington and Atlantic Railroad Company to extend its railroad into 
and within the District of Columbia; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

PURCHASE OF FOREIGN-BUILT SHIPS. i 

Mr. FINDLAY introduced a bill (H. R. 3230) amendatory of title 48 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States so as to authorize the pur- 
chase of foreign-built ships by citizens of the United States for use in . 
the foreign carrying trade; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Select Committee on American Ship-building and Ship- 
owning Interests, and ordered to be printed. 

SARAH R. DARLEY. 

Mr. FINDLAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3231) granting a pen- 
sion to Sarah R. Darley; which was read a first and second agn 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

EMILY J. FARDY, 


Mr. FINDLAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3232) for the relief of 
Emily J. Fardy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. , 

W. H. WILSON. 

Mr. FINDLAY also ittroduced a bill (H. R. 3233) for the relief of 
W. H. Wilson; which was read a first and second time, referred tothe 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SUPERVISORS OF ELECTIONS. l 

Mr. FINDLAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3234) to pay certain 
supervisors of elections for extra services rendered; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Appropriations, . 
and ordered to be printed. 

CONVEYANCES OF LAND, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. FINDLAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3235) relating to ac- 
knowledgments of conveyances of land in the District of Columbia; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

ERNEST H. WARDWELL. 

Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (H. R. 3236) for the relief of Er- 
nest H. Wardwell; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PATRICK M’DONALD. 3 

Mr. LOVERING introduced a bill (H. R. 3237) for the relief of Pat- 
rick McDonald; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. ELLEN M. FLAGG. 

Mr. WHITING introduced a bill (H. R. 3238) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Ellen M. Flagg; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SCHOONER WALTER B. CHESTER. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts (by Mr. STONE), introduced a bill (H. 
R. 3239) for the relief of the owners of the schooner Walter B. Chester; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

_ JOHN A. KNOWLES. 

Mr. RUSSELL introduced a bill (H. R. 3240) for the relief of John 
A. Knowles; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on.the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

LAURA A. TURNER. 

. Mr. LONG (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 3241) for the relief 
of Laura A. Turner; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

NAVAL HOSPITAL AT CHELSEA, MASS. 


Mr. MORSE introduced a bill (H. R. 3242) authorizing the sale of 
the naval hospital at Chelsea, Mass.; which was read a first and second 


388 CONGRESSIONAL 


time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 
C. P. SYKES AND J. CURREY. 

Mr. MORSE also introduced a bill (H. R. 3243) to confirm the title 
to certain lands in the Territory of Arizona to Charles P. Sykes and 
John Currey; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SARAH DENNY RIPLEY. j 

Mr. MORSE also introduced a bill (H. R. 3244) granting a pension 
to Sarah Denny Ripley; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT M. FLACK. 

Mr. HORR introduced a bill (H. R. 3245) for the relief of Robert M. 
Flack; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ORRIN CARPENTER. 

Mr. ELDREDGE introduced a bill (H. R. 3246) for the relief of Orrin 
Carpenter; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELECTION OF UNITED STATES SENATORS. 

Mr. ELDREDGE also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res, 105) to 
amend the Constitution so as to elect United States Senators by the vote 
of the people; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. ELSIE OSBORN. 

Mr. HATCH, of Michigan (by request), introduced a bill (H. R. 3247) 
granting a pension to Mrs, Elsie Osborn; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MRS. SARAH SPAULDING. 

Mr. HATCH, of Michigan (by request), also introduced a bill (H. R. 
3248) granting relief to Mrs. Sarah Spaulding; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, 

` and ordered to be printed. 
MEDICAL AND SURGICAL HISTORY OF THE REBELLION. 

Mr. MAYBURY introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 106) for print- 
ing 25,000 copies of each of parts 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, and 6 of the Medical 
and Surgical History of the Rebellion; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOSEPH COLLINS. 

Mr. MAYBURY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3249) to expunge from 
the records of the War Department an entry of desertion in the case of 
Joseph Collins; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

STEAM-BARGE TECUMSEH. 

Mr. CARLETON introduced a bill (H. R. 3250) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to issue an American register to the steam-barge 
Tecumseh; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

TRANSPORTATION OF FREIGHTS. 

Mr. WINANS, of Michigan, introduced a bill (H. R. 3251) to regu- 
late the transportation of freights by railways, to prevent an unjust dis- 
crimination therein, and to provide for a uniform rate; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to”be printed. 

MARTHA SEWELL. 

Mr. WINANS, of Michigan, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3252) 
granting a pension to Martha Sewell; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

REBECCA GOODRICH. 

Mr. WINANS, of Michigan, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3253) for 
the relief of Rebecca Goodrich; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. and ordered to be 
printed. 

2 TIMBER CULTURE. 

Mr. STRAIT introduced a bill (H. R. 3254) to amend an act entitled 
‘An act to amend an act entitled ‘ An act to encourage the growth of 
timber on the Western prairies,’ ’’ approved June 14, 1878; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ü SAMUEL A. LUNDBORG. 

Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 3255) granting a pension 
to Samuel A. Lundborg; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred tothe Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HARRIET W. SHACKLETT. 
(by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3256) for the 

. Shacklett; which was read a first and second time, 


Mr. STRAIT 
relief of Harriet 


referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
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CLAIMS. 


Mr. STRAIT (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3257) to au- 
thorize the Court of Claims to hear and determine the claims of certain 
persons named therein; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS SAINT CROIX RIVER, MINNESOTA. 

Mr. WASHBURN introduced a bill (H. R. 3258) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge across the Saint Croix River at the most ac- 
cessible point between Stillwater and Taylor’s Falls, Minn.; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. : 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 

Mr, WASHBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. 3259) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge across the Mississippi River at Saint Paul, in 
the State of Minnesota; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

PATRICK NASH, 

Mr. WASHBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. 3260) for the relief of 
Patrick Nash; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MARSH IN FARIBAULT COUNTY, MINNESOTA. 

Mr. WAKEFIELD introduced a bill (H. R. 3261) to authorize the 
draining of a marsh in the county of Faribault, State of Minnesota, 
and ting the reclaimed land to certain parties draining the same; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH DEVINE. 

Mr. WAKEFIELD introduced a bill (H. R. 3262) for the relief of 
Joseph Devine; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

$ FERRY ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER. 3 

Mr. WAKEFIFLD (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3263 
to authorize Frank W. Hunt to erect and maintain a ferry across the 
Missouri River at the military reservation of Fort Buford, Dak.; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MINING ON FORT BUFORD RESERVATION. 
Mr. WAKEFIELD (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3264) to 
authorize Frank W. Hunt to mine and sell coal upon the military res- 


ervation of Fort Buford, Dak.; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to, the Committeeon Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
RAILROAD TRANSPORTATION. 

Mr. BARKSDALE introduced a bill (H. R. 3265) to regulate com- 
merce by railroads among the several States; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN W. MARTIN. 

Mr. BARKSDALE also introduced a bill (H. R. 3266) for the com- 
pensation of John W. Martin for services as postmaster at Brookhaven, 
Miss., by authority of the military commandant, from July, 1865, to 
July, 1866; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY COLLINS. 

Mr. BARKSDALE also introduced a bill (H. R. 3267) ting a 
pension to Henry Collins; which was read a first and ASA time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

NATCHEZ NATIONAL CEMETERY. 

Mr. VAN EATON introduced a bill (H. R. 3268) to construct a road 
to the national cemetery at Natchez, Miss.; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

DEPUTY COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, PEARLINGTON, MISS. 

Mr. VAN EATON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3269) to authorize 
the Secretary of the Treasury to appoint a deputy collector of customs 
at Pearlington, in the State of Mississippi; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE, PEARL RIVER, MISSISSIPPI. 

Mr. VAN EATON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3270) making an ap- 
propriation to erect a light-house near the mouth of the Pearl River; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

W. J. POITEVENT. 

Mr. VAN EATON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3271) for the relief 
of W. J. Poitevent; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

NORAH WALSH. 
Mr. VAN EATON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3272) for the relief 
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of Norah Walsh; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
MAIL TRANSPORTATION ON RATLROADS. 

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (H. R. 3273) to regulate the compen- 
sation of railroads for transportation of the mails on railroad routes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL MILITARY CEMETERY, SPRINGFIELD, MO. 

Mr. FYAN introduced a bill (H. R. 3274) making appropriation to 
construct a road from the city df Springfield, Mo., to the national 
military cemetery; which was read a first and second time, referred to 

the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
t DONATION TO SAINT LOUIS, MO. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. 3275) to do- 
nate Creve Cœur Lakes to the city of Saint Louis and the county of 
Saint Louis, in the State of Missouri, as a pleasure-resort for the work- 
ing classes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

l AMENDMENT OF RULES. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, also submitted the following proposition 

to amend the rules; which was referred to the Committee on the Rules: 


Amend Rule XT, section 21, so as to read: 

“To improve the Mississi pi River and its tributaries, to the Committee on 
EA DAO VE KORMO e Mississippi River; and the Committee on Levees 
and Improvements of the Mississippi River shall have the same privilege in re- 

rting bills making appropriations for the improvement of the Mississippi 

ver and its tributaries and its levees as is accorded to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations in reporting general appropriation bills.” 
SAMUEL CANES. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (H. R. 3276) for the relief of Sam- 
uel Canes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


POSTAGE ON NEWSPAPERS. 

Mr. MORGAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 3277) to abolish the 

e on newspapers; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Cammittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

REFUND OF INTERNAL-REVENUE TAX. 

Mr. MORGAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 3278) to refund internal- 
revenue tax illegally collected; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JURISDICTION OF CIRCUIT COURTS. 

Mr. GRAVES introduced a bill (H. R. 3279) to determine the juris- 
diction of the cireuit courts of the United States; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Jndiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

CIRCUIT’ COURTS IN MISSOURI. 

Mr. GRAVES also introduced a bill (H. R. 3280) to change the times 
for holding the regular terms of the circuit court of the United States 
in the eastern division of the western district of Missouri; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. ; 

JURISDICTION OF COURT OF CLAIMS. 

Mr. GRAVES also introduced a bill (H. R. 3281) to extend the juris- 
diction of the Court of Claims; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

DAVID WALDO. 

Mr. GRAVES (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3282) for 
the relief of David Waldo; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


DAVID WALDO & CO. 

Mr. GRAVES (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3283) for the 
relief of David Waldo & Co.; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN A. 8. TUTT. 

Mr. GRAVES also introduced a bill (H. R. 3284) for the relief of 
John A. S. Tutt; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

W. T. H. FORMAN. 

Mr. GRAVES (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3285) for 
the relief of W. T. H. Forman; which was read a first and second time; 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

2 SIMON SCHABLE. 

Mr. GRAVES (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3286) for 
the relief of Simon Schable; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANCES A. ROBESON. 
Mr. GRAVES (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R.. 3287) for 
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the relief of Frances A. Robeson; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
RELINQUISHMENT OF AN ISLAND. 

Mr. CLARDY introduced a bill (H. R. 3288) relinquishing the right 
of the United States to an island therein named; which was read first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MINERVA T. THOMPSON. 

Mr. CLARDY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3289) granting a pension 
to Minerva T. Thompson; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL A, LOWE. 

Mr. CLARDY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3290) for the relief of 
Samuel A. Lowe; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

; ARREARS OF PENSION. 

Mr. CLARDY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3291) to provide for the 
payment of arrears of pensions to the widows and minor heirs of per- 
sons who died in the United States service during the lete war of the 
rebellion, or who have since died from wounds or injuries received or 
contracted in such service; which was read a first and seeond time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH DIEHL. : 

Mr. COSGROVE introduced a bill (H. R. 3292) for the relief of 
Joseph Diehl, Moniteau County, Missouri; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JOHN G. EBERLE. e 

Mr. ALEXANDER introduced a bill (H. R. 3293) for the relief of 
John G. Eberle; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

EMMA A. PORCH. 

Mr. BLAND introduced a bill (H; R. 3294) granting a pension to 
Emma A. Porch; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MILLIE E. HAYS. 


Mr. BLAND also introduced a bill (H. R. 3295) for the relief of 
Millie E. Hay; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on «Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

RED CLOUD AND OTHER SIOUX INDIANS. 

Mr. BLAND (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3296) for the 
relief of Red Cloud and other Sioux Indians; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

REINHART BREINNEISS AND OTHERS, 

Mr. BLAND (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3297)-for the 
relief of Reinhart Breinneiss, John H. Moas, Henry W. Kolkmeyer, 
Frank Breinneiss, and Louis Tompkins; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PAY OF DISCHARGED OFFICERS AND SOLDIERS. 

Mr. BUCKNER (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 3298) amenda- 
tory of the act of March 3, 1865, providing for the pay of the di 
officers and soldiers of the Army of the United States; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

LOUIS COON. 

Mr. BUCKNER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3299) for 
the relief of Louis Coon; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGES ACROSS THE MISSOURI RIVER. 

Mr. BURNES introduced a bill (H. R. 3300) to authorize the Kan- 
sas City, Des Moines and Northwestern Railroad Company to build a 
bridge across the Missouri River at Quindaro, and across other rivers; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

Messages in writing from the President of the United States were 

received of Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 
ELIJAH MOSGROVE. 

Mr. BURNES also introduced a bill (H. R. 3301) granting a pension 
to Elijah Mosgrove; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT MYERS. 

Mr. BURNES also introduced a bill (H. R. 3302) for the relief of 
Robert Myers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

` SOLDIERS OF MEXICAN WAR. 
- Mr. BURNES also presented joint resolution of the senate and house 
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of representatives of the State of Missouri, instructing the Senators 
and requesting the Representatives of that State in the Congress of 
the United States to favor the passage of an act granting pensions to 
the surviving soldiers of the Mexican war; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


PRESERVATION OF YELLOWSTONE NATIONAL PARK. 


Mr. BURNES also_presented joint resolution of the senateand house 
of representatives of the State of Missouri, instructing the Senators 
and requesting the Representatives of that State in the Congress of 
the United States to support a law protecting the natural curiosities, 
timber, lakes, rivers, animals, birds, and fish of the Yellowstone Na- 
tional Park, and also thanking Senator Vest for his efforts in that be- 
half; which was referred to the Committee on the Publie Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SALT ON FREE-LIST. 

Mr. BURNES also presented joint resolution of the senate and house 
of representatives of the State of Missouri, instructing the Senators and 
requesting the Representatives of that Statein the Congress of the United 
States to support a bill placing all kinds of salt imported into this coun- 
try on the free list; which was referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 

NICHOLAS HIBNER. 


Mr. DOCKERY (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 3303) for the 
relief of Nicholas Hibner; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JACOB MARTIN. 


Mr. DOCKERY (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3304) for | 8% 


the relief of Jacob Martin; which was read a first and second time, re- 
rerred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
REPEAL OF POSTAGE ON NEWSPAPERS, ETC. 

Mr. DOCKERY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3305) repealing all acts 
or parts of acts which require the payment of postage on newspapers 
and periodicals published in the United States; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

SYLVESTER MARSH. 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, introduced a bill (H. R. 3306) for the 
relief of Sylvester Marsh; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Conrmittee on Patents, and ordered to bg printed. 

MRS. HARRIET P. DAME. 


Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3307) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Harriet P. Dame; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. ; 

CHARLOTTE DAY, 

Mr. FIEDLER introduced a bill (H. R. 3308) for the relief of Char- 
lotte Day; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

: WILLIAM H, JONES. 

Mr. FERRELL introduced a bill (H. R. 3309) for the relief of Will- 
iam H. Jones; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY M. MUNION. 

Mr. FERRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 3310) for the relief of 
Henry M. Munion; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SARAH SMUTE, 

Mr. FERRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 3311) for the relief of 
Sarah Smute; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

AMY STANTON. : 

Mr. FERRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 3312) for the relief of 
Amy Stanton; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

. FOREIGN LABOR UNDER CONTRACT SYSTEM. 

Mr.. FERRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 3313) to protect Anier- 
ican workmen from the effects of importation of foreign labor under 
the contract labor system, and for other purposes; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Labor, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JOHN JORDAN. 


Mr. PHELPS introduced a bill (H. R. 3314) for the relief of John | 


Jordan; which was read a first and second time. 
pease SPEAKER. This bill should properly go to the Committee on 
ims. 

Mr. PHELPS. I move that the bill be referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The bill was accordingly referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 
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PUBLIC BUILDING, PATERSON, N. J. 


Mr. PHELPS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3315) for the erection of a 
public building at Paterson, N. J.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 3 

CALEB ABER. 


Mr. HOWEY introduced a bill (H. R. 3316) granting a pension to 
Caleb Aber; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Cominittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


PLEURO-PNEUMONIA IN CATTLE. 


Mr. HEWITT, of New York, submitted joint resolutions of the Legis- 
lature of the State of New York; which were referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Mr. HEWITT. I ask that the resolution be read and printed inthe 
RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. It will be read and appear in the RECORD. 

The resolution is as follows: 

STATE or New YORK, IN ASsEMBL’ 
deena: January 8 issi. 

Whereas the subject of the existence in the United States of the contagious 
disease of cattle known as the lung paros or contagious Pao poeman 

and the necessity and practicability of its be: suppressed, has during sey 
recent sessions of Congress been presented for the consideration of Houses 
without any effective action being taken, although earnest a; haye been 
i es, by eeik 


made, not only by individual members but by ve 
ural associations, and by representatives of the dairy and grazing interests 
me of the States; and : 

ereas it has been SOATI OWA by the report of the eommissioners 
and of 

extirpate e has brought 

great calamity in some countries, while in others, in which p; and timely 
measures have been taken, it has been wholly driven out cod hep out, and 


that, under the circumstances existing, the work can be e aceompl: 
in the United States only by means of an organization unlimited by State lines 
‘or 


importance : ‘ore, 

ved (if the senate concur), That the Senators of this State in Congress be 
requested and the Representatives of this State be requested to use their best 
efforts to secure the enactment of a law to carry into effect the recommenda- 


tions made by the Treasury Cattle Commission in its report transmitted to Con- 


gress in February, 1882, for the extinction of the lung plague, and to provide 
means therefor, or to secure such other legislation as may speedily and effect- 
ually accomplish the result. 


TAX ON VINEGAR FACTORIES, 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York (by request), also introduced a bill (H. 
R. 3317) to repeal an act entitled “‘An act relative to vinegar factories 
established and operated prior to March 1, 1879,” approved June 14, 
1879; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

J. B. CORNELL. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York (by request), also introduced a bill (H. 
R. 3318) for the relief of J. B. Cornell; which was a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. ¥ ; 

ADMINISTRATRIX OF JOSEPH WHEATON. 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE introduced a bill (H. R. 3319) for the relief of 
the administratrix of Joseph Wheaton, deceased; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. y 

EARNINGS OF UNITED STATES MARSHALS AND OTHERS. 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE also submitted the following resolution of in- 
quiry; which was read and referred to the Committee on Expenditures 
in the Department of Justice: 

Resolved, a 
n eet T a gg 
fice showing the gross earnings per annum of each United States hal, at- 
torney, and clerk, the expenses of his office, and the net earnings Which have 


been paid to him each year from the beginning of the fiscal year 1878 to the close 
of the fiscal year 1883, = 7 4 ate 


HAMMOND POST, GRAND ARMY OF THE REPUBLIC. 

Mr. BEACH introduced a bill (H. R. 3320) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to deliver to Hammond Post, No. 343, Grand Army of the Re- 
publie, Department of New York, four condemned cannon and four 
cannon-balls: which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MICHAEL SHIELDS. 

Mr. BEACH also introdueed a bill (H. R. 3321) granting a pension to 
Michael Shields; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CONDEMNED CANNON, ETC., FOR MONUMENTAL PURPOSES. 
Mr. BEACH also introduced a bill (H. R. 3322) to empower the Sec- 


retary of War to deliver condemned cannon and cannon-balls for mon- 
umental p ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 


the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
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EDWARD B. LANSING. 


Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 3323) for the 
relief of Edward B. Lansing; which was read a first and second time, 
SEE to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
prin 

REPEAL OF TAX ON LEGACIES AND SUCCESSIONS. 3 

Mr. COX, of New York, introduced a bill P LRA) to repeal the 
tax on legacies and successions; which was reada first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CLAIM OF NEW YORK, WAR OF 1812. 

Mr. COX, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3325) for the 
relief of the State of New York and to pay off certain certificates is- 
sued by that State to the soldiers of the war of 1812; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

EX-CONFEDERATES IN UNITED STATES ARMY. 

Mr. COX, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 3326) to repeal sec- 
tion 1218 of the Revised Statutes of the United States as to the service 
of ex-confederates in the Army of the United States; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

STATUARY, ETC., FOR SARATOGA MONUMENT. 


Mr. WEMPLE introduced a bill (H. R. 3327) to provide statuary 
and historical tablets for the Saratoga monument; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Library, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SOLDIERS’ MONUMENT, SCHENECTADY, N 

Mr. WEMPLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 3328) Se the 
Secretary of War to deliver to the city of Schenectady, Schenectady 
County, New York, four condemned cannon and four cannon-balls for 
decoration of the soldiers’ monument; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

WILLIAM J. RIGGS. 

Mr. WEMPLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 3329) for the relief of 
William J. ; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. STARIN. 

Mr. WEMPLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 3330) for the relief of 
William H. Starin; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ANN M’CARNEY. 


Mr. WEMPLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 3331) for the relief of | 


Ann MeCarney; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
GEORGE S. RIGGS. 

Mr. WEMPLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 3332) granting a pen- 
sion to George S. Riggs; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANCES M’NEIL POTTER. 
Mr. SLOCUM introduced a bill (H. R. 3333) for the relief of Frances 


McNeil Potter; which was read a first and second time, referred to the | pensi 


Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ESTATE OF F. Z. TUCKER. 

Mr. SLOCUM also introduced a bill (H. R. 3334) for the relief of 
the estate of F. Z. Tucker; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SECTION 1754, REVISED STATUTES. : 
Mr. SLOCUM also introduced a bill (H. R. 3335) to amend — 
1754 of the Revised Statutes, relative to the employment of 
from the military or naval service; which was rea a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 
SHERMAN C. PERRY. 

Mr. PARKER introduced a bill (H. R. 3336) for the relief of Sher- 
man C. Perry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. - 

STEAMSHIP KENT. 

Mr. PARKER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3337) authorizing the 
inspection of the boiler of the steamship, Kent; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on ‘Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

NICHOLAS BUSH. 

Mr. PARKER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3338) for the relief of 
Nicholas Bush; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ERASTUS C. WEAVER. 
Mr. RAY, of New York (by request), introduced a bill (H. R. 3339) 


granting an increase of pension to Erastus C. Weaver; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES M. PIKE. 


Mr. JOHNSON introduced a bill (H. R. 3340) granting a pension to 
James M. Pike; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SARAH L. BRAGG. 


Mr. GREENLEAF introduced a bill (H. R. 3341) for the relief of 
Sarah L. Bragg, late matron of linen department, Fairfax Seminary Hos- 
pital, Virginia, in the late war; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JARED CHADDOCK. ® 

Mr. PAYNE introduced a bill (H. R. 3342) granting a pension to 
Jared Chaddock; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ERECTION OF PUBLIC BUILDING.) x 

Mr. PAYNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 3343) for the erection of a 
public building in the city of Auburn, N. Y.; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Sree and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

TRUSSES FOR DISABLED SOLDIERS. 

Mr. BAGLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 3344) toamend an act entitled 
“An act to provide for furnishing trusses to disabledsoldiers;’’ which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee.on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY NEWMAN. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina, introduced a bill (H. R. 3345) to. re- 
move the political disabilities of Henry Newman; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on ‘the J udiciary, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

UNITED STATES JURORS. 


Mr. BENNETT introduced a bill (H. R. 3346) to amend section 819 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and regulate the stand- 
ing of jurors to the foot of the panel; which was read afirst and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Revision of the Laws, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

JAMES MAHONEY. 

Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (H. R. 3347) for the relief of James 
Mahoney, a loyal citizen of North Carolina; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

SARAH A. HOOPER. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 3348) granting arrears of 
pension to Sarah A. Hooper; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, arid ordered to be printed. 

Z. F. RUSH. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 3349) for the relief of Z. 
F. Rush, of North Carolina; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL LUCUS. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 3350) granting arrears of 
ion to Daniel Lucus; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HARVEY P. BUCKNER. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 3351) to restore the name 
of Harvey P. Buckner to the pension-roll; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

WARREN SAMS. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 3352) to restore the name 
of Warren Sams to the pension-roll; which was read a first and second 
time, reférred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FIRST SCHOOL DISTRICT, BURKE COUNTY, NORTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 107) for the 
relief of the committee of the first common-school district (colored) for 
Burke County, North Carolina; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Education, and ordered to be printed. 

* MRS. DORA JOHNSON.. 

Mr. O’HARA introduced a bill (H. R. 3353) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Dora Johnson; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT WINSTON, N. 

Mr. YORK introduced a bill (H. R. 3354) to ea $10,000 to 
juild a post-office in the town of Winston, N. C.; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

» MARY MULHOLLAND. 
Mr. FOLLETT introduced a bill (H. R. 3355) for the relief of Mary 
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Mulholland; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
RETIREMENT OF THE TRADE-DOLLAR. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. 3356) to provide 
for the retirement of the trade-dollar; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SILAS H. BUCKLEY. 

Mr. CONVERSE introduced a bill (H. R. 3357) granting a pension to 
Silas H. Buckley; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

NANCY A. WEST. 

Mr. MCCORMICK introduced a bill (H. R. 3358) granting a pension 
to Nancy A. West; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

e THOMAS J. BRADNEY. 

Mr. McCORMICK also introduced a bill (H. R. 3359) granting a pen- 
sion to Thomas J. Bradney; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

NATHANIEL WELTY. 

Mr. McCORMICK also introduced a bill (H. R. 3360) rerating the 
pension of Nathaniel Welty; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN W. DAVIS. 

Mr. HILL introduced a bill (H. R. 3361) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to remove from the record the charge of desertion against Pri- 
vate John W. Davis; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM WILSON. 

Mr. HILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 3362) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to remove the charge of desertion from William Wilson; 
which was read 4 first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CONDEMNED ORDNANCE. 

Mr. HILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 3363) granting condemned 
ordnance to I. Donafin Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Hicksville, 
Ohio; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 3364) granting condemned 
ordnance to Losiere Post No. 35, Wauseon, Ohio; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MANUEL TIBBS. 

Mr. HILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 3365) granting a pension to 
Manuel Tibbs; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

Cc. -H. EDDY. 

Mr. HURD introduced a bill (H. R. 3366) for the relief of C. H. 
Eddy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES E. HAWKES. 

Mr. HURD also introduced a bill (H. R. 3367) forthe relief of Charles 
E. Hawkes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. . 

SAMUEL A, RANK. 

Mr. GEDDES introduced a bill (H. R. 3368) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of Samuel A. Rank; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 

DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON. 

Mr. GEDDES also introduced a bill (H. R. 3369) to donate con- 
demned cannon to Given Post, No. 133, Grand Army of the Republic, at 
Wooster, Ohio, for monumental ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A. SCHUYLER SUTTON. 

Mr. GEDDES also introduced a bill (H. R. 3370) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act granting a pension to A. Schuyler Sutton,” approved 
June 4, 1872; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

7 MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had chosen Hon. GEORGE F. EDMUNDS, a Senator from 
the State of Vermont, President pro tempore of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had without 
amendment the bill (H. R. 686) to fix the time for holding the districf 
court in the district of Maine at Bangor. : 

The message further announcéd that the Senate had passed a bill of 


the following title; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: , 


A bill (S. 1038) making an appropriation for continuing the improve- 
ment of the Mississippi River. 


INTOXICATING LIQUORS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR introduced a bill (H. R. 3371) prohibit- 
ing in the District of Columbia the sale of intoxicating liquors within 
two squares of any public school building, or Government building in 
which persons are employed in the service of the Government; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL BANKS. 


Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 3372) to 
authorize national banks in cities, towns, and villages whose popula- 
tion is less than 20,000 inhabitants to make loans to the extent of 
one-half of their capital and surplus upon mortgage of real estate, and 
providing that national banks whose capital does not exceed $150,000 — 
shall be entitled to receive circulating notes equal in amount to 90 per 
cent. of the market value of the bonds deposited as security therefor 
and not less in amount than the par value thereof; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency, and ordered to be printed. 

APPOINTMENTS IN MEDICAL DEPARTMENT, UNITED STATES ARMY. 

Mr. JORDAN introduced a bill (H. R. 3373) to authorize the ap- 
pointment of certain officers in the Medical Department of the United 
States Army; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY F. SCHRADER. 

Mr. JORDAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 3374) for the relief of 
Henry F. Schrader; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

MINNIE HARMON. 

Mr. JORDAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 3375) granting a pension 
to Minnie Harmon; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SARAH A. HICKS, 

Mr. JORDAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 3376) granting a pension 
to Sarah A. Hicks; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FREDERICK DEMMING. 

Mr. JORDAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 3377) for the relief of 

Frederick Demming; which was read a first and second time, referred 


‘to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE KIEL. 

Mr. JORDAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 3378) for the relief of 
George Kiel; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims. and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN H. JONES., AND THOMAS D. HARRIS. 

Mr. McKINLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 3379) for the relief of John 
H. Jones and Thomas D. Harris; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JAMES PATTERSON. 

Mr. McKINLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3380) for the relief of 
James Patterson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

LEWIS D. CHANCE. 

Mr. MOREY introduced a bill (H. R. 3381) to rerate the pension of 
Lewis D. Chance; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ALBERT BRANT. 

Mr. MOREY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3382) granting a pension to 
Albert Brant; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

BOUNTIES FOR MILITARY SERVICE, ETC. 

Mr. MOREY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3383) to secure to certain 
meritorious soldiers of the late war an honorable discharge from the 
service and to provide for the payment of the salary and bounty due to 
such soldiers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

EQUALIZATION OF BOUNTIES. 

Mr. MOREY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3384) to equalize the 
bounties of soldiers, sailors, and marines of the late war for the Union; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Select Commit- 
tee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JANE BLACKMER. 

Mr. MOREY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3385) granting a pension 
to Jane Blackmer; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SARAH FRY TAYLOR. 

Mr. MOREY also introduced a bill {H. R. 3386) granting a pension 
to Sarah Fry Taylor; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
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LOYAL LEGION BADGES, ETC 


Mr, MOREY also introduced joint resolution (H. Res. 108) granting 
ion to officers and soldiers members of the military order of the 
Loyal Legion of the United States and of the Grand Army of the Re- 
public to wear the badges adopted by those orders; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 
MRS. LYDIA ANN KIRBY. 

Mr. MURRAY introduced a bill (H. R. 3387) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Lydia Ann Kirby; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN M’GRAW. 

Mr. MURRAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3388) granting a pen- 
sion to John McGraw; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT QUINN. 

Mr. MURRAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3389) granting a pen- 
sion to Robert Quinn; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY B. SPOONER. 

Mr. MURRAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3390) granting a pen- 
sion to Henry B. Spooner; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

INDIAN DEPREDATIONS. 

Mr. GEORGE submitted the following resolution; which wasreferred 

to the Committee on Indian Affairs: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be hereby directed to furnish this 
House with a list of all claims allowed in his Department for depredationscom- 
mitted by tribes of Indians who now have annuities or treaty or other funds 
due to them from the United States, with a statement of all the names and ad- 
dresses of the claimants and amounts allowed. 


EDSON HYDE. 

Mr. ELLIOTT Faoina abill (H. R. 3391) granting a pension to 
Edson Hyde; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY LEWIS. 

Mr. ELLIOTT also introduced a bill (H. R. 3392) granting a pension 
to Mary Lewis; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

V. B. HOLLIDAY. 

Mr. ELLIOTT also introduced a bill (H. R. 3393) for the relief of 
V. B. Holliday; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANCIS J. CONLAN. 

Mr. CONNOLLY (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 3394) for the 
relief of Francis J. Conlan; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Afairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN MANNING. l 

Mr. POST, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. 3395) granting 
a pension to "John Manning; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

; J.-M. COOK, DECEASED. 

Mr. EVANS, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. 3396) grant- 
ing a pension to Martha J. Cook and Edgar J. Cook; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MARY T. BURROWS. 

Mr. EVANS, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3397) for 
the relief of Mary T. Burrows; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN WRIGHT. 

Mr. EVANS, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3398) for 
the relief of John Wright; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

NAVAL ADVISORY BOARD. 

Mr. HARMER introduced a bill (H. R. 3399) to organize the chiefs 
of bureaus of the Navy Department into a naval advisory board; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY EEEN, 


Mr. BINGHAM introduced a bill (H. R. 3400) granting arrears of 
pension to Mary McNamara; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to he 
printed. 

DAVID L. M’DERMOTT. 

Mr. DUNCAN introduced a bill (H. R. 3401) granting a pension to 
David L. McDermott; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
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AMOS C. WERTZ. 

Mr. DUNCAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 3402) granting a pen- 
sion to Amos C. Wertz; which was read a first and paced ge time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JACOB J. MORNINGSTAR. 


Mr. DUNCAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 3403) for the relief of 
Jacob J. Morningstar; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES MITCHELL. 

Mr. DUNCAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 3404) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James Mitchell; which was read a first and second 
time, gee to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ROBERT M. CHEW. 

Mr. LAWRENCE introduced a bill (H. R. 3405) for the relief of 
Robert M. Chew; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN MONTGOMERY AND THOMAS E. WILLIAMS. 

Mr. PATTON introduced a bill (H. R. 3406) for the relief of John 
Montgomery and Thomas E. Williams; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ALEXANDER GOBLE. 

Mr. PATTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3407) for the relief of 
Alexander Goble; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ASSISTANT ENGINEER HOWARD D. POTTS. 


Mr. BARR introduced a bill (H. R. 3408) for the relief of Assistant 
Engineer Howard D. Potts, United States Navy; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, ALLENTOWN, PA. 


Mr. MUTCHLER introduced a bill (H. R. 3409) to authorize the pur- 
chase of a site and erection of a suitable building for a post-office and 
other Government offices at the city of Allentown, Pa.; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

. JOHN ELLENBERGER. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. 3410) 
granting a pension to John Ellenberger; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and grdered 
to be printed. 

CLAIM OF SCHUYLKILL COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA. 

Mr. BRUMM introduced a bill (H. R. 3411) to authorize the proper 
accounting officers of the Treasury to audit and pay the claim of the 
county of Schuylkill, in the State of Pennsylvania, for money advanced 
by it under allotments made by soldiers from said county during the 
late rebellion, by virtue of section 12 of the act of Congress entitled 
“An act to authorize the employment of volunteers to aid in enforcing 
the laws and protecting public property,” approved July 22, 1861; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

AUDLEY W. GAZZAM. 

orn CURTIN introduced a bill (H. R. 3412) grantinga pension to Aud- 
ley W. Gazzam; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. HUNT. 

Mr. CURTIN also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 109) grant- 
ing permission to William H. Hunt to accept a medal presented to him 
by the Emperor of Russia; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

S. DILLINGER & SONS. í 

Mr. BOYLE introduced a bill (H. R. 3413) for the relief of 8. Dil- 
linger & Sons; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

DEPOSITORIES FOR AND DISTRIBUTION OF PUBLIC DOCUMENTS. 

Mr. CHACE (by request) introduced a bili (H. R. 3414) to establish 
depositories and provide for the distribution of public documents; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to tHe Committee on Print- 
ing, and ordered to be printed. 

CUSTOM-HOUSE, CHARLESTON, 8. C. 


Mr. DIBBLE introduced a bill (H. R. 3415) to provide for rebuild- 
ing the custom-house wharves at Charleston, S. C.; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. LUCY H. HASELL. 


Mr. DIBBLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 3416) for the relief of Mrs. 
Lucy H. Hasell; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
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CRIMINAL PROCEDURE. 

Mr. MACKEY introduced a bill (H. R. 3417) to simplify the criminal 
procedure in United States courts; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PERJURY. 

Mr, MACKEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3418) to amend section 
5392 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to the crime 
of perjury; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com-. 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

‘ SECTION %43 OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. MACKEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3419) to amend section 
843 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

B. 8. JAMES. ; 

Mr. TILLMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 3420) for the relief of B. 8. 
James, of South Carolina; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

NAVIGATION OF MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 

Mr. YOUNG introduced a bill (H. R. 3421) to make the Lake Borgne 
outlet, to improve the low-water navigation of the Mississippi River 
from New Orleans, La., to Cairo, Ill., and incidentally to reclaim and 
protect the valley lands of the Mississippi River and tributaries from 
overflow without levees; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be 
printed. 

COMMISSIONERS OF ALABAMA CLAIMS. 

Mr. YOUNG also introduced a bill (H. R. 3422) to extend the dura- 
tion of the Court of Conimissioners of Alabama Claims, and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES R. HOWARD. 

-Mr. YOUNG also introduced a bill (H. R. 3423) for the relief of 
James R. Howard; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. ý 

SAMUEL B. SEAT. 

Mr. CALDWELL introduced a bill (H. R. 3424) for the relief of Sam- 
uel B. Seat, administrator of Christian Krapp, deceased; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 


PRACTICE-SHIPS CONSTELLATION AND DALE. 


Mr. BALLENTINE submitted the following resolution; which was 
read, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs: 
apr ge That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, uested toin- 
form the House of Representatives as to the present condition bg ae practice- 
ships, the Constellation and the Dale, and particularly as to the safety of those 
vessels for cruising purposes, 


HENRY ERNI. 

Mr. DIBRELL introduced a bill (H. R. 3425) for the relief of Henry 
Erni; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee om Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES SCOTT AND OTHERS. ` 

Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 3426) for the relief o 
James Scott and others; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DUTY ON AXES, PLOWS, ETC. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, introduced a bill (H. R. 3427) to admit 
axes, trace-chains, plows, and hoes, free of duty; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 

FRANCIS M. KIRBY. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3428) for 
the relief of Francis M. Kirby; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT P. CHAMBERS. : 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee (by request), also introduced a bill (H. 
R. 3429) for the reliefof Robert P. Chambers; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

DUTY. ON BIBLES, ETC. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3430) to 
admit Bibles and hymn-books free of duty; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

OSCAR M. BROWN, 

Mr. LANHAM introduced a bill (H. R. 3431) for the relief of Oscar 
M. Brown; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


H. W. BRANCH. 

Mr. MILLER, of Texas, introduced a bill (H, R. 3432) to authorize 
payment for certain mail service rendered by H. W. Branch; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

REDEMPTION OF NATIONAL BANK CIRCULATION, 

Mr. MILLER, of Texas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3433) to pro- 
vide for the redemption of the circulation of national banks, and for 
other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

FORT WORTH AND DENVER CITY RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON introduced a bill (H. R. 3434) to t the 
right of way to the Fort Worth and Denver City Railway Company 
through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; which was read 
a first and second time, referred tq the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

INDIAN DELEGATE IN CONGRESS. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3435) to author- 
ize the appointment of a Delegate to the House of Representatives 
the council of the Indian tribes resident in the Indian Territory; whic 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

DISTRIBUTION OF INDIAN PROPERTY. > 

Mr. THROCKMORTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3436) to provide ' 
for a revision of distribution of the “‘invested and other common prop- 
erty” of the confederate Peoria, Kaskaskia, Wea, and Piankeshaw In- 
dians, made under the treaty of 1867 with the United States, and for the 
payment of those Indians who became citizens of the United States under 
said treaty, the survivors of them, their heirs or legal representatives, of 
their proportionate share of the ‘‘invested and other common 2? 
of the tribe still held in trust for them by the United States; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indians Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JEROME M’ALLISTER. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3437) for the 
relief of Jerome McAllister; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

W. A. WESTOVER. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3438) for the 
relief of W. A. Westover; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Z. W. RAINS. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3439) for the 
relief of Z. W. Rains; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A S. N. Woop. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3440) for the 
relief of S. N. Wood; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT SAN ANTONIO, TEX. 

Mr, HANCOCK (by Mr. THROCKMORTON) introduced a bill (H. R. 
3441) for the erection ofa public building at San Antonio, Tex. ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. í 

PENSIONS FOR MEXICAN AND INDIAN WARS. 

Mr. HANCOCK (by Mr. THROCKMORTON) also introduced a bill (H. 
R. 3442) granting pensions to soldiers and sailors of the Mexican, Flor- ` 
ida, and Black Hawk wars; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CLAIMS. : 

Mr. MILLS introduced a bill (H. R. 3443) for the relief of certain 
persons therein named; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MISSISSIPPI LAND TITLES. 

Mr. WELLBORN introduced a bill (H. R. 3444) to quiet land titles 
-in the State of Mississippi; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 
J. MELLIFONT AND ELLEN RIORDON. 

Mr. REAGAN introduced a bill (H. R. 3445) for the relief of John 
Mellifont and Ellen Riordon; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LEWIS B. COOK. 


Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, introduced a bill (H. R. 3446) to restore 
tothe pension-roll the name of Lewis B. Cook; which was read a firstand . 


second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 
LICENSES IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr. BARBOUR introduced a bill (H. R. 3447) to regulate licenses, 
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&c., in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia and ordered to be printed. 


POLICE REGULATIONS IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. BARBOUR also introduced a bill (H. R. 3448) relating to police 
regulations in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

ANNA M. FITZHUGH. 

Mr. BARBOUR also introduced a bill (H. R. 3449) for the relief of 
the heirs and legal representatives of Anna M. Fitzhugh, deceased; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commiétee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. - 


MRS. A. FANT. 


Mr. BARBOUR also introduced a bill (H. R. 3450) for the relief of 
Mrs. A. Fant; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A. BURGESS, J. HALL, AND W. T. ROUNDTREE. 

Mr. BARBOUR (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3451) for 
the relief of Andrew Bu John Hall, and William T. Roundtree, 
of the District of Columbia; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


BENWOOD HUNTER. 
Mr. BARBOUR (by request) ‘also introduced a bill (H. R. 3452) for 
the relief of Benwood Hunter; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


EMERY ASSESSMENTS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. BARBOUR (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3453) to re- 
fund certain assessments made by M. G. Emery while mayor of Wash- 
ington city, and for other purposés; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

COURTS IN WESTERN JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF VIRGINIA. 

Mr. BOWEN (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 3454) to amend 
section 572 of the Revised Statutes so as to provide for the holding of 
the regular terms of the district courts for the western district of Vir- 
ginia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


COMPENSATION OF BOILER INSPECTORS, ETC, 

Mr. BOWEN (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3455) amend- 
ing section 4414 of the Revised Statutes fixing the compensation of in- 
spectors of hulls and boilers in the several districts of the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


JONATHAN B. DAVIS. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, introduced a bill (H. R. 3456) grant- 
ing a pension to Jonathan B. Davis; which was read a first and second 
Laster ee to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. f 5 

WILDEY LODGE OF ODD FELLOWS. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3457) 
for the relief of the trustees of Wildey Lodge, No. 27, of the Independ- 
ent Order of Odd Fellows, at Charlestown, W. Va.; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. : 

JOHN LYON. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3458) 
to relieve John Lyon from the charge of desertion; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ALCOHOLIC LIQUOR TRAFFIC. 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 110) in relation 
to the alcoholic liquor traffic under the laws of the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Select Commit- 
tee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY T. WOODY. 

Mr. SNYDER introduced a bill (H. R. 3459) for the relief of Henry 
T. Woody; which was read a first and second time, referted to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

$ JOHN COOK. 

Mr. SNYDER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3460) for the relief of 
John Cook; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ISAAC BLOSS. 

Mr. GOFF introduced a bill (H. R. 3461) for the relief of Isaac 
Bloss; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
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WEST VIRGINIA TROOPS. 

Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 3462) for the relief of West 
Virginia troops acting under authority of the governor-of the State; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Select Commit- 
tee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and ordered 
to be printed. ; 

MARY CUNNINGHAM. 

Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 3463) for the relief of Mary 
Cunningham; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WEST VIRGINIA STATE TROOPS. 

Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R.-3464) for the relief of West 
Virginia State troops acting under authority of the governor of the 
State; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Select 
Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and 
ordered to be printed. 

CRUISE OF UNITED STATES REVENUE-STEAMER CORWIN. 

Mr. DEUSTER submitted the following resolution; which was re- 

ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs: 


Whereas an elaborate report has been made to the Secretary of the Treasury 
by Capt. Calvin L. Cooper, of the United States Revenue Marine, on the cruise 
of the United States revenue-steamer Corwin in Behring Sea, of which the ap- 
pendix only has been published; and 

Whereas preparations for the relief of the Greely party are being made, and as 
itis of the utmost importance to obtain all the information relating tothe Arctic 
Seas: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby requested to report to 
this House the reasons why the main body of said report has not been pub- 
lished, submitted as it-was in 1882. 


SOPHIE F. KAMPF. ; 

Mr. DEUSTER also infroduced a bill (H. R. 3465) granting a pension 
to Sophie F. Kampf; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

AZZUR W. READER. 

Mr. DEUSTER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3466) granting a pen- 
sion to Azzur W. Reader; which was read a first and second e, Te- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

H. D. PRIOR, 

Mr. DEUSTER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3467) granting a pen- 
sion to H. D. Prior; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARGARET UNDERWOOD. 

Mr. DEUSTER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3468) granting a pension 
to t Underwood; which was-read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM SWEENY AND OTHERS. 

Mr. DEUSTER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3469) for the relief of 
William Sweeny and other employés of the Census Office, Department 
of the Interior; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


SALE OF TIMBER ON WISCONSIN INDIAN LANDS, E 

Mr. GUENTHER introduced a bill (H. R. 3470) to authorize the 
sale of timber on certain lands reserved for the use of the Menomonee 
tribe of Indians in the State of Wisconsin; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. . 

JOSEPH CONANT. 

Mr. GUENTHER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3471) for the relief 
of Joseph Conant; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WARREN CROAN. 

Mr. STEPHENSON introduced a bill (H. R. 3472) granting a pen- 
sion to Warren Croan; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SETH W. HOMESTEAD. 1 

Mr. STEPHENSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3473) for the relief 
of Seth W. Homestead; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS ANDRESS. 

Mr. STEPHENSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3474) for the relief 
of Thomas Andress; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FREDERICK WALES. 

Mr. STEPHENSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3475) for the relief 
of Frederick Wales; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FREDERICK WALES. 
Mr. STEPHENSON also introduced a bill (H. R, 3476) for the relief 


of Frederick Wales; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
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THOMAS JUDKINS. , 


Mr. STEPHENSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3477) for the relief 
of Thomas Judkins; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SYLVANUS BRIMHALL. 

Mr. STEPHENSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3478) granting a 
pension to Sylvanus Brimhall; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, ‘and ordered to be 


printed. 
FREDERICK WALES. 

Mr. STEPHENSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3479) granting a 
pension to Frederick Wales; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGET LEARY. 

Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin, introduced a bill (H. R. 3480) for the re- 
lief of Bridget Leary; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MARIA B. SCHUG, 

Mr. DEUSTER introduced a bill (H. R. 3481) for the relief of Maria 
B. Schug; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH H. WEATHERBE. 

Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin, introduced a bill (H. R. 3482) for the re- 
lief of Joseph H. Weatherbe: which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ALABAMA CLAIMS. 

Mr. RANKIN introduced a bill (H. R. 3483) amending an act re- 
establishing the Court of Commissioners of the Alabama Claims, and 
for the distribution of the unappropriated moneysof the Geneva award, 
approved June 5, 1882; which was read a first. and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

0. W. STREETER. 

Mr. OURY introduced a bill (H. R. 3484) to reimburse and compen- 
sate O. W. Streeter for moneys expended and services performed in tak- 
ing the census of Dakota in 1860; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. BRENTS introduced a bill (H. R. 3485) to fix the rate of pen- 
sions in certain cases; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Select Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back 
Pay, and ordered to be printed. 

COWLITZ RIVER. 

Mr. BRENTS also presented a memorial of the Legislative Assembly 
of Washington Territory for an appropriation to improve the Cowlitz 
River; which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and ordered to be printed. 

FREDERICK H. SPARLING. 

Mr. BRENTS also presented a memorial of the Legislative Assembly 
of Washington Territory for the reinstatement to the Naval Academy 
of Frederick H. Sparling as naval cadet from said Territory; which was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


CHEYENNE, BLACK HILLS AND MONTANA RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. POST, of Wyoming, introduced a bill (H. R, 3486) to authorize 
the Cheyenne, Black Hills and Montana Railroad Company to build 
its road across the Fort Russell and Fort Laramie military reserva- 
tions; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Mili Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The call of the States and Territories is now con- 
cluded, but, by unanimous consent, the Chair will recognize gentlemen 
who were absent when their States were called. 

THOMAS L. TERRY. 

Mr. BLANCHARD introduced a bill (H. R. 3487) for the relief of 
Thomas L. Terry; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. EREZIA GUNNEY. 
Mr. BLANCHARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 3488) for the relief 
of Mrs. Erézia Gunney; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed, 


NORTHWEST LAND DISTRICT OF LOUISIANA. 

Mr. BLANCHARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 3489) to protect 
certain purchasers of public lands in the northwest land district of 
Louisiana; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


T. ALONZO WALKER AND AUGUSTA C. TODD. 


Mr. BLANCHARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 3490) referring the 
claim of T. Alonzo*Walker and Augusta C. Todd for proceeds of cot- 
ton to the Court of Claims for adjudication; which was read a firstand 


second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 
NATIONAL CEMETERY, PINEVILLE, LA. 

Mr. BLANCHARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 3491) making an 
appropriation to construct a road and approaches from Pineville, La., to 
the national military cemetery near'that town; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS SAINT CROIX RIVER. 

Mr. BOUTELLE introduced a bill (H. R. 3492) for the construction 
of a bridge across the Saint Croix River: which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered 
to be pftinted. 

ANN HUNTER. A 

Mr. BOUTELLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 3493) granting a pen- 
sion to Ann Hunter; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ELIZABETH M. STONE. 
Mr. McMILLIN introduced a bill (H. R. 3494) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth M. Stone; which was read a first and second time, referred to- 
the Committee on Pensions, and orderéd to be printed. 


HEIRS OF HARPER P, HUNT. 

Mr. JEFFORDS introduced a bill (H. R. 3495) for the relief of the 
heirs of Harper P. Hunt, deceased; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. ; 

DEVISEES OF JOHN RUPPERT. 

Mr. JEFFORDS (by request) also introduced a bill (H, R. 3496) for 
the relief of the devisees of the late John Ruppert; which was read a 
first and second time referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, nd rdered to be printed. à 


DR. ROBERT CARTER. 
Mr. JEFFORDS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3497) for the relief of 
Dr, Robert Carter; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. ‘ 


W. JASPER BLACKBURN. 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (H. R. 3498) for the re- 
lief of W. Jasper Blackburn; which was read a first and second time, . 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


RECORDS OF WAR DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. 3499) to amend 
the records of the War Department; which was réad a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

TERREL HAMLIN. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3500) grant- 
ing a pension to Terrel Hamlin; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

G. W. FRALEY. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R, 3501) grant- 
ing a pension to G. W. Fraley; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CHARLES W. MINNIX. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3502) grant- 
ing a pension to Charles W. Minnix; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

J. R. H. CALDWELL. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3503) grant- 
ing a pension to J. R. H. Caldwell; which was read a first and second 
UR, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER, 

Mr. KING introduced a bill (H. R. 3504) to close the gaps in the 
levees of the Mississippi River for the improvement of the navigation 
and protection of the commerce of saidriver; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Levees and Improvements 
of the Mississippi River, and ordered to be printed. 

LANDS FOR LEVEE PURPOSES, 

Mr. KING also introduced a bill (H. R. 3505) providing for the ap- 
propriation of lands needed for levees and other works in the improve- 
ment of the Mississippi River; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Levees and Improvements of the Mis- 
sissippi River, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. j 
Mr. KING also introduced the following resolution, proposing an 
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«mendment to Rule XI; which was read, and referred to the Committee 
on Rules: 

Be it resolved by the House of Representatives, That Rule XI, paragraph 21, be 
amended so as to read: g 

To the levees and improvements of the Mississippi River: to the Committee 
on Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi River. 

JOHN H. KINKEAD AND OTHERS. 

Mr. CASSIDY introduced a bill (H. R. 3506) for the relief of John 
H. Kinkead and others; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN A. DARLING. 

Mr. REED introduced a bill (H. R. 3507) for the relief of John A. 
Darling; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM D. PORTER. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. 3508) for 
the relief of William D. Porter; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CIVIL-SERVICE REFORM. 

Mr. SHAW introduced a bill (H. R. 3509) te repeal an act to regu- 
late and improve the civil service of the United States approved January 
16, 1883; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Select 
Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM WALTERS. 

Mr. DUNHAM introduced a bill (H. R. 3510) granting a pension to 
William Walter; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

BAZIL H. BEAULIEU AND OTHERS. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (H. R. 3511) to refer the claim of Bazil 
H. Beaulieu and others to the Court of Claims for adjustment; which 
-was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

GILBERT HAYFORD. 

Mr. NELSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3512) to place Gilbert 
Hayford on the pension-roll; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM PFAENDER. 

Mr. WAKEFIELD introduced a bill (H. R. 3513) for the relief of 
William Pfaender; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WASHINGTON AND OHIO RAILROAD. 


Mr. BARBOUR introduced a bill (H. R. 3514) for the relief of the 
‘Washington and Ohio Railroad Company; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

WILLIAM W. SUTHARD. 

Mr. MAYO introduced a bill (H. R. 3515) for the relief of William 
W. Suthard; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY SWEENY. 

Mr. MURPHY (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 3516) for the 
relief of Mary Sweeny; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair asks unanimous consent to lay before 
the House at this time for reference certain executive communica- 
tions. 

There was no objection. 

OKLAHOMA DISTRICT, INDIAN TERRITORY. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States; which was read, referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senateand House of Representatives : 
I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, sub- 


mitting, with accompanying papers, an estimate i appropriation in the sum of 
e reaties prikt in freed their 


$25,000 for the settlement under et t o men 
A cso upon lands known as the Oklahoma district, within the Indian Ter- 
tory. k 
The matter is presented for the consideration of the Co 
CHESTER | A. ARTHUR. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 14, 1584. i 
SEMINOLE INDIAN LANDS. $ 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was read, referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a communication of the llth instant, from the Secretary 
<f the Interior, submitting, with accompanying papers, an item of appro; 
in the sum of $3,000 for the location and survey ey boundary lines of ce! lands 
purchased by the United States from the Creek Indians for the use of the Semi- 
one tte H redes aie be Cocakdaration of tise 

mal r ni or e ral m 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 

EXECUTIVE Mansion, January 14, 1854. 


MISSION INDIANS, CALIFORNIA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was read, referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a communication from the of the Interior, sub- 


| mitting, with accompanying papers, a draught of a bill “ for the relief of the Mis- 


sion Indians in the State of California.” 
The sulject is presented for the consideration of the Congress. 

; CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 

EXECUTIVE Mansion, January 14, 1884. 


REPORT ON NAVY-YARDS. Ní 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a communication from the 
Secretary of the Navy, transmitting the report of the Commission on 
Navy-yards; which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. > 

PRINTING DEFICIENCY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a communication from 
the Secretary of the Navy, requesting an appropriation to supply de- 
ficiency in public printing; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

SURVIVORS OF JEANNETTE EXPEDITION. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the Housea letter from the Secretary 
of the Navy, transmitting the draught of a bill for the relief of the sur- 
vivors òf the exploring steamer Jeannette; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


SOLICITING POLITICAL CONTRIBUTIONS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, in answer to a resolution of the House of Representa- 
tives, in relation to the distribution of circulars in the Treasury Depart- 
ment asking contributions for political purposes; which was referred to 
the Select Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

WILLIAM G. BROWNLOW. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Attorney- 
General, transmitting papers ia the claim of the estate of William G. 
Brownlow; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 


HARBOR OF REFUGE, GRAND BEACH, LAKE HURON. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a. letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting a letter of the Chief of Engineers and in- 
closing the draught of a bill providing for the operating and care of the 
harbor of refuge at Grand Beach, Lake Huron; which was referred to ` 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT CINCINNATI, OHIO. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Post- 
master-General, recommending a special appropriation for the public 
building at Cincinnati, Ohio; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. , 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I move that the House now adjourn. 

The question was taken; and upon a division there were—ayes 124, 
noes 44. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Pending the announcement of the result of the vote on the motion to 
adjourn, leave of absence was granted as follows: ; 

To Mr. HopxıIys for one day, to obey a subpæna from the court of 
Allegheny County, Pennsylvania. 

To Mr. JoHN 8. WISE for one week, on account of important busi- 


ness. 

To Mr. GEORGE D. WISE for three days, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. STORM, for two days. 

To Mr. Ray, of New Hampshire, for four days, on account of im- 
portant business. 

To Mr. TUCKER for three days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. BURLEIGH for one week, on accountof sickness in his family. 

And then the result of the vote as above taken was announced; and 
accordingly (at 3 o’clock and 20 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. J. J. ADAMS: The petition of Sarah E. E. Perine, admin- 
istratrix, for relief—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ARNOT: Papers relating to the retirement of Bvt. Maj. Gen. 
W. W. Averell, United States Army, with the rank and pay of a brig- 
adier-general—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BALLENTINE: Papers relating to the claim of J. B. Stacy— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BARBOUR: The petition of Maria Gibson, for relief—to the 
same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of J. V. Davis—to the Committee 
on ms. 


- 
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By Mr. BARKSDALE: The paiio of John W. Martin, for relief— 
to he oe vane on the Pi and Post-Roads. 

papers relating to the improvement of Pearl River and of Big 
Black ee and other navigable streams in the State of Mississippi— 
severally to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BAYNE: The petition of A. Guckenheimer & Bro., distill- 
ers, and 23 others, and of Alex. M. Rogers, president of the Iron City 
National Bank, and 76 other business firms of Pittsburgh, Pa., for the 
extension of the bonded period on distilled jai the Committee 


-on Luan and Means. 


By Mr. BEACH : The petition of Howard Tillotson and 380 others, 
citizens of Sullivan County, New York, asking the Government to re- 
fund to John Waller the moneys paid by him while acting as post- 
master of Monticello, New York—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. -< 
Also, the petition of Michael Shields, of the National Soldiers’ Home, 

for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. BELFORD: The petition of 8. N. Wood, cashier First Na- 
tional Bank of Denver, of Governor A. B. Grant and 99 bankers and 
merchants, for extension of the bonded period on distilled spirits—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: The petition of Joseph W. Sparks, for relief— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Paper relating to the improvement of the 
ae Me BLOUN Louisiana—to the Committee on Riversand Harbors. 

Mr. BLOUNT: The petition of citizens of the State of Georgia, for 
a AA the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: The petition of citizens of Aroostook, Me., for 
aid in the construction of bri across the Saint John River—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, the-petition of citizens of Maine, for aid in the construction of 
a bridge across the Saint Croix River at Baring, in Washington County, 
Maine—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BOYLE: The petition of S. Dillinger & Sons, of Westmore- 
land County, Pennsylvania, for relief—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BRENTS: Paper relating to the granting of certain lands to 
William Rockwood—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BURNES: The petition of Henry Ames & Co. and others, 
pork packers and dealers, of Saint Louis, for legislation to protect their 
trade in France and Germany against unjust discrimination—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, the petition of the Henry King Packing Company and Hox 
Brothers, of Saint Joseph, Mo., for legislation to protect their trade in 
healthful meat against the unjust discriminations of France and Ger- 
many—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, paper relating to the claim of Calvin Gunn—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of R. H. Hoffman—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. J. M. CAMPBELL: Papers relating to the claim of Frances 
M. Bell and of Terrence Delozier—severally to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the pension claim of Miss Mary E. Mur- 
ray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers relating to the application of John W. Gumont to be 
relieved of the charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. CANNON: The petition of A. P. Cunningham, of Champaign, . 
1l., for relief—to the same committee. 

Also; the petition of C. E. Baker, of Beatrice, Nebr., relative to judg- 
ment liens—to the.Committee on the J udiciary. 

Also, the petition of Rev. J. R. Locke, of Decatur, IN., for an amend- 
ment of the homestead law—to the same committee. 

By Mr. CLARDY: The petition of citizens of Missouri, praying that 
Charles M. Scott, of Saint Louis, be compensated for services rendered 
the Government during the civil war—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: The petition of Rufus Barker, of Floyd County, 
Goon to be restored to the pension-roll—to the Committee on Pen- 

Ons. 

Also, papers relating to the pension claim of Rufus Barker—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. 8. S. COX: The petition of B. F. Randall, for increase of 


V: 


_ pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, paper relating to the pension claim of Ellen Horgan—to the 
same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Joseph B. Elam and of E. Law- 
rence—severally tothe Committee on Elections. 

Also, papers relating to the contested-election case of Robertson vs. 
Nash—to thesame committee, _ 

By Mr. W. R. COX: The petition of William H. Oliver and others, 
as relation to the French spoliation claims—to the Committee on For- 

Affairs. 
iy Mr. W. W. CULBERTSON: The petition of Samuel Lytle and 

A. T. Wood, for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, the petition of-Samuel McKee, to be paid his expenses of con- 
test for seat in the Fortieth Co to the Committee on Elections. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Memorial of R. G. Peters and others, in regard 


to certain lands claimed by the Ontonagon and Brulé River Railroad 
Company—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. G. R. DAVIS: The petition of Peter Swanson, for relief—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, memorial of ex-paymasters in the Army, relative to additional 
compensation—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DEUSTER: Papers relating to claim of Dabny Walker—to 
the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, papers relating to the claim of William T. Duvall and of John 
Whitaker—severally to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the pension claim of Mathew O. Reagan—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DIBBLE: Memorial of the Charleston (S. C.) Chamber of 
Commerce, in regard to the jetties in the harbor at that place—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: The petition of the Grand Lodge of Good-Tem- 
plars of California, of the People’s Church, and of the Church of the 
Strangers, of New York city, for a commission of inquiry concerning 
the alcoholic liquor traffic—severally to the Select Committee on the 
Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, the petition of éhe State Temperance Alliance of Oregon, and of 
Marcus Hendrick and others, citizens of New York, for an amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States to prohibit the manufacture 
and sale of all alcoholic beverages—severally to the same committee. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: The petition of Henry Ames & Co., and other 
dealers in pork, of Saint Louis, Mo. ,for such action as will protect the hog 
product from unjust discrimination by the Governments of Germany 
and France—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. EATON: The petition of N. Shipman and others, in relation 
to the divorce laws of the several States—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. ELDREDGE: The petition of Carpenter Post, Grand Army 
of the Republic, No. 180, of Michigan, for the relief of Orrin Carpen- 
ter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, the petition of Henry S. Wyman and 39 others, members of 
Myron Baker Post, No, 33, Grand Army of the Republic, of Michigan, 
asking a grant of lands to all honorably disch soldiers and sailors 
of the late war—to the Select Committee on the Payment of Pensions, 
Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. J. H. EVINS: Memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Charleston, S. C., for an immediate appropriation to continue work upon 
the jetties in the harbor at that place—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. FERRELL: The petition of citizens of Cape May County, of 
citizens of Millville, of citizens of Pemberton, N. J.; of citizens of 
Philadelphia, Pa.; of citizens of Vineland, N. J.; of citizens of Wil- 
mington, Del., and of citizens of Woodbury, N. J., for an appropria- 
tion to build jetties at Corson’s Inlet and Townsend’s Inlet, on the 
coast of New Jersey, adjacent to Ludlam Island—severally to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, 

By Mr. FINDLAY: The petition of Edward Walters & Co. and 23 
others, of Baltimore, Md., for extension of the bonded period on dis- 
tilled spirits—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FINERTY: The petition of masters, mates, and pilots and 
engineersof the United States to amend theact relating tothe employ- 
ment of certain aliens as engineers and pilots—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Also, the petition of Augustus H. Topp, for a pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. FOLLETT: Memorial of the National Association of Fire 
Engineers for the appointment of a commission to investi the 
causes of the enormous loss of life and property by fires, &e.—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. FORNEY: Papers relating to the claim of Samuel Noble— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FYAN: The petition of 8. P. mH and others, to build a mac- 
adamized road from the city of vd iy Mo., to the national cem- 
etery—to the Se on Military Affa 

By Mr. GEORGE: The petition of sitet of Ore; 
of the Oregon Central way land grant—to the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. GOFF: The petition of L. D. Westfall and 75 others, for the 
relief of the West Virginia militia in the service of the United States 
during the late civil war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRAVES: The petition of the Board of Trade of Kansas 
City, Mo., for legislation granting the right of way to the Texas, Okla- 
homa and Kansas Railway Company across the Indian Territory—to 
the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, paper relating to the improvement of the Missouri River near 
Kansas City, Mo., and Wyandotte, in the State of Kansas—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, the petition of letter-carriers of Kansas City, Mo., for legis- 
lation to grant them the usual vacation of thirty days allowed toother 
employés of the Government—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

Also, the petition of George Bain and other merchants of Saint Louis, 


, for forfeiture 
mmittee on the 


1884. 


praying that the vaporizing laws of 1879 be not repealed—to the Com- 
mitteee on Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of Henry Ames & Co., Francis Whitaker & Sons, 
and other pork packers and dealers, of Saint Louis, for legislation to pro- 
tect the trade against unjust discrimination by France and Germany— 
to the Cummittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. GREENLEAF: Papers relating to the pension claim of Sarah 
Bragg—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. GUENTHER: The petition of George M. Wakefield, G. W. 
Roe, and others, citizens of Oshkosh, Wis., forlegislation to confirm titles 
to lands sold by the Government lying within the limits of certain land 
grants in Northern Michigan—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, the petition of Alex. McDonald and 38 others, residents of Fond 
du Lae, Wis., praying Congress to relieve firms who have purchased 
land inside the Ontonagon and Brulé River Railroad grant in Michi- 

, by declaring their titles valid—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HALSELL: The petition of William Draper and others and 
of James Martin and others, for the improvement of the navigation of 
Green River—seyerally to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, the petition of H. P. Cortright, M. D., and others, of Kentucky, 
for the passage of an act for the relief of certain volunteers who enlisted 
in 1846 and 1847 but were not mustered into the service of the United 
States—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Butler and Ohio Counties, Kentucky, 
for the establishment of: a post-route—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, the petition of William Watkins, for payment of Government 
loan certificates issued in 1780—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: The petition of D. W. Reed, for the re- 
lief of postmasters of the second class—to the Coramittee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads, : 

Also, papers relating to the pension claim of Armand Cutter, of Inde- 
pendence, lowa—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEMPHILL: Paper relating to the work on the Wateice 
River, in South Carolina—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Papers relating to the claim of W. T. Pate & 
Co.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Silas Q. Howe and W. T. Pate 
& Co.—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HOUSEMAN: The petition of Otsego and Citizens’ Post, No. 
34, Grand Army of the Republic, of Michigan, for the passage of an act 
giving each honorably discharged Union soldier, sailor, and marine 160 
acres of unoccupied Government land—to the Select Committee on the 
Payment of Pensions, Bounty. and Back Pay. 

Also, the petition of Robert Cutler, E. Crofton Fox, and others, res- 
‘dents of Grand Rapids, Mich., asking Congress to make good to them 
she titles to lands which the Government held out to be public lands 
and sold to them but which are now claimed by the Ontonagon and 
Brulé River Railway Company—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HUNT: Paper relating to the claim of G. Alexander Ram- 
say—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HURD: Paper relating to the claim of Wehele, Werk & 
Son—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JEFFORDS: The petition of citizens of the EAD Val- 
ley, for the improvement of the Mississippi River and its tributaries— 
to the Committee on Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi River. 

By. Mr. JORDAN: The petition of Edward A. Anthony, for relief— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KLEINER: The petition of Indiana Women’s Christian 
Temperance Union, of Newburg, representing a membership of 1,824, 
for the appointment of a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic 
liquor trafñc—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, the petition of R. B. Brozelton, for relief—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LACEY: The petition of L. L. Harth and 39 others, in favor 
of granting 160 acres of land to soldiers, sailors, and marines—to the 
Select Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr, LANHAM: The petition of citizens of the northern judicial 
district of Texas, for an appropriation of $50,000 for the erection of a 
public building at Graham, Texas—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LOVERING: The petition of Patrick McDonald, to be placed 
on the retired list—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MAYBURY: Memorial in relation to licensing of alien en- 
gineers—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. McCORMICK: The petition of Harrison Frazier Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, and of A. E. Sibley and others, officers of O. P. 
Davis Post, Grand Army of the Republic, for payment of pensions, 
&c.—severally to the Committee on Invalid Pensions; 

Also, papers relating to the pension claim of Richard Elswick—to 
the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Newton Hempsted, to be restored to the pension- 
roll—to the same committee. f 

By Mr. MoCOMAS: Papers relating to the claim of Capt. E. H. 
Wardwell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Ry Mr. MITCHELL: The petition of Richard E. Rice and others, of 
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New Haven, Conn., for the establishment of a postal savings deposi- 
tory—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MORGAN: The petition of citizens of South Carolina, for an 
appropriation for the improvement of the Great Pee Dee River—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MORRILL: The petition of W. B. Townsend and others, for 
passage of bill granting mail-carriers thirty days’ leave of absence and 
for other relief—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, the petition of the Kansas Wool-growers and Sheep-breeders’ 
Association, asking that the tariff on wool be restored—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MORSE; The petition of merchants, ship-owners, and others, 
of Boston, for the establishment of signal stations upon the island of 
Nantucket and for the necessary connections with the telegraph upon 
the mainland—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, the petition of Felton & Son, distillers, and 20 others, of Bos- 
ton, for extension of the bonded period on distilled spirits—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. j 

By Mr. MURRAY: The petition of George Kays, for relief—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers relating to the pension claims of Mrs. Lydia Ann Kirby, 
of John McGraw, and of Robert Quinn—severally to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. ‘ 

By Mr. NELSON: The petition of J. D. Knox and others, against the 
repeal of the pre-emption law—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, the resolutions adopted by the John Ball Post, No. 45, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Dietas of Minnesota, relative to pensions— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Charles E. White, relative to the timber-culture 
law—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, the resolutions adopted by the Staunton Post, No. 33, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Minnesota, in favor of the passage of the 

bill granting land-warrants to honorably discharged soldiers— 
to the Select Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back 


Pay. 

By Mr, .YICHOLLS: Memorial and report of the special committee 
of the Savwanah Rice Association, relative to the foreign and domestic 
production of rice, &e.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. J. J. NEILL: Paper relating to the condemnation of land 
and materials for purposes of Mississippi River improvement—to the 
Committee on Levees und Improvements of the Mississippi River. 

Also, paper to define the powers and jurisdiction of the Mississippi 
River Commission and authorizing the appropriation of land and ma- 
terial, &e.—to the same committee, i 

Also, the petition of John Tobin and others, for equalization of 
bounties, granting land-warrants to honorably discharged soldiers and 
sailors, &c.—to the Select Committee on the Payment of Pensions, 
Bounty, and Back Pay, 

By Mr. PETERS: The petition of citizens of Sumner County, Kan- 
sas, for legislation to enable James N, Lawrence to purchase a certain 
tract of land in that county—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, the petition of members of Prairie Grove Post, Grand Army of 
the Republic, Department of Kansas, for equalization of bounties, ar- 
rears of ions, &c.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of letter-carriers of Leavenworth, Kans., to be 
allowed thirty days’ leave of absence annually—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. . ` 

By Mr. PIERCE: Papers relating to the claim of Elisha Nelson, of 
Gibson County, Tennessee—to the Committee on War Claims. > 

Also, the petition of Richard Kempter, for relief—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of Daniel G. Dill and others, of the eighth district 
of Wisconsin, for the improvement of the Mississippi River—to the Com- 
mittee on Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi River. 

Also, the resolutions by the Black River Company, in rela- 
tion to the improvement of the Mississippi River—to the same com- 
mittee, ; 

By Mr. RANDALL: The petition of the Philadelphia Board of Ma- 
rine Underwriters, for the establishment of signal stations upon the 
island of Nantucket—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. RAYMOND: Papers relating to the claim of E. Parham—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RIGGS: The petition of William Herbst, for a pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Frederick A. Noeller, for relief—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. J. H. ROGERS: The petition of J. D. Reinhardt, M. L. An- 
derson, and M. D. Anderson, heirs of Mrs. Maria A. Reinhardt—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, two petitions relating to the Hot Springs in Arkansas—sever- 
ally to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, memorial relating to the construction of a public building at 
Fort Smith, Ark.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: Papers relating to the pension claim of Mrs. 
Ellen Dacey, mother of Lieut. Timothy Dacey, Company I, Ninth Mas- 
sachusetts Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. THOMAS G. SKINNER: The petition of George 8. Atmore 
and others, in relation to the French spoliation claims—to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs. .“ 

Also, the petition of William H. Basnight and others, and of Edward 
Pickup and others, for an appropriation for the improvement of the Alli- 
gator River—severally to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SINGLETON: The petition of W. W. Welsh, for compensa- 
tion for services alleged to have been rendered as local mail agent—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, the petition of citizens of the fourth Congressional district of 
Mississippi, for the improvement of the Mississippi River and its tribu- 
taries—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Mrs. Mary Jane Veazie—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SPOONER: The petition of letter-carriers of Pawtucket, R. 
I., for an annual vacation and for equalization of pay—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STOCKSLAGER: The resolutions adopted by the Indiana 
State board of agriculture, relative to the exclusion of American pork 
products from France and Germany—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. STRAIT; Memorial of the Legislature of Minnesota, asking 
that Big Stone Lake, Lake Traverse, and Boix de Sioux River may be 
embraced in the reservoir system—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors. 

By Mr. C. A. SUMNER: Paper relating to the claim of Thomas B. 
Shannon—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. J. M. TAYLOR: Papers relating to the claim of Frederick 
A. Replogle, of Madison County, Tennessee—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, the petition of G. W. Thomas, J. A. Timberlake, and others, 
for relief—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of James M. Hunter, of Harriet E. McClelland, and 
of John C. Trice, for relief—severally to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. E. B. TAYLOR: Paper relating to the pension claim of Sey- 
mour D. Burr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS: Papers relating to the claim of Rear-Admiral John 
L. Worden and the officers and crew of the United States steamer Moni- 
tor—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Hugh Worthington—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: Papers relating to the claim of Culven San- 
ders—to the same committee. 

By Mr. THROCKMORTON: The petition of Peter Smith and others, 
citizens of Fort Worth, Tex., for passage of bill granting the right of 
way through the Indian Territory to the Fort Worth and Denver City 
Railroad Company—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. WAIT: Papers relating to the claim of Fred. A. Holden— 
to the Committee on War Claims. ` 

By Mr. WARD: Paper relating to the pension claim of Margaret J. 
Boyd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers relating to the pension claim of Jehu C. Hannum—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. WASHBURN: Papers relating to the claim of James D. 
Wood—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr: MILO WHITE: The petition of Henry Rogers Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Minnesota, in regard to pensions—to the 
Committee on Pensions. ; 

Also, the petition of citizens of Minnesota, for the improvement of 
the Mississippi River—to the Committee on Levees and Improvements 
of the Mississippi River. 

By Mr. W. L. WILSON: Paper relating to the claim of the heirs of 
Daniel Bedinger—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. YOUNG: -Papers relating to the claim of R. Dudley Frayser, 
administrator of the estate of Fletcher Lane; of John W. Ledbetter; 
of Robert H. Walton, and of James I. Williams—severally to the same 
committee. 4 

Also, paper relating to the claim of O, M. Alsup, administrator of 
the estate of Thomas B. Cunningham—to the same committee. 

The following petitions, praying for an appropriation for the payment 
of the rebate of tax on unbroken packages of smoking and manufact- 
ured tobacco, cigars, &c., were presented, and severally referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations: 

By Mr. BAGLEY: Of citizens of Kingston, Ulster County, New 
York. 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Of merchants of Shreveport, La. 

By Mr. BURNES: Of Nave-McCord Mercantile Company and 16 
others, wholesale dealers of Saint Joseph, Mo. 

By Mr. CANNON: Of R. Coddington and others, of Danville, IN. 

By Mr. J. H. EVINS: Of Reid & Lyles and others. 

By Mr. GEORGE: Of citizens of Oregon. - 

By Mr. CURTIN: Of citizens of Ridgway, Elk County, Pennsyl- 
vania. 

By Mr. DOWD: Of A. A. Shuford & Co. and others, of Hickory, and 


of Springs & Burwell and 15 merchants of Charlotte, N. C. 


By Mr. GOFF: Of Ruhl, Koblegard & Co. and 9 others, of Clarks- 
burg, W. Va. 


By Mr. GRAVES: OfRyley, Ely & Co. and others, of Kansas City, Mo. 
By Mr. H. H. HATCH: Of citizens of Bay City, Mich. 
By Mr. HUTCHINS: Of James F. Martin and others, dealers in 
manufactured tobacco, of Peekskill, Westchester County, New York. 
By Mr. JOHNSON: Of Stevenson, Smith & Co. and others, and of J. 
P. Higgins and others, of Troy, N. Y. 
By Mr. LUNA: Of citizens of Albuquerque, N.. Mex. 
By Mr. MAYBURY: Of B. T. Farmington & Co. and others, and oi 
Swift & Dodds and others, of Detroit, Mich. 
as By Mr. MITCHELL: Of five petitions of citizens of New Haven, 
‘onn. ; 
By Mr. OATES: Of E. C. Bullock and others, of Eufaula, Ala. 
By Mr. O° HARA: Of citizens of Goldsborough, and New Berne, N. C. 
By Mr. O'NEILL: Of citizens of Saint Louis, Mo. 
By Mr. PATTON: Of H. J. Hopkins and others, of Forest County, 
Pennsylvania. 
By Mr. PAYNE: Of J. Bryan & Co. and others, of New York. 
By Mr. PHELPS: Of citizens-of Paterson, N, J. 
By Mr. W. F. ROGERS: Of four petitions of citizens of Buffalo, N. Y. 
By Mr. SEYMOUR: Of L. B. Booth and others, of Newtown; of S. 
K. Stanley and others, of Norwalk, and of O. P. Coe & Co. and others, 
of Bridgeport, Conn. 
By Mr. T. G. SKINNER: Of S. R. Fowle & Son and others, and of 
Charles H. Robinson and others, of North Carolina. 
By Mr. THROCKMORTON: Of Goldstein & Philipson and others, of 
Austin, Tex. 
By Mr. VAN ALSTYNE: Of citizens of Albany, N. Y. 
By Mr. WELLER: Of citizens of Decorah, Iowa. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, January 15, 1884. 


Prayer by Rey. JOSEPH Cook, of Boston. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter from the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office submitting a report of the sur- 
veyor-general of New Mexico on the private land claim of the town of 
Albuquerque; which, together with the accompanying papers, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
£ He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary of 
War, transmitting a letter from the Chief of Engineers submitting re- 
ports from Col. John Newton of results of surveys under his direc- 
tion of certain rivers and harbors in New York, made in compliance 
with the river and harbor act of August 2, 1882; which, together with 
the accompanying documents, was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. ` : 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. CONGER presented the petition of C. C. Royce, Louis Steg- 
miller, and 42 others, residents of Escanaba, Mich., praying for the 
passage of the bill (S. 691) to confirm and declare legal the acts of 
certain officers of the United States; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

He also presented a petition of the Ladies’ Seaman's Friends’ Soci- 
ety, of San Francisco, Cal., praying for the passage of laws providing 
for the payment and discharge of sailors in foreign ports; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PLUMB, I have two petitions signed by numerous citizens of 
the State of Kansas addressed to me but intended for the Senate, re- 
questing the passage of what is known as the sixteenth amendment, 
conferring suffrage upon women. I ask permission to offer them and 
have them referred to the Select Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas asks leave 
to present for reference to the Select Committee on Woman Suffrage 
sundry papers addressed to him but intended to be petitions to the Sen- 
ate, concerning woman suffrage. They will he referred to the commit- 
tee on that subject, if there be no objection. 

Mr. PENDLETON presented a petition of citizens of Jacksonville, 
Adams County, Ohio, praying for the extension of the arrears-of-pen- 
sion act, and also the passage of the equalization-of-bounty bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, presented a petition of EN rek 
tengill, D. W. Patterson, and others, praying for the ebi 
(S. 729) for P ESA of children tn the District of Columbia, and 
for other purposes; which was referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented a memorial of the Wayne Presbyterian 
Church of Delaware County, Pennsylvania, in favor of certain changes 
in relation to the Indian policy of the Government; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented the petition of William H. Fenton, late 
private Company G, Nineteenth Regiment Ohio Veteran Volunteers, 
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raying for the passage of a special act to remove the charge of deser- 
tins rea his military record; which was referreil to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. VAN WYCK presented a petition of citizens of Knox County, 
Nebraska, praying for the ratification of a treaty made with the Sioux 
Indians for the opening for settlement of a portion of the Sioux reser- 
vation; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of late paymasters in the Army dur- 
ing the war for the Union, praying additional compensation for their 
services; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have received sundry petitions which are informally 
addressed to the Committee on Education and Labor, but as they ask 
for legislation I will present them to the Senate. I present a petition 
of the North Star Barrel Company, a petition of the Phcenix Barrel 
Manufacturing Company, a petition of the Northwestern Barrel Com- 
pany, a petition of the Hennepin Barrel Company, and a petition of the 
Co-operative Barrel Company, all of the State of Minnesota, which peti- 
tions are severally signed by the officers of those organizations and a 


large list of members, praying legislation by which a certain portion 


of the public lands may be set apart to be taken up by co-operative as- 
sociations; that the amendment recommended by a certain commission 
be enacted into law, whereby ‘‘ twenty or more families should be per- 
mitted to select contiguous territory, lay out a village in some suitable 
place on said territory, and live therein.” This amendment, the peti- 
tions recite, with a provision allowing the colonists, as against them- 
selves, to consolidate their claims, subject of course to such restrictions 
as may be necessary to prevent fraud, ‘‘ would enable a co-operative 
company to be established on the public lands in safety, and with much 
less of the expense, hazard, and hardship that now fall to the lot of 
isolated settlers.” I move that the petitions be received and referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

The motion was to. ; 

Mr. LOGAN presented the petition of Lewis W. Moore and others, 
legal descendants of Capt. James Moore, a spy in the Revolutionary 
war, praying remuneration for certain expenditures made by Captain 
Moore during such service and subsequently; which was referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 4 3 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. JACKSON. Iam instructed by the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 238) for the relief of Hester Sprong, 
widow of David Sprong, to report it back adversely. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Tennessee 
desire the bill to go on the Calendar or to be indefinitely postponed? 

Mr. JACKSON. I ask for its indefinite postponement. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state that the usual 
course is, in order to keep the Calendar as clear as possible, for an ad- 
verse report to be considered immediately and agreed to, unless some 
Senator desires to have the question kept open. 

Mr. JACKSON. There has been no application to have the bill 
placed upon the Calendar. > 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee moves 
that the bill be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr, JACKSON also, from the same committee, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 544) granting an increase of pension to Elijah W. Penny, 
reported adversely thereon, and moved its indefinite postponement; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL and Mr. CONGER addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I am instructed by the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 587) granting a pension to Phineas 
‘Gano, to report adversely thereon, and move its indefinite postponement. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order for indefinite postpone- 
ment will be entered, if there be no objection. 

Mr. CONGER. On that subject I wish to make a remark. I rose 
to address the Chair a moment ago, and perhaps on the pemiing msticn 
‘to indefinitely postpone I may be allowed to proceed. 

Tke PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair had ized the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania, who had not presented his bill at the time he 
was interrupted by the Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. CONGER. But there was pending at thattimea motion to post- 
pone indefinitely, and I wished to make a remark about that as I do 
about this motion. Where these motions are made and the ns in- 
terested in a bill are present and have their attention called to it, there 
can be no wrong done by the indefinite postponement of this class of 
bills; but there are some bills upon which adverse reports have been 
made and indefinite postponement ordered in which I was interested, 
but I did not happen to notice them at the time. I think those bills 
where there is an adverse report should go upon the Calendar, and be 
subject to the consideration of the Senate when the Calendar iscalled. 
For that reason I hope that all pension bills may not be indefinitely 
postponed when reported upon adversely. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Michigan 
object to the present consideration of the motion made by the Senator 
from Pennsylvania? 
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Mr. CONGER. Ide. 

The PRESIDENT pro . One objection places the bill on the 
Calendar. The Chair only orders the indefinite postponement when no 
objection is made to that course, and for the reason the Chair stated 
before, that it has been found that the Calendar would become unman- 
ageable if all adverse reports which nobody desires to have contested 
are kept upon the list. ; 

Mr. CONGER. I understand the rule to be that if a motion to re- _ 
consider the motion of indefinite postponement is not made by the next 
legislative day it can not be made at all. $ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A motion to reconsider may be made 
during the next two legislative days. 

Mr. INGALLS. Unanimous consent never has been refused to allow 
the reconsideration of an adverse report, and no injistice can occur, I 
will suggest to the Senator from Michi Any Senator interested in 
a bill that has been adversely RETAN pa have it reinstated at once 
upon request; but if the practice he suggests were followed of placing 
every adverse report upon the Calendar, it would soon become so bulky 
and unwieldy as to be le; and, besides that, great addi- 
tional labor would be imposed upon the Secretary and his clerks. I 
would suggest, inasmuch as the latitude is so wide and the facilities are 
so numerous for obtaining reinstatement, that the better plan would 
be, whenever the case is desired to go upon the Calendar, to ask per- 
mission that that action may be taken. 

Mr. CONGER. With that understanding I have no objection. One 
or two cases of that kind have occurred, but I was not aware of the 
facility with which cases could be put back. I was informed that 
after two days a motion to reconsider could not be made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state that a motion 
to reconsider is not in order after two days, but the Chair will also 
state that in his experience on the floor he has never known a Senator 
to be refused who applied to reinstate a case when his attention had 
not been called to it at the time the adverse report was made. 

Mr. CONGER. For the reason given I will not make an: objection 
to the indefinite postponement of this bill, but will trust to the courtesy 
of the Senate to restore bills that have been thus acted upon when the 
attention of those interested was not drawn to the adverse report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then the bill last reported by the 
Senator from Pennsylvania Thr. MITCHELL] will stand indefinitely 
postponed if there be noobjection. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 359) granting a pension to Samuel P. Bronson, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon and moved its indefinite postpone- 
ment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be placed upon the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. At the request of the Senator from 
Missouri the bill with the adverse report will be placed upon the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr, HILL, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 241) to repeal section 8 of an act entitled ‘‘An act to 
accept and ratify the agreement submitted by the confederated bands 
of Ute Indians in Colorado for the sale of their reservation in said 
State, and for other purposes, and to make the necessary appropriations 
for carrying out the same,” approved June 15, 1880, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SLATER, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 271) for the relief of Louisa Boddy, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 84) to authorize the Secretary 
of the Interior to ascertain the amounts due to citizens of the United 
States for supplies furnished to the Sioux or Dakota Indiansof Minne- 
sota subsequent to August, 1860, and prior to the massacre of August, 
1862, and providing for the payment thereof, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1035) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
settle the claims of S. W. Marston, late United States Indian agent at 
Union agency, Indian Territory, for services and expenses, reported it 
without amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 368) for the relief of Oscar Eastmond and 
James W. Atwill, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 439) for the relief of George A. Jaeger, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 56) for the relief of Lieut. C. C. Norton, submitted an adverse report 
thereon, and moved its indefinite postponement; which was agreed to. 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER IMPROVEMENTS. 

Mr. LOGAN, from the Select Committee on the Mississippi River 

inf saree who were instructed by a resolution of the Senate of the 


of February, 1883, *‘to examine into the works now in progress for 
the improvement of the Mississippi River below Cairo and the methode 
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employed in making such improvements,” &v., submitted a report, 
which was ordered to be printed, and referred to the Committee on 
the Improvement of the Mississippi River and Tributaries. 


‘BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. INGALLS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 


to introduce a bill (S. 1095) granting a pension to Aaron Shurtleff; | papers, 


which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. LAPHAM asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 1096) for the relief of Daniel H. B, Davis; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. \ 

_ Mr. WILSON (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. 1097) authorizing the Secretary of 
the Interior and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs to approve cer- 
tain leases made with certain Indian tribes in the Territory of Arizona; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, asked and, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to introduce a bill (8. 1098) for the relief of V. B. Horton, 
jr.; which was read twice by its title, and, together with the papers on 
file relating to the case, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. AN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 1099) for the relief of Thomas M. Harbin; which was 
read twice by its title. 

Mr. LOGAN. I wish to say that I introduce the bill by request. I 


know nothing about it myself. I move the reference of the bill to the 
Committee on Claims. 
The motion was agreed to. 3 


He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 1100) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Amanda 
M. Smyth; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying ps , referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VAN WYCK asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 1101) to secure reasonable rates of transportation 
to the people over railroads aided by the issue of large amounts of United 
States bonds and public lands; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MANDERSON asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 1102) requiring transcripts of judgments obtained 
in United States courts to be filed with county officers having c 
of judgment records in certain cases; which was read. twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 1103) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of William H. Fenton; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GORMAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 1104) relative to acknowledgments of conveyances 
of land in the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. 1105) to authorize the Secretary of the 
Treasury to erect a suitable building for a marine hospital at Pensa- 
cola, Fla.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. DAWES asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave toin- 
troduce a bill (S. 1106) for the relief of Frances H. Plummer; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the papers on file relating to the 
case, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (8. 1107) forthe relief of John A. Knowles; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. VAN WYCK asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 1108) to provide for the sale of the Iowa Indian 
reservation in the States of Nebraska and Kansas, for the issuance of 
a patent for a reservation for the Iowa tribe of Indians in the Indian 
Territory, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S, 1109) for the relief of John B. Lowry; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PENDLETON asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 1110) forthe relief of James H. Hamilton; which 
was read twice by its title, and, together with the iy te on file relating 
to the case, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. ALDRICH asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 1111) granting an increase of pension to Sally Rod- 
man, widow of General Isaac P. Rodman; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 1112) granting a pension to John Sweeney; which was 
read twice by its title, and, together with the papers on file relating to 
the case; referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLUMB asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
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introduce a bill (S. 1113) granting a pension to Ann E. Manchester; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 1114) granting an increase of pension to William Shan- 
non; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLATT asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 


‘troduce a bill (S. 1115) to amend section 4919 of the Revised Statutes, 


relating to the recovery of damages for the infringement of patents; 
bce read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
ents, 

Mr. LOGAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a joint resolution (S. R. 40) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to receive for instruction at the Military Academy at West Point An- 
tonio Barrios, of Guatemala, and José Victor Zavala, of Nicaragua; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. SLATER, it was 
Ordered, That the papers in the case of H. H. Wheeler be taken from the files 
and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

On motion of Mr. PUGH, it was 

Ordered, That the papers relating to the claim of the Mobile Marine Dock Com- 
pany be taken from the files and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

On:the motion of Mr. SHERMAN, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of Senate bill 1732 (Forty-seventh Cons 
gress, second session), to refund excessive duties levied by overvaluation of the 
occa florin, be taken from the files and referred to the Committee om 

On motion of Mr. GROOME, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of Harriet W. Shacklett be withdrawn 
from oe files and referred to the Committee on Claims, there being no adverse 
report, X 

THOMAS E. BRAWNER. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Some days ago I introduced a bill (S. 358) grant- 
ing a pension to Thomas E. Rrawner, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. I desire to withdraw that bill, as the case is stil} 
pending in the office of the Commissioner of Pensions. I do not know 
exactly what order to ask for. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator can ask for an order 

i ing the committee, and then he can have the bill either in- 
definitely postponed or laid upon the table. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iwill ask, then, that the committee be discharged 
from the further consideration of the bill, and that it be brought back 
to the Senate and laid upon the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri asks 
unanimous consent that the Committee on Pensions be di from 
the further consideration of the bill, and that the bill be laid on the 
table. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is the order 
of the Senate. 

DISCOVERY OF PHOSPHATES IN BRAZIL. 


Mr. PLUMB submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President be requested (1f he deem it not incompatible with 
the public interest) to furnish the Senate with all papers and correspondence, 
and with all information in the possession of the bo aban of State, relat 
tothe discovery of phosphates upon the coast of B ] by a citizen of the Uni 
States; and also as to the rights of the United States therein under the laws of 
Brazil, and what steps have been taken, if any, to avail of the benefits of said 
discovery to our shipping and agricultural interests. 


MEAT EXPORTATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no farther “‘ concurrent 
or other resolutions,” the Chair, pursuant to the rule, will lay before 
the Senate the resolutions on the Calendar in their order. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Does not the resolution I, offered in regard to 
American pork come up now ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The rule says that the Chair shall 
lay before the Senate during the residue of the morning hour the res- 
olutions that were offered on previous days. The Chair understands 
that that means in their order; but the Chair will lay before the Senate 
the resolution which was under consideration in the last morning hour, 
if there be no objection. 

Mr. ANTHONY. If it is necessary I will move to proceed to the 
consideration of that resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Chair will state that the three , 
resolutions standing at the head of the general order of resolutions are 
those which have been over at the request of the Senators sub- 
mitting them; and if there be no objection he will lay before the Sen~ 
ate the resolution offered by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. AN- 
THONY ] on the 9th of January, which was under consideration at the 
expiration of the last morning hour. It will be read. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be instructed to inquire 
into the expediency of such legislation as shall enable the Executive to protect 


our interests those governments which have prohibited or restrained the 
importation of healthful meats frem the United States, 
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The PRESIDENT protenipore. Thepending question is on theamend- 
ment proposed to the textof the resolution by the Senator from Ilinois 
[Mr. focas); to strike out the words “‘ the expediency of,’’ in the second 
line, and insert in lieu thereof the words ‘‘and report to the Senate,” 
so as to read: 

That the Committee on Foreign Relations be instructed to inquire into and 
report to the Senate such legislation as shall enable the Executive, &c. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. After looking more particularly at the form of 
fhe resolution, or rather its direction, as it proposes to refer the subject 
to a committee for the purpose of determining whether anything shall 
be reported for the particular object indicated, I feel inclined to with- 
draw the amendment which I proposed a few days ago, so as not to 
embarrass the purpose of the resolution. As I stated to the Senator 
from Rhode Island at the outset, I am in sympathy with him entirely, 
except that I desire to have it understood, at least as my understand- 
ing, that I am willing to concede to other nations the right to act in 
precisely the same spirit of retaliation which we feel it our duty by a 
solemn resolution, possibly to resolve itself into a more solemn act of 
Congress, to recognize and insist upon for ourselves, That was my 
purport and object, and anything further that may be n to be 
said upon that subject of course may be said at any time when a bill 
may be reported from the committee to which the resolution shall be 
referred. I therefore withdraw the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. LOGAN]. 

Mr. LOGAN. Let it be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment. 

Mr. LOGAN. I desire to say, briefly, Mr. President, that the object 
of the amendment is that we may have a bill reported to the Senate so 
as to secure such legislation as the Congress of the United States may 
deem proper under the circumstances. My own judgment is that leg- 
islation of a character that would exclude from this country particular 
articles sought to be imported here from certain countries until our 
meats should have a fair opportunity to be transported to and received 
by those countries would be the proper action for us to take in our leg- 
islative capacity. 

Now, one word in reference to the manner in which this matter has 
been treated. On the 25th of June, 1880, a decree was made prohibit- 
ing our meats being imported into Germany on the ground, as they 
charged, that they were diseased in some way; and the decree of pro- 
hibition in France was made on the 18th of February, 1881. The 
latter decree was revoked by the French minister of commerce on the 
27th of November last, and on the 28th of December last its revocation 
was suspended, with a temporary provision allowing American pork to 
enter the ports of Havre, Bordeaux, and Marseilles until January 20, 
1884, subject to examination before it is sold. 

For nearly four years our meats have been excluded from the ports 
of France and Germany; and yet by an examination made by experts 
of all the meats of different countries ours prove to be the best of all. 
Why these decrees were made against the importation of our pork to 
those countries is something I can not divine. At the time the decrees 
were made a correspondence ensued between our Government and these 
foreign governments in reference thereto, and on an examination of that 
eo; ndence you will find letters written by some of our Secretaries 
of State (there have been three) which were very vigorous and insisted 
upon a revocation of the decrees. Promises were made that this should 
bedone, but yet it has not been done. It seems as though the policy has 
been merely to keep this thing moving along, thinking that after a 
while, perhaps by persuading and coaxing these foreign governments, 
the decrees would be revoked and our meats would be permitted to enter 
their ports. 

I do not wish, so far as I am concerned, to do anything that would 
be out of a proper line of policy; but my own judgment is that when 
we are dealt with as we have been by those governments in reference 
to such articles as these and when we have tried diplomacy for four 
years—and that certainly seems to be long enough—the only way to 
meet it is to exclude from our ports certain importations from those 
countries, and give them to understand that while our products that 
are sound and good can not enter their ports, a certain character of prod- 
ducts of theirs can not enter our ports. 

I know that some people do not believe in retaliatory legislation. I 
do, when it is necessary. I believe the time has come when it is nec- 
essary for us to say to France and to Germany that there are certain 
articles of theirs which come to this country which will be excluded 

unless our products are permitted to enter their ports, where they are 
sound and good. I am in favor of a bill being reported from the com- 
mittee establishing this proposition and saying to them, ‘On this we 
stand; while there are excluded from your ports our products which 
are proper articles of commerce and trade, certain articles of yours shall 
be excluded from our ports.’ This is all I desire to say in reference 
to the proposition. 

Mr. VEST. Before the Senator from Ilinois takes his Seat I should 
like to ask him a question. Ihave not had time to investigate this 
matter as thoroughly as I should desire. When he refers to an exami- 
bation of these meats by experts, do I understand him to say that that 


has been done in the United States, or was it done upon the continent, 
in France and Germany? Where has the examination been made? 
Mr. LOGAN. I will state to the Senate that in a conversation with 


the of State within the last few days he told me that experts, 
headed by Dr. Loring, our Commissioner of Agriculture, had made ex- 
aminations, and that it was known not only to our people but to the 
people of foreign countries that the examinations showed that our pork 
was the best pork in the market to-day and had been for years. That 
was the statement made to me by the Secretary of State. 

Mr. VEST. I only know that I recently received (I do not know 
whether other members of the Senate did) the proceedings of the 
National Cattle-Growers’ Association, held in the city of Chicago, and 
in that I find statements made by gentlemen largely interested in the 
cattle business to the effect that the remedy to be applied to this injus- 
tice on the part of foreign countries would be found first, as an initiatory 
step, in the organization of a board of inspection, to inspect American 
meats, and to remove the ground for any such allegations as have been 
made by the French Government in regard to the unsoundness of the 
meats imported into their country. I had the honor to present to the 
Senate yesterday a memorial signed by the largest meat exporters in 
the city of Saint Louis and in my State, headed by Henry Ames & Co. 
and Francis Whitaker & Sons, who (with the exception of Armour 
Brothers, of Chicago) are the largést dealers probably in the West. 
These gentlemen in that memorial, which was read to the Senate, de- 
mand what the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN WYCK] calls retalia- 
tory measures. It seems that in a spirit of national comity the first 
thing for this country to do, and the first thing for the Committee on 
Foreign Relations in examining into the question to do, is to ascertaim 
whether we have such a system of inspection as puts beyond doubt the 
condition of the meat when it leaves our shores. That takes away any 
ground of complaint or any reason based upon sanitary considerations 
which either France or Germany might advance in defense of their 
course. After this has been done, after it is established that these 
meats are sound and healthy, it seems to me that the next step for the- 
Government of the United States, considering our relations with these 
great nationalities, is to call their attention officially to the fact that 
they have regulations and orders in regard to imports which are unjust 
and inimical to the people of the United States and their interests, and 
which, considering our mutual treaty regulatiens, are absolutely and 
intrinsically unjust and wrong. If, after this is done, France and Ger- 
many refuse to take any steps toward remedying the evil and the in- 
justice, in the last resort, then, and then alone, we should be justified 
in the retaliatory measures which have been suggested on this floor. 

I have no sentimentality in regard to retaliation. I understand, 
as every other business man and as every other Senator on this floor 
probably understands, that in these matters of national intercourse, as 
between individuals, the only tribunal is that of self and of self-inter- 
est; and at last we have it in our power, after acting in the dignified 
and, it seems to me, in the just manner which I have mentioned—we 
have it always within our own power by excluding their imports to 
bring them to that basis of comity and justice which is right. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, the exportation of fresh and salted 
meats is one of the most important interests of the United States. The 
business is conducted very largely in the West, where the cattle and 
the swine are raised and fed and where the great centers of distribu- 
tion exist. I have received during the few days a number of 
communications by wire and by mail, calling my attention to this sub- 
ject, from those interested in the traffic, and asking me to lend my sup- 
port to measures of retaliation for the action of foreign governments 
upon this subject. 

I do not understand, Mr. President, that the Governments of France 
or Germany, or any of the great continental powers, have excluded 
healthful meats from their ports; the ground of exclusion has been that 
they were unhealthy; and while there is no doubt that this action has 
been stimulated by the persons engaged in this business in foreign 
countries, yet there can be no doubt that the original action was initi- 
ated by those governments upon the theory that the meats were un- 
healthy, that meats which had been manufactured from diseased cattle 
had been exported to foreign countries and there sold, where the means 
of detection were of course very difficult. 

Now, while the evil complained of is very great, I can not see why 
weare called upon to do ourselves an injury by preventing the im- 
portation of things that we require because other nations are guilty ot 
injustice to us. There is not a man who does not know that the meat 
supply of Great Britain and France is insufficient for the needs of their 
populations; they require our meats; it is necessary that they should 
have them; and if it can be made apparent that the meats that are 
salted and exported fresh from this country are salutary and whole- 
some, then E have no doubt the inhibition will be removed. What is 
required, as it appears to me, is an authoritative inspection by Govern- . 
ment officers of all meats that are put up for export, and I should hope 
that before the Committee on Foreign Relations would devote itself to 
the preparation of a bill for the infliction of retaliatory measures of ex- 
clusion, it would at least attempt, in the spirit indicated by the Sen- 
ator from Missouri [Mr. VEST], to institute such a rigid system of in- 
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spection by Government officers appointed for that purpose at the man- 
ufactories and at our own ports as to render it assured that the meats 
will be wholesome and salutary. If, after that has been done and the 
attention of foreign governments has been called to that fact, they then 
pursue the policy of inhibition or exclusion, it will be time for us to 
resort to something else. But I can not believe that the Governments 
of France and Germany, needing these meats, when their supply raised 
at home is entirely insufficient and inadequate for the wants of their 
populations, would deliberately, to the great detriment of their own 
welfare and their own interest, exclude meats known to be wholesome. 

We all know that it is one of the commonest statements that the 
herds of this country are infected with pleuro-pneumonia and with 
lang plague, and the Committee on Agriculture has been called upon 
repeatedly to report measures that should, as they say, tramp out and 
destroy this infection thatexists in our herds here. I think it is entirely 
justifiable, when it is impossible to tell from an inspection of the pre- 
served product whether it came from a diseased animal or a sound an- 
imal, and when there are well-authenticated cases where injury has 
occurred, that those countries should protect themselves; and until we 
put ourselves in a position of enabling the people to be assured that 
the meat exported is sound we cannot blame them for taking pre- 
eee foot we would take ourselves. 

e PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning hour has expired; and 
it becomes the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfin- 
ished business, which is the report of the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. LOGAN. I ask permission to say a word. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the resolu- 
‘tion will be regarded as before the Senate, and the Senator will proceed. 

Mr. LOGAN. The Senator from Kansas was replying, I suppose, to 
what I said and not to the resolution itself. The reso:ution as I pro- 
pose to amend it requires the Committee on Foreign Relations to report 
such legislation as will empower the President to protect our interests. 
It is not a resolution requiring that the committee shall report legisla- 
tion of the character which has been mentioned. I made the remark 
that so far as I was concerned I could not see any other way out of 
this matter except that character of legislation, and I did so on the 
ground—and I do not take it back—thatall the meats which have been 
exported from this country to these foreign countries, no matter whether 
sound or unsound, have been excluded upon the hypothesis that they 
were unsound. No matter whether inspected or not inspected, no mat- 
ter whether inspected at Chicago or other places where they are put up 
or inspected at the port of-exportation, no matter what the represen- 
tations made or the character of the products exported from this coun- 
try, they have been excluded. Four years have elapsed since these em- 
bargoes were laid or these decrees excluding our products from these 
countries were issued. If in four years we have not been able to induce 
these countries to understand that we are trying to send them sound 
meats, I ask the Senator how many more years it will require to con- 
vince them ? 

Mr. INGALLS. Will the Senator allow me just one word? 

Mr. LOGAN. Certainly. $ 

Mr. INGALLS. He rather misrepresents the position that I took. 
I was not replying to any observationsthat he made in connection with 
the character of the legislation that was to be invoked. I suppose the 
theory that the foreign powers exclude our meats upon is not that all 
the meats exported are unsound, but that it isimpossible to distinguish 
between those that are unscund and those that are healthy. 

Mr. LOGAN. That is very likely so, but they exclude them even if 
they inspect them themselves. Our meats are excluded, it is immate- 
rial whether sound or unsound; the decrees go to a whole and not to a 


crs VAN WYCK. Will the Senator allow me a word right there? 

Mr. LOGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The Senator from Illinois states that these meats 
were excluded by the nations to which he refers without any regard 
to the fact whether they were healthy or unhealthy. I presume that 
isso. Then will the Senator go a little further and tell us—for I have 
no doubt that he has information on this subject—why these nations 
exclude meats which they know to be healthy when their people need 
them? Why do these foreign nations do that? 

Mr. LOGAN. Inasmuch as I am nota part of the foreign nation 
that does it, I do not presume that I have a correct opinion on that sub- 
ject. I perhaps might think that they were excluded in the interest 
of some individual, and yet I might have an erroneous opinion. I might 
suppose that they were excluded in the interest of a number of indi- 
viduals who were engaged in this business in that country, and yet I 
might be mistaken in that. I have seen that representation made. I 
will not state it to be a fact, for I do not know it to beso. Itis enough 
to know that these products of ours are excluded. Why they are ex- 
cluded I certainly am not able to say. I have my opinion about it, but 
that I do not propose to detain the Senate by giving. I havemy notion 
why they are excluded and what the result will be and what the in- 
tention is in the future. I have my views about all that, but it is en- 
tirely unnecessary to give them at this time. 

But as I was saying, if in four years we have not been able to adopt 
any means by which we can convince these nations that we export 


sound meats and do not desire to send them any other kind, I ask how 
long ft will take, how many more years it will take, to convince them? 
I said I would be in favor of retaliatory measures. Why? For the 
reason that Ido not believe we can establish any inspection or resort 
to any species of legislation that will entirely satisfy those people on 
this particular subject. We may be able to doit. If we are able to ' 
do it, let us do it; but let us not stop until we do something. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Will the Senator from Illinois allow me just 
here to make a suggestion to him, as I think it willaid him materially 
in his argument? 

Mr. LOGAN. Certainly. : 

Mr. McPHERSON. I want to simply state the case of Great Brit- 
ain with regard tothe importation of live cattle from the United States 
and from some ports of the continent. Certain districts were said to 
be infected, among them the United States of America. There has 
beena large exportation of cattle from the. United States to Great Brit- 
ain. Those cattle exported from the United States are required to be 
slaughtered at the port of entry and conveyed as dressed meat to all 
parts of the British ions—Great Britain, Ireland, and Scotland 
at least. A drove of cattle may go from a district that is not an in- 
fected district, that was never known to be an infected district, no dis- 
ease ever having been known among its cattle, and how is it treated? 
In the eastern part of our country disease has been known to exist, 
such as pleuro-pneumonia, but there are portions of the United States 
where it has never reach A drove of cattle from a healthy district 
goes over any of the railroads of the United States and is brought to 
the port of New York, placed on board steamer, and conveyed to Great 
Britain; but the cattle must be slaughtered at the port of entry in 
Great Britain. Ifthe same drove of cattle is transported over a Cana- 
dian railroad, stopping for forty-eight hours, if you please, in the Prov- 
ince of Canada, and Jaden at some port in Canada and conveyed to Great 
Britain as the product of Canada, it is allowed to go anywhere over 
Great Britain until it reaches its destination. There is an inspection 
at the port of New York, by reason of the earnest feeling that dealers 
have had in this matter and the desire that all animals transported 
from that port should be furnished with aclean bill of health. A com- 
petent inspection has been made there; the bill of health has followed 
thé animal to the port of Great Britain, but under the general inhibi- 
tion the animal has not been allowed to enter the territory otherwise 
than as I have stated. I suppose the same thing exists in regard to 
pork. Our country is declared by the French to be an infected dis- 
trict, and no difference is made between good pork and bad pork, it 
there be any such. 

Mr. LOGAN. It makes no difference at all; our whole country, as 
the Senator says, has been declared an infected district, and our meats 
have been excluded on that ground. Now, sir, if the Senate is desir- 
ous of haying what we might call fair play between countries, our com- 
mittee certainly can report some kind of legislation. If the Senator 
from Missouri and the Senator from Kansas think that legislation which 
would appoint Government inspectors to inspect our meats prior to 
their being exported to these foreign countries would be satistactofy, 
let that character of legislation be reported, and let it be passed. I do , 
not believe it would. Every experiment has been tried with these 
countries that we could try, except this particular character of legisla- 
tion mentioned by those gentlemen. The inspection that has already 
been made before the exportation is as good as an inspection by a Gov- 
ernment inspector. At the same time let that be tried if it is thought 
best. y 
But will any Senator say, as was said by the Senator from Kansas, 
that we are only injuring ourselves by what is called retaliatory legis- 
lation because the articles they export to this country are those which 
we desire? Will Senators say that the people of this country desire 
foreign wines that are adulterated? The wines and liquors those 
nations send to this country which are adulterated probably produce 
more disease here than the diseased meats sent abroad, if any such haye 
been sent abroad, produce there; and yet we take those things from 
those people. Why? Is it because we desire articles of that kind? 
Certainly not. Why is it then that we shall not say to those countries, 
‘While you refuse to take our products which are sound and „we 
shall not take your products which are not sound and good?’ Is it 
because we have not nerve enough as a government to say to them, 
“t While you refuse to receive our exports that are good, we will not re- 
ceive yours that are not good?’ Is that the logic? Is that the argu- 
ment? That is certainly the point to be arrived at if we require these 
articles from them and must take them anyhow; and if for fear we. 
might offend them we will not exclude the adulterated wines but will 
still take them, and yet allow them to exclude our meats which are 
good and sound. Ido not see that that is good policy. I do not see 
that we should be so mild-mannered with those governments as to re- 
ceive from them that which is not pure, and yet at the same time per- 
mit them to refuse to take from us that which is sound and pos 

Now, sir, as I said before, while they exclude our meats from their 
ports, I am in favor of excluding their adulterated wines and other 
articles which are impure, as a retaliatory measure for the purpose of 
letting them know that we can exclude articles which they manulact- 
ure as weil as they can exclude articles thatwedo, It is sound policy, 
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too. There is nothing unsound in that policy. There is nothing un- | in session for some days, and that that committee will undoubtedly pre- 


fair in it; there is nothing improper in it; there is nothing that shows 
that we are trying to do something for the purpose of creating feeling 
with those governments or those people. They exclude our exports on 
a bare suspicion of unsoundness, and I would exclude those that are 
infected from their countries, 

Mr. MAXEY. Allow me to ask a question of the Senator from Illi- 
nois. 

Mr. LOGAN. I have said all I desire to say. 

Mr. MAXEY. If retaliatory legislation should be eventually found 
to be true policy, would it not be well to have a basis for it? Would 
it not be the better course to put ourselves in a situation where we could 
adopt such legislation without any sort of criticism from any source? 
In other words, we now have only outside testimony as to whether or not 
this meat is pure orimpure, healthy or unhealthy; butif we haveourown 
commissioners, experts, to inspect the meat before it leaves here, would 
not that be a basis for legislation much better than we have now? 

Mr. LOGAN. Very well. This resolution carries upon its face any 
kind of legislation that the committee sees proper to report. 

Mr. MAXEY. I was referring to the argument of the Senator. 

Mr. LOGAN. The resolution has not in it the point lam making. 
Tt only requires the committee to report legislation that will give the 
President power to protect our interests. Ifit is by inspection, that is 
one thing; if it is by retaliation, that is another thing. It is for the 
Senate, when the legislation is reported, to take such view of the case 
as it sees proper. 

Mr. MAXEY. I understood that, but the Senator from Illinois in- 
timated the line of legislation he thought proper. That, of course, will 
go before the Committee on Foreign Relations. Like the Senator from 
Missouri and the Senator from Kansas, I agree that a point may be 
reached when retaliatory legislation may be wise policy; but are we 
in a situation now, without further light on the subject, to adopt that 
line of policy? Germany tells us, and so does France, that the reason 
of the exclusion is not because they want to exclude American meat, 
but because this class of meat which they exclude is unhealthy. If 
that be true, their position is perfectly tenable, indeed impregnable. 
Now, we think that is not the case, but that the reason is such as was 
assigned by the Senator from Illinois, that parties in interest having 
meats put up in other countries are producing impressions on the minds 
of,the German and French Governments when the fact alleged does 
not exist. How can we arrive at this, then? If we have a corps of 
experts appointed by the authority of the Government, whose duty it 
shall be to inspect our meats before they leave and those meats thus 
exported are reported to be healthful, then we have something abso- 
lutely sound upon which to base retaliatory legislation. On that 
ground it seems to me we can base legislation. 

Mr. LOGAN. Would it not be upon the same theory, howéver, that 
they exclude our meats if we should say to them that while we have 
a suspicion of the unhealthiness of wines, and thingsof that kind, they 
shall be excluded? Is not that the same principle precisely ? 

Mr. MAXEY. Undoubtedly, if wines or other things are intro- 
duced into this country which are unhealthful, so far as the States are 
concerned every State has laws against impure and unwholesome meats 
and drinks, and I have no doubt Congress could a law prohibiting 
the importation of unwholesome meat or drink; but I say that it will 
not do for us to pass a law of that kind without some basis on which 
to act. We must have a corps of men officially responsible to us, ex- 
perts to test that question, so as to have something tangible and defi- 
nite to rely upon. 

Mr. LOGAN. That is a matter for legislation. I only say we have 
a right to do it and we ought to doit. We may exclude adulterated 
wines and adulterated articles coming to us either as food or drink. 

Mr. MAXEY. Iam not disputing that proposition at all. 

Mr. LOGAN. That is my proposition. If they legislate against us 
on account of alleged impure food, why should we not legislate against 
impure food and drink and exclude them by inspection, the same as 
they exclude ours? What objection is there to that? 

Mr. MAXEY. The point I was endeavoring to make is that while 
the views of the Senator from Illinois go to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, and of course will have their impression and ought to have, 
other views should in like manner go. While the resolution itself is 
broad enough to cover the character of legislation indicated by the Sen- 
ator from Kansas, at- the same time it is well for the committee to know 
That there are many here who believe that before we adopt extreme 
measures of retaliation we should know precisely what we are doing. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Mr. President, I think this discussion 
is a little premature. It is quite evident that the question can not be 
settled at this time. I understand that we shall in the course of a few 
days receive from the State Department the entire correspondence with 
the French and German Governments in regard to the question of the 
prohibition of our meats being received into those countries. Along 
with that, I have no doubt, will come a report from the commission ap- 
pointed by the President to investigate the healthfulness of the meats 
which are packed in this country and shipped abroad. 

I will simply say that the Committee on Agriculture, in connection 
with the convention of cattle-growers and dealers in meats, have been 


sent to this body a bill with regard tothe protection of our cattle against 
pleuro-pneumonia, and bills also for the inspection of all our meat prod- 
ucts which are exported abroad. Of course these bills are not at all 
in the direction of retaliatory legislation, but in the direction of pre- 
servative legislation. And whenever this resolution shall finally be dis- 
posed of, in consideration of the wide range the debate has taken and the 
views expressed by the Senator now in the chair [Mr. INGALLS] and 
the Senator from Illinois [Mr. LoGAN], as this resolution might call 
for the introduction of bills looking to the inspection of our meats, I 
think I shall be warranted in then moving that the resolution shall go 
to the Committee on Agriculture. Ido not care to go into a discussion 
of that to-day, for I think it premature. I should prefer that this mat- 
ter wait until the correspondence comes to us irom the State Depart- 
ment and the Agricultural Department on this question. For thet 
reason I prefer that the resolution shall now go over. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Mr. President, I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive business, 

SAMUEL H. LOCKETT. 

Mr. BAYARD. Task the Senator from California to allow me to call 
up and have passed a bill to remove the political disabilities of a citizen 
of Alabama. It passed the House at the last session, but it received a 
short amendment which prevented its passing the Senate. It will not 
occupy two minutes of time if there is no objection; and if the Senator 
will yield I ask to have it considered now. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. If no one else objects, I shall not in- 
terpose, 

Mr. BAYARD. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 
Senate bill No. 713. 

By unanimous consent, the bill (S. 713) to remove the political dis- 
abilities of Samuel H. Lockett, of Alabama, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed by a 
two-thirds vote. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After 3 hours and 17 minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened. 


NAMING OF A PRESIDING OFFICER, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore notified the Senate that he would 
probably be absent at the opening of the session to-morrow on account 
of a meeting of the Regents of the Smithsonian Institution, and asked 
unanimous consent to designate Mr. JoHN J. INGALLS, a Senator from 
the State of Kansas, to perform the duties of the chair for the day in 
the event of his absence; which was ats > 

Mr. LAPHAM. I move that the adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 45 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, January 15, 1884. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Joun 8. LINDSAY, D. D. 

The reading of the Journal of yesterday was begun, when 

Mr. BLAND asked unanimous consent that the reading of so much 
of the Journal as related to the introduction and reference of bills and 
joint resolutions be omitted. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama. I object. z 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will proceed with the reading of the 
Journal. > 

Some time subsequently, 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama, said: I withdraw my objection to the prop- 
osition of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND]. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to omitting, in reading the Jour- 
nal, that portion relating to the introduction and reference of bills and 
joint resolutions. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

oe Seer of the Journal was then read, and as. read was ap- 
proved. 

WILLIAM C. SPENCER. 

Mr. COVINGTON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
3517) for the relief of William C. Spencer; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ROAD FROM FORT SCOTT, KANS., TO NATIONAL CEMETERY. 

Mr. PERKINS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 

3518) appropriating $15,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
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for the completion of the macadam road from Fort Scott, Kans., to the 
national cemetery; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


ADULTERATIONS OF FOOD, MEDICINES, ETC. 


Mr. GREEN. I ask unanimous consent to submit for consideration 
at this time the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, after which the Chair 
will call for objections. z 

The Clerk read as follows: - 


Whereas it is pony charged and generally believed that divers and vari- 
ous articles of food, drink, and medicine are adulterated by admixtures with 
baser and usually deleterious substances; and 

reas such adult com are injurious to public health and cal- 
culated to shorten human life: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the Committee on Public Health be authorized and directed 
to inquire into the truth of said alleged abuse, and to report to this House the 
result of their investigation at as early a day as practicable; and if it shall be 
shown that such practices exist, then to suggest or recommend in their report 
what further } ion, if any, is necessary to correct the wrong. And that 
they may the more effectually do their work, 

Be it further resolved, That said committee be, and they are hereby, empowered 
to send for persons and papers and to employ such chemical and medical ex- 
perts as they may deem necessary to carry out the end,aim, and object in view. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution just read ? 

Mr. LEWIS. I object. 

Mr. GREEN. Then I ask that it be referred to the Committee on 
Public Health, > 

There was no objection, and the resolution was referred accordingly. 

Mr. REAGAN. What was the reference of the resolution just pre- 
sented by the gentleman from North Carolina? 

The SP. ER. It wasreferred tothe Committee on Public Health, 
as requested by the gentleman introducing it. 

Mr. REAGAN. I would suggest tothe gentleman that a bill on the 
general subject is before the Committee on Commerce. 


IMPROVEMENT OF CHARLESTON HARBOR, SOUTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. DIBBLE. I ask unanimous consent to have printed in the 
RECORD a memorial of the Charleston Chamber of Commerce concern- 
ing the jetties in the harbor of Charleston, 8. C. 

There being no objection, the following memorial was ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD, and referred to the Committee on Rivers and 
ain CHARLESTON CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, 

Charleston, 8. C., January 12, 1884. 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the Voorn of the United States : 


The memorial of the Charleston Chamber of Commerce respectfully sheweth : 

Tnat it is of vital importance to the commercial and agricultural interests of 
this city and State that the work upon the jetties at the entrance of this harbor 
should be ay completed. 

That the partial work already done at an expense of $1,045,000 to the Govern- 
ment requires immediate protection from deterioration and injury. 
That all work Seon the jetties has ceased from the 28th of November last from 

n 


ent in the future. 

Tif following information recently obtained from Lieutenant Bailey, the 
United States engineer officer in charge of improvements in Charleston Harbor, 
will show the present condition of the jetties and the necessity that exists for the 
work promptly to be resumed, and with os funds for that purpose Š 

The crest of the bar, between the lines of the jetties, had moved seaward 500 
feet from 1882 to 1883. The survey to date shows that this outward movement 
has extended along the crest for 2,000 feet south of the south jetty, averaging 500 
feet outward, and that thismovement is not so marked north of the north jetty. 

As the outpour of the ebb between the jetties tends southeast, these observa- 
tions seem to indicate that the effect is due to the jetties. 

The filling of deep ets between the jetties and consequent tendency to a 
more uniform channel, and the pronounced outward movement of Jim Evan's 
Shoal, can, I think, be fairly attributed to the jetties. Seventeen and one-tenth 
feet can now be carried through the Swash channel at mean high water, and 
175 feet through Pumpkin Hill. Baty 

There are many reasons why work should be promptly resumed, and with 
ample funds, The following may be mentioned: y 

The outer end of the north jetty is now 1,000 feet within the outer 18-foot 
curve. The south jetty approaches to within but 4,700 feet of this curve. 

The southward wash around the end of the south jetty will increase the ex- 
pense of future work through delay by necessitating greater hoigh of jetty. 

The present work very bly interferes with the stability of the Pumpkin 
Hill nel. Shoaling is now ee there. Future work will certainly 
affect the regimen of the Pumpkin Hill channel. 

The jetties at present may be considered to represent a condition of prepara- 
tion for the final change of channel from Pumpkin Hill to the Swasb. 

This critical transformation should be well supported by ample resources. 

The change should be rapidly effected, and the probable period of poor navi- 
gation in both channels rendered as short as ible, 

Assuming that Congress, in its wisdom, considered the expenditure of $1,500,000 
for the present pi a investment, say at 3 per cent., then $54,000 will be 
lost for i s delay of the work, 

The great advan to this port and vicinity, and resulting increase of reve- 
nue to the General Government, to be secured by this improved channel must 

resent a considersble sum for even one year, which sum is also lost by delay. 
e present length of the north jey is 14,361 feet; of south jetty, 14,109 feet— 
or each about two and one-half miles. 

Jetty work ceased from exhaustion of funds November 28, 1883. 

Your memorialists would further represent that Charleston pap Sober 
of over 50,000, and transacts a large exporting and importing 
abundan! for increasin same, The 


t facilities value of her exports, foreign 
and coastwise, exceeds $37,000,000 per annum, The zaonarn business is 
large and increasing. Charleston, moreover, is on the margin of the sea. The 


“eg eiaa of the Atlantic beyond the bar is butsix miles from thecity. Within 
the land-locked harbor, with deep water to the wharves, is ample room for the 
entire shipping of the largest city in the Union. Wharf accommodations are 
ample for the trade, and can be largely increased when necessary, 

serious impediment toher inereased commerceand prosperity is the com- 
parative shallowness of the water on the bar. There is at present 17} feet of 
water on the bar at mean high tide; the national jetties now in progress of con- 
struction by the United States Government will increase the depth of water to 
at least 25 feet, making Charleston incomparably the best port and harbor on 


the South Atlantic. 
Your memorialists therefore humbly pray that the appropriation asked for by 
ted. 


the Chief Engineer of the United States Army be speedily 
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WILLIAM D. STEWART. 

Mr. CRISP, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 3519) 
for the relief of William D. Stewart and other heirs at law of James’ 
Stewart, of Americus, Ga., deceased; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered tobe printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. STEELE. I call for the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order being called for, the Chair will 
proceed to call the committees for reports. A 


UNDERVALUATION OF IMPORTS, ETC, 


Mr. MIELS. Iam directed by the Committee on Ways and Means 
to report the resolution which I send to the desk as a substitute for 
two resolutions, one offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
HEWITT], the other by his colleague far. BELMONT]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the President be, and he is hereby, uested, if not incompati- 
ble with the public interests, to furnish this House with any information in his 


ion, including reports from United States consuls, special ts of the 
Treasury Be an netstat of customs, aud dadaan of the DADAR AAA. 
concerning the ondervalaation: thine classification, and otherirregular practices 
in the importation of foreign goods, wares, and merchandise since January 1, 
1882, and in his discretion prior thereto; and that he be requested to recommend 
what legislation, if any, in his opinion, is needed to prevent fraud on the rev- 
enue resulting from the causes above specified. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. MILLS moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. ‘ 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


COLLECTION OF WHISKY TAX. 


Mr. MORRISON. I am directed by the Committee on Ways and 
Means to report back the resolution which I send te the desk and ree- 
ommend its adoption. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested to furnish this House 
with copies of all letters of collectors of internal revenue relative to suspendi 
the collection of tax for whisky listed in September, October, November, an 
December of the year 1850; also to inform this House whether the time for col- 
lecting tax due on whisky listed October, 1880, in the Allegheny or twenty-third 
collection district for the State of Pennsylvania has been extended, and if so, 
by what authority. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. MORRISON moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved thatthe motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


GENERAL WARD B. BURNETT. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. ° I am directed by the Committee on the Judi 
ciary to report back the petition of General Ward B. Burnett. 

The SPEAKER. What is the recommendation of the committee? 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. I am instructed by the committee to make 
an explanation in reference to this report. The petition of General 
Burnett was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary under the im- 
pression that it involved questions of law which would make appro- 
priate some legislation on the part of But an investigation 
of the matter has disclosed that all the questions of law involved have 
been passed upon and disposed of by the Supreme Court of the United 
States in a proceeding to which this petitioner was a party. Under 
these circumstances the Judiciary Committee have not thought it ap- 
propriate to take any action, and have directed that the petition be 
reported back to this House with a recommendation that it be referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the Committee on the 
Judiciary will be discharged from the further consideration of this 
petition, and it will be referred to the Committee on Pensions. - 

There being no objection, the petition was referred aecordingly. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. ROSECRANS. I am directed by the Committee on Military 
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Affairs to report for adoption a resolution calling for executive infor- 
mation. 

The SPEAKER (after examining the resolution). The Chair will 
state to the gentleman from California that this resolution can not be 
considered at this time. It is a resolution of inquiry which has not 
been referred to the committee. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. It originated in the committee. ` 

The SPEAKER. It can be reported by the committee, but can not 
be considered now. It may go to the Calendar. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. Then I ask unanimous consent—— 

The SPEAKER. That can not bé asked during this call. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. Then I withdraw the resolution. 

Mr. REED. Is the report upon something that was referred to the 
committee? If not, I make the point of order that the committee can 
not originate legislation. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution is withdrawn. 


GENERAL ALFRED PLEASONTON. 


Mr. BAYNE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
with amendments the bill (H. R. 1101) authorizing the President to 
appoint and retire Alfred Pleasonton, a major-general; which wes re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


FITZ-JOHN PORTER. 


Mr. STEELE. In accordance with leave already granted by the 
House, I present the views of a minority of the Committee on Military 
Affairs upon the bill (H. R. 1015) for the relief of Fitz-John Porter. 

The SPEAKER. The views of the minority will be printed with the 
report of the committee. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported back 
dills of the following titles; when the committee was discharged from 
the further consideration of the same, and they were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims: 

A bill (H. R. 656) for the relief of Mrs. Fanny 8. Conway; and 

A bill (H. R. 2207) for the relief of Mrs. Agnes E. Fry. 


RECEPTION OF GIFTS BY UNITED STATES OFFICERS. 


Mr. COX, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs to report back the following resolution, with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby directed to inform this 
House whether any efficer of the Navy has received or accepted any gift or 
present from any king, prince, or foreign state without the consent of 
and contrary oA ve provisions 5 the Constitution. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy communicate to this House whether 
the yo polite 

The SPEAKER. This is a privileged resolution, which could be in- 
troduced at some other time for action. If reported now it can only 
be for reference. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I withdraw it, then, for the present. I had 
an idea that it was a question of privilege, but not under this call, 


FORFEITURE OF LAND GRANTS. 


Mr. COBB. Mr. Speaker, I have been directed by the Committee on 
ithe Public Lands, to which has been referred the subject-matter touch- 
ing forfeiture of railroad grants, to report a bill (H. R. 3520) declaring 
forfeited certain grants of land made to certain States in aid of the con- 
‘struction of railroads, and to move that the bill be referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. I also move that the mi- 
nority report made by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Van Eaton] 
be also printed, to accompany the majority report. 

There was no objection; and the bill was received, read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and, with the accompanying report and the views of thé 
minority, ordered to be printed. 

SETTLING OF INDIANS IN SEVERALTY. 

Mr. LEWIS, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 
back a bill VH. R. 65) to provide for settling the Indians of Los An- 
geles, San Bernardino, and San Diego Counties, California, upon lands 
EA and the same was referred to the Committee on Indian 

Ts. 
PUBLIC BUILDING, LEXINGTON, KY. 

Mr. LEWIS also, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 
back the bill (H. R. 593) to provide for the erection of a public build- 
ing in the city of Lexington, Ky.; and the same was referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

LOUISA BODDY. 


Mr. GEORGE, from the Committee on Indian back 


reported 
with an amendment the bill (H. R. 1292) for the relief of Louisa Boddy; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on thè Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with theaccompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
JOHN B. MONTEITH, DECEASED. ` 


Mr. GEORGE also, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported 
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back favorably a bill (H. R. 1319) to adjust the accounts of John B. 
Monteith, deceased; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

CLOSING OF GAPS IN MISSISSIPPI LEVEES. 

Mr. KING, from the Committee on Levees and Improvements of the 
Mississippi River, reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 3504) 
to close the gaps in the levees of the Mississippi River, and for other 
structures for the improvement of the navigation and protection of the 
commerce of said river; which were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. BEAN. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Commitiee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back the bill (H. R. 1710) granting a pension to George W. Bean; and 
the same was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


HENRY C. WORTHINGTON. 
Mr. CULLEN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 


back the bill (H. R. 1621) for the relief of Henry C. Worthington; 
and the same was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


t A. G. TEBAULT. s 
Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
adversely the bill (H. R. 1614) for the relief of A. G. Tebault; and the 
same was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 
. DAVID SINGLETON, 
Mr. GEDDES also, from the Committee on War Claims, back 
adversely the petition of David Singleton; and the same was laid on 
the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


ALEXANDER P. ROSE. 


Mr. GEDDES also, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
adversely the petition of Alexander P. Rose; and the same was laid on 
the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


RELIEF OF DADE COUNTY, MISSOURI. 


Mr. GEDDES also, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
adversely the bill (H. R. 928) for the relief of the county of Dade, in the 
State of Missouri; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 


JOHN P. T. DAVIS, 


Mr. GEDDES also, from the Committee on War reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 328) for the relief of John P. T. Davis; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. _ 


MAJ. WILLIAM M. MAYNADIER. 


Mr. GEDDES also, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
the bill (H. R. 1378) for the relief of Maj. William M. Maynadier, pay- 
master in the United States Army; and moved its reference tothe Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

: Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. T object, unless the bill properly belongs to 
the Committee on Claims and not to the Committee on War Claims. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read.. 

The bill was read, as follows : 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and heis hereby, 
thorized and directed to Pay to W illiam M. Maynadier, from any moneys n the 
Treasury not otherw ropriated, the sum of $3,726.50, the amount paid by 
him into the Preamixy ¢ of the United States in liquidation of a deficiency in 
his accounts as paymaster at Prescott, Arizona Territory, caused by robbery 
committed by hisclerk, D. D. Chandler, at Prescott, A 8, 1876, as shown by 
the finding and report of a board of inquiry iry appointed | y General Kautz, com- 
menang military department, to te the ci PREDAS of the loss; 3 
and also the further sum of $100 paid ty maid A ynadier for the arrest of Chand- 
daky. restoration of both sums having been recommended by said board of 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I withdraw my objection, 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

J. W. STONE. 

Mr. GEDDES also, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
back the petition of J. W. Stone; and the same was referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported back with adverse recommendations petitions of the following 
titles; which were severally laid upon the table, and the accompanying 
reports ordered to be printed: 

The petition of the city of Memphis, Tenn., asking compensation for 
the use and occupation of the navy-yard at Memphis during and sub- 
sequent to the late civil war, 

erty taken by of Hugh Core, of Pulaski County, Arkansas, for prop- 

en by the Federal forces during the late war of the rebellion; 


“The be petition of Elias R. Core, of Pulaski County, Arkansas, for prop- 
erty taken from him by the Federal forces during the late rebellion. 
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JOHN TAYLOR & SON. ; 

Mr. BOWEN, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back with 
favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1198) for the relief of John 
Taylor & Son; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

BENJAMIN D. LAKIN. 


Mr. BOWEN also, from the Committee on War Claims, reported, as 
a substitute for H. R. 1264, a bill (H. R. 3521) for the relief of Benja- 
min D. Lakin; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. TULLY, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
with adverse recommendation bill and petitions of the following titles; 
which were severally laid upon the table, and the accompanying reports 
ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 860) for the relief of Alfred Houston: 

The petition of Isaiah Sweat; 

The petition of R. H. Wood, executor of the estate of J. H. Bills, de- 
ceased; and also 

The petition of Z. C. Nolen. 


SIDNEY HENDERSON. 


Mr. TULLY also, from the Committee on War Claims, reported a 
bill (H. R. 3522) for the relief of Sidney Henderson, deceased; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

. WEAVER & STERRY. 

On motion of Mr. MULDROW, by unanimous consent, the Commit- 
tee on Private Land Claims was di from the further considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 138) for the relief of Weaver & Sterry; and the 
same was referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. * ; 


SPECIAL DAYS FOR BUSINESS OF DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. BARBOUR. Under instructions from the Committee on: the 
District of Columbia I desire to submit the following reselution, and 
ask unanimous consent that it be read and referred to the Committee 
on Rules, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the second and fourth Mondays of each calendar month here- 
after during the continuance of the Forty-eighth Congress, after the call of 
States and Territories for bills and joint resolutions, be, and the same are here- 
by, set apart for the consideration of such business as may be presented by the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the reference of the resolu- 
tion? 

There being no objection, the resolution was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Rules. 


APPROPRIATIONS FOR DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. BARBOUR. I am also instructed by the Committee on the 
District of Columbia to offer the resolution which I send to the desk 
for reference to the Committee on Rules. 
` The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That authority be given to this committee to report directly to the 
House all bills involving appropriation for the District of Columbia. 

Mr. RANDALL. I make the point of order that this does not come 

ly from that committee as a report. 

The SPEAKER. The Chairwill ask the gentleman from Virginia if 
this subject was referred to the committee? 

Mr. BARBOUR. Iam unable to hear the question of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will'state to the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia that a point of order is made that this resolution does not come 

roperly from that committee on this call for reports, the subject not 
caving been referred to the committee, and the Chairisinclined to think 
that the point of order is well taken. 

Mr. RANDALL. I amwilling as far as I am individually concerned 
to have the resolution go to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. REED. There seems to be a general misunderstanding on the 
part of the committees of the House this morning that they can origi- 
nate legislation. I suppose nothing is better established than that the 
committees are the mere creatures of the House, for the purpose of doing 
its work and not their own; that the House must initiate all legislation 
by referring the matter to a committee, and that otherwise the com- 
mittee has no right to report upon the subject-matter at all. This, it 
seems to me, ought to be clearly understood in view of the proceedings 
that have taken place here this morni 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has already indicated that the resolu- 
tion was not in order under this call. 

Mr. REED. I speak because there have been several instances this 
morning of such action on the part of the committees. 

Mr. BARBOUR. I withdraw the resolution. 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice hav- 
ing been called, 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE said: I am instrneted by the Committee on 
Expenditures in the Department of Justice to report back to the House 
and to recommend the adoption of the resolution referred to that com- 
mittee yesterday calling upon the Secretary of the Treasury for infor- 
mation. 

The SPEAKER. If that resolution is reported back now it can not 
be disposed of under the call of committees for reports. Under the 
rules nothing can be done in that call except to refer the reports which 
are made to the appropriate calendars. 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE. This resolution was referred to the commit- 
tee yesterday. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can report back the resolution, 
but it can not be acted upon by the House at this time. But the 
Chair will state to the gentleman that this is a privileged report, and 
can be made at any time when the House is not-engaged in other busi- 


ness, 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE. I will submit the report and ask the privi- 
lege of calling it up after the call of committees is completed. 

The SPEAKER. That can not be done. If the gentleman submits 
the report now it must go to the Calendar. ‘ 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE. Then I withdraw it for the present. 


PUBLIC ROADS AND HIGHWAYS POST-ROUTES. 


Mr. MONEY, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 
1482) making all public roads and highways post-routes; which was 
referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 


INFORMATION AS TO ARMY OFFICERS. 


The SPEAKER. The call of committees for reports has been con- 
cluded. ? 

Mr. LYMAN. I ask unanimous consent, on the part of the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, to submit a resolution for present consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to furnish to the House of Re 
resentatives without delay the name, rank, and regiment or corps of each offi- 
cer of the Army borne on the sick report for long periods or contin uously, as un- 
able to perform full duty, since July 1, 1876, to Derner 31, 1883; 

The name, rank, regiment, or sorpa of each officer of the Army who has been 
recommended for retirement since July 1, 1876, to December 31, 1883; the name 
and date of retirement of each officer who has been retired ; 

The name, rank, and regiment or corps of each officer of the Army now on 
sick leave, or unable to perform full duty, and in each case when said officer 
ceased doing full duty ; 

The len, of time cach officer who has been retired since July 1, 1882, up to 
December 31, 1883, had been on the sick report or off duty previous to his retire- 
ment, in each case giving his name, rank, and ment or corps ; 

The name, rank, and regiment or corps of each officer in the Army who has 
been recommended by a board of retirement, and the date of retirement of each 
officer retired thereupon, showing those who. have not been retired, up to De- 
cember 31, 1883; 

The number of vacancies that existed in the grade of second lieutenant in the 
Army on the Ist day of September, 1879, and on the 20th day of November, 1880; 

The names of all persons appointed from civil life to be second lieutenants, 
and the names of all non-commissioned officers and enlisted men of the Army 
appointed to be second lieutenants, with the dates of appointment, in each of the 
two years ending June 30, 1880, and June 30, 1881. 4 


The resolution was adopted. $ ‘ 

Mr. LYMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


COMMITTEE CLERK. 


Mr. McMILLIN. By direction of the Committee on Claims, I desire 
to submit the resolution which I send to the desk for reference to the 
Committee on Accounts. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Claims be authorized during this session 
only, until the further order of the House, to employ an assistant clerk, to be 


paid out of the contingent fund of the House at the same rate of compensation 
now paid to session committee clerks. 


The resolution was referred to the Committee on Accounts. 
HEIRS OF GEORGE W. WELSH. 


Mr. LAWRENCE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
3523) for the relief of the heirs of George W. Welsh; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

IMPORTS INJURIOUS TO HEALTH. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, by unanimous consent. introduced a joint reso- 
lution (H. Res. 111) authorizing the President, during the recess of 
Congress, to prohibit the importation of any imports injurious to public 
health from those countries which, upon the same ground, prohibit the 
importation of any American goods or products; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 
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REPORT ON RAILROAD RATES. 


Mr. SKINNER, of New York. Asdirected by the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads, I ask unanimous consent to introduce for 
referense to the Committee on Printing the joint resolution which I 
send to the desk. r 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

A joint resolution to print a report made to the Postmaster-General relating to 
the carrying of mails, 

Resolved, That the Public Printer be, and he is hereby, authorized to print 
{,000 extra copies of the report of the committee appointed by the Postmaster- 
General to devise a more complete system of gauging the rates of pay for carry- 
ing the mails on railroad routes under the act of Congress approved March 
hey A 3,400 copies for the use of the House, and 600 copies for the use of the 

nate, 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 112) was received, read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be 
printed. 

TON-KA-WA INDIANS. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. 3524) for the benefit of the Ton-ka-wa Indians; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and orderéd to be printed, 

SARAH HARPER. 

Mr. BINGHAM, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
- 3525) granting a pension to Sarah Harper; which was read a first and 

second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


MRS. AMANDA M. SMITH. 


Mr. BINGHAM also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. 3526) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Amanda M. Smith, 
widow of the late General Thomas A. Smith; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. BARKSDALE. I am recorded in the RECORD of the proceed- 
ings of yesterday as having ‘‘Jaid on the Clerk’s desk papers relating 
to the improvement of Pearl River and of Big Black River and other 
navigable streams in the State of Mississippi.” They were bills which 
I introduced, and I ask that the Journal be corrected, in order that the 
bills may be printed. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that the Journal is correct. 
The bills referred to by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. BARKS- 
DALE] under the rule of the House went into the petition-box and 
through that to the proper committee. The Chair will cause this rule 
to be read, because there seems to be some misunderstanding about it 
among members. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

All bills for improvement of rivers and harbors and for the establishment or 


change of post-routes shall be delivered to the Clerk, as in the case of petitions 
and memorials, for reference to appropriate committees.—_[Rule XXI, clause 5.] 


The SPEAKER. And such bills are not printed except by order of 
the House. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Then I ask consent of the House forthe print- 
ing of those bills. ; 

Mr. KEIFER. Let us understand this matter. Why should these 
bills be distinguishable from other bills of like character? All should 
be printed or none. 

Thé SPEAKER. Objection being made, it is not so ordered. 


AMERICAN IRON AND STEEL STEAMERS. 


Mr. REAGAN. I was notin my place this morning when the Com- 
mittee on Commerce was called. I now ask consent to back 
from that committee the bill (H. R. 59) to encourage the building of 
American iron and steel steamers. As the provisions of the bill relate 
to the carrying of the mails, I ask that the Committee on Commerce 
be discharged from its further consideration and that the same be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


REINHARD WAGNER. 


Mr. CURTIN. Task consent to submit for present consideration the 
resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the President be, and he is hereby requested, if in his opinion 
it be not incompatible with the public interest, to furnish for the information of 
the House of Representatives copies of correspondence on file in the Depart- 
ment of State in relation to the reported arrest at Lodz, in Russian Poland, of 
Reinhard Wagner, a citizen of the United States. 

Mr. CURTIN. I will just say that that resolution is offered with 
the knowledge and approbation of the State Department. 

There being no objection, the resolution was received, considered, 
and adopted. 

Mr. CURTIN moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. a 
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BOMBARDMENT OF ALEXANDRIA, EGYPT, ETC. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Iam instructed by the Committee on Naval 
Affairs to report back with the recomme ndation that the same be 
adopted the resolution of inquiry which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

M engia a e ane, oaeoi ihs ae pay Bt ond e o y E 
ent from any king, prince, or foreign state without the consent of Congress and 
contrary to the provisions of the Constitution of the United States. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy communicate to this House whether 
the officers and sailors of the United States ever rendered any service to the 
British navy in the recent bombardment or occupation of Alexandria, in Egypt, 
together with all correspondence relating thereto now in the possession of the 
Department. 

Mr. KEIFER. I do not rise to oppose these resolutions, but to ask 
that the gentleman who reports them from the committee shall state 
some reasons at least for the firstresolution. It seems to be implied by 
that resolution that officers of the United States Navy have been violat- 
ing the Constitution of the United States in accepting gifts from foreign 
powers. I should be very glad to hear from gentlemen on the other 
side some reason that will justify our adopting a resolution that as- 
sumes that such a violation has taken place. 

Mr. COX, of New York. In response to the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. KEIFER] I will say that at the request of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs I have made some inquiry, and find that there is a basis for the 
two resolutions presented. 

The gentleman from New York, my colleague [Mr. Roprxsoy], who 
presented the resolutions to the House and asked their reference to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, states that he is advised that one of the 
officers of the Navy has boasted of receiving a present from a foreign 
government. It is within my own knowledge that one officer at least 
has received a very valuable present from, I think, the Government of 
Sweden and Norway; but he has very properly asked the consent of 
Congress to accept it. The answer to this resolution may in this regard 
vindicate a very meritorious officer. 

As to the second resolution and the assistance which our Navy may 
have given at the bombardment of Alexandria, Egypt, it is within my 
own knowledge that there were some officers, American officers, who 
performed very valuable services at the time of that bombardment. It 
any one has assisted the British wrongfully, or against the ordinary 
rules of neutrality between nations, I would like that the facts should 
come out, so that we may know who are deserving and who are not. 

I introduced the other day a joint resolution giving the thanks of 
this Congress to Col. Charles C. Long, who went into Alexandria dur- 
ing the bombardment and conflagration and who rescued our consulate 
and did more than any other person in saving that city from conflagra- 
tion. Although this resolution was not intended by the gentleman 
who introduced it to reach all these cases, I think it will redound to 
the honor of some men if the correspondence shall become known. And 
if any person connected with our Navy may be subject to reproach by 
reason of that correspondence, surely we ought to know it, 

Iwill yield now to my friend from New. York [Mr. Roprnson] who 
introduced the resolution, if he desires to say anything about it. 

Mr. BROWNE, ef Indiana. Mr. Speaker, is this discussion in order? 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon agreeing to the resolution. 
That is debatable. : 

Mr. REED. Let us have the question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York is entitled to the 
fioor. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Néw York. Iwish to say simply a word or two, 
as I presume there will be no objection to the passage of these resolu- 
tions. I understand, Mr. Speaker, the charge has been made that our 
officers, marines, and men connected with our Navy made themselves. 
conspicuous and obsequious in aiding England in slaughtering the 
Egyptians. This charge has been met with a quasi denial. This mat- 
ter was up in this House during the last session. I had introduced a 
resolution similar to this, but before the committee had acted upon it 
the Secretary of the Navy, anticipating the action of the committee, 
sent in a communication, which did not bring down the facts to the 
date of the bombardment. While the communication of the Secretary 
of the Navy was a quasi denial that our troops had taken any part with 
England in that bombardment, it did not meet the question. The 
matter was not properly presented to the Secretary, as it will be by 
these resolutions. So general was the belief that this thing had been 
done, that in the exhibition ef fireworks at Manhattan Beach, on Coney 
Island, where, as gentlemen know, they have had costly and brilliant 
displays of pyrotechnics, at the conclusion of this exhibition, which, by 
the way, was gotten up by an i imported for the occasion, 
it was—representedthat when England was slaughtering honest Egyp- 
tians who had some idea of liberty—perhaps they had read of Washing- 
ton—it was represented that after the English had expended their fary 
upon these poor Egyptians the American tars were rushed in and the 
Egyptians used up. 

If that is what our Navy has been doing, if weehave no other use for 
itthan to aid tyrants, let us call them home, and set them to hoeing pota- 
toes or raising corn. I object to such a use of our American Navy 
abroad. Although the charge that our officers and men had rendered 
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such assistance has been met with the quasi denial to which I have re- 
ferred, the British admiral in London—at the lord mavor’s dinner, I 
think—rendered his homage to our American Navy, who obeyed him 
as servants on that occasion and helped him to do his disgraceful work. 
The charge is either true or false, and we are entitled to know the facts. 

As to the other part of the resolution, it has been stated and not de- 
nied—indeed I believe it has been openly acknowledged—that an offi- 
cer of the United States who was present at the inauguration of another 
tyrant in another country made himself so agreeable to the tyrant that 
he was rewarded by the Czar with a snuff-box (which he does not use, 
I believe) gemmed with diamonds, worth $15,000. This kas been pub- 
lished abroad as if it were a graceful act. What did our ancestors do? 
They provided that no person in the employment of the United States 
should receive any gift from any foreign government. Even a wreath 
of roses thrown by direction of a foreign power upon the coffin of a 
dead servant of this country was a violation of the Constitution. 
puree it has thus been provided in our Constitution that ** no person 

olding any office of profit or trust under them (the United States) 
shall, without the consent of Congress, accept of any present, emolu- 
ment, office, or title of any kind from any king, prince, or foreign state,” 
such as our American minister has recently received from the Uni- 
versity of Edinburg—a clear violation of the Constitution, though I 
do not wonder at it, because heis more an Englishman than American— 
these things are going on from day to day; and such apathy has been 
exhibited on the part of the United States, that officers of the Govern- 
ment do not hesitate to publish it abroad that they have violated in this 
respect the mandate of the Constitution. Here is an American com- 
modoresent to Russia to witness the inauguration of perhaps the greatest 
tyrant in the world, and he comes home gemmed all over with snuff- 
boxes and diamonds—the insignia of the worn-out splendor of tyranny 
—and cal!s upon the people of the United States to sanction what was 
done in violation of the Constitution. This snobbery, this imitation of 
the ways and manners of tyrants abroad, has dishonored the service of 
our Government. We demand that the public servants shall obey the 
Constitution and shall not hobnob with tyrants, making the world be- 
lieve, as it does believe, that the destiny of this great country is to ‘‘play 
second fiddle ** to all the despots of the world. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolutions. 

The resolutions were adopted. 

Mr. COX, of New York, moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
resolutions were adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


GEORGE A. MARSHALL. 

Mr. DOCKERY, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 3527) 
granting a pension to George A. Marshall; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

NAVIGATION OF DETROIT RIVER. s 


Mr. MAYBURY, by unanimous consent, submitted the following 
tesolution; which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors: 


Whereas the Lime Kiln Crossing fo called) in the Detroit River is the most 

ina iar obstruction to navigation in the chain of the great lakes of the North- 

west; an 
Whereas upwards of forty thousand vessels, whose estimated freight is over 

Seventeen millions of tons aggregate, pass through the Detroit River in a sin- 

gic a oe are subject to constant damage and detention at the crossing 
foresaid ; an 


Whereas the for completing the improvement has been fully approved 
re the engin g department in charge of the work, and the estimated cost 
completing the same has been reported and approved by the Engineer-in- 


Chief; and 

Whereas of the original estimate of $1,100,000 required to complete the work 
but $835,000 have been expended, while the farther sum of $227,000 will remove 
all obstructions in the channel, render its navigation safe and convenient, and 
is urgently demanded: Therefore, 

That the Committee on Rivers and Harbors of this House be, and is 
hereby; requested to take into consideration the wisdom of ha the improve- 
ment referred to in the preamble of this resolution completed within the pres- 
ént year and of making the requisite appropriation tothat end, 


RICHARD F. BARRETT. 
Mr. GRAVES (by Mr. DOCKERY) introduced, by unanimous consent, 
à bill (H. R. 3528) for the relief of Richard F. Barrett; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. c 


E. H. GEORGE AND H. W. WALKER. 


Mr. MOULTON, by unanimous consent, submitted the following res- 
solution; which was referred to the Committee on Accounts: 

That the Clerk of the House be directed t outof th t 
feeder te House, to E. H. George the sum of $125, and LW. Walker the eent 
of $250, the said compensation being for services rendered in closing and open- 
sna pee mere in the office of Sergeant-at-Arms and preparing mileage reports 

paymen 


SHIPPING. 

Mr. SLOCUM. I move, Mr. that the bill H. R. 2228, with 
the accompanying report, be reprinted. Itis the bill which was intro- 
duced by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] on the subjectof 
shipping. Iam informed that the number heretofore ordered to be 


printed is exhausted, while there continues to be a large demand for the 
bill and report. - 

Mr. COX, of New York. I hope my colleague will also include in 
his motion the printing of amendments to the bill. : 

Mr. SLOCUM. Yes, I will also include in my motion to reprint the 
amendments offered to the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection, and it is ordered 
accordingly. 

TARIFF ON IMPORTED WOOL. 


. Mr. CONVERSE. Ihave received memorialsand resolutionsadopted 
by citizens of my district’praying for a restoration of the tariff of 1867 
on imported wool, and I move that they be printed in the RECORD and 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. It is not necessary to 
read them. 

There was no objection. 

The papers are as follows: 


Whereas one-third, if not more,of the farmers are dependent upon sheep 
husbandry for a livelihood; and 
Whereas there are no notable benefits derived from the late tariff 1 


by the wool-growers of eain berg in convention assembled, Thatthe 
late Congress was a base ingratitude, 

and inimical to the best interests of 20,000,000 laborers of the United States, and 
likewise prejudicial to the financial prosperity of our nation, 7. 

Resolved, That justioe and Sree demand the restoration of the wool tariff of 
1867, and that ourSenators an Representatives in Congress are requested to use 
every effort to restore said tariff on wool. 

Resolved, That our thanks are due Hon, GEORGE L. Converse for his timely 
efforts to restore the old tariff upon wool. 

Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be sent to each Senator and Rep- 
resentative in Congress assembled, and that the proceedings of this convention 
be published in our county papers. 


I hereby certify that the above resolutions were adopted by the Licking County 
Wool-Growers’ Association, December 29, 1883. 
H. W. HOWE, 
* Association 


Secretary Licking County Wi 


At a called meeting of the wool-growers of Guernsey County, Ohio, the fol- 
lowing resolutions were passed, December 13, 1883; 


Whereas in the course of tariff legislation the Forty-sewenth Congress reduced 
the tariff on wool to the extent of the ad valorem duty thereon, thereby crip- 
pling the industry and rendering it unremunerative: Therefore, . 

Resolv@d, That we ask Congress at its present session to restore the tariff on 
wool in at least an equal degree with the tariff of 1867; and 

Resolved, That we make the hing ar an & non-partisan political issue, and sup- 

y labor to secure the above desired legislation. 


W.S. BRASHEAR 
Secretary Wool Growers, Guernsey County, Ohio. 


To the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States in Congress assembled : 

The undersigned wool-growers i+: the State of Ohio ly and earnestly 
petition the Congress to restore the duties on foreign wools substantially as they 
were enacted by the act of 1367. 

The flagrant injustice done to the wool wers by abolishing the ad valorem 
duties provided by the wool tariff of 1867 demands your previas Aep we vent- 
ure briefly to state some reasons for this assertion : > 

Prior to that enactment no substantial protection had been given b ee 
to the production of American wools, whereas the manufacturers of wool had 
been sufficiently protected against similar foreign fabrics. This well-known 
Ret jea hot oere G helggaat ade bas a ayer pag wno after careful 
and laborious consideration, agreed upen the att of 1867, and this ent 
became the law of that date. ‘és oat 

At that time she number of sheep in the United States was about 22,000,000, 
and the annual product of wool was about 60,000,000 pounds. Under the influ- 
ence of this law sheep husbandry rapidly advanced, until the number of sheep 
is now over 50,000,000 and the annual product of wool is more than 300,000,000 
pounds. With this increase the price of wool has steadily receded from 51 cents 
a en in 1867 to 42 cents prior to the tariff of the last Congress. The stability 
of the home market, secured by the act of 1867, accounts for this rapid increase 
of production and for the reduction in price. it be remembered that these 
facts carried sheep husbandry into every State in the Unio: 
States not a county is found without a portion of its ith invested in wool 
production, so that there is to-day 1,000,000 flockmasters who are demanding the 
restoration of the late tariff. 

Your petitioners further state that the abolition of ad valorem duties has re- 
duced price of wool during the current year to the producer not less than 
5 cents per pound; which equals, on the entire R prodao of 300,000,000 pounds, 
$15,000,000, and they ask: ** Who have been benefited by the loss?” 

The consumers of woolen goods certainly have pot, for on many classes of 
such goods prices haveadvanced. In fact and in truth this great loss has only 
augmented the profits of manufacturers, without any appreciable advantage to 
those who consume the fabric. 

It must not be forgotten that the producers of wool have been compelled to 
submit to this reduction in order to compete with foreign wools. There are 
80,000,000 of sheep in Australia, and with her mild climate and perennial past- 
ures she can multiply this number, until she quadruples the present production 
of the United States, and finally destroy this industry. Great efforts are now . 
being made by certain parties in the United States to assist Australia in this 
competition, by imp: ng the quality of her wool through the instrumentaljty 
of the best American merino blood, is effortseems to have been commenced 
alean ó with the effort to modify the act of 1867. 

The loss to the United States by destroying sheep husbandry will not be con- 
fined to the direct loss of the wool production. The value of sheep for fertiliz- 
ing land, and thereby enabling it to sustain the drain incident to the production 
of the cereals, isan important factor in this problem, especially in the grain- 
prodüctag States, and incidental loss is of great itude, and is best un- 
derstoed by those who are practical culturists. Wool is the only production 
of those who till the soil that is directly and materially benefited be economic 
legislation. We therefore urge upon Congress the duty of restoring the duties 
provided by the act of 1867. 

Tibr ier gp bmg rset have free sr eh wool with ny duty so low as 
let in fore: wools, un; the consumers o: products have goods, 
or goods with a duty so low as to admit foreign fabrics? 


port only men who will honest 
Very truly, yours, 


and in some of these 
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All - 


We are  aperer yore te and desire to see all American industries and American 


abor fairly and uniformly protected by just and equal economic legislation. 
Wherefore we respectfully and earnestly pray for the relief herein requested. 


HARBOR OF REFUGE, JERRY’S POINT, NEW HAMPSHIRE. 


Mr. HAYNES, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, directed to trans- 
nit to the House of Representatives all reports relating to the improvement 

-of shoal in channel of harbor of refuge near Jerry's Point, New Hampshire. 

Mr. HAYNES moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

HARBOR OF REFUGE, SANDY BAY, MASSACHUSETTS, 

Mr. STONE, I ask by unanimous consent that the memorial of 
the governors and members of executive council and members of Legis- 
latures of Maine, Massachusetts, and New Hampshire, and of ship- 
owners and pilots of the principal seaports in New England, for the 
establishment of a harbor of refuge at Sandy Bay, Cape Ann, Massa- 
-chusetts, be printed in the RECORD, and referred to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Mr. DUNN. How much of the Recorp is that memorial likely to 
occupy? It looks voluminous, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is unable to inform the gentleman. 

Mr. DUNN. I object. 

Subsequently Mr. Duxy withdrew his ebjection, as he learned the 
memorial was a brief one; and it was ordered to be printed in the REC- 
“OED without the names. 

It is as follows: 

To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives of the United States » : 

We, the undersigned, the governors and members of executive council and 
Legislatures of the States of ne, Massachusetts, and New Hampshire, shi 
owners, pilots, and others of the princi seaports in New England, would 
humbly represent to your honorable bodies that there is great need of a harbor 
of refuge on the eastern coast of Massachusetts. No point is more favorable or 
better for such a harbor than Sandy Bay, Rotkport, at the extremity of 
‘Cape Ann. More than seven-tenths of our import and export trade, besides all 
of our eastern carrying trade, pass so near the cape as to make a harbor of ref- 
uge at that place of incaleulable value to the commercial interests of the United 
States. Had such a harbor been located there many shipwrecks would have 
been prevented, many lives saved, and in stress of weather the necessity of 
pe paar’ tea tosea would have been avoided, thus saving an immense amount 
-f suffering to our seafaring men. : 

The last session of Congress provided for a survey of “Sandy Bay, Rockport 
Mass., with a view to the construction of a breakwater for a harbor of refuge ;’ 
said survey has been completed, and the project receives the approval of the 
engineer. We now ask that you make an appropriation, and that said break- 
water be commenced at an early day. We consider that the interests of com- 
merce and humanity demand such action., And asin duty bound will ever pray. 


SALARIES OF UNITED STATES JUDGES, 


Mr. BAYNE, by unanimons consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 3529) 
to increase the salariesof district and circuit judges of the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

BETSEY WEISSENFELD. 

Mr. HOBLITZELL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
3530) for the relief of Betsey Weissenfeld; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

STAR-ROUTE CORRESPONDENCE. 

Mr, SPRINGER. I ask unanimons consent to submit the following 
resolution, 

The Clerk read as follows: 3 

Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be requested to furnish the House of 
Representatives with copies of all correspondence between the Department of 
Justice and the Post-Office De; ent touching the prosecution of persons 
charged with frauds in connection with the star-route mail service, and a state- 
ment of the namesof individuals found to be indebted to the United States, and 
the amountof indebtedness of each in consequence of such frauds; and also an 
į statement of the expenditures in the Post-Office Department from the 
4th day, of March, 1881, to the lat day of January, 1884,in the investigation and 
prosecution of such frauds, 

Mr. REED. How does this come before the House? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asked leave to introduce it for 
present consideration, if there be no objection. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I wish to suggest a modification. 

The SPEAKER. _Is there objection? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Yes, I must object to its adoption unless I can mod- 
ify it. i 

Mr. REED. Such action, it seems to me, should be taken only on 
the report of a committee of this House. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the resolution? 

Mr. REED. Yes, I object to action on it at this time. 

Mr, SPRINGER. I move that it be referred to the Committee on 
Expenditures in the Department of Justice, 

The resolution was received, and referred to the Committee on Ex- 
penditures in the Department of Justice, 


SUSPENDED RIVER AND HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS. 


Mr. SHELLEY. I move by unanimous consent the adoption of the 
following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Rivers and Harbors be instructed to inquire 


into the necessity of making an immediate appropriation for continuing work 
on important river and harbor improvements where work has been, or is about 
to be, suspended for want of money, and report by bill or otherwise. 

Mr. RANDALL. Is that for reference? 

Mr. WILLIS. Let it be referred. 

Mr. SHELLEY. Very well; then let the resolution be referred. 

The resolution was received, and referred to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 


IMMEDIATE APPROPRIATION FOR THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 


Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, when the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors was called this morning the report upon the bill referred to 
that committee was not quite completed. I now ask unanimous con- 
sent to present the bill and the accompanying report for reference and 
printing; following that with the motion to take from the Speaker’s 
table Senate bill of similar tenor, making an appropriation for con- 
tinuing the work on the Mississippi River, ahd refer that also to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will first submit the request of the 
gentleman from Kentucky for unanimous consent to make the report 
from the Committee on Rivers and Harbors on his statement that the 
report was not completed at the time the committee was called. 

Mr. KING. I offer to amend the motion—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not amend a request for unan- 
imous consent. The question now is, is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from Kentucky? 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. What is the request of the gentleman 
from Kentucky? ; 

Mr. WILLIS. I will say to the House for its information that the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors adopt the Senate bill—— 

The SREAKER. The Chair will state that the bill reported by the 
gentleman from Kentucky is reported now for reference only; and the 
question is, is there objection ? 

Mr. KING. He made a subsequent motion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair entertains but one motion, Is there 
objection to the request? 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. We do not know what it is. 

Mr. REED. There cannot be unanimous consent unless the House 
knows the subject on which it is sought to obtain consent. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill reported 
by the gentleman from Kentucky from the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. . 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill making an appropriation for continuing the improvement of the Mis- 
sissippi River. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the presentation of this report 
at this time? ; 

There was no objection. 

The bill (H. R. 3531) was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the aceompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WILLIS. Now I ask unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker's table the Senate bill in reference to the same subject, and 
refer that also to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill, after 
which the request of the gentleman will be submitted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 1038) making an appro) n for continuin im 
the Misslesippi River £ ppéoprieto = oor sahara £ 

Mr. KEIFER. Let it go to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. WILLIS. I will state that this bill has been practically before 
the committee, and the committee have adopted the Senate bill, so that 
the bill now proposed by the committee is precisely the same as the 
Senate bill. 

Mr, KEIFER. I will withdraw the objection. 

Mr. KING. I move to take that bill from the Speaker’s table and 
put it upon its passage. 

Mr. WILLIS. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not disposed of the request of the 
gentleman from Kentucky. There being no objection, the Senate bill 
will be taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. KING. I moved that the bill be taken from the Speaker’s table 


and put upon its passage. A 
The SPEAKER. t does not take precedence of the motion to 
refer. 


Mr. MILLS. I understood that unanimous consent was asked that 
it be taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to the Committee of 


the Whole House'on the state of the Union together with the bill re- 
ported by the committee. 

Mr. WILLIS. That was my request. 

Mr. KING. Then I withdraw the objection. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be so referred. 
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ABROGATION OF DUTIES BY TREATY STIPULATION. 


Mr. MILLS. “The gentleman from Kentucky yields to me for a mo- 
ment to introduce a resolution for present consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, subject to objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Judiciary Committee be directed to report to the House 
whether the oe by and with the advice and consent of the Senatè, can 
negotiate treaties with foreign governments by which the duties levied by Con- 
gress on importations can be changed or abrogated. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution? 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. 
was not distinctly heard. 

The resolution was again read. . 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution ? j 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was to. 

Mr. MILLS moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


IMMEDIATE APPROPRIATION FOR MISSISSIPPI RIVER IMPROVEMENT. 


Mr. WILLIS. Acting upon the instructions from the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, I move that the House now resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, my object 
being to take up for consideration the Senate bill making an appropri- 
ation for continuing the improvement of the Mississippi River; and 
pending that motion I ask unanimvus consent that all bills preceding 
that upon the Calendar be laid aside. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. I object to that. 

Mr. KING. I hope the gentleman will not object. 

Mr. BELFORD. I would like to ask if it is not common for a ma- 
jority of this House to resolve itself into Committee of the Whole to 
consider questions of great national importance? 

The SPEAKER. No question has been made on that point. 

Mr. BELFORD. That is just what I desire to be informed about. 
The gentleman from Kentucky has made a motion to that effect, and, 
as I understand it, some other gentleman here interposes an objection. 
gy for my part, to any one man controlling the action of this 

ouse. 

The SPEAKER. Objection was made to the request made by the 
pesine from Kentucky for nnanimous consent to lay aside all other 

ills on the Calendar in the Committee of the Whole. That objection 
was well taken. 3 

Mr. BELFORD. I did not so understand it. 

The SPEAKER. The only question now is upon the motion of the 
gentleman from Kentucky that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


AMERICAN LIVE-STOCK AND MEAT PRODUCTS. 


Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Before the motion is submitted to go into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, I ask the 
gentleman from Kentucky to yield to me for a moment so that I may 
be able to present a memorial from the committee of the national live- 
stock convention held in Chicago in November, 1883, with the request 
that it be printed in the RECORD of to-morrow morning for the informa- 
tion of the House, and as it relates to agriculture, that it be referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Mr. RANDALL. Ido not object to that; but I desire to give notice 
that in future these matters tto go toa committee. Printing in 
the RECORD involves considerable expense and lumbers up the RECORD, 
which is already a burden to get through. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. This is but a short memorial. It is an 
important subject, and the Committee on Agriculture desire it to be laid 
before the House for its information. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Missouri ? 

There was no objection. 

The memorial is as follows: x 


A memorial of the committee of the national live-stock convention held in 
Chicago November, 1883. 


To the Senate and House pruna 
of the United States in Congress assembled : 

Your petitioners ly set forth that at a national convention of the live- 
stock breeders of the United States, representing twenty-two of the principal 
ft hd States and Territories, held in the city of Chicago, November 16, 
1883, they were appointed a committee for the purpose of presenting to your 
honorable body a statement of the losses which the live-stock interests of the 
country suffer by reason of the restrictive regulations now enforced by foreign 
gevernments against the importation of American live-stock and meat products 
into their respective countries. 

We believe that these regulations are, toa Brees extent, inspired by motives 
other than those publicly assigned. It is claimed that our cattle are infected 
with a disease known as contagious pleu eumonia, and that our swine are 
diseased in various ways—but more particularly with trichinosis. Itis further 
alleged that we have no adequate system of ion of either live-stock or 
dead-meat products, While the facts do not y bear out these all ions, 
Med contain a sufficient amount of truth to give them a degree of plausi- 

y- 


Let the resolution be again reported, as it 


Tho ats aio bets eee The disease of Jung-plague exists to a limited ex- 
tent in cireumseri localities along the Atlantic seaboard, where it was first 
introduced by importation from Great Britain and Holland. Various State laws 
have been passed for the suppression of this disease and several hundred thou- 
sand dollars expended, but owing to the lack of united action by several States, 
and the difficulty of regulating by State enactments the commerce between the 
States, it has been impossible so far to entirely eradicate the disease, except in 
the single State of Massachusetts, which took iate action on discovering 
the di , and by prompt measures, at an expenditure of about $100,000, suc- 
cessfully eradicated it. 

There is also a certain amount of disease existing among the swine of the 
United States, but certainly to not nearly so great an extent as is represented 
abroad. Thestatistics of our export trade show that we arenow annually losing 
millions of dollars by reason of these restrictions. The number of neat cattle 
in the United States as estimated by the census of 1880 is 41,171,000, representing 
an estimated value of $1,250,000,000. The number of swine is 43,000,000, repre- 
senting an estimated value of $30,000,000. Our export of live-stock and meat 
products during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1882, aggregated $120,800,000; for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, they only $107,000,000, showing 
a decrease of $13,000,000. This great and rapidly growing interest is not only 
seriously embarrassed by reason of the restrictive regulations imposed by for- 
eign governments against our meats, but the actual existence of the cattle in- 
terest is imperiled by the prevalence of contagious ple neumonia or lung- 
plague, which prevails, as yet, to only a limited extent, as hereinbefore stated. 

In proof of this strong statement it is only necessary to cite the case of Aus- 
tralia, where formerly vast herds of cattie roamed the extensive plains of that 
country as they now do the plains of our own Western frontier, In the year 
1858 a single cow infected with lung-plague was imported into that country from 
England, and from that one animal the disease extended to the ranges of the- 
interior, and entirely destroyed the herds of whole districts of country, so that 
the raising of cattle was abandoned in consequence. The same state of affairs 
occurred in South Africa. We cite these cases to show what would be the re- 
sult of the infection of our ewn Western ranges, now teeming with millions of 
cattle. That they havenot Leadon Hepaoiprer infected is due solely to the fact that 
the traffic in live-stock has been ost entirely from the West to the East, ex- 
cept during the year 1550, when a large trade in dairy calves sprang up 
between the Westandthe East. The State ef Illinois, resign | the fatal effects. 
likely to result from this trade, promptly passed a law prohibiting the traffic in 
such calves within her territory, thereby substantially breaking up the danger- 
ous traffic, 

In consequence of the restrictions which Great Britain imposes on our ex- 
ports of live cattle, animals taken from this country bring an average of $15 
per head less than if the same class of cattle were exported from Canada, where 
a rigid examination of cattle is enforced and no disease is known to exist, thus 
placing our cattle industry at a serious disadvantage in competition with coun- 
tries against which no restrictions are imposed, and tends constantly to lessen 
the aggregate of our export. A much greater percentage of losses is sustained 
by reason of the restrictions imposed by foreign countries upon our pork prod- 


ucts, 

For fuller and more complete information we respectfully refer you to the re- 
por of the United States ent of Agriculture and of the United States 

reasury cattle commission. 

In view of losses already sustained and of the Vek ne? dangers menacing 
us, we most earhestly recommend that your honorable bodies enact such laws 
as will not only relieve us from the unjust suspicion which attaches to our live- 
stock and meat products abroad, but that you will alsotake proper measures to 
provide for the extinction of the disease of contagious seo taps a eine 
cañ only be done by the slaughter of all infi cattle and the thorough disin- 
fection of infected premises. 

The United States Treasury cattle commission, who have madea very thorough 
examination of the subject, estimate the of such a measure at $1,500,000, 
Large as this sum ie a mere trifle in comparison with the losses already sus- 
tained. Inour Y on not more than $500,000 need be made immediately avail- 
able, and it is to be hoped that after the work has been properly inaugurated it 
may be found that a much smaller sum than that first named may be suficient; 
but in any case we wish to aeara are upon you the necessity for imme- 
diate, thorough, and complete work. e further recommend, with 
a view to removing the prejudice of our foreign customers whose trade it is de- 
sirable for this country to retain, that a a a of in: ion of all meat 

ucts for foreign export be provided for enforced, expense of such 
inspection to be borne by the exporter. 

In order that the States whose Lr evento are now in session may take im- 
mediate measures to co-operate with the provisions of a bill to carry out these 
recommendations, your early consideration of this measure is earnestly urged, 

And your petitioners will ever pray, &c. 

J.B. GRINNELL, Iowa, 

T.CORWIN ANDERSON, Kentucky, 

JOSEPH M.CAREY, Wyoming. 

D.W.SMITH, Ilinois, - 

DONALD ROBB, Arizona. 

N. M. CURTIS, New York, 

D.COOPER AYRES, M. D., Wisconsin, 
STOCKBRIDGE, Massachusetts, 


S. R. THOMPSON, Nebraska. 

GEO. V. LAWRENCE, Pennsylvania, 

WM. J. WILSON, Colorado. 

E. M. HUNT, M. D., New Jersey. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


The SPEAKER. Thequestionis upon the motion of the gentleman. 
from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS] that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union (Mr. Cox, of New York, inthe chair). 

The CHAIRMAN. The House isin Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the consideration of the Calendar of that 
committee. The Clerk will report the first business on the Calendar. 


PRINTING SUPREME COURT RECORDS. 


The first business on the Calendar was a letter from the Chief-Justice 
of the Supreme Court of the United States, asking an immediate appro- 
priation for the printing of records of said court. 

Mr. WILLIS. 1 ask that that be passed over for the present. 

Mr. RANDALL. I make the proposition that this be reported back 
to the House with a view to its being referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. I make that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 


1884. CONGRESSIONAL 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


‘The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next business on the 
‘Calendar. 

Mr. REED. Is it not necessary under the rules to report to the 
House each matter separately on which action has been taken? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed that that has not been 
the custom. 

Mr. RANDALL. The rule has been, where objection is made to the 
consideration of a bill we go back into the House. But the rule can be 
real $ 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the rule. 
‘The Clerk read Rule XXIII, clause 4, as follows: 


In Committees of the Whole House, business on their Calendars shall be taken 
up in regular order, except bills for raising revenue, general gs | Bren bills, 
nd bills for the improvement of rivers and harbors, which s 
dence; and when o i to the consideration of any bill or proposi- 
tion, the committee thereu 


resume 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next business on the 
Calendar. 

AMERICAN MERCHANT MARINE. 

The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2228) to re- 
move certain burdens on the American merchant marine and to encour- 
age the American foreign carrying trade, reported by Mr. SLOCUM from 
the Select Committee on American Ship-building and Ship-owning 
Interests. 

Mr. WILLIS. I ask that that bill be informally laid aside. 

The CHAIRMAN. A bill can not be laid aside inthat way. There 
must be an objection. 

Mr. WILLIS. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection having been made to the considera- 
tion of this bill, the committee, in accordance with the rule, will rise 
and report to the House. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. Cox, of New York, reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union having had" the Calender under con- 
sideration, had directed him to report back the letter from the Chief- 
Justice of the Supreme Court of the United States, asking an imme- 
diate appropriation for the printing of records of said court, with the 
recommendation that it be referred tothe Committee on Appropriations. 
He further reported that the committee having had under considera- 
tion the bill (H. R. 2228) to remove certain burdens on the American 
merchant marine and encourage the American foreign carrying trade, 
objection to the consideration of said bill was made, which objection 
he reported to the House. 


PRINTING SUPREME COURT RECORDS. 

The SPEAKER. The chairman of the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union reports that the committee having had 
under consideration a letter from the Chief-Justice of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, asking an immediate appropriation for print- 
ing the records of said court, had directed him to report back the same 
with a recommendation that it be referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. The question is on agrecing to the recommendation of the 
committee. 

The recommendation of the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union was agreed to, and the letter was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, 

AMERICAN MERCHANT MARINE. 

The SPEAKER. The chairman of the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union further reports that the committee 
having had under consideration the bill (H. R. 2228) to remove certain 
burdens on the American merchant marine and encourage the Amer- 
ican foreign ing trade, objection to its consideration was made, 
which objection he rted to the House. The question for the House 
to decide is whether the bill shall be considered or laid aside for the 


resent. 
2 Mr. DINGLEY. Iask unanimous consent that the bill may be laid 
aside, so as not to lose its place. 
. The SPEAKER. That proposition can not be entertained. The 
question is, Shall the bill be laid aside ? 

The question was decided in the affirmative. 

The Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union re- 
sumed its session (Mr. Cox, of New York, in the chair). 

The CHAIRMAN. The House has directed that the bill (H. R. 
2228) shall be laid aside for the present. The Clerk will report the 
next bill on the Calendar. 

IMPROVEMENT OF MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 

The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3531) making 
= appropriation for continuing the improyement of the Mississippi 

iver. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Whereas the last report of the Mississippi River Commission, submitted tothe 
Secretary of War, December 28, 1883, declares that “every endeavor has been 
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made to place the werk in as safea condition as possible, but it is greatly to be 
feared that this can only be partially accomplished, as the funds now available 
(the balance oflast year’s appro; riation) will only admitof carryingon active op- 
erationstill about the middleof December, after which time all work must cease 
until Congress makes a further appropriation for its prosecution, the com- 
mission feel that they can not too strongly urge upon Con the necessities 
of the case and n of early relief, as the flood season, with all its attendant 
dangers, is close at hand, and the commission before that time will have ex- 
hausted all its available fands, only reserving such amounts as are absolutely 
needed for the care and preservation of the extensive and costly plant belong- 
ing to the works. An appropriation of $1,000,000 made iare flee could be 
advantageously used:” Therefore, 

Resolved by the Senate and Houseof Representatives, &c., That the sum of $1,000,000 
be, and is hereby jpropriated, or so much thereof as may be necessary, out of 
any money in t si ct otherwise appropriated, for the improvement 
of the Mississippi River, which said sum shall be expended, under the direction 
of the Secretary of War, in accordance with the plans, ifications, estimates, 
and recommendations of the Mississippi River Commission crea! by an act 
entitled “An act to provide for the appointment of a Mississippi River commis- 
sion for the improvement of said river from the head of the A ery near its 
mouth, to its headwaters," approved June 28, 1879; Provided, tthe money 
hereby sabe shall be used solely for the improvement of the na on 
of the M. ppi River, and no part thereof shall be expended with the view to 
the improvement of private property. 

Mr. WILLIS. I move that this bill be laid aside to be reported to 
the House with a favorable recommendation. 

The motion was to. 

The next business upon the Calendar wes the bill e 1038) making 
an appropriation for continuing the improvement of the Mississippi 
River. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the sum of $1,000,000 be, and is hereby, appropriated, or 
so much thereof as may be necessary, out of ará money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, for the improvement of the Mississippi River, which 
said sum shall be expended, under the direction of the Secretary of War, in ac- 


cordance with the ee specifications, estimates, and recommendations of the 
Mississippi River Commission created by an act entitled “An act to provide for 
the appointment of a Mississippi River commission for the improvement of said 
river from the head of the pam near its mouth, toits headwaters,” approved 
June 28, 1879: Provided, T the money hereby ae Ti e ari shall used 
solely for the improvement of the navigation of the Mississippi River and its 
tributaries, and no part thereof shall be expended with the view to the improve- 
ment of private property. 

* Mr. WILLIS. The bill just read isa Senate bill. The bill that was 
just before the committee is a House bill. The two bills are identical. 
I do not know that it is necessary to say anything to the Committee of 
the Whole in regard to the merits of this bill. 

The Presivent of the United States, by a special message, has re- 
ferred this subject to the consideration of Congress. The Mississippi 

tiver Commission has made its report, upon which the message of the 
President is based. By order of the House both of those documents 
were referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. A subcom- 
mittee was immediately appointed by that committee, who have had 
the report of the Mississippi River Commission under their careful con- 
sideration for the past three or four days. Thatreport embraces abont 
1,000 printed pages, We have this morning made our report to the 
House, setting forth the necessity for the immediate appropriation of 
this amount. 

It is well known to the Committee of the Whole that the last river 
and harbor bill failed to pass Congress. As a consequence, the appro- 
priation which had theretofore been made for this purpose has been ex- 
hausted. The large and extensive plant now in existence upon the 
two reaches of the river, which are under the immediate consideration 
of the Mississippi River Commission, may be endangered because of the 
prospective rise of the Mississippi River. For the purpose of preventing 
injury to the valuable plant of the Government, and in order to enable 
the commission to proceed with its examinations, surveys, and improve- 
ment, this appropriation is asked to be immediately made. I do not 
know that it is necessary for me to make any further statement at this 
time. 

Mr. KING. I will add to the statement made by the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr, WILLIS] that this morning the Committee on 
Levees and Improvement of the Mississippi River met, and after con- 
sidering this bill which had come in from the Senate, the substance of 
which we had before us, the committee unanimously agreed to make a 
report substantially the same as the report referred to by the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. WiLL1s] from the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors. That report and bill were presented by me by order of the com- 
mittee I represent this morning on the call of committees. When 
two committees, numbering in all some twenty-four members, re 
in favor of any given proposition, those reports should be regarded by 
the House as the very strongest recommendation that could be made of 
a proposition of this kind. The President of the United States has 
twice urged this matter upon Congress; once by a special message to 
the Forty-seventh Congress and the second time by a special message 
to this Congress a few days ago. I have risen merely to make these 
statements. I do not think any extended remarks on this subject are 
necessary. I hope the bill will now be put upon its passage, 

Mr. BELFORD. A few daysago, Mr. Chairman, when the President 
of the United States sent a message to this House touching the improve- 
ment of the Mississippi River, the great water artery of this Republic, 
we on this side, who constitute the left center—becatise our Democratic 
friends are here on both sides of us—witnessed the edifying spectacle 
of a quarrel between the gentleman from Louisiana | Mr. Kine] the 
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gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS] and some other gentlemen 
from the South. 

I do not pretend to speak for the Republican party, but I can truth- 
fully say, as I said a few days ago, that I am willing to vote, if it be 

, thirty millions of dollars to improve this great highway of 
our commerce. Are you going to defeat that improvement by quarrel- 
ing over the jurisdiction of the committees of this House? I want to 
call the attention of the country to the fact that while the Republican 
party is willing to make the most liberal appropriatioms for this pur- 
pose, you gentlemen are higgling and quiggling as to which committee 
shall have the jurisdiction of one bill or another. That is the exact 
situation, the position in which you have placed yourselves, and I hope 
the country will take notice of it. 

Mr. KING.’ Will the gentleman allow me—— 

Mr. BELFORD. I do not want to be interrupted. 

Mr. KING. I hope the gentleman will allow me to correct him. 

Mr. BELFORD. I do not propose to be interrupted by anybody. 

Mr. KING. I desire to say that we are in perfect accord. 

Mr. BELFORD. We have had a beautiful e in this House 
to-day. Whatis it? My vigorous and robustious friend from Maine 
[Mr. REED], who unquestionably enjoys the possession of a bushel of 
brains [laughter], gets up here and says that when the House has re- 
solved i into Committee of the Whole and anybody makes objection 
to the consideration of a bill the chairman of the Commitiee of the 
Whole has got to walk down, the Committee of the Whole has got to 
rise up; and although we do not put on our hats and do not adorn our- 
selves with overcoats, yet we are operating under a magnificent rule, by 
which one man, against the wishes of three hundred and twenty-four 
members of this House, actually controls the legislation of this body. 
Now, so far as I am personally concerned, I propose on all ions to 
enter my protest against the tyranny of the one-man power in this 
House. 

Now, beyond that question, what is our duty; what is the duty of 
this House? It is to unlock the vaults of the national Treasury. 
[Laughter and cries of ‘‘ Exactly!’ “‘ That is it!”’] Oh! you may 

gh. But you have a hundred millions of dollars in your Treasury 
kept out of the channels of business and trade. 

Take up the papers of this country, and you will find that business 
firms all over this Republic are failing. And why? Because you are 
keeping this money out of actual employment. Suppose that we ap- 
propriate twenty millions of dollars for the improvement of the Mis- 
sissippi River, where willitgo? It will go to thecitizens of these United 
States; not to England, not to France, but to the ‘‘horny-handed sons 
of toil” of this country. 

I say that it is the duty of the majority of this House to compel the 
Government to execute and enforce a broad, liberal, generous policy 
with respect to the great water courses of this nation, in order that we 
may meet and overcome the five men who control the railroad corpo- 
rations of this country. Therefore I say that for one I have no objection 
to voting a million dollars; I would have no objection to voting thirty 
million dollars. And I hope this bill will receive the favorable consid- 
eration of this House. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Chairman, we have been treated by the 
gentleman from Colorado [Mr. BELFORD] again this morning with one 
of his characteristic efforts; and under the guise of a speech in support 
of this measure for the improvement of the Mississippi River he has 
seen fit to inject into this discussion the nauseous dose of politics. 

I will say to my friend that when he says this, the Democratic side 
of the House is inharmonious in its support of the Mississippi River 
improvement—when he says that there is division among us on that 

t question—he misstates the position of this side of the House. 
d when he twits us with the statement that the Republicans are 
harmonious in their support of this measure, while we on the Demo- 
cratic side are divided on it (while we want all the votes we can get, 
Republicans as well as Democrats), I will reply to him that for every 
vote cast for this measure on his side of the House we will guarantee 
to give two on the Democratic side. 
ut I do not propose, as he has done, to go out of my way in this 
discussion to treat of questions which are foreign to the matter at issue. 
The Committee on Rivers and Harbors have reported a measure appro- 
priating a million of dollars for the Mississippi River. That commit- 
tee tells you in its report that a similar measure has already the 
Senate and is now upon the table of the House. We are told by the 
chairman of another committee (the Mississippi Levee and Improve- 
ment Committee) that they too have considered this great measure and 
have unanimously agreed to report a similar bill. Now, Mr. Chair- 
man, the appropriation provided for in this measure is asked upon the 
ground that there is an emergency calling for it to be made at once. 

An examination of the report of the Mississippi River Commission 
discloses that former appropriations made fow the river have been ex- 
pended on the river in the inauguration and prosecution of works of 
improvement under the system adopted by the commission, except a 
sum sufficient for the preservation and repair of the extensive and 
costly plant belonging to the Government and used on said works. 

Their further shows that by reason of the exhaustion of said 
appropriations works of improvement on the river would cease on and 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 15, 


after December 15, 1883; that the flood season is now at hand, with. 
allits attendant dangers, and that without the steady and uninter- 
rupted prosecution of the works begun it is feared the results already- 
achieved by the expenditure of millions of money may be greatly im- 
paired, if not lost. 

The commission reaffirm with increasing emphasis their former dec- 
larations of the success and efficiency of the system of works adopted. 
for the improvement of the river, and declare that the highest encour- 
agement is derived from the experience of the last low-water season 
(fall of 1883), when it is shown that: both above and below Plum 
Point reach and Lake Providence reach (where the principal works of 
improvement have been prosecuted) the water was at various points. 
as shoal as from 5} to 6 feet, while in said reaches, which aggregate a 
total length of 75 miles and where in former years the shoalest water- 
was found, a depth of water of from 12 to 15 feet was had and no diffi- 


_| culties to navigation encountered. 


The commission attribute these remarkable results to the works of” 
improvement already partially constructed in said reaches, and point 
out that this evidence is all the more conclusive since these works are- 
yet wholly incomplete. ; 

They recommend an immediate appropriation of $1,000,000 for the- 
river, and this recommendation is concurred in by the President in his- 
special message on the subject of the river. I trust the bill will be- 


HENDERSON, of Iowa. Ihave an amendment which I desire- 
to offer. 

The CHAIRMAN. No amendment is in order until general debate- 
is closed. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Can I not have the amendment read as- 
a part of my remarks? e 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can do so when he has the floor. 
The Chair recognizes him now. The Clerk will read the gentleman’s- 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding: 

“ Provided, That the sum of $20,000 from said sum be, and it is hereby, appro- 


priated to continue the improvements of the ice-harbor at Dubuque city, lowa: 


— ceca nb eed to be continued under the direction of the Mississippi River 
mm: m.” 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I do not rise to antag- 
onize this bill. I have no disposition to do so. = 

Mr. DUNN. I make a point of order. I did not catch the reading: 
of the whole amendment, but I do not think it is germane to this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the amendment is not 
offered now, butis only read for information as apart of the gentleman's 
remarks, The gentleman from Iowa will Í 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I desire to bring this proposition to- 
the attention of the committee for the of showing that it is, im 
my judgment, germane to this bill and should be incorporated in it. 

Mr. KING. Irise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. KING. The Mississippi River Commission has no jurisdiction 
over the harbor which the gentleman’s amendment proposes to im- 


prove. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order. The- 
gentleman from Iowa will proceed. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I do not know how many sections or 
vertebræ are going to be given to the Mississippi River. I may be out 
of order in offering this amendment in connection with this legislation; 
but I want this House to know that there are improvements in process. 
of construction at different points on the Mississippi River and some 
above Cairo. 

Iam not going to offer any obstacle to any of these improvements. 
which gentlemen may bring forward, and I do not wish my remarks to- 
be regarded as making any opposition to them. 

Now, the improvement which this amendment contemplates has al- 
ready had expended upon it some $20,000. Atg@)ubuque is the best 
natural harbor within a distance of 700 miles belOw the city of Saint 
Paul. The report of the Secretary of War for 1883 shows that the sum. 
of $40,000 was needed for the improvement of this harbor, but that 
only $20,000 was appropriated and expended. An additional $20,000, 
therefore, is needed for its completion. So that if there is any point 
on the Mississippi River where improvement is needed it is at this little 
harbor which í have the honor to be looking after now. And while: 
I ask gentlemen to consider this fact, that I am not antagonizing their 
improvements, let us consider this as one grand stream, and act in con- 
cert and in harmony for the general improvement of that river. ‘That 
is my motto, and at the proper time I wish to ask this committee to in- 
corporate as a part of the legislation under consideration the amend- 
ment which has been read at the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. GIBSON. I am very much afraid, Mr. Chairman, that some of 
the gentlemen having improvements they desire have formed a wrong 
opinion as to the action of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors in re- 
porting this specific bill, and insomuch as this special bill here is but 
a part of this general system which has been heretofore inaugurated 
and which we propose now to carry out, I trust it will not be consid- 
ered by anybody as a bill specially for the Mississippi River. I ams 
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not one of those on that committee, nor am I one of those in this House, 
who seem to think, or who do think, that all other river and harbor 
bills should be subordinated to the Mississippi River. I regard that 
simply as a part of the grand water scheme of the country, and I re- 
gard it simply as a part of the duty of this Congress in taking care of 
its water streams to take care of that river, and the reason why the 
Mississippi bill has come up specially before any other has been out of 
respect on the part ofthe majority of this Congress for the recommenda- 
tion of the President of the United States in his annual message. He 
has there seen fit to take this one from among all others and to discon- 
nect this immediate necessity of the Mississippi from the immediate 
necessities of the other streams, and he has recommended an immedi- 
ate appropriation for the purpose of protecting the great national in- 
terests which are at stake there. It is therefore out of respect to the 
recommendation of the Executive on the part of the committee. that 
this bill has been introduced simply referringto the Mississippi and 
not to any other work needed now. I wish to say to gentlemen on the 
other side and to gentlemen on this side who may differ as to the ob- 
ject of the committee that, so far as I am concerned, I propose to be 
a friend to a judicious, a fair, and an honest improvement of the har- 
bors and water streams of this country, and to give to the whole land 
a free and untrammeled highway to reach the heart of the commerce 
of the world. Now, the River and Harbor Committee do not propose 
to make itself the special champion of the Mississippi River by this 
bill. I repeat, it is in accordance with the recommendation of the 
President that it has been proposed. When we come to act on the dif- 
ferent other propositions I have no doubt if the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. HENDERSON] will make his case before that committee it will 
give us great pleasure to report favorably upon his scheme. . 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say a word, and especially 
in reference to the proposition suggested by the gentleman from Iowa, 
which is for the improvement of a harbor on the Mississippi River. 
Now, this business of improving inland harbors isa rising one, and it is, 
in my judgment, growing into an enormous abuse. I will say in view 
of what has just been said by a member of the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. GIBSON], who 
suggests if a preper case be made the committee will no doubt be pre- 
pared to act favorably on the improvement proposed by the gentleman 
from Iowa, that whenever we attempt to make local appropriations for 
all the towns along the river we shall load down the river and harbor 
appropriation bill until it can not be passed. 

The first one of these appropriations for inland harbors was made in 
the Forty-fourth Congress for the improvement of the harbor at Saint 
Joseph, Mo.; and from that day it has grown until upon the Missouri 
and Mississippi Rivers there are as many as thirty inland harbors for 
which appropriations have been made. 

Whenever a town wants a wharf built it wants the Government, to 
make æ special appropriation for it, which the Government ought not 
todo. Whenever a railroad bridge is endangered by the washes of the 
river, the railroad people come and tell us that we must make an ap- 
propriation for this place to preserve their works, They do not put it 
exactly in that way or in such plain terms, but that is practically the 
effect of it. And you will find that local improvements in the main 
are for the preservation almost entirely of private enterprises. 

The rule with Congress in dealing with such a subject should be that 
appropriations of this character ought to be made to improve the navi- 
gation of rivers, and it should be left to the engineers charged with the 
work, after the appropriation is made, to apply it where it will do the 

t amount of and where its utility cin not be questioned 
for the public benefit, but not allow it to be expended in promoting 
private er local enterprises. The whole scope of the appropriation 
should be the improvement of the navigation of the river. All I wish 
to do now, however, is simply to call attention to this proposition to 
make an appropriation of $20,000 to improve a harbor of a river, or 
probably to make a wharf that the city ought to make. If it is to 
deepen the channel, to make an appropriation to improve the naviga- 
tion of the river, let it go to the engineer who has € of the work, 
and let him apply it to the work of improvement where it will do the 
most good in promoting that navigation. 

Mr. HUNT. Mr. Chairman, I have half a dozen practical sugges- 
tions and observations in relation to the appropriation for the improve- 
ment of the Mississippi River, to which I beg leave to call the attention 
of the committee. The urgent need of the appropriation, the reason 
whyit is required at all, is easily stated to the Committee of the Whole. 
The Mississippi River Commission decided to try the plan of improving 
two reaches of the river, Lake Providence and Plum Point reaches. 
In order to test the theories of the commission, these two reaches were 
set aside to be improved. When the report of December 1, 1882, was 
made work was going on upon these reaches. There followed imme- 
diately a tremendous flood in theriver. That flood did not abate until 
the following July. The works of the commission upon the Plum 
Point and Lake Providence reaches were exposed to the greatest press- 
ure and the greatest risk to which works of such a character could be 
exposed; and upon the subsidence of the flood were left to a certain ex- 
tent impaired. Then it was that the commission went to work with 
all the efficiency it could command until it had exhausted the amounts 
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at its disposal. It then comes to Congress, and asks that it might go on 
upon these critical points with the work already begun and for the 
preservation of the plant accumulated for the prosecution of the work. 
- So much for the necessity, But there is another reason, the commit- 
tee must understand, for asking this appropriation now. There will 
be by adopting the plan of immediate action ter economy, with 
such methods and material as the commission is now using, than un- 
der any other engineering system of construction. When subjected to 
flood-tests each part of the work ofgthe commission must be complete 
in itself, and in addition there should be the means of immediately 
arresting the beginning of evil. 

An equilibrium between the tremendous forces of the river itself 
and the material the commission is compelled to use can only be main- 
tained by vigilance and promptness. It is a literally truthful state- 
ment that work could be made to cost two or three times as much by 
an injudicious distribution of appropriations. f. k 

Not only, then, is the work itself necessary, not only did the flood 
that followed the last report increase the necessity for it by making 
essential the repairs now required, but by voting the money now a large 
economy will be accomplished—an economical expenditure which can 
be attained in no other way. 

Last ef all, Mr. Chairman, I will observe that the exigency of the 
case and the economy which will be effected by adopting the recom- 
mendations of the commission are not the only matters to be conside: 
but we must also consider that the experience of the commission itself 
demonstrates the correctness of the theory upon which they are now 
proceeding, that by narrowing or confining the channel of the river the 
stream will scour itself out, and that by causing the silt in the current 
to be properly deposited where scientific investigation requires new 
banks the navigation will be made easy and safe. Finally, the flood 
surface or level of the river will be lowered. s 
+ The apprepriation then is required; it is exigent; it is economical, and 
in making it yeu are acting in conformity with « theory fully tested, 
sustained by scientific inquiry and by experience, and which nq man 
who is candid, and who will look into the reports of the river commis~ 
sion, will undertake to controvert. -~ 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I shall not oppose this bill, but Iam 
not disposed to sit quietly here in my seat and hear it advocated atthe 
expense of all the other rivers and harbors of the country. I am op- 
posed to that stream of sentiment and feeling upon which it is at- 
tempted to float through such an appropriation as this, a stream which 
in its volume is equal in. magnitude to the great Mississippi River it- 
self. I think that there is, perhaps, want of knowledge on the part of 
members in this House which in no other way can justify the immense 
appropriations which have been made and which it has become the 
custom to expect annually from Congress for this work. 

I am disposed to think that so far as the improvementof the Missis- 
sippi River has gone it is an experiment, and an experiment which 
has not by any means been demonstrated to bea success. Nevertheless 
I am willing that appropriations shall be made. And if what I admit 
to be the great water way of this country can be improved for navigat- 
ing purposes, [ am as willing as anybody can be to appropriate money 
for that purpose. But I am not willing to sit quietly and hear this 
river advocated as the only river in the country, because I am con- 
vinced, so far as my knowledge of these matters goes, that money ap- 
plied to various other rivers and harbors in the country will do infi- 
nitely more good in the way of improving navigation than the moneys 
that are expended on the Mississippi River. One of the reasons for 
this is because the Mississippi River itself is a navigable river; and 
practical river men are not making loud complaints about its nayigation. 
You will look in vain in the records of this or any preceding Congress 
for petitions, remonstrances, or other evidences of complaint from prac- 
tical navigators of the Mississippi River. 

The improvement of the Mississippi River is advocated by theorists, 
by scientific gentlemen, who say that if you adopt such and such a plan 
great results will follow. That may be all true. I do not know 
whether it is true or not. Experience only will demonstrate whether 
it be true or not. But we do know that there are many other streams 
in this country where money can be expended with great advantage to 
the navigation of those streams; and although I assent to the passage 
of this bill, I am not willing it shall be understood that there are not 
other demands which are just as imperative upon Congress as the claims 
of the Mississippi. That is all I desire to say. 

Mr. DUNN. I rather regret thé fact that this’ subject has been 
opened to debate. I do not think debate was n . I think the 
House was prepared for action upon the Senate bill without debate; and 
I never allowed the rule to obtain in my practice, when I was a prac- 
ticing lawyer, gto ruin my client’s cause in order to make a speech. I 
deprecate that policy; but inasmuch as debate has been permitted, 10 15 
perhaps as well to answer some things that have been stated by some 
members who have participated in the debate. 

Now I do not concur in the statement made by the gentleman fro 
Pennsylvania [ Mr. BAYNE] that there have been no petitions ee | 
to Congress on the part of practical navigators and people concerned in 
commerce and shipping in favor of this work; that no demand for these 
improvements has been made. Why, sir, Is that gentleman ignorant 
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of the numerous great meetings and conventions which have been held 
in all the cities and States of the Mississippi Valley from New Orleans 
to the lakes of the North, and which have memerialized Congress in 
behalf of this great work continuously for many years past? 

If the gentleman means by that statement that a certain class of 
licensed pilots who imagine that they constitute a close corporation 
by reason of their special knowledge of the labyrinthian intricacies 6f 
the difficult and ever-changing channels of the unimproved Mississippi 
River have not asked for it, that is Perhaps true. Neither did the pilots 
off the mouth of the Mississippi River, who knew of the devious and 
difficult ways to get in light craft over those obstructing bars, ask for 
the building of the jetties. Neither did the dredge-boat operators there 
who fattened upon the fruitless attempts at dredging out those bars to 
have their little channels refilled next month ask for the building of 
the jetties. ‘‘Long live Diana of the Ephesians !’’ is the cry of that 
class of people. These works that make possible the ways to naviga- 
tion, that open the ways to commerce, that give safety and ease to 
navigation, are not what that class of people want; but they are the 
demands of the public welfare. 

The question for us to deal with is the great needs of commerce. I 
congratulate the country as well as this House upon the fact that it is 
no longer necessary to discuss in this House the merits and importance 
of this great work or enter into argument as to whether it should or 
should not be undertaken and its prosecution continued. I congratu- 
late the country upon the fact that it is now the established policy of 
the Government as evidenced by the repeated action of Congress, by the 
action of the Executive, and by the action of all the branches of the 
Government that deal with these subjects. There is not that want of 
practical knowledge which the gentleman from Pennsylvania speaks of 
as to this subject on the part of Congress. If there is one great work 
of river and harbor improvement better understood by this House and 
by this country than another, it is this great work of the Mississippi’ 
River. If any one great work has received more ‘anxious care and at- 
tention on the partof Congress than another, itisthis, In all the other 
works it is sufficient that the engineer makes a survey and a report and 
an estimate, and the work is then proceeded with if Congress happens 
to will it or the committee haying charge of the work happens to will 
it. That was not the case with this work. 

A great scientific commission was-created in order to grapple with 
this great question; and after that commission, composed of the ablest 
engineers in this country, or in the world for that matter, had carefully 
and elaborately examined all the proposed plans and recommended one, 
in abundance of caution Congress sent a select committee to carefully 
examine and investigate that, and to make observations upon the con- 
ditions of the river and report upon it; and it was only after the com- 
ing in of the unanimous report of that committee approving the plan 
recommended and strongly recommending the measure that Congress 
ever appropriated one dollar for that great work. The annual appro- 
priation for that work has been made every year from then until now 
as regularly as the river and harbor bill has come before this House 
until last session, when the bill failed to pass the Senate for want of 
time. All its details have been serutinized; every feature has been 
inquired into; it has been assailed and assaulted with a persistence, an 
earnestness, and a cunning that have characterized the assault upon no 
other measure whatever. 

It has withstood all assaults and been thoroughly sustained. Sir, I 
repeat, I congratulate the country that this has become the established 
policy of the Government. And I will go further, notwithstanding the 
statement of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE], and con- 
gratulate the country upon the fact that that great work has now passed 
the stage of mere experiment; it isno longeran experiment. Demonstra- 
tion after demonstration—practical demonstrations—have come with 
every report of the commission of the correctness of their theory and of the 
successful application of the principle upon which they are proceeding. 
It has passed beyond the regions of experiment, and I have no doubt 
that the commission is correct in assuming now that they have control 
of the Mississippi River. That means that they know the laws gov- 
erning it, and that they have correctly applied them in the treatment of 
that great river. I confidently believe that it will prove in the end the 
grandest triumph of modern engineering, great as are those triumphs 
throughout the world. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I deprecate above all other things the slight ten- 
dency exhibited here to-day to lug.or admit into the discussion of this 
question any party feeling. Above all min i I desire to see this one 
great subject treated as it has always been heretofore treated, from a 
non-partisan, national standpoint. 

I thank God that there is one great interest in this nation upon which 
we cain all unite, North, South, East, and West; upon whéch all patriots 
can meet in common fellowship, and to which we can all give united 
support, not of the improvement of the Mississippi River alone, but of 
all the great water ways of this country. 

I will state what I have heretofore stated to this House, that I am in 
favor, not of extra t and reckless appropriations, but of utilizing 


every cubic foot of water on this continentand compelling it to bear its 
burden of the products of labor and industry to the sea. I trust that 
the ugly effigy of party feeling, of party spirit, will not be permitted to 
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obtrude itself into the discussion of this measure. And, sir, I thank 
the distinguished gentleman from Colorado [Mr. BELFORD] for the gen- 
erous, manly, and enlightened support which he has always given to 
this great and important measure. 

Now I will yield to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. THOMAS] such 
time as he may desire. 

Mr. THOMAS. Allow me ten minutes. 

Mr. YOUNG. How does the gentleman obtain any time to yield? 

Mr. DUNN. This is general debate, and has not been limited. 
Seja CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is entitled to what remains of 

our, 

Mr. BLOUNT. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Has the time for general debate been limited? 

The CHAIRMAN. It has not. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Then I hope it will be. 

Mr. WILLIS. I understand that there are but one or two gentle- 
men who desire to speak, and that very briefly. After they have 
spoken I will move that the committee rise. 

Mr. DUNN. I yield to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. THOMAS] 
for ten minutes. 

Mr. THOMAS. I am gratified to see the promptness with which 
this bill has been reported back to the House by the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. Iam glad that that committee has so readily 
grasped the importance of the interests involved in this great question. 

I have a deep and abiding interest in the improvement of this great 
national highway, and hope that, as the waters of this great river come 
from twenty-one States and Territories, some of which are Republican 
and some of which are Democratic, there will be no political questions 
thrust into the consideration of this matter. 

I do not care to discuss the merits of the question of the improve- 
ment of the Mississippi River. That subject has been gone over and 
over so often in this House, has been so thoroughly explained to the 
American people, that aman must certainly be far behind in his knowl- 
edge of the commercial and national questions of this country if he 
does not know that the plan for the improvement of the Mississippi 
River has been finally settled and adopted. 

Years and years went by with the frittering away of vast sums of 
money in the improvement of this and that local point of the Missis- 
sippi River under the Engineer Corps of the Atmy; and it was found 
that after the expenditure of all this money little if any improvement 
resulted therefrom. 

It was found that the improvement of the Mississippi River could be 
treated only upon some general system. A corps of thè best engineers 
the world has ever known was called by the Congress of the United 
States to consider this subject, and they finally settled upon a plan. 
That plan was ratified by Congress, and appropriation after appropria- 
tion has been made to carry it out. 

Congress said there and then, by those appropriations, we will give 
this subject of the improvement of the Mississippi River to this com- 
mission alone, and we will not interfere with it by interjecting here and 
there special appropriations for this point or that, but we will leave to 
the commission to determine where the money can be best applied and. 
where it shall be expended. : 

I throw out this hint in nse to a notice given by the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] that at the proper time he will ask the 
adoption of an amendment setting aside $20,000 of this appropriation 
for the continuance and preservation of works on the ice-harbor within 
his district. I hope that the gentleman will not bring that proposition 
forward at this time. This appropriation of $1,000,000 is to be made 
for an emergency, to save from destruction the costly plant that has 
been gathered by the officers of the Government and to continue this 
great work. The work is not confined alone, as has been suggested by 
some gentlemen here, to the reach of the river below Cairo; but, sir, 
they have control of the whole river; and since we have delegated to 
them this -great work, have left to them to say where and how th 
will proceed, I hope this House will not come in now and try to tie th 
hands by setting apart any portion of this appropriation for this or that 
specific work. It was measures of this sort which obstructed and de- 
layed this great improvement for years and years; and I hope the Con- 
gress of the United States will not at this day turn its back upon the 
intelligent course resolved upon by the last two Con 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Will the gentleman allow me a few 
words? 

Mr. THOMAS. I will yield for a question. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I do not think it will amount to m 
than that. I desire to say, Mr. Chairman—— - 

Mr. THOMAS. I will yield to the gentleman presently, but not 
now. 

If this were a general bill (for I hope the Congress of the Ugited 
States will not conclude from this emergency bill being brought in that 
this is the last appropriation which will be asked for the Mississippi 
River during this session of Congress) there might be some excuse for 
Panag in and asking for the setting apart of a portion of the appropri- 
ation for this specific work. But this bill is not a general bill. Itis 
for the specific purposeof preserving the plant purchased and now helð 
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by the Missisippi River Commission and for preserving the work they 
already have in hand from destruction by overflow and by ice. 

Now, since the Mississippi River Commission have control as well of 
the construction of this ice-harbor that the gentleman’s amendment ap- 
plies to as of the improvement of Providence reach and the other im- 
portant works on the Lower Mississippi, how does he know, if there is 
an exigency demanding the protection of the work there, that they 
will not assign so much as to them may seem right and proper to this 
work? Is he better able to determine that question than these men, 
who have had their minds bent upon this great work for so long a 
time? I think not. This particular work may appear to him to be 
im t from his standpoint; but he looks upon it from his own self- 
ish standpoint naturally. I do not say this in a spirit of resentment 
or criticism, but simply as defining the position which the gentleman 
occupies. This is his interest as compared with the great interest of 
the improvement of the Mississippi River. Therefore I say that if the 
amendment indicated by the gentleman from Iowa should be offered, I 
hope that this House will vote it down with promptness and unanimity, 
and that we will continue to leave this work in the hands of this body 
of engineers, than whom a greater has never been known in modern 
times. Their work has shown their wisdom as well as their patriotism, 
and the country has been benefited far beyond any expenditure that 
has ever been made by the Government in this improvement. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WILLIS. I move that the committee rise for the purpose of 
limiting debate. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. I desire to submit an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. No amendment is in order until the general de- 
bate has closed. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Do I understand that this million of 
dollars is to be dumped without a word having been said on this side 
of the House? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky moves that the 
committee rise. 

Mr. WILLIS. The House will have control of the matter. Itis not 
my desire to cut off any gentleman who may desire to speak, but to fix 
some limit to the debate. 

Mr. CHACE. The gentleman had better allow ample discussion of 
this matter. 

Mr. WILLIS. I had no idea that any gentleman wished to discuss 
it further. If any member desires to do so, and will indicate his wish 
in the House, we can agree upon some time. 

Mr. REED, Let the debate go on. 

Mr. WILLIS. I withdraw my motion for the present. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. Mr. i , it was my good 
fortune last spring to be one of a party in the company of that distin- 

ished jurist of Pennsylvania, lately deceased, Judge Black. Dur- 
ing the evening the discussion turned upon the question of the action of 
the Electoral Commission, Some one asked Judge Black how he 
made up his mind to discuss the question as to the counting of the 
electoral vote of Louisiana after the commission had virtually decided 
the question by passing upon the vote of Florida. He said that he 
occupied the position of an attorney, a friend of his, who once ap- 

before the supreme judiciary of the State to argue a cause which 

been appealed from a lower court. He opened his case, and the 

chief-justice at once said: ‘‘ Why, my dear sir, we have already adju- 

dicated that question this term.” The attorney persisted in going on, 

and the judge said to him again: ‘‘Do you expect to change the opin- 

ion of this court on that question?” 
simply wanted to damn the opinion.” [Laughter.] 

Now, sir, I do not expect to change the views of any member of this 
House by anything that I may say, for I have made up my mind that 
there are many gentlemen in this House who feel like the distinguished 
gentleman from Colorado [Mr. BELFORD], that the business of the av- 
erage Co is to find some place to dump the surplus, not how 
the affairs of the Government can be economically administered; not 
how the money in the Treasury can be economically spent, but how can 
we find some way to use up the surplus. 

It is not long since the country was wonderfully agitated over the ac- 
tion of the members of the Forty-seventh Congress relative to the pas- 
sage of the river and harbor bill; and that agitation was created largely 
by the men who seek here to-day for this appropriation without discus- 
sion. We have not been told what was done with the four million and 
odd thousand dollars appropriated by the Forty-seventh Congress. We 
well know that many members of the Forty-seventh Congress were 
black-listed by a portion of the press because they voted for that river 
and harbor bill, and yet of the millions appropriated by that bill as it 
originally left the House nearly one-third was for the Mississippi River. 
The seats of many of the men who voted for that bill are now filled by 
persons of opposite political proclivities. The Democratic members 
saw fit to keep before their constituents the fact that these men on the 
Republican side had voted for that iniquitous measure, as they styled 
it. Men who sat in that Congress occupying seats from Democratic dis- 
tricts, and who had received a portion of that appropriation, thought it 
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“No,” said the attorney, ‘‘I |- 


not amiss to stand before the people and denounce the infamics of that 
bill. 

Now, I venture to say, notwithstanding the high standing of this com: 
mission, as stated here by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr.THomas]— 
I venture to say not a stream in this country, not a harbor in this 
Union, not an appropriation for one of them to which there has been 
less filching than there has been of the appropriation for the Mississippi 
River. How much of it—notwithstanding the fact there is always ap- 
pended to the bill ‘‘not one dollar shall be appropriated for the bene- 
fit of private individuals’’—has been spent in building up levees, in 
repairing levees, in elevating the land on either side above the bed of 
the river, in order that lands might be reclaimed for private benefit? 

Mr. KING. I will answer the gentleman. Not a dollar. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. It is all very well to say that. 

Mr. KING. I say it by the record of the Mississippi River. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. There come up mutterings from 
that section that private corporations and private individuals are being 
largely benefited by this appropriation. 

I am in favor of a fair appropriation for the improvement of the navi- 
gation of that river, but, as was remarked by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. BAYNE] a moment ago, the rivermen, when there were 
no means of railroad communication between the t lakes of the 
North and the Gulf, went up and down that river for nigh a century 
taking as much traffic then as now without one word of complaint. 
But it is useless to talk here. This question is already decided, for 
there seems to be a fear on either side of the House on the part of men 
who have political aspirations for national favors to speak one word 
againstit. Whenevera Representative on the opposite side of this Cham- 
ber desires promotion in his party, the question is immediately asked, 
how does he stand on the appropriation for the Mississippi River? and 
at once he is “‘smoked out.’ He has to define himself favorably be- 
fore he can be honored by his associates. 

The gentlemen even who live distant from the banks of that river 
are so fearful of public opinion, that they not only raise their voices but 
cast their votes in favor of every measure asked for. For what other 
great river, what other harbor, has had a commission raised exclusively 
to look after its interests? Is notthat magnificent harbor of New York 
of wonderful benefit to the whole country? And yet we do not havea 
special commission to look afterits interests. Are not there other great 
rivers? Is not that wonderful chain of lakes of the Northwest of great 
benefit to the people? And yet who ever thought of raising a special 
commission for them? Yet for this stream we have had for a long time 
appointed a commission, and annually appointed a committee of this 
House with authority to roam up and down that stream and view its 
banks and its fertile lands and make a report. 

While I am in favor of a fair appropriation, I amalso in favor of dis- 
cussion. I am not in favor of rushing a bill through this House giving 
a million of dollars when there are not one-fourth of the membersof the 
House who know for what purpose it is to be expended, and I insist 
that some information should be given as to how the vast sums already 
appropriated have been expended, and for what purposes this special 
appropriation is for. It is true the sum asked for is not a large sum 
when Sap eas with the total aggregate appropriations for the current 
year for all other purposes, but it is a large sum when compared with 
the possible appropriations of all the rivers and harbors in the country. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. The gentleman from Pennsylvania yields 
the balance of his time to me, * 

The CHAIRMAN. Did the gentleman do so before he left the floor? 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. I intended to doso. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that there are some 
reasons why at this time this bill ought not to be passed by this House. 
So far as I have been able to discover, the report of the commission of 
their operations during the past year is not in print, and I doubt whether 
any gentleman on this floor knows of the manner in which the last ap- 
propriations made for this river have been used. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The gentleman is entirely in error, 

Mr. HEPBURN. I made inquiry not two hours ago for this report, 
and was told by the superintendent of the document-room that it was 
not in print. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. If the gentleman will pardon me, the report 
is not yet in print—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. That isjust what I stated. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. But it was before the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors and was considered by them. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Then I am incorrect so far asthe committee is con- 
cerned, but not so far as the balance of the membership of this House 
is concerned. : 

Mr. Chairman, I am heartily in favor of proper appropriations for 
the improvement of the navigation of the Mississippi River. Iam not 
in favor of appropriations for the improvement of the banks of the Mis- 
sissippi River and the plantations on either side of it; and it is my 
judgment that through the operation of this Mississippi River Commis- 
sion it is the purpose of certain gentlemen upon this floor to secure 
the improvement of the private property of their constituents through 
Government aid. It is my judgment that the real object of these ap- 
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propris ons, the real for which these gentlemen are making 
this struggle, is to secure the plantations of the Lower Mississippi River 
from overflow, rather than to perfect the navigation of that stream. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, when the Mississippi River is in a condition to* 
agitate these gentlemen, who in this hurried manner demand the 
passage of this bill, it is perfect as a channel of communication. They 
want to improve the Mississippi River when there are volumes of water 
there that would float the navies of the world. They are entirely con- 
tent with the Mississippi River and with its condition when the peo- 
ple living farther north desire its improvement. There are these two 
antagonistic purposes between the advocates of Mississippi River im- 

vement; they want to improve it when itis at flood; we want to 
improve it when it is insufficient for pike gre 

Now, I have some evidences in my mind that compel me to this con- 
clusion. Those persons familiar with that river know that during a 
large portion of each season it is abundantly navigable. They know 
that in its lowest stages there are comparatively few places where, by 
reason of sand-bars or snags, the navigation of the river is interrupted 
or made dangerous, and those who really desire to improve its naviga- 
tion will be content that these stretches of the river where these sand- 
bars intervene and interrupt the navigationshould be removed. That 
is what is meant, in the region of country where I live at least, by the 
term ‘‘improvement of the Mississippi River.” That will necessitate 
comparatively a small outlay; it will necessitate a comparatively small 
plant—machinery and material for deepening the bed where the bars 
are found and removing the snags. A very few millions of dollars at 
most would meet the requirement, and whatever sum might in truth 
be needed for this purpose I would gladly aid in appropriating. 

But look, Mr. Chairman, at the extraordinary ideas that certain gen- 
tlemen have with regard to this matter. We sometimes indulge in the 
fond delusion that these improvements are being conducted by the En- 
gineer Corps of the Army of the United States, and that the engineers 
of the Army are doing the work. I have been recently investigating 
the Blue Book, and I find that among the employés on the pay-roll of 
the Mississippi River Commission there are no less than sixty-seven 
engineers, to whom there is paid a monthly compensation of $8,690— 
nearly $105,000 a year. This sum is paid for engineering alone, in ad- 
dition, sir, to the commission and to the officers of the United States 
Army detailed upon that commission. 

Mr. DUNN. Will the gentleman let me ask him a question? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I will yield for a question only. 

Mr. DUNN. Are those employés engaged in surveying or in doing 
the work? > 

Mr. HEPBURN. There, sir, I am entirely at a loss for an answer, 
because I have not seen thereportof the commission, as I before stated. 

Mr. DUNN. Then let me inform the gentleman. They are en- 
gaged exclusively in the surveys. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I yielded to the gentleman for the purpose of mak- 
ing an inquiry, and not for the purpose of injecting a into mine. 

Šie. DUNN. The commission does not execute the work, but the 
arag Ae War does, under the direction of the engineer officers. 

Mr. HEPBURN. But, Mr. Chairman, I will go on a little further, 
illustrating the idea I have that the members of this commission have 
a most extraordinary, I may say wonderful, idea of the importance and 
extent of the work that they are engaged upon and the unlimited re- 
sources that are to be provided for them. Among others of the employés 
that I find specified th this book they have six chief clerks to whom 
they pay monthly in the aggregate $1,035; they have seventeen clerks 
to whom they pay monthly $1,562. They have forty-four cooks, Mr. 

i on the pay-roll of this commission—full-fledged cooks! I 
do not know precisely their relations to the commission, or whether 
Professor Blot is among the number, or whether they have graduated 
at his school of culinary art, or whether they have the ordeal of the 
Civil Service Commission. [Laughter.] But I do know that the Blue 
Book charges there is paid out monthly of the public money to these 
cooks $1,800 pens to the people of the United States. I know 
that they have employés exclusive of laborers—remember, gentlemen, 
exclusive of those who do the real work, the manual labor on the im- 
provement—they have employés to whom they pay $43,000 every month. 
There is paid more than one-half a million of dollars every year to this 
commission and to the persons on their pay-roll. 

Now, sir, thisstatement is without reference to the two hundred and 
fourteen laborers that I find upon the Blue Book. Taking into account 
their services, the $72,000 paid to them, the yearly expenditure of this 
commission without reference to the other sums expended for labor, 
material, &c., used in bpilding embankments, revetments, dams, mat- 
tresses or anything of that sort is $590,790. And in addition to that 
you must add the monthly pay of the mili 
mission. I was not able to ascertain accura' 


paid to persons ” more than $525,000. 

Is it wonderful, Mr. Chairman, that, in the language of some of these 
gentlemen, ‘‘the appropriations of the past are gone?’ It seems to me 
itis not. Ifit is true that this commission has been in existence three 
years, and their expenditures have been at the same rates, then, sir, 


they have eaten up in the payment for services of this kind about one 
and a half millions of the $5,100,000 that has been appropriated. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I have some other reasons for believing that it 
isthe purpose of gentlemen here toimprove the banks of the river rather 
than the navigation of the river. I heard the other day with a great 
deal of satisfaction (because I thought what was said was illustrative 
‘of the real purposes of gentlemen in this matter) the somewhat pro- 
tracted discussion upon the subject of the reference of the annual re- 
port of the Mississippi River Commission. I heard the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. Krxo] with the interest with which I always listen to 
him in his frank and dignified utterances; I sympathized with him in 
his proposition as to the reference, and voted with him because I thought 
that I concurred with him in the opinion that the major purpose of 
the report then to be referred contemplated the question of levees, and 
levees only, And I think that he agreed with me, because I under- 
stood him to be learned in the law of parliamentary procedure. 

Mr. KING. I would like to correct my friend. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Task the gentleman to beso good as not to inter- 
rapt me. I ama young man, and it embarrasses me. [Laughter.] 

Mr. KING. It embarrasses me also to havea misconception of my 
position or to have a friend put me in a wrong light. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I will do the gentleman the justice to say that 
nothing perhaps he said induced me to this conclusion; but it was the 
general scope of his action. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. Chairman, I know that he is learned in the law that governs de- 
liberative bodies and that governs this deliberative body. 1 know that 
he was well satisfied that ‘‘all subjects relating to the levees of the 
Mississippi River” should ‘‘be referred to the Committee on Levees 
and Improvements of that river.” That is the language of the rul 
and when I heard him so earnestly urging that his committee shoul 
have the custody of this measure, I knew, as a just and candid and 
learned man as he is, that he was fully convinced that the subject 
treated of and the purpose had in view by that report was the building 
of levees upon the Mississippi River, and that he was right in demand- 
ing the reference that he did. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I think my friend is mistaken. He 

incipally intended to levy on the Treasury of the United States. 
aaant] 

Mr. KING. For a good purpose only. 

Mr. GIBSON. May I ask the gentleman from Iowa a question? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I wish the gentleman would not ask it just now. 

Mr. GIBSON. Itis a very short question. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Very well. 

Mr. GIBSON. I understand the gentleman to say that, believing it. 
was the purpose to misappropriate these funds, yet he voted to send 
the matter to that committee. Am I correct? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Whatever inference the gentleman desires to draw 
he is perfectly welcome to. 

Another gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. Hunt] during the discus- 
sion he indulged in used this 1 if the reporter correctly re- 
ported him. His language is said to have been this: 

If the House intends that rescue should be given to the interests now in peril, 
if the House intends that the floods should be turned backward and the people 
residing on the river protected, it should give the message promptly to the only 
committee vested with jurisdiction on the subject. 

That was the gentleman’s language, 

Mr. HUNT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The gentleman was clamoring then for protection 
to the people living on the banks of that river, for their protection 
against all incoming floods that he desired should be back, for 
protection against the inroads that were about to be made around their 
homes and upon their plantations. That was the plea that the gentle- 
man from Louisiana then so eloquently made. It was to protect the 
individual interests of his constituents living upon the banks of the 
river; and from first to last of that estimable of his there was 
not one word that I can now recollect upon the subject of the improve- 
ment of the navigation of the Mississippi River. 

Mr. HUNT. Protection of the people of the United States, the 
whole people of the United States. 

Mr. HEPBURN. It would have been better to have stated that at 
that time. But then the gentleman was arguing his cause from the 
standpoint that he then had; he is arguing it now in his amendment 
from another standpoint. 

Mr. Chairman, I have still another reason why I think we ought to 
be very careful how we vote and when we vote in view of the absence 
of the report upon this important question. I have taken the liberty 
of saying that in my judgment comparatively little was needed to im- 
prove the navigation of the Mississippi River. And in furtherance and 
corroboration of the remark madea few moments ago by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE], that no clamor was being made for 
this improvement by practical rivermen, I desire to say that in the 
fall of 1881 I was a guest with others of the city of Saint Louis at the 
Mississippi River improvement convention. There are a number of 
gentlemen in my presence who were there, and who, with me, were 
taken upon an excursion upon one of their great flotillas with which 
they navigate that river. 
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A towboat and five barges made up the fleet, capableof carrying five 
or six thousand tons of freight. Upon the vessel which we wereon was 
a large placard, stating that the vessel was constructed in 1872, had 
made ninety-one round trips to New Orleans, had carried down stream 
on her decks and her barges 446,000 tons of freight, and had brought 
up stream in the same manner 41,000 tons of freight. 

When we took this excursion the river was at flood; I do not know 
how many feet of water were in the channel, but it spread out over its 
banks in the vicinity of our journey. As we passed the wharves of 
Saint Louis we were told that there were lying there, tied up and at 
the time unused, nearly one hundred of these barges, and that there 
were fifteen or sixteen tow-boats lying idle there. The same morning 
the daily press informed us that the railroads had instructed their 
agents to send no more grain to the city of Saint Louis, for 2,000 cars 
were then upon the tracks unladen and the elevators were all filled. 

Yet with this fleet ot boats there idle, with this great river at flood, 
with many millions of bushels of grain in store there was no demand 
for freight to the port in New Orleans. Why? Simply because there 
were no vessels in the port of New Orleans to carry forward to foreign 
ports the corn and wheat that might be taken there; simply because 
they could not secure at New Orleans the cheap freights that could be 
had in the port of New York. 

Now, in my judgment, you may improve this river as far as you please, 
as much as you please, and the corn of the West will not go in great 
quantities to the city of New Orleans for Europeanshipment until you 
change and reform the commerce of this country and make New Orleans 
a great entrepôt as New York now is, so that there may be vessels there 
to be either laden with corn at nominal freight rates or to go back in 
ballast to European ports. 

Having digressed thus far, let me resume the idea that I tried to 
advance a few moments ago, that these gentlemen mean something 
more than the mere improvement of the navigation of the Mississippi 
River. Among other indications we have, we may be led to suppose 
so, I think, from the enormous sums that the commission talk of ex- 
pending. [understood a gentleman to say the other day that he was 
in favor of an appropriation of $20,000,000 for the purpose of improv- 
ing the Mississippi River, and I heard my enthusiastic friend from 
Colorado [Mr. BELFORD] say to-day that he was in favor of appropri- 
ating $30,000,000 for this purpose. Now these gentlemen do not 
understand aught of the magnificent demands of this Mississippi River 
Commission, and these sums are insignificant in comparison with 
theirs. The sum of $30,000,000 will not reach the estimates of this 
commission. 

Mr. Taylor, one of the most intelligent members of the commission, 
was interrogated some time on this question by a committee of 
this House. He is reported to have stated that for the improvement of 
the Mississippi River between Cairo and the mouth of the Red River 
there would be needed $33,000,000. NowI do not know of any in- 
stance where the estimate of the cost of a work of this kind was equal 
to the actual expenditures. And I think that if he said $33,000,000, 
we may reasonably expect that the actual expenditure will be double 
that sum, or $66,000,000. 

But-we do know this fact, that there are at least 1,200 miles of river 
between Saint Louis and the mouth of the Mississippi, and 2,400 miles 
of banks along that river. We know that all the tributaries must be 
leveed until you reach back to the point where the natnral bank of the 
river has the altitude of the artificial banks at its mouth. Again, each 
one of these larger tributaries must have its system of levees, and I do 
not doubt but that this plan includes the building of at least 5,000 
miles of levees along the Mississippi River and its tributaries. 

Now, the cost of constructing these improvements, according to the 
estimates made by a member of the commission, varies from $35,000 to 
$70,000 a mile, and his average of cost from Cairo to the mouth of Red 
River is $35,000.. And suppose it is only the latter sum, what a colos- 
sal sum will be needed to meet this probable expenditure, if I am right 
in believing that it is the purpose of you gentlemen to make all inca- 
pable of encroachments upon your lands. 

I once had the pleasure at one of the meetings of the friends of this 
enterprise, in this city, of listening to a gentleman of rare intelligence, 
who came here, as I understood, accredited by the governor of the State 
of Mississippi, as one of a committee whose duty it was to urge upon 
Congress an appropriation forthisimprovement. That gentleman spoke 
of what had been accomplished in leveeing the delta of the Yazoo. 
When asked as to the expense of those levees, he told us that they cost 
upon an average, if my memory is not at fault, $15,000 a mile. 

Now every man who knows anything about the Mississippi River, 
from the mouth of the Ohio to the river’s mouth, knows that there are 
not fifty miles of the natural banks of that stream that at certain sea- 
sons of the year are not subject to overflow, that do not need levees, in 
order, as the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. Hunt] says, “‘to drive 
back the floods and to rescue the imperiled inhabitants upon its banks.” 
Not only must both banks of the Mississippi be leveed, if you pur- 
pose the protection of the adjacent lands, but the banks of all the tribu- 
taries, up to a point where the natural bank rises to the altitude of the 
artificial bank at the mouth, must also be raised, SONG oe se natn 
stream, from Cairo down, and on the tributaries, five or six thousand 


miles of levees. If these are to cost but $10,000 to the mile, you have 
to contemplate the expenditure of at least an immense sum of money 
from the Treasury. For my part, Mr. Chairman, I am not willing to 
assist in the expenditure. 

In my judgment, the expenditure of this vast sum will be but the 
beginning. We know, from the action of the elements, even if there 
were no encroachment from the river itself, if there were no caving-in 
of its banks, if there were no undermining of theartificial embankments, 
that at least once in every twenty years, where there is the light friable 
soil to be found in the Mississippi region, the floods from heaven and 
the frosts, where there are frosts, would wipe these embankments out 
of existence, wash them away, dissolve them, and compel their renewal. 
It is so with the earthworks and fortifications that we built twenty 
years age. The disappearing frosts have left them mellow, the rains 
have fallen upon them and little by little washed them away, so that 
now you find only faint traces of embankments and ditches that once 
gave ample protection to armies. So that every twenty years at least 
the same expenditure will be necessary in order to continue the protec- 
tion that it seems now necessary to give to the people along that stream. 

Mr. Chairman, I again want to say that I have no hostility what- 
eyer to the improvement of the navigation of this river. I am earnest 
and hearty in my friendship, and I will vote liberal appropriations to 
all these worthy enterprises. I believe that they are of the utmost 
importance to the people of this country. I believe that the improve- 
ment of our water ways is the one great work that we can urge asa 
barrier, potent, and that will be determining, against the rapacity and 
the sige Blea of the railroad carriers. Asa protection against them 
I am in favor of these improvements, but I do not believe that I have 
the constitutional right to appropriate the public money to private 
uses, which in my belief—I may be mistaken—are covered up under 
this seeming public use. 

I wonder, Mr. Chairman, when I see some of these stalwart, old- 
fashioned Democrats taking the position that they do upon this ques- 
tion. As I read the history of their party, it is not many years since 
those of that pay who tower high above all others whom we see in 
our recollections of the past. thought there was no language in the Con- 
stitution from which Congress could assume that it had the power to 
make improvements of this kind even for public uses. Now we find 
that these gentlemen have gone a long way from that ground, and in my 
judgment they are to-day proposing to support this and other bills that 
have for their primary ohject the improvement of the private property 
ofindividuals. And this youdo, gentlemen, notwithstanding the bounty 
of this Government to you, notwithstanding the gift that it has made 
for the very purpose for which I believe you want to appropriate this 
money. 

Thousands and thousands of acres—I may say millions—of these lands 
now demanding protection were given to the States that are most 
clamorous for this appropriation. For what purpose? For the pur- 
ime of reclaiming them; for the purpose of protecting them from over- 

ow by the Mississippi River and other streams; for the purpose of 
adding them to the arable aggregate of the lands of this country. You 
haye squandered these magnificent appropriations; they have disap- 
peared, and the work is not accomplished. 

Now, under this bill and under this commission and through these 
processes, you propose to secure that benefit which ought to have been 
secured to you through your own exertions and by reason of the largess 
of the Government. 

I yield the remginder of my time to my friend from Iowa [Mr. 
Hanns 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. How much time is there remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. Halfan hour. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I shall not require that 
length of time, as I do not propose to discuss the general merits of the ` 
bill. But I understand that the gentleman from Texas spoke of the 
harbor named in my amendment as being a private interest. I desire 
to say that there is no measure contemplated by this bill looking tothe 
appropriation of a million of dollars that is of more general character 
than the ice-harbor at Dubuque. It is not for the benefit of Dubuque 
city; it is not for the benefit of the people of my district alone, but it 
is for the benefit of the commerce of the Mississippi River. Will not 
the gentleman from Texas stand upon this floor and make special effort 
for appropriations for the great harbors along the borders of his State 
when those harbors open their arms tothe commerce of his shore? Ido 
the same in regard to this harbor. 

I asked permission of my friend from Illinois [Mr. THOMAS] to in- 
terrupt him for a moment. He kindly granted permission, and then 
said that when he concluded he would yield to me the remainder of his 
time. He yielded the floor when his time was out, after expending his 

us in fring away at the interests which my amendment covers. 

ow I appreciate the generosity of his mind, which seems to open up in 

grand benevolence toward the entire interests of the Mississippi Valley 

as far as the northern boundary of his Cairo district; then it stops sud- 
denly, and he can not see any interests beyond it. 

Having made this response to my friend from Illinois, I want to say 
that when I offered the amendment I was not aware, as I then inti- 
mated, whether that was the proper time or place to submit it. I am 
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not accustomed to the rules of this House, and I see that men who 
have been here for twenty years are not. [Langhter.] But I have 
made up my mind that whenever the interests of my district or State 
are concerned I will make my proposition and then find out whether it 
is in order, and I am finding out. [Laughter.] 

As I before said, I do not intend to antagonize this bill; and the rea- 
son I have asked my colleague to yield me a portionof his time is that 
I may say I do not intend now to press this amendment, but will urge 
it before the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. My reason for doing 
this, I will say to the House, is because I do not desire to block the 
wheels that seek the improvement of the Mississippi. I am for theim- 
provement of that stream and for everything that tends to improve it. 
I am in favor of everything that will cheapen commerce and advance 
the agricultural interests of my State and my section as well as of the 
whole country, and those iiterests extend down as far as the Cairo dis- 
trict of my friend from Illinois and lower still. But my present pur- 
pose is simply to say that I will not urge that amendment on this bill, 
but will press it upon the attention of the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, for I find that by pressing my proposition now I may entangle 
this measure, as I do not wish to do, with a number of other amend- 
ments. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Ilinois, obtained the floor and said: I yield 
ten minutes to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. HORR]. 

Mr. HORR. Mr. Chairman, I hardly think it necessary for me to 
say more than a word on this subject, nor would I do even that were it 
not for the fact that it is a question to which I have given careful and 
long investigation. I need not say to the members who have served 
with me previously in this House that I am in favor of the improvement 
of the Mississippi River, My position upon that question is well under- 
stood, and I took it after very laborious work. Upon examination I 
came to the conclusion that the Mississippi River Commission had de- 
vised the proper plan, and I have never yet changed my mind in that 

That commission is composed of able, careful, capable men, 
and their plan is the result of long and patient study of the river and 
the principles which govern these silt-bearing streams. 

Now, this special appropriation of $1,000,000 simply involves the 
question of whether we will permit that commission to go on with their 
experiment. For I must say to my friend from Arkansas [Mr. DUNN] 
that I differ with him in thisregard. I do not think the suecess of their 
plan is settled beyond question by any means. Indeed, I consider it 
still an experiment. I wish it could be set down among the certain- 
ties. But do not let us appropriate money here under any misunder- 
standing. There are many men in the United States, able men, 
who sincerely believe that every dollar we appropriate to the Missis- 
sippi River upon the plan adopted by that commission might as well 
be dumped into the river; that it is a mere waste of money. Isay good 
men, intelligent men, believe that. On the other hand, many good 
men believe the other way; have faith in this plan. I know that, be- 
cause I believe that way myself. [Laughter.] Is not that convincing 
proof? 

I believe that the commission have adopted the only plan that will 
ever successfully improve and control that stream. I know it will in- 
volve a large expenditure of money before we get through, but I be- 
lieve the enterprise is so magnificent, so far reaching in its results, of 
so much importance to the commerce and development of this country, 
that as a nation we ought to undertake it. In doing this I do not be- 
lieve it will ever be done successfully without leveeing the banks as the 
commission has determined. Now, if in building these levees for the 
purpose of confining its waters and thereby deepening its channel so 
as to improve the navigation of this river, what if it does happen to 
benefit the people who live upon its shores? And admit, if you please, 
that they are a people who have differed with me seriously in the past, 
so seriously that it requires an immense effort to work myself up to a 
point where I can labor in their behalf, and I admit that it costs me a 
struggle [laughter], still Isay, even if it does benefit these people, in the 
name of God, shall we withhold an appropriation of this kind on that 
account? 

I glory in the fact that it is likely to redeem from the overflowing 
waters of that stream land enough to make a State. That fact is an 
additional reason to me for favoring the project and not an objection to 
the enterprise. 

But the only question which we have before us to-day is whether we 
will permit this commission to go on withits plan and complete its work. 
If we intend to do so, then weshould give them this money, because the 
last appropriation will be exhausted, and then the delay will cause more 
damage than the amount of this appropriation if the work is suspended 
until the regular river and harbor bill can be . Work on that 
river can not be prosecuted during the flood-time. They need to get 
ready for the high water of the spring-time. Thus you see it is simply 
a question of whether we will rely on that commission and stand by 
them in their attempt to do this work or whether we intend to abandon 
them and the work altogether. 

I am glad that my friend from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] has aban- 
doned his effort to add another appropriation to this bill. This is not 


the first time we have passed a special appropriation foraneeded work 
in advance of the regular bill. Members will remember that in the 
last Congress the engineers reported they were in need of $50,000 


at Hell Gate for the protection and completion of work there, and that 
they heeded the funds before we could pass the ar river and har- 
bor bill, and a bill was passed in the Forty-seventh Congress meeting 
that emergency, which gave them that amount of money in advance. 
As a rule! donot believe in putting these special appropriations through 
in advance of the regular bill, but this case I think is an exception, a 
just and proper exception, one which should be madé in deference to 
the public good. 

I do not believe in passing an appropriation for this stream simply 
because it is the Mississippi River. Any other work with the same 
surroundings should receive the same attention. I said the other day 
that some men seemed to think that the Mississippi River was the only 
water way in the United States. I live upon a chain of lakes the com- 
merce of which in tonnage is several times the amount that 
down the Mississippi River. Do you know that the Detroit River floats 
over its waters during the summer season almost as much tonnage in 
two days as goes over the Mississippi River in as many weeks? Yes, it 
does. But of late the people who live on the banks of the Mississippi 
have not withheld from us a single dollar needed for the improvement 

"of that great highway or forthe harbors upon our great lakes. Nordo 
I believe you intend to doit. Youare coming to understand the needs 
of all the great water ways of this country. And our people are fast 
learning the importance of your great river, that drains the greatest val- 
ley on this continent. The appropriation now asked foris for the bene- 
fit of that important work. Asanation we have undertaken that great 
experiment, and now we must either abandon it or furnish the money 
to carry on the work. 

I hope the committee will look this question squarely in the face. I 
know that there is a great question involved as to whether or not the 
plan on which the work is progressing will succeed. I know there is a 
serious question in the minds of many who have studied this matter 
carefully as to whether we can tame this great river and control its 
forces. Some think it an undertaking beyond the powerof man. It 
is a big job, a grave question. Great doubts exist in the minds no 
doubt of many of us. I know that I have my fears on this question. 
But I prefer to take counsel of my hopes rather than my fears. I be- 
lieve that this great nation should make the experiment, and if we fail 
we can survive it, while if we succeed it will be to our glory as a nation 
and as a people for all time. 

Then let us try it fora while longer. Let us not higgle about the 
matter. Let us do the work like business men, and if the men who 
are intrusted with this important labor are out of funds, let us give 
them sufficient to keep the work going until we make of it a success or 
are satisfied that itis a failure. When the people become satisfied that 
the work can not be performed, then let them withhold the appropria- 
tions. Ifany members here are satisfied now on that point, of course 
they will vote against this proposition. For my own part I am not 
yet satisfied. I believe in the work, and have faith in its ultimate 
suecess; and I shall vote for this special appropriation in order that 
this immense undertaking may be proceeded with, trusting that the 
future will prove to us all that our attempt to compel that great river 
to obey the behests of man was a wise and beneficent undertaking. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, a message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, 
was received, announcing that the Senate had a bill (S. 713) to 
remove the political disabilities of Samuel H. Lockett, of Alabama; in 
which the concurrence of the House was requested. 


IMMEDIATE APPROPRIATION FOR IMPROVEMENT OF MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Iam not disposed, Mr. Chairman, 
to occupy the time or the attention of this committee in discussing 
either the necessity or the importance of the work of improving the 
Mississippi River. The question, it seems to me, which the committee 
should now consider is whether there is a necessity for making this ap- 
propriation at this time. I had supposed, sir, that the importance of 
improving the Mississippi River had been almost universally conceded 
by all sections of the country. In the discussions on the floor of this 
House heretofore the great objection to the river and harbor bill has 
been always that it included smaller and insignificant streams and har- 
bors which were not national in their character, and therefore did not 
deserve the consideration of Congress. But the importance of improv- 
ing the Mississippi River has not been seriously questioned. Whether 
we should improve the Mississippi River by one system or by another is 
a question which I do not propose to discuss at this time. We have 
been discussing it for eight years, ever since I have had the honor of 
aseat in Congress, and I had supposed that Congress had settled down 
upon the plan of constituting a commission for the Mississippi River, 
to be composed of eminent engineers, men of experience and ability, 
who were qualified to investigate and consider the question of improv- 
ing the Mississippi River, and who would adopt some plan for that pur- 
pose and report the same to Congress; and upon the report of that 
commission we have been acting and making our annual appropriations 
for a number of years. 

I think in the Forty-sixth Congress, at the first session of that Con- 
gress, after full discussion of this great question, we finally appropri- 
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ated a million of dollars for the improvement of that portion of the 
Mississippi River below Cairo; and in the last Congress we made a 
much larger appropriation. So Congress, it would seem, is fully com- 
mitted, Mr. Chairman, to this plan of improving the river. I care not 
whether you call it an experiment or not. It was entered upon as an 

iment, it is true, and it may be, as the gentleman from Michigan 
[Me Horr] has just said, still an experiment; but we have the report 
of this commission, informing us that this plan of improving the river 
is proving eminently successful and satisfactory to the commissioners 
so far as it has p and that itis in the interest of the improve- 
ment of the navigation of the river. Where we had but four or five feet 
of water a few years ago we are now having ten or twelve feet, and that 
in the worst and most dangerous places on the river. 

Now the work is progressing satisfactorily. The commission tells us 
that, and the only question here is, whether we shall appropriate a mill- 
ion of dollars at this time, the necessity of which grows out of the fail- 
ure to make any appropriation at the last session of Congress, and the 
fact that the money before appropriated is now expended within a 
very small amount, and soon there will come a time when floods.will 
rise in the river and great loss and damage may be sustaizied to the 
work already in operation if this appropriation is not made. That is 
the question for us to consider, and I willsay, Mr. Chairman, thatit was 
upon this ground that I favored, as a member of the Committee on 
Rivers pear aaa this immediate appropriation. Ihave seen enough 
of public improvements since I have been a member of this body to 
know that there is always great waste in. the public expenditures, grow- 
ing out of the insufficiency of appropriations for the purposes of carrying 
on public works. Sometimes we appropriate 20 per cent. only of the 
estimates; sometimes we appropriate 40 per cent. of what is asked for, 
and sometimes 50 per cent. of the amount that is deemed necessary for 
the work, and the result is that in improvements like that of the Mis- 
sissippi River and other streams the entire plant is liable to be swept 
away and the amounts expended lost and destroyed unless a sufficient 
amount is given to carry on the work begun to completion and to pro- 

- tect it from freshets while it is progressing. 

The Mississippi River is a great river. Everybody concedes that it 
requires a large amount of money to improve it, and everybody can 
see that we have a amount of money already expended there, and 
which is liable to be lost or destroyed by not going on and completing 
the work atthe earliest possibleday. Thisisarule with reference to the 
improvements ofall rivers; and that makesit necessary, and more neces- 
sary in the case of the Mississippi River than others, because the 
amount involved is so much larger than the amounts which we have 
appropriated for the improvement of smaller streams, 

Now, here is a commission constituted of intelligent men, as I have 
believed. I know one of them personally and have known him for 
some years, and asan engineer he has no superior in my opinion in the 
country. I refer to General Gillmore, whom I believe to be an able, 
intelligent engineer, and a faithful, conscientious public servant. He 
is a member of this commission, and has given this subject his atten- 
tion. He is in favor of the plan adopted for the improvement of the 
river and of going on with the work. And I rely on what he says as 
well as other members of the commission. The commissioners say 
there is a necessity for this amount to go on with the work and protect 
it against the possible floods that may follow the winter and spring. 

Mr. BRUMM. May I ask the gentleman a question for informa- 
tion. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Certainly. 

Mr. BRUMM. Has the committee as yet any idea of how much 
they will ask for the entire year? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I think about $3,000,000, with pos- 
sibly $1,000,000 for some other portions of the river. It was agreed by 
Congress that they would commence with Providence reach and Plum 
Point reach and test the proposed plans of improving the river by these, 
which are the most important points and at which there is most dan- 
ger to navigation. 

Mr. BRUMM. About $3,000,000 for the whole year? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, Yes, sir; that is my understand- 
ing, unless another $1,000,000 shall be appropriated for other points. 

Well, Mr. Chairman, regarding it as a necessity to appropriate this 
money at this time in order to guard against great possible loss which 
may ensue if it is not appropriated, I believe this bill ought to pass, so 
that the commission may have a sufficient amount of money to proceed 
with the work and guard against possible loss and damage. 

I will say a word in regard to levees. I have not favored the con- 
struction of leyees on the Mississippi River unless for the purpose of 
improving the navigation of the river. Where it is necessary in order 
to improve the channel of the river to construct levees I see no objec- 
tion to their construction, even though they do furnish protection to 
private property. In all our public improvements private property 
may be benefited by the expenditure of public money. You can notcon- 
struct an arsenal, you can not constructa public work of any kind in any 
portion of the country, but you will benefit private property, and one 
locality will be more benefited than another. If the protection be in- 
cidental and the real object of building the levee is to improve the 
navigation of the river, I know no objection toit. But I want to say 
to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] that this intelligent com- 


mission says that to go on with a system of levees for the purpose of 
improving the navigation of the river will not cost to exceed the sum 
of about $11,000,000. Am I correct in that statement, Mr. BLANCH- 
ARD? That is my recollection of the report. No $20,000,000 is nee- 
essary, no $30,000,000 is necessary, nor $40,000,000 in the judgment 
of this commission; but about $11,000,000 is sufficient for the pur- 
pose of building levees and going on even with the levee system in the 
improvement of the river. But this appropriation does not involve 
the levee system. À 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Do I understand the gentleman to say 
that the entire amount asked for is $11,000,000? : 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. They say the estimate for the levees 
is $11,000,000. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. For the whole work of the improvement 
of the Mississippi River? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. That is what they say in their re- 
port for levees. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I think that is the estimate of what the 
levees themselves would cost. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. The inquiry I intended to make was how 
much you expected it would cost to improve the Mississippi River ac- 
cording to the plan of the Mississippi River Commission. 

Mr. KING. The estimate is $43,000,000. 

Mr. DUNN. I think no estimates have ever been made. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I want to say another thing to my 
friend from Iowa. He speaks of persons who want private property 
protected; that is, people who live along the banks of the Lower Mis- 
sissippi River. I want to say to him that from year to year, and I 
think it must be within his knowledge, Mississippi River improve- 
ment conventions have been held at Saint Louis, have been held at 
Davenport, have been held all along the Mississippi River above Saint 
Louis, and that there has been more earnest and active interest taken 
in regard to the improvement of the Mississippi River on the part of 
the commercial cities and people on the Upper Mississippi River than 
there has been below. We have been urged from year to year, and nowin 
a very few weeks we have another convention here in this city largely 
emanating from the great commercial city of Saint Louis, on what we 
call the Upper Mississippi River, to urge the improvement of the Mis- 
sissippi River; so that our own people in the Northwest feel as deeply 
the importance of this work as I think the people of the Lower Missis- 
sippi River do, and we are Song it for our own benefit. 

One of the most distinguished railroad men in this country, who, I 
think, understands the transportation question more fully and intelli- 
gently than any man I have conversed with upon the subject, has 
spoken of the influence of the water ways of our country upon the ques- 
tion of cheapening transportation. He says that must be our great de- 
pendence against the extortionate charges of railroads, and he tells us 
how the Erie Canal, during the season of navigation, in connection with 
the lakes of the North, affects the cost of transportation not only on the 
lines of railroad which run parallel to it, but on every line of railroad 
which runs from the Mississippi Valley to the Atlantic coast. And 
when he is asked the question, “‘ But what is your dependence during 
the winter season of the year; when your lakes and canals are locked 
up with ice what protection have you then ?’’ he points to the Missis- 
sippi River, flowing on to the Gulf and to the sea, as being the great de- 
pendenceof our people. This greatriver isan interest which I contend 
we ought not to neglect. Weshould make liberal appropriations to 
improve it, for the very reason that while corn and wheat and all the 
products of the West and the Northwest may go down the Mississippi 
River, it will have a controlling influence in giving the people cheaper 

rtation. 

In reply to my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. MILLER] I will say 
that I voted for the river and harbor bill, and I went home and made 
speeches in every county in my district vindicating my vote everywhere. 
I did not apologize for it or attempt to palliate it in the slightest de- 
gree. Yet I was re-elected by the largest majority I believe that I ever 
received as a candidate for Congress. 

And I know that a little way up the Mississippi River one of my 
friends, whom I respect and honor, and who stood here on the floor of 
3 House day by day and fought the river and harbor bill, was left 
at home. < 

And I now yield five minutes of my time to his successor [Mr. WEL- 
LER], that he may have an opportunity to be heard. 

Mr. WELLER. I am not well informed as to the methods of {ro- 
cedure required that onemay be heard by members of this distinguished 
body on this floor. But I will do as iny colleague from Iowa [Mr. 
HEPBURN] did a little while ago, and will feel my way out, and trust to 
the generosity of the members of this House. I ask the Clerk to read, 
ep a part of my remarks, the body of the petition which I send to the 

esk. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

A tion to the Forty-eighth Con; of the United States by the le of 
Mississippi Valley Ri behalf of the improvement of the Missiastppl iver 
pag RA navigable tributaries (as provided by the conference committee, July 


The le of the Mississippi Valley residing in the fourth Con, ional dis- 
trict of the State of Iowa, and largel a in thes Sra of thie AA of 


y 
our country, as well as in the prosperity of all the United States, do petition 
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and ask that your honorable body make such pooo singe for the improve- 
mentof the Western water ways as shall beadequate forthe purpose of securing 
in them a permanent navigable channel equal to the needs of commerce, 

The value to the country of a comprehensive improvement of the etna fot 
River and its navigable tributaries can not be estimated. Whenever the im- 
provement of these great rivers becomes complete the question of cheap trans- 
portation will be forever settied; a question of transcendent importance alike 
to all of our own people and of common interests to producers at home and con- 
sumers abroad. 

These natural channels of communication are the property of the Govern- 
ment. They bind er the various sections of the country, politically and 
comme: y, and their perfect improvement and supervision should be the 

Sr renal VIDON Tard É party. ti iety of indust 
e people, out regard to , representing every variety of in Ty 
in the Mississippi Valley, now the center of production, both of natural prod- 
ucts and man’ ured articles, producing in the year 1882 85 per cent. in value 
of all our exports, and contributing about 75 per cent. of our national revenues, 
respectfully ask from you, as their lawmakers and rulers,a full, fair, and just 
consideration of the needs and necessities of our great rivers as natural high- 


ways, and pray that such needed appropriations may be bestowed upon them 
by the General Government as are recommended by the United States officers 
in charge of the works and as are necessary to make transportation upon them 


safe and inexpensive. 


Mr. WELLER. That is a sample of what might come from the 
great State of Iowa. If the question was presented to-day to the peo- 
ple of Iowa I am satisfied that 95 per cent. of the people of that great 
State would be in accord with the distinguished gentleman from the 
third district [Mr. HENDERSON] and myself, and would be specifically 
antagonistic to the position occupied by my other colleague from that 
State [Mr. HEPBURN]. 

I suggest that the names appearing upon that petition are not those 
of persons residing upon the banks of the Mississippi, but of persons 
residing one hundred milesinland. Yetthey recognize the value of that 
stream to the commerce of the great Northwest; they recognize the value 
of that stream to the industrial, man ing, and farming interests 
of the country. , They desire that this million of dollars, only a drop, 
perhaps, in comparison with the sum that ought to be appropriated, 
shall now be given, in order that the work may go on that has been so 
graciously begun. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I now yield to the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS], the chairman of the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 


Mr. WILLIS. I move that the committee rise, for the purpose of | Bar! 


submitting a motion to limit debate upon the pending bill. 

The motion was to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. Cox, of New York, reported that the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union had had under consideration 
the bill (S. 1038) making an appropriation for continuing the improve- 
ment of the Mississippi River, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WILLIS. I move that the House again resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the further consideration of the Mississippi 
River appropriation bill; and pending that motion, I move that all gen- 
eral debate upon the bill be limited to five minutes. 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. And pending that motion, I move that | Cia 


the House now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The first question is upon the motion to adjourn. 

The question was taken; and upon a division there were—ayes 96, 
noes 104. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, called for tellers. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I call for the yeas and nays upon the 
motion to adjourn. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, there being 38 in the affirma- 
tive—not one-fifth of the last vote. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs upon ordering tellers upon 
the motion to adjourn. 

The question was taken upon ordering tellers, and there were 46 in 
the affirmative—more than one-fifth of a quorum. 

So tellers were ordered; and Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, and Mr. 
HUNT were appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported that there were— 
ayes 90, noes 146. 

So the motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs upon the motjon to limit de- 
bate. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I desire to offer an amendment to that 
motion, 

The SPEAKER. That is in order. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I move to amend so as to allow thirty 
minutes for debate, fifteen minutes on each side. 

‘The motion to amend was not agreed to. 
Pr WHITE, of Kentucky. I renew the motion that the House now 

ourn. 

The motion was not agreed to; there being, upon a division—ayes 
52, noes 117. 

The question recurred upon the motion to limit debate. 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I move to amend so as to allow forty 
minutes for debate, and I hope gentlemen on the other side will concede 
that much. There are some important facts that have not yet been de- 
veloped, and will not be developed in the House if debate is cut off in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment of Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, was not to. 

The motion of Mr. WILLIS to limit general debate to five minutes was 
then agreed to. 
woe question recurred upon the motion to go into Committee of the 

ole. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Pending that motion, I move again that 
the House now adjourn. 

The question was taken by a viva voce vote; and the Speaker an- 
nounced that the noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I call for the yeas and nays on the mo- 
tion to adjourn. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, there being 41 in the affirmative— 
more than one-fifth of the last vote. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 71, nays 182, not 
voting 67; as follows: 


YEAS—71 
Anderson, Dargan, Kean, Payne, 
Atkinson, Dunham, Keifer, Perkins, 
Belford, Eld: ý Kelley, Peters, 
Bisbee, Evans, Kete j Poland, 
Boutelle, Everhart, y, Ranney 
Brainerd, Evins, J. H, Long, Ray, G. W. 
Browne, T. M. Foran, McCoid, Reed, 
rown, W. Hanback, McComas, Rowell, 
Brumm, Hart, McCormick, Skinner, 0. R. 
Cal Hatch, H. H. Mil Smith, 
Campbell, J. M. Hemphill, Miller, §. H. Steele, 
Cannon, Hepburn, Milliken, Taylor, J.D. 
Cassidy, vek, Morey. Tillman, 
Chace, Hoblitzell, Morrill, Tully, 
Cox, S.S. Holmes, Nutting, Wait, 
Culbertson, W, W. Holton O'Hara, Warner, A. J. 
Cullen, Howey, O'Neill, Charles White, J.D. 
Cutcheon, James, Parker, 
NAYS—182. 
Aiken, Elliott, Lowry, riggs, 
Alexander, Ellis, ces tl 
Bagley, Ermentrout, McMillin, Stephenson, 
eae piel ts me Stevens, ; 
ur, erty, a paty, Stewart, es 
Barksdale, Follett, Miller, „F. Stockslager, 
Bayne, Forney, Stone, 
Bennett, A Mitchell, Frey 
Blan A Geddes, oney, Struble, 
Bland, rge, organ, , Sumner, C.A, 
Blount, Gibson, Morrison, Sumner, D, H. 
Boyle, G Morse, bott, 
eerie oes aes ed J.M. 
roadhead, reen. urphy, omas, 
B: i Greenleaf, M ; Throckmo 
Buckner, Guenther, N Townshend, 
Budd, Halsell Nicholls, Turner, H.G 
Caldwell Hatch, W. H Ochii Van Alstyne, 
we $ tree, an 
Campbell, F. Henderson, D.B. O'Neill, J.J. Van Eaton, 
Candler, Henderson,T.J. Patton, Wakefield, 
Carleton, Hewitt, A.S. Payson, Ward, 
Clardy, Hewitt, G. W. Pierce, Warner, Richard 
y, n Peel, S. W. Wi urn, 
Clements, Holman, Post, Weaver, 
Cobb, Horr, Potter, Wellborn, 
Colli: Houseman, Price, eller, 
Connolly, Hunt, Pryor, White, Milo 
Converse, Hurd, tt Whiting, 
Cook, Jeffords, Randall, Wilkins, 
rove, Johnson, Reagan, Williams, 
Covington, Jones, B. W. Reese, Willis, 
Cox, W.R. ones, J. Rice, Wilson, James 
£ Jones, J.K. Riggs, Wilson, W. L. 
Culberson, D. B. Jones, J.T. Robertson, Winans, E. B. 
Curtin, Kellogg, Rogers, J. H. Winans, John 
Davis, G. R. King, Rogers, W. F, Wise, J.S. 
Deuster, Kleiner, olford, 
Dibble Laird, Seney, ‘ood, 
Dibrell, Lamb, Seymour, Wood 
Docke Lanham, Shaw, Worthington, 
Dorsheimer, Le Fevre, Singleton, Yaple, 
Dowd, Lewis, Skinner, T.G. York, 
Duncan, Libbey, Slocum, oung. 
Dunn, re, Snyder, 
Eaton, Lovering, Spooner, 
NOT VOTING—47. 
Adams, G. E. Dingley, Jordan, Robinson, J. S. 
Adams, J.J. ilwood, Kasson, Robinson, W. E. 
Arnot, on pion eps 
Barr, ndlay, eaan, yan, 
Beach, Graves, cAdoo, Scales, 
Belmont, Hammond, McKinley, Shelley, 
Bingham, Hancock, Mayo, Stewart, J. W. 
Blackburn, Hardy, Moulton, Storm, 
alta esd ria Taylor, E. B. 
reitung, ynes, urray, ompson, 
Brewer, È. B. Henley, Namen, cker, 
Brewer, J. H, er ige, Valentine, 
Burleigh, tt, Peelle, 8. J. Vance, 
bell, Hooper, Pettibone, Wadsworth, 
Davidson, Hop Phelps, Wemple, 
Davis, L. H. Houk, Rankin, Wise, G. D. 
Davis, R. T, Hutchins, Ray, 


So the motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 
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Mr. CABELL. I voted inadvertently. I desire to withdraw my 
vote. I am paired with the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. PETTI- 


BONE]. 
The following pairs were announced from the Clerk’s desk: 
Mr. ROBINSON, of Ohio, with Mr. FINDLAY. 
Mr. SHELLEY with Mr. PHELPs. 
Mr. Eyuys, of South Carolina, with Mr. VALENTINE. 
Mr. JORDAN with Mr. McKINLEY. 
Mr. MCADOO with Mr. BREWER. 
BUCHANAN with Mr. Ray, of New Hampshire, on political 


Mr. 
questions. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, with Mr. BLACKBURN. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I am paired with my colleague [Mr. 
BLACKBURN] on political questions; but not considering this a polit- 
ical question, I have voted. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

Mr, WILLIS. I desire to make a suggestion to gentlemen who wish 
todiscuss thisquestion. The proposition has been made to allow 40 min- 
utes for debate—to be equally divided, of course, between the friends and 

opponents of the bill. We are perfectly willing that 20 minutes be given 
See who oppose the bill, no one occupying any time on the other 
side. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will state that the proposition as to the 
extension of time has been disposed of by the House, and the question 
now is upon the motion made by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
WIL.Is], that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. But the suggestion of the gentleman can 
be adopted by unanimous consent. 

Mr. WILLIS. Then I ask unanimous consent to that agreement, 
after which I shall make a motion to adjourn. My proposition is that 
twenty minutes be allowed for debate, all of which shall be occupied 
by the opponents of the bill. . 

Mr. REED. I to the gentleman from Kentucky that he give 
thirty minutes to the opponents of the bill. 

Mr. WILLIS. Very well; thirty minutes for general debate—twenty 
minutes on the other side and ten on this. 

Mr. REED. The opponents of the bill, as I understand, would like 
to have thirty minutes. It seems to me the wisest course to give them 
that time. 

Mr. WILLIS. Let it be thirty minutes on the other side and ten on 
this, making forty minutes altogether. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unanimous 
consent that an order be made allowing forty minutes’ debate in Com- 
mittee of the Whole on this bill, thirty to be controlled by the opponents 
of the bill and ten by its advocates or friends. Is there objection to 
the request? 

Mr. KEIFER. Is it understood that is the general debate ? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. The Chair hears no objection, and the order 
will be made. 

Mr. WILLIS. I move that the House now adjourn. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. GRAVES, for ten days, on account of sickness in his family; and 
To Mr. PETTIBONE, for one week, on account of sickness. 

The motion of Mr. WILLIS was then agreed to; and accordingly (at 
5 o’clock and 5 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIÓNS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BELMONT: The petition of William M. Chase and 117 
others, and of Gaston Fay and 15 others, artists, architects, and stu- 
dents of art, relative to the duty on works of art—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of H. A. Reevesand others, vessel owners and pilots, 
interested in the navigation of Long Island Sound, for the establishment 
of a harborof safety at Hunter’s Point, N. Y.—to the Committee on 
ppr and Harbors. 

y Mr. BOUTELLE: Papers relating to the owners and officers of 
és brig Olive Francis—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE: Paperrelating to the improvement of the 
Mississippi River—to the Committee on Levees and Improvements of 
the Mississippi River. ‘ 

Also, paper relating to the improvement of the harbor at Pine Bluf, 
Ark.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BRENTS: Memorial of the Legislative Assembly of Washing- 
ton Territory, for an appropriation to improve the Cowlitz River—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. J. H. BREWER: The petition of citizens of Bordentown, N. 
J., for increase of pensions paid to soldiers’ widows—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROADHEAD: The petition of Charles P; president of 
bank, and 130 others, bankers, merchants, and distillers, of Saint Louis, 
Mo., for extension of bonded period on distilled spirits—to the Com- 


mittee on Ways and Means. 
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By Mr. T. M. BROWNE: The petition of W. H. Brown and others, 

protesting against alleged abuse and usurpation of power of the United 

States Army in the Indian Territory—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

By Mr. W. W. BROWN: The petition of John C. Montgomery, for 
relief—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. BRUMM: Papers relating to the claim of A. H. Herr—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CANDLER: Paper relating to the establishment of a post- 
route from Candler to Teagle’s Store, Ga.—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CANNON: Paper relating to the pension claim of Hannah 
E. Roughton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CONVERSE: The petition of C. C. Curtiss and 17 others, 
and of J. H. Green and 14 others, citizens of Ohio, in relation to the 
tariff on wool—severally to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DEUSTER: Papers relating to the claim of Mrs. Sally Hard- 
mond—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DUNN: Memorial of the city council of Fort Smith, Ark., in 
relation to the construction of a bridge across the Arkansas River—to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, memorial of the city council of Hot Springs, Ark., in relation 
to the improvement of the resort at that place—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. DUNCAN: The petition of Charles H. Mullen and 135 others, 
o— of Mount Holly, Cumberland County, Pennsylvania, for special 

act granting a pension to David L. McDermott—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FORNEY: Papers relating to the claim of William H. Huffi— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: The petition of J. J. Berkey, West 
Union, Iowa, urging legislation to protect soldiers against certain claim 
agents—to the Select Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, 
and Back Pay. 

By Mr. T. J. HENDERSON: Papers concerning the Pay Department 
of the Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of D. S. Shephard, late captain Company F, Elev- 
enth Ilinois Cavalry, and other officers of said regiment, praying for the 
relief of Joseph Dunn—to the same committee. 

By Mr. G. W. HEWITT: The petition of George C. Arrington, for 
relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOBLITZELL: Papers relating to the claim of J. Vernon 
Campbell—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: The petition of citizens of Pittsburgh, Pa., for 
such legislation as will prevent the importation into this country of 
foreign laborers under contracts made abroad—to the Committee on 
Labor. 

By Mr. HOUK: Papers relating to the claim of W. F. Scott—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Martha Turner—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. B. W. JONES: Paper relating to the claim of Bridget Leary— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. KLEINER: Thepetition of Selvin Post, No. 155, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Department of Indiana, relative to pension laws, &e.— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. $ 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: Papers relating to the claim of Patrick Car- 
roll—to the Committee on Claims. 


Also, papers relating to the claim of Frank A. Bentor—to the Com- 
mittee on Military 
Also, pa S fees to pension claim of Robert N. Chew—to the 


ea h ege on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of William Talbert—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. LEWIS: Papers relating to the private land claim of Pulgas 
Tambo ts the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, papers relating to the correction of boundaries of certain lands 
in San Mateo County, California—to the same committee. 

By Mr. McMILLIN: The petition of Mrs. Ruth King, for relief—to 
the Committee on Mili Affairs. : 

By Mr. MORRISON: Memorial of the heirs of James Moore, for re- 
lief—to the Committee on War 

By Mr. NELSON: The petition of citizens of Minnesota, for a mail- 
route—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. OCHILTREE: Papers relating to the claim of Santiago de 
Leon—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PIERCE: The petition of Zachariah Bryant and of Mrs, 
Martha S. Scales, for compensation for property taken and used by the 
United States Army during the late war—severally to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. POTTER: Papers relating to the claim of Max Beebe—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PUSEY: Memorial of the Squatters’ Union of Northwestern 
Iowa, inrelation to a certain railroad land grant—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 1 

By Mr. RYAN: The petitition of the Board of Trade of Kansas City, 
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Mo., for right of way for a mail-route through the Indian Territory— 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, the petition of Rebecca Johnston, for relief—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, the petition of A. H. Thompson, for relief—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Also, the petition of colored citizens of Kansas, for legislation to 
protect them in their civil and political rights—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. : 

By Mr. J. H. ROGERS: Papers relating to the claim of James Clif- 
ford—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: The petition of Rev. W. Willey, for relief—to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SCALES: Papers relating to private land claim of Rancho 
Canada de Guadalupe la Visitacion y Rodeo Viejo—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. STONE: The petition of John Pew & Son and others, for 
removal of obstructions from the harbor at Gloucester Harbor—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SMITH: Papers relating to the application to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of John Wiley—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STOCKSLAGER: The petition of Morris McDonald and 
others, for an additional appropriation for the completion of Ekin ave- 
nue, at New Albany, Ind.—to the same committee. 

By Mr. C. A. SUMNER: Papers relating to the claim of Patrick 
Sullivan—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Thomas B. Shannon—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. J. M. TAYLOR: Papers relating to the claim of Dr. A. H. 
Brown, of Martha W. Hughes, of Mrs. M. Rone, of Fidel Spoh, of F. 
Spoh, of William Van Treese, and of Jane N. Williams—severally to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, the petition of Josiah Baker, of John W. Barnett, of James B. 
Beyken, of Mary Buckley, of Eaton Bond; of R. J. Brown, administra- 
tor of the estate of William Oldam; of F. L. Cawthorn, administrator; 
of W. S. Calaway, of Mrs, Elnora Epperson, of Mrs. E. Gant, of Will- 
iam H. Jackson, of John H. Jackson; of A. P. May, administrator of 
the estate of William McFarland, deceased; of Q. McFarland, of Will- 
iam Montague and others, of William Ozier, of Mrs. Mary Ann Pip- 
kin, of Robert Smith, of Calvin Spivey, of R. Stanfield, of Mary Taylor; 
of Mrs. A. Vernon, administratrix of Amanda Wadley, deceased; of A. 
J. Williams, of William Wetherspoon, and of William Younger, for 
relief—severally to the same committee. 

By Mr. THOMAS: The petition of George Overmier, of Minneapolis, 
Minn., for the passage of an act for the relief of certain officers of the 
late volunteer forces of the United States—to the Committee on Mili- 

Affairs. : 

By Mr. THOMPSON: The petition of T. C. Winfrey, for relief—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. THROCKMORTON: The petition of certain Indians who 
became citizens of the United States under treaty of 1867, for an in- 
vestigation and revision of a distribution of a certain fand—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

*By Mr. VANCE: The petition of William H. Oliver and others, rel- 
ative tothe French spoliation claims—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. , 


By Mr. WASHBURN: The petition of citizens of the Mississippi 
Valley, for the improvement of the Mississippi River and its navigable 
tributaries—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. J. D. WHITE: Papers relating to the claim of A. T. Hurst— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. J. 8. WISE: The petition of David L. Pool, of Lexington, 
Va., for relief—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YORK: The petition of citizens of Wilkes and Alexander 
Counties, North Carolina, fora mail-route from Boomer, Wilkes County, 
to Taylorsville, Alexander County, N. C.—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, the petition of citizens of New Berne, N. C., relative to the 
French spoliation claims—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


The following petitions, praying for an appropriation for the pay- 
ment of the rebate of tax on unbroken packages of smoking and manu- 
factured tobacco, cigars, &c., were presented, and severally referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations: A 

By Mr. BREWER: Of citizens of Trenton, N. J. 

By Mr. BROADHEAD: Of citizens of Saint Louis, Mo. 

Mr. W. W. BROWN: Of P. A. Stebbins & Bro. and others, and 
of J. O. Brookbank & Co. and others. 

ix Sots CAINE: Of Walker Bros. and others, of Salt Lake City, 
Ui . 


By Mr. CONVERSE: Of T. C. Higgins and 12 others, and of Mc- 
Daniel, Johnson & Co. and others, of Ohio. 

By Mr. W. R. COX: Of John L. Markham and others, of North 
Caroli , 


ed aa FORAN: Of wholesale and retail tobacco dealers of Cleve- 
0. 
By Mr. HOUSEMAN: Of citizens of Grand Rapids, Mich. 
By Mr. MULDROW: Of citizens of Columbus, Miss, 
By Mr. PARKER: Of C. P. Clark and others. 
By Mr. PRICE: Of Knapp, Stout & Co. and others. 
By Mr. S. H. MILLER; Of citizens of Titusville, Pa. 
By Mr. YORK: Of citizens of Salisbury, N. C. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, January 16, 1884. 


Prayer by Rev. G. GOTTHEIL, D. D., of New Yorkcity. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
TRADE WITH CUBA AND PORTO RICO. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. INGALLS in the chair) laid be- 
fore the Senate the following message from the President of the United 
States; which was read, and, with the’ accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate of the United States : 


In response to the resolution of the Senate of the 8th instant, calling for the 
co! ndence on file upon the subject of discriminating duties upon com- 


merce between the Uni States and Cuba and Porto Rico, I transmit here- 


with a report made to me by the Secretary of State, with accom: 
CHESTER eters 


MANSION, 
Washington, January 15, 1334. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. DAWES. I present a petition of citizens of Boston, praying for 
an appropriation for schools in Alaska, and I move that it be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. DAWES. I present also the petition of the Temple of Honor 
of Massachusetts, representing 1,815 members, praying for an amend- 
mentito the Constitution prohibiting the use, manufacture, or saleof alco- 
holic drinks. The petitioners ask that this petition may be referred to 
a select committee. I am not advised whether any such petition has 
already been presented and referred during the session. I would like 
to have the petition take the reference of similar petitions, if any have 
been hitherto presented and referred. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Similar petitions were referred to 
the Committee on Finance in the last Congress. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair cannot advise the Senator 
from Massachusetts, but will have the petition referred to any commit- 
tee he may suggest. 

Mr. DAWES. Some petitions on this subject have gone heretofore to 
the Committee on Finance, but I do not see any reason why the Com- 
mittee on Finance should report upon an amendment to the Constitu- 
tion. I suggest that the petition be referred to the Committee on Edu- 
eation and Labor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The petition will be so referred. 

Mr. LAPHAM presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of New York, representing 7,000 members, praying for 
a constitutional amendment to prohibit the manufacture and sale of 
intoxicating beverages: which was referred to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor. 

Mr. PLATT presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Connecticut, representing 1,250 members, praying for a 
constitutional amendment to prohibit the manufacture and sale of in- 
toxicating beverages; which was referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. £ 

Mr. BLAIR presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of New Hampshire, representing 1,200 members, and a peti- 
tion of the National Temperance: Society of New York, praying for a 
constitutional amendment to prohibit the manufacture and sale of in- 
toxicating liquors for drinking purposes; which were referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. JACKSON presented a petition of the Good Templars of Ten- 
nessee, representing 3,549 members, praying for a constitutional amend- 
ment to prohibit the manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors for 
drinking purposes; which was referred’to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

Mr, SAWYER presented the petitidh of Joannes Brothers and 8 
other tobacco dealers at Green Bay, Wis., praying for a tobacco-rebate 
appropriation; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hold in my hand three petitions from citizens 
of the District of Columbia, one from Mrs. Dorman B. Eaton, Mrs. 
John B. Alley, and others; another signed by L. S. Emery, A. S. Solo- 
mons, and others, and the third by Judge William B. Snell and others, 
all praying for the passage of the bill (S. 729) for the protection of chil- 
dren in the District of Columbia, and for other p I move that 
these petitions be referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, and I hope that the committee will give prompt consideration to 
the subject. ~ 

The motion was agreed to. 


1884. - 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


425 


Mr. GORMAN presented the petition of Robert Reyburn, M. D., 
M. W. Galt & Brother, and others, citizens of the District of Colum- 
bia, praying for the passage of the bill (S. 729) for the protection of 
children in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented the petition of Charles W. Beatty, of Baltimore, 
Md., praying a refund of duties alleged to be illegally exacted by the 
collector of customs; which was referred to the Committee on Fi- 


nance, 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the Grand Temple of Honor 
of Ohio, representing 700 members, praying for a constitutional amend- 
ment to prohibit the manufa¢ture and sale of intoxicating liquors for 
drinking purposes; which was referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 

Mr. CONGER presented the petition of James H. Walton and other 
citizens of the Upper Peninsula of Michigan, praying for the passage 
of the bill (S. 691) to confirm and declare legal the acts of certain offi- 
cers of the United States; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. BUTLER presented the memorial of the Charleston (S. C.) 
Chamber of Commerce, in favor of an appropriation in advance for the 
Charleston jetties; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a resolution adopted at a meeting of the Teachers’ 
Institute of South Carolina, in favor of an appropriation in aid of the 
Bureau of Education; which was referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 

Mr. CALL presented the petition of O. H. Kelly and other citizens 
of Carrabelle, Fla., praying for the establishment of a port of entry at 
that place; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I present the petition of a committee 
of the national live-stock convention which was held in Chicago, an 
adjourned meeting of which has been held in this city during the past 
three or four days. The petition relates to the subject which was 
under discussion yesterday morning, in rd to diseased meats and 
diseased cattle. I desire to have it read. It is not long, but as it per- 
tains particularly to the resolution which was before the Senate and 
under discussion yesterday, I wish that the paper may be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, The Secretary will read the memorial. 

The petition was read, as follows: 


A memorial of the committee of the national live-stock convention held in 
Chicago November, 1883. 


To the Senateand House of Representatives 
of the United States in Congress assembled : 


Your petitioners res fully set forth that ata national convention of the liye- 
stock breeders of the United States, representing twenty-two of the principal 
stock-growing States and Territories, held in the city of Chicago, November 16, 
1883, or were appointed a committee for the purpose of presenting to your 
honorable body a statement of the losses which the live-stock interests of the 
country suffer by reason of the restrictive regulations now enforced by foreign 

vernments against the importation of American live-stock and meat products 
nto their ve countries, > 

We believe that these regulations are, to a great extent, inspired by motives 
other than those publicly assigned, It is claimed that our cattle are infected 
with a disease known as contagious a re mae myer veg and that our swine are 
diseased in various ways—but more particularly with trichinosis. It is further 
all that we have no adequate systemeof ir tion of either live-stock or 
dead-meat products, While the facts do not fully bear out these ape parr 
ren they contain a sufficient amount of truth to give them a degree of plausi- 

ity, 


The facts are briefly these : The disease of lung-plague exists to a limited ex- 

_ tent in circumscri' localities along the Atlantic seaboard, where it was first 
introduced by importation from Great Britainand Holland. Various State laws 
have been for the suppression of this disease and several hundred thou- 
sand dollars expended, but owing to the lack of united action by the several 
States and the difficulty of regulating by State enactments the commerce be- 
tween the States it has been impossible so far to entirely eradicate the disease, 
except in the single State of Massachusetts, which took immediate action on dis- 
covering the disease, and by prompt measures, at an expenditure of about 
$100,000, successfully eradicated it, 

There is also a certain amount of disease existing among the swine of the 
Urtited States, but certainly to not nearly so great an extent as is represented 
abroad. The statistics of our export trade show that we are now annually losing 

* millions of dollars by reason of these restrictions. The number of neat cattle 
in the United States as estimated by the census of 1880 is 41,171,000, representing 
an estimated value of $1,250,000,000. The number of swine is 43,000,000, repre- 
senting an estimated value of $300,000,000. Our export of live-stock and meat 
products during the fiscal year ending June 90, 1882, aggregated $120,000,000 ; for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, they aggregated only $107,000,000, showing 
a decrease of $13,000,000. This great and rapidly growing interest is not only 
seriously embarrassed by reason of the restrictive regulations imposed by for- 
eign governments against our meats, but the actual existence of the cattle in- 
terest is imperiled by the prevalence of conmanns pleuro-pneumonia or ore. F 
plague, which prevails as yet to enly a limited extent, as hereinbefore stated. 

In proof of this strong statement it is only necessary to cite the case of Aus- 
tralia, where formerly vast herds of cattle roamed the extensive plains of that 
country as they now do the plains of our own Western frontier. In the year 
1858 a single cow infected with lung-plague was imported into that country ed 
England, and from that one animal the disease extended to the ranges of the 
interior, and entirely destroyed the herds of whole districts of country, so that 
the raising of cattle was abandoned in consequence. The same state of affairs 
occurred in South Africa, We cite these cases to show what would be the re- 
sult of the infection of our own Western ranges, now teeming with millions of 
cattle, That they have not already become infected is due solely to the fact that 
the traffic in live-stock has been almost entirely from the West to the East, ex- 
cept during the year 1880, when a large trade in Eastern dairy calves sprang zup 
between the West and the East. The State of Ilinois, foreseeingthe fatal e' 
likely to result from this trade, promptly passed a law prohibiting the trafficin 
such calves within her territory, thereby substantially breaking up the danger- 
ous 


In consequence of the restrictions which Great Britain imposes upon our ex- 
ports of live cattle, animals taken from this country bring an average of $15 
per head less than if the same class of catte were exported from Canada, where 


arigid examination of cattle is enforced and no is known to exist, thus 
placing our cattle industry at a serious disadvantage in competition with coun- 

ries against which no restrictions are imposed and tends constantly to lessen 
the aggregate of our export. A much greater percen! of losses is sustained 
by reason of the restrictions imposed by foreign countries upon our pork prod- 


ucts, 
For fuller and more complete information we respectfully refer you to the re- 
rts of the United States Department of Agriculture and of the United States 
reasury Cattle Commission. 

In view of losses already sustained and of the yet greaterdangers menacing 
us, we most earnestly recommend that your honorable bodies enact such laws 
as willnot only relieve us from the unjust suspicion which attaches to our live- 
stock and meat products abroad, but ou will also take proper measures to 
provide for the extinction of the disease of contagious euro poranna which 
can only be done by the slaughter of all infected cattle and thorough disin- 
fection of infected premises, 

TheUnited States ry Cattle Commission, who have made a very thorough 
examination of the subject, estimate the expense of such a measure at $1,500,000, 
Large as this sum is, it is a mere trifle in comparison with the losses already sus- 
tained. In our opinion not more than $500,000 need be made immediately avail- 
able, and it is to be hoped that after the work has been properly inaugurated it 
may be found that a much smaller sum than that first named may be sufficient; 
but in any case we wish to particularly urge upon you the necessity for imme- 
diate, thorough, and complete work. We further respectfully recommend, 
with a view to removing the prejudice of our foreign customers whose trade it 
is desirable for this country to retain, that a rigi stem of inspection of all 
meat products for foreign export be provided for and enforced, the expense of 
such inspection to be borne by the exporter. 

In order that the States whose islatures are now in session make take im- 
mediate measures to co-operate with the provisions of a bill to carry out these 
recommendations, your early consideration of this measure is earnestly 

And your petitioners will ever pray, &c. 

J.B. GRINNELL, Iowa. 

T.CORWIN ANDERSON, Kentucky. 
JOSEPH M, CAREY, Wyoming. 

D. W. SMITH, Illinois. 

DONALD ROBB, Arizona. 

N. M. CURTIS, New York. 

D. COOPER AYRES, M. D., Wisconsin, 
LEVI STOCKBRIDGE, Massachusetts. 
S. R. THOMPSON. Nebraska. 

GEO. V. LAWRENCE, Pennsylvania. 
WM. J. WILSON, Colorado. 

E. M. HUNT, M. D., New Jersey. 


Mr. BECK. I wish to know if the petition will be printed in the 
RECORD. If not, I desire an order that it may be so printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will appear in the RECÒRD, hav- 
ing been read at the desk. The memorial will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. When that order of business is reached 
I shall ask leave to introduce a bill upon this subject. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Grand Lodge of Good Templars 
of Maine, representing 20,000 members, praying for a constitutional 
amendment to prohibit the manufacture and sale of alcoholic beverages; 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. PLUMB presented a petition of the State Temperance Union of 
Kansas, representing 6,000 members, and a petition of the Sons of Tem- 
perance of Kansas, representing 780 members, praying for a constitu- 
tional amendment to prohibit the manufacture and sale of intoxicating 
liquors for drinking purposes; which were referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

Mr. MAXEY presented a petition of the Templars of Honor and 
Temperance of Texas, praying for a constitutional amendment to pro- 
hibit the manufacture and sale of intoxicating beverages; which was 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 20) to provide for the issue of circulation to national 
banking associations, reported it with amendments; which were ordered 
to be printed, and, on motion of Mr. SHERMAN, the bill was recom- 
mitted to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 376) for the relief of Henry McGowan, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
735) for the relief of Charles S. Mills, submitted an adverse report 
thereon; which was to, and the bill was indefinitely postponed. 


` 


Mr. HOAR. Iam directed by the Committee on Claims, to whom’ 


was referred the bill (S. 307) for the relief of Lewis D. Allen, to report 
it adversely and with a recommendation that it be indefinitely post- 

ned. i 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iask that the bill may go on the Calendar until 
to-morrow so that I can look atit. I donot know whether I introduced 
that bill or not, but I will see and call it up. Let the bill go over so 
that I may see the report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be placed on the Calen- 
dar, with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. HOAR. Iamalsodirected by the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 392) for the relief of Joseph Kinney, adminis- 
trator of David Ballentine, to report it adversely and recommend its 
indefinite nement, 

Mr. COCKRELL. There are one or two cases involving the same 
principle on the Calendar, and I ask that that bill may also go on the 
Calendar. - 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so ordered. 
Mr. JACKSON, from the Committee on Claims, to whom were re- 


ferred the following bills, them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted ereon: 

A bill (S. 491) for the relief of John W. Franklin, executor of the 
last will of John Armfield, deceased; 

A bill (8. 767) for the relief of Columbus F. Perry and Elizabeth H. 
Gilmer; and 

A bill (S. 339) for the relief of the State National Bank of Louisiana. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (8. 167) for-the relief of John Thorns, submitted an 
adverse report thereon, and moved its indefinite postponement. 

Mr. BECK. I desire that the bill be placed upon the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be placed upon the Cal- 
endar, with the adverse report of the committee. « 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Claims, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 410) for the relief of the Sone and Fleming Manufacturing 
Company, limited, of the city of New York; and, 

A bill (S. 399) for the relief of Albert H. Emery. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
she bill (S. 253) for the relief of John Leathers, reported it with amend- 
ments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PIKE. I am directed by the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the petition of the personal representatives of Irvine & 
Field, praying compensation for cotton the proceeds of which were sold 
under a decree of a United States court, to submit an adverse report 
thereon, and recommend that the claim be disallowed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The committee will be discharged 
from further consideration of the petition, if there be no objection. 

Mr. BECK. I should like to have that placed cn the Calendar. I 
think it is a bill that my colleague [Mr. WILLIALS] introduced. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that it is a peti- 
tion, and not a bill, and there is no way by which petitions can be 
placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. BECK. I think the petition was presented by my colleague, 
and I should like to have it sia on the Calendar. 

. HOAR. I desire to inquire whether under the rules of the Sen- 
ate this is not the time for the disposition of such a report upon a pe- 
tition? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks that it is. 

Mr. HOAR. Then I hope the Senate will proceed to dispose of it 
now, and if there be any objection on the merits, that the merits be 
discussed now. 

Mr. BECK. I beg on. I see on examination that this petition 
was presented by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Lamar]. I was 
not aware of it; I thought it was presented by my colleague. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kentucky with- 
draws his objection, and the Committee on Claims will be discharged 
from the further consideration of the petition. 

Mr. CALL. Neither of the Senators from Mississippi is here, and I 
ask that the matter lie over until one of them is present. 

Mr. HOAR. As was stated yesterday by the Senator now in the 
chair, the universal practice of the Senate, without an exception, has 
been that when one of these reports comes in fro e Committee on 
Claims and the subject is acted upon in acco: with the report 
without discussion, if the Senator presenting the petition desires at 
any future day, being absent atthe time or for any other reason, to have 
the matter reconsidered, it is always done by unanimous consent. I 
trust, therefore, that the Calendar will not be crowded by putting upon 
it petitions. I hope this report will be disposed of, and then if the 
Senator from Mississippi comes in undoubtedly the Senate will yield 
toa i ves of his, if he has any reason for making it. 

Mr. CALL. With that understanding I have no objection to dis- 
charging the committee from the further consideration of the petition. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report of the committee will be 

to, and the committee will be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the petition. 

* Mr. PENDLETON, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 343) to provide for the exercise of the 
jurisdiction conferred upon the United States in places out of their 
territory and dominion and to repeal the Revised Statutes from sec- 
tion 4083 to section 4130, inclusive, reported it without amendment. 


IRON MOUNTAIN RAILROAD GRANT. 


Mr. PLUMB. Iam instructed by the Committee on Public Lands, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 353) to repeal section 1 of the act en- 
titled ‘An act making a grant of lands in alternate sections to aid 
in the construction and extension of the Iron Mountain Railroad from 
Pilot Knob, in the State of Missouri, to Helena, in Arkansas,” approved 
July 4, 1866, and for other purposes, to report it without amendment 
and with a recommendation that it be passed. 

I desire to state that a bill has been heretofore reported from the 
Committee on Public Lands in precisely the terms in which this is now 
reported, and also to state that this is a grant of lands which was never 


availed of by the railroad company; that until a comparatively recent 
period the railroad company, not having built over the line prescribed 
by the statute, supposed that it had no right to the lands in law or 
otherwise; that on the delivery of a certain opinion by the Supreme 
Court to the effect that grants of land made to railroads must be affirm- 
atively forfeited by either legislative or judicial action before they could 
become a portion of the public domain, certain onerous requirements 
of the law making the-grant were imposed upon the railroad company, 
and the railroad company then desired to get rid, as it before supposed 
it had got rid, of the land-grant. This bill is simply to forfeit that 
land-grant, and to restore the railroad company to the position it would 
have been in if the grant had not been made. It has never encum- 
bered the land; it never has sold any of the land, On the contrary, 
the lands have been settled upon by a large number of persons whoare 
now awaiting the consummation of their title, and it can not be con- 
summated until such a bill as this shall pass and become a law. In- 
asmuch as it has heretofore received the favorable consideration of the 
committee and of the Senate, I venture to ask that it be now considered 
and passed. $ 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas asks unani- 
mous consent that the bill just reported by him may now be considered 
at this time. 

Mr. COCKRELL.’ I hope that consent will be given. 
material bill and very short, and will only take a moment. 
Mr. HOAR. Let the bill be reported for information. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read at length for 
information. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
, Whereas by the first section of an act of Congress approved July 4, 1866, there 
was granted to the State of Missouri, for the purpose of aiding in the construc- 
tion and extension of the Iron Mountain Raliroad, from its terminus at Pilot 
Knob to a point’on the southern boundary line of the State, every alternate 
section of land designated by odd numbers, forten sections in width on each 
side of said road; and - 

Whereas said Iron Mountain Railroad Company, or its suecessor, did not com- 
ply with the terms of said act either in time or by the construction of its linein 
accordance with the location of its line asshown on its maps filed in the De 
ment of the Interior, or otherwise, and never became enti toor received any 
of said lands: Therefore, 

it &c., That section’ 1 of the act of Congress entitled “ An act 

a grant of lands in alternate sections to aid in the construction and extension 
the Iron Mountain Railroad, from Pilot Knob, in the State of Missouri, to Helena, 
in Arkansas,” approved July 4, 1866, be, and hereby is, re’ ed; and upon the ac- 
ceptance by the said Iron Mountain Railroad Company, its successors or 

in writing, under corporate seal, within six months from the passage of this yami 

the terms of this act, and upon the production to the Secretary of the Interior 
by said company, its successors or assigns, of satisfactory proof that said lands 
have not been sold or encumbered by said company, said Iron Mountain 
Railroad FO ncend its successors or assigns, shall i. forever released from 
any and all ob igations or oem! by said act of July 4, 1866; and thereupon said 
lands shall be restored to public domain for duapioultiens under the public- 
land laws of the United States: Provided, That all pre-emption and homestead 
entries heretofore allowed upon any ofsaid lands, not in excess of the legal quan- 
tity, be, and they are hereby, confirm provided further, That all'p rsons 


It is a very. 


ed: And 
resi on any of said lands at the date of the of this act have a 
prior right to acquire the same, not exceeding 160 acres, by the usual methods 
and under the usual restrictions. + 


By unanimous consent, the. Senate, as in Committee of the Whole. 
proceeded to consider the biil. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to have some Senator state to us the 
restrictions or burdens that are cast upon the railroad company which 
this bill releases the company from. : 

Mr. PLUMB. I will read tke section in the original granting act. 
Section 4 of the act making the grant provides: 

That the said railroads— . 

There were grants provided in the act to two railroads, a railroad in 
Arkansas and a railroad in Missouri, and this section 4 applies equally 
to both— 


Mr. SHERMAN. The next question is, has this railroad company re- 
ceived any other land grants from the Government of the United States? 

Mr. COCKRELL. None in the world, Mr. President; not a thing. 

Mr. PLUMB. It has received nothing. I will state what I think 
will make the matter clear to the Senate. The railroad company did 
not locate its line upon the line provided forin the law; it did not sup- 
pose that it had any right to the land and intended to abandon the land, 
to waive all its rights under the grant; and it was only on the decision of 
the Supreme Court that the grant attached notwithstanding the lapse 
of time, that is to say, it must be declared forfeited by either legislative 
or judicial action, that any question ever arose about it in the mind of 
the railroad company or in the mind of anybody else. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will ask the Senator from Kansas whether the 
railroad company authorized to construct either of the roads here men- 
tioned received land grants under any qther act? 

Mr. PLUMB, No, sir; itdid not. Itneverreceived any grant from 
the United States other than this. 

Mr. SHERMAN, In other words, the 


company did not act under 
the law at all? j 


1884. 


Mr. PLUMB. No; nor under any other law. The company has 
had no benefit of any action of Congress granting lands. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I should like to ask the Senator from Kansas 
aquestion. Did the railroad company obligate itself to do anything 
else except to build the railroad as a condition of the grant? 

Mr. PLUMB. It was obligated to rt the Government stores, 
&c., according to the terms of the section I have just read, in consid- 
eration of the grant of lands. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Now you propose to release the railroad com- 
pany from that obligation and restore the land to the public domain? 

Mr. PLUMB. The Government and fhe railroad company are to 
resume their former condition with respect to each other, the Govern- 
ment getting its lands and the railroad company being released from 
its obligation to transport Government stores, &c., on special conditions. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to ask the chairman of the Committee on 
Public Lands whether this grant was given to the railroad company or 
to the State to aid in building the railroads? 3 

Mr. PLUMB. It was given to the State of Missouri to aid in build- 
ing the railroad. The land was granted to the State of Missouri. 

Mr. CONGER. Was it with the right of the State to assign the 
land, as has been usual in such cases? - 

Mr. PLUMB. No; there was no right to assign the land, and the 
State has never assigned or assumed to assign it. A large portion of 
the lands is now settled on, and the men are waiting for the perfection 
of their title until Congress shall pass this or some similar act which 
shall enable them to go on and get that title, which they can only have 
a right to by reason of the road not having been completed within the 
time named in the law. S09 

Mr. CONGER. Has the State ever designated the company which 
is named in the bill as the party to receive the grant? 

Mr. PLUMB. This particular road is mentioned in the act of 1866. 
The State had no power to designate any other road. The grant was 
made to the State for the purpose of aiding this particular railroad and 
no other. 

Mr. CONGER. By name? 

Mr. PLUMB. By name, the Iron Mountain Railroad. 

+Mr. CONGER. If it were not for that, I was about to inquire 
whether the State might not have given to some other company the 
same land. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, no. f 

Mr..PLUMB. The consideration was limited to the one railroad. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And the State never did anything with it. The 
railroad was located on a certain line, and the reservation of Jand was 
made on that line. When they constructed the road it was located a 
considerable distance away from that line, probably 15 miles, and that 
reservation of public lands still remains. The railroad company can 
not claim it, and nobody else can; it belongs to the Government. This 
bill simply restores the situation as it existed before. The road is not 
built over the line of this land; it is not built over the line where the 
land was reserved. és 

Mr. CONGER. Is there any question other than that between the 
purchasers, or pre-emptioners, or homesteaders on the line of the road? 

Mr. COCKRELL. None in the world except between the General 
Government and them, and the General Government gives them priority 
of right. i 

Mr. McPHERSON. There is one other question which I should like 
to ask, and which does not appear yet clear tome. Has the railroad 
company ever had any title to this land? 

Mr. PLUMB. They have not. 

Mr. McPHERSON. The Senator spoke of settlers on the land. 

Mr. PLUMB. The bill provides that the company shall satisfy the 
Secretary of the Interior that there is no lien or incumbrance of the 
lands by it before it is released. e 

Mr. McPHERSON. Then the settlers upon the land have no title 
from the railroad company? 

Mr. PLUMB. They have no title even from the railroad company. 
The railroad company has not assumed to deal with reference to the 
land, but under the supposition that by reason of their failure to con- 
struct the railroad on the original line and within the original time the 
railroad company had no title to the land the settlers went on. They 
are there now, and they have preserved their rights. That is the rea- 
son why the necessity exists for the prompt passage of this bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. CONGER. I wish to ask one further question. Does the bill 
provide that upon the restoration of the land to the public domain it 
shall be subject to pre-emption? 

Mr. PLUMB. The bill restores it to entry under the public-land 
laws of the Unit&d States, leaving it exactly as it would have been 
if the reservation had not been made. The bill then provides for 
giving preference to the men who are already on the land, but who of 
course can have no status with reference to it now because of the fact 
that it is under this reservation. . 

Mr. CONGER. The question is whether this is a part of the public 
land that must be readvertised and offered for public sale. 


Mr. PLUMB. There is no such question involved here. If restored 
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tothe public domain now withoutany further expression, the land would 
be subject to entry under the pre-emption and homestead laws of the 
United States. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Subject toall the land laws, I suppose. 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes; the bill restores the land to the public domain 
and makes it subject to the forms of entry; but it goes further and pro- 
vides that the men who are now on that land, who are actual settlers, 
shall have the preference right to purchase; and that is proper, because 
they are there now, practically as trespassers, by reason of the fact 
that the land was reserved for the benefit of the railroad company. 

Mr. CONGER. I supposed when there has been a reservation of land 
of this kind, by some decision of the courts it was necessary that they 
should be again offered at public sale as original public lands of the 
United States. 

Mr. PLUMB. If that were true in this case, as it is not, the terms 
of the bill would especially waive any such requirement as that, be- 
cause it restores the land specifically and for a specific purpose, that is, 
for settlement, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question is on agreeing to the 
preamble. 

The preamble was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. VANCE asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 1116) to regulate distilleries of spirits of a capacity of 
less than thirty gallons production per day; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. COLQUITT asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 1117) for the erection of a public building at Macon, 
Ga.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. BUTLER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 1118) for the relief of Mrs. Louisa H. Hasell; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SAWYER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 1119) for the relief of John W. Brisbois; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 1120) for the relief of the heirs and devisees of Dr. Gus- 
tavus AeA Mae was read twice by its title. 

Mr. SA . Imove that this bill, with the accom i 
be referred to the Committee on Claims Aichi taint 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I suggest to my colleague that the 
bill should go to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims, Itrefers to 
a Revolutionary claim, and I think it ought to go to that committee. 

Mr. SAWYER. I accept the suggestion of my colleague, and will 
move the reference of the bill, with the accompanying papers, to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. GROOME asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 1121) for the relief of Emily J. Fardy; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HOAR asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 1122) for the relief of M. H. Collins; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. CULLOM asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 1123) to restore Louis J. Sacriste to the rank of 
second lieutenant in the Army, and place him on the retired-list; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. i 

Mr. DOLPH asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave toin- 
troduce a bill (S. 1124) to provide for ascertaining losses sustained by 
citizens of the United Statesin Oregon, Washington, and Idaho Terri- 
tories and Northern California by reason of Indian depredations in 1855, 
1856, 1872, 1873, and 1878; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. SEWELL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 1125) to correct the record and fix the rank and 
pay of George W. Gile, a lieutenant-colonel in the United States 
Army; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 1 

Mr. WILSON (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. 1126) for the relief of William H. 
Manning; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, asked and, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. 1127) to provide means for the sup- 
pression and extirpation of pleuro-pneumonia and other contagious 
diseases among domestic animals; whieh was read twice by its title. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I desire to say in connection with the 


bill that it is, as I understand, the work of the cattle-breeders’ con- 
vention in connection with the chairman of the Agricultural Commit- 
tee of the House, or at least that ‘the bill contains the views of the 
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committee of the Cattle-Breeders’ Association and some portions of a 
bill on this subject which has been introduced into the present and 
previous by the present chairman of the Committee on Ag- 
riculture of the House of Representatives. I move that the bill be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. CALL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 1128) for the relief of Theodore F. Hartridge and 
William G. Christopher, sureties on the official bond of Felix G. Liv- 
ingston, late collector of customs at Fernandina, Fla.; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the papers relating to the case, referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. ` 

Mr. BECK asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 1129) to so amend the internal-revenue laws of the 
United States as to authorize the removal of distilled spirits from dis- 
tillery to special bonded warehouses under certain circumstances, and 
for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 1130) for the relief of the Madison Female Institute, lo- 
cated at Ri 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 1131) for the relief of Julia A. Read; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. 1132) for the relief of Anthony L. Wood- 
son; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. 1133) for the relief of Thomas J. Whit- 
man; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 1134) for the relief of Herman D. Stratton; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MORGAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 1135) for the relief of Henry H. Sibley; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the papers on file relating to the case, 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HALE asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 1136) for the relief of Emery S. Wardwell; which was 
pe ile by its title,and referred to the Committee on Military 


He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 1137) granting a pension to Susan J. McKenney; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LOGAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 1138) to authorize the Government of the United 
States to receive certain lands and property in the city of Erie, Pa., 
and to establish a home for indigent soldiers and sailors; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. PLUMB, In the last Congress and in the Congress preceding 
that one, at the request of the National Temperance Union, preferred 
through its secretary, I introduced a joint resolution proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States prohibiting the 
manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors. At the request of the 
same association, preferred in the same way as heretofore, I now ask 
leave to introduce a joint resolution proposing an amendment to the 
Constitution for the purpose which I have named. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to introduce a joint resolu- 
tion (S. R. 41) proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States in relation to the manufacture and sale of intoxicating 
liquors; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Education and Labor. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. JACKSON, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of W.C. Marsh be taken from the filesand 
referred tothe Committee on Claims, there having been no adverse report on 


the claim. 
MEAT EXPORTATIONS. 


Mr. BECK. Task leave to submit an amendment to the resolution 
offered by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ANTHONY] on the 9th 
of January, and which was up for discussion yesterday, so that it may 
be printed. 

: The proposed amendment was read, and ordered to be printed, as fol- 
ows: 


And the committee is further instructed to report what discriminations are 


e tariff laws of the principal 
nee, exico, and 


lation, if any, is necessary to place the United States on an equal footing with 
“the most favored ” This investigation is not, however, to delay the 
action of the committee on the first branch of this resolution. 


ond, Ky.; which was read twice by its title, and referred priet 


LONGEVITY NAVAL PROVISIONS. 


Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution; which was considered 
by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the be instructed to transmit to the 


Senate the opinion of the Attorney-Gen of June 22, 1883, on the so-called 
sangavity clauses of the naval appropriation actsof August 5, 1882, and March 3, 


REVISION OF THE RULES. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no further resolutions the 
morning hour is closed, and the Chair lays before the Senate the Cal- 
endar of Resolutions offered on a previous day. 

Mr. FRYE. Is not the unfinished business in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thetimehascome forthe unfinished ` 
business, being the report of the Committee on Rules. The pending 
question will be stated. E 

The SECRETARY. Page 45, Joint Rule III. 


II.—COMMITTEB OF THE WHOLE, 


All bills, joint resolutions, or propositions involving a tax or charge upon the 
people eae proceedings touching iR Pere of money or property, or re- 
quiring such appropriations to be le, or autho: ments out of appro- 

ons made, or releasing any liability to the United States for money 
or property, 1 be first considered in a Committee of the Whole, and a point 
of order under this rule shall -be good at any time before the consideration of a 
bill or joint resolution has commenced. 


The rule was agreed to. 
Joint Rule IV was read, as follows: 
IV.—GENERAL APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


1. Noamendment shall be in order to any general appropriation bill the effect 
of which will be to increase an appropriation already contained in the bill, or 
to add a new item of appropriation, unless it be to carry out the provisions of 
existing law, or treaty stipulatioh, or in pursuance of a resolution of the house 
having the bill under consideration, unless the same be moved by direction of 
OE No E AAEE AISR oes ral legislation shall be 

o amendment w. proposes gene: on received to an 
general appropriation bill, nor shall my amendment not germane or relevans 
to the subject-matter contained in the bill be received; nor shall any amend- 
ment to any item or clause of such bill be received which does not directly re- 
late thereto; and all questions of relevancy of amendments under this rule, 
when raised, shall be decided without debate. 


The rule was agreed to. 
Joint Rule V was read, as follows: i . 
V.—ENGROSSED BILLS, 


Bills, joint and concurrent resolutions which have either House, and 
amendments thereto which shall have passed the other House, shall be engrossed 
on paper, and attested by the signature of the Secretary of the Senate or Clerk 
of the House of Representatives respectively, as the case may be. 7 

The rule was to. 
Joint Rule VI was read, as follows: 
VI.—ESROLLED BILLS. 

1. After a bill or joint resolution shall have passed both Houses, it shall be 
duly enrolled on parchment by the patency a Clerk of thé House in which 
sai bill or joint resolution originated; shall be examined by a member of the 
Committee on Enrolled Bills of said Tfouse, who shall carefully examine and 
compare the enrolled with the engrossed bill as passed by both Houses, and, 
correcting all errors—if any be Ea ah the said bill: or joint resolution 
forthwith for signatureas hereinafter ded., 

2. After examination of any bill or joint resolution by a member of the Com- 
mittee on Enrolled Bills of either House, it shall be reported, first to the House 
of Representatives, where it shall be signed by the Speaker or Speaker pro tem- 
pore, and be communicated forthwith to the Senate for the signature of its Pres- 

dent or President tempore, as the case may be in either House, 

3. After a bill or joint resolution shall have been thus signed in each House, it 
shall be presented tothe Presidentof the United States by a member of the Com- 
mittee on Enrolled Bills of the House in which it originated, which fact shall 
be indorsed on the back of said bill or joint resolution, and be duly attested by 
the Secretary or Clerk, asthe case may be, of the House in which it id originate, 

4. The member of the Commiitee on Enrolled Bills presenting to the Presi- 
dent an enrolled bill or joint resolution shall certify to the Secre: or Clerk 
of the House in which the same originated the date of such presentation, which 
shall be entered on the Journal of said House. 


The rule was agreed to. 
Joint Rule VII was read, gs follows: 


VU.—Resoivrioxs, ' 

All resolutions which are to be presented tothe President of the United States 
or head of a Department shall be duly engrossed, attested by the Secretary or 
Clerk of the House adopting the same, and by him be presented to the Presi- 
dent or head of a Department, as the case may be. 


The rule was agreed to. 
Joint Rule VIII was read, as follows: 
VIIL—BILLs, JOINT AND CONCURRENT RESOLUTIONS. 

1. Each House shall transmit to the other all papers on which any bill, joint 
or concurrent resolution shall be founded, and when a bill, joint or concurrent 
resolution which has passed one House shall be rejected in the other, it shall not 
be introduced or submitted again during the same session without a notice of 
ten days and leave of two-thirds of the House in which it shall be renewed. 

2. When a bill, joint or concurrent resolution, which shall have pasa one 
Hone; is rejected by the other, notice thereof shall be given to the House pass- 

e same. 
. After each House shall have adhered to their disagreefhent, a bill, joint or 
concurrent resolution shall be lost. 


The rule was to. 


Joint Rule IX was read, as follows: 
IX.—CoNFERENCES, 

1. When a bill, joint or concurrent resolution has passed one House and been 
amended in the other, it shall be in order for the amending House to at once insist 
on its amendment or amendments and ask a conference thereon with the other 
House, or in case it does not so insist, and the originating House to 
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said amendment or amendments, it shall be in order at the time of such dis- 
agreement to movea conference thereon with the other House. Ifa conference 
be ordered, the presiding officer shall appoint three members as managers at 
the said conference on the part of the dissenting House, which action shall be 
promptly communicated tothe other House. If that House insiston its amend- 
ment or amendments and agree to the proposed conference, the presiding offi- 
cer thereof shall thereupon appoint three Senators or Representatives, as the 
case may be, to represent sai ouse at said conference, which action shall be 
promptly communicated to the other House. 

2. All committees of conference shall meet at the call of their chairman, and 
shall state, verbally or in writing. 8s they may choose, the reasons for the action 
of their respective Houses touching the amendment or amendments in dispute 
between the two Houses. It shall not be in order fora conference committee to 
consider or include in their report matter or subjects not in dispute between 
their respective Houses, nor shall the committee change the text of a bill, joint 
or concurrent resolution to which both Houses have agrea, unless it becomes 
necessary to change the text in order to perfect the bill after xnendment. 

3. The presentation of reports of committees of conference shall always be in 
erder, except when the Journal is being read, while the roll is being caned 
while either House is dividjng, or pending a motion to adjourn, and a detail 
statement sufficiently explicit to inform the two Houses what effect the report 
will have upon the subjects or propositions to which they relate accom- 
pany every conference report. 

The rule was agreed to. 
Joint Rule X was read, as follows: i 
*  X—CALENDARS. 

During the last ten days of a session, when either House has proceeded to the 
consideration of business on a Calendar, bills, joint and coneurrent resolutions 
of the other House shall be iyan carrot and shall be taken up and dis- 
posed of in regular order, unless oi ise ordered. 

The rule was to. 
Joint Rule XI was read, as follows: 


XIL—Jorst COMMITTEE ON THE LIBRARY. 


There shall be a joint committee on the Library of Congress, to consist of three 
members on the part of each House, to which shall be referred all proposed 
legislation or matters tou said Library and all matters relating to statuary 
or pictures or works of art which may come before either House. It shall also 
superintend and direct the expenditure of all moneys appropriated therefor, and 

rform such other duties as are or may be directed by law or order of the 
two Houses, and during the period between the expiration of a Congress and 
the commencement of the next all duties devolving, by law or otherwise, onthe 
Joint Committee on the Library shall be performed by the members of said com- 
mitt-e on the part of the Senate of the preceding Congress. 
The rule was to. 
Joint Rule XII was read, as follows: 


XIL—Jorm?T ADDRESS TO THE PRESIDENT. 


When the two Houses shall judge it proper to make a joint address to the 
President, it shall be presented to him at such place and time as he may desig- 
nate by the President or President pro tem of the Senate in the presence of 
= Speaker or Speaker pro tempore of the House of Representatives and both 

ouses. A 

The rule was agreed to. : 

Joint Rule XIII was read, as follows: 


XIIL—SALE OF LIQUORS FORBIDDEN, 
No spirituous or malt liquors shall be offered for sale, exhibited, orkept within 
the ee, pe orin any room or building connected therewith, or on 
groun adjacent thereto; and it shall be the duty of the Sergeants-at-Arms of 
feciy to aerten satires idee proving ent ancy cater ore 
of either House who shall in any meaner vinlais or commie Pn the E peeh 
this rule shall be dismissed from office. 

Mr. BAYARD. I wish to offer an amendment. 
out the words ‘‘or malt” in that rule. 

- The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Delaware [Mr. BAYARD]. 

Mr. BAYARD. I have no objection whatever to a rule that shall 
exclude from sale in and around the Capitol building where 
has control the sale of spirituous liquors. I am entirely in favor of it, 
and I hope it will be adopted; but the case is different as to the other, 
the less dangerous and more wholesome malt liquors which are used 
and used here daily and have been used in the Capitol to the knowl- 
edge of every man in it ever since I have been a member of the Senate—I 
can speak now for fifteen years—without abuse and without danger; 
and yet I believe that this is the same rule in words that existed be- 
fore. I am not aware of any change in it. 

Iam not one of those who believe that a law or a rule which stands 
upon the statute-book ought to be disregarded. If it is there, it should 
be obeyed; laws that are not obeyed are simply brought into contempt. 
I think it is entirely within the control of the presiding officers of the 
respective bodies to regulate the details of this sumptuary question con- 
ducted as a matter of trade. I think it is better far that the actual 
facts should appear in our rules, and that nothing like concealment 
should be made uponit. All measures for the invasion of personal lib- 
erty are unwise in my judgment, and I do not think they consort very 
well with the self-governing dignity of a body like this. But believing 
that the rule will be rather aided by striking out these words, and that 
the dangers to arise from the use of spirituous liquors will be entirely 
covered by the rule as it will be left with my amendment, I ask for 
the yeas and nays upon its adoption. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to ask the Senator from Maine why he excludes 
ieee Hose and parmis wine to be kept and sold and used in the Cap- 

Mr. FRYE. In the State of Maine, under our Maine liquor law, 


I move to strike 


wine would be regarded as spirituous liquor, and it has been so held 
by the courts over and over again. Even cider that had 3 per cent. of 
alcohd! was held to be spirituous liquor. Besides, this is the old rule 
of the joint rules exactly, with the exception that the word “‘strictly”’ 
is inserted here, requiring the Sergeant-at-Arms to strictly enforce this 
rule, and that is done because the rule has not been enforced. 

Why, Mr. President, I have seen a restaurant of one of these Houses 
become an open, notorious, low, miserable I have seen aman 
with his pantaloons inside his boots, with his coarse blouse on, standing 
up atthe bar of a restaurant of one of the Houses of Congress and drink- 
ing miserable whisky out of a cup. 

Mr. VANCE. A tin cup? 

Mr. FRYE. Ontofa crockery cup; and I have seen whisky ordered 
againand again. They called it “‘ tea.” Itwas brought on and placed 
on the table in a cup put into a saucer and called ‘‘ tea,” and any- 
body, outside or inside, member of Congress or clerk, ora man from 
the town, could step in and step up to that bar and order his “‘ tea,” 
and drink it out of a cup. Now, to me, whether there is anything 
wrong about it or not, there is something utterly disgusting about it, 
something entirely wanting in character and dignity about any such 
performance. 

I did not think about malt liquors or wines when this rule was con- 
sidered. The only change made was to put in the word “strictly,” so 
that the Sergeant-at-Arms.should not have any option about it, but 
when he knew these restaurants were selling liquor he should stop it 
forthwith, @nd if he does his duty, if this becomes a rule by being ac- 
cepted by the House of Representatives, it will be done. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not wish to question the correctness of the Sena- 
tor from Maine in regard to the interpretation of this word by the 
courts of his own State if he feels sure; but I think the law in his 
State has the word ‘‘intoxicating,’’ and it is under that that wine is 
excluded—aot “ spirituous.” 

Mr. FRYE. I beg the Senator’s pardon; the word is ‘‘intoxicating”’ 
in our statute. 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. Both wine and malt liquor contain, of 
course, some alcohol, and in a statute using the term ‘“‘spirituous 
liquors’? only malt liquors and wines might be held to be included; 
but where you say “spirituous and malt,” showing that you are not 
giving it a comprehensive but a limited sense, it seems to me very 
clearly as a Jawyer that that would exclude wine. I would suggest 
to the Senator, if he wishes to accomplish his purpose, to use the word 
‘intoxicating. ” 

Mr. BAYARD. There must certainly have been some misappre- 
hension in the mind of the Senator from Maine as to the nature of my 
amendment, There was no suggestion of mine, and there will be none, 
against the strictest enforcement of the rule against the sale of spirit- 
uous liquors in the Capitol. Therefore what induced him to draw the 
shocking picture of a man di ing himself, of the Capitol itself be- 
ing disgraced by the spectacle which he had witnessed, I do not know. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator will pardon me a moment. My remarks 
were not called forth by anything the Senator said or any proposition 
he made; but the Senator from Massachusetts inquired about this, and 
I was simply stating that the only amendment made was the insertion 
of the word ‘‘strictly,’? and I was illustrating the necessity of that 
amendment by what I had seen. I had no reference to the Senator’s 
remarks at all. x 

Mr. BAYARD. Iam very glad of that, for a law that is not strictly 
enforced is not enforced, and if it is not enforced it ought not to be on 
the statute-book. The amendment that I moved is strictly, as I be- 
lieve, in the line of temperance and good health. That was my own 
judgment, and quite without regard to. my personal share or my per- 
sonal tastes in the matter. Iam strongly in favor of the exclusion of 
the sale of spirituous liquors from the Capitol. I am not in favor of 
the exclusion of malt liquors, and therefore I moved my amendment, 
and on that the Senate can give its vote. 

Mr. FRYE. On the suggestion of the Senator from Massachusetts I 
am entirely willing tomake this rule read ‘‘no intoxicating liquorshall 
be offered for sale,” using the language of the Maine liquor law. 

Mr. BAYARD, I have no objection to that. 

Mr. FRYE. Then I will offer that as an amendment. 

Mr. BAYARD. I withdraw mine and accept that. 

Mr. FRYE. I move to strike out the words “spirituous or malt ” 
and insert ‘‘intoxicating;’’ so as to read: 

No intoxicating liquors shall be offered for sale, &c. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to this modifica- 
tion? The Chair hears none. The question is on the adoption of the 
rule as modified. 

The rule as modified was to. 7 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The rt of the committee is still 
before the Senate as in Committee of the le. 

Mr. FRYE. I ask to precede the joint rules by an enacting clause, 
as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the follow- 
ing be the joint rules of the two Houses. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the amendment 
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offered by the Senator from Maine? The Chair hears none, and it is 
to. Are there further amendments as in the Committee of the 
Whole? 

Mr. SEWELL, I rise to ask a question for information. The last 
joint rule as now amended allows malt liquors to the exclusion of wine. 
Is that the intention, obliging everybody to drink beer that wants to 
drink at all? 

Mr. FRYE. Under the construction of our courts of the Maine liq- 
uor law, using the same language, it would not allow anything of the 
kind to be sold. 

Mr. SEWELL. Is that the construction the Senator from Maine 

on it? 

Mr. FRYE. It would be the construction I should place on it my- 
self. 

Mr, SEWELL. That is all I wanted to know. 

_Mr. FRYE. The Sergeant-at-Arms may be broader than I am in his 
views. 

The joint rules were reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments made as in Committee of the Whole were concurred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no further amendments, 
shall the report of the committee on the joint rules as amended be 

to? 

The joint rules as amended were agreed to. 


THE PRESIDENTIAL ELECTION. 


Mr. HOAR. I now move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of the bill (S. 25) to fix the day for the meeting of the electors of 
President and Vice-President, and to provide for and regulate the 
counting of the votes for President and Vice-President and the decision 
of questions arising thereon. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, ree: to consider the bill. 5 

Mr. HOAR. Before the reading of the bill at length, which would 
ordinarily, I suppose, be the proper thing to do next, I wish to say that 
this bill has the unanimous support of the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections, as it had in the last Congress; and it passed the Senate unani- 
mously winter before last. Under those circumstances I do not pro- 
oer debate it, or even to explain it, unless something shall be ren- 

necessary by some inquiry or discussion initiated by some other 
Senator. Under those circumstances, perhaps the Senator from Cali- 
fornia will consider it well enough to let the bill be read and 
before making his motion to go into executivesession. If he does, how- 
ever, prefer to utilize all the time, I shall notinterfere with his motion 
now. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I think the bill will lead to discus- 
sion; I do not think we can pass it without discussion. 

Mr. HOAR. It has unanimously heretofore. That is the 
reason of my belief that it will pass without discussion now. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. How long will it take? 

Mr. HOAR. It will take five or ten minutes to read it. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I will consent to have it read, but if 
it leads to debate—— 

Mr. HOAR.* If there be any consumption of time I shall yield to 
the Senator’s motion at once. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, Very well. 
poset HOAR. I want the bill to go down to the House as soon as 

ble. < 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read at length. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole and open to amendment. 


Bo; 
Mr. BAYARD. I am very desirous to expedite the passage of this p 


bill, and yet hesitate upon the rapid reading at the desk, it not having 
been discussed at all, to let it go without asking the Senator who has 
it in charge, the chairman of the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions, whether this is the precise bill that we passed at the last Con- 


Mr. HOAR. It is verbatim et literatim, unless there has been some 
accidental change in copying. I believe it to bethe same bill without 
any change whatever. : 

Mr. BAYARD. Upon that statement, as I voted for that bill before, 
EA PEASE RS FOTOO DTE TOHE: 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had the bill (S. 844) to au- 
thorize the increase of the capital stock of the First National of 
Fort Worth, Tex. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. MILLER, of California. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business, 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After 3 hours and 33 minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 10 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, January 16, 1884. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
JoHN §. LINDSAY, D. D. 

CORRECTION OF THE JOURNAL. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair asks the attention of members to that 
part of the Journal about to be read. The vote taken yesterday after- 
noon on the motion to adjourn was correctly taken, and the result was 
correctly announced—yeas 80, nays 190—but in making up the record. 
the Chair is advised some confusion occurred in relation to those yoting 
on the second call of the roll, and the Journal as it now stands is evi- 
dently incorrect. ‘The Chair will therefore ask the Clerk to read, as 
part of the Journal, the names of gentlemen voting, in order that the 
necessary corrections may be made after the Journal has been read. 

The reading of the Journal was concluded. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Ilinois. I voted on the second roll-call and did 
not hear my name. 

The SPEAKER. How did the gentleman vote? 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. In the affirmative. 

The SPEAKER. The correction will be made. 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. Iam recorded as having voted in 
the affirmative on the question of adjournment. I was paired with Mr. 
VALENTINE and did not vote at all. 

The SPEAKER. The correction will be made. 

Mr. WEMPLE. Iam recordedas not voting. I voted ‘“‘no’’on the 
question of adjournment. 

Mr. GLASCOCK. I am not recorded as voting. I voted ‘‘no,”? 

The SPEAKER. The corrections will be made. 

Mr. RYAN. Iam not recorded as voting. I voted “ay.” 

The SPEAKER. The correction will be made. 

The vote as corrected is as follows: 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 72, 
nays 185, not voting 63; as follows: 


YEAS—72. 
Adams, G. E. Cutcheon, Kean, Payne, 
Anderson, n, Keifer, Perkins, 
Atkinson, Dun. Kelley, Peters, 
Belford, Eld ‘ Ket ; Poland, 
Bisbee, Evans, ÍI. N. Lacey, Ranney, 
Boutelle Everhart, Long, Ray, G. W. 
Brain Foran, MceCoid, j 
Browne, T, M Hanback, McComas, Rowell, 
Brown, W. W. Hart, McCormick, Ryan, 
Brumm, , Hatch, H. H. Millard Skinner, 0. R. 
Calkins, Hemphill, Miller, $, H. Smith, 
Campbell, J. M. Hepburn, Milliken, Steele, 
Cannon, - Morey, Taylor, J. D. 
Cassidy, Hoblitzell, Morrill, Tillman, 
Chace, Holmes, Nutting, Tully, 
Cox, 8.8. Holton, Oo Wait,” 
Culbertson, W. W. Howey, O'Neill, Charles Warner, A.J 
Cullen, James, rker, White, J.D. 
NAYS—155. 
Aiken, Ellis, Wry, Spri X 
Alexander, Ermentrout, Mackey, Rephenton, 
Bagley, Fiedler, McMillin, Stevens, 
Ballentine, Finerty, Matson, Stewart, Charles 
Barbour, Follett, i nee A Stockslager, 
Barksdale, Forney, Miller, F. Stone, 
Bayne, Fyan, ills, Strai 
Bennett, Geddes, Mitchell, Struble, 
Blanchard, George, Money, Sumner, 0. A 
Bland, Gibson, Morgan, Sumner, D, H. 
Blount, G M Morrison, Talbott, 
yle, Goff, Morse, Taylor, J. M. 
Broadheads 5 G leaf, anny, Soan, 
reenleaf, u A Throckmo: 
Buchanan, Guenther, Mutehler, 
Buckner, Halsell, Neece, ‘Turner, H. G 
Budd, Hardeman, Nicholls, er, 
Burn Hardy, Van Alstyne, 
Caldwe Hatch, W. H. iltree, Van Eaton 
Campbell, F Henderson, D.B. O'Neil, J, J Wakefield, 
Candler, Henderson, T, J. Patton, 
Carleton, Hewitt, A.S. Payson, Warner, Richard 
Clardy, Hewitt, G. W. Pierce, urn, 
Clay, E Peel, S. W. Weaver, 
Clements, Holman, Post, Wellborn, 
Cobb, Hooper, Potter, Weller, 
Horr, Price, Wemple 
Connolly, Houseman, Pryor, White, Milo 
Converse, Hunt, Pusoy, Whiting, 
Geer i o, A? William’, 
ve, effo i 
Covington, Johnson, Reese, Willis, 
Cox, W.R. Jones, B. W, Rice, Wilson, James 
Crisp, Jones, J. H. Riggs, Wilson, W. 
Culberson, D.B. Jones, J. K. Robertson inans, E, 
Curtin, ones, J. T. Rogers, J H Winans, John 
Davis, G. R. ellogg, Rogers, W. F. bem ai 
Deuster, g 3 Wolford, 
Dibble Kleiner, Seney, ‘ood, 
Dibrell, rå, Seymour, Woodward, 
Dockery, b, Shaw, Worthington, 
Dorsh r, Fae pens Yaple, 
Dowd, Le Fevre, Skinner, T, G. York, 
Duncan, Lewis, Slocum, Young. ` 
Dunn, Libbey, Snyder, 
Eaton, Lore, Spooner, 
Elliott, i Spriggs, 
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Adams, J. J Dingley, Jordan, Ray, Ossian 
Arnot, liwood, n, Robinson, J. S. 
Barr, Evins, J. H. Lawrence, Robinson, W. E. 
Beach, Ferrell, Lyman, Russell, 
Belmont, Findlay, cAdoo, es, 
Bingham, Graves, McKinley, Shelley, 
Blackburn, Hammond, Mayo, Stewart, J. W. 
Bowen, Hancock, Moulton, Storm, 
Breitung, Harmer, Muller, Taylor, E. B. 
Brewer, F. B. Haynes, Murray, Thompson, 
Brewer, J.H. Henley, Nelson, Tucker, 
Burleigh, erbert, Valentine, 

bell, Hitt, Peelle, S. J Vance, 
Davidson, Hopkins, Pettibone. Wadsworth, 
Davis, L. H. Houk, Phelps, Wise,G. D. * 
Davis, R. T. Hutchins, k 

The Journal as corrected was then approved. 


QUARANTINE STATIONS FOR NEAT CATTLE. 


Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, from the Committee on Agriculture, re- 
ported back the following resolution, with the recommendation that it 
do pass: 

Resolved, That the Secretary ofthe Treasury be directed to furnish for the infor- 
mation of this House a statement showing where and at what places quarantine 
stations for neat cattle imported have been established, the amount of money 
expended at each station, what accommodations for the shelter and proper care 
of said cattle have been provided, the name of the commissioner at each station, 
and what rules and regulations have been adopted and are now in force in ref- 
erence to the control and management of imported neat cattle on their arrival 
at any port of entry of the United States. 

The resolution was adopted. n 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

SWINE PRODUCTS. 


Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, also, from the Committee on Agriculture, 
reported back the following preamble and resolution, with the récom- 
mendation that it do pass: 

Whereas Germany and certain other foreign governments have interdicted 
the importation of the swine products of this country for the pretended reason 
that said products are not proper and wholesome for food; and 

Whereas an invitation on the part of this Government to said foreign govern- 
ments to send agents here to test said products bas been declined, thus indicat- 
ing that ras pretended reasons given for such interdiction are not the real rea- 
PWB ORS it is the duty of this Government to act promptly and with energy 
to resent the injustice done by said charges and to protect these great products 
from said imputation: Therefore 

ved, That the President of the United States is hereby requested to trans- 
mit to this House, if in his opinion it be not incompatible with the public inter- 
ests, copies of any and all co mdence had by the State Department with all 
foreign governments on this subject, together with any andall information that 
he may have bearing upon this question. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. A resolution like that was adopted last Monday 
week, and I learn the Secretary of State will send a communication to 
the House on the subject to-day. What is the necessity then for the 
adoption of another resolution ? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The resolution adopted heretofore was 
not so comprehensive as the one now before the House. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If you will refer to the resolution adopted on 
my motion you will find it to be more comprehensive. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. It was limited, if the gentleman from 
Illinois will pardon me, to the governments of Germany and France; 
whereas this resolution takes in all countries and seeks to obtain full 
information upon the subject. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. does the resolution which I offered, and in 
compliance with that resolution I am informed that the Secretary of 
State will to-day send in a response covering the whole ground. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The RECORD will show that only two 
governments were mentioned in that resolution, and the information 
called for referred expressly to them. 

Mr. REAGAN. Let me state that the Committee on Commerce, 
acting through a subcommittee, on last Saturday waited on the Presi- 
dent and learned through him, or the Secretary of State, that the papers 
in response to the resolution and covering the subject-matter referred to 
in the present resolution will be sentin to-day. I do not know the dif- 
ference between the two resolutions, but my impression is that the in- 
formation to be received will cover the entire ground. > 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I object to the consideration of the resolution. 
i The SPEAKER. That is entirely unnecessary, as this is a privi- 

; matter. 
r. TOWNSHEND. I say that I object to the consideration of it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman then raises the question of consid- 
eration. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will move that it be referred —— 

The SPEAKER. It has already been referred. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Under the rule, where objection is made toits 
introduction it must go to a committee. 

Tbe SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Illi- 
nois that this is a privileged report from the committee, and comes in 
under the rule which requires the committee to report back such mat- 
ters within one week. Does the gentleman make any motion in refer- 
ence to it? 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. No; I am indifferent to the matter, as the 


other resolution covers the whole ground. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. The Committee on Agriculture, to which 
the resolution was referred by order of the House, in its consideration 
was aware of the fact that this question had been before the House and 
had been referred to another committee, but they considered the reso- 
lution which has just been read from the Clerk’s desk as more compre- 
hensive in its character than the former resolution adopted by the 
House calling upon the President instead of the head of one of the De- 
partments alone to furnish all the correspondence with any and all gov- 
ernments and all papers on file from any foreign government upon this 
question. They therefore adopted the more comprehensive resolution, 
and now submit it to the House for its adoption. 

I demand the previous question. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Let it be read again. 

Mr. REAGAN. Before that is done, if the gentleman will permit 
me, I would like to ask whether there is any reason to believe that 
there has been any correspondence with any government except France 
and Germany on this question or with any other Department of this 
Government. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. We are advised that there is. I will 
say to the gentleman from Texas that when the report comes here, if 
it is deemed a full and complete report, there will be no necessity to 
reply further to the resolution. 

TheSPEAKER. The Clerk will again report the resolution. 

The resolution was again read. 

TheSPEAKER. Upon thisresolution the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. HATCH] demands the previous question. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 147, noes 10. 

So the previous question was ordered. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Before the final vote is taken, on con- 
sultation and at the suggestion of one or two members, I ask unani- 
mous consent and leave of the mover of the resolution to change a 
word in the resolution. Where the word ‘‘pretended’’ occurs in the 
resolution to change it to ‘‘alleged.’’ = 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it 
is so ordered. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. I wish to sayin reference to this resolution —— 

The SPEAKER. This is not debatable, the previous question hav- 
ing been ordered by the House. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the resolution was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


REPRINT OF A PETITION. 


Mr. WELLER. Mr. Speaker, I desire tohavethe RECORD corrected. 
My remarks were supplemented yesterday by a petition presented, to 
which were subscribed some fifty names, giving force and character to 
the petition, which it could not have without the names attached to it. 
I desire that the petition be reprinted and the names be added. There 
are =e about fifty of them. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is under the impression that the RECORD 
is correct, as the petition to which the gentleman refers was simply 
read as a part of his remarks, and of course unless the names were also 
read they would not go into the RECORD. . 

Mr. WELLER. I supposed they were to be read at the time. 

The SPEAKER. Unless they were actually read, however, they 
would not go into the RECORD. 

Mr. LER. Then I ask unanimous consent that they be added 
to the petition, and the petition be reprinted. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Iowa? 

Mr. COSGROVE and others objected. 


GEORGE H. MITCHELL, M. D. 


“Mr. KELLEY, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 3532) 
for the relief of George H. Mitchell, M. D.; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

‘GEORGE W. GILE. 


Mr. KELLEY also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
3533) to correct the record and fix the rank and pay of George W. Gile, 
a lieutenant-colonel in the United States Army; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

COMMITTEE CLERK. 

Mr. YOUNG, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 

lution; which was read, and referred to the Committee on Accounts: 


in the y aiy erada pea E A AMI e aiT ut of the 
r en a w) o con- 
tingent fund of the House. 


EARNINGS OF UNITED STATES MARSHALS, ETC. 


Mr. VANALSTYNE. Idesireto make a privileged report from the 
Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice. I am iu- 
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structed to report back with a favorable recommendation the resolution 
which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, requested to 
furnish to the House of Representatives a statement from the records of his De- 
partment showing the gross earni per annum of each United States marshal, 
attorney, and clerk, the expense of his office, and the net earnings which have 
been paid to him each year from the beginning of the fiscal year 1873 to the close 
of the fiscal year 1883. 


The resolution was adopted. z 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MANUFACTURE OF FERMENTED LIQUORS. 


Mr: MORRISON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
3534) to amend sections 3336 and 3349 of the Revised Statutes in rela- 
tion to the manufacture of fermented liquors; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 


DISTRIBUTION OF CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. WASHBURN. I offer the resolution which I send to the desk, 
and ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

The Clerk rtad as follows: 

Resolwed by the House of Representatives (the Senate coneurring), That the Public 
Printer be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to deliver in bound form to 
the Secretary of the Interior the volumes of the Congressional Globe purchased 
from Messrs. Rives. 

Be it further resolved, That the Secre! shall, from the volumes thus delivered 
to him, supply to the lib: of each of the Executive Departments, to the State 
library of each State, to the Territorial library of each Territory, and to the library 
of each depository of public documents in the several States designated or to 
be desi, in accordance with provisions oflaw, such volumesas are required 
to complete the sets of Congressional Globes in said libraries, 

Be it further resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior sliall distribute the vol- 
umes of the Globe remaining after the distribution hereinbefore directed has 
been made to such libraries in the several States as in his discretion he may se- 
lect to receive them. 

Be it further resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior shall report to Congress 
the names and locations of the libraries supplied with documents under the pro- 
visions of this resolution and the number of volumes supplied to each. 

Be it further resolved, That hereafter the Public Printer shall deliver to the Séc- 
retary of the Interior a sufficient number of bound copies of the CONGRESSIONAL 
Recor to enab!e that officer to supply one copy to each library named in section 
2 of this resolution ; but this shall not authorize the reprinting of any back num- 
bers of the Globeor RECORD. 


The SPEAKER. Is there 
the resolution. 

Mr. HOLMAN. _[ object to its present consideration. Let it go to 
the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Will the gentleman from Indiana permit me to 
call his attention to the fact that precisely this same resolution passed the 
last House and was amended at his own suggestion and the suggestion 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL]. Tt is precisely 
the resolution that was passed during the last session of the last Con- 

providing for the distribution of some old Globes that were pur- 
chased of Messrs, Rives & Co., and for which there is no earthly use. 
They simply lumber up the Printing Office. The resolution requires 
no new printing and no expenditure of any character. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, yes! one clause of the resolution provides, as I 
understand it, for further printing of the RECORD. 

Mr. WASHBURN, It does notso provide. The last section is the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] 
himself, providing expressly against that. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Clerk will again report that portion of the 
resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it further resolved, That hereafter the Public Printershall deliver to the Seo 
retary of the Interior a sufficient number of bound copies of the CONGRESSIONAL 
Recor to enable that officer to supply one copy to each lib named in sec- 
tion 2 of this resolution ; but this not authorize the reprinting of any back 
numbers of the Globe or RECORD, 

Mr. BEACH. I would like to have the second section of the reso- 
lution again read. 

The SPEAKER. It will be read, subject to the right to object. 

The second section was again read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I still reserve the right to object to this resolution 
until I can make further inquiry. From this hasty reading it is im- 
possible for gentlemen to determine whether or not the resolution in- 
volves further printing. Is my friend certain that it does not involve 
an increased amount of printing? 

Mr. WASHBURN. The last seetion is the amendment which was 

ut on the resolution of the last House by the gentleman from Indiana 
Ptr. HOLMAN] himself. I assume that the country was protected to 
the fullest extent from the fact that the amendment was offered by 
him. But if there is any doubt in regard to it I have no objection 
its being referred to the Committee on Printing. : 

Mr. HOLMAN. I prefer that it shall take that course. 

_ The resolution was accordingly referred to the Committee on Print- 
ing. 


objection to the present consideration of 


RIVER AND HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS. : 
Mr. SHELLEY, by unanimous consent, submitted the following res- 
olution; which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors: 


“Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to report as early as prac- 
ticable on’ the necessity of making immediate appropriations for continuing 


work on important river and harbor improvemen' 
the next fiscal year becomes available, and to make such recommendations as 
may be deemed necessary to protect the interests of the Government, 


NATIONAL-BANK CURRENCY. 


Mr. POTTER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 3535) 
to maintain the currency injurious fluctuations by the issue of 
2 percent. bonds and their deposit as security for bank-note circula- 
tion and by remitting taxation upon circulating bank notes when se- 
cured by deposits of 2 per cent. bonds; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and 
ordered to be printed. 


ADDITIONAL COMMITTEE-ROOMS, 


Mr. WILLIS. I ask unanimous consent for the immediate consid- 
eration of the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

That the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds be, and it is 
hereby, instructed to inquire and report to the House at the earliest practicable 
day whether or not there are sufficient accommodations at the Capitol for the 
committees of the House; and, if not, where and upon what terms the neces- 
sary additional accommodations can be procured, 

There being no objection, the resolution was received, considered, and 
radopted. 
Mr. WILLIS moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


JOHN E. WHEELOCK. 


Mr. LAMB, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State is hereby directed to communicate to this 
House all the correspondence concerning the alleged arrest, imprisonment, and 
torture of John E. Wheelock, a citizen of the United States, now resident in the 
city of Brooklyn, by the Government of Venezuela, in the year 1879, and what 
steps have been taken to have the said Wheelock’s claim acknowledged and 
paid by the said Government of Venezuela, 

The resolution was considered and adopted. 

Mr. LAMB moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

‘The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. RICE, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be, and is hereby, directed to furnish for 
the information of the House all information in the possession of that Depart- 
ment as to whether Spain has heretofore, and to what extent if at all, paid the 
interest stipulated and the 1 per cent. annually on the nominal value of the 
rent provided for in its treaty with the United States promulgated by the Presi- 
dent November 1, 1834, and the instructions issued in conformity therewith. 

The resolution was considered and adopted. 

Mr. RICE moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution was 
adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PRAIRIE COUNTY, ARKANSAS. 

Mr. DUNN, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 3536) 
for the relief of Prairie County, Arkansas; which was read a first and 
peice sary, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 

P 


until the appropriation for 


COMMITTEE CLERK. 


Mr. MORSE, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 
Jution; which was referred to the Committee on Accounts: 

Resolved, That the Committee dit in the N: t be 
allowed to employ a SEE wae cg Reap mr ng of the For eighth Congress, to 


be paid at the rate of $6 per day outof the contingent fund of House of Rep- 
resentatives. 


MARSHALS IN WEST VIRGINIA. 


Mr. GIBSON, by unanimous consent, submitted the following res- 
olution; which was referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Department of Justice: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested to furnish this 
House with a complete list of the marshals and deputy marshals appointed and 
employed in the State of West Virginia for the fiscal years of 1982 and 1883, to- 
gether with information in what service each was so employed, and how much 
was paid from the Treasury to, or received in fees by, eac of such 
also a detailed statement of all moneys paid to employés and witnesses 
A aS Vorea States in criminal prosecutions in the eral courts of that State 

for years, 


JOHN WILEY. 

Mr. SMITH, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 3537) 
to remove the charge of desertion from the military record of John 
Wiley; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- ' 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ERIE CANAL. 
Mr. WEMPLE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 3538) 


1884. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


433 © 


for the permanent improvement of the Erie Canal and maintaining the 
same free to the commerce of the United States; which was read a 
firstand second time, referred to the Committee on Railwaysand Canals, 
and ordered to be printed. 

REBATE OF TOBACCO TAX. 


Mr. BLOUNT. Iask unanimous consent to submit for considera- 
tion at this time the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Appropriations be, and it is hereby, author- 
ized to report at any time a bill appropriating such sum or sums of money as 
may be necessary to pay claimants for rebate of tax on tobacco. 

There being no objection, the resolution was received, considered, 
and adopted. : 

Mr. BLOUNT moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ABSENTEE FOREIGN MINISTERS, ETC, 


Mr. DIBRELL, by unanimons consent, submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs: . 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be, and he is hereby, requested to inform 
this House how many and who of the foreign ministers, consuls, or agents of 
the United States to any foreign country have been absent from their post of 
duty since the 1st day of January, 1882, the time absent, and the reasons there- 
for, and whether thelr salary been paid them during such absence, and the 
‘amount so paid in case. 


ADMISSION TO MILITARY ACADEMY, 


Mr. SLOCUM. I ask unanimous consent to introduce for present 
consideration the joint resolution which I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. It will be read, subject to objection. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of War to receive for instruction at 
the Military Academy at West Point Antonio Barrios, of Guatemala, and José 
Victor Zavala, of Nicaragua. A 
Resolved by the Senate and the House of Representatives, &c., That the Secretary 

of War be, and he hereby is, authorized to permit Antonio Barrios, of Guate- 

mala, and José Victor Zavala, of Nicaragua, to receive instruction at the Mili- 

tary Academy at West Point: Provided, That no ex shall be caused to the 

United States thereby: And provided further, That in the cases of said Barrios 

and Zavala the provisions of sections 1320 and 1321 of the Revised Statutes shall 

` be suspended. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this joint resolution ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Inasmuch as this is an unusual proposition, I trust 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. SLocum] will explain his purpose 
in offering it, 

Mr. SLOCUM. One of the young men whom it is proposed by this 
joint resolution to admit to the Military Academy is the son of the Pres- 
ident of Nicarauga; the other is the son of an ex-President of Guate- 
mala. In the opinion of the Secretary of War and the Secretary of 
State it is advisable to extend this courtesy to those two governments. 
The measure will involve no expense to the United States. As to the 
two sections of the law which it is proposed to suspend, one requires 
every person admitted to the Military Academy to swear allegiance to 
the United States; the other requires him to bind himself to serve in 
the Army. In view of our relations te these South American Republics 
I hope the resolution will pass without objection, as it involves no ex- 
penditure on the part of our Government and is simply a graceful act 
of international co i 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. I would like to ask the gentleman 
from New York whether this resolution has been considered by any 
committee, 

Mr. SLOCUM. It is presented at the request of the Secretary of 
War; it was prepared by him. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution (H. Res. 113) was intro- 
duced, read a first and second time, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SLOCUM moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint reso- 
lution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agregd to. 


REV. WORCESTER WILLEY. 

Mr. RUSSELL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 3539) 
for the relief of Rev. Worcester Willey; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. . 

PATENTS. 

Mr. VANCE. By direction of the Committee on Patents, Task unan- 
imous consent to have taken up for present consideration the bill (H. 
R. 1134) to amend section 4887 of the Revised Statutes, in relation to 
patents. I think it will not consume any great length of time. 

The SPEAKER. What is the position of the bill? 

Mr. VANCE. It is on the House Calendar—number 3, I believe, on 
that Calendar, 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to objection. 

The bill was read. 


Mr. ANDERSON. I object. 


xV—28 


TRANSPORTATION OF DUTIABLE GOODS, 


Mr. SNYDER, by unanimous consent, introduced abill (H. R. 3540) 
to amend an act entitled “‘An act to amend the statutes in relation to 
immediate transportation @ dutiable goods, and for other purposes,” 
approved June*10, 1880; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. i 
Mr, DORSHEIMER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. 3541) for the maintenance and support of the Marine-Hospital Serv- 
ice; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed., 


REDUCTION OF INSPECTION FEES, 


Mr. DORSHEIMER also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. 3542) on reduction of inspection fees; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. : 
FREE RAW MATERIALS, 

Mr. DORSHEIMER also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill . 
(H. R. 3543) to exempt certain raw materials from payment of duty 
when imported; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


RECORDING OF VOTES. 5 


Mr. STONE, by unanimous consent, submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was referred to the Committee on the Rules: 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Rules be directed to inquire and report 


on the expediency of introducing a machine into the House, patented by Mr. 
Enos, for the purpose of facilitating the counting and recording of votes. 


FIRST NATIONAL BANK, FORT WORTH, TEX. 


Mr. MILLER, of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I move, by unanimous con- 
sent, to take from the Speaker’s table for present consideration the bill 
(S. 844) to increase the capital stock of the First National Bank of Fort 
Worth, Tex. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I trust before that is done some explanation will 
be made by the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Let the explanation be made, subject to objec- 
tion. 

Mr. of Texas. By direction of the Committee on Banking 
and Currency of this House I have reported a bill exactly similar to 
this Senate bill. I therefore move that the Senate bill be put on its 
passage instead of going to the Committee on Banking and Currency, 
because that committee, as I have already stated, has reported a prop- 
osition exactly similar to the one passed by the Senate. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I hope the gentleman will state the necessity 


for the ose ot such a bill. 

Mr. MI , of Texas. The business of the place has increased 
very much, and the Comptroller of the Currency has fixed the amount 
of its circulation at $100,000, but the Attorney-General of the United 
States has delivered an opinion that the circulation can not be increased 
except by legislation. i 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Does the bill contain any other legislation? 

Mr. MILLER, of Texas. Nothing else. ’ 

Mr. HOLMAN. We did not hear the explanation made by the gen- 
tleman from Texas, and I hope he will state to the House what neces- 
sity there is for the passage of any such proposition. 

Mr. MILLER, of Texas. I have already stated the necessity for this 
action. 

Mr. HOLMAN. We did not hear the gentleman. 

Mr. MILLER, of Texas. The capital of this bank has been fixed by 
the Comptroller of the Currency at $100,000. Since the Revised Stat- 
utes authorized the Comptroller of the Currency to fix the amount of the 
capital of national banks the Attorney-General has given an opinion in 
which he holds that neither the Comptroller nor the bank can increase 
the capital after it has been once fixed. The business of the town has 
increased so rapidly that it is necessary to enlarge the capital of this 
bank, and it can not be done without this legislation. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to taking up the bill from the 
Speaker’s table for present consideration ? 

‘There was no objection; and the bill was taken up, and read a first 
and second time. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it é&c., That the First National Bank of Fort Worth, located in the 
city of Fort Worth, in the State of Texas, is hereby authorized to increase its 
capital stock, in accordance with existing laws, to any sum not exceeding $500,- 
000, notwithstanding the limit heretofore fixed in its original articles of as- 
sociation and determined by the Comptroller of the Currency; and the Comp- 
troller of the Currency is hereby authorized to fix the limit of inerease of the 
cian stock of the First National Bank of Fort Worth, Tex., at the amount of 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MILLER, of Texas, moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was passed; and also moved thatthe motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


‘may be freed from 
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SHIP-CANAL AROUND NIAGARA FALLS. 

Mr. NUTTING, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
3544) authorizing the construction of a ship-canal around Niagara Falls, 
in the State of New York; which was reag a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Railways and Canals, and ordered to be 
printed. 

REDUCTION OF CUSTOMS AND INTERNAL-REVENUE DISTRICTS. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON, by unanimous consent, submitted the fol- 
lowing resolution; which was referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Ways and Means be instructed to inquire 
into the expediency of abolishing or consolidating any of the customs and in- 
ternal-revenue districts of the United States, and report by bill or otherwise, 


ARTICLES SUBJECT TO TARIFF DUTIES. 
Mr. BURNES, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was referred to the Committee on Ways and Means: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Waysand Means be, and is hereby, requested 
to iy: de to the House a schedule containing, as near as may be practicable, all 
the items, articles, and commodities now subject to tariff duties, which, in its 
judgment, are necessities or common comforts in the daily life and labor of the 
people of this country, to the end that all such items, articles, and commodities 
all taxation or bounty not absolutely required to preserve 
the public credit of the United States. 


. CALL OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. STEELE. I now demand the regular order of business. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order of business is the call of com- 
mittees for reports. 
SPEEDY DELIVERY OF LETTERS. 


Mr. COSGROVE, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 1071) for the 
more speedy delivery of letters at free-delivery offices and i 
stamps to insure said delivery; which were referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. ROWELL, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
adversely the following petitions; which were laid on the table, and, 
the accompanying reports, ordered to be printed: 

The petition of R. W. Winbourn; 

The petition of Thomas B. Smith, administrator of the estate of 
Thomas S. Hardaway; 

The petition of George M. Robinson; 

The petition of Mary C. Shields; 

The petition of Sarah E. Norton; and 

The petition of Mrs. Nora Walsh. 


BILLS ADVERSELY REPORTED. 


Mr. ROWELL also, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
back with adverse recommendation bills of the following titles; which 
were severally laid on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered 
to be printed: 

The bill (H. R. 859) for the relief of Norah Walsh; and 

The bill (H. R. 2227) for the relief of Ralph P. Miller. 

The call of committees for reports was resumed and concluded. 


CLERKSHIP COMMITTEE ON RIVERS AND HARBORS. 


Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to present from the Committee on Accounts 
and ask for its present consideration the resolution I send to the desk. 
The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred the following resolution, 
introduced Py Mr. WILLIS: 
“ Resolved, the clerkship of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors be, 
and the same is hereby, declared an annual clerkship, with compensation fixed 
at $2,000 perannum, and the Clerk of the House is hereby authorized and directed 
to pay the clerk of said committee out of the contingent fund for the present 
m compensation at the above rate ”— 
lly report that they areof the opinion that this committee should have 
an annual clerk, but such action can not be had by resolution of the House. We 
pom recommend the reference of said resolution to the Committee on Ap- 
Ls) tions. 
= e further recommend the adoption of the following as a substitute : 
“ Resolved, That the Committee on Rivers and Harbors be allowed a clerk, to 
be paid out of the contingent fund of the House, until June 30, 1884, with com- 
pensation at $2,000 per annum,” 


The SPEAKER. The question is upon agreeing to the resolution re- 
ported by the committee. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. I think itis indispensable to an intelli- 
gent discharge of the duties we are called upon here to perform to have 
certain information upon this subject which has been called for. Iin- 
troduced a resolution the other day to find out what is the actual num- 
ber of the employés of this House. There is nota member, I presume, 
who knows what the present number is. I find in the appropriation 
bill of last year that there were two hundred and five on the rolls and 
fifty-one clerks, and that the employés of the House cost over $360,000 
per annum. 

Now, I think we should emphasize the fact that we propose to act 
with intelligence and know what we have. We can not tell what of- 
ficers we now have; and I therefore move to recommit tha, report to 


the committee with instructions to report the present number of em- 
ployés of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina moves to re- 
commit the report to the Committee on Accounts with instructions to- 
report to the House the number of employés of the House. 


Mr. WILLIS. I hope the gentleman will not press such a motion as 
that upon this report. It is a well-known fact that this committee is 
a new committee tothe House. While I may cordially co-operate with 
him in the object of his resolution, I submit that this is not the proper 
time to press that question. The Committee on Rivers and Harbors 
have been compelled to meet without any clerk; all of the members- 
have been acting as clerk; business is before the committee every day 
that requires the active participation of the members and emphasizes - 
the necessity of a clerk, and I hope the motion will not be pressed on 
this report. There will be other reports upon which he can offer his 
amendment, and I hope he will not press his motion here. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to state to the House, if we are required to - 
wait until the work contemplated by the resolution of the gentleman 
from North Carolina has been completed, that it will be at least a month, 
perhaps two months, until the assignment of temporary clerks can be 
made to committees of the House. This Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors, as the House well knows, is a new committee, authorized by a 

ial revision of the rules, There is a necessity that this committee- 
should have a clerk. I apprehend no gentleman will question that, 
and I pee the resolution reported by the Committee on Accounts will 
revail. T 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to an- 
tagonize the resolution reported from the Committee on Accounts, but 
in considering the question of clerkships for the various committees of ~ 
the House, which was discussed at some length during the last Con- 
gress, we must bear in mind one thing, that the Committee on Com- 
merce, as heretofore organized, was allowed the privilege of naming two- 
annual clerks for service on that committee. It is now well known that 
for certain reasons which have been made plain the old Committee on 
Commerce has been divided into two or more committees, and we hear - 
it asserted, or my friend from Michigan asserts, that it leaves nothing 
much for the committee to do since this division. I do not quite agree - 
with him in that conclusion; but even if that were true, we can allow 
the old Committee on Commerce to retain one of its annual clerks for 
its present service, and allow the other, who has heretofore been ap- 
pointed, to go with the subcommittee or with the committee which was- 
taken out from the Committee on Commerce, the new Committee on 
Riversand Harbors, Now, since two annual committee clerks have been ° 
heretofore appointed for the Committee on Commerce, I would like the 
gentlemen interested in that subject to explain why these two clerks» 
can not do the business of the two committees. 

Mr. HORR. Perhaps the chairman of the Committee on Commerce - 
would consent that both its clerks should go to this other committee. 
It seems to me that would be quite appropriate, and it would settle the- 
whole difficulty. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. I have no doubt this clerk may be- 
needed. The objection that I have to this report is that it is partial. 
I think we ought to haye all the information before us, so that we may 
actintelligently. The information I have asked for is as to the number ~- 
of employés and their compensation, and that information I think is . 
indispensable in the consideration of resolutions of this character. In 
the hope, however, that the Committee on Accounts will report in re- 
gard to that at an early day I will withdraw my objection for the pres- - 
ent, but may renew it if similar reports are made before that informa- 
tion is furnished to the House. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I demand the previous question. 

Mr. COBB. I ask the gentleman to withhold for a moment his de- 
mand for the previous question that I may make an inquiry. I wish, 
to inquire of the gentlemen in favor of this proposition whether or not 
it is necessary that thiscommittee shall have an annual clerk? I under- 
stand the resolution provides for that. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Not at all. 

Mr. COBB. Then I have no objection to the resolution. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof ~ 
the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. DOCKERY moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the resolution reported 
back will be referred, in accordance with the recommendation of the- 
Committee on Accounts, to the Committee on Appropriations. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


CLERKS FOR COMMITTEE ON INVALID PENSIONS. 


Mr. ERMENTROUT. I am instructed by the Committee on Ac- 
counts to make the report which I send to the desk, and I ask for its- 
immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred the foNowing resolution, 


namely: 
“That there shall be appointed as clerks of Committee on Invalid Pensions + 
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two additional clerks; that there shall be paid to each of said additional clerks 
the same rate of compensation, out of the contingent fund of the Hopo, as was 
paid oh each additional clerk to said committee in the Forty-sixth and Forty- 


seven! ry, eee — 
having had same under consideration, submit the following report: 

The number of bills referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions largely 
exceeds the number referred toany other committee. Inthe Forty-seventh Con- 
gress more than one-third of all the bills introduced were referred to this com- 

The docketing, arrangement, filing, and distribution of so a 
number of bills involve a great deal of clerical labor, and this must be done 
before the work of that committee can be systematically conducted; so then 
there appears to be a necessity for speedy action upon this resolution. The 
clerical labor necessary to the transaction of the business of the comimittee in- 
creases after this preparatory work is done, and it is a well-known and indis- 
putable fact that the Committee on Invalid Pensions is, above all other com- 
mittees of the House, the one involving the most labor. 

The interests of those who are demanding remedies of the Government on 
account of sacrifices ofits interests are placed in the charge of this committee, and 
it is the belief of the Committee on Accounts thatthe House will wish todo what- 
ever is necessary to make the work of the Committee on Invalid Pensionseffect- 
ive. Influenced by these considerations, and the further fact thatin the Forty- 
sixth and Forty-seventh Congresses the Committee on Invalid Pensions had three 
additional clerks, and this resolution asks for two only, who are to be paid at 
the samea rate and in the same manner, therefore the Committee on Accounts 
recommends the adoption of the resolution. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Is the resolution reported by the Com-, 


mittee on Accounts before the House for consideration ? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. And is it open to debate? 

The SPEAKER. It is, unless the previous question is ordered. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. May I be permitted to say a single 
word, having had some experience on this subject? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana has the floor. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. My recollection is that during the last 
Congress the Committee on Invalid Pensions wrote and presented to the 
House about four hundred and thirty reports. I think I am safe in 
saying that that is more than were reported in the aggregate by any 
other ten committees of the House. While these reports are not written 
altogether by the clerks of the committee, they must contribute very 
largely to that work. . The substance of a report may be penciled out 
by the gentleman who may be the subcommittee on a particular bill, 
but the report is put in shape at last by a clerk. 

In addition to the preparation of reports all the papers in the cases 
pending before the committee are brought from the Pension Bureau for 
consideration; and often, I may say in almost every case, this testi- 
mony, which is frequently voluminous, must be abstracted for the con- 
sideration of the subcommittee by the Clerk. 

While we had three per-diem clerks in addition to the clerks of the 
committee during the first session of the last Congress we found ample 
employment for all. I think during the second session of a Congress 
the committee might get along probably with the clerk and one per- 
diem clerk. But there certainly is no extravagance in asking two for the 
whole term. I hope, therefore, there will be no objection to the ad 
tion of this resolution. I believe the clerks are necessary. All that is 
required is a little expenditure of $3,000 or $4,000, and in a matter of 
this kind certainly, under the circumstances, there ought to be no hesi- 
tation about it. ° 

Mr. MATSON. I apprehend there will be no opposition to this res- 
lution; I therefore regard it as unnecessary to discuss its merits. But 
I think it is fair to the House that I should now say that while this 
resolution calls for but two clerks, the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
expects to have the aid of one person detailed from the Pension Office 
for the express purpose of taking care of the valuable papers that are 
brought to the committee-room to be used in the work of the commit- 
tee. That person, however, will be paid by the Pension Office, and not 
by the House. , 

If that arrangement can be accomplished the number of clerks asked 
for by the resolution will be found to be ample. As my friend and 
colleague [Mr. Browne, of Indiana] has said, three additional clerks 
will not be too many; but two will answer, with the assistance which 
we expect to receive from the Pension Office. 

The question was then taken, and the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

CLARENCE W. DE KNIGHT. 

Mr. BREWER, of New Jersey, from the Committee on Accounts, re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the following: 

Whereas Clarence W. De Knight having been regularly inted and sworn 
asa page of the House of Representatives December 3, and ha per- 
formed the duties of and served in that capacity from said date to December 10, 
both days inclusive: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Clerk be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay 
a out of the contingent fund of the House for the time he served at $2.50 per 


The resolution was adopted. 
Mr. BREWER moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
EXPLOSION AT FRANKFORD ARSENAL. 


Mr. RANDALL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
3545) for the relief of the sufferers by the explosion at the United States 


arsenal at Frankford, Philadelphia, Pa.; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. À 

MICHAEL HOAK. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. 3546) for the relief of the estate of Michael Hoak, deceased; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WILLIS. I now insist on my motion that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the 
further consideration of the Mississippi River improvement bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. Cox, of New York, in the chair. 


IMPROVEMENT OF THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole, 
and resumes the consideration of the bill (S. 1038) making an appro- 
priation for continuing the improvement of the Mississippi River. By 
order of the House all general debate upon this bill has been limited 
to forty minutes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe the bill is now open to amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Not yet. General debate has been limited to 
forty minutes, with the understanding that thirty minutes shall be al- 
lowed to the opponents of the pending bill and ten minutes to those in 
favor of it. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Browne]. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ANDERSON. ‘Will it be proper, when the pending bill is being 
ee for amendment, to raise the pointof order that it originated in the 

te? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not anticipate points of order. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I give notice that when the proper time comes I 
desire to raise that point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The half-hour allotted to the opponents of the 
bill may be distributed according to such arrangements as may be made 
by gentlemen. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I will yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. SKINNER]. ‘ 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. I do not propose, Mr. Chairman, to , 
antagonize any bill before this House which has for its object the im- 
porom of the navigation of any of the great rivers of this country. 

do not propose to antagonize any proposition which is intended to lend 
the helping hand of the Government to those people who suffer from 
the uncontrollable floods of the great rivers of the West. 

But we might as well understand at this time the real question before 
the House. It was well stated by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEP- 
BUEN] that in this discussion nothing has been said about any proposi- 
tion to improve the navigation of the Mississippi River, and there is 
nothing in the House resolution, as it appears on our desks, which has 
A its object the improvement of the navigation of the Mississippi 

ver. 

Broadly and I believe fairly stated, the proposition contained in the 
resolution is simply one to appropriate a million dollars from the United 
States Treasury for the purpose of building up the levees of the Mis- 
sissippi River. It is nothing more, nothing less. Whatever may be 
the motive actuating those favoring this appropriation is another thing. 
Upon reference to the message of the President upon this subject, it 
will be found that it concludes with the recommendation for ‘‘an im- 
mediate appropriation of $1,000,000 to continue the work without loss 
of time, in view of the approach of the flood season, with its attendant 
dangers.” The preamble of the joint resolution reported from the Com- 
mittee of the House contained these words: 

The commission fee] that the strong] 
necessities of the case and n ook relief, as a ao upon Ca s 
attendant dangers, is close at hand. 

AJl there is in the joint resolution reported from the committee of 
the House is the proposition to appropriate $1,000,000 to improve thë 
levees of the Mississippi River and to protect them from the floods. 

It has been a struggle toobtain half an hour in this House to discuss 
a bill which carries with it the appropriation of a million of dollars. 
A bill of this nature requires and should receive careful consideration, 
yet we are denied the privilege of an examination of the report of the 
Mississippi River @ommission touching this question. 

Who can tell us what that report is? And can any one assure us 
beyond all peradventure that the millions which have been appropri- 
ated for that river, or the millions that are to be hereafter appropriated 
for it, have not been and will not be controlled by a ring? Can we be 
assured that this money will be expended honestly? Wherever there 
is a large amount of money to be expended there are always men, or 
associations of mep, who combine to direct and control the expenditure 
of that appropriation. 

It is an indisputable fact that the Mississippi River Commission be- 
lieve that the only way to improve the navigation of that river is to 
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raise and protect its levees, and thereby confer inestimable advantages 

upon the people who own property along the line of theriver. If there 

is any other way to improve the river except by raising its levees, let 

us find that out. If to improve the navigation of the river we must 

raise its levees, let us understand the question just as it is and with- 

out any hidden inferences. If that is indisputable, then it opona an- 
e 


other phase of the question: May we not be able to improve river 
‘by dredging? Has that question been well settled? If so, let us un- 
‘derstand it, and be able to act intelligently. For one I am not con- 
vinced that the river can not be dredged and improved by that method. 

When this matter was under consideration on a former occasion our 
brilliant friend from Colorado [Mr. BELFORD], who is always bright 
and always earnest, made use of the following words: 

Iam in favor of voting not only one million dollars to eg the streams of 
the Seuth, but twenty millions if it be necessary to accomplish the advantage of 
the le. We have a Treasury here to-day governed by New York influence 
that holds ix its vaults a store of millions oe p Ane a hundred millions— 
of surplus revenue, that is kept there for the sole pu , in my judgment, of 
advancing the financial interests of New York and as Mapes say that 
a to-day is in the control of the South and the West, and thank God 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. I would like to have a little more 
time. f 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I will yield to the gentleman two min- 
utes more. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. Yesterday, in the course of some 
bright remarks which the same gentleman uttered on the same topic 
we find this emphatic language: 

om, beyond vam eras whatisourduty? What isthe duty of this House? 
It is to unlock the vaults of the national Treasury. 

This certainly is a broad platform to stand upon, but it may be too 
liberal. It is no doubt true that ‘‘ Westward the course of empire 
takes its way,’’ and the gentleman may glory in a combination between 
the West and South to control the country. But he should not for- 
get the enterprise which has gone there from the North and the East, 
which has helped to develop the vast resources. Might does not always 
make right. Withdraw the “ New York influence” from some of your 
Southern and Western enterprises, and see how soon they will fall to the 
ground. Withdraw New York capital, which you are constantly ask- 
ing in the West and South, and see how quickly you will regret it. 

The Mississippi River is not the only river in the United States—not 
the only water way. Do not let us forget the great lake system of the 
North, which has its principal outlet through New York State, and 
through which nine-tenths of the commerce of the Northwest flows. 

The gentleman alludes to ‘‘New York influence’ as the cause of 
the immense surplus in the Treasury. I will admit that New York 
has placed the largest part of that surplusin the Treasury, and I am 
glad she is able to doit. She has also built the greatest canal on the 
continent through which the surplus growth of the West finds outlet, 
and she has maintained that great water way without aid from the 
Government. More than that, she has made it free, and the immense 
products of the fertile West go through her valleys untrammeled to 
thesea. 

I am not so liberal as my friend from Colorado, especially when we 
can not see the end from the beginning. When we have poured $50,- 
000,000 into the Mississippi River we have no assurance that it will 
be in any better condition for navigation than it is to-day. 

But our liberal friend who is willing to vote for thirty millions for 
the Mississippi, who wants the Treasury vaults unlocked and the coveted 
surplus distributed, comes from a State which is the subject of a little 
clipping I have seen. It is said that during the sitting of the Legis- 
lature of that (or some other) State, after a large number of appropria- 
tions had been made, a member arose and said: “Mr. Speaker, how 
much money is there leftin the treasury ?”’? The speaker made a coni- 
putation and answered, ‘‘About $100,000. ‘‘Then, Mr. Speaker,” 
said the inquirer, ‘‘let’s rake her.” 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I yield seven minutes to the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. WARNER]. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, this bill has heen reported 


to the House from the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. The osten- 


sible object of the expenditure is the improvement of the navigation of 
the Mississippi River. Now, I think it is not well either to deceive 
ourselves or to attempt to deceive the people. If this expenditure were 
really necessary for the improvement of the navigation of the Missis- 
sippi River, I apprehend there would be very y objection made in 
this House to the of the bill. But while the improvement of 
navigation is the ostensible object, the primary object of the entire 
work of the river commission is to take care of flood waters and pre- 
vent overflow. Were this not the real object I do not believe any 
board of engineers would recommend the plan of improvement adopted 
by the commission. I will go further and say that if the sole purpose 
was to improve the navigation of the Mississippi River I do not believe 
any engineer of distinction in the world would recbmmend the plan of 
the commission. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I do not say that I should be opposed to a reason- 
able appropriation, the object of which was to take care of the flood 
waters of the Mississippi and that by a system of levees, if I were sat- 


isfied that Congress had the constitutional power to enter upon such a 
work. But, sir, I am unwilling to vote an appropriation ostensibly for 
the purpose of improving the navigation of the Mississippi River when 
it is well known that from Memphis to New Orleans at any rate the 
Mississippi is navigable at all times, at all stages of water, and at all 
seasons of the year. Any vessel that can get up to New Orleans can go 
to Memphis. 

Mr. DUNN. The gentleman is mistaken. There are three or four 
reaches of disturbed navigation below Memphis and above New Orleans. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. So far, Mr. Chairman, as this appropria- 
tion is-intended for the improvement of the navigation of the Missis- 
sippi River I say I certainly have no objection to it; but I maintain 
that the real purpose of the appropriation is to carry on works recom- 
mended by the Mississippi River Commission throughout the whole 
length of the river; and that involves what? Not years, but decades 
of years of time. Not one million dollars, not ten million dollars, nor one 
hundred million dollars only, but to carry ont the system of jetties at 
the mouth and a system of levees upon the banks of the river no one can 
tell what will be required. And when it has all been done 1 fear the 


'| danger from floods will have only been increased. 


I for one am opposed to emptying the Treasury of the United States 
into the Mississippi River to no purpose, or on the mere theory of a 
commission. We were told yesterday by the gentleman from Arkansas 
that the question of plan of improvement had been settled; that the 
method recommended by the Mississippi River Commission was one 
which could no longer be questioned; that the commission had mas- 
tered the laws of hydraulics, the laws governing the floods of the Mis- 
sissippi River, and could control them. I beg to read a few extracts 
from a very late report on the improvement of rivers in Europe, where 
plans very similar to that adopted by this commission have been tried, 
by Professor Janicke, an engineer of the very highest standing, in a 
work on the Improvement of Non-Tidal Rivers, translated by Col. W. 
E. Merrill: 

Theory and practice must always be the two indispensable guides fur engi- 
neers; but in the case now before us, we are unwillingly obli to confess that 
no theoretical and practical rules have yet been Jaid down that lead to fixed con- 
clusions. eNom aa Soo remarkable researches of many learned men, 
hydraulics, which seeks after the physical laws governing water in motion. 
and particularly that branch of the science which studies the movement of = 
water upon the irregular beds of rivers, has not yet succeeded in expressing in 
exact mathematical formulas the phenomena which we must necessarily under- 
stand in order to pyt to practical use the principles of pure science. As to ex- 
paean as far as relates to the greater number of works of improvement, it 

rdly exists at all. Ispeak now of experience confirmed by results. 

This is what the same author says about trying to improve the navi- 
gation of a river and at the same time carry off its flood waters: 

It is evident that the same methods can not at the same time satisfy such re- 
quirements as are in part opposed to each other, for the method which will 
gather together and carry off any excessive volume of flood water may often 
affect disastrously the conditions required for navigation, and vice versa. 

That is the case with the Mississippi River. To improve navigation 
is one thing and to take care of its flood waters another, and they re- 
quire the adoption of very different methods. 

He goes on to say: 

The history of the regularization of rivers, both in Russia and in Western 
Europe, hardly shows us anything but failures. 

Here is an example which the author gives of an experiment on the 
Volga: 

Before any work was done between Tver and Rybinusk, boats could navi- 
gate the Volga with a draught of 13 verchoks (22% inches); to-day, after works 
costing millions, their draft of water is 14 verchoks (24} inches). And that is 
the total result thus far obtained! Moreover, it must yet be added that this re- 
sult is only reached by the help of periodical flushings, obtained by means of 
the dam on the Upper Volga. . 

This is the result of the applications of the jetty system to the Volga, 
and I believe ours with the Mississippi will turn outin much the same 
way. 

_Here is what the same high authority—and I believe there is none 
higher in Europe—aays of the attempt to determine in advance the re- 
sults of any system to regularize, as he calls it, a river: 

From what precedes we now see how difficult it generally is to determine in 
advance the results which may ensue from ordinary works for the regulariza- 
tion of rivers, and we may affirm that in the present state of the science, and of 
our practically acquired Knowledge; no conseientious engineer in devising a sys- 
tem for the regularization of any river whatever will dare hold himself respon- 
sible for its success. 

And yet we are told that our commission has so thoroughly mastered 
the wholesubject, and know so well the laws governing the flow of the 
Mississippi, that they can tell beforehand just what the result is going 
to be. 


Mr. DUNN. But this appropriation is not to improve the rivers of 
Europe or Russia. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. No, sir, but in the United States; and I 
apprehend that the laws which control rivers in Europe apply also to 
rivers in the United States under similar circumstances. 

In a later pamphlet the same author says: 

This regularization by contraction— 

And that is the method recommended and attémpted for the Missis- 
sippi River— 
is sag ry hates first sight, because it seems exactly to meet the necessities of the 


case. I seductive by itssimplicity, but in reality it is a bastard system, 
ponp fe defended, > 


which has only one undeniable merit, that of being 
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In my judgment, Mr. Chairman, we may expend hundreds of mill- 
ions of dollars on jetties at the mouth of the Mississippi, carrying the 
river farther and farther outinto the Gulf, and in building levees along 
its banks until we have raised them a hundred feet, and we will only 
have increased the dangers from overflow. The bed of the river will 
follow the surface up. The river will raise its own bed if confined be- 
tween levees until it flows on a ridge made higher and higher as levees 
are raised, and overflows will become more and more dangerous. 

I believe that Jefferson Davis was right when he said the leveeing of 
the Mississippi River to protect the lands would in the end prove to be 
a measure for the destruction of the lowlands of the Mississippi. Be- 
lieving the method itself to be entirely faulty, and believing that this 
appropriation is to be used mainly for the construction of levees—for 
carrying out a bad system—I am opposed to the bill, while I am not 
opposed to an appropriation as a means of improving the navigation of 
the Mississippi River, 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I will yield now for eight minutes to 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WHITE]. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, we are called upon to 
act hurriedly on this subject, before the report of the Mississippi River 
Commission has been laid before the House in print for our informa- 
tion. By referring to the statement of my colleague [Mr. WILLIS], 
made yesterday, as it is in to-day’s RECORD, you will find that this 
legislation is based on the recommendation of the President of the 
United States, and on a manuscript report of the Mississippi River 
Commisston which would make about a thousand printed pages. Mr. 
WILLIS said: 


The President of the United States, by a special message, has referred this sub- 
ject tothe consideration of Congress. The rage River Commission has 
made its report, upon which the message of the Presidentis based. Ry order of 
the House both of those documents were referred to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. A subcommittee was immediately appointed by that committee, 
who have had the report of the Mississippi River Commission under their care- 
ful consideration forthe past three or four days. That report embraces about 


1,800 printed pages. 

Now that is a remarkable statement of fact. But it is true that this 
House has nothing but the recommendation of the President and that 
of the committee, which is based upon the recommendation of the 
President, and a thousand pages of matter yet in manuscript before 
that committee, which they have only had for three or four days. 

Now, sir, I have not forgotten that two years ago the President rec- 
ommended to the House an appropriation of $5,000,000 for the Missis- 
sippi Riverand half a million of dollars for the Potomac flats, near this 
city. And I have not forgotten that the President, when we prepared 
a river and harbor bill carefully, after months of labor, night and day, 
vetoed the entire bill making appropriations for rivers and harborsand 
gave this as his reason: 

I feel the more bound to withhold my signature from the bill because of the 
peculiar evils which manifestly result from this infraction of the Constitution. 
Appropriations of this nature, to be devoted purely to local objects, tend to an 
increase in numberand inamount. As the citizens of one State find that money, 
to raise which they in common with the whole country are taxed, is to be ex- 
a for local improvements in another State, they demand similar benefits 

or themselves, and it is not unnatural that they should seek to indemnify them- 
selves for such use of the public funds by securing appropriations for similarim- 

rovements in their own neighborhood. Thus as the bill becomes more ob- 
jectionable it secures more support, This result is invariable, and necessarily 
follows a neglect to observe the constitutional limitations imposed upon the law- 
making power. é 

I am compelled to hasten. The point I make is this: that the Pres- 
ident bases his recommendation on the report of the commission, and 
the committee bases its recommendation on the recommendation of the 
President, while the report of the commission is not yet in print. We 
are asked to hurry up this bill for what? For laboron the Mississippi 
River? Notatall. In my humble opinion it is in the nature of a de- 
ficiency bill, and if we had an itemized account from the War Depart- 
ment it would show some startling facts. 

I find, sir, by looking at the reports of the Mississippi River Commis- 
sion (Executive Document No. 32, Forty-seventh Congress, second ses- 
sion, page 17), that $491,552 were expended on Plum Point reach. For 
what? For labor on construction? No, sir. Only $13,889 went for 
such labor. I find on Lake Providence reach $364,456 were expended. 
For what? For labor on construction? No, sir. Only $10,676 were 
expended for such labor there, 

Mr. HORR. Where is thesrest of it? 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Out of my eight minutes’ time I shall 
not occupy the attention of the committee to show what the rest of it 
was used for. Here is the report; the gentleman can examine it for 
himself. It did not go for labor on construction; the gentleman may 
be sureof that. It went forsurveying and to junketing trips along the 
river ; it went to build boats and into all sorts of expenditures. But 
the point I make, Mr. Chairman, is simply this, that if out of an ex- 
penditure of $856,000 only $24,500 went for labor on construction, and 
since it is estimated that it will take $33,000,000 to complete the pro- 
ject, Iwant to ask how many billions of money will be actually required 
tocomplete the whole line of the Mississippi River improvement as con- 
templated? Figure it out for yourselves, gentlemen, at your leisure, 
remembering that Captain Eads admitted before the Committee on 
Commerce in 1882 that a mistake of $2,000,000 had been made in the 


estimate by the levee commission of 1874 relative to closing up gaps in 
the levees. They estimated for $2,000,000, but $4,600,000 would be 
required 

There is a very popular opinion in this country, and I must avow 
that I share it in part, that the veto of the President in 1882 was not 
in the interest of cheap transportation, but in the interest of the rail- 
road kings in this country. Moreover, if the President expects to con- 
trol the Chicago convention on the 3d day of June next by bidding for 
Southern votes in his recommendation of the Mississippi River scheme, 
I think, sir, that he had better look a little sharp. 

I desire to call the attention of this committee, however, to another 
fact, that the combination referred to by the President in 1882 has 
manifested itself already in this House. Herecommends the Hennepin 
Canal this year. Twoyearsago he recommended the Potomac fiats and 
the Mississippi River business. This year he recommends one million 
for the Mississippi River as a sort of entering wedge for that gigantic 
scheme; then he goes one better, and recommends the Hennepin i 


You will find, Mr. Chairman, that the friends of the Hennepin Canal . 


and of the Mississippi River improvement will be standing side by side 
in the contest, with this difference, that the men in favor of the Hen- 
nepin Canal have possibly always been in favor of internal improve- 
ments by the Government, while the friends of the Mississippi River 
scheme have been on- the Democratic side of the question, and been for 
eighty years the opponents of internal improvements until the pros- 
pect of a two-billion-of-money scheme has won them all over., [Laugh- 
ter and applause. ] 

[Here the hammer fell. ] ; 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I simply take the floor 
at this time for the purpose of saying that I believe it will be demon- 
strated in the future that this Mississippi River improvement plan is 
the colossal waste and extravagance of the age. Ido not care if in 
the improvement of the navigation of the river it should result in re- 
claiming all of the inundated lands along the margin of the river—that 
is, if such shall prove to be the result of the plan intended in good 
faith for the improvement of the navigation of the river. Indeed, as 
I have had occasion to say once or twice already upon this floor in the 
discussion of this and kindred measures, I hope such may prove to be 
the result of any plan that may ultimately be successful in making its 
navigation complete. But I have said that I believed it would be 
dernonstrated that this is a vast waste and a tremendous extravagance, 
because I do not believe it is within the power of science by any man- 
ner of construction of embankments to confine the waters of the river 
within a narrower channel, to either improve the navigation of the 
river or secure from inundation the lands adjacent to it on either side. 

Years ago I, have myself seen the Mississippi River when it seemed 
to have no banks on either side. I was convinced, as I think every in- 
telligent gentleman would be who has witnessed it in those days of 
flood, that it was not in the power of science or within the limits of the 
possibilities of the Treasury of the people of this country to levee the 
Mississippi River within such limits as will protect the riparian own- 
ers; and it is singular to me that this system adopted by the Mississippi 
River Commission is intended to improve the navigation where there is 
too little water, and also to continue the same plan when there is too 
much water. Now I can understand perfectly well that where the 
river is shoal, where the bed is wide, where the water is shallow, by 
confining its waters by narrowing the channel you may improve the 
navigation; and if this system of levees or embankments, or whatever 
you may call it, was confined to such portions of the Mississippi River, 
I would havesome faith in its ultimate success. But whatis the truth? 
As was said by the distinguished gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER], 
and I think I may say from my own knowledge of the Lower Mississippi 
River, for eight to ten months in the year there is abundance of water 
all the way from the city of Memphis to the city of New Orleans. 

Indeed, the trouble that is experienced on the Lower Mississippi 
River is that there is too much water. And yet it is assumed here 
that an appropriation is to be made to make more navigable a river 
which is already too much so. What you gentlemen want—and you 
might just as well tell us so—on the Lower Mississippi River is not to 
improve its navigation when there is difficulty in getting your boats 
along over its sand-bars; but you want an improvement that will con- 
fine the waters of the stream within a channel when there is too much 
water there and when your lands are inundated bysit. And the Mis- 
sissippi River Commission has adopted a plan to diminish the volume 
of water by attempting to confine it within narrower limits; when 
anybody, whether he is a scientist or otherwise, who knows anything 
of the laws of hydrostatics, knows that what you want when you have 
too much water is to get clear of it; and you may say as much as you 
please about Captain Cowden being a crank and all that, my belief is 
that the relief you seek can only be got by the outlet system, tappin 
the Mississippi River when there is too much water and drawing it o 
the surface. } 

The time was when the Lower Mississippi country was not inun- 
dated as itis now. And why? Because when the river was at flood 
the water escaped into your bayous and your lagoons and your lakes, 
and they were filled with water. Nature had made the outlet. It 
went when it left the river into these places, where it remained. But 
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by the system of levees adopted by the States you endeavored to con- 
fine the river within its embankments; and a muskrat or a crawfish 
making a hole in the embankment, after a while the waters waging 
their war in that direction cut your levees, and your country became 
inundated. In the mean time, while in this way you rescued these low 
places, the result is they become filled, and now when your waters 
escape there is no place for them to go except all over the country, and 
you are inundated there. 

You have got to go back to the plan nature originally provided, to 
make some way by which these waters may escape from the river. It 
may be necessary to sacrifice some portions of your lands, but not to the 
extent they are now being sacrificed by these inundations of the river. 

[Here the hammer fell] 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I wish the committee would indulge me 
for two minutes more. 

The CHAIR. It is impossible for the committee to extend the time, 
the limitation having been fixed by the House. The gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS] is recognized. 

Mr. WILLIS. I yield the time allowed to the friends of the bill to 
the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Chairman, I do not know when I have 
listened to an address more plausible, more natural in the character of 
its views and in the order of their presentation and yet in my humble 
judgment more thoroughly impregnated with error, than that of the dis- 
tinguished gentleman who has just occupied the floor. Hespeaks, Mr. 
Chairman, about our giving to the river its original character and con- 
dition and oftour then enjoying the consequent protection. Then, sir, 
you must go back to the entire territory in the north of the Mississippi 
Valley and restore all the forests to the soil. Does not the gentleman 
know that the universal history and tendency of rivers is to deteriorate 
and degenerate as civilization advances? Does he not know that floods 
are precipitated upon the lower river now in a way that was not the 
custom in the early history of that stream? Sir, the troubles that are 
precipitated upon the lower river have their origin far more in the cul- 
tivated lands of the whole Northwest and in the valleys of the Ohio and 
the Missouri than they have in the conditions that exist from Cairo down. 

The gentleman from Indiana and others who spoke upon this question 
are profoundly impressed with the idea that the real germ and gist of 
this whole thing is levees for the protection of land. This, Mr. Chair- 
man, is no new question before this House. We have had report after 
report from a most eminent scientific commission, This matter began 
in 1876. For three years it was considered in Congress and discussed 
by scientific men; in 1879 this commission was originated. Four re- 
ports have been submitted by the commission indorsing this system as 
indispensable to the improvement of navigation. Three consecutive 
Presidents also have in turn urged this measure upon Congress, Mr. 
Hayes, Mr. Garfield, and Mr. Arthur; and for years Congress has becn 
guided into great and just preparatory expenditures by these united 
counsels. Now, this bill calls for a part of what is needed this year. 
Two committees in the Senate have just examined into the merits of 
the bill, and they have unanimously reported in its favor. Two com- 
mittees of the House of Representatives have just examined intoit, and 
they have unanimously reported in its favor, And the Senate has just 
unanimously passed the bill over which we have had so much contention. 

It is admitted that mattresses are an indispensable part of river 
improvement; it is admitted that jetties are an indispensable part of 
river improvement; and it is admitted by all of these eminent men 
whom we have commissioned to examine particularly into this matter 
that levies or channel dikes, which are nothing more than jetties made 
of earth on the bank instead of piles in the water, are an indispensable 
part of the only true system of the improvement of the navigation of 
the river, Do we mean to impeach the integrity of their statements? 
Do we mean to set our judgment against that of the united scientific 
investigation of the entire country? Do we mean to say now in view 
of this unanimous indorsement of these measures coming down through 
a line of Executives, through a line of Congresses, and through an un- 
broken line of scientific investigations, that we who confessedly have 
not examined into it know more about it than all of them together; and 
in the very flood-time of confidences and the best assurances of success 
shall we roll back the whole progress of this river’s improvement and 
wreck the fair prospects of ultimate success? 

We have never complained of tardiness of results, and now upon the 
first occasion of success are we going to discharge all the practitioners 
we brought into the case? 

Here comes one gentleman citing figures. Does he expect that this 
commission is going to work without first purchasing its plant? Is 
it to their discredit that they build boats upon which to construct mat- 
tresses; that they buy pile-drivers; that they buy tugboats; that they 
make these large expenditures which you might expect and of reason 
must demand? And other gentlemen find fault because cooks are em- 
ployed for the men thus engaged. Must theynot eat? Engineers and 
cler\s are employed. Must there be no organization? 

The discrepancy between the money spentand the numberof laborers 
in sight is easily explained. A large part of this work is done by con- 


tract. It is by contract that the stone is obtained; by contract that the 
willows for the mattresses are obtained; by contract that the land dikes 


or levees are built; by contract that the piles are obtained, and it isby 
machinery that they are put into the ground. 

Now we know perfectly well, taking the assurances of these gentle- 
men who have examined into this matter, that if you leave this work 
in an uncontinued state, if you leave thiscommission with empty hands, 
when exigencies arise, from the character of the soil and the nature of 
the stream, the river can destroy in a few weeks the outlay of millions 
of money and of years of toil. 

There was a time when the Gulf of Mexico extended to Cairo, very 
much as Hudson’s Bay extends into the northern partof this continent. 
Allof the bed below Cairo upon which the Mississippi flows is a made 
bed. There is no analogy between that and the rocky banks and beds 
of the streams in the uplands. 

We know that the Mississippi River is really a system of lakes from 
Cairo down, and in a strict sense it is not a river at all; but, as Mr. 
Calhoun said, it isan inland sea. There are thirty-three reaches or 
lakes between Cairo and New Orleans. It is a succession of lakes and 
portages; and at the upper end and at the lower end and all through 
the whole extent of these lakes, reaches, and portages we find exactly 
the same phenomena and difficulties to contend with that Captain Eads 
overcame at the mouth of the river, where it makes its last departure 
into that great lake, the Gulf of Mexico. Bars are formed at the upper 
and lower ends and all through these lakes or reaches; for the river, 
almost human in its actions, after exhausting its energy in the bends, 
drops the huge loads from its Titan arms as it spreads out to rest over 
the broad expanse below. . 

As to the practical results to commerce, are gentlemen ignorant of 
the fact that a statement was made by a convention of merchants as- 
sembled in Saint Louis that the increased insurance because of these 
bars in these reaches or lakes amounts to more than ten millions of . 
dollars annually over the sum which would be required if this work 
were completed? This is one practical demonstration of the necessity 
of this work. The tonnage now creeping through these frequent dan- 
gers amounts to over 4,000,000 tons per annum. Not only can the 
$10,000,000 of extra insurance be saved, but this tonnage can be 
doubled, and the freight charges, now often 50 per cent. less than that 
of the railroads to the seaboard, can be reduced yet a large percentage 
more. 

I believe that this House did not yesterday care even to debate this 
question. The debate came on in a gradual way, and, as my friend 
from Arkansas [Mr. Duxy] described it, in a somewhat regretable 
way. But ithascome. It is with diffidence that I make the closing 
argument upon the main bill for my committee, and it is with regret 
that I r ize the expiration of my time. 

Now as to the fault findings and criticisms of gentlemen on this 
floor, who admit that they have not investigated this subject, I hold 
that the action of the Senate and its committees, the action of the 
House and its committees, the recommendation of the President, and 
the action of the commission through successive years, is a sufficient 
reply to what they have said. 

As I surrender the floor I desire tosay that I wish the tongue of the 
gifted Garfield could be again heard here upon this floor in advocacy 
of this measure to which his far-seeing sagacity caused him to render 
such efficient support. I would revive the aspirations of nearly all of 
the great statesmen of our history, who saw in the ultimate improve- 
ment of the 50,000 miles of navigable streams in the Mississippi Val- 
ley, streams of which this great river is the main stem—the whole 
covering the grandest country and making the grandest system of free 
commercial intercouse on earth—God’s best assurance of happiness, 
of liberty, and of union to this people. 

Mr. WILLIS. I now yield the remainder of my time to the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. How much time is that? 

The CHAIRMAN. There is one minute remaining. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I do not desire to take the floor for one 
minute. 

Mr. WILLIS. Then I ask that the general debate may be consid- 
ered as closed. 

The CHAIRMAN. General debate having been closed, the bill is 
now open to amendment and debate under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I offer the amendment which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided further, That the money hereby ayproprissod exceptso much thereof 
as it shall be necessary to expend in preventing the works in progress on other 
portions of the river from waste and injury) shall be e: nded in the continua- 
tion and ‘completion of the works on some one reach of the river now in prog- 
ress of improvement as established by the commission, to the end that the 
proposed improvement of one of the reaches of the river on which works are in 

rogress shall be completed at an early ryt and the plan of said commission 

for the improvement of the navigation of the river fully tested. The reach to 
be so completed shall be designated by the commission, and report of such 
designation made to Congress at the earliest practicable period, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I base this proposition on the opinion expressed by 
the Chief of Engineers, General Wright, who in testifying before a com- 
mittee of Congress at the last session used the following language: 


It has always been my view that only one reach of the river should be at- 
tacked first, say the Plum Point reach. That was the worst reach in the river. 


: striking out the last word. 
-appropriation that the plan proposed by the Mississippi River Commis- 
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It always seemed well to me that Con: should appropriate money enough to 
make a fair test n that reach, and to wait until the results there were suffi- 
ciently known before attempting anything beyond. 


This proposition is simply based upon the judgment of the Chief of 
Engineers. The river, as the committee will remember, is divided by 
the Mississippi Commission into reaches of varying lengths, from fifty 
miles to one hundred and more. The two reaches in progress of im- 
provement and on which several million have been expended are the 
Plum Point reach and Lake Providence reach. Plum Point reach has 
had expended upon it up to this time $1,250,000. There will be re- 

-quired to complete that reach perhaps $3,839,000 more. I take it for 
granted that if Congress shall adopt this proposition the work on the 
Plum Point reach will be prosecuted by the commission to an early 

-completion. Then Congress and the country can determine from the 
result of this completed work whether it is proper to proceed with fur- 
ther expenditures upon the plan of the commission. 

There has been expended for the construction and repair of levees up 

-to this time (if the reports are correct) $1,350,000 of the last appropria- 
tion of $4,100,000. Without stopping to discuss now the question 
whether the levee system is necessary to the improvement of the river, 

-or the power of Congress to appropriate money for the construction ot 
levees to protect private property, permit me to say that by adopting a 
single reach—a reach of from fifty to one hundred miles—long enough to 
illustrate fully the working of the plan, it will not be necessary to re- 
sort to the experiment of the levee system, for the building of levees 
has not heretofore been confined to the portion of the river under im- 
provement. On the contrary, if the proposition I submit shall be 


- accepted, it willinvolve simply the expenditure of money in the improve- 


ment of navigation and nothing beyond. Iam not willing for one to 


-appropriate large sums of money to be spent indefinitely and every- 


where upon that river under a plan which competent engineers 
as an experiment until a fair test is made of that plan. If that test 


-shall establish the practicability and efficiency of the plan of the com- 


mission to improve the navigation of the river, then further appropria- 
tions can be made with confidence and safety; then, I think, Congress, 
without any hesitation or fear of failure, might proceed to improve the 


-entire river from Cairo to the Gulf. 


The vast region of country on the Mississippi River between Cairo 


-and the Gulf is not the region especially or mainly interested in the 


navigation of that great river. Itis a question affecting the navigation 


of the Ohio River, the upper Mississippi. and their great tributaries, 
-and the interests of the great States on their borders. It is the com- 


merce of the great States northwest and northeast of the mouth of 
the Ohio River, as well as of the great States on the Lower Mississippi 


seeking an outlet to the Gulf, that are interested in improving the nav- 


igation of the Mississippi. That commerce is not so greatly embarrassed 


-as might be supposed from the views expressed by gentlemen here. 


But the great river undoubtedly admits of great improvement, and 
reasonable appropriations undoubtedly should be made for that pur- 
pose, even large appropriations. But here is a gigantic system: the 
river is divided into stations, and the improvement of one of them, 
testing the entire plan, will determine whether it is the part of wisdom 
that the vast sums proposed to be expended in improving the navigation 


-of the Mississippi River should be expended upon the system now 


being tried—a system which in the nature of things must be, until 
fully tested, an experiment. Other plans have been proposed. Let us 
test fully and fairly the plan of this commission, and if it is found to 
really and permanently improve the navigation of the river, the country 
will justify the expenditure of even the large sums proposed. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I move to amend the amendment by 
It is assumed by gentlemen who favor this 


sion has not only been fully indorsed by the House but that its success 
has been demonstrated. And they also attempt to close the controversy 
by asserting that the engineers who originated this plan are ‘‘the hest 
in the world,” using the lan è employed yesterday by the distin- 
guished gentleman from Illinois Mr. THOMAS]. 
Now, it is unfortunate for us that in this matter failure has had no 
chroniclers. We might have learned very important lessons if we had 
~only had some committee of this House to exhibit the frequent instances 
in which the plans of these distinguished engineers have proved fail- 
ures. I do not doubt their capacity. I am not attacking their judg- 
ment. Iam only assuming that the Mississippi River is too large for 
the science of the day. IfI am not mistaken, distinguished engineers 
once hit upon a plan by which, as was supposed, they could deepen 
‘the Gulf of Mexico at Galveston. They supposed that, if they would 
‘only dip out the quicksands they would get ter depth of water. 
‘They forgot that quicksands, like water, will sek a level. It was about 
cas impossible to deepen the harbor at Galveston by taking out the 
quicksand as it would have been to lower the waters of the Gulf by 
dipping with a tin cup. After we had dumped something less than 
half a million of dollars in Galveston Harbor, even these distinguished 
scientific gentlemen came to the conclusion that their plan was a 
failure, 
Mr. REAGAN. The gentleman will allow me to say that there 

never has been such a plan proposed at Galveston, 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Well, whether I have stated the plan 
correctly or not, I have stated the result correctly; and so far as the 
practical question is concerned that is the same thing. 

Mr. OCHILTREE. There has been two feet increase of water there 
within the last three years. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I suppose that when the Gulf is “on a 
high ” the depth of water increases. I remember that at one time the 
waters of the Gulf were about three to six feet deep on the island; but 
I do not know that that was the result of any scientific engineering on 
the part of these distinguished men of the War Department, Í 

Now, it is a mistake to assume that the scientists of the country are 
in accord upon this plan. If I am correctly advised this very plan of 
improvement was once passed upon by a board of distinguished en- 
gineers of the War Department, and they disapproved it. Before this 
commission had adopted it, before it was attempted to be put into opera- 
tion at all, it was discussed and disapproved by gentlemen of science. 

Now, Mr, Chairman, as I have no time to discuss some other ques- 
tions in this connection, I desire to close by saying that I expect this 
bill will pass. Indeed I am not sure but it ought to pass. This is an 
experiment. I have made my prediction. It may be that Iam nota 
prophet. I hope Iam not. I sincerely hope that this plan may ac- 
complish all that its friends anticipate. I am ing to see the sum 
of $1,000,000 appropriated for the purpose of testing the plan. I hope 
it will be appropriated. I should.not have made these observations if 
there was not connected with this appropriation a further expenditure 
of fifty or perhaps one hundred million. Before we make any such ex- 
penditure let us test the plan. ’ 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Chairman, I rise to oppose the amendment of the 

ntleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]; and I have sought the floor 
or the purpose of challenging and correcting the exceedingly erroneous 
and incorrect statement made on yesterday by the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. HEPBURN]. He said: 

Now, sir, this statement is without reference to the two hundred and fourteen 
laborers that I find upon the Blue Book. Taking into account their services, 
the $72,000 paid to them, the yearly expenditure of this commission, without ref- 
erence to other sums expended for labor, material, &¢., used in building em- 
bankments, reveitments, dams, mattresses, or anything of that sort is $500,790. 
And in addition to that you must add the monthly pay of the military officers 
upon the commission. I was not able to ascertain accurately what that was, 
but it is something in the neighborhood of $15,000, making the annual expenses 
of the commission for personal services, without including sums paid to persons 
called “laborers,” more than $525,000. 


I read from the RECORD of to-day. He deliberately makes the state- 
ment that the Mississippi River Commission is guilty of the grossest 
extravagance, and has spent the enormous sum of $525,0u0 per an- 
num, exclusive of the sums expended upon the works of improvement 
of theriver. This isa sweeping charge, and was made with the appear- 
ance of authority and great assurance. It made an impression upon 
the House; indeed, sir, it deceived some members of this House, and, 
if allowed to go uncontradicted, is calculated to deceive the country. 
We all know that the laws absolutely forbid any officers of this Gov- 
ernment from expending any money or to contract any liability what- 
ever in excess of the appropriations made for the particular purpose by 
Congress, and if this commission have done so they have violated the 
law and should be punished. ; 

I will read from the last sundry civil appropriation act making ap- 
propriations for the current fiscal year (22 Statutes at Large). The par- 
agraph for the Mississippi River Commission is as follows: 

For the Mississippi River Commission as follows: 

For salaries an veling expenses of the commission, office expenses, and 
reduction of work, for continuation of surveys and gaugings of the Mississi: 
River and its tributaries, for permanent gauge stations and borings and for pu 
lication of maps and results, $150,000; and an itemized statement of the expend- 
iture of this sum shall be included with the annual report of the comm! 
to Congress. 

One hundred and fifty thousand dollars! Not for fine cooks and 
clerks and riotous living, as that gentleman would have us believe, 
but for “‘salaries, traveling expenses of the commission, office expenses, 
and reduction of work; for continuation of surveys, and gaugings of the 
Mississippi River and its tributaries; for permanent gauge-stations and 
borings, and for publication of maps and results;’’ and they are re- 
quired to render annually, and do render, itemized accounts of their 
expenditures. That annual itemized account is before us, Theone of 
last year I have here before me, showing that their expenditures were 
only $140,000, and that there was at the end of that fiscal year an un- 
expended balance of $35,000, which has gradually accumulated during 
the four or five years of their existence. Sir, upon this state of facts 
from the records and official reports comment is unnecessary. 

I will not believe that he deliberately intended to deceive the House, 
but rather I will believe that he was himself misled and deceived by 
the delusive appearances of the Blue Book, which does not pretend to 
give any account ofsums of money expended, and that he fell into this 
great blunder simply trom want of careful investigation. 

But, sir, be the source of his error what it may, being found utterly 
without foundation, it taints all he said with suspicion of error and forces 
distrust, There isno more foundation for his charge that this isa great 
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levee scheme for protection against overflows and not for the improve- 
ment of navigation. The original law creating the commission and 
authorizing this great work to be undertaken declared that it was to 
“ give ease and safety to navigation.” Every bill that has ever passed 
making appropriations for this work has provided that no part of the 
money appropriated should be used for any purpose except “to improve 
navigation.” Noone ever advocated one of these appropriations for 
any other purpose, and his charge that it is for levees, for protection 
merely, is equally unfounded as his first charge. The commission 
have nothing to do with the expenditure of money for the construction 
of works. That is given exclusively to the Secretary of War. He 
places engineers of the Army in charge of the work. They conduct it 
as all other river and harbor improvements are conducted by them, and 
they give itemized accounts of all their expenditures. 

Sir, all the statements of the gentleman from Iowa are thus shown 
to be equally reckless and without foundation. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. SKINNER] said he found noth- 
ing in this bill now before the House looking to the improvement of 
the river; that it was all for levees. £ 

Sir, that gentleman seems to be equally as unfortunate or reckless 
as the other to whom I have just paid my respects. Evidently he has 
not even read the bill nor heard it read. There is an absolute prohi- 
bition in the bill of any use of money except for improving naviga- 
tion. I will read the bill. 


otherwise tn giyen for the improvement of the Mississippi River, which 
said sum sha! 
cordance with the pane, specifications, estimates, and recommendations of the 


the appointment of a Mississippi River commission for fhe improvement of said 
river of the near its mouth, to its headwaters,’ approved 
June 28, 1879: Provided, T. i used 


Mr. SKINNER, of New York. Allow me to ask the gentleman a 


question. 
Mr. DUNN. No, sir. 
A MEMBER. Itsays ‘‘ with a view.” 


Mr. DUNN. Or for that purpose. This commission have concealed 
nothing from this House or the country. They have submitted a plan 
of improvement of navigation as an entirety, and what they ask is to 
be allowed to go on—not with a part of that plan, leaving it exposed 
to destruction because of its incompleteness, but to go forward with all 
the plan as a whole. They have not recommended the adoption of part 
of the plan, but all of it as an entirety. They would not be willing to 
be responsible for any experiment with part of their plan. We should 
accept it as a whole or reject it altogether. The gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr. HoLMAN], who we all know has always steadily opposed this 
measure, asks that the work be now confined to one reach. There are 
six or seven reaches of disturbed navigation for which the commission 
have asked appropriations. Four of them are below Memphis. There 
are two hundred miles of disturbed navigation, in the aggregate, in- 
cluded in these reaches. 

The effort of the opponents of this measure a year ago was to limit 
the improvement to two reaches, That was yielded to by the friends 
of the measure; and it was the motion of the same gentleman then. 
Now they ask to limit it to one, and await proofs of the success of the 
experiment as they call it. We have waited the year, and with the 
report before us come ‘confirmations strong as proofs of Holy Writ,” 
and ‘‘yet they are not happy.” As proofs increase and multiply their 
doubts thicken; and the more the plan of the commission succeeds the 
less they want done. In the exercise of a wise diseretion in the selec- 
tion of a plan of improvement the commission have chosen that which 
will do the most good and accomplish the most complete success. 

Do the opponents of the measure desire that plan chosen which will 
do the least good and fall short of success? 

(Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr, JEFFORDS. I move tostrike out the last word of the amend- 
ment, Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentlemen who are opposing the pas- 

of this bill seem to have conjured up a specter. They have argued 
this question from beginning to end as though we were asking for an 
* appropriation for levees, There is not one word in the bill on the sub- 
ect of levees. Sir, when the time,comes those who are, friendly to 
evees will be willing and ready to meet the gentlemen who are opposed 
to appropriating money for the building of levees. We claim this great 
issippi Valley contains at least one-half of the wealth and intelli- 
gos of the United States, and that whatever affects their welfare af- 
ects the welfare of the other citizens of the United States; and you 
do anything that will endanger the development of the Mississippi 
Valley, and you prevent the development of the United States. 

We claim, or I shall, at least, as one of the friends of that measure 
claim, that under the general welfare clause of the Constitution, and 
also under that other clause which grants to Congress the right to regu- 
late commerce between the seyeral States, we have the right to ask 
and that has the right to grant appropriations of money to 
build levees upon that river. And like the gentleman from Colorado 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


per BELFORD], all the citizens of the Mississippi Valley will be in 
vor of appropriating not only one million, not Millions, but if 
necessary one hundred millions, of money to reclaim that vast and fer- 
tile region which is tributary to the wealth and power of this land. 
And, Mr. Chairman, if you refuse to pass this bill you endanger all 
that has been already done, and subject the people of this country to 
tremendous loss thereby. I have the honor to represent a district‘in 
Mississippi which has become somewhat historical, the well-known 
““Shoe-String’’ district, extending for over four hundred miles along 
the banks of the Mississippi River. I have seen the work of this im- 
provement from its inception and during its whole progress up to this 
time; some portions of it I have seen every day, some parts of it every 
‘week, and other parts every month. There has been a vast outlay to 
accumulate the outfit or plant for the Government along the river 
which this appropriation is asked to protect and to hold the advantage 
which the Government has already obtained in the work so far done. 
Sir, if you refuse this appropriation all that work must go for naught. 
There has been a friendly and imous disposition shown here 
by members on both sides of this Howe I am satisfied the majority 
is going to pass this bill, and I feel like thanking Democrats and 
Republicans alike who have given ittheir support. -Continue this work 
upon the Mississippi River. Continue these appropriations until you 
ascertain whether or not it is a mere experiment or whether it will re- 
sult in success, and I say to all of you that it will do more to cement 
and harmonize this Union than if we were at war with half the na- 
tions of the earth. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ELLIS. Mr. Chairman, while that clock is making five minutes 
it will be impossible for me to reply in the course of this debate as I 
had hoped to reply to the vagaries, the inconsistencies, the false ideas, 
and the misconceptions of gentlemen who have spoken on this subject 
before this committee. I can now but address myself to the amend- 
ment pending before the committee. 

The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE] who has just addressed 
the committee is a little bit inconsistent. Last year I spent some months 
with him in the investigation of this whole question. He went into 
that investigation hostile to the improvement; and while the over- 
whelming testimony of the engineers and of the vast majority of the 
practical men of the country sustained the plan and workings of the 
Mississippi River Commission he remained unconvinced. He is still 
consistent in his hostility to the measure, but a little inconsistent now 
in the desire he has expressed to confine the appropriation for this work 
to one single reach of the river, for last year he joined in a report that 
it should be extended to two of the great reaches of the river. 

What is the object of this appropriation here so hastily sought? I 
can not stand here and answer the arguments that have been made to 
the effect that it is intended for levees alone. Why, sir, the bill an- 
swers and refutes that itself. The very of the bill is that 
**no portion of the money appropriated shall be expended for the pro- 
tection or improvement, in any manner, of private property.” Why, 
have gentlemen looked at the billat all? Have they examined to see 
what its terms are? Are they aware of the fact that not one dollar of 
it is to be expended for any other purpose than the protection and pros- 
ecution of this great work, a greater than which this great Government 
has not in progress and never had? Confine it, if you will, to one 
pointon the river, and you impair the brain and the thought and the 
action of that commission, and you will hold it responsible for failure, 
This you would do at the suggestion of men whoare not sufliciently fa- 
miliar with the great principles of engmeering to build a flutter-wheel 
or to understand the mysteries of a coffee-mill. Confine it, then, to one 
reach of the river. In six weeks comes the resistless flood. Then this 
vast nditure of money and time for plant, upon which so much 
labor and money and brains have been expended, will be swept away 
or injured, not at one point alone, but everywhere along the whole course 
of the river where the work has been progressing. Not alone will the 
destruction occur at Plum Point, but at Providence reach, at. Mem- 
phis, at Vicksburg, and at the mouth of the Red River, where the com- 
ntission has been laboring. All the works will be injured, and yet the 
hostility of the gentleman from Indiana, and those léd by him, would 
have all of this plant and material subjected to waste and destruction 
in a penny-wise and pound-foolish policy inconsistent with the dictates. 
of common sense or the most ordinary views of statesmanship. Sir, 
that commission in its composition embodies in it the best talent of 
this countryin engineering principles. Ay, sir, I will tell the gentle- 
man from Indiana that there is not an abler engineer here in this whole 
country than those that are engaged in this great work. You have 
formulated the law ca@ating that commission; you surrendered this 
great river throughout all its length and breadth to the control of this 
commission. You told them, “Go and solve this problem; doubtful 
theories, conflicting theories, have been advanced, and we could notagree 
upon what is best to be done.’’ In response to the clamor that came, 
not from Louisiana, not from Mississippi, not from Arkansas, so much 
as from the great and growing Northwest, asking for a freeand untram- 
meled pathway to the sea—in obedience to that you created this com- 
mission, gave them the whole subject-matter in charge, and now you 
propose to fetter their brain, to unnerve their arm, and tie them down 
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where the property of the Government is being wasted by the coming 
flood. Gentlemen, where is your sense, where is your statesmanship, 
to entertain such a proposition? 
[Here the hammer fell. ] 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The committee informally rose; and the Speaker resumed the chair. 
Certain messages, in writing, from the President of the United States 

were communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 
The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 


IMPROVEMENT OF MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 


The pro forma amendment was withdrawn. 

Mr. GIBSON. I renew the pro forma amendment. 

I regret very much that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], 
who professes to be a friend to an experiment such as his amendment 
relates to, should have seen fit to attack this bill in the manner in 
which he has attacked it. Ifthe action of the commission is to be re- 
. garded as a mere experiment, if all that has been done is to be regarded 
as proving nothing, then the whole foundation of the action of the River 
and Harbor Committee, the whole foundation of the action of the Presi- 
dent, the whole foundation of the action of the Senate, and the whole 
iret of the action of the Mississippi River Commission rest upon 
nothing. 

If this bill is passed, why should this expenditure be confined to one 
particular point? If there are any works there to be saved, if there 
are any national interests there to be preserved, they ought to be pre- 
served at all points as well as one. The facts in this case are that two 
points have been selected by the Government of the United States, and 
these have been improved in pursuance of the law. Why should the 
House now say that one-half of that work shall be thrown away and 
only the other half be preserved? If one-half is entitled to be protected, 
certainly the other half is, and the reasons advanced by gentlemen upon 
the other side, that this money has been expended not in labor but 
upon other things, will not support any such position as that taken by 
the gentleman from Indiana. 

It is true that thousands and thousands of dollars have been ex- 
pended under the head of labor in a way that does not appear to suit 
the ideas of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WHITE]. But any 
fair and honest man looking at the report of this commission will see 
that every solitary dollar that has been expended in preparing to do 
this work must have been expended before any labor could have been 
expended upon it. Now, is the House to stand still and allow the 
floods or the waters in their ordinary condition to wash away or to 
destroy all this work, or are they to stand still and allow the very 
plants, the steamboats, &c., purchased there by the Government to rot 
away? While we are improving only one point the works at the other 
point will not be preserved, the plant there will be destroyed, and we 
will then have to make further appropriations to build that which we 
now have, instead of an appropriation simply to preserve it. If the ar- 
gument is good for any appropriation at all, itis good for the whole; 
and if it is not good for the whole, it is not good for any. 

I hope gentlemen will meet this matter in a fair, honest, and manly 
way; that if opposed to the improvement they will vote against it, and 
if they are in favor of it they will not undertake to kill the bill by in- 
sidious amendments. e 

[Here the hammer fell. ] i 

Mr. HISCOCK. This appropriation is certainly asked for at an un- 
usual period of time. Weareasked to vote this money, as has been well 
said, without the information before us upon which it is assumed the 
President of the United States acted, and upon which doubtless the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors acted in reporting this bill to the House. 
And therefore, sir, it is well that the amendment of the gentleman from 
Indiana should be adopted; that we should confine the expenditure of 
this money to one of the places upon which the Government has ex- 
pended the money in the past. 

Whena this improvement was first sought after and when the appro- 
priation was first made for it we found in the bill restrictions that the 
money should be expended only for the purpose of improving naviga- 
tion; and there was at least a hint in the bill that none of it should be 
expended for the levees. When the last appropriation was made, sub- 
stantially the same language that was incorporated in the first bill was 
used. But this bill comes here without any restrictions as to the ex- 
penditure of the money. At least they are in so mild language that 
the utmost latitude will be allowed to the commission. 

It has been said here on the floor that all the engineerstrength of the 
country pronounced that this plan which has been submitted by the 
commission is a success. I say, in answer to that assertion, that the en- 
gineer force of the country has, with great unanimity, stated that this 
money ought to be expended at one point. Itis true that some of them 
have recommended the extension of it to two points; and if we were 
discussing here a large appropriation and not an appropriation which is 
in its terms a deficiency, I would say extend it to two points. But 
when this is, as I have stated, an appropriation really for the current 
year, not for the next year, an extraordinary appropriation, I say with- 
out the facts before us we should adopt the suggestion which has been 
made by eminent engineers, that the og nen should be devoted 
to one of these points on the Mississippi River. 


; 


We have a report from a committee of this House upon this subject. 
And, sir, I remember when that committee undertook to discuss this 
question upon a previous occasion it was at least insinuated that it did 
not make a proper examination. I desire to call the attention of this 
committee to the names of at least three members of that committe: 
of a former House that investigated the subject. It is true that my 


friend from Indiana was upon that committee. An eminent gentleman 
from Massachusetts, Governor Robinson, was upon that committee, arul 
a more eminent man, whom you have honored by placing in the Speaker’s 
chair, was upon that committee. In the report submitted by the ma- 
jority of the committee it was recommended that all the money should 
be expended on Providence reach and Plum Point reach; that all the 
appropriations made for this great work should be expended on these 
two reaches. Then, Isay theamendment which has been offered by the 
gentleman from Indiana does not propose too much when it proposes 
that this extraordinary appropriation should be devoted to one of them. 

It has been said here that we propose to let the properts of the Gov- 
ernment be destroyed. Notso. If I understand the amendment of 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], he proposes that enough 
of this money shall be expended to preserve the property of the Gov- 
ernment; ay, enough of it to preserve the works as far a$ they have pro- 

But so farasnew works are concerned, you shall extend them: 
only upon one of these reaches. e 

If the purpose of gentlemen on the other side is not for the protection 
of the lands along the Mississippi River, with incidental improvement 
of the navigation, I ask them to accept the proposition which has been. - 
tendered to them by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], 89- 
that we can demonstrate by practical experience whether this money is. 
being or will be wasted, and whether we can, by the plan which has- 
been adopted by the Mississippi River Commission, aid in the improve- 
ment of that great river. Iam entirely willing for one to vote all the 
money necessarily required for purposes of improving navigation, butI 
am not ready, I am not willing, to votë money solely and only for the- 
purpose of protecting the alluvial lands along the Mississippi River. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of thegentleman has expired, and the- 
he se} debate upon the amendment to the amendment has been ex 

usted. 

Mr. GIBSON. I withdraw the proforma amendment. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I renewit.’ Iam inclined to regard the op- 
portunity fur discussing the pending proposition as mainly one for gen- 
tlemen to show their ability to entertain. I have not regarded with 
the least anxiety any evidence to prevent the passage of the bill. 

The President tells us, in his special message on this subject, that 
this appropriation is absolutely n . We have a commission 
organized by authority of Congress for the purpose of making this ex- 
penditure. The Mississippi Riverimprovement contemplating the pres- 
ent work was inaugurated earnestly in the Forty-third Congress, The 
improvement began at the mouth of the river by the expenditure of” 
twelve or thirteen millions of dollars, and that improvement, as far as 
it has now gone, has revolutionized the commerce of this country and 
affects the commerce of the world. 

This is not merely a sectional matter; it is one of great national im- 
portance, affecting the producer and consumer hereand abroad. What 
has been the result of deepening the mouth of the Mississippi River so 
that vessels drawing 26 feet can come up to New Orleans? It has made 
New Orleans the second export city of this nation. New Orleans to- 
day exports more of the products of the country than either Philadel- 
phia, Boston, Baltimore, or any of the Pacific cities. Heavy articles 
of freight are naturally seeking the cheapest routes to market. ` 

We formerly sent all our products to market over the Alleghany 
Mountains by steam. We are nowsending large amounts of the prod- 
ucts of the Northwest down the Mississippi River by means of cheaper 
water transportation. x 

What is the use of gentlemen speaking against this mode of improv- 
ing the navigation of that river? The mouth of the river was deep- 
ened in this way by Captain Eads. He took large willow baskets, filled 
them with stone, and sunk them in the river banks, making levees. 
Who cares how you improve the navigation of this great national sys- 
tem, provided it is done, done quickly, and done well? 

What has been the effect of the improvement of the Mississippi River 
by deepening the channel at its mouth? It has compelled the Cana- 
dian Government to improve the Welland canal system, so as to give an 
outlet for the products of the t West through the Saint Lawrence 
system. That compelled New York to take the tolls off the Erie Canal 
to save her commerce by the lakes. What hasbeen the result? It has 
been to bring down the cost of transportation, so that we can continue to 
compete with the system of water transportation in Russia and with 
asystem ofrailroads which are being constructed from the Indian Ocean 
in British India to reach the grain fields of the temperate zone of that 
country. They raise there half as much wheat as we do in the United 
States; 240,000,000 bushels last year. There is a world-wide strug- 
gle going on between the two English-speaking nations as to which 
shall furnish the bread for the marxetsof Europe. A reductionon the 
East Indian railway system of 18 cents a bushel on wheat was made 
last year, with a view to competition with the States and Territories 
of ourcountry. Great Britain desires to get her grain from her depend- 
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encics instead of buying it from us. They strive to keep pace with our 
commercial development by a systematic national policy. It is not a 
good time for us to hesitate about whether we shall improve navigation 
by raising the banks of a river or by deepening its channel, 

If you by negative votes here prevent the appropriation of money to 
continue this work on the Mississippi River on the system which has 
been followed, the result will be that you will give our great compet- 
itorsuch anadvantageas we may never getover. The contestis between 
the prairies of the great West, with their intelligent workers and fine 
machinery, and the temperate zone of India, with its primitive imple- 
ments and untutored labor, as to which shall furnish breadstuffs to 
the markets of Europe and meats and dairy products to the world. 
One hundred and twenty thousand miles of railway require the cor- 
rective power of lake, canal, and river to moderate rates. The grain 
wave has moved into the Mississippi States and Territories, that are the 
great productive centers at present. 

We are now engaged in a system of internal improvement that not 
only allows us to carry on this competition, but enables the Northwest 
to send many millions of dollars’ worth of our products down the Mis- 
sissippi River every year. The last ten years’ development of our com- 
merce have brought us cheaper transportation for our products, moved 
the western farm nearer the seaboard and enhanced its value. 

Weare now sending to the Southern States accessible to the Missis- 
sippi and its tributaries and bringing up lumber thatis especially suited 
to the wants of the manufacturing West. We also bring up iron, iron 
ore, and cotton, and manufacture them in the State of Iowa and other 
Western States. The South has much to sell that the West needs. 
They buy heavily from the West. We want everything done that pos- 
sibly can be done to enable us to carry on the development of our com- 
merce that every year becomes more universal in its character, and of 
our lands, not only along the Mississippi River but in the whole West. 

The whole basin of the Mississippi River is becoming unified in its 
requirements anf more national in its development; the whole great 
valley is interested in this improvement. It means also cheaper bread 

and meat to the Eastern manulacturer. The land lying on every stream 
running into the Mississippi River is interested in it. Wherever in the 
world our commerce goes, there this improvement is felt. 

I have not thought that there was any disposition to prevent the 
passage of this bill; criticism will be in place on the regular appropri- 
ation; amendments will only perplex and delay. No gentleman has 
favored us with an objection serious enough in its character to require 
-special attention. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WILLIS. Before the vote is taken on the pending amendment 
I wish to call special attention to one or two features of it. And pre- 
liminary to the statement I desire to make, I wish to say that I take this 
to be the most important amendment to be offered to this bill.. Before 
attempting its brief discussion, I desire, with the permission of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], to ask him a question. Thatis, 
whether, if this amendment prevails, he will vote for this bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I do not think that is a parliamentary question. 
[Laughter. } : 

Mr. WILLIS. I take it for granted—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. No; the gentleman can take nothing for granted —— 

Mr. WILLIS. [take it for granted that the gentleman desires to 
:aid us in the discussion of this subject. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I represent a constituency as much interested in the 
-actual improvement of the navigation of the Mississippi River as the 
gentleman’s; and he can take nothing for granted by my silence as to 
how I will ultimately vote on this bill. 

Mr, HISCOCK. I do not believe this question should be prejudiced 
by whatever answer the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] may. 
make, I favor the gentleman’s amendment, and I certainly shall vote 
for the bill if it prevails. 

Mr. WILLIS. Iam very glad the gentleman has acted as a proxy 
for the gentleman from Indiana in answering my question. My object 
in asking it was to ascertain whether this amendment came from the 
friends or opponents of the bill. 

Mr. HISCOCK. So far as I have advocated it, I have done so as a 
friend of the bill. 

Mr. WILLIS. Now, Mr. Chairman, either this appropriation of 
$1,000,000 ought or ought not to be made. If it ought to be made, its 
claim to favorable action rests solely upon the fact that if is an emer- 
gency appropriation. If it be not true that the plant of the Govern- 
ment and its works now in progress are jeopardized by an impending 
flood, by this prospective spring rise, then the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, the President of the United States, and the Senate of the 

United States have been mistaken in supporting this appropriation. 
The whole argument of the friends of this immediate appropriation 
rests upon those facts. 

If the gentleman from Indiana had presented his amendment last 
year it would have beentimely. He did present a similar amendment. 
What was it? That amendment limited the appropriation of money 
to two reaches, Plum Point reach and Lake Providence reach. The 
friends of the Mississippi River at that time claimed that there were 
seven or eight reaches which ought to come under the consideration of 
the Mississippi River Commission; but the opponents of the bill claimed 


then, as they claim now, and with more authority then than now, that 

this work wasan experiment; and they succeeded in passing an amend- 

at limiting the appropriation to two reaches upon the Mississippi 
iver, 

Now let us look at this question as business men. Suppose we had 
been discussing the propriety of building a house with four rooms or 
with two, and had finally concluded to build a two-room house. Sup- 
pose those two rooms were half completed, and the winds and rains ot 
heaven were beating in upon them. Suppose then some one should 
suggest that we had better surrender one of those rooms and let it go 
completely to destruction. No sensible business man would be gov- 
erned by such an argument. Yet that is the identical proposition which 
the gentleman from Indiana now asks this House in its sober judgment 
to adopt. He asks Congress to surrender work already in successful 
progress upon two of these reaches, and, to the destruction of hundreds 
of thousands of dollars of valuable plant; let go the experiment and 
confine the work to only one of those reaches. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I have sought the floor to correct a 
misapprehension of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS]. He 
misapprehends my proposition. It does not in any way propose to per- 
mit any of the works already in progress to be injuriously affected. 
While providing that the appropriation shall be expended in work 
upon a particular reach, my amendment expressly reserves so much ot 
the appropriation as may be necessary to preserve from waste and in- 
jury works in progress on other portions of the river. This amend- 
ment, which has been offered after consultation with other gentlemen 
on the floor, proposes by no possibility any injury to any interest on the 
Mississippi River, but simply that the large sums appropriated from 
the Treasury shail be concentrated upon one work on one reach of the 
river until it shall be completed, so that from the result of this com- 
pleted work Congress and the country may know whether the plan ot 
this Mississippi River Commission will justify the further large appro- 
priations proposed. 

Mr. WILLIS. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would prefer that it should not come out of my 
time, but go on. 

Mr. WILLIS. This commission reports to the House that upon both 
these reaches the water has been deepened—at Plum Point twelve feet 
and Lake Providence fifteen feet; that the work is a success even in its 
incomplete condition. Why should the gentleman want to surrender 
this work? 

Mr. HOLMAN. My friend is usually fair and honorable in debate; 
but instead of asking a question, for which I yielded, he has made a 
statement upon a subject not embraced in the official reports. I have 
sources of general and current information on this subject as well as the 
gentleman from Kentucky. His people are a river-going people and so 
are mine. The people of my district are no less interested than his in 
the navigation of the Mississippi River. I am only insisting on rea- 
sonable prudence in the appropriation of public money. I am only 
asking that a plan involving millions of money shall be subjected to a 
reasonable test. 

Believing as I do that the plan of the Mississippi River Commission 
is as yet but an experiment, I am not willing to vote millions from year 
to year without any effort to give it a reasonable test. 

If this bill provided Phat until thissystem has been put toa fair test on 
one of the reaches, sixty or a hundred miles in length, the money should 
be expended in such manner as to prove the practicability of the sys- 
tem, that the work of constructing and repairing levees shall not be a 
part of the system, but the money expended in good faith to promote 
the interstate commerce of the Mississippi Valley, the commerce that 
binds together the States of the Union—if the expenditure of money 
were subject to these reasonable limitations, in order to determine by 
the ultimate results the soundness of a system promising to involve 
vast millions of money, I should feel it my duty to yote for the bill. 

I ask the gentleman now whether he is willing, as a Representative 
of the State of Kentucky, as I am of Indiana, that this money shall be 
confined exclusively to the improvement of navigation and not used for 
the purpose of reclaiming lands from inundation ? 

Mr. WILLIS. I answer the gentleman in the exact words of the 
bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But let me say—— 

Mr. WILLIS. Let me read just the proviso to the bill. 
follows: 

Provided, That the money hereby appropriated shall be used solely for the 
improvement of the navigation of the Mississippi River, and no part thereof 
shall be expended with the view to the improvement of private property. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My friend knows under that language, insubstance, 
$1,850,000 of the $4,100,000 last appropriated have been expended in 
this way. Will the gentleman strike out the last clause? 

Mr. WILLIS. No; I can not. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I mean the last part of the last clause. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Chairman, with others I have gone over this 
whole ground and won it in a Republican House of Representatives. 
I do not propose to go over it again, but merely to ask the Clerk to 
read from the RECORD. 


It is as 
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The Clerk read as follows: f 


Mr. Morersox, In the two and a half minutes allowed me I have no time 
to speak of the importance of improved na on on the Mississippi River to 
my section as well as to the whole country. But I must be oned for saying 
that the long-promised home market has not come to us. For in the year last 
past we in Illinois have an cage besides a considerable portion of other prod- 
ucts, about 30,000,000 of bushels, or more than one half of our entire wheat crop. 
And by reason of this river we reach the markets of the European millions at 
greatly reduced cost. fi 

Before the organization of the Mississi 
money were expended to improve navi, n 
not commensurate with the money expended. Since then something—very 
much—has been accomplished and our products go cheaper, surer, safer, to 
the sea, whether they go by river or rail. 

If the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Robinson] means by his proposi- 
tion or amendment that no levees shall be built to protect the lands of any one, 
and will so amend his proposition, I will vote for it. 

Mr. Exxis, So will I. 

Mr. Grssox, So will I. 3 

Mr. Morrrsoy, If that is all he intends to accomplish by it, he ought so to 
amend it. If, on the other hand, it is needful in order to improve the naviga- 
tion of that river that levees shall be built, to that extent,and to that extent 
only, do I favor, support, or advocate the buildingof levees. For that purpose 
and to thatextent itis as legitimate, as just and wise, to accomplish the purposes 
by building levees as by any other means not more economical. there is 
some better and more economical way, let us know what it is. 

Tae cuer Will the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Robinson] accept 
t proviso? 

Mr. Morrison. Who are the best judges and who is best informed on the 
subject and of what is needful to improve navigation of the river? The com- 
mission appointed by the President, with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
or the six or seven excellent gentlemen we sent down the river on a pleasure- 
trip to look at it? I do not question either the intelligence or the purpose of 
these gentlemen. I respect both. 

But I submit that the members of the river commission are better advised on 
the subject because of their training before and their better opportunities for 
informing themselves since their i peep if not before. A ority of the 
commission is made up of men skilled and trained in the Army and Navy, and 
whatever may be said of either the Army and Navy, both are as good as any- 
thing else we have in the country—the officers are as honest as any other class 
of men, Like other men, they can hardly be wholly free from local influences, 

The commission was not so made up as to have on it men from different sec- 
tions, representing different interests, that they might so perform their duties 
that each might help the other to put money in his purse. This commission 
was not packed, that each miga help the other at the public expense to protect 
his field, his town; or his land, They have no fields or lands to protect which 
could induce them to make traffic of their positions to help other to un- 
warrantable profits. Such commissions have been made, and I have heard 
none of the intelligent gentlemen of this examining committee rise in their 
pues here and condemn or disapprove its misd . The river commission 

entitled to a fair and further trial. It has done well; it has done more in the 
work of improving the Mississippi River than has been done by all otheragen- 
cies we have emp oged. Still Iam not and have never been very partial to 
«ommissions ofany kind. Next to conference committees Congressional com- 
missions as a rule are more prolific of personal and private jobbery and public 
plunder than any other legislative methods or instrumentalities yet discovered. 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Arkansas [ Mr. 
Dunn] has seen fit to question the statement I made yesterday in re- 
gard to the amount of the pay-roll of the Mississippi River Commission, 
and he has cited as authority an appropriation act in which there is an 
item, as I understood his reading, of $150,000 for this purpose. 

Mr. DUNN. That is all which has been appropriated and placed at 
‘their disposal.. They can not expend any more, 

Mr. HEPBURN. Thegentleman says they can not expend any more 
than $150,000. I am willing to concede they can not legally expend 
more than that sum. 

Mr. DUNN. Here is their itemized report. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I understand. There is no question between the 
-gentleman and myself as to authority. 

Mr. DUNN. I shall ask to have this printed when you are through. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I hold in my hand the Official Register of the 
United States, containing a list of officers and employés in the civil, 
military, and naval service on the Ist of July, 1883. 

In volume 1, on page 373, begins alist under the title of the Mississippi 
River Commission, and follows for eleven of the closely printed pages 
of this volume, giving a list of the names and the compensation paid to 
the persons in the employ of that commission. The te monthly 
compensation paid to all the persons on that pay-roll is $49,232.50. 
That includes 216 persons known on this report as laborers. To these 
the sum paid monthly aggregates $6,700, leaving over $43,000 paid 
monthly to those persons in the employ of this commission other than 
laborers, and making a total, as I stated on yesterday, of more than 

"$500,000 a year exclusive of the salaries of these officers whose names 
I find here belonging to the Army of the United States, and whose com- 
pensation is not given and which does not therefore enter into thiscom- 
putation. 

Now, sir, I can not say whether during each day in the year these men 
have been employed by the Government or the commission; but I know 
that their names are here on this roll, with the compensation allowed 
to them, and I have accurately stated the aggregate of the amount. I 
have taken the trouble to classify them and show the amount paid to 
each class, and the aggregate of the sums so paid is as I have already 
stated. The gentleman from Arkansas is therefore mistaken in suppos- 
ing that the authority he cites is a contradiction of the position I have 
taken. Itis mpi more than this, sir, that it raises an imputation— 
the two things er—against the commission whose special cham- 
pion he seems to re to be on this floor. 

Mr. KING. Mr. Chairman, it has “een said so frequently here that 
many of the members of this House, especially those from the Missis- 
sippi Valley, desire the construction of levees for the protection of the 


i River Commission large sums of 
ion; but the improvement made was 


alluvial land along the river only that I feel it somewhat incumbent 
upon me to repel thatcharge. I am perfectly willing to state and can- 
didly admit that if that were the question alone we have courage 
ample to make the petition to that effect. But in accordance with 
the plans of the Mississippi River Commission, under which we are now 
acting, that is not the proposition, and is not contemplated by the friends 
of the Mississippi Riverimprovement. The only request we make is that 
that system shall be continued. If we are to make any improve- 
ments at all, it would seem proper to make them in the light of the ex- 
perience which has been already derived from the works of that com- 
mission; and we ask this appropriation now under the urgent recom- 
mendation of the commission itself and of the President to meet an 
emergency. 

With reference to the argument of my friend from Indiana [Mr. 
HOLMAN], who, I fear, is no friend of that great river nor of the people 
who ship their freights by it, I hold in my hand, Mr. Chairman, the 
maps of the commission, showing the works on the Plum Point and 
Providence reaches, and indicating that these works have resulted as 
their theories predicted they would result, in success, as far as they 
have gone. On Plum Point reach the water has been deepened from 
5 feet to 12 feet and for many miles; at Providence reach for sixteen 
miles where the water was 5 and 6 feet deep it has reached an average 
depth of between 15 and 16 feet by the scouring process carried on in 
its channel. 

In considering that river and its improvements we must not confuse 
it with clear-water s or of streams with bottoms of rock. It isa 
river peculiar in itself; a stream carrying vast quantities of sediment, 
and its bed is alluvial soil. These works, sir, are in a state of prog- 
ress. Stop work on one of them and the work already done will be 
placed in danger, if not ultimately destroyed, and its good effects 
lost. Stop work on both, and you will imperil all that has been al- 
ready expended. The treatment of that river was long considered 
and by many eminent men, and many methods were devised whereby 
a suecessful solution of the great problem could be reached of making 
it navigable and safe at all periods of the year. _ The Mississippi River 
Commission ordered by this House determined that the treatment must 
be not local but constitutional. It must not be confined to any one 
point, but the whole of the river should be taken under control. What 
benefit, let me ask, would it be to the commerce of that river or the 
great valley if you make deep water at one bar while the bar imme- 
diately below would form an obstruction to the navigation which you 
had secured above it? 

Imputations have been made by gentlemen upon this floor on the 
expenditures of the commission. The members of that commission, 
Mr. Chairman, can never beaffected by utterances of thatnature. They 
are men of too high character, of natures too exalted, to need any de- 
fense at the hands of any man. But the law itself puts them beyond 
the reach of any such charge. In relation to the appropriation it pro- 
vides: 

Which said sums shall be expended by the Secretary of War in accordance 
with the plans, specifications, tes, and recommendations of the Missis- 
sippi River Commission. 

In connection with this improvement, sir, it has been said here that— 


You sye} eye this river as far as you please, as much as xen please, and 
the corn of the West will not go in great quantities to the city of New Orleans for 
European shipment until you change and reform the commerce of this country, 
and make New Orleans a great entrepôt as New York now is, so that there may 
be vessels there to be either laden with corn at nominal freight rates or to go 
back in ballast to European ports. 


Mr. Chairman, I have before me a pamphlet entitled ‘‘Competition 
in transportation, with special reference to competition between the 
Mississippi River and the trank railroads extending from Saint Louis 
to the Atlantic seaboard;’’ also the annual report of the Treasury De- 
partment on the foreign commerce of the United States for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1883. From these I obtain the following figures: 

Receipts of grain in New Orleans by the Mississippi River was in 
1875 777,127 bushels. At this time the jetties were in process of con- 
struction, and were completed about 1879, when their effect began to 
appear on commerce. The following year, 1880, we find New Orleans 
receiving by river 22,992,544 bushels of grain, valued at $20,143,379. 

This, Mr. Chairman, is obviously the result of the opening of the 
mouth of that stream. 

Shipments from Saint Louis to the East during the calendar year of 
1880 amounted to 1,325,004 tons; and to the South, mostly by river, 
1,492,216 tons. Does this look as though New Orleans would not be 
a great shipping place? 

A comparison of freight rates indicates the reason for the vast increase 
in the grain shipment to New Orleans. Freight rates on bulk corn in 
February, 1881, were 9 cents per bushel, and in June of the same year 
were only 5 cents per bushel; whereas the “‘all-rail routes’? to New 
York from Saint Louis January 1 to April 18, 1881, were 24} cents 
per bushel. The saving by Saint Louis to Liverpool by the Mississippi 
River is shown to be 11} cents per bushel as compared with the all- 
rail routes. 

It has been stated by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], as 
I understood him, that the Mississippi River is navigable all the year 
round between Saint Louis and New Orleans. It was found, as is 
stated in the volume first mentioned above, that during the nine years 
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from 1865 to 1873 the condition of river navigation below the city of 
Saint Louis was as follows: } 
i 3 
a 
soo 136: 


A ber of days less than 4 feet 
. ‘Average number of days. over 4and less than 6 feet. 
ber of 
Thus it will be seen that vessels drawing 10 feet or more could navi- 
gate the river not exceeding two-fifths of the year. 

The work from which the foregoing is taken also states: 

The soyman tothe full extent of the advantages afforded by the Mississippi 
River requires the employment of steamboatsand barges of large size and draw- 
ing when loaded about § feet of water. At times, however, the river falls so as 
to admit only of the employment of boats and barges loaded to draw not more 
than 4 feet. This greatly the cost of transportation. The actual cost 
of transportation in vessels drawing only 4 feet is saidto be nearly twice as great 
as when loaded to 8 feet, 

But, Mr. Chairman, it is a notorious fact, and known to all this coun- 
try, that when the water in the Mississippi is high freights to the sea 
are low, whether by river or rail, and when the river is low they are 
high. The great trunk lines of railways have sliding scales, governed 
mainly by the rise and fall in this river, which is but a great national 
free nde dividing our continent from north to south. 

The plans proposed are threefold, as I understand them, resulting in 
one system, which is toconfine the water in the bed of theriverand cause 
it to scour down its sand-bars, thereby to deepen and rectify its channel. 
To accomplish this the commission tells us that the system of bank 
protection, jetties, and levees is the true one. æ If this plan, while im- 
proving the navigation of this great stream, gives also incidentally pro- 
tection to millions who dwell upon its banks, Iam sure no man loving 
his country and appreciating the philosophy of the work can object. 

The value of levees to this work is indicated by the following note 
which we find in the report of the commission: 


» I concur in the fo ing report of the commission, with the single qualifica- 
tion that the value of levees as a factor in the improvement of the channel, in 
pornog the wide dispersion of flood-waters, is not affirmed in the report 
n sufficiently positive terms and with that clearness arid prominence to which 
in my judgment it is entitled. 
Q. A. GILLMORE, 


Colonel of Engineers and Bvt. Maj, Gen., U. S. A. 

I yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. WILLIS]. 

Mr. DUNN. I ask unanimous consent, and hope the gentleman 
from Kentucky will yield to me, to have printed in the RECORD this 
itemized statement of the report of the Mississippi River Commission, 
showing their annual expenses for the years 1881-’82. The regular 
annual appropriation for the commission is $150,000. This is the last 
itemized report that has heen printed, and is a sample of the annual 
reports, I ask consent to have it published in the RECORD. 

There was no objection. 

The report is as follows: ‘ 

PROGRESS OF SURVEYS AND EXAMINATIONS. 

Pursuant to the requirements of the third section of the law o izing the 
commission, and in accordance with the programme outlined in the report of 
March 6, 1880, surveys and examinations have been continued during the past 
year. The report of November 25, 1581, noted the prora made in this branch 
of the commission's work to October 10, 1881, from which date to December 1, 


Sound, the establishment of which was noted in last report and which has since- 
been in continuous operation. A line has also been run from Keokuk, lowa, 

r ite Clinton, Iowa, a distance of about 
ae: The reduction of 450 miles previously run has been made in the 
office, 


The completion of the series of tide-gauge records and the determination of” 
mean Gulf level therefrom, which will require but a few months, will make 
available the data necessary to determine with accuracy the elevations above 
Gulf level of all points along the Mississippi River from Clinton, Iowa, to New 
Orleans, a distance of more than 1,600 miles, 

Final topography and hydrography, the former, embracing a strip of land ayer- 
aging nearly a mile in width on each bank of the river, has been completed 
from Saint Louis landing to a point about 10 miles above Vicksburg, a distance- 
of 255 miles; from Warrenton, § miles below Vicksburg, to Thrasher’s Point, a 
distance of 25 miles, and from Natchez to Hutchins's landing, a distance of 18- 
miles, making a total of 298 miles of river surveyed, Charts of the river (scale 
of pip) from Saint Louis Landing to Arkansas City, and from Greenville to- 
Lake vidence, 27 in number and covering 160 miles of river, have been plot- 
ted in the oifice. y 

The preparation of the preliminary chart (one inch to a mile) has been contin- 
ued, ten sheets having been drawn, making fourteen in all, and eleven pub- 
lished, extending from Cairo to Saint Louis landing, 360 miles. The charts of 
the roe ear ig iver from Donaldsonville to the passes, 175 miles, have been 
reduced to the same seale in six sheets, of which five have been published. The 
pails was made by the Coast and Geodetic Survey at the expense of the 
commission. 

Observations.—Daily discharge measurements were made from December, 1881, 
to December, 1882, at Paducah, on the Ohio River, and at Columbus, Helena,. 
Hay’s landing, and Red River landing on the Mississippi River. The parties 
engaged in this work were also charged with special studies of the effect of the 
flood on the bed and channel of the river. The value of these observations is 
very much enhanced by the fact that the flood which occurred during their con- 
tinuance was of unprecedented magnitude. 

In conjunetion with the above work three parties were sent over the river- 
from Cairo to Baton Rouge at the top of the flood, to obtain the fullest and best 
possible data as to the escape of water from the river by flow over banks and 
through outlets and crevasses, and also to investigate the amount and direction. 
of the discharge through the swamps. The final reduction of the observations 
of last year on the Upper Mississippi and a part of the above mentioned bas- 
been made in the office. 

High-water marks and slope.—Two parties are now in the ficìd, one engaged in 
determining elevations of the floods of {881 and 1882, the other in determining 
the slope of the river at the present low water from Commerce Uut-oil to Natchez, 
a distance of 400 miles, : 

Trans-alluvial levels.—The flood of last year compelled a suspension and re- 
tarded the Som pienon of the lines designed to give needed information as to 
the heights of the alluvial bottom lands and their reservoir capacity. Theparty 
is again in the field and will probably complete the lines during the present 


season, 

In addition to the usual financial statement, itemized statements of expendi- 
tures from theappropriations of June 30, 1579, June 16,1880, and March $, 1881, 
will be found below. 

The following papers relating to the work of surveys and examinations are- 
submitted as appendices to this report: 

Appendiz A.—Annual report of the secretary of the commission upon the field 
work of surveys. 3 

A dix B.—Report upon, and final results of, secondary triangulation from 
Helena Island to Greenville. 

Appendix C.—Report upon, and final results of, precise leveling from Friar's- 
Point to Greenville and from Cairo to Columbus. 

Appendix D.—Report upon observations at Lake Providence, Louisiana, from 
November, 1879, to November, 1580, 

Appendix B.—Report upon observations at Carrollton from December, 1879, to- 
November, 1880. . 

Appendix» F.—Results of observations at six stations on the Upper Mississippi 
River from October, 1880, to October, 1881. 

Appendiz G.—Report upon field work of topography. 
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northward i | the river to a point op; 


1882, further progress is now reported. Balance on hand July 1, 1882... . $38,005 72 
Gauges.—Daily readings have been continued at the stations established by | Appropriated by act approved . 150,000 00 
the commissioa, which, with readings collected from other sources, have been $188, 005 72 
collated and plotted for comparison and study. Expended from July 1, 1882, to December 16, 1882, includ- 
.—No field work has been done since last report. The work | ing estimated liabilities..... egotean > 
previo executed has been partly adjusted and reduced. Balance which it is estimated 
Precise I—A line 90 miles in length has been run to connect the levels mainder of fiscal year ending June 30, 1883.. . 91,780 88 
of ithe Coast Survey at Carrollton, La., with the tide-gauge on the Mississippi 188, 005 72 
Itemized statement of expenditures for surveys and expenses of Mississippi River Commission. 
APPROPRIATION OF JUNE 30, 1879. 
Services as-| Services rod- | 
sistant men. na ue | Outfit, | Supplies. Sons Fuel. | Repairs. | nc Mileage. Secale Total, 
$1,758 o0 | $565 89 $664 88 $9 00 | $400 00 $778 49 |... $57 05 | $5,800 92 
a ARES S r $ strereesevenees| 16,666 74 
8,774 99 
pe srongvesorasasdas) 16, 186 49 
15, 605 68 
1ER ATSR 1,824 52° 
7,626 65 
83,678 08 
sleep updeeekicetuarsee 208 ig 
-| 600 00 
2, 437 00 
moses Sanebeses! 1,375 50 
3,319 56 
$42 00 
155 81 
718 92 
847 37 
376 H4 
49 00 
$6 52 
456 66 
44,852 42 | 3,580 99 2,879 28 | 14,451 74 | 6,747 35 | 3,996 64 848 06 


* Office expenditures embrace all note-books, drawing materials, and stationery used in the field, general office, and office Of the president. 
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Appropriated by act June 30, 1879. 000 00 
“Cash Bie overpayment voucher 5 00 
Aes N E EEL E A N L E EIEE ATTAR 005 00 

R rare for fiscal year ending June 30, 1889... 348 06 
BRIAN ERS E REATARD T EEA E AE A A E ET N E AT EATA E TR A 26, 656 H 


SMITH 8. LEACH, s 
First Lieutenant of Engineers, Secretary and Disbursing Officer Mississippi River Commission. 


APPROPRIATION OF JUNE 16, 1880. 
Services as- Services rod- 


sistant |menandother| Outfit. | Supplies, 
engineers, employés 
Kikatiti i Re pea 


Spares toncecene $335 50 
aanadh acess ssion veseaphcere $ 199 08 
5,381 86 
825 65 
w and inspectio; 23" AE 3 
Milea y 
E Sa] al age 
TO; an 4 Å. 
aot Gb AIER SEEE IRANA OTEN 89 00 2 63 2,824 23 
Instruments. .........oressserecseccsnsoesseesee| escacerencvarss crane] enepentents onenssoussese] pyenessssverese] opeestivorsse senses] suse 1,852 54 
Levels, precise A| 1,871 98 J... cs cscees 13,319 91 
Triangulati 28 22,015 74 
Observations 81 39,195 12 = 
Meter 56 686 28 
3,732 28 
5,678 07 
1,488 00, 
401 81° 
148 50 
507 19 
521 67 
164 25 
454 90 
507 %5 
Ge n T r DO giai sceacates si 188 8 8,495 70 [140,767 48 


SUMMARY. 


656 Of 
000 00 
55 50 
712 44 
767 48 
PSOE RRR ORS A RE AA et sneer A Nae eek ee pu AW APS SRL, MNES SID BEANE A HAIG A SITIO LO EAN TREY Chae AA ces S A A PE RA EAE SS 35,944 96 
SMITH 8, LEACH, 
First Lieutenant of Engineers, Secretary and Disbursing Officer Mississippi River 
APPROPRIATION OF MARCH 3, 1881. H 
Services as- | Services rod- 
sistant |menandother! Outfit. | Supplies, | Subsist- | Fuel, Sa ore Total. 
engineers employés. ence, ion. 
Copying WAYS ss os. cecerscesactnssaceopenrelussonsens accede eepes $131 67 | 
fbn low water mar 1,086 40 
ulation... ene 5,509 10 
Hydrography and 46, 455 68 
EMVOO NBDE. scssinscessscocssesscccccsccneece] OGO. [rn anvveencvnconcsesceasel ensaconndon: 1 66 67 
Contingencies.. : Se e ; . _ 600.75 
ieee aed piai oerni INSENERE RETNA e st RA o 
eage an OB... wo 
Transverse valley levels.. KOLDI W E ni 3.731 9 3 
Flood aye la 2, 620 47 
Ga .| 2,349 00 
1,190 26 
3,399 75 
44,558 60 
Reduction of maps... 267 75 
Publication of maps. 1,94 3 ‘ 


OFFICE EXPENDITURES.* 


SsSREsSRz 
QVRBASBSEA 


SUMMARY. 


SMITH S. LEACH, 
First Lieutenant of Engineers, Secretary and Disbursing Officer Mississippi River Commission. 
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Mr. HEPBURN. I desire to ask unanimousconsentthatthe list from | There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 
the Blue Book to which I have referred moe printed in the RECORD. | The list is as follows: 


Mississippi. River Commission. 


Name and office. Where born. Whence appointed. Where employed. Corpos- 
Commissioners. 
Col. Q. A. Gillmore, Corps of Engineers, U. S. A.....eessesssseee| ONO... ccererssnernseeensenernennsens Vaya A DE R T E On duties of the commission ...... W 
hing Col. C, B. ASAs Corps of Engineers, U.S. A...... eat TEE NARE bg 
Maj. Charles R. Suter, Corps of Engineers, U, S. A.......... aise + 
Henry Mitchell, United States Coast and Geddetic Survey.. 4 


Geodetic Survey. 
Louisiana ... 


Capt. Clinton B. Sears, Corps of Engineers, U. S. A.............| New YOTK..ssssesesssssososesses| ATTY sescscessssessescesesesenneneee 
Secretary and disbursing officer. > 
Lieut. Smith S. Leach, Gorps of Engineers, U. S. A.............| IMGiaMa,.....cccccccsesseveer seers] ATID pn sesceversereseresesvereneese 


by 


38 
2882888888 


` 
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Kentucky... 
South Carolina.. 
Pennsylvania . 
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:| Lake Providence reach, La... 
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.| New Orleans..... 
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Pennsylvania. .| Pennsylvania . 
do. -| New York... 
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.| Pennsylvania. 
.| Michigan..... 
.| New York 
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Al nce reach, La......... 
.| Plum Point reach, Tenn............ 
.| Missouri..... 
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.| Missouri 
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RA Vicksburg... 
-| New Orleans.. Ssk P.M. 
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.| Saint Louis, 


«| Vicksburg... 
i spa Tome 
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; tucky SERRA E SA ‘| Vicksburg... 
.| Alabama nas. soso A Wilson's Poin 
Louisiana .....ssecereeseeesern LOUISIANE ....00ceeeceseeen New Orleans...... 
* Pay of rank in the Army. + Pay of Assistant United States Coast Survey. 
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Mississippi River Commission—Continued. 


Name and office. 


5 


Cairo .. 
Steamer “Etheridge. 
--| Steamer Mississippi.. 
„| Pium Point. 


seequssias 


PPPS rE Pry 
FEBEBEEBEE 
SB S8SSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSSESS SS 838828 SS 833838 888388 sess 88828338888 


Molitor......c00. a AA S Germany...... eese] Michigan ...| Saint Louis... 
H. S. Jacoby.......00+ ee ~ .| Pennsylvania.. Memphis... 
William Shelton...... ..| Mississippi .... = -| Missi ee. Lake Providence reach, ws 
George E. Vail.. Sss Misso: sou BASRA iota eoascdaupsteicess cbewesoee 
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Martin Fitchner..... 
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.| Steamer Etheridge. 
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Bookkeeper. 
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Mississippi River’ Comanission—Continned. 


Name and office. 


FR oa 


.J. S. Martin... Georgin.. 
Walter S. North Ca 
Alexander Struthers... England.. 
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The CHAIRMAN. Itis not debatable. A motion to rise is not de- 
batable. 

Mr. ELLIS. I desire to make an inquiry of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ELLIS. Can the propositions be separated? I mean the propo- 
sition to rise from the ition to instruct. 

The CHAIRMAN. A division of the question can be made. 

Mr. ELLIS, Then I ask a OAIN TORD ie SECON the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WHITE]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the question on the 
amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky on the len (Mr. WaITE]— 
no question raised as to its admissibility—would naturally be 
taken separately from the question on the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS] on the right. 

Mr. ELLIS. That is what I wish to get at. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WHITE], that the committee rise and 
report back the bill with the recommendation which the Clerk has just 
read. 

The question being taken on Mr. WHITE’s amendment, it was not 

to; there bei yes 36, noes 170. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question recurs on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS], that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee i rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. Cox, of New York, reported that the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union had had under consideration 
the bill (S. 1038) making an appropriation for continuing the improve- 
ment of the Mississippi River, had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. WILLIS. I move that the House again resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the further consideration of the Mississippi 
River i Pine bill; and pending that motion, I move that all de- 
bate upon the pending amendment and all amendments to the bill be 
limited to five minutes. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Why does the gentleman say ‘‘on allamendments?”’ 

Mr. WILLIS. Ido not know of any others. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to offer one other amendment to the bill, 

Mr. WILLIS. Then I confine the motion to limiting debate on the 
iy Fo prt 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS] 
moves that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the purpose of resuming the consideration 
of the Mississippi River hin Rees bill; and pending that motion 
the gentleman moves that all debate upon the pending amendment be 
limited to five minutes, The question is first on the latter motion. 

The motion to limit debate was to. 

The motion that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union was to. 

The House i resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. Cox, of New York, in the chair, 
and resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 1038) making appropria- 
tions for spp 7y ae improvement of the Mississippi River. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union resumes the consideration of the Mississippi River 
a riation bill. ; 

. WILLIS. _I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Connect- 
icut [Mr. EATON]. : 

Mr. EATON. It would give me great pleasure to havea little more 
time than five minutes, because I may be attacked elsewhere for the 
vote I give here in favor of the improvement of the Mississippi River. 

I give my vote on constitutional grounds in favor of this. improve- 
ment. I give my vote in favor of this measure, because I believe that 
it is for the improvement of the navigation of the river and not for the 
reclamation of the lands of the proprietors. 

Whether this bill will operate as favorably as its friends suppose I 
am_no more certain than the gentleman from Indiana. Possibly he and 
I will agree in that, yet we will hope that it will be successful, Ihave 
not voted—I never have voted when a member of the other branch of 
the Federal Government—to ask the money of the people, to “‘ unlock 
the Treasury of the people,’’ to use the words of my friend from Col- 
orado, and der it all over the little rivers and harbors of this 
country. I never vote to do that. 

Now, as tothe amendment of my friend from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], 
as an original proposition it would receive my vote, but as. proposi- 
tion made to-day I can not vote for it. Last year it would have been 
ror Last was the time to confine this work to one great reach, 

that would have been eminently proper.. But as I understand it 
there are improvements upon two or more reaches of the river. There 
are plants of the Government in this place and that place and another 
place. Now, then, it would be in my judgment great folly—I say it 
with all deference and without or intending to injure my 
friend’s feelings—it would be great folly to undertake to expend this 
money upon one point alone; and th I that amendment, 
and hope it will be voted down and all other amendments that may 
be offered that will tend to cripple this policy which we regard as im- 
portant for the improvement of this great river. 


Mr. wos A getline for a vote. 

Mr. . I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BELFORD. Isit competent for me now to offer an amendment 
to this bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘There is an amendment now pending, offered by 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. 

Mr. BELFORD. Then if the gentleman will allow me I will move 
to strike out the last two words, because I wish to make some remarks 
in reference to speeches made here to-day. I ask the consent of the 
committee to occupy its time for five minutes on my amendment, for I 
can not get any in any other way. 

The By order of the House all debate has been closed 
on 2o padig amendment; but anamendmentto the amendment will 
be in order. 

Mr. WILLIS. I ask for a vote on the amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The five-minutes’ debate allowed by order of the 
House upon the pending amendment has been exha’ 

The CHAIRMAN. It has. 

Mr, HOLMAN. My point of order is that an amendment to the 
amendment is in order, and will be open to debate. I therefore move 
to strike out the last word, my object being merely to say one thing. 

Mr. WILLIS. I ask for a ruling of the Chair on the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. HOLMAN] on the point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I trust that I will be allowed to say (although not 
directly.on the point of order) that while I did not answer my friend 
from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS] when he asked a question which I did 
not think parliamentary as to how I would vote in the contingency 
named, still, not wishing to occupy a position of any uncertainty on this 
subject, I deem this proposition of so much moment, in view of the vast 
interests involved in the expenditures of the future and the general 
importance of the subject, that I should feel it my duty to vote for the 
bill if the pending amendment should be adopted. That is all I wish 
to say, and therefore I will not insist on the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. HoLMAN] to raise a point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I withdraw it, having said all I wanted to say. 

Kes CHAIRMAN. The Chair was about to overrule the point of 
order. , 

Mr. WILLIS. It has required twenty minutes for my friend from 
Indiana [Mr. Hoana to ascertain in his own mind whether he would 
vote for nyt eye bill if his amendment should be adopted. 

The CH. . Debate is not in order on the pending amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken upon the amendment of Mr. HoLMAN; and 
upon a division there were—ayes 134, noes 150. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. HOLMAN and Mr, ANDERSON called for tellers. 

se a were ordered; and Mr. WILLIS and Mr. HoLMAN were ap- 
pointed. ; 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported that there 
were—ayes 100; noes 132. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Tife CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to call the attention of mem- 
bers of the committee to the rule of the House against smoking in the 
Hall. Many gentlemen have complained to the Chair that that rule is 
broken. The Chair will have the rule read for the information of mem- 
bers of the eommittee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


While the Speaker is putting a question or addressi 
walk out of or across the Hall, nor, when a mem! 


sie House no nm A 
tween him and the Chair ; and during the session of the House no maah maa SAT 
wear his hat, or remain by the Clerk's desk during the call of the roll or the 
counting of ballots, or smoke upon the floor of the House; and the eh, pam 
at-Arms and Doorkeeper are charged with the strict enforcement of this clause. 
(Rule XIV, clause 7.) 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to offer the amendment which I send to 
the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the bill the following: 

ri That said money specopriehion beexpended upon whatare known 
as Plum Point and Lake Pro ce reaches, except so far as may be necessary 
to preserve the property of the United States and preserve other work already 
commenced, but not to further extend the same,” 

Mr. HISCOCK. I believe that the last House was unanimous, at 
least substantially so, in favor of the limitation upon the use of the money 
which might be appropriated to these two reaches. I have had occa- 
sion to allude to the report which was made by the special committee 
which investigated this subject, and I think I am right in saying that 
that committee was unanimous in recommending that the money ap- 
propriated should be expended on the two reaches named in my amend- 
ment. I believe that those members of the committee who dissented 
from the majority upon other matters concurred with the majority 
upon this proposition.- . 
` Itseems to me that the friends of the Mississippi River, if we are 
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willing to give them this money, can not object to having it applied at 
the two points only to which the expenditures already made have in 
the main been made. 4 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. I move to amend by striking out the 
last word. Gentlemen who are so active in urging the passage of this 
bill throw out the insinuation that those who are to it do not 
understand it. We certainly are very much obliged to them for giving 
us not only their understanding of the bill but also our understanding 
of it. 

It may be true that an amendment embracing three lines came here 
from the Senate, but it does not appear in the printed bill upon onr files. 
Nevertheless that does not alter the proposition which I laid down, that 
this bill in its purpose and its spirit has for its object the constructing 


of levees along the Mississippi River. 
Mr. W. I hope my friend will permit me to say that we are 
now considering a Senate bill. 


Mr. SKINNER, of New York. I understand that; but notwith- 
standing the amendment put upon that bill by the Senate, I claim that 
the ultimate object of the bill is what I have stated. 

Now, the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. KING] put this matter 
rightly when he asked, Shall we have improved levees as an adjunct of 
the improvement of the Mississippi River? 

Mr. KING. I never made any such proposition as improved levees, 
but levees to improve the river and protect commerce. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. If the object can be reached in no 
other way, why not say so frankly and stand there? The gentleman 
from Michigan tells the House that he has investigated this matter fully 
and that it is an experiment. The gentleman from Kentucky, the 
chairman of this Committee on Rivers and Harbors, says that the oc- 
casion is an emergency. The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. KING] 
says, shall we have improved levees as an adjunct of the improvement 
of the Mississippi River? The gentleman from Arkansas says there is 

ing in the bill except a provision for the improvement of the nav- 
igation of the pemean = River. Remember, whatever sum we appro- 
priate the Mississippi River Commission will have charge of it. Re- 
member, moreover, that the commission considers that to improve the 
Mississippi = must raise the levees, not dredge theriver. The Pres- 
ident says the floods are coming. The preamble to the joint resolution 
which we are considering says the floods are coming. Nothing is said 
about the improvement of the navigation of the river. If the bill isin- 
tended for improvement solely, why not say so? If it is intended to 
provide for an emergency—the floods—why not say so? I would vote 
for it under either proposition. But if itis for the improvement of the 
river, with incidental protection of the levees along the river, why not 
say that? The resolution is drawn very much after the pattern, 
se enough for any man and short enough forany boy.” You pay 
yonr money and take your choice. 

Mr. BELFORD. Mr. i I move to amend the amendment 
ee out the last word. I took occasion the other day to remark 

the Treasury Department was under the domination of New York 
interests. I am beginning to believe to-day that the House is under 
the same domination, as we have my amiable friend from New York 
(Mr. Cox] in the chair, the distinguished gentleman to my left [Mr. 
Hiscock] ad ing the House, and another gentleman from New 
York [Mr. SKINNER] availing himself of two occasions to do so. 

I desire to say that this bill ought to pass, that this money ought to 
be appropriated. The policy of this Government with reference to ap- 
propriations for rivers and harbors began in 1802, when we appropri- 
ated $30,000. Then the Democratic y came into power and an- 
nounced the doctrine that this Government should not enter upon 
the work of internal improvements. In the last Congress we appro- 
priated for the improvement of the Mississippi River $8,705,000. We 
went before the people as a broad, a liberal, a generous party, and the 
Democrats all over the country assailed us and attempted to prejudice 
the people against us. I hope it will be demonstrated to-day that the 
Demoeratic party, instead of being the friend of the West and the South, 
is their bitter and determined enemy, so far as regards the advance- 
ment of their prosperity. 

What is this Mississippi Valley? In its very bosom are 14,000 miles 
of navigable rivers. In its bosom live thirty millions of the people of 
this great nation, the people who are contributing to its wealth and ad- 
vancing its prosperity in every direction. There is not a railroad in the 
whole United States capable of rting its commerce. As was re- 
marked, by the gentleman foes Mehiki in the last Congress, if we 
should build a railroad around the world and put a car on every hun- 
dred feet of it we could not transport the commerce of this Republic. 
And here with a locked-up Treasury, with a hundred millions of idle 
capital under the watchful care of the generous gentleman from New 
York, we have spent two days higgling over the question whether or 
not we will make an appropriation of $1,000,000 to secure the homes of 


the people in this great Mississippi Valley where thirty millions of them 
reside. 

I say that since the beginning of this Government 95 per cent. of the 
appropriations made by have gone for the benefit of Pennsyl- 
vania, New York, and New . Ical sales Southern friends 
and my Western friends to demand that in the distribution of the money 


that we contribute to the Treasury we shall have our just and equal 
share. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. POTTER. I rise to renew the amendment which was with- 
drawn, and to say that in my judgment it is time to heed the caution 
that comes from the chief engineer of a great work, by which it is pro- 
posed to enter upon a plan of improvement or to commit the country 
to a plan of improvement which may end in the loss of hundreds of 
millions of dollars and at last in injury to the very people and territory 
that it is sought to benefit. 

If I understand the recommendation of the chief engineer it is that 
the money expended shall be upon such part of this work as shall test 
fairly and fully, not by some temporary and partial success, the great 
plan of improvement to which we are now by this amendment, at 
least in part, to commit the country. 

In my judgment, sir, the amendment proposed by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts ought to prevail. I can not possibly see how the 
friends of this improvement, and I am one of the friends of this im- 
provement, should not vote for that amendment. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I object to my colleague sending me over into Mas- 
sachusetts. [Laughter. 

Mr. POTTER. I beg my friend’s pardon. I say, when the chief en- 
gineer of the work gives you caution it is time to heed that caution. I 
have never known an engineer—such is the love and the fascination of 
engineering—I have never known an engineer to give a caution such as 
comes from the chief engineer of this work that was not grounded in 
sound reason. 

Mr. KING. Allow me to say to the gentleman—— 

Mr. POTTER. And I venture the prediction if this work shall go 
on—— 

Mr. KING. Allow me— 

Mr. POTTER. Notnow. 

Mr. KING. The chief engineer has nothing to do with the work. 
It is under the commission exclusively, except the expenditure of money. 
All moneys are drawn in the usual way through the War Department. 
I should like to know where the gentleman gets that report of the 
Chief of Engineers. He has made no such report. 

Mr. POTTER. I do not propose to be interrupted now. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have heard from the friends of this improve- 
ment, from the beginning to the end, the argument that this is rec- 
ommended by the unanimous engineering talent of the country. That 
has been so claimed from the beginning to the end, and I reply to that 
that the chief engineer of this work himself says that the improvement 
should be confined to a part of the work until the plan can be fully 
tested. I claim that is sensible, thatitis reasonable, that itis a proper 
limitation to put upon this appropriation, and I call upon those who 
are friendly to this great improvement to accept that limitation. Let 
it be done, and let it appear this plan of improvement can be success- 
ful, and the entire country, every part of the country, will vote to carry 
on the work, and wili not be appalled by one hundred millions or more. 

But, sir, let us not commence this improvement, let us not commit 
ourselves to a plan of improvement against which the chief rof 
the work himself cautions us, and especially when we remember that 
in the nature of engineering—when from the very nature of engineer- 
ing, such is the attraction to engineers, that it is impossible for them 
to enter a caution like this unless there is sound reason for it. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, I am satisfied that the House is al- 
ready thoroughly informed on the subject-matter of this amendment 
and of all other amendments. My friend from New York who has just 
taken his seat has made a speech based on a misapprehension. The 
Chief of Engineers has no control over this appropriation. It is not 
expended under him. It is entirely within the control of the Missis- 
sippi River Commission, and I say to him that commission has unani- 
mously reported in favor of this appropriation. 

Mr. ELLIS. Will my friend from Kentucky allow me to say a word ? 

Mr. WILLIS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ELLIS. I call the attention of the honorable gentleman from 
New York to all of the testimony of General Wright, not to a garbled 
portion, not to the part which will suit the convenience of the opponents 
of this bill, but to all of it, and what is it? 

Several MEMBERS. Read it. 

A MEMBER. What has that to do with it? 

Mr. ELLIS. It has much to do with it, as the gentleman will see. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. It was alleged that the Chief Engineer 
had nothing to do with this. 

Mr. Let me goon. Hereis the way General Wright talks: 


Question. Your observations, then, led you to believe that the work in prog- 
eps Le oa ission is in the right direction, and so far justifies the object of 
1 on 


reach where the object of the creation of the commission and its work 
be answered—where the seem to respond to it? 

far as sagen Sabon So for the ee of oe a pro- 
gressed they seem effecting their object. ey are on rtially carried 
out, and of course full results have not been obtained. ‘The works for the TO- 
tection of the banks are also in progress. These works are the same as 
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applied at other points in the river above Cairo and in the Missouri River, 


where they have ved successful. Perhaps I should say further that one 


per of my con: ce in the character of the works for the contraction of 
river, for the protection of the banks that are now in progress, is that 
they are the same as have been applied notably on the river between Cairo and 
Saint Louis, where they have been entirely successful. 

Q. They have been entirely successful there, have they? 


A. They have been entirely successful. 


Q. Has not this same system of works been applied to works on the Missouri, 
where the same feature of rng channel and currents moving upon the 
— ra the sudden formation of bars presented themselves as in the Mis- 

A. Yes, sir; the works are of the same character. 

Q. Have these works stood, sir? 

A. Wherever completed. in certain cases they have failed, where want of 
appropriations has prevented their being fin’ before a rise in the river. 

Mr. WILLIS. Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to say with reference 
to the amendment of apt ae from New York that it is embraced 
in the existing law, is referred to in the very bill we are now discuss- 
ing, and if we peer this bill the money appropriated under it is ex- 
pended as the bill itself states, in accordance with the plans, specifications, 
estimates, and recommendations of the Mississippi River Commission, 
created by the act, &c., approved June 28, 1879. 

I ask now that the eommittee rise for the purpose of limiting debate. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Let me answer the gentleman by saying that if it 
is entirely clear that my amendment is embodied in the existing law 
to which he refers, and I am frank to say that I have grave doubts upon 
that subject, it will do no harm to attach to this bill the proviso which 
I have sent to the Clerk’s desk. I have examined the law to which 
he refers, and I do not believe that that will limit the expenditure of 
this money in the manner I have s 

The . The gentleman from Kentucky moves that the 
committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee ET and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. Cox, of New York, reported that the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under consideration 
the bill = R. 3531) making an appropriation for the improvement of 
the Mi i River, had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole Honse on the state of the Union 
for the further consideration of the bill named; and pending that, I 
move that all debate upon the bill and amendments thereto be limited 
to five minutes. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. § er, I ask that the gentleman in charge of 
the bill will yield to us, in favor of the amendment which I have of- 
fered, ten minutes. Certainly we have not attempted to obstruct the 

of the bill. 

Mr. WILLIS. I will say to the gentleman from New York that fully 
two hours to one in the debate on this bill have been consumed by the 
»pponents of the bill as compared with the time taken up by its friends. 
Upon yesterday, when I made the motion to limit debate, some gentle- 
man on that side that several members desired to be heard 
in opposition to it, and in accordance with that request I withdrew my 
motion and allowed the debate to run. We have now been discussing 
it for two days, and I think the committee is fully informed upon the 
subject. 

Mr. HISCOCK. But itis now half 4 o'clock, and there is no 
intention of obstructing the passage of the bill. Al that we ask is 
a fair and full discussion, and now we want ten minutes on this side 
upon the amendment which I have offered. 

Mr. WILLIS. Then I will accept the proposition of the gentleman 
from New York to limit debate upon the bill and amendments to ten 
minutes. 

Mr. ELLIS. How is that time to be apportioned? 

Mr. HISCOCK. We have ten minutes in favor of the amendment. 

Mr. HUNT. The time should be equally divided between the friends 
and opponents of the amendment. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Gentlemen on that side can consume as much time 
as they please. We ask simply ten minutes on our part. 

Mr. ELLIS. Let the time be divided equally, or let us give ten min- 
utes to those opposed to the amendment. 

Mr. WILLIS. We want only ten minttes altogether. 

Mr. GIBSON. I understand the gentleman from New York to say 
that he does not propose to obstruct a vote upon the bill after ten min- 
utes’ discussion upon his amendment? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Oh, no; ten minutes to discuss the 
amendment of the gentleman from New York. There may be other 
amendments. 

Mr. GIBSON. Then I do not consent. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I ask only ten minutes in favor of the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood that to be conceded by the 
gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. WILLIS. My motion was to limit the debate upon the bill and 
amendments to five minutes. The gentleman from New York sug- 
gested ten minutes, to be consumed in favor of his amendment. I ac- 
cepted that ; 

Mr. WASHBURN. 


‘Limiting debate upon all amendments to ten 
minutes. 


Mr. WILLIS. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The only motion that can now be made under the 
rule is to limit debate upon the pending amendment or ph. 
The gentleman from Kentucky moves that all debate upon the pending 
amendment or paragraph of the bill be limited to ten minutes, with 
the understanding that that time is to be controlled by the advocates of 
the pending amendment. 

The motion to limit debate was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER, The question now recurs upon the motion of the 
gentleman from Kentueky, that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. Cox, of New York, in the chair. 

TheCHAIRMAN. By order of the House all debate upon the pend- 
ing amendment is limited to ten minutes. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I now yield five minutes of the time to the gentle- 
man from Michigan [Mr. Horr]. 

Mr. HORR. Mr. Chairman, I must say upon reflection, and I do it 
after careful consideration, that I think the friends of the Mississippi 
River improvement ought to accept the amendment of the gentleman 
from New York. This amendment is directly in the line of what I 
understand to be the object we are attempting to reach. In the bill 
framed by the committee in the last session of the last Congress, which 
passed the House but did not pass the Senate, we had substantially this 
same proposition. It was inserted, as I now recollect it, for this rea- 
son: many members of that House, and I find not a few of the same 
way of thinking here to-day, looked upon this great undertaking as a 
simple experiment, and some of them as a very doubtful experiment. 

Now, it was thought best to subject two of the important reaches of 
the river to the test and apply the bulk of the appropriations to them 
until they should be completed, and then, if they proved a success, 
there would be no further objection to the other large improvements 
and appropriations that would follow. If they proved a failure, we 
would ascertain that fact before we had expended any more money than 
was absolutely necessary. The two reaches selected in that bill are the 
same ones named in the amendment now under discussion, and I un- 
derstand that the commission for the past year has devoted most of its 
time and attention to those reaches. 

I speak as a friend of the Mississippi River; I speak as one who is not 
afraid of the bugbear of levees. I believe that stream will never be 
improved, as I said yesterday, until it is perfectly leyeed on its banks. 
But people doubt that; there is a great deal of feeling in the country 
upon that question. It is the real cause of objection to this bill here 
to-day. Why not, then, accept this amendment? It will not interfere 
in the least with the great work being carried forward to completion. 

I opposed the amendment of my friend from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] 
because he sought to confine the work to simply one I desire the 
commission to go on with their entire plan, and I thought his amend- 
ment tended to defeat the real object-of this bill. I sometimes think 
my friend from Indiana makes and moves amendments simply as a con- 

nital habit. I have sometimes thought that if he had had the power 

e would have moved to amend himself when he was created. [Laugh- 
ter.] But knowing, as I now do, the gentleman’s beauty and perfection 
of character, had it been in my power I would have op that 
prea as strenuously as the one he offered to this bill. [Continued 
laughter. 

But this amendment of my friend from New York [Mr. Hiscock] is 
in the line, I think, of good business common sense. It does not ham- 
per this great work; it permits the commission to improve and take 
care of the Memphis Harbor, the New Orleans Harbor, the Vicksb 
Harbor, or any other work on the river which requires attention an 
care during the time that this $1,000,000 is being expended. Now, I 
say to my friends who favor this great enterprise, is not that proposi- 
tion a fair one? Accept it, and we can pass this bill, in my judgment, 
in five minutes. I hope that you understand my motive. have 
been compelled to say this simply because I believe that it is in the 
interest of this great work, and believing that, I must express my 
earnest convictions; and let me simply add that I do hope the gentle- 
man with whom I have worked so long and pleasantly in our endeavors 
to inaugurate this improvement will concede this much to many mem- 
bers here who really favor this appropriation but think this limitation 
necessary. Of course I shall vote for the bill in either event, but shall 
feel pleased to have the amendment carry, and shall vote accordingly. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Remarks have been made upon the floor here at 
least by one gentleman—and I do not care to be more icular than 
that—to the effect that New York is opposed to internal improvements; 
that New York is in favor of locking up the Treasury. Now, sir, New 
York is in favor of internal improvements. New York votes millions 
of her own money for internal improvements, and New York is willing 
that money shall be taken from the Treasury for internal improve- 
ments; but she wants to know that this money is to be expended for 
internal improvements and is not to be expended for the benefit of pri- 
vate property. The proposition which is now tendered is to test the 
plan, to pick out the two places upon which the most money has been 
Saki, to devote this money to completion of the work at those 
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places, and if it proves a success no New York member will stand in 
the way of liberal appopristione for the commerce and for the naviga- 
tion of the Mississippi Ri 

But what wè want, sir, y= to have it demonstrated that this is not a 
great scheme for the benefit of the alluvial lands that are on either side 
of the Mississippi River. And I say to you gentlemen on the other 
side that when you oppose this amendment, when you leave it so there 
is a chance to have it said that this money may be scattered from one 
end of the Mississippi to the other to strengthen her weakened levees, 
you are affording reasons and grounds for our questioning the object of 
the bill and of theappropriation. As hasbeen well said by the gentle- 
man from Michigan (Mr, Horr], test the work, test the plan, and if the 
work and the plan prove a success, there will no longer be objection on 
this floor, either in this or in any future Congress, to give such money 
as may be needed for the improvement of the Mississippi River. 

I say to you, on the other hand, if your object be the improvement of 
these alluvial lands, then defeat this amendment. It proves that you 
are unwilling to have the plan tested, that you are unwilling to have 
time enough elapse, if you please, to let the people fully understand 
whether this 5ú may be a success or not. It means that you propose 
to put through 1 tion and get money here, as I said at the outset, 
protection to being the main purpose and the improvement of 
navigation simply incidental to it. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock], which the Clerk will read. 

_ The amendment was again read. 

i question being taken on the amendment, there were—ayes 135, 
noes 152. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Hiscock and Mr. WILLIS were ap- 
pointed. 

ee committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 104, 
noes 110. 

So the amendment was not | to. 

Mr. WILLIS. I move that the committee rise and aes the bill 
back to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. Cox, of New York, reported that the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under considera- 
tion the bill (S. 1038) making an appropriation for continuing the im- 
provement of the erred River, had directed him to report the same 
back to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. COX, of New York, further reported that the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under considera- 
tion the bill (H. R. 3531) making an appropriation for continuing the 
improvement of the Mississippi River, had directed him to report the 
same back to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the question will first be 
on the report of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union on the Senate bill. 

Mr. WILLIS. I demand the previous question on the third read- 
ing of the bill. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. Is it in 
order now to mové to commit the bill with instructions to the commit- 
tee to report it back with the amendment which I proposed in the 
Committee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules the gentleman from New York 
has the right to make that motion pending the motion for the previous 
question or after the previous question shall have been ordered on the 
passage of the bill. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Then I move to commit the bill to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors, with instructions to insert the amendment which 
I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read the proposed amendment, as follows: 

Provided said money a; ion be nded on what known as Plum 
Point and Lake saian o gaii endim aie area may rege a pre- 


ecessary 
serve the property of the United Spey and to preserve coher work already com- 
menced and not to further ex the same, 


The SPEAKER. The question is upon adopting the resolution of- 
fered by the gentleman from New York. 

The question being put, the Speaker stated that in the opinion of the 
Chair the ‘‘noes”’ had it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. WILLIS. Pending that I move that the House adjourn. Iun- 
derstand the Hall is desired te, je for a caucus. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I make the point of order that the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS] can not make that motion 
while the House is vo 

The SPEAKER. The House was not voting. The gentleman from 
New York had demanded the yeas and nays, and then the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS] moved that the House adjourn. The 
demand for the yeas and nays will of course be pending if the House 
should now adjourn. 

The motion of Mr. WILLIS bika Pgs 
y anas accordingly (at 4 o'clock 55 minutes p. m.) the House ad- | 
journ ; 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANDERSON: Papers relating to the claim of Charles M. 
Cunningham—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the pension claim of Josiah Elkins—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. T. M. BROWNE: The petition of Thomas F. Smith & Miller, 
and Charles M. Smith, for compensation for legal services performed by 
order of the supreme court of the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: rs relating to the improvement of the 
Chattahoochee River below zip piba and between West Point and 
Bolton, in the State of Georgia—severally to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, paper relating to the establishment of a post-route in Georgia— 
to the Committee-on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. BUCKNER: Paper of Herman T. Hesse, relating to the re- 
organization of the Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: Papers relating to the claim of Stewart Col- 
lege, Clarksville, Tenn.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CLARDY: Memorial of the Ladies’ Seamen’s Friend Society 
of the port of San Francisco, Cal., praying for the passage of a law 
requiring the masters of American ships to pay and in for- 
eign ports such sailors as desire to be paid and discharged—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. COBB: The petition of Abraham Gimble and other citizens 
of Vincennes, Ind., for an appropriation to pay the tobacco rebate—to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. DARGAN;: The petition of citizens of South Carolina, for an 
appropriation to continue the improvement of the Great Pee Dee River 
—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. DUNN: The petition of W. F. Slemons and T. M. Whit- 
tington, in relation to alleged abuse and usurpation of power of the 
United States Army in the Indian Territory—to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Prairie County, Arkansas, for 
indemnity for the destruction of public buildings during the late war— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: The resolutions adopted at a mass-meeting 
of citizens of Utah, held at Salt Lake City December 22, 1883—to the 
Committee on the J udiciary. 

By Mr. I. N. EVANS: The petition of citizens of Norristown, Pa., for 
a tobacco-rehate appropriation—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. FOLLETT: Papers relating to the claim of Joseph W. Par- 
ish—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. J. T. JONES: The petition of C. Burke and others, for a 
tobacco-rebate appropriation—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. MILLARD: The petition of Capt. P. J. Bartle, for relief— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of William R. Osborne and others, of A. G. Allen 
and others, of O. W. Chapman and others, of Thomas W. Whitney and 
others, of A. P. Smith and others, of A. A. Clark and others, and of 
Frank Beaman and others, members of the bar, bankers, and other 
leading business men residing in the southern tier of counties in the 
State of New York, asking that terms of the United States district 
court be held at Binghamton, N. Y.—severally to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Binghamton, N. Y., for a tobacco- 
rebate appropriation—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. McCORMICK: The petition of citizens of Portsmouth, Sciota 
County, Ohio, for a tobacco-rebate appropriation—to the same com- 


mittee. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Memorial of the Kansas State Horticultural 
Society, protesting against the repeal of the timber-culture act—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MORSE: The petition of Philip C. Rowe, for relief—to the 
Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. MOULTON: Papers relating to the claim of Abraham Braf- 
man—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PAYSON: Memorial of citizens of , and four peti- 
tions of citizens of Astoria, ., for the forfeiture of the land grant 
to the Oregon Central Railroad Company—severally to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Papers relating to the claim of James Riley— 
to the Commitee on Claims. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: The petition of Henry C. Richardson, for relief— 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, the petition of J. M. Carrier & Co. and 30 others, of Lawrence, 
and of Albert Wheeler and others, of Lowell, Mass., for a tobacco-rebate 
appropriation—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. REAGAN: The petition of E. D. Gaden and 30 others, citizens 
of Cherokee County, Texas, for an appropriation of $50,000,000 for the 
benefit of the public schools in all States and Territories in the 
Union—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. J. S. ROBINSON: Papers relating to the pension claim of 
! Charles and Elizabeth Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


160 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 17, 


By Mr. W. F. ROGERS: Paper relating to the claim of Topp & 
Vance—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROSECRANS: Papers relating to the claim of General J. H. 
Carleton—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SINGLETON: Papers relating to the claim of George C. 

to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STEVENS: Papers relating to the claim of G. F, Jocknick— 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. STRUBLE: Papers relating to the claim of the employés on 
the improvement of the Des Moines Rapids—to the Committee on 
Claims. 


By Mr. THROCKMORTON: The petition of R. C. White, mayor of 

McKenney, Tex., the attorneys of that city, and others, praying that a 

` branch of the United States court be established at Sherman, Tex.—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. VANCE: The petition of the Sons of Temperance of North 
Carolina, for a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor 
traffic—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Polly Tatham—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. WAIT: Papers relating to the claim of Reiknagel & Co., and 
of Weaver & Sterry—severally to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WARD: The petition of John L. Smith and others, relative 
to the pension claim of Larkin F. Roberts—to the Committe on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WELLER: The petition of C. F. Myers and others, for the 
improvement of the Mississippi River and its navigable tributaries— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WILLIS: Papers relating to the allowance of certain awards 
made by a board of claims under special order No. 110, July 14, 1865, 
headquarters Fourteenth Army Corps—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, January 17, 1884. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. ELIAS DE Wirt HUNTLEY, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message was received from the House of Representatives, by Mr. 
CLARK, its Clerk, announcing that the House had passed a joint resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 113) authorizing the Secretary of War to receive, for in- 
struction at the Military Academy at West Point, Antonio Barrios, of 
Guatemala, and José Victor Zavala, of Nicaragua; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 

ERIE MARINE HOSPITAL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
m from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying documents, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith for the consideration of Congress a letter from the secre- 
rae of state of the State of Pennsylvania, dated November 26, 1883, inclosing a 
duly authenticated copy of an act of the Legislature of the State entitled “An 
act to provide for the preservation, use, custody, and disposition of the marine 
hospital at Erie, and making an appropriation for the repair of the same,” ap- 
proved July 5, 1883, and ten: ng to the United States Government, on behalf 

the governor, in pursuance of the visions of the act, the said marine hos- 
vm 43 pers baring up legos can. t bee ferred b; to the Secretary of 

e upon m re! y me to the ry o! 
War, j reae also g” P 


is letter of the 12th instant returning the same, s yer 
with a report of Capt. Edward Maguire, pot na of Engineers, dated the 10th ulti- 
mo, gi a ption of the property referred to, and expressing his views 


as to its adaptability for a soldiers and sailors’ home. 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 16, 1854. 
THE HOT SPRINGS RESERVATION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives : 
: I inpri herewith a letter from the 


of bath-houses an 
The subject 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 16, 1884. 

Mr. GARLAND. I move that the Sorry, ey accompanying com- 
munication be referred to the Committee on Public Lands and printed. 
It relates to a matter in which the United States is particularly inter- 

The motion was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 

unit CUSE e OET E ake ery obey chase the Chief of 
i submitting reports from Col. G. Weitzel, Corps of Engineers, 
of the results of surveys, under his direction, of certain portions of the 


CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 


Delaware, Susquehanna, and Brandywine Rivers, made in compliance 
with the river and harbor act of August 2, 1882; which, with the ac- 
companying documents, was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ord to be printed. rá 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The joint resolution (H. Res. 113) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to receive for instruction at the Military Academy at West Point An- 
tonio Barrios, of Guatemala, and José Victor Zavala, of Ni 
was read twice by its title,.and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented resolutions adopted at a 
meeting of the American Public Health Association in favor of an ap- 
propriation for a fire-proof building for the Army medical museum and 
library of the Surgeon-General’s Office, located in Washington, D. C.; 
which were referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented three resolutions adopted at meetings of the Amer- 
ican Public Health Association in favor of the enactment of a law pro- 
hibiting foreign defective and criminal people from coming into the 
United States, &e.; which was referred to the Select Committee to In- 
vestigate and Report the Best Means of Preventing the Introduction 
and Spread of Epidemic Diseases. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair presents to the Senate 
the memorial of WILLIAM Prrr KELLOGG, now a member of the House 
of Representatives, on the subject of statements contained in papers 
accompanying a report from the Secretary of the Interior of the date of 
the 13th of December, 1883, relating to the transfer by the Texas Pa- 
cific Railroad Company of its land grant to the Southern Pacific Rail- 
road Company, in which the memorialist, referring to one of the pa- 
pers connected with the transaction, denies all imputations contained 
in those letters, and asks that an investigation may be had. This me-- 
morial being in the nature of an answer to certain printed documents 
which were referred to the Committee on Public Lands, the Chair 
thinks it should properly be printed and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. That order will be made, if there be no objection. 

Mr. DOLPH. I have this morning received a memorial from the 
Astoria Chamber of Commerce, of Astoria, Oreg., praying for an åp- 
propriation of $500,000 for the improvement of the entrance of the Co- 
lumbia River. 

The question of the improvement of the Columbia River is a matter 
of great importance, not only to the people of Oregon and of Washing- 
ton and Idaho Territories, but to the commerce of the entire world. I 
have already introduced into the Senate a bill making an appropria- 
tion of the amount specified, $500,000, for the commencement of the 
work upon that improvement, and, if it shall be the pleasure of the 
Senate, at some future time I shall submit some statistics in regard to 
the commerce of the Columbia River and the Northwest, and some facts 
in to that most interesting portion of our country which, inmy 
judgment, demand that the necessary appropriation for the commence- 
ment of that work should be immediately made. 

The Columbia River in magnitude is the second river in the United 
States. It drains an area of 395,000 square miles, and with its tribu- 
taries extends for thirteen degrees in latitude and twelve degrees in 
longitude. It is navigable, with interraptions, for 725 miles, and its 
navigable waters extend to within 450 s of the navigable waters of 
the Missouri. This vast empire, in extent, of 395,000 square miles has 
vast resources which have but begun to be developed, and yet, as this 
memorial will show, the commerce of the Columbia River is 
great and is being rapidly increased. The memorial itself is brief, and 

ask that it may be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon presents a 
memorial on the subject of the improvement of the- Columbia River and 
asks that it may be read. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, 
and it will be reported. 

The memorial was read, and referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
as follows: 

To the honorable the Congress of the United States : 


Your memorialists, the Astoria Chamber of Commerce, of the city of Astoria, 
State of Oregon, respectfully petition your honorable body to ean a) 
priation of $500,000 to improve the entrance to the Columbia River in psn th 
with the recommendations and plans embodied in the report of a special com- 
se aye Sas the is enatierrs of hong ene ees ass 

nw that work ma undertaken as speedily as possible 
chamber os, 7 your attention to the following important facts; 

The commerce of the Columbia River is now increasing at a ratio of 25 per 
cent. annually, with a probability of a still greater increase. 

During the year 1883 the entrances and clearances at the custom-house at 

eraso veesbia unde Teat i Sordlgn: tiada areivhig (both fatelen amd 
r vessels, under rin foreign e reignan 
United States vessels), 110; tonnage, 118,076. Departi .81; tonnage, 82,608, 
Entrances coastwise, 339; tonnage, 488,594. earances,318; ton 716. 
Value of nopo brought over Columbia River bar in 1883: Domestic, $27, n 


E pamedan Domestic, $6,212,512; foreign, $6,178,809 (I 
ne xports for same year: Dom ; um- 
ber exports not included). . 

Your memorialists y submit to your honorable body that, in view 
of its present as well as future commercial importance, the im ent of the 
Columbia River bar is the most necessary work contemp in the North- 

We would especially call attention to the fact that the present state of the 
Columbia River bar is detrimental to the interests of American ship-owners. 


1884. 


Nearly all foreign vessels are iron, and American, wood. To be profitable to 
the producer, the grain of this coast, in view of the length of the voyage, must 
be carried to a foreign market in vessels. 

No vessel can now cross the Columbia River bar under the most favorable cir- 
cumstances drawing over 22 feet. The large American vessel drawing 23 fcet 
to 26 feet feet can not, therefore, load to her full ity, but is compelled to 
clear with no more freight than the British vessel drawing from 20 to 22 feet. 
Shippers are obliged, therefore, to employ foreign vessels to carry our produce 
to Europe. 

Of the 81 vessels clearing from this port, foreign, with , in 1883, only 12 
were American buttom. Most of the vessels leave out bound in the winter 
months, when the bar is roughest, and frequenthy have to wait for weeks for a 
smooth bar. This delay is solely due to want of proper depth. No lightering 
can be done here outside the bar, as is done in some other poe 

Your memorialists deem the improvement of the mouth of the Columbia to 
Bao eoacks ech capone coeregnting over Pi OONO (to aay nothing of tbe valne 

cargoes g over $41,000,000 (to say nothing of the value 
of the vessels), aana, aad recrossed its bar, butalso on account of the vast 
area of tillable lands that surrounds the headwaters of its numerous tributaries, 
which are as yet almost unsettled, but which will be occupied in the near future. 

A sufficient depth of water is wanted and can be obtained on the bar toallow 
vessels drawing 26 feet to cross withoutdelay in order to meet the requirements 
of commerce. 

Jn conclusion, your memorialists respontin ask that this be made a special 
appro; on, as the appropriation made for improvement of the Columbia 
and Willamette Rivers is not construed by the United States engineers to include 
orapply to the mouth of the river. 

Passed the chamber December 28, 1883. 


ttest: 
E. C. HOLDERS, Secretary. 

Mr. HOAR. In addition to the printing in the REcCoRD, which will 
be the result of the reading of the memorial at the desk, I move that 
it be printed as a document. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. MORRILL. I present a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Saint Albans, Vt., officially signed, praying for the 
appointment of a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor 
traffic; and I ask that it be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will suggest to the Sen- 
ator from Vermont that such petitions, he is informed at the desk, have 
hitherto been referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. MORRILL. Very well; I have no objection to that reference. 

The PRESIDENT pro ee The petition will be referred to the 
Committee on Education Labor. 

Mr. INGALLS. I presenta petition numerously signed by residents 
of the District of Columbia, praying thata woman deputy warden may 
be appointed at the jail of the District. I move that it be referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. INGALLS. I also present certain affidavits and other papers re- 
lating to the claim of Isaac A. Meyer, for whose relief a bill has been 
introduced and referred to the Committee on Claims. I move that these 
papers be referred to the same committee. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. GORMAN presented the petition of William H. Gill, of Texas, 

` praying compension for property taken by officers of the United States: 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BAYARD. I presenta petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
gor Union of Delaware, which was sent to me with a request that 

should present it to the Senate, respecting the regulation of the liquor 
traffiv. I ask that it be referred to the Committee on Finance. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from Delaware that similar petitions have hitherto been referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 
Mr. BAYARD. Iam content with that reference, although I con- 
sider that, as a question affecting the revenues of the country, the Com- 
mittee on Finance is the proper committee to take charge of it. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will of course entertain a 
motion of the Senator from Delaware to refer the petition to the Com- 
. mittee on Finance.” Does the Senator from Delaware desire the refer- 
ence to the Committee on Finance? 

Mr. BAYARD. I presume from the appearance of this petition that 
it is one of a circular nature, which is sent everywhere; it is in print, 


and seems to be filled in, in each case, with the same handwriting; and |. 


if the reference of similar petitions has been made to the Committee 
on Education and Labor, perhaps they, having taken consideration of 
it, can deal with it quite as well as the other committee named. Ithad 
been my judgment, not hearing that any other similar petitions had 
been so referred, that a matter which touched so seriously the revenues 
of the country ought to go to the Finance Committee; but if other pe- 
titions of a similar kind have been referred to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor, I am content with that reference. 

Mr. MORRILL. I desire to say that the bill which passed the Sen- 
ate at the last Congress was reported by the Committee on Finance, and 
a bill in the same terms is now before that committee which I suppose 
will be reported at an early day. Atthe same timeif there is any other 
salem that really desires this subject, I have no objection to their 

ving it. 

The PRESIDENT pro The petition will be refi if 
there be no objection, to iiss Ceaaniiieo on Eterna amt eS It 


is so 
Mr. BLAIR ted a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of New Hampshire, officially signed, representing 1,200 
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members, praying for a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic 
liquor trafic; which was referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Grand Lodge of Good Tem- 
plars of Maine, officially signed, representing 20,000 members, praying 
for a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic liquor traffic; 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, presented a petition of the Good Tem- 
plars of the State of New York, officially signed, representing 27,000 
members, praying for a commission of inquiry concerning the alcoholic 
liquor traffic; which was referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MILLER, of California, from the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, to whom the subject was referred, reported a joint resolution (S. 
R. 42) authorizing certain officers of the Navy to accept presents from 
foreign powers; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Patents, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 1115) to amend section 4919 of the Revised Statutes relating 
to the recovery of damages for the infringement of patents, reported it 
without amendment. i 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MORRILL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 1139) authorizing the construction of a building for 
the accommodation of the Congressional Library; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Select Committee on Additional Ac- 
commodations for the Library of Congress. : 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 1140) for the relief of Lieut. George W. Kingsbury; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the papers on file relating 
to the case, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BLAIR. At the request of the National Temperance Society I 
ask leave to introduce a bill. 

By unanimous consent leave was granted to introduce a bill (S. 1141) 
to prohibit the manufacture, importation, and sale of intoxicating 
liquors as a beverage in the District of Columbia; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. WILSON asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 1142) to establish a board of interstate commerce, 
prescribe its duties, and for other purposes; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Railroads. 

Mr. SEWELL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 1143) for the relief of Rebecca Burdsall; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PLUMB asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 1144) ting a pension to John W. Wright; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 1145) to confirm the title of the residents thereof to the 
town or community grant of the town of Albuquerque, N. Mex., and for 
the allotment and disposition of the lands in said grant; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. GORMAN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill 1s: 1146) to provide for the erection of a public build- 
ing in the city of Annapolis, Md.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. INGALLS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 1147) to complete the military record of Alexander 
Fisher; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 

duce a bill (S. 1148) for the relief of William B. Moses; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 
Mr. RIDDLEBERGER asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. 1149) to amend an act entitled “‘ An act 
to amend the statutes in relation to immediate transportation of dutia- 
ble and for other purposes,” approved June 10, 1880; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CALL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 1150) granting a pension to Julia A. Ross; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. 1151) to amend section 4400 of the Revised 
Statutes so that vessels under five tons burden and for private purposes 
and not carrying passengers for hire shall not be subject to license; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 


Mr. WALKER (by request) asked by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave to introduce a bill (S. 1152) to incorporate the United 
States Gas, Electric Light and Fuel Company, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 
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Mr. BUTLER asked 
introduce a bill (S. 1153) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
deliver to the rightful-owners the contents of certain boxes deposited 
in the Treasury Department by the Secretary of War; which was read 
twice by its title. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I ask the reference of the bill with 


by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 


the accompanying papers to the Committee on Finance. I would state 
in connection with it that I introduced a similar bill in the last Con- 
gress for the purpose of restoring to certain parties in my State some 
articles of silverware and other articles that had been deposited by the 
Secretary of War in the vaults of the Treasury for safe-keeping soon 
after the war. In an examination of the boxes at that time I found 
quite a number of articles with the names of the owners on them, 
which are of no earthly value to anybody except to the owners them- 
selves, among others some miniatures, photographs, and things of that 
kind. The Secretary of the Treasury did not think at that time that 
under the bill which passed the Senate he had the authority to deliver 
those boxes. This bill, I hope, is full enough to justify the Finance 
Committee to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to restore all those 
articles, and I will ask my friend the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
MORRILL] if he will be kind enough to take charge of the bill, as he 
did the other bill, and have the articles restored to these poor people. 
I move that the bill with the accompanying papers be referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. McPHERSON asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 1154) to increase the pension of Anne 8. Mellach; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to introduce 
a bill (S. 1155) to provide for the issue of circulating notes to national 
banking associations; which was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I should like to have the bill read at length. 
It is very short. 

The bill was read the second time at length, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance, as follows: ; 

. m t i 
ee ces See aioe Soa clan es eas be 
ing the same shall be entifled to receive from the Comptroller of the Currency 
circulating notes of different denominations in blank, registered and counter- 
signed, as provided by law, not exceeding in amount the par value of the bonds 
deposited: Provided, at no timeshal! the total amount of such notes issued 
to any such association exceed the amount at such time actually ha in of its 

I 


capital stock; and that all laws and of laws inconsistent with the provis- 
ions of this act be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 


Mr. VAN WYCK asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to introduce a bill (S. 1158) to secure reasonable rates of transportation 
to the people over railroads aided by the issue of United States bonds 
and public lands; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. It may be proper that I should state that this 
should be considered as a substitute for a bill which I inadvertently 
introduced instead of ita few days ago. The House bill was presented 
for reference in this body, and upon examining it I preferred to make 
some amendments and incorporate them in a new bill, but in the haste 
I took the House bill instead of the one which I had prepared for that 
purpose. The House bill provided for the system of roads that had re- 
ceived United States bonds. I can see no reason why the same regula- 
tion should not extend to all railroads of that nature, whether they were 
aided by United States bonds or by public lands. 

I do not say that this is the best bill that can be offered on this sub- 
ject, but it is presented with a view of sas gritos some proceedings 
on behalf of Gii, which alone can reach this system of railroads, 
to meet the demand on the part of the people that they shall have some 
regulation of this kind. When Congress inaugurated and chartered 
these roads it supposed that it was providing for the very thing which 
we are seeking to do to-day: that in providing for a northern, a cen- 
tral, and a southern line to the Pacific it was establishing a system of 
roads which would form a natural competition. But the result has 
been that there is a combination on the part of the roads which has de- 
feated what was supposed to be the wise pi of Congress; and now, 
when the railroads year after year are partitioning, as they call it, their 
territory, when they divide it and make a partition of that great empire 
nearly as perfect as was the partition of Poland, it becomes the duty of 
Congress to interpose and protect the people, who are asking at this 
time that they shall be protected from the unjust, oppressive, and des- 
ea extortion of this line of railroads. I move that the bill be re- 

erred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BROWN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 1157) to appropriate $24,000 to complete the nav- 
igable channel through Romley Marsh, in the State of Georgia; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 5 
On motion of Mr. BOWEN, it was 


Ordered, That the in the claim of H. A. W. Taber be taken from the files 
and referred to the ttee on Claims, 


On motion of Mr. BAYARD, it was 


Ordered, That the papers on file with the Secretary of the Senate relating to the 
Sopori Tand grant be taken from the files and referred to the Committee on Pri- 
vi 


PRINTING OF TESTIMONY. 
On moting of Mr. HALE, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be authorized to Ret ed came 
for its use the testimony and views submitted on the subject of the bill (5. 698) to 
authorize the construction of additional steel vessels for the N: 


avy. 
THE NUESTRA SEÑORA DE REGLA. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair). If there 
be no further concurrent or other resolutions, that order of business 
will be closed. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, rose. 

Mr. GARLAND. I should like to get the permission of the Senator 
from California to call up a bill that I do not think will excite any de- 
bate. It is the bill (S. 652) to carry into effect the decree of the dis- 
trict court of the United States for the southern district of New York 
in the case of the Spanish ferry-boat Nuestra Sefiora de Regla. Itisan 
old matter that has been hanging now for some three or four years. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I shall not object if it does not lead to 
discussion. If it leads to discussion, I must in 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will bereported for informa- 
tion. 

The bill was read; and, by unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is there any report with the bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The committee reports, the Chair is 
informed, an amendment. Is there a written report? } 

Mr. GARLAND. There is no written report. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let there be an explanation made of the bill 
after the amendment is reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 11, after the words “eighteen hundred 
and sixty-one,’’ it is proposed to insert “‘to the claimant and a ee 
therein named or its legal representative ;™ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted d&c., Thatthe 
seal E A AA ETE 
priated, to make proper payment to carry into effect the decree of the district 
court of the United States for the southern district of New York, bearing date 
December 10, 1883, in the case of the Spanish ferry-boat NuestraSenora de Regia, 
her tackle, &e. ong: id seized by forces of the United States in 1861, to the claim- 
ant and a pellee rein , or its legal representative, with interest from 
the date of said decree. 


Mr. CONGER. I desire to inquire, if there is no report from the 
committee on that subject, what is the date of the judgment and 
whether the time for an appeal or taking the case up has passed? 

Mr. GARLAND. Over twenty years this boat was seized and 
condemned in the district court of New York. The case was brought 
to the Supreme Court, and the decree of condemnation reversed in an 
opinion reported in 17 Wallace. In the poaa there’some further , 

uestions were raised, and the case was brought again to the Supreme 
urt of the United States, and at its last term ing the present 
Oey finally disposed of the case in the following words, which I will 


Upon the facts in this case there can be no doubt of the propriety of such an 
allowance for the extraordinary detention of the vessel before she was delivered 
up for adjudication, especially since she was detained for the express of 
use by the United States. And as to the amount of the allowance, is no 
opportunity for discussion. The United States are willing and actually con- 
tracted to pay $200 a day for her use, &e. 


Going on and stating the facts and different dates— 


Our conclusion is that should be allowed as follows: 
For unnecessary and unusual delay in proceeding to adj 
GB 9G BS BIO EN A SE AST ARAR EE I IEE O D A A $35, 000 
For value of vessel... 30,000 
In eB cele ESIE s.. 65,000 ` 


To which add interest, at the rate of 6 cent, per annum, from the time of 
the order of restitution, June 20, 1863, until the decree. 

The decree of the district court is reversed and the cause remanded, with in- 
structions to enter another decree in accordance with this opinion. 


I hold in my hand the other decree entered by the court below based 
upon this decree of the Supreme Court. 

Mr. CONGER, And from that the case has not been taken toa higher 
court again? 

Mr. GARLAND. There was no further appeal, and in fact no ground 
for it, for the district court simply follows the decree of the Supreme 
Court in so many words. The bill was amended by the committee to 
conform to the precedents heretofore made in allowing payments of this 
character with the interest. There are three precedents. 

Mr. CONGER. I would inquire whether it is customary to allow 
interest upon a claim of this kind for damages? 

Mr. GARLAND. The Supreme Court say they are entitled to 6 per 
cent. from 1875, from the day of the seizure. 

Mr.CONGER. The bill provides for paying interest since that time? 

Mr. GARLAND. From that time on until the recovery, whenever 
that may be. The Senator will find the precedents in volume 16 of the 
Statutes at Large, the case of the Sybil, the case of the Volante, and 
the Dashing Wave. 

Mr. CONGER. From what committee does the report come ? 
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Mr. GARLAND. From the Judiciary Committee, unanimously. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I did not object to the consideration 
of the bill called up by the Senator from Arkansas at this time, al- 
though I was strongly tempted to do so. The Committee on Claims 
has reported twenty or thirty bills favorably that are now on the Cal- 
endar; and I think it is doing an injustice to those bills and the per- 
sons interested in them to pick up other bills on the Calendar and have 
them considered ont of their order. I hope that we shall hereafter 
proceed regularly under the new rules and dispose of the business on 
the Calendar in accordance with those rules. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the new 


rules will not be in force until Monday next. The question is on | instan 


agreeing to the amendment reported from the Committee on the Ju- 
dici 


ciary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senateas amended, and the amendment 
concurred i 


was in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

COMMITTEE SERVICE. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Mr. President, I hold in my hand a request 
from the Senator from California [Mr. FARLEY] to be presented to the 
Senate, that he be excused from further service upon the Committee 
on Commerce, and in accordance with his request I move that he be 
excused from further service upon that committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to excusing the 
Senator from California from further service upon the Committee on 
Commerce? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I now move that the President of the Senate 
be authorized to fill the vacancy on that committee. 

The motion was agreed to by unanimous consent. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 1038) making 
an appropriation for continuing the improvement of the Mississippi 
River. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House of Rep- 
resentatives had signed bae ne p amoni bills; and they were 
thereupon signed by the iden è 

A bill g R. 688) to fix the tims for holding the district court in the 
district of Maine at Bangor; and 

A bill (S. 844) to authorize the increase of the capital stock of the 
First National Bank of Fort Worth, Tex. 

COMMITTEE SERVICE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. SLATER a member of 
the Committee on Commerce, in place of Mr. FARLEY, excused. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. MILLER, of California. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After 4 hours and 36 minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 33 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, January 17, 1884. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
JoHN S. LINDSAY, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the House of the 
following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 686) to fix the time for holding the district court in the 
district of Maine at Bangor. 


MARINE HOSPITAL AT ERIE, PA. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from the 
President of the United States; which was read, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith for the consideration of Congress a copy of a letter from 
the of state of the State of Pennsylvania, dated November 1883, 
inclosing a uly authenticated copy of an act of the Legislature of that 
entitled “ An act to provide for the preservation, use, custody, and ition 
of the marine ital at Erie, and making an ease on rof the 
same,” a uly 5, 1883, and tendering to United States Government on 
behalf vernor, in ursuance of the provisions of the 
rine hospital for use as a soldiers and sailors’ home. 

The papers having, upon their receipt, been referred by me to the Secretary of 
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War, I inclose also a copy of his letter of the 12th instant 


ing the same, 
together with a copy of the report of Capt. Edward Maguire, Corps oi i 


dated the 10th ultimo, giving a description of the property referred to and ex- 


pressing his views as to its adaptability for a soldiers and sailors’ home. 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 16, 1884. - 
HOT SPRINGS, ARK. ` d 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States; which was read, referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 
I transmit herewith a letter from the Secretary of the Interior, dated the 11th 
t, suggesting further action by Congress in the matter of grani 
of bath-houses and bath-house sites at the Hot Springs reservation, Ar 
The subject is presented for the consideration of Co 
A. ARTHUR. 


EXECUTIVE Mansion, January 16, 1384. 


SUSPENDED PRE-EMPTION ENTRIES. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Interior transmitting a list of suspended entries of public lands 
under the pre-emption laws; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


LABOR STATISTICS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a communication from the 
Superintendent of the Census, in nse to the resolution of the House 
asking him to submit the report of Joseph D. Weeks, special agent in 
charge of statistics on wages and manufacturing industries; which was 
referred to the Committee on Labor, and ordered to be printed. 

GOLD AND SILVER CERTIFICATES. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the Housea letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury in response to the resolution of the House ing for 
information in relation to the use of gold and silver certificates; which 
was referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ALBUQUERQUE, N. MEX. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Interior, transmitting the report of the surveyor-general of New 
Mexico on the private land claim of the town of Albuquerque; which 
was referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 


SAINT MARY’S CANAL, MICHIGAN. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a letter from the Chief of Engineers, with inclosure, 
containing a draught of a bill for the government and control of Saint 
Mary’s Canal, Michigan; which was referred to the Committee on Rail- 
roads and Canals, and ordered to be printed. 


ELECTION CONTEST—POOL VS. SKINNER. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House papers in the contested- 
election case of C. C. Pool against T. G. Skinner, of the first Congres- 
sional district in North Carolina; which was referred to the Committee 
on Elections, and ordered to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, for to-morrow, on account of business 


of importance. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. HEWITT, of New York, asked and obtained leave for the with- 
drawal from the files of the House papers relating to the claim of A. A. 
Low & Brother, for the payment of lost coupons on United States bonds; 
no adverse report. 

NORTHERN JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF TEXAS. 


Mr. REAGAN, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 3547) 
toamend an act approved February 24, 1879, entitled ‘‘An act to create 
the northern judicial district of the State of Texas and to the 
eastern and western districts of said State, and to fix the time and places 
of holding courts in said districts;’’ which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

: TANNING EXTRACTS. 

Mr. MORSE (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 3548) repealing 
all duties on extract of hemlock and other barks used for tanning and 
placing the same upon the free-list; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. 

INDEX OF CLAIMS, 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina, by unanimous consent, submitted the 
yes resolution; which was read, and referred to the Committee on 

counts: 


portion of the 


hth Congress; and the of per- 


for the said work shall, under d ion of the Committee on Accounts, 
be out of the contingent fund of the 
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STAR-ROUTE INVESTIGATIONS, 


Mr. BEACH. I ask consent to submit for present consideration the 
resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be, and he hereby is, requested to trans- 
mit to this House all reports and papers of every kind and nature whatever re- 
ferring to the star-route investigation made by y msme agents of the Post-Office 
Department to the Postmaster-General during year 1851. 

Mr. REED. Where does that resolution come from? 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. I think it should go to a committee. 

Mr. BEACH. It can be referred to a committee; but I would like 
to have it go on record that the objection came from the other side of 
the House. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be referred to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. I desire to say that I do not object 
to the purpose of the resolution, but think that, like other smaller mat- 
a it should be considered by a committee before adoption by the 

ouse, 

The SPEAKER. The resolution is disposed of. 

BRIDGE OVER MISSOURI RIVER. 


Mr. WEAVER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 3549) 
to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at 
some accessible point within five miles of the town of Decatur, in the 
abi of Burt, in the State of Nebraska; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

K MEXICO. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
reported back without amendment the following resolution; which was 
considered and adopted: 

That the President be ested, if in his opini ot i tibl 
with the publie interest, to communicate to this House any correspondence: with 
the Mexican Government relative to the claims specified in the fifth section of 
the act of Congress approved June 18, 1878, and to inform the House if any pay- 
ment or payments have been made on said claims; and, if so, at what date and 
of what amount. 

2, Also, any letters from the Mexican minister at Washington or other corre- 
ndence or information in possession of the Department of State relating to 
new condition of things created in Mexico since the railroads projected for 

communication with the United States, and all statistics and other data as to the 
present condition of our sister republic. 

8. Also, any correspondence with the Governments of Mexicoand Guatemala 
in reference to the boundary question between said republics, and any offer on 
the part of this Government to mediate on the same, 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

CLARENCE W. DE KNIGHT. 

Mr. GREEN, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 

lution; which was referred to the Committee on Accounts: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be, and is hereby, 
directed to pay, out of the contingent fund of the House, to Clarence W. 
Knight, for services rendered as page, the difference between the pay of a folder 
and that of a page from January 11 to June 30, 1882, the amount being $86.64. 


CLERK FOR COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION. 

Mr. AIKEN, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was referred to the Committee on Accounts: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Education be, and are hereby, authorized to 
employ a clerk. 

REPORTS OF TENTH CENSUS, 

Mr. KEIFER, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint resolution 
(H. Res. 114) providing for the printing and distribution of the reports 
of the Tenth Census; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 

SALE OF PUBLIC DOCUMENTS. 

Mr. KEIFER also, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 115) providing for the sale of public documents; which was 
' read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Printing, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PAY OF HOUSE EMPLOYES. 

Mr. HA of Missouri, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint 
resolution (H. 116) fixing the time when the pay of certain clerks to 
committees and other employés of the House of pas circa shall 
begin; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Accounts, and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. ELLIS. I call for the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order being called for, the committees 


will be called for 
aeeon Aled fila AIAG T Will yE ws Ghanem ater toe CAAA 
mi move to di wi e i 
hour for the call of committees. Pisina aa 
rerna The Chair understands there are a few reports to 
e. 


Mr. KEIFER, I withdraw the suggestion. 


REBATE OF TOBACCO TAX. 


Mr. MORRISON. The Committee on Ways and M to which 
were referred certain resolutions calling for information as to the amount 
required to refund taxes on tobacco and cigars, have directed me to re- 
port the same back with a recommendation that they lie on the table, 
as the information proposed to be called for by the resolutions is al- 
ready in the possession of the House in the report of the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue. 

The SPEAKER. The resolutions will be read, and, if there be no 
objection, laid on the table. 

The following resolution, introduced on the 10th instant by Mr. 
FIEDLER, was read, and laid on the table: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, directed to com- 
municate to this House what amount of money is required to pay the rebate of 
taxes due to the dealers on pieced ponaga of smoking and manufactured 
tobacco, cigars, &c.,and when such information 
tee on Appropriations be, and is hereby, instructed to provide by bill or other- 
wise an appropriation necessary to d 
Government. 


The following resolution, introduced December 11, 1883, by Mr: 
DEUSTER, was also read, and laid on the table: 

Whereas the Forty-seventh Congress passed a law revising the tariff-list, where- 
by it was provided that a rebate, amounting in the to several million 
dollars, should be paid by the United States Government to the manufacturers 
and dealers in certain articles, notably tobacco, cigars, &0.; and 

Whereas no provision was made by the Forty-seventh Congress in the form 
of an appropriation to y the taxes thus required to be repaid to the manu- 
facturers and dealers in the articles aforesaid; and 

Whereas it is charged that a syndicate exists that is taking advantage of this 


neglect on the part of the Forty-seventh Congress to appropriate money to pay 


the rebate aforesaid charging an exorbitant commission therefor, knowing 
the Government will repay the rebate in full: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, requested 
to furnish the House of Representatives with information as to the amount of 
money necessary to be appropriated in order to meet the demands against the 
Government on account of the rebate aforesaid. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Mr. AIKEN. Mr. Speaker, I hold in my hands several bills which 
were referred to the Committee on Education and Labor before the di- 
vision of that committee. I am instructed by the Committee on Edu- 
cation to report them back and ask that they be referred to the Committee 
on Education. 

There being no objection, bills and joint resolution of the following 
titles, heretofore referred to the Committee on Education and Labor, 
were referred to the Committee on Education: 

A bill (H. R. 11) to donate, in trust, the net proceeds of the sales of 
the public lands to the States and Territories to aid in the support of 
common schools; 

Bills (H. R. 25, 645, and 1454) to aid in the support of common sehools; 

renner to establish schools in ka; 

A bill (H. R. 1625) to authorize the Secretary of War to enie; BF 
deed, to the board o 
Va., a lot of ground (numbered two in block B), wi 
thereon; and 


education of the district of Hi 8 Ee 
the buildings 


Joint resolution (H. Res, 21) to donate one telescope, not in use, to 
Parson’s College, Fairfield, Iowa, for scientific and educa’ purposes, 


GRANDCHILD OF AUTHOR OF DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE. 


Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, from the Committee on Pensions, 
reported back the bill (H. R. 999) gran a pension to the sole sur- 
viving grandchild of the author of the tion of Independence, 
with amendments; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr, STOCKSLAGER submitted the views of the minority; which, 
by unanimous consent, were ordered to be printed with the report of 


the majority. 
ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York, from the Committee on War s 
reported back adversely the following cases; which were severally lai 
on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

The petition of James N. Hunter; 

The petition of Allen J. Holliday; and 

The petition of Philip R. Jones. 

Mr. FERRELL, from the Committee on War Ree reported back 
adversely the following cases; which were pea d on the table, 
and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

The petition of Richard L. Andrews, administrator of M. H. Battle, 
deceased; 

The petition of Simeon S. Barrett; 

The petition of Ransom Thompson; 

The petition of E. P. McNeal; 

The bill (H. R. 862) for the relief of Sidney Ballard; 

The petition of Reuben B. Bass; 

The petition of Peyton 8. and John T. Warren; and 

The petition of Lizzie Hamilton, administratrix of Charles D. Ham- 
ilton, deceased. : 

GEORGE P. WEBSTER. 
Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back the 
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bill (H. R. 2011) for the relief of George P. Webster; and thesame was 


referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


_ OWNERS OF SCHOONER TWILIGHT. 

Mr. GEDDES also, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
back joint resolution (H. Res. 33) to correct clerical errors in the reso- 
lution referring the claim of the owners of the schooner Twilight to the 
Court of Claims; and the same was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

The call of committees was then concluded. 

STAR-ROUTE CORRESPONDENCE. 

Mr. SPRINGER, from the Committee on Expenditures in the De- 
partment of Justice, reported back the following resolution, with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 

That the Pi 


Justice and ent touching the prosecution of 
with in connection with the star-route mail service, and a state- 
ment of the names of individuals found to be indebted to the United States 


the amount of the indebtedness of each in consequence of such frauds, andalso 
an itemized statement of the expenditures in the Post-Office Department from 
the 4th day of March, 1881, to the Ist day of January, 1884, in the investigation 
and prosecution of such frauds. 

Mr. CALKINS. Ofcourse I haveno objection to the resolution ae 
that there is a committee for the investigation of expenditures in the 
Post-Office Department, and it would seem that the Committee on Ex- 
penditures in the Department of Justice are calling for expenditures in 
the Post-Office ent in connection, as I understand the resolu- 
tion, with thatcommittee. I suggest whether it does nottrench on the 

of another committee. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will state to the gentleman from Indiana—— 

Mr. CALKINS. I have no objection to it myself, but only call the 
attention of the House to it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will state in explanation that it is the duty of 
the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice to ex- 
amine into the accounts and expenditures of that Department and 
also as to the enforcement of the payment of moneys due to the United 
States, and this resolution relates to that branch of the public service 
which is required to be looked into, that is, the enforeementof payment 
of amounts due to the United States. It therefore isa subject prop- 
erly coming under the jurisdiction of the Committee on Expenditures 
in the Department of Justice. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. SPRINGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion'was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion wus agreed to. 

DANIEL WOODIN. A $ 

Mr. SHELLEY, by unanimous consent, introduced bill (H. R. 3550) 
for the relief of Daniel Woodin, of the District of Columbia; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PRINTING OF THE PRESIDENT'S MESSAGE. 


Mr. SCALES, from the Committee on Printing, reported back the 

following resolution, with amendment: 
— the ¥ ual 
EO TRAS pst cit copies of President's annual message 

Mr SCALES. The committee recommend that the resolution be 
amended by filling the blank with ‘‘25,000.’’ The estimated cost of 
the work is $225. 

The amendment was agreed te; and the resolution as amended was 
adopted. 

Mr. SCALES moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MICHAEL A. SMITH. 

Mr. SMITH, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 3551) 
for the relief of Michael A. Smith; which was read a first and 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. . 

ESTATES OF JAMES AND WILLIAM VANGE. 

Mr. HANCOCK (through Mr. THROCKMORTON), by uhanimous con- 
sent, introduced a bill (H. R. 3552) for the relief of the estates of 
James Vance and William Vance; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

REAR-ADMIRAL SAMUEL P. CARTER. 


Mr. CALDWELL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
3553) for the relief of Rear-Admiral Samuel P. Carter; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BYSINESS. 

Mr. WILLIS. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the further consideration of 
the report of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
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Union made on yesterday; and the question now is on the motion of the 
Saber from New York [Mr. Hiscock] to commit the bill to the 

mmittee on Rivers and Harbors with certain instructions. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I ask the gentleman from Kentucky to 
yield to me for a moment to offer a resolution. 

Mr. WILLIS. I will yield for a moment. 


UNION AND CONFEDERATE NAVAL RECORDS. 


Mr. COX, of New York. I desire to offer a short resolution of in- 
quiry and ask for its present consideration. 

The SPEAKER, The resolution will be read, subject to objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: -> 

That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to inform the House what 
vel tecuris of the wax of Ibe rebellice and whak DOA are AAE te poset 
their speedy publication. ne parce ht 

The SPEAKER. Is. there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution ? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. COX, of New York, moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
resolution was agreed to; and also moved that the motion toreconsider 
be laid on the table. ; 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

IMMEDIATE APPROPRIATION FOR MISSISSIPPI RIVER IMPROVEMENT. 

Mr. WILLIS. I now call up the regular erder. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the question upon the adop- 
tion of the resolution offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Hiscock] to commit this bill to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 
with the instructions contained in the resolution, upon which the yeas 
and nays have been demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; fifty members voting therefor. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. KING. I do not think the House clearly understands the 
question. hr ; 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Will the Speaker please explain the exact 
condition of the pending question? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has already twice stated the question. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Several members around me have not been 
able to hear the question, and ask fer information upon it. 

The SPEAKER. The.roll is now being called upon the motion of 
the gentleman from New York, which is to commit this bill to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors with instructions to insert a pro- 
viso restricting the application of this appropriation to the improve- 
ment of Plum Point and Lake Providence reaches of the river. 

Mr. GIBSON. But the resolution embraces still more, and I ask 
that it be read for the information of the House. 

Mr. CALKINS. After the call of the roll has commenced it is too 
late to have the resolution read. 

The SPEAKER. It is too late if objection is made. 

Mr. CALKINS. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will proceed to call the roll. 

The questien was taken; and there were—yeas 117, nays 161, not 
voting 42; as follows: 


YEAS—117. 
Adams, G. E. Deuster, Lacey, P 
Anderson, Dowd, La botir, 
Arnot, Duncan, Lawrence, Price, 
Atkinson, Dunham, Long, aye 
Barr, Eldredge, Lovering, Ray, G. W. 
Bayne, Thoth Lowry, e 
ey, ce, 
Bingham, Ermentrout, McAdoo, Robinson, J. S. 
Bisbee E McCoid, Rowell, 
Boutelle, Ferrell, McComas, Russell, 
Bowen, Fiedler, McCormick, Ryan, 
Boyle, Ged McKinley, Skinner, C. R. 
Brainerd, Lia Smith, 
Breitung, Hardy, Miller, 8. H. Steele, 
Brewer, F. B. Hart, Milliken, Stewart, J. W, 
Brewer, J. H. Hatch, H. H. Morey. T, 
Brown, Haynes, Morrill, Storm, 
Brumm, Hepburn, Mo: Struble, 
iscock, Mu Taylor, J. D. 
Campbell, F. Holman, Nutting, Wait, 
Campbell, J. M. Holmes, o’ Warner, A. J. 
m, Hopkins, O'Neill, Charles Warner, Ri 
A Horr, Parker, eaver, 
gott Sore; Tauon; wae J.D. 
ames, yne, ting, 
Conno! Johnson, Payson, Winans, "John 
Cox, W. R. Kean, Perkins, York. 
Cullen, Keifer, Peters, 
Kelley, Phelps, 
Davis, G. R. K ; Poland, 
NAYS—16l. 
nr Sin Cook, Dibble, 
Alexander, urnes, ve, Dockery, 
Ballen Cald Co n, Dorsheinek 
Barkedaie’ osare; Cox, ¥3 Dunn, 4 
Blanchard, Cassidy, Culberson, D. B. Elis” 
y, a 18, 
Bland, . Clardy, Culbertson, W. W. Evins, J. H. 
Blount, Clay, Curtin, Findlay, 
Clements, n. Finerty, 
Buckner, Converse, Davis, L. H. Follett, 
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Foran, Jones, J. T. Pryor, Throckmorton, 
Forney, Jordan, + ew Tillman, 
Fyan, Ke S Randall, Townshend, 
George, King, Reagan, Tully, 
Gibson, - » Kleiner, Reese, Turner, H, G: 
oe revel Ro Van Alst 

off, rtso; an yne 
Green. Lewis, Rogers, TH. Vance, 4 
Greenleaf, Lote, Rogers, W. F. RL zao; 

uenther, Rosecrans, . 
Halsell, Mentillin, Scales, 

ranien, Matson, ey, 

Hatch, W. H. Maybury, Seymour, Wellborn, 
Hem I May ý Shaw, Weller, 
Henderson, D. B. er, J. F. Sheliey, Wemp! 
Henderson, T. J. lls, ingleton. White, Silo 
Henley, tchell, ner, T, G Willi 

Morgan, S A Willis, 
Hewitt, A. 8. Morrison, Snyder, Wilson, James 
Hewitt, G. W. Moulton, -Spriggs, Wilson, 

1, uldrow, p D A Winans, E. B. 
Hoblitzell, Murphy; S Wise, J. 8. 
pene Nanay, omine Charles Wahr 

ouseman, eece, 
Hunt, Nelson, Stone, Woodward, 
urd, Nicholls, Strait, Worthington, 
Hutchins, Sumner, C. A. Yaple, 
effords, ay Sumner, D. H. Young. 
Jones, B. W. O'Neill, J.J. Taylor, E. B. 
Jones, J. H. Pierce, Taylor, J. M. 
Jones, J. K. Peel, S. W. Thomas, 
NOT VOTING—42. 
Adams, J. J. Davidson, Houk, Robinson, W. E. 
Bagley, naria: E n, Spooner, 
Belford,” Dingley Libbey Thom 

ord, > ’ pson, 
Belmont, Evans, L N. Money, Tucker, 
Blackburn, Graves, Muller, Valentine, 
as T. M. fone Petite 8.J wit 

e, 8. 
= ao a er, Pettibone, Wise G. D. 
ur; D 
ie Holton, Ray, ' 


Mr. WILLIS. I moveto dispense with the reading of the names 
on this vote. 

A MEMBER. I object. 

The SPEAKER. “Objection is made, and the Clerk will report the 
names. 

The names of those voting were then read. 

The taal 4 pairs were announced: 

Mr. Hirr Mr. BELMONT, on all questions from January 16 to the 
17th inclusive. 

Mr. LAMB and Mr. HoLTON, on the vote on Senate bill 1038. 

Mr. THOMPSON and Mr. HOUK, on this bill. 

Mr. BROWNE of Indiana and Mr. DIBRELL, for this day. 

Mr. TALBOTT, who would have voted ‘‘no’’ on the pending amend- 
ment, with Mr. HoLTON, who would vote ‘‘ay.’’ 

Mr. BROADHEAD and Mr. SPOONER, on the pending question. 

Mr. CABELL with Mr, PETTIBONE. 

Mr. Monry with Mr. WADSWORTH, on all questions from January 
17 until further notice. 


Mr. BUCHANAN and Mr. Ray of New Hampshire, from January 15 | da 


to the 18th inclusive. 

Mr. Evans of Pennsylvania and Mr. TUCKER, until further notice. 

Mr. DAVIDSON and Mr. VALENTINE, on all political questions until 
further notice. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I am paired cry poa questions 
with my colleague Mr. BLACKBURN, and if I could eel assured by any 
panemin on that sideof the House that he would vote in favor of this 

ill, I should still let my pair stand and not vote upon it. 

r. WILLIS. I have no authority for saying how my colleague 
would vote. I believe fully that he would vote ‘‘no’’ on the motion of 
the gentleman from New York if he were present, but I have no 
authority from him to make the statement. 

Mr. CLARDY. I desire toannounce that my colleague Mr. BROAD- 
HEAD is detained from the House on account of sickness. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon ordering the bill to be read 
a third time. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Pending that, I desire to make a par- 
liamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. My inquiry is whether it would be in 
order at this time to move to commit the bill with instructions; or if 
not now, whether that would be in order after the previous question 
shall have been ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that under the rule of the 
House it isin order to move to commit with or without instructions 
pending thedemand for the previous question or after the previous ques- 
tion has been ordered on the passage of the bill. The Chair so stated 
the rule yesterday evening. Thereupon the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Hiscock] moved to commit with instructions. No pointof order 
was made upon the motion, and the Chair has submitted it to the House 
and the House has voted uponit. The Chair the gentleman 
from New York wasintending to make his motion under that rule which 
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was stated; but as to that the Chair is not informed, and he can only 
administer the rules as he finds them. The question is now upon or- 
dering the bill to be read a third time. 

The question was decided in the affirmative; and the bill was accord- 
ingly read the third time. AC SR 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Inowmove, the ious qui having 
been ordered, to commit the bill with Rohan wily 

The SPEAKER. The previous question has not been ordered nor 
has it been demanded on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. WILLIS. I demand the previousquestion on the passage of the 
bill. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, I now move that the bill be committed 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors with the instructions which 
I send to the desk. 

Mr. WILLIS. I make the point of order ‘the motion of the 
gentleman from Kentucky that only one such motion js in order and 
that the House has exhausted its privilege in that direction. 

Mr. KEIFER. Do I correctly understand the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. WILLIS] as making the point of order that a motion to 

commit with or without instructions after the previous question has 
been ordered is not in order? 

Mr. WILLIS. The point I make is that only one such motion is ir 
order, and one such motion having’ been voted upon, the privilege is 


The SPEAKER. Only one such motion is in order after the previous 
question is ordered on the passage of the bill or while the demand for 
the previous question on the passage of the bill is pending. But the 
motion made by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] yester- 
day afternoon was made immediately after the bill was reported from 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union and while 
the question was on ordering it to a third reading, and that was a mo- 
tion that might have been made before this rule was adopted. As the 
Chair understands the new rule, it was simply intended to enlarge the 
privileges of the members on the floor in this respect by giving to them 
the right to make this motion after the previous question had been de- 
manded or had been ordered on the of a bill, members always 
having had the right under the parliamentary law to move to commit 
with or without instruction before the bill had reached that 

Mr. KEIFER. If the gentleman from Kentucky had made his point 
of order before, as against the motion of the gentleman from New York, 
I think it would have been well taken. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so intimated this morning. 

Mr. WILLIS. At the time the motion of the gentleman from New 
York was made I had demanded the previous question. 

Mr. DUNN. That is my recollection. 

Mr. WILLIS. And the Speaker then stated that the motion of the 
gentleman from New York could be entertained at that time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will cause to be read what was said yes- 
terday in response to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock]. 
The Speaker stated the rule to the gentleman from New York 
as itis, as gentlemen willsee by the reading of what took place yester- 


y- 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Hiscock. I desire to make a Bap aber Prat A 
to move to commit the bill with Iosectionn ts to pipes sea ke report it back 
with the amendment which I proposed in the Committee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules the gentleman from New York has the 
to make that motion ding the aden for the po rd ce question or 
the previous question 1 have been ordered on the passage of the bill. 


The SPEAKER. ‘‘On the passage of the bill.” But the gentleman 
from New York made his motion nevertheless, and no point of order 
was made against it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Butthe demand for the previous question had 
previously been made. 

The SPEAKER. It was on the third reading of the bill, not on the 
passage of the bill. The Chair thinks that under the rule he is obli 
to hold the motion of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WHITE] as 
now in order, although there was probably a mistake made yesterday 
afternoon. 

The Clerk will report the motion. 

The Clerk read as follows: _ 

Resolved, That the bill under consideration be referred to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, with instructions not to report it back until the Secretary 
of War shall furnish this House with an itemized account of the expenditures 
a vi inh te Sonus of the Mississippi River and levees along its banks from 
aut yi to mores 16, 1884; ceed inform the House whether the urgency 


ap Ae or this bill has not from expenditures in excess of the 


es, by Congress for the purpose of the improvement 
Missis- 


iver, and until ths coe report of the Commission on the 
sippi River matt be distributed to the members of the House of Representatives. 


The question being taken on agreeing to the motion of Mr. WHITE, 
of agence there were—ayes 26, noes 117. 

Mr. WHITE. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered, only 2 members voting therefor. 

So the motion to commit with instructions was not to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is upon the passage of the bill. 

Mr. WILLIS. I believe that under the rule one hour is allowed for 


- 


1884. CONGRESSIONAL 


debate. I do not propose to occupy any time myself at present, but 
will yield five minutes to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. YounG]. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair is in doubt whether under the rule 


- there is an hour allowed for debate in this instance. This is notabill 


reported by the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, of which the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS] is chairman; but it is a Senate bill, 
which has been taken from the Speaker’s table by action of the House 
and referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and it was reported back to the House by the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Cox] as chairman of the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. The Chair thinks that under the rule there is not an hour 
for debate. 

Mr. YOUNG. I supposed I would be allowed to say a few words. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question has been ordered by the 
House. 

Mr. YOUNG. I will ask permission of the House to have printed 
in the RECORD some remarks upon this subject. 

Mr. ELLIS. And I will prefer a similar request. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit those requests to the House 
after the bill shall have been disposed of. 

Mr. REED. I ask that the rule be read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the rule which has been re- 
ferred to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

3. The member reporting the measure under consideration from a committee 
may 07 and close, where debate has been had ; and ifit shall 
extend beyond one day, he be entitled to one hour to close, notwithstand- 
ing he may have used an hour in opening. (Rule XIV, clause 3.) 

Mr. REED. The point towhich I referred was whether the yeas and 
nays must be taken on the passage of this bill. I would inquire what 
the Speaker decides on that point? - 1 

The SPEAKER. This is not a general river and harbor bill. 

Mr. REED. The rule on page 179 of the Digest is this: 

iation and revenue bills, and bills for the improve- 
uae i and eran she yeas and nays Shall be taken on the pao of 
such bills in the House and entered upon the Journal. 

That is clause 6 of Rule XXI, and seems in terms to cover the 
pending bill, unless the Chair should decide that it is necessary to have 
a bill riate for more than one river or for more than one harbor, 
or unless this bill shall escape the yeas and nays upon the ground that 
it is for the improvement of levees and not for the improvement of 
rivers. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. I quite concur with the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. REED] that it is desirable to have the rule which he has read ap- 
ply to such bills as this. Iam the more anxious for that because I 


think this is a wise indication that hereafter we shall have the Missis- | Co: 


sippi River appropriation bill separated from the general river and har- 
bor bill. 


Mr. REED. I must not permit the gentleman from Pennsylvania | Cul 


[Mr. RANDALL] to commit me to the idea that I think it wise to call 
the yeas and nays on all appropriation bills. If I were to frame a rule 
upon the subject, I doubt if I should be Willing to vote for this one; 
but it being in existence, if seems desirable that it shall be enforced. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Insupport of what the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] has said, that the rule requires the yeas 
and nays to be taken on the passage of all bills of this character, I de- 
sire to read a clause in the Constitution from page 10 of the Digest. 

Mr. ELLIS. I would inquire of the Chair what is before the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] makes 
the point that it is the duty of the Chair under the rule to direct the 
yeas and nays to be taken on the passage of the pending bill, or rather 
he propounds the inquiry whether it is the duty of the Chair to direct 
the yeas and nays to be taken. 

Mr. WILLIS. I have no objection to the yeas and nays. 

Mr. ELLIS. Then I will demand the yeas and nays on the passage 
of the bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think we had better have the decision of the 
Chair on this point. 

The SPEAKER, This is an important.matter, because what is 
done now will perhaps be adhered to hereafter as a precedent. The 
Chair is willing to hear what gentlemen may have to say upon the sub- 
ject. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. In support of the proposition of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] I oa about to quote 
from the Constitution: 

No money shall be drawn from Treas consequence 
ations ERA by law; anda Pima episod fry poten the mt pts and 
expenditures of all public money shall be published from time to time. 

The House having refused to wait until we can get the items of the 
account from the War Department, I think the best thing the coun- 
try can have is a yea-and-nay vote on appropriating this million of 


money. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks there can be very little doubt as 
to the meaning of the language employed in the rule, although at the 


time the rule was Se it may have contemplated only general bills | table. 


appropriating money for rivers and harbors, because the custom has 
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been heretofore general to pass such appropriations allin one bill. The 
language of the rule is very clear. 

Upon all Pact wih sea and revenue bills, and bills for the improvement of 
rivers and rs,the yeas and nays shall betaken on the passage of such bills 
in the House and entered upon the Journal. 

The Chair is therefore disposed to hold that under this rule it is his 
duty to direct that the yeas and nays shall be taken upon the pas- 
sage of the pending bill. Ifany gentleman doubts the correctness of 
that ruling, the Chair would be very glad to have the question decided 
by the House itself. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think there can be no difference of opinion on 
that subject, and unless some one does object the ruling of the Chair 
may as well be considered the unanimous opinion of the House. 

TheSPEAKER. The question is, Shall this bill pass? and upon that 
question, under the rule of the House, the yeas and nays will be taken. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 216, nays 64, not vot- 
ing 40; as follows: 


YEAS—216. 
Aiken, Eaton, Kleiner, Scales, 
Anaoa ai pe ham, pened A 
ey, w wis, our, 
lentine, ins, J. Libbey, Shaw, 
Barbour. Ferrell, Lore, Singleton 
Barksdale, Findlay, Lowry, Skinner, T. G. 
yne, Finerty, ae, Slocum, 
Follett, key, Snyder, 
ee haa ag riggs, 
nnett, orney, eCoid, ringer, 

i = McCormick, Stephenson, 
Blanchard, George, MeMillin, vens, 
Bland, Gibson, Matson, Stewart, Charles 
Blount, Glascock, Maybury, % 
Boyle, Gof, Mayo, Stone, 

i er, J.F. Strai 
Brainerd, |“ Greenleaf, Mills, Strabie, 
Breitung, ther, Mitchell, Sumner, C. A. 
Buckner, Mo: Sumner, D. H. 
Budd, Hanback, Morrill, Talbot 

Hardeman, Morrison, Taylor, E. B. 
Caldw 7 Moulton, Taylor, J.M. 
Ca bel, Felix Hatch, H.H. erin Throckinorto 

m) e & A m, 
Candies, Hatch, W. H. Murray, Tillman, 
Cannon, Hayn Neece, Townshend, 
Carleton, Hemphill, Nelson, - 5 
Clardy, Henderson, D.B. Nutting, Turner, H.G. 
Clay, Henderson, T. J Oates, ‘Turner, Oscar 
Clements, Henley, Ochiltree, Van 3 
Cobb, erbert, O'Hara, Vance, 
Converse, Hewitt, A.S, O'Neill, J.J. Van Eaton, 
Cook, Hewitt, G. W. Payne, Wakefield, 
Cosgrove, Hill, Payson, Ward, 
Covington, Hoblitzell, Pierce, ‘arner, Richard 
Cox, 8.5. Ho s Peel, S. W. ash) 
x, W.R. ponat Paen, ee 
$ T, ‘ost, er, 
Calberson,D.B. Hopkins, Potter, Wempie, 
Culbertson, W.W. Horr, Price, White, Milo 
“a H é Nad . waa, 
5 unt, i 
Cutcheon, Hurd, Randall, Willis, 
Jeffords, Rankin, Wilson, James 
Davis, G. R. Jones, B. W. Reagan, Wilson, W. L. 
Davis, L. H. ones, J. Reese, Winans, E. B. 
Deuster, Jones, J. K. la Winans, John 
Dibble, Jones, J.T. Wise, J.S. 
Dockery, Jordan, Robinson, W.E. Wolford, 
Dorsheimer, Kean, Rogers, J. H. ood, 
Dowd, Keifer, Rogers, W. F. Woodward, 
Duncan, Kellogg, Rosecrans, Worthington, 
Ketcham, Rowell, Yaple, 
Dunn, King, Ryan, Young. 
NAYS—464. 
Adams, G. E. Eldredge, Lovering, Ray,G. W. 
Anderson, Eliott, McComas, Reed, 
A Ermentrout, McKinley, Rice, 
Barr, Ever! Mi Robinson, J.S. 
Bingham, Fiedler, Miller, S. H. Russell, 
Boutelle, Geddes, Milliken, Skinner, C.R. 
Bowen, Harmer, Morey, Smith, 
Brewer, F. B. — Steele, 
Brewer, J. H. Howey, M Storm, 
Brown, W. W James, O'Neill, Charles Taylor, J.D. 
See JM. Johnson, Parker, kai t, ay 
m Kelley, Patton, arner, 
Lacey, Perkins, eaver, 
Co! Lawrence, poen, White, J.D. 
Connolly, Le Fevre, Poland, Whiting, 
ley, Long, Ranney, York. 
NOT VOTING—4. 
Adams, J. J. Davidso: Houk, S 
Arnot, Davis, R. T. Hutchins, Ray, Ossian 
Blackburn, Evans, I. N. Lad one 
FA k ner, 
sora Graves, Lamb, Ste J.W. 
Browne, T. Hammond, ý Thompson, 
eo = a 
lentine, 
Cabell, Hitt, Wadsworth, 
Cassidy, Holton, 8.J. Wise, G.D. 
So the bill was passed. 


Mr. WILLIS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
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LEAVES TO PRINT. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. YounG] and 
the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. ELLIS] desire leave to print in the 
RECORD some remarks on the bill just 

Mr. WELLER. I ask that the same courtesy be extended to me. 

The SPEAKER, If there be no objection, the request of these three 
gentlemen will be granted. [See Appendix. ] 

There was no objection, and leave was granted accordingly. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Kentucky Pte. WiL- 
tıs] indicate what disposition he desires to have made of the House 
bill reported on the same subject as the bill just disposed of? 

Mr. WILLIS. I ask that it be laid on the table. 

There being no objection, the bill (H. R. 3531) making an appropri- 
ation for continuing the improvement of the Mississippi River was lai 
on the table. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, communi- 
cated proposed joint rules for the two Houses adopted by the Senate, 
and in which the concurrence of the House was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of the 
following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 25) to fix the day for the meeting of the electors of Presi- 
dent and Vice-President, and to provide for and regulate the counting 
of the votes for President and Vice-President and the decision of ques- 
tions arising thereon; 

A bill (S. 353) to repeal section 1 of the act entitled “An act making 
a grant of lands in alternate sections to aid in the construction and ex- 
tension of the Iron Mountain Railroad from Pilot Knob, in the State 
of Missouri, to Helena, in Arkansas,” approved July 4, 1866, and for 
other p ; and 

A bill (S. 652) to carry into effect the decree of the district court of 
the United States for the southern district of New York in the case of 
the Spanish ferry-boat Nuestra Sefiora de Regla. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. Snes pm the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the fol- 
lowing title; when the § signed the same; 

A bill (S. 844) to authorize the increase of the capital stock of the 
First National Bank of Fort Worth, Tex. 


MYRON E. DUNLAP. 

Mr. BAYNE, by unanimous consent, re back from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs without amendment the bill (H. R. 1389) for 
the relief of Myron E. Dunlap; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying re- 
port ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


„Mr. RANDALL. In the absence of any motion of higher privilege, 
I move that the House now proceed to the consideration of business on 
the House Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. 
PATENTS. $ 
The first business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1134) to amend 
section 4887 of the Revised Statutes, in relation to patents. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That section 4887 of the Revised Statutes shall be, and hereby 
is, amended so as to read as follows: 

“Sec. 4887. No person shall be debarred from receiving a patent for his inven- 
tion or discovery, nor shall any patent hereafter ted be declared invalid, by 
reason of its having been first patented or ca to be patented in a foreign 
country, unless the same has been introduced into public use in the United States 
for more than two years prior to the application; but every patent hereafter 
granted for an invention which has, prior to the filing of the application for said 
pecos been patented in a foreign country, shall expire seventeen years from the 
date of the foreign paeas, or if thére be more than one, seventeen years from 
the date of the earl foreign patent, and in no case shall it remain in force 
more than seventeen years; butallapplications hereafter made for patents for 
inventions previously patented in a foreign country, upon the invention of the 
same person, shall be made within two years from and after the date of such for- 
eign patent, or if there be more than one, from the date of the earliest foreign 
patent. No patent granted for an invention which ee ela gil the grant of 
such patent, been first patented in a yeh country,and which has not expired 
at the date of the passage of this act, 1 be declared to be invalid by reason 
of its not being so limited on its face or in its grant as to expire at the same time 
with the foreign patent, or if there be more than one, at the same time with the 
one having the shortest term; but this act shall in nowise renew, revive, pro- 
long, or extend any patent heretofore granted.” 


Mr. VANCE. I ask that the report accompanying the bill be read. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Patents, to whom was referred bill H. R. 114, submitted 
the following report: 

Section 4887, Revised Statutes, provides that all patents which have first been 
patented in foreign countries shall expire with the foreign patents, without re- 
gard to the life of the foreign patent. The bill seeks to remedy a wrong upon 
American inventors. In many foreign countries any one can take out a patent 
who gives information. An ican inventor files his papers, in some in- 
stances files an application for a caveat, and then hastens to England to get 


ahead of any one there. His case may be in interference in the United States 
for two or three In the mean time his patent is outabroad. The 
life of a patent abroad is, England, fourteen ve, ten, or fifteen 


rs; France, 

zas optional; Pr , fiftee: three, pain, 

ve, ten, or years; Holland, five, ten, or fifteen years. It will thus be 
seen that an American patent may expire within from three to five years. 


d | He applies to the United States fora patent, and 
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The effect of the bill will be to carry out the contract made with the inventor 
and give him a right to his patent for seventeen years, without regard to its life 


We recommend the passage of the bill. 
Mr. VANCE. Mr. Speaker, thereport made by the committee cor- 
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rectly sets forth the facts in to section 4887 of the Revised Stat- 
utes. According to the law as in force at this time a patent first ob- 
tained in a foreign country expires in this country at the date of its ex- 
piration abroad. Our Jaw on thissubject is not uniform with rage “es 
vailing in other countries. As has been stated in the report, the effect 
of the law is unfriendly, unkind, and unfair to American inventors. In 
England, for instance, any one can take out a patent that gives infor- 
mation. I believe that is soin otherforeign countries. In our country 
the inventor has to swear he is, or believes himself to be, the inventor. 
abroad, to Canada, 
England, or other points, to obtain his patent in order to prevent an 

one else getting ahead of him. . 

The life of a patent, as has been already stated, is only fourteen years. 
In Austria a patent runs one year, with the privilege of extension to fif- 
teen years. The courts have decided here a patent first obtained 
abroad expires in this country on the short term; that is, if a patent 
has been taken out by an American citizen for one, three, five, or ten 
years, the American patent expires in one, three, five, or ten years, as 
the case may be. I have a case beforesme in which the patent abso- 
Intely expired in one year. The United States Government had made 
a contract with the inventor that his patent should extend for seven- 
teen years, yet under the effect of this section of the statute the man 
had his patent only for one year, as the courts have decided that the 
American patent must expire with the first date of expiration in a for- 
eign country, although the patent may be renewed there. 

In the case I speak of the American inventor applied for a patent in 
Canada and received it, and the case went to interference and was de- 
layed. The court decided his patent must expire with the remaining 
year that was left. According to the effect of the act as it is now the 
American citizen takes out a patent here and does not take out a 
ent in a foreign country, so that the whole world uses his patent 
outside of America. 

An objection has been made of this kind, that if the foreign patent 
is extended for ten years, then the American people would have to pay 
tribute on that patent during that extension of ten years when the world 
outside would have it free. On the other hand, if the inventor does 
not take out a patent the whole world would have it free for seventeen 
years outside of the United States. Itworksa hardship on the Ameri- 
can inventors, and, as we all know, we owe much of our prosperity and 
success to the system of American patents. It is to the honor of this 
gan country that it has protected men who had brains enough to bring 

orward inventions like the electric telegraph, the telephone, and a 
thousand other equally valuable improvements which might be men- 
tioned. I speak in behalf of American inventors, therefore, when I ask 
the Congress of the United States to follow the recommendation of the 
Committee on Patents in the bill which is now pending, and which 
comes befo-e the House with the unanimous sanction of that committee, 
to change this section of theaw so that the American invertor may 
have his right to his patent as others, whether he has taken out a pat- 
ent abroad or not. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I do not wish to consume any more of the time of 
the House, as I presume the members thoroughly understand the ques- 
tion and are ready to vote upon it. 

Mr. MAYO. Letmeask the gentleman from North Carolina whether 
this touches in any way books published in this country? 

Mr. VANCE. It-does not; but merely refers to paten: and has 
nothing whatever to do with books. It is not a copyright affair at all. 
It merely seeks to put every American inventor upon an equality, 
which I think is only right. “I have letters from all over the country 
on this subject, but I think it is unnecessary to take up further time 
of the House on this subject. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Speaker, the principle which underlies the 
patent system is undoubtedly right, namely, that an inventor is en- 
titled to a reward for his genius and labor. I certainly would be 
among the last who would desire in any way to interfere with the just 
reward to the American inventor. 

I have no doubt this bill will pass, and I rise not so much to oppose 
it as to call the attention of the House to the fact that perhaps three- 
quarters of the monopolies of this country are fortified behind the patent 
system of the United States. I wish to have it clearly understood that 
so far as Iam concerned I am heartily in favor of giving to the American 
inventor such a peripd of time as shall give him a full and generous re- 
ward for his labor and genius, but on the other hand I am also in 
favor of drawing a line between that policy and a policy which would 
crystallize monopolies for which the consumer at last must pay. 

I regret exceedingly that I have not had time to collect some infor- 
mation in regard, say, to Bessemer steel patents, or to patents on cotton 
machinery, or upon paper processes, or upon iron, or upon the manu- 
facturing processes all the way through. There might be collected in- 


formation which would challenge the attention of the gentlemen in this 
House, which would challenge the attention of the whole eountry to 
this great interrogation point: whether there be notin the abuse of the 
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patent system something to be looked after as there is in the altitudi- 
nous branch of the tariff system? And that is the only point I have 
in making these remarks to-day. And there occurs to my mind just a 
single case which I shall mention. Years ago there were patents taken 
out upon the instruments for transmitting telegraphic messages upon 
the Morse system. Just what the facts are I do not know and will 
not undertake to state; but my impression is that investigation will 
show that the ability of the Western Union Telegraph Company to wear 
out its opponents has rested upon the question of patent upon the Morse 
machines. And to-day you have in that company a monopoly which 
is controlling the transmission of the intelligence of this country to an 
extent that is simply alarming. ‘ 
You perhaps noticed, as shown by a statement in yesterday’s press, 
that a speech had been delivered on the floor of the United States Sen- 
ate‘advocating the establishment of a postal telegraph by the United 
States Government; that the Inter-Ocean of Chicago, which for three 
ears has leased a wire from the Western Union Telegraph Company, 
d transmitted that speech, and that the Inter-Ocean had published 
the speech; that thereupon the use of the wire was withdrawn from 
the Inter-Ocean by the Western Union. Why? Because it is alleged 
that there is a contract between papers receiving messages by the As- 
sociated Press, or at least over the Western Union, that they shall not 
advocate any measure which may be inimical to the monopolistic pur- 
pese of the Western Union Telegraph Company; and if this be true, 
there you have, in the nineteenth century, in a nation of 53,000,000 of 
Americans, demanding their intelligence fresh every morning from all 
about the globe—you have this whole nation in the grasp of one man 
owning the majority of the stock, so it is alleged, of the Western Union 
Telegraph Company, ipulating that intelligence, doling out pre- 
cisely what he pleases that the country may read in the morning, and 
withholding that which is inimical to his interests. In other words, 
you have Mr. Jay Gould throttling the telegraph system of the United 
States, and when you come to look into it you will find that your patent 
m had something to do with it. 
r. MAYO. I rise to a point of order, that no gentleman has the 
i ree DETE: 
ter. 


Mr. ANDERSON. Out of the abundant regard that I have for the 


the length of time when any patent shall run; and I am afraid so far 
as this bill is concerned that its effect will simply be to raise higher 
that wall which some day must at least be reduced, if nothing more. 

Mr. RICE. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Kansas has managed 
to make a very loud explosion with a very little powder. He admits 
that he has not spoken to this bill; that what he has said has nothing 
to do, with the measure now pending before the House. 

The term for which patents are issued by the United States Govern- 
ment is seventeen years. If an inventor—a United States inventor— 
desires to take out a patent for his invention in Canada, as well as in 
the United States, he makes his application at the same time perhaps 
in both countries, The ting of the letters patent is deferred for 
some reason in the United States until after the Canadian patent has 
been granted. The term in Canada for which patents are granted is 
originally five years; so that under the operation of the laws as they 
are now enforced with reference to patents, when his letters patent in 
the United States are taken out instead of getting them for seventeen 
years they expire at the end of the five years for which he has obtained 
them in Canada. It is, as the chairman of the committee observes, to 
remove this injustice that this bill has been unanimously reported from 
the Committee on Patents. Hereafter, Mr. Speaker, should occasion 
arise, the Committee on Patents will be happy to discuss the question 
of patent law as connected with monopolies with the gentleman from 
Kansas, but not now, as it is not necessary on this bill. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I would like to ask my ished 
friend from North Carolina in charge of this bill some questions as to 
the effect of it, since it seems to have been somewhat inartificially 
drawn, if he will permit me. 7 

Mr. VANCE. Yes, sir; I will be very glad to inform the gentleman. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Does this have the effect of extending any 
existing patent? 

Mr. VANCE. It does not, sir, extend any. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Does it have that effect in any individual 
case within the knowledge of the gentleman from North Carolina? 

Mr. VANCE. It does not. I do know of a case that is affected 
by it; but that has nothing to do with the bill further than any other 
patent that has been granted by the Government. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I asked that question for the simple reason 
that I desire to enter my protest wherever I can against the extension 
of any patent beyond the term fixed originally by the Government: 


Mr. VANCE. Iam glad to say to the gentleman from New York 
that we carefully avoid doing that. The bill itself says that it shall 
not extend the life of any patent now in existence. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Has the gentleman from North Carolina 
any objection to a proviso in the nature of an amendment to that effect 
providing that no existing patent and no patent hereafter shall be ex- 
tended beyond the time fixed by law? 

Mr. VANCE. That is already the law. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Then there can be no objection to having 
it on the bill. ; 

Mr. VANCE. Except that there is no necessity for re-enacting a 
statute already in existence, 

Mr. TALBOTT. I would like to call the attention of the gentleman 
from North Carolina to one thing in this bill. It says: 

No person coe be DATOR from aaki" a Aasahan =» SAPERE or ae 
nor s an ent hereafter n 
its haying been barge Bee ted or peace ae be Senie in a foreign oh ea ý 

You do not qualify by saying “‘the inventor.” Suppose the inventor 
obtains his patent first ina foreign country, you leave it for any person 
in this country to get the invention and patent it whether the inventor 
or not. I do not think that is the intention of the Committee on Pat- 
ents. You should provide against that in this bill. 

Mr. VANCE. The words the gentleman has quoted are exactly the 
words in the existing statute. We have notchanged thestatute except 
in the manner pointed out, the statute now saying that the patent 
shall expire at the same time with the patent obtained abroad. 

Mr. TALBOTT. Then the statute is not clear. 

Mr. VANCE. The gentleman can atany time introduce a bill to cor- 
rect the statute in that regard. 

Mr. WOOD. I should like to have the bill again read for the infor- 
mation of the House. 

The SPEAKER. Did the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] 
yield the floor? : 

Mr. COX, of New York. I wanted to propose to the gentleman from 
North Carolina an amendment, which I ask him to accept. ; 

The SPEAKER. Meanwhile the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Woop] asks that the bill be again reported. 

The bill was again read. : 

Mr. TALBOTT. Is the bill still open to amendment? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] has 
proposed an amendment, which he has not yetsent tothe desk. Thero 
can only be one amendment to that amendment while it is pending. 
The gentleman from New York will send up his amendment. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I propose as an amendment, to come in at 
the end of the bill, what I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the bill the following: 

th That this act shall not apply to any patent now in existence or ap- 
plication now pending, nor have the € of extending the time of the duration 
of patents under the existing law,” 

Mr. VANCE. I think the gentleman from New York should omit 
the clause relating to applications now pending. Surely it looks like 
prejudging men to make a provision of that kind. I ask the gentle- 
man to omit that from his amendment and let the law in that respect 
remain as it is now; or if the gentleman does not agree to modify his 
amendment, I move to amend it by striking out those words. I thi 
it is wrong to exclude applications now pending. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I want to avoid possible or probable liti- 
gation, and I offer the amendment, thinking that the bill ought to look 
to the future merely. 

Mr. VANCE. That is what it does exactly. 

Mr. COX, of New York. And that it shall not apply to patents now 
in existence or to applications now ing. . 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Without this proviso the bill will cover patents 
now applied for, and it is as important to avoid them as to avoid those 
already in existence. I quite agree with my friend from New York. 

Mr. VANCE. We have no information that there are such cases now 


a McMILLIN. If there are none pending the proviso will hurt 
nobody. 

Mr. VANCE. Still, if there be such an application, by passing a 
proviso of that kind you hurt the man’s case. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Pending cases should fall under existing 
statutes. Why not let applicants stand under the law as they found it 
when they filed their applications? I propose to have no nune pro tune 


proceedings. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the question. The gentle- 
man from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] proposes to amend the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] by striking 
from it these words, ‘‘ or application now pending.’’ The first question 
is on that amendment to the amendment. A 

The question being taken, the Speaker stated that in the opinion of 
the Chair the ‘‘ noes ” had it. 

Mr. VANCE. I call for a division. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Let the amendments be again reported. 
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The amendment offered by Mr. Cox, of New York, and the amend- 
ment to the amendment offered by Mr. VANCE were again read. 

The House again divided; and there were—ayes 33, noes 62. 

So (further count not being called for) the amendment to the amend- 
ment was not agreed to. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I my amendment shall go in on 
line 29, after the word ‘‘term.’’ And then I propose to add at the end 
of the bill the words ‘‘or applied for;’’ so that it will read: 

But this act shall in nowise renew, revive, prolong, or extend any patent 
heretofore granted or applied for. 

The SPEAKER, That will be a separate amendment after this is 

i of. 

Mr. RICE. It seems to me that the amendment moved by the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Cox] is unnecessary. As has been stated, 
the sole object of this bill is that the American inventor who applies 
for a patent on his invention in a foreign country as well as in this 
may have his invention patented in this country for the term pro- 
vided by our laws, to wit, seventeen years; and that the patent shall 
not terminate, as the courts have held it now does, at the expiration 
of the term of the foreign patent, which, by reasonof the long processes 
of our Patent Department, may chance to have been issued to him be- 
fore the United States patent is issued to him. 

As has been stated, the term of a patent in Canada is but five years; 
the term in the United States is seventeen years. Now, if the patent 
chances to be issued in Canada before it is issued in the United States, 
what reason is there that the life of the American patent should ex- 
pire at the end of five years instead of at the end of seventeen years? 
That is all this bill seeks to provide, that the patent granted here shall 
live for the term which the laws of the United States provide and not 
expire at the end of the term of the foreign patent. 

As to patents which have already been applied for, applications now 
pending, why should not the patents in those cases when granted con- 
tinue for seventeen years as wellas patents that may hereafter be ap- 
plied.for? I do not see that the amendment moved by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Cox] is necessary at all. Ido not see that any 
interests will be en by the of this bill, but on the con- 
trary justice will be done and equality will be afforded to all. 

If the J ppan from New York [Mr. Cox] desires any amendment 
of the bill, it seems to me that all he desires would be accomplished 
by adding to the bill the words ‘‘or already applied for,” and the re- 
mainder of his amendment might be omitted. I hope, however, that 
the gentleman will not insist upon his amendment, but allow the bill 
to pass as reported unanimously by the Committee on Patents of this 
House andas it was unanimously reported by the Committee on Patents 
of the last House. i 

Mr. WOOD. I desire to amend the amendment so it will read as 
follows: 

That the provisions of this bill shall not apply to any pending case or litiga- 
tion in the courts, 

Mr. VANCE. That is totally unnecessary, because the amendment 
of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] provides that this act 
shall not apply to any case pending in the Patent Office, and it cer- 
tainly could not apply to cases where the patents have already been 
granted, for the bill itself provides for that. 

Mr, CALKINS. Does ee make the point of order that 
the same amendment is already pending? If he does not, I make that 
point of order. 

Mr. WOOD. Itis not the same amendment as the one now pendin 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the amendment to the amend- 
ment is in order, it not being the province of the Chair to decide whether 
or not the same provision is substantially contained in the amendment 
already pending. The amendment of the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 
Woop] is notin the same as the amendment of the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Cox] and is not so broad. If adopted as a sub- 
stitute for that amendment, of course it would displace it. 

The amendment of Mr. Woop was not agreed to. 

The amendment of Mr. Cox, of New York, was then agreed to. 

Mr. COX, of New York. The amendment just adopted is to come 
in after the word ‘‘term,’’ in line 29 of the printed bill. Ip 
now to further amend the bill by adding to it these words ‘‘or applied 
for.” 

Mr. VANCE. Does not the amendment just adopted cover that? 

Mr. COX, of New York. I do not know but it does, but this will 
make the language of the bill more homogeneous. 

The question was then taken upon the amendment of Mr. Cox, of 
New York, and it was to. 

Mr. CALKINS. Now let that portion of the bill which has been 
amended be read with the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


act, 
not being so limited on its face orin its prentan to expire at the same time with 
the foreign patents or if there be more than 


shall in 
Dewas renew, revive, prolong, or extend any patent heretofore granted or ap- 
p for, 
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Mr. TALBOTT. I move to further amend the bill by inserting after 
the word “‘patented,”’ in line 9 of the printed bill, where it occurs the 
second time, the words ‘‘by the applicant;’’ so that it will read: 

No person’shall be debarred from receiving a patent for his invention or dis- 
covery, nor shall any patent hereafter ted be declared invalid, by reason of 
its having been TFS patented or onusad io be pasented by the wpplicassin a for- 
eign country, &c. 

My amendment is intended simply to remove the uncertainty which 
may result from the present language of the bill; to prevent any per- 
son not the original inventor from taking oùt a patent for some inven- 
tion patented in a foreign country. f 

Mr. VANCE. I do not know that I have any objection to that 
amendment; but the law already provides that a patent can not be 
taken out in this country by any one except the inventor, and the ap- 
plicant must swear that he is the inventor. 

The amendment of Mr. TALBOTT was then agreed to. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. After the first amendment, adopted on 
motion of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox], the word “it” 
should be substituted for the words ‘this act” in line 30 of theprinted - 
bill. And I do not see the necessity of the phrase “‘ prior to the grant 
of such patent,” in lines 23 and 24 of the bill, in view of what follows, 
“ been first ted in a foreign country.” 

Mr. VAN That is intended to reach another branch of the sub- 
ject. The patent obtained abroad may not have upon its face thestate- 
ment of the fact that it was first obtained abroad, and the Government 
may not be aware of that fact. This provision is to the effect that the 
patent in this country shall not be invalid on that account. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Then I will move to amend the last clause 
of the bill by substituting the word ‘‘it’’ for the words ‘‘this act.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing from the President.of the United States was 
communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, his Secretary. 


PATENTS. 


The House resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 1134Y to 
amend section 4887 of the Revised Statutes, in relation to patents. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on erdering the bill as amended 
to be and read a third time. 

Mr. G N. Mr. Speaker, this subject of patents has grown to be 
so important on account of the univ application of patents to al- 
most everything in use from the cradle to the grave that in my judg- 
ment no step ought to be taken in this matter until the House has had 
due time to consider thoroughly the effect of any bill or amendment 
which may be offered. For the purpose of giving the House further 
time to consider this bill in all its bearings, I move that the bill be re- 
committed. 

Mr. VANCE. The Committee on Patents examined and reported 
upon this question at the last session. It has been reported upon time 
and again to my personal knowledge, as I have been a member of the 
committee. If the House should now send this bill back to the com- 
mittee we shall beyond doubt report it again he as we have already 
done. Hence this motion to recommit is utterly unnecessary. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move toamend the motion of the gentleman from 
West Virginia [Mr. Grsson] by instructing the committee to consider 
the propriety of incorporating in the bill the provision which I send to 
the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


however, That in an action 
kia pgs o market 

per Saegeekeren thereof, the me f if it shall that the de- 
entee or z measure o; Gamagos; appear 

fendant purchased such article without notice the same was manufactured 
in violation of the rights of the patentee or assignee, shall not exceed the cost 
in the open market of the article so purchased and used. 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] 
move that the committee be instructed to insert this provision in the 
bill or merely to consider it ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I fnove that the committee be instructed to report 
this proposition as an amendment to the bill. 

Mr. RICE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. A billsubstantially 
the same in effect and as this proposition of the gentleman 
from Indiana is now before the Committee on Patents. I think that 
bill is in exactly the same language. I desire to ask therefore whether 
this provision, which is the substance of a pending bill now before the 
committee, can be offered in this way. 

Mr. VANCE. Does my colleague on the committee [Mr. RICE] make 
a point of order? 

Mr. RICE. Ido. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam notaware that there is not any such bill pend- 
ing in the House. I drew this proposition while this bill was under - 
consideration. There may be any number of bills containing the same 
idea. 

Mr. CALKINS. The bill which the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. pe perar to is I presume the bill which was read here the other 
day, when I asked unanimous consent to have it considered and passed. 


I have no objection, of course, if the point of order be overruled, to 
having the amendment of my colleague [Mr. HOLMAN] made a part 
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of the bill now before the House, but I would prefer to have him adopt 

the of my bill as originally drawn. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CALKINS] 
send up the bill to which he refers? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I submit, as a proposition of order, that when a 
point is made that a proposed amendment to a bill is the same in its 
provisions as another pending bill, the only aay of determining that 
question of order is by an examination of the bill which is stated to be 
identical with the amendment. i 

Mr. CALKINS. I only ask my colleague to make his amendment 
cover the same ground as the bill which I havesent to the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have no doubt that my colleague has the matter 
in much better shape. i 

The SPEAKER. A point of order of this kind always involves a 
question of fact, which of course the Chair cannot decide until he is 
furnished with the information afforded by the bill with which the pro- 

amendment is stated to be identical in substance. The Chair has 

_ now before him the bill which, as he understands, is referred to by the 
gentleman making the point of order. The Chair thinks that the two 
propositions are not substantially the same. The bill introduced by 
the gentleman from Indiana on the left [Mr. CALKINS] provides that 
where the awarded in an action for infringement of a patent 
shall not exceed twenty dollars the plaintiffshall not recover his costs. 
The proposition now offered by the gentleman from Indiana on the 
right [Mr. HOLMAN] is simply to define what shall be the measure of 

in Such an action. 

Mr. RICE. If I recollect aright there are five bills on this subject 
which have been referred to the Committee on Patents. 

The SPEAKER. But the Chair has been furnished with only one; 
and, as he stated a while ago, these questions of orderalways involve a 
question of fact, which the Chair cannot determine unless the necessary 
papers are furnished to him. Can the gentleman furnish any bill sub- 
stantially the same as the proposition of the gentleman from Indiana ? 

Mr. RICE. I would if I had time. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. Speaker, I understand that you have decided 
the point of order? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has decided it so far as regards the bill 
which has been sent to the desk; but the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. R1cE] now states that there are before the Committee on 
Patents four or five other bills on this subject. 

Mr. VANCE. I believe we have before our committee a bill in the 
very words of this amendment. I am not certain, because I have not 
the bill with m& 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will be compelled to overrule the point 
of order unless some bill containing substantially the same provision 
as the proposed amendment can be produced. 

Mr. VANCE. Iamin favor myself of protecting innocent purchasers 
of patented articles exposed for sale in the open market, and I have so 
voted. But I really think that the question is one which ought to be 
examined with the greatest care. On the one hand, we want to pro- 
tect the innocent purchaser—the man who goes into a store and buys 
a plow or a harrow or anything of that kind; because he can not know 
whether the article is patented, or if it be marked patented, can not 
know thatit is correctly marked. Butatthesame time we wish to carry 

-out the good faith of the Government toward the inventor. I think it 
is better to let the Committee on Patents have of this subject. 
Next Monday we will have a meeting of two hours, to be devoted spe- 
cially to it, and we would be glad to hear gentlemen on all the points 
they haveindicated. As it is, they may tie us up in a way to do dam- 
age to some one. I ask that the committee be let alone to work out 
this problem after careful consideration. 

The question recurred on Mr. HOLMAN’s amendment to Mr. GIB- 
son’s motion. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 50, noes 41. 

Mr. RICE. I ask for a quorum. i 

TheSPEAKER. A quorum not having voted, the Chair will appoint 
Mr. VANCE and Mr. HOLMAN as tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 91, noes 67. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. Greson’s motion as amended was agreed to; and the bill was re- 
committed to the Committee on Patents with instructions. 


IMPROPER GRANTS OF LETTERS PATENT. 


The next business on the House Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3036) 
to enable the courts of the United States, in the case of the improper 
grant of letters patent by reason of fraud and misrepresentation, to de- 
clare a patent void on application of the Attorney-General. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


h bill to enable the courts of the United States, in the case of the improper grant 
of letters patent by reason of fraud and misrepresentation, to a patent 
void on application of the Attorney-General. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 

America in That whenever it shall be made to to the 


satisfaction of the Attorney-General that there is probable cause for 
‘the yalidity of rea Das t, whether 

w may have n or shall hereafter be ee eee 
same has been procured by fraud and it be his duty to 
take due proceedings, by a bill in equity in the United cireuit court for 


peeching establish 
original, reissued, or extended, 


the district in which the said patentee resides, or in the case of his death or the 
ent of his entire interest in said patent, then in the district in which his 
legal representatives or assigns reside, to have the said patent 
nulled; and the court, on notice to said adverse parties and in pursuance of 
such proceedings, shall have the power to adjudge and declare said patent void 
in whole or in and to annul and vacate the same. 
Sec. 2. That O DES BER DOSS CONDS AER -General shall take 
for in this act shall fail to 


the same circumstances as 
is now provided by law in other judgments and decrees of circuit courts in 
causes arising on letters patent relating to inventions. 


The report of the committee was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Patents, to whom was referred bill H. R. 1136, submit the 
following report, and beg to accompany it by a substitute bill which, more fully 
sets forth the object in view and the means of it. 

The title of the bill as originally reported read as follows: “To enable the 
courts of the United States in cases of fraud and misrepresentation to declare 
a t void on application of the Attorney-General.” 

law, as it now and has stood since 1836, provides no way in which 

a t can be declared void except upon the ground of interference with some 

r patent, and then only upon the suit of some rival patentee or of some 

person claiming under one of the interfering patents. And such adjudication 

affects only the rights of the parties to that particular suitand those subsequently 
deriving title under them. (See section 4918 Revised Statutes.) 

For forty-six years prior to the act of July 4, 1836, provisions were in force 
whereby, upon proper complaint by any individual filed in any district court 
and other due pı had, a patent could be declared void on the ground 
that it was obtained surreptitiously and upon false suggestion; but at presertt 
the goen public have no protection against harassment and vexation from in- 
valid patents, and the Government no power to repeal the yani of the same, 
however strongly it may be convinced that a patent has thus been wrongly 


granted, e 
Interfering patentees, as stated before, and individual parties when sued as 
infringers, alone have the means of showing that a patent was improperly 


granted, 

It was intimated, but intimated only, by the United States Supreme Court in 
the case of Mowry vs. Whitney (14 Wallace, 434), that the Attorney: b 
grea — a suit on the relation of some one who was interested adversely 
to the paion 

But, in a later decision, rendered in 1876, in just such a suit, brought by the At- 
torney-General on the relation of one Hecker vs, The Rumford Chemical Works 
Cepia in 9 Patent Office Gazette, 1062), the United States circuit court for 

e district of Rhode Island dismissed such suit, and in a most elaborate decision 
reviewed the whole ER the law on the subject, and arrived at the conclu- 
sion that no patent could be repealed in this country except in a manner pre- 
scribed by statute, and that no statutory provision existed authorizing the At- 
torney-General, in his own name or in the name of the United States, on the 
ere of any one, or ane V other officer or individual, to bring suit 

or urpose. f 

It ha been well settled by nfmerous adjudications of our courts that a 
patent is in the nature of a contract which under the Constitution Congress au- 
thorizes to be entered into between the Government and the inventor, securing 
to him for a limited time the exclusive enjoyment of his invention in consider- 
ation of his disclosure of his invention to the public and his relinquishment of 
it to the public at the end of the term; it follows that there should be some wa; 
of abrogating such a contract when the Government becomes convi 
its PALE officers that it was improperly entered into or was invalid by reason 
of fraud or false suggestion. 

Fraudulent patents, your committee are convinced, are often used for thesole 


purpose of rs, extorting tribute, and disturbing trade, while 
powcr Ther amet ek their invalidity could alone be „are carefully 
avoided, 

maintenance of such false and unjust grants is destructive to the prin- 


ciple on which patents are based by the Constitution, namely, to 


ote the 
progres of science and the useful arts, and they arẹ simply us monop- 
olies. 


Your committee, therefore, earnestly favor early action upon said bill and 
recommend its passage. r : 
the accom 
ions for maini 


penego ss well as thereafter, for 
which the tent live, and for holding the 
pm pega le for costs when his suit or when the patent is declared 
invalid for other reasons than fraud or misrepresentation. 

We are of opinion that the suit should be ught by the Attorney-General 
and not by the individual alone, as the entire publ: ra the Government, 
should be pi represented in the repeal of its grant, which is the act of the 
Government and not of an individual. 

Mr. VANCE. The courts having decided there are no means of de- 
claring void patents obtained through fraud and misrepresentation, 
this bill is intended to cure that defect. Ido not wish to consume 
time, as the report has fully stated all the facts involved, and I there- 
fore demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered ; and under the operation thereof 
the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 

it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. VANCE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ALL PUBLIC HIGHWAYS POST-ROUTES. 


The next business on the House Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1482 
making all public roads and highways post-routes. 
The bill was read, as follows: : 
Beit enacted, &c., That all public roadsand highways kept up and maintainedas 
hereby declared to be post-routes ; and the Aemmapnvig tracer cen f 
Sabik coon service upon the sme whenever in his judgment the public 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
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Mr. DIBRELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. , 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


FIRST NATIONAL BANK, FORT WORTH, TEX. 


The next business on the House Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1574) 
to authorize an increase of the capital stock of the First National Bank 
of Fort Worth, Tex. 

Mr. BUCKNER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLER], onthe 
recommendation of the Committee on and Currency, moved to 
take from the Speaker’s table and pass the Senate bill on the same sub- 
ject, and that bill has been passed. I therefore move this bill be laid 
upon the table. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. BUCKNER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
laid on the table; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The business on the House Calendar is exhausted. 

CLERKS TO COMMITTEES. z 

Mr. COVINGTON. I rise to submit a privileged report from the 
Committee on Accounts. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the Committee on Accounts be, an 
the committees which, in the 
the cenitve, legislative, and judicial esi tie act for the year ending 
June 30, 1881, an to repost to the House without delay its action thereat m. 

Mr. COVINGTON. That is the resolution of the House referred to 
the committee. Now read the committee’s report. 

The Clerk read the report, as follows: 

The Committee on Accounts, in obedience to the resolution passed by the 


“that the Committee on Ac- 
pair ars promote rected to 


ate the committees which, 
Committee on Accounts, shall be allowed clerks for the 


and es clerk; to the 
Committee on Mines and Mining, a clerk ; to the mittee on Public Buildin; 
and Grounds, a clerk, who shall also act as clerk to the Committee on Expen 
tures on Public Buildings; to the Committee on Pacific Railroads, a clerk; to the 
Committee on Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi River, a clerk; to the 
Committee on the Library, a clerk, who shall also actas clerk tothe Committee 
on Education; to the Committee on Labor, aclerk ; to the Committee on the Mili- 
tia, a clerk, who shall also act as clerk to the Committee on Mileage ; to the Com- 
mittee on Patents, a clerk; to the Committee on Pensions, a clerk ; to the Commit- 
tee on Private Land Claims, a clerk ; to the Committee on Revision of the Laws, 
aclerk, who shall also act as clerk to the Committee on Manufactures; to the Com- 


mittee on Expenditures‘in-the State De; t, a clerk, who also act as 
clerk to the Committee on uresin the Treasury Department; to the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the War Department, a clerk, who also act as 
elerk to the Committee. on Ex; 


nditures in the Navy Department; to the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the Post-Office Department, re har who shall also act 
as clerk to the Committee on Expenditures in the Interior Department; to the 
Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice, a clerk; tv the Com- 
mittee on Accounts, a clerk ; to the Committee on Printing, a clerk ; to the Com- 
mittee on Enrolled Bills, a clerk ; to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Serv- 
ice, a clerk ; to the Committee on American Ship-building and Ship-owning In- 
terests, a clerk; to the Committee on Law respecting Election of ident and 
Vice-President, a clerk; to the Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, 
and Back Pay, aclerk; to the Committee on Ventilation and Acoustics, a clerk, 
who shall also act as clerk to the Committee on the Public Health; and to the 
Committee on the Alcholic Liquor Traffic, a clerk.. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [trust the gentleman from Maryland who presents 
this report will explain as to the number of clerks provided for, and 
whether it is less or greater than the number already authorized by law. 

Mr. COVINGTON. Inreply tothe gentleman from Indiana, I desire 
to state that the report is in obedience to a resolution passed by the 
House on the Sth instant tying us down to the number of clerks pro- 
vided in the legislative bill, that is to say, thirty-two. These thirty- 
two clerks had to be assigned to forty-five different committees. That 
delicate and embarrassing duty we have endeavored to discharge with 
due deference to the publicinterests. I am happy to say that the report 
is a unanimous one, and comes from the committee with the indorse- 
ment of every member. 

Mr. COSGROVE. Let me ask the gentleman from Maryland a 
question. 

Mr. COVINGTON. Certainly. 

Mr. COSGROVE. I wish to ask whether the number of clerks is 
greater under this apportionment of the committee than in the Forty- 
seventh Congress. 

Mr. COVINGTON. Itis far less. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would say in that connection that the number 
is in accordance with the provisions contained in the appropriations 
made by the last Congress for this purpose. 

Mr. COVINGTON. I will say also that the amount appropriated in 
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the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation act for this pur- 
pose was $40,896 for the oe of thiry-two clerks. Weare simply 
carrying out the law in that respect by this report. If anymore clerks 
are needed hereafter for the public service it will require that they shall 
be paid out of the contingent fund of the House. 

I call for the previous question upon the adoption of the report. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania, There are some things in this re- ` 


.The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania rise? 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. I wanted to state, for one thing, that 
I saw no necessity for providing a clerk for the Committee on Mileage. 
I am a member of that committee, and our work is already done. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question having been demanded, de- 
bate is not in order. 

Mr. COVINGTON. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I hope, Mr. Speaker, that this work 
will not be suffered to pass through the House without some expression 
of opinion on the part of the members. 

Mr. COVINGTON. I will say to the gentleman—— 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I hope the gentleman from Maryland 
will not attempt to make a speech without giving us an opportunity for 
a reply from this side. s 

Mr. COVINGTON. Ihave no desire to make a speech. I demand 
the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. Theregular order is the demand of the gentleman 
from Maryland for the previous question. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I move to recommit the report to the 
Committee on Accounts before the previous question is ordered, and I 
believe I can move again after it is orđered— 
eae ee t is the motion of the gentleman from Ken- 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. My motion is to recommit the report 
to the Committee on Accounts with instructions that they make a new 


ion | distribution of these clerks, leaving out the one for the Committee on 


the Law respecting the Election of the President and Vice-President, 
leaving out the one for the Committee on Labor, leaving out the one for 
the Pacific Railroads. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will reduce his motion to wri 

Mr. COVINGTON. I wish to say that if the previous question 
ordered there will be, I believe, under the rule, half ay hour for debate, 
and I am perfectly willing that that shall be taken by the gentleman , 
from Kentucky. ' 5 

The SPEAKER. That would have been the case if there had been 
no debate prior to the demand for the poreus question.. 

Mr. BELFORD. Irise to a point of order. It is utterly impossible 
for gentlemen occupying seats in the rear of the Hall to know anything 
of the business that is going on in this House on account of the confu- 
sion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has frequently called the attention of 
the House to the fact that there is too much disorder on the floor. 
The remedy is with members themselves. All the Chair can do is to 
make an earnest effort to preserve order. The Chair hopes that mem- 
bers will cease conversation on the floor and in the rear of the seats, so 
that the public business may be transacted. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. While the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WHITE] 
is reducing his motion to writing, the Chair asks unanimous consent 
bbl before the House a message from the President of the United 

There was no objection. i 


GREELY RELIEF EXPEDITION. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a message from the President 
of the United States; which was read by the Clerk, as follows: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit for the consideration of Con; 
retary of War and the Secretary of the 
the relief of Lieut. A. W. Greely and his y, com ng what is known as the 
“ Lady Franklin Bay Expedition,” which was sent to the Arctic regions in 1881, 
ear: the provisions of the acts of Congress approved May 1, 1880, and March 


In the plans for the relief of this party. as with Lieutenant Greely, 
it was contemplated that an effort wou d be e to communicate with him 
and furnish him any needed assistance in 1882 and in 1883. 
Subsequently, legislation was enacted which required the expedition of 1883 
to bring the party home. It was a part of the nt that if communica- 
tion should not be made with him on or before the lst of september, img. ieee 
should, with his party, abandon his station at Lady Franklin Bay not later 
the above-mentioned date and proceed southward, and would find a well-sup- 
pee relief station at the entrance to Smith's Sound, a point where it would no) 
difficult to reach him during a part of each year. The expeditions of 1852 and 
1883 were sent, but neither one of them was able to communicate with Lieutenan* 
Greely; and the last one failed tomccomplish any part of its object beyond 
leaving a very small quantity of stores in the neighborhood of the entrance to 


a communication from the Sec- 
avy on the subject of an expedition for 


Smith's Sound. 
The situation of Lieutenant Greely and his under these circumstances 
is one of great peril, and in presenting the p: views of the board ap- 


pointed by me to take into consideration an expedition for their relief I ur 
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action by Congress to enable the recommendations 
ar and the Secretary of the Navy to be carried out with- 


gently recommend 
af the Secretary of 
„nt delay, 


Executive MANSION, January 17, 1884. 


Mr. RANDALL. I move that the message just read be printed and 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 
The motion was agreed to. 


ASSIGNMENT OF COMMITTEE CLERKS. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WHITE] of- 
fers a resolution to recommit, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the report of the Committee on Accounts be recommitted to that 
committee, with instructions to omit the names of clerks for Committees on 
Pacific Railroads, Mississippi Levees, Labor, Law respecting Election of Pres- 
ident and Vice-President, or to them to serveas ts on committees 
where the work to be done will e them to earn the $6 per diem. 

The SPEAKER. The question isupon agreeing to the motion made 
by the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. aes is not debatable. 
the previous question is ing. 

Mr. WAIT. Idesire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WAIT. I wish to inquire whether an amendment can not now 
be offered to the proposition of the gentleman from Kentucky ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair not; because the motion of the 
gentleman from Kentucky is made under the special rule, which per- 
mits it to be made during the pending of the demand for the previous 
qans or after the pieron Sean is ordered. The demand for 

previous questi been made. - 

-Mr. WAIT. Does that t the offering of an amendment 

The SPEAKER. The thinks it does. 

Mr. WAIT. Tha T Shall bo enanpelied to vota agains the proponi 
tion of the gentleman from Kentucky, for it embraces features w. 
should not be in it. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. WHITE, of Ken- 
tucky, it was not agreed to. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the report of 
the Committee on Accounts. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Is not that question debatable? 

The SPEAKER. The previous question cuts off all debate. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Do i understand the Speaker to decide 
that after the previous question has been ordered there is no hour for 
debate? 

The SPEAKER. There has been debate on this proposition. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Not after the previous question was 
ordered. 

The SPEAKER. There can be none after the previous is 
ordered where there has been debate before it was ordered; and there 
was debate on this proposition before the previous question was ordered 
by the House. 

Mr. REED. Was there debate on this proposition before the pre- 
vious question was ordered? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. COVINGTON] 
and two or three other gentlemen addressed the House, 
si Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I desire to ask a parliamentary ques- 

on. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Is the explanation of the chairman of 
the Committee on Accounts when making the report to be considered 
in the nature of debate; and after that, is all other debate to be cut off? 

The SPEAKER. The House cut off debate by ordering the previous 

uestion. 

i Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. But who debated the report? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has stated that several gentlemen par- 
ticipated in the debate. It was very brief, but still the report was de- 
bated under the rules of the House. 

' The question being taken on the adoption of the report, there were— 
ayes 116, noes 10. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. No quorum. 

Pe SPEAKER. A quorum not having voted, the Chair will order 
ers. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I move that the House adjourn. 

The motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 

TheSPEAKER. On the question of agreeing to thereport the Chair 
appoints as tellers the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WHITE] and the 
gentleman from Maryland [Mr. COVINGTON]. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 168, noes 8. 

So the report was adopted. 

Mr. COVINGTON moved to reconsider the vote by which the report 
ve ast and also moved that the on to reconsider be laid on 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 


The demand for 


PRINTING FOR FOREIGN AFFAIRS COMMITTEE. 


Mr. CURTIN. I ask unanimous consent to offer a resolution for 
present consideration. It is in the language exactly of the resolution 
of last Congress. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Fore 
printing done at the Government Prin 
may order. 


Affairs be authorized to have such 
g Office as it may deem proper and 


There being no objection, the resolution was ted. 

Mr. CURTIN moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. RANDALL. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. BELFORD. Pending that, I ask the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. RANDALL] to allow me to introduce a resolution for refer- 
ence to the Committee on Accounts. 

Mr. RANDALL. I yield for that purpose. 


ALVIN H. PICKENS. 


Mr. BELFORD, by unanimous consent, submitted the following res- 
olution; which was read, and referred to the Committee on Accounts: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to pay Alvin H. Pickens the difference between his pay as a laborer and 
that of a from January 17 to March 1, inclusive, and from April 1 to 
A 8, , inclusive, in all one hundred and seventy-two days, A, out 
of contingent fund of the House. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. Gorr, for four days. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. ELLIS asked and obtained unanimous consent for the with- 
drawal from the files of the House of papers in the claims of Juditb 
Perkins and Marie P. Evans; no adverse report. 

The motion of Mr. RANDALL was then agreed to; and accordingly 
(at 4 o'clock p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARBOUR: The petition of Philip Thompson, for relief—to _ 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Arthur Ashton, of Mrs. A. Fant, 
of Duncan Spear es James H. Shumate, of James Smith, and of the 
Washington and Ohio Railroad Company—severally to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. BLAND: Papers relating to the claim of Reinhart Breinneiss, 
John H. Moas, and others—to the same committee. 

By Mr. COOK: The petition of members of the Phil Kearny Post, 
Grand Army of the Republic, and other citizens of Oskaloosa, Iowa, 
praying thata pension be granted to Ira McNair, late a private in Com- 
pany’ D, Eighteenth Iowa Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. i 
By Mr. COLLINS: The petition of Sarah Winnemucca Hopkins and 
1,500 others, for the restoration of the Piute Indians of the Malheur res- 
ervation—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. COVINGTON: The petition of citizens of Wicomico and Bal- 
timore, Md., for the improvement of Wicomico River—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. COSGROVE: Papers relating to the claim of Joseph Diehl— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. W. R. COX: Papers relating to the claim of Sophia B. Moore— 
to the same committee. : 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: The petition of Mrs. D. Johnson and others, 
for an amendment to the Constitution of the United States providing 
for woman to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CURTIN: The petition of a large number of Pennsylvania 
farmers, praying Congress to suitably reward Abraham Fultz for the 
discovery of the Fultz wheat—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, the petition of members of Robert M. Foster Post, Grand Ar- 
my of the Republic, of Lemont, Pa., for the passage of a bill providing 
for the payment te soldiers the difference between the value of the cur- 
rency in which they were paid and gold—to the Select Committee on 
Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. DIBRELL: Papers relating to the payment of certain claims 
of citizens of Marion County and of James Scott and others—severally 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Henry Erne—to the Committee 


Mr. DUNCAN: The petition of P. A. & S. Small and others, of 


K Pa., for a tobacco-rebate appropriation—to the Committee on 
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By Mr. EATON: Papers relating to Agnes and Maria De Leon—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: The resolutions adopted by the Tobacco 
Board of Trade of Philadelphia, for an appropriation to pay the rebate 


on the tobacco tax—to the Committee on Appropriations. _ 

By Mr. FERRELL: The petition of citizens of Cape May County, 
of citizens of Millville, of citizens of Pemberton, N. J.; of citizens of 
ewig | Pa.; of citizens of Vineland, N. J.; of citizens of Wil- 
mington, Del., and of citizens of Woodbury, N. J., for an appropria- 
tion to build jetties at Corson’s Inlet and Townsend’s Inlet, on the 
coast of New Jersey, adjacent to Ludlam Island—severally to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. , 

By Mr. FORNEY: The petition of J. M. Smith and others, for equal- 
ization of bounties, &c.—to the Select Committee on Payment of Pen- 
sions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. GEORGE: Paper relating to the establishment of a certain 
post-route—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of Astoria, Oreg., for 
an appropriation for the improvement of the mouth of the Columbia 
River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. JEFFORDS: Papers relating to theclaim of Harper P. Hunt, 
of Vicksburg, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Vicksburg, for the improvement and 
restoration of the Vicksburg Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. J. T. JONES: The petition of citizens of Alabama, for the 
establishment of a mail-route from Tompkinsville to De Sotoville, 
Ala.—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. JORDAN: Papers relating to the claim of David Hicks—to 
the Committee = Claims. i BS z hah ook 

Also, pai ting to the claim of James M. Seeds—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KLEINER: Paper relating to the pension claim of Presly 
Hale—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAMB: The petition of citizens of Terre Haute, Ind., for a 

rebate appropriation—to the Committee on Appropriations. 
By Mr. LAWRENCE: The petition of James E. and William Nourse, 
administra for relief—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MA Y: Papers relating to the claim of J. W. Collins and 
others—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MAYO: The petition of Stewart M. Lewis and Alex. Oglesby, 
for relief—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. McADOO: The petition of citizens of Hudson County, New 
Jersey, for a tobaceo-rebate appropriation—to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. ‘ 

By Mr. McCORMICK: The petition of tobacco dealers of Gallipolis, 
Ohio, for a tobacco-rebate appropriation—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Scioto County, Ohio, for an act grant- 
ing land-warrants to soldiers of the late war—to the Select Commit- 
tee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. MOREY: The petition of Col. T. Worthington, for relief—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MORSE: Papers relating to the claim of the officers and crew 
of the United States sloop-of-war Cumberland—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. MURRAY: Papers relating to the pension claim of Francis 
Curran and of John Wheatley—severally to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 5 

Also, the petition of Anthony McNally, for a pension—to the same 


to 


committee. 
By Mr. NELSON: The petition of citizens of the fifth Congressional 
district of Minnesota, for the improvement of the Mississippi River—to 


the Committee on Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi River. 

Also, the petition of H. H. Russell and others, relative to the tim- 
ber-culture act—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. RANDALL: The petition of citizens of the District of Co- 
lumbia, concerning the proposed prohibitory legislation for the govern- 
ment of the Potomac fisheries within the limits of the District of Co- 
lumbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. i 

By Mr. G. W. RAY: The resolutions adopted by Fleming Post, G 
Army of the Republic, of Downsville, N. Y., relative to pensions—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REAGAN: Petitions of citizens of Anderson, Cherokee, Free- 
stone, Henderson, Houston, Leon, Nacogdoches, Polk, Robertson, Rob- 
inson, Rusk, Shelby, and Trinity Counties, in the State of Texas, ask- 
ing that the place for holding the United States circuit and district 
courts for the central portion of the eastern district of Texas be changed 
from Tyler to Palestine; a central locality—severally to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. REED: Papers Say einig claim of Victor Beauboucher— 
to the Committee on Foreign i 

By Mr. ROSECRANS: Papers relating to the claim of Rear-Admiral 
D. McDougal—to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

By Mr. SMITH: The petition of W. D. Reitzel, relative to extending 
ume in which to file claims for arrears of pension—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. i 
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By Mr. SPRINGER: Papers relating to the claim of J. Lucas— to 
the Committee on Claims. , 

By Mr. VANCE: The petition of S. M. Medlin and 30 others, for a 
mail-route from Wayside to mouth of Bone Creek, North Carolina—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: The petition of John S. Fink and others, for a 
tobaceo-rebate appropriation—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. WOODWARD: The resolutions adopted by the wW. 
Bell Post, and of the Matthew Hoyt Post, No: 89, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Department of Wisconsin, in favor of granting pensions to all 
soldiers—severally to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, January 18, 1884. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. ELIAS DE Wirt HUNTLEY, D. D. 
The Journal of.yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
LADY FRANKLIN BAY EXPEDITION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred tothe Committee on Naval Af- 
airs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit for the consideration of Congress a communication from the Secre- 
tary of War and the Secretary of the Navy on the subject of an expedition for 
the relief of Lieut. A. W. Greely and his party, com what is known as the 
“ Lady Franklin Bay tion,” which was sent to the Arctic regions in 1881, 
under the provisions of the acts of Congress approved May 1, 1830, and March 3, 


1881. . 

In the plans for the relief of this party, as with Lieutenant Greely, 
it was contemplated that ar effort would be to communicate with him 
and furnish him any needed assistance in 1882and again in 1883. Subsequently 
legislation was enacted which required the expedition of 1883 to bring the party 
home. It wasa part of the arrangement that if communication should not be 
made with him on or before the Ist of September, 1883, he should, with his 
party, abandon his station at Lady Franklin Bay not later than the above-men- 
tioned date and proceed southward, and would find a well-supplied relief sta- 
tion at the entrance to Smith’s Sound, a point where it would not be difficult to 
reach him during a part of each year. The expeditions of 1882 and 1883 were 
sent, but neither one of them was able to communicate with Lieutenant Greely, 
and the last one failed to accomplish any part of its object beyond leaving a ve 
small quantity of stores in the neighborhood of the entrance to Smith's Bonai. 

The situation of Lieutenant Greely and his party under these ci ces is 

t peril, and in presenting the preliminary views of the board ap- 
by me to take into consideration an expedition for their relief I ur- 


one of 
poin 


gently recommend pt action by Congress to enable the recommendations 
“i Secretary of War and the Secretary of the Navy to be carried out without 
y. 


CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE Mansion, January 17, 1884, : 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a letter from 
the Secretary of the , transmitting, in compliance with a reso- 
lution of the 7th instant, copies of all important papers in the Treasury 
Department bearing on the subject of the enforcement of the act of 
May 6, 1882, ‘‘to execute certain treaty stipulations relating to Chi- 
nese;’’ which, with the accompanying documents, was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary of 
War, transmitting a letter from the Chief of submitting re- 
ports from Engineer 8. T. Abert of the results of surveys of certain 
creeks and rivers in Virginia and North Carolina, made under his di- 
rection in compliance with the requirements of the river and harbor 
act of August 2, 1882; which, with the accompanying reports, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a letter from the Secretary of War, 
transmitting a letter from the Chief of Engineers, submitting reports 
from Capt. James Mercer of the result of surveys made of Clubfoot 
Harbor, Newport River, and Edenton Bay, North Carolina, under his 
direction, in compliance with the requirements of the river and harbor 
act of August 2,1882; which, with the accompanying reports, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
of War, transmitting a letter from the Chief of Engineers, submitting 
reports from Col. Q. A. Gillmore, containing plans and estimates for 
the improvement of the channel of Saint John’s River and other locali- 
ties in Florida, made in compliance with the river and harbor act of 
August 2, 1882; which, with the accompanying reports, was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

ACCOUNTS OF ACTING SECRETARY SHOBER., 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
report from Mr. F. E. Shober, late Acting Secretary of the Senate, con- 
Seng the kaye of his accounts, &e. e letter of transmittal will be 


The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


OFFICE OF SECRETARY OF THE UNITED STATES SENATE, 
Washington, January —, 1834. 
uirements of sections 60, 61, 63, and 72 of the Re- 
, I have the honor to subm a full and com- 


Sır: In obedience to the 
vised Statutes of the United 
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plete statement of the receipts and expenditures of the Senate, showing in detail 


the items of expense under the proper appropriations, the aggregate thereof, 


and exhibiting tife exact condition of all public moneys Ses a out, and 
remaining in a es from July 1, 1883, to ber 18, 1 
I submit also a full and complete account of all property belonging to the 
United States in m: jon on the 18th ultimo. 
Very y, your obedient servant, 
F. E. SHOBER, Late Acting Secretary. 
Hon. GEORGE F. ’ 
President 


EDMUNDS, 
of the Senate pro tempore. | 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘This letter, with the accompanying 
accounts, will be printed and laid upon the table, if there be no objec- 
tion. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. i 

Mr. HARRISON presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
‘perance Union of Indiana, officially signed, representing 1,824 mem- 
bers, praying for a constitutional amendment to prohibit the manu- 
facture and sale of intoxicating liquors for drinking purposes; which 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. PIKE presented'the petitions of W. A. Leonard, Josiah Dent, 
and others, citizens of Washington, D. C., and the petition of William 
‘Gibson and others, citizens of Washington, D. C., praying for the pas- 
sage of the bill (S. 729) for the protection of children in the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, presented a petition of Fleming Post, 
No. 280, Grand Army of the Republic, New York, praying for the pen- 
sioning of the veterans of the late civil war; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

He also presented the memorial of H. Ten Eyck, of New York, re- 
monstrating against the of the bill (S. 559) to quiet the title 
of settlers on the Des Moines River lands in the State of Iowa, and for 
other purposes; which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. INGALLS. I present a petition numerously signed by colored 
<itizens of the Cherokee Nation of Indians, alleging that they are de- 
prived of their rights under the treaty of 1866; that school privileges 
are denied them; that they do not receive the pro rata share of the 
moneys of the tribe to which they are entitled by the terms of that 
treaty, and asking for appropriate legislation. I move that the peti- 
‘tion be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I present a petition of about a thou- 
‘sand citizens of California, asking for the repeal of the law of 1820 and 
the acts supplemental thereto whereby the terms of certain officers of 
the Government are fixed at four years. Considering the respectability 
and large number of the petitioners, I trust that some action may be 
taken upon this matter. I move that the petition be referred to the 
Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 


The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, presented a memorial of the Chamber of 
‘Commerce of Eureka, Cal., remonstrating against the consolidation of 
the Humboldt collection district with that of San Francisco; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I present the memorial of Mrs. Harriet D. Welles, 
widow of Lieutenant Welles of the Army, remonstrating eer the 

of Senate bill No. 559. Thisisa bill relating to the Des Moines 
Ri ver lands, upon which the Judiciary Committee of this body in the 
Forty-sixth Congress unanimously reported adversely. I believe the 
bill is now in the hands of the Committee on Public Lands, to which 
committee I move the reference of this memorial. 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. LAPHAM presented a petition of Fleming Post, No. 280, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Downsville, N. Y., praying for the passage 
of a bill bea emez pensions to those who served in the war of 
the rebellion; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLUMB presented a petition of citizens of Kansas and Ne- 
braska, praying that the body of land known as Oklahoma, in the In- 
«dian Territory, be opened to settlement; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. LAPHAM, from the Committee on Patents, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 420) for the relief of the Union Metallic Cartridge 
Company, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, from the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
lations, to whom the subject was referred, reported a bill (S. 1158) to 
provide forthe execution of the provisions of article 2 of the supple- 
mental commercial treaty of November 17, 1880, between the United 
States and China for the repression of the opium traffic; which was 
read twice by its title. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. PLATT asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 1159) for the relief of Mrs. S. Eunice Nichols; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MILLER, of California (by request), asked and, by unanimous 
consent, obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. 1160) granting to Henry 
Anderson, his associates and assigns, a right of way for the construc- 


tion of a submarine tunnel between San Francisco and Oakland, Cal.; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

He also (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. 1161) for the relief of Alfred Hedberg; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

Mr. BOWEN asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave toin- 
troduce a bill (S. 1162) granting a pension to Francis A, Liebschutz; 
ee was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 

Mr. SEWELL asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 1163) for the relief of Anson Atwood; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, asked and, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. 1164) to amend section 2325 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

He also asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. 1165) granting a pension to Mathias Wondrak; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLUMB (by request) asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to introduce a bill (S. 1166) for the relief of certain officers who 
have served a ified number of years as captains or as company and 
regimental officers; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. JONAS asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 1167) for the relief of the estate of Marcus Walker, 
deceased, late of Franklin, La.; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

On motion of Mr. HARRIS, it was 
ville, Teoh. bo bakan Tron tie thes of tao Danta endcedated te the A 
on s, there having been no report thereon. 

On motion of Mr. VEST, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of Richard F. Barrett be taken from the 
files and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

On motion of Mr. GEORGE, it was 

iw 
1903 of thd first weasion Of last Congress be referred to the Committee on Privala 
Land Claims, to be considered in uced this 
session to grant certain land titles in the State of Mississippi. 

On motion of Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the claim of John Fraser be taken from the files 
of the Senate and to the Committee on Claims. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. idy 

Am from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its Cler! 
Mkosi that the House had passed the following bills and rire 
lution; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 1482) making all public roads and highways post- 
routes; 

A bill (H. R. 3036) to enable the courts of the United States in the 
case of the improper grant of letters patent by reason of fraud and mis- 
representation to a patent void on application of the Attorney- 
General; and : 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 117) to correct an error in the enrollment 
of the “‘Act making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appro- 
priations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved March 3, 1883. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (S. 1038) making an appropriation for con- 
tinuing the improvement of the Mississippi River; and it was there- 
upon signed by the President pro tempore. 

ELIJAH W. PENNY. 

Mr. HARRISON. gis my absence the bill (S. 544) granting an 
increase of pension to Elijah W. Penny was reported paver tom 
the Committee on Pensions and indefinitely postponed. I understand 
there was an agreement at the time that upon the request of any Sen- 
ator that report and disposition of the bill might be set aside and the 
a fod upon the Calendar. I now make that request with reference to 

e bill. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent that the bill indicated by him, which in his absence was 

adversely and indefinitely postponed, be placed upon the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report, the indefinite postponement being ıe- 
considered. Isthere objection? TheChair hears none, and that order 
will be entered. 
SAMUEL P. BRONSON. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Some ago the Committee on Pensions ro- 

ported adversely the bill (S. 359) granting a pension to Samuel P. Bror.» 


K 


ie 


~J 
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son, and at my instance it was placed upon the Calendar until I could 
examine the report. Ihave examined the report, and now ask that that 
bill be indefinitely postponed. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from Missouri asks unan- 
imous consent that the bill (S. 359) granting a pension to Samuel P. 
Bronson, reported siti on the 15th of January from the Commit- 


tee on Pensions, be now indefinitely rep Sapir lie Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none, and that order will 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After 3 hours and 50 minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened. 

ADJOURNMENT TILL MONDAY. 
Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate now adjourn until Monday 


next. 
The mwtion was agree to; and (at 4 o’clock and 25 minutes p. m.) 
the Se:ats adjourned until Monday next. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, January 18, 1884. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Joun 8. LINDSAY, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


MESSENGER FOR CHIEF CLERK. 


Mr. BLAND, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was read, and referred to the Committee on Accounts; 
Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be authorized to appoint a boy as mes- 


senger in the office of the Chief Clerk of the House, at a salary not to $25 
per month, to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House, until otherwise 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SLOCUM. I ask the unanimous consent of the House that to- 
morrow’s session be devoted to the consideration of the bill for the relief 
of Fitz-John Porter, for debate only. 

Mr. BRUMM. I object. 

Mr. SLOCUM. I hope no oe will object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. SLocum] 
asks unanimous consent that the session of the House to-morrow be set 
apart for debate only upon the bill for the relief of Fitz-John Porter, 
no business to be transacted. 

Mr. RANDALL. Immediately after the of the Journal? 

The SPEAKER. Taitgnttigtely after the Aan ika JAA Is 
there objection ? 

Mr. REED. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

SICKNESS OF A MEMBER. 

Mr. of Georgia. Idesiretostatein behalf of my colleague 
[Mr. NICHOLLS] that he was detained from the House yesterday on 
account of sickness. 

PUBLIC HEALTH. 


Mr. BEACH. I ask unanimous consent to present for reference cer- 
tain resolutions passed by the American Public Health Association. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can tthem as petitions, and 
have them referred through the marina sig 

Mr. BEACH. I desire to have them printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. KEIFER. Are the resolutions long? 

Mr. BEACH. They are not long. 

There was no objection; and the resolutions were received, ordered to 
be printed in the RECORD, and referred to the Select Committee on the 
Public Health. 

The resolutions are as follows: 

To the Congress of the United States : 
At a meeting of the American Public Health Association, held at Detroit, No- 


vember 13, 14, ro ag 1883, the follo preambles and resolutions were adopted: 
Bd mnie sy American Publie ith Association is the only boag repre- 


the sanitary in interests of the whole country, and the factthat 
these sae ager tN uire the establishment of sanitary science upon an pieri sci- 
ponie Loear w hich experience teaches can only be aso emg - 
ing in trained ent up and feeling both policy and 


Whereas the remade of Si investigations have been of incalculable benefit 
Se er tebitite Gat We te EO ons un- 
whose foste: g care they vein great part 
Beit That we most earnestly petition the Congress of the United States 
to make le annual oo eects 
ein Bodein Board of ns 


Resolved, Thatan official copy of these resolutions be transmitted to the Speaker 
M P 
wE ~e 


sda? 


Ay 


i 


ions, to be expended. under the direction of | ond tim: 
investigations relating tosanitary 


of the House of Representatives and the President of the Senate, with the re- 
that proper action be taken thereon. 
ALBERT L. GIHON, President. 
IRVING A. WATSON, Secretary. 


To the Congress of the United States: 
Ata meeting of the American Public Health Association, held K DON A 
vember 13, 14, 15, 1 the following preambles and resolutions were ad 
Whereas an actentitled “An act to prevent the introduction of con oak 
infectious diseases in into the United toca hah June 2, 1879, has expired, in 
the which limited its duratio 5 
Whereas, by the testimony of the health authorities of the maritime ports- 
and States ava of the States and municipalities of the Mississippi Valicy most 
exposed to the dangers of infectious and contagious diseases of forcign origin, 
the execution of the act in question by the National Board of Health was at- 
tended with most beneficial results in preventing the apr of pestilences- 
into the country and their spread from one State into another, by securing the 
bona eg conditions of the commercial marine; by the creation of refuge 
fected vessels comi yaa pol ede een nited States; by organ- 
arere ete of steamboat and railroad inspections which controlled the spread 
of infection from State to State with the least possible interruption to travel and 
traffic; by the publication and dissemination of weekly information of the san- 
itary condition of ports and places in the United States and of the commerciab 
nations; and by aiding and stb yee aara Birt State and local boards of health 
in their efforts to prevent and mage foe epidemics: Therefore, 
That in the opinion of this association, representing the health au- 
— and sanitary eee of the United States, the uy of June 2, 1879, 


above referred to, was a wise and vay ih per cn of the as ex- 
Govern proves, to secure, within proper limits, the [oem ba General 
seit waned with State and local boards of health in the prevention and control 


pestilences, which by their tendency to wide diffusion and devastation always- 
portance. 


—— on Snape a national im: 

Resolved, That association expresses its regret that the above-men- 
tioned law was allowed to expire py. tation, and now respectfully, but ear- 
nestly, recommends that in view of the always impending from. 


low fever and the possible near invasion of cholera, re-enact the law of June 
£1570 or effect such legislation as will aceomplish the results heretofore accom- 


Thata ee ee of these Hi gap signed by the officers of the associa- 
be transmitted to the President of the Sesato of tho United Easton and to- 
of the House of Representatives. 
ALBERT L. GIHON, President. 
IRVING A. WATSON, Seorelary. 


tio: 
the 


A E T A R 
Ata 


held at Deto, No- 
vember rake 


the American Public Health Association, 
<3 15, 1883, the following preambles and resolutions were 


preme Court, the several States 
or mitigate ti the evils caused by 


ble, the : f these fi reign, defecti 
com. Qi (e) 
s i, defective, and rimina poc pate be children, the- 


sources, and to deprave, by the 
mental, moral, and physical Paper apd of our rons and future people. 
ved, That the president an penria g Sugden, ee be, and they 
piyesang a copy of of these resolu- 


are hereb: 
tions to the President of the Senate and one to the “he Speaker of the House of 
Representatives for presentation to the coe ie nited States, 
LBERT a GIHON, President. 
IRVING A. WATSON, Secretary. 


To the Congress of the United States: 
ter 18 11, 1883, th y erara Boente aya d resol Arrera eet 
vem e following preambles an u were 
oe = refy arsi A eA to WILCA tO cot tee 
e trgeot-Gencral s Office, located 
pon SESTRA RCE Cg 
ractical usefulness dantly demonstrated by the interest with, 


Which they are regarded by the medical profession both at home and abroad ; 
Whereas, by reason of the insecurity and ‘unsui of the building in. 
which they are now placed, they arc in constant danger of damage or destruc~ 


tion, from which would ensue irreparable loss: Therefore, 

a That in the opinion of the American Public Health Association the- 
inestimable value of these collections demands from Congress such fair consid- 
eration of the merits involved as will Conn an Aa a tac pent of sufficient 
amount to provide a fire-proof building of adeq ze and suitable construc— 
tion for the present and future uses of the museum and riae 

Resolved, the Army medical museum and library of the Surgeon-General’s- 
Office are inseparable in object and interest, and only Beer rey of the great- 

est usefulness when under one control and management; that this association. 
os with regret and disfavor any attempt to separate the two. 

Resolved. That the work now in progress, under the direction of the Surgeon. 
of the Army, entitled ‘An Index-Catalogue of the Library of the Surgeon- 
General's Q: pe pye re. a which De omer} oie pean States are 
any interested, 0 receive the substan! and encouragement 

with a view to its speedy and certain completion. 

ae a copy of these preambles and resolutions be forwarded to the 
Speaker of the House of bone eredi jar also to the President of the Sen- 
ate, requesting attention legislation to effect the objects above set forth. 

ALBERT L, GIHON, President. 
IRVING A. WATSON, Secretary. 


J. J. MELHONE. 


Mr. CANNON, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, reported a joint resolution (H. Res, 117) to correct an error 
in the enrollment of the bill making appropriations to supply deficien- 
cies in the appropriations for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1883, and 
for prior yas, approved March 3, 1883; which was read a first and sec- 


The cael was upon ordering the joint resolution to be engrossed 
for a third reading. 
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The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

, &c., That the f $1,000 is hereb: akeen J. J. McEl- 
Pnr the corps “Of official paei ot the H ouse of Representatives, 
for extra services and for clerk-hire paid out by him during the second session 
of the Forty-seventh Congress. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading; 
and it was ingly read the third time, and fa, 

Mr. CANNON moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint res- 
olution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

y PUBLIC BUILDING AT ALLEGHENY, PA. 

Mr. BAYNE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 3554) 
for the construction of a public building for the accommodation of the 
post-office and other Government offices in the city of Allegheny, Pa.; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

L. P. AND F. CHESTER. 


Mr. BAYNE, by unanimous consent, also introduced a bill (H. 
3555) for the relief of Luster P. Chester and Freeland Chester, 
Luster P. Chester and Freeland Chester, executors of Thomas 
Chester; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Corz- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LUCRETIA G. RIPLEY. 

Mr. WAIT, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 3556) 
granting a pension to Mrs: Lucretia G. Ripley; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

‘CAPT. WILLIAM H. GILL. 

Mr. BINGHAM, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
3557) for the relief of Capt. William H. Gill; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 


PE 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. VALENTINE., I ask consent to introduce a bill for reference. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND and others called for the regular order. 

Mr. BRUMM. [I rise toa question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BRUMM. [I have a resolution which I wish to offer. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state what is his question of 


privil 
Mr. BRUMM. It is a resolution affecting the dignity and honor of 
members of this House. 
FOREIGN RELATIONS. 


The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, and then the Chair 
will decide whether it is a question of privilege or not. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Affairs be instructed to make in- 
uiry as to whether any fo minister accredited to the Government of the 
nited States has endeav to nullify the effects of a unanimous resolution 
rola Th by represen reflecting on the honor and integrity of its 


Mr. RANDALL. Let that resolution be referred. . 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RAN- 
DALL] objects to the resolution unless it is referred. - 
Mr. BRUMM. Let it be referred to the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs. That is all I ask at present. 
` There being no objection, the resolution was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs. i 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being called for, the Chair will 
proceed to call the committees for reports of a private nature. 

Mr. SLOCUM. I move that the morning hour be dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER. The motion requires a two-thirds vote. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 120, noes 50. 

Mr. REED. I call for tellers. 

„Tellers were ordered; and Mr. REED and Mr. SLOCUM were ap- 
pointed. 
The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 158, noes 78. 
So (two-thirds having voted in the affirmative) the motion to dis- 
pense with the morning hour was agreed to. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. NICHOLIS, for to-day, on account of illness. 
ane Mr. FINERTY, until Monday next, on account of illness in his 

y: 
To Mr. James, for this day. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that the 
-committee had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the follow- 
‘ing title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

An act (S. 1038) making an appropriation for continuing the improve- 
»ment of the Mississippi River. 


SUSPENDED ENTRIES OF PUBLIC LANDS. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a list of suspended 
entries of public lands acted on by the board of equitable adjudication; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. ; 

ENGINE-HOUSE, GEORGETOWN, D. 0. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following communi- 
cation from the Commissioners of the District of Columbia; which was 
read, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations: 

OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, January 15, 1884, 
Sm: The commissioners have the honor to submit herewith the following, to 
be considered by the Committee on A riations 


pi 3 
“To enable the commissioners of the District of Columbia to vey oe sums 
if $1,700, or so 


paid own. 
Third. A contract was made and the building, upon soro Saye was occupied 
as but Hawkes has not paid the remainder due by him. 
Fourth. amountneeded includes the expense 


, &c., and can be reim- 
ty 


shall offer, 
DoR No A ainipeia of the money of the United States is called for by this 
amendmen’ 
All of which is respectfully submitted ur obedient servants, 
z J. B. ED ONDS, 
J. R. WEST, 
G. J. LYDECKER, Moj. Engrs., U. 8. A., 
Commissioners. 


Hon. JonN G. CARLISLE, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives, U.S. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SLOCUM. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole for the consideration of business on the Private Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House (Mr. SPRINGER in the chair), and proceeded to the consideration 
of business on the Private Calendar. 


FITZ-JOHN PORTER. 


The first business ọn the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1015) for the 
relief of Fitz-John Porter. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

La deria paine hy poe viele gy officers convened by the President of the United 


n the case of Fitz-John Porter, late a 

of the United volunteers and a brevet bi ert PER and colonel of 
the Army, haying opaa report of March 19, 5 that in their opinion 
“ justice requires at his (the President's) hands such action as may be necessary 
to annul and set aside the findings and sentence of the court-martial in the case 
of Maj. Gen. Fi Porter, and to restore him tothe positions of which the 
sentence deprived him, such restoration to take effect from the date of dismissal 
from the service ;” and 

Whereas the President, on the 4th day of May, 1882, remitted so much of the 
sentence of said court-martial unexecuted as “forever disqualified 
the said Fitz-John Porter from hold any office of trust or profit under the 
Government of the United States: Therefore, that justice may be done the 
into effect the recommendatisn of said board, 

louse tony ranges the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the dent be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized to nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to ap- 
point Fitz-John Porter, late a major-genera| of the United States volunteers and 
a brevet brider genon and colonel of the Army, to the position of colonel 
in the Army of the United States, of the same grade and rank, ther with all 
the rights, titles, and privileges held by him at the time of his dismissal from 
the Army bysentenceof court-martial promulgated Jan 27,1863, and, in his 
discretion, to place him on the retired-list of the Army as of that grade, the re- 
tired-list pees cer increased in numbet to that extent; and all laws and 
parts of laws in conflict herewith are suspended for this purpose only; but this 
act shall not be construed as authorizing pay, com: jon, or allowance prior 
to appointment under it. 
Mr. SLOCUM. I call for the reading of the report of the committee. 

The report was read, as follows: 3 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill for the re- 
lief of Fitz-John Porter, late ee Bnited States volunteers, having 
carefully considered the sub; ve to submit the following report: 

On the 27th day of November, a court-martial was convened at Washing- 
ton, D.C., by order of Major-General Halleck, general-in-chief of the armies of 
the United States, for the trial of certain charges and specifications exhibited 
against Maj. Gen. Fitz-John Porter, United States Volunteers, by B.S. Robe 
inspector-general on the staff of General Pope, for violations of the ninth an 
fifty-second articles of war. Said Porter was by said court-martial found guilty 
of both charges and a part of the tions, and was sentenced “ to be cash- 
iered and forever ualified from holding any office of trust or profit under the 
Government of the United States,” which finding and sentence were approved 
by the President of the United States January 21, 1863. 

Upon the application of General Porter, President ate eee Maj. Gen. 
John M. Schofieid, Brig. Gen, A. H. Terry, and Col. G. W. Getty a beard to ex- 
amine the record of the trial of General Porter, together with such new evi- 
dence to the merits of the case as ison file inthe War Department, and 
such other evidenge as may be presented to said nnd to report, with the 
reasons for their conclusion, what action, if any, in ir opinion, justice re- 
quires should be taken by the President. 

On the 19th of March, |, this board made a report, from which the following 
are extracts, namely: 


New York Crry, March 19, 1879. 
To the honorable the SECRETARY OF WAR, Washington, D. C.: 


Sm: We, the board of officers oe by order of the President to examine 
the evidence in the case of Fitz-John Porter, late major-general of volunteers, 
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and to report, with the reasons for our conclusions, what action (if any), in our 
opinion, justice should be taken by the President on th ication for 
relief in that case, have the honor to make the following report. e recorder 
eat f arira i cluding alho EY pie babes or Each gina 
record of our „in evidence an - 
ments of Saaai on either side. 


and bearing in any manner 
under parn rroa f 


urged r 
Due care has been exercised not Se ishi stag inks the military operations of the 
doen basseemped 


necessary to a full and fair elucidation of the subject submitted to us for inves- 
tigation, On the other hand, we have not hesitated to examine fully into all the 

accurate knowledge of which seemed to us to be necessary to the forma- 
tion of a correct judgment upon the merits of the case, and to the determination 
of the action which justice requires should be taken by the President on the 
petitioner's fag greased for relief. 

We have the benefit of the testimony of a large number of officers of the 
late confederate army,a kind of testimony which was not available at the time 
of General Porter's trial by court-martial. We haveaiso ayailed ourselves of the 
testimony of many officers and soldiers of the Union forces who were present on 
the battle-field,and of mucl, documentary evidence, to throw additional light 
upon points not made l baaga in the record of evidence taken before the 
court-martial, and we have had the use of accurate maps of the battle-field of 
Manassas, constructed from recent actual surveys made under the direction of 
the Chief of Engineers by a distinguished officer of that corps, who was himself 
a icipant in that battle, 

ithout such a mer neither the testimony upon which General Porter was 
convicted nor the additional testimony submitted to this board could have been 
correctly understood. 

The evidence which we have thus been able to examine, in addition to that 
which was before the court-martial, has placed beyond question many impor- 
tant facts which were before the subjects of dispu 
which radically erroneous opinions were entertain by General Porter's accu- 
sers, and doubtless by the court- that pronounced him guilty. 

The result has been, as we believe, to establish beyond reasonable doubt all 
the facts essential to the formation of a correct judgment upon the merits of the 
case of Fitz-John Porter. Wearethus enabled to report, with entire unanimity, 
and without doubt in our minds, with the reasons for our conclusions, what 
action, in our opinion, justice required should be taken by the President on the 
petitioner's application for relief. 

The report then discusses the evidence taken, and concludes as follows: 

General Pope appears from his orders and from his testimony to haye been at 
that time wholly ignorant of the true situation. He had disapproved of the 
sending of Ricketts to Thoroughfare Gap to meet Longstreet on the 28th, be- 
lieving that the main body of Lee’s army could not reach the field of Manassas 
before the night of the 30th. Hence, he sent the order to Porter, dated 4.30 p. m., 
to attack Jackson's right flank or rear, Fortunately that order did not reach 
Porter until about sunset, too late for any attack to be made. Any attack which 
Porter could have made at any time that afternoon must necessarily have been 
fruitless of any good result, Porter's faithful, subordinate, and intelligent con- 
duct that afternoon saved the Union Army from the defeat which would other- 
wise have resulted that day from the enemy’s more speedy concentration. The 
only seriously critical period of that campaign, viz, between 11 a.m. and sunset 
of st 29, was thus safely passed, Porter had understood and appreciated 
the military situation, and so far as he had acted upon his own judgment his 
action had ben wise and judicious. For the disaster of the PASOP day he 
was in no degree respo le. Whoever else mzy have been responsible, it did 
not flow from any action or inaction of his. 

The judgment of the court-martial upon General Porter's conduct was evi- 
dently based upon greatly erroneous impressions, not only respecting what that 
conduct really was and orders under which he was acting, but respect- 
ing all the circumstances under which he acted. ily was this true in re- 
spect to the character of the battle of the 29th of August. That battle consisted 
of a number of sharp and gallant combats between small portions of the oppos- 
ing forces. Those combats were of short duration and were separated by long 
intervals of simple skirmishing and artillery duels. Until after 6 o'clock only 
a small part of the troops on either side were at any time during the 
afternoon. Then, about sunset, one additional division on each side was en- 
gaged near Groveton. The musketry of that last contest and the yells of the 
confederate troops about dark were distinctly heard by the officers of Porter's 
corps; but at no other time during all that afternoon was the volume of mus- 
ketry such that it could be heard at the position of Porter’s troops. No sound 
but that of artillery was heard by them during all those hours when Porter 
‘was understood by the court-martial to have been listening to the sounds of a 
furious battle raging immediately to his right. And those sounds of artillery 
were by no means such as to indicate a general battle. 

The reports of the 29th and those of the 30th of A t have somehow been 
ey Soe with each other, Even the confederate reports have, since 
thetermination of the war, been similarly misconstrued. Those of the 30th have 
been misquoted as referring to the 29th, thus to prove that a furious battle was 
going on while Porter was comparatively inactive on the 29th, The fierce and 
gallant struggle of his own troops on the 30th has thus been used to sustain the 
original error under which he was condemned. General Porter was, in effect, 
condemned for not having taken any part in his own battle. Such wasthe error 
upon which eral Porter was pronounced guilty of the most shameful crime 
known among soldiers, We believe not one among all the gallant soldiers on 
that bloody field was less deserving of such condemnation than he. 

The evidence of bad animus in Porter's case ceases to be material in view of 
the ence of his soldiérly and faithful conduct. But it is our duty to say that 
the indiscreet and unkind terms in which General Porter exp: his distrust 
jab nee meg Sy his superior commander can not be defended. And to that 

m was due, in ve: t measure, the misrepresentation of both his 

motives and his conduct an: consequent condemnation, 
ving thus given the reasons for our conclusions, we have the honor to re- 
port, in ce with the President's order, that, in our opinion, justice re- 
uires at his hands such action as may be necessary to annul and set aside the 
ndings and sentence of the court-martial in the case of Maj. Gen. Fitz-John 
Porter, and to restore him to the positions of which that sentence deprived 
him—such restoration to take effect from the date of his dismissal from service. 

y, your obedient servants, 


in res to some of 


Very 
J. M. SCHOFIELD, 
lor-General, U. S. Army, 
aaa ees 

EO. W. GETTY, 7 

Brevet Major-General, U. 8. Army, Colonel 3d Artillery. 
The following letter accompanied the bill which was referred to this com- 
mittee. In view of the high positions held by General Grant in the civil as well 
as military history of our country, we have deemed it proper to make this letter 


a part of our report, viz: 
r NEw York, November 3, 1883. 
DEAR GENERAL: As there is some discussion as to the probable reasons for 


my change of mind in regard to your case, now 
United States, I deem it proper that I should 


ding before the people of the 
ve them myself. 
In the first place I never porera fas to be a traitor, as many affected to be- 


lieve. a monen I knew you mows ere a moment Preus. mona 
acce] e pay, rank, and command you held for the p se of betraying the 
ake you Rath professing to serve. Then, too, your Pati to had been too con- 
spicuons as a staff officer at the beginning of the war and as commander of 


.| troops later to support such a theory for a moment. 


But I did believe that General Pope was so odious to some of the officers in the 
East that a cordial support was not given him by them, I was di too, 
accept the verdict ofa court-martial composed as the one which tried you was. 
Some of the members of that court I knew personally,and had t confidence 
in their judgment andjustice. I supposed you had in this snags ated wa 
Pope, and while not more guilty than others, you were unfortunate in being 
placed in a position where speciticatidns could be made showing this hostility. 

After the close of the war, when I was requested to read your new defi I 
read it with the feelingabove described. At the same time I read the other 
as prepared—or furnished—by General Pope. This jare mapsshowing the posi- 
tions of the two armies substantially as shown by the first of the diagrams pre- 
sented vy Mr. Lord, of San Francisco, from whom I copied in thearticle in your 
case, and did not indicate the presence of any other force than Jackson's. en, 
too, it appeared that Pi had actually received an order at about 5 or 5.30 in the 
afternoon of August 29 to attack the enemy's flank, and that, too, at a time when 
a fierce battle was g in the front, 

I was first shaken in my views, however, when such a man as General Terry. 
who unites the lawyer with the soldier—a man of high character and ability, and 
who had believed as I had, and possibly worse—after many weeks of investiga- 
tion should entirely vindicate you, and be sustained too by men of the known 
ability of his colleagues on the board. Until in 1881, when I re-examined for 
myself, my belief was that on the 29th of August, 1862, a great battle was fought 
between Geheral Pope, commanding the Union forces, and General Jackson,. 
commanding the confederate forces; that you, with a corps of twelve or more 
thousand men, stood in a oe across the right flank of Jackson and where 
you could easily get into his rear; that you received an order to do so about 5 
or 5.30 o'clock, which you refused to obey because of clouds of dust in your 
front, which you contended indicated an karan | im superior force to you; that 

ou allowed Pope to get beaten while you stood idly looking on, without rais- 

ng an arm to help him. With this understanding, and without a doubt as to- 
the correctness of it, I condemned you. 

Now, on a full investigation of the facts, I find that the battle was fought on the 
30th of August; that your corps, commanded directly idee in n, lost a 
paue reentage than any other ed engaged; that the 4.30 order of the day 

re did not reach you until nightfall; that your immediate superior had cau- 
tioned you early in the day that you were too far out to the front then; that Gen- 
eral Pope had cautioned you against HONLE on an engagement except under’ 
such circumstances as he described, and thatin any event you must be prepared 
to fall back behind Bull Run that night, where it would be necessary for you to 
be to receive supplies; that from 11 o’clock of the 29th you were confronted b; 
a force of twice your own number, of whose presencejyou had positive proof, 
while General Pope did not know of it. j 

This last faot is shown by the wording of the 4.30 order. It directed you to 
attack the enemy’s right and to getinto his rear. General Pope’s circular of the 
morning of the 29th said that General Lee was advancing by way of Thorough- 
fareGap, At therate at which he was moving he would be up the night of 
30th or the morning of the 31st. 

In his testimony before the court-martial which tried you he said, under oath, 
that he did not know of the arrival of Lee's command until 6 o'clock of the 29th, 
an hour and a half after he had dictated the order for your attack. 

His circular and testimony prove conclusively that Jackson, and Jackson. 
alone, was the enemy he intended you to attack. Your knowledge of this fact, 
as well as of the fact that you had another force quite double yours in addition 
in your front, would have been sufficient justification for your not attacki 
even if the order had been received in time. Of course this would not apply if 
a battle had been ng between Jackson and Pope, At the hour you received 
the order all was quiet. 

This yery short, hastily written, and incomplete summary shows why and 
when my mind underwent a chan; I have no doubt now but the change 
would have taken place in 1867 if I then made an investigation. I rr 
now that I did not understand your case then as I do now. Your whole life 
since your trial, as well as your services before, disprove the great burden of the- 
charges then sustained by a court-martial, As long as I have a voice it shall be 
raised in your support without any reference to the effect upon me or others. 
Your restoration to the Army simply I would regard as a very uate and 
unjust reparation. While men—one at least—have been restored to the Army 
because of their gallantry and wounds after conviction and sentence, and when. 
there is no doubt of guilt, are given all their pay for the years they were 
out of the service, I can see no reason for your Paving eai 

I hope for you a thorough vindication, not only by Congress, but in the minds 
of your countrymen, 

Fail ly, yours, 
U. 8. GRANT. 

General F, J. PORTER, Morristown, 


It nopens from the proceedings of the court-martial which tried General Por- 
arg during the progress of the trial the following letter was read in opem: 
court, namely: 


WAR DEPARTMENT, 

Washington City, D. C., January 5, 1863. 
GENERAL: The state of the service imperatively demands that the proceed. 
ings in the courtover which you are now presiding, having been pending more 
than four weeks, should be brought to a close without any un: delay, 
You are therefore directed to sit without to hours, and close your pro- 

as speedily as may be consistent with justice and the public service, 
EDWIN M. DANTO 
Secretary ar, 
Major-General HUNTER, President, &o. 4: 


One of the most important points involved in the trial of General Porter was 
as to the position of certain corps and divisions of the confederate army at par- 
ticular hours during the battle, The evidence of the confederate officers com- 
manding these corps and divisions could not be obtained at that time. 

After the lapse of sixteen years, when the passions and | preudices existin, 
during the original trial had abated, when the reports of the confederate oi 
cers as to the position of their commands could be obtained, and when these- 
officers themselves could appear and Rive evidonas, when the proceedings 
could be conducted without unseemly , a board, com of the most 
distinguished officers of our Army, is convened by the President to review the 
ease and take this additional evidence. 

The conclusions of this board are presented to us in the extracts from their 
report above quoted. These conclusions are most earnestly indorsed and ap- 
proved by General Grant, whose opinions upon a subject of this nature are cer- 
tainly entitled to the consideration of his countrymen. 

The question presented to Con, is: Shall the decision of a court held in 
the heat and excitement of a civil war, laboring under such disadvantages in. 
securing important evidence, stand as the final verdict of our Government as 
against the later and more exhaustive researches of a board composed of the 
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mor ngn officers of our Army, possessing every means of securing 
ce. 

: In considering this case it should not be forgotten that while we know the 
recent board was unanimous in its decision, no one outside the members of the 
o court knows, or ever can know, how the voteof that court stood. For 
feg that is known to the contrary the vote for the conviction of Porter may 
have been carried by a single member, and that member may have been the one 
who left his seat as a judge in the case and became the most important witness 


inst the accused. 

nder the circumstances your committee believe that the reportof the board 
appointed by the eae! should sare ne: res ter weight; - toaa we therefore 
respectfully recommend passage of the bill herewith submi G 
Z W. S. ROSECRANS, Chairman. 

. W. SLOCUM. 

G. G. DIBRELL. 
JOHN C. NICHOLLS. 
R. M. MURRAY. 
THEO EL 


W. A. DUNOAN, 
MARTIN MAGINNIS. 
FRANK L. WOLFORD 
CHARLES H. MORGAN. 


JAMES LAIRD. 
s THOS. M. BAYNE. 
Mr. STEELE. I desire to have read in connection with the major- 
ity report the report of the minority. 


The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection the views of the mi- 
nority of the Committee on Military Affairs upon this bill will now be 
read. The Chair hears no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


, com- 
gment 


have a higher 
ing st thattime 
minority do not feel warranted 


held a Bg at that time,” and among his rights was the one to draw pay j n 


status in the Army, and would thereby give him the same 
rm 


t to draw as 
until the Presi. 


colonel with 40 per cent. service allowance, ¢. e., $4,500 per annum as full pay, or 
be mi- 


suggests if it is not the intention of the bill to 
fixe y under or by it, the words “appointment under it,” at the last of the 
ill. be: * passage of th ” be inserted 


views: 
(House report, No. 129, Forty-sixth Congress, second session.) 


VIEWS OF THE MINORITY, 
The minority of the Committee on Military Affairs submit the following re- 


pr ving some of the reasons why they can not pprova and support House 
11 2976. That bill, which meets with the a; val of the rity, sets aside 
and revokes the findings of thé otan fread 4 by which FitzJohn Porter was 

, on the grounds that the findings and sentence “ were based in error 


cashiered. 

and without due knowledge of the factsin the case.” It also restores him to the 
service of the United States, with all the rank and privil to which he would 
have been entitled had there been no court. It creates new and, so as 
we know, heretofore unknown position of supernumerary colonel for him, to 
be held by him until a vacancy occurs, when he is to be larly assigned; and it 
gives him the retired pay of a r-general and colonel, amoun! , in the ag- 
Sregat to the enormous sum of between fifty and sixty thousand dollars. 

All this, as the jority say, because he has had a wrong done him; because 
he has been deprived of the rights of citizenship upon ‘ounded charges, and 
because he has been at great expense in vindicating his character and conduct 
as an officer and soldier from the disgrace and obloquy castuponhim, Toeach 
and every one of these assertions the minority. of zo committee object, and 
from the conclusions drawn and the bill itself they dissent, 

It is with great regret and a very considerable degree of embarrassment that 
they find it necessary to do so. t, because no one can read unmoved the 
appeals of General Porter; and embarrassment, because the majority have 
adopted as the basis of their report the Spee 3 and recommendation of the 
amit, Siro convened by the President of the United States in June, 1878, 
That rd was composed of three distinguished officers of the Army—two 
graduates of the Military Academy—and beragmer ong Soren DA; its report is entitled 
to weight. Notwithstanding this, the minority of your committee, in the dis- 
charge of the duty imposed upon them, do not hesitate to antagonize the find- 
ings of the board, and to express the opinion that they were based upon 
evidence not fairly or properly applicable to a correct determi m of the 


case. 

At all events the record shows thatalthough the board was convened by the 
President in order that “he might be fully informed of the facts of the case,” 
the information given by it only satisfied him—to quote his lan; “that he 
oust’ to lay the p: ings and conclusions before Congre In this shape 
and in this manner it has reached the Committee on Military Affairs, and, with 
a clear understanding of the a nt presumption of the non-professional and 
ex-volunteer mind criticising the conclusions of a board of regular officers, we 
have the honor to submit the following : : 

In August, 1862, Fitz-John Porter was a major-general of volunteers, colonel 
and brevet Brigadier-general in theregular Army, and in command of the Fifth 
Army Corps, For certain alleged offenses he was tried and convicted by a court- 
martial and sentenced to be cashiered, and on 2lst of January, 1863, the sen- 


rank in 


tence was approved by Abraham Lincoln, then President of the United States. 
In this connection U EDIE braa ORAR made by Porter to Presi- 
dent Lincoln in August, 1863, for a reopening of the case was d: ed, as 
were the subsequent ones to dent Johnson in 1867 and to President Grant 
in 1869, The charges upon which General Porter was tried were violation of 
the ninth and fifty-second articles of war, the punishment of which was death, 
or such other penalty as a court-martial might inflict. Generally ing they 
provide for the punishment ofany officer or soldier who disobeys command 
of his superior officer or for the punishment of any officer or soldier who mis- 
behaves self in the presence of the enemy. 

On these charges General Porter was found guilty, was cashiered, and forever 
disqualified from holding any office of profit or trust under the Government of 
the United States, His trial was Keld within a few months of the battle of Ma- 
nassas, and when witnesses who were present on the side of the national forces 
were easily obtained. The movements of the armies were fresh in the minds 
of those interested; the court was composed of men eminent in their profession, 
six of them graduates of West Point, some intimate 
cused, and some have become equally eminent in civil life; and nothing has 
been shown to convince us that they were not honestly anxious to do justice in 
accordance with their oaths, without partiality, favor, or affection. Porter him- 
self made no objection to the detail of the court, and, in addressing it, said: 
“Yourselves most, if not all, have known me well.” 

The proceedings lasted for forty-five days, and many witnesses a) be- 
fore it, including Generals Pope, McDowell, Heintzelman, Morell, Griffin, 
nolds, Sykes, Butterfield, and Buford, who commanded corps, divisions, and 

es on the days of the 27th, 28th, 29th, and 30th of August, 862, In addition, 
the court had the benefit of the ey of Generals McClellan, Burnside, 
Parke, and others, who were not present in the action, but were conversant 
with some of the facts connected with it, and the accused was represented by 
distinguished counsel, After a patient investigation the court reached its con- 
clusions, and the minority of your committee, after as careful an examination 
of the proceedings as possible under the cireumstances, do not hesitate to say 
that they fail to see how from the evidence the court could have determined 
otherwise, At the time, and perhaps since, efforts were made to make it appear 
that some scape-goat was necessary for the disasters of that most disastrous cam- 
paign. Then, and bly since, suggestions were made that Porter's trial was 
a persecution, that it was partisan or political, and that perhaps some one else 
was aimed at through him. Assertions like these, to which more or less pub- 
licity was given by the press, attracted much attention to the case, and in con- 
sequence it has been loaded down by all sorts of criticisms reflecting upon many 
distinguished men, and, in our judgment, foreign to its merits. 

The minority of your committee at the outset express no opinion in regard to 
the wisdom of many, orany, of General Pope’s movements, from the time when 
he assumed command of the Army of Virginia until he relinquished it. Neither 
do they deem it at all necessary that they should express any opinion in regard 
to his competency for the place to which the President called him, Com- 
tent or incompetent, he was there by proper authority, and he was General 

‘orter’s lawful superior from the time he reported to him forduty. Theorders 
he issued to Porter he had the right to issue, and he also had the right to ex- 
pet that they would receive unquestioning and cheerful obedience. Almost 

m the time when Porter disembarked at adque Creek and marched from 
there to the Rappahannock and until after the battle of Manassas, he ke; 
a correspondence with General Burnside then and until he reported to Pope, 


his superior officer. 

Maay, pomana all, of these tches are published in part 1 of Senate Ex. 
Doc. 37, Forty-sixth Congress, an we invite attention tothem to show the spirit 
in which General Porter marched to report for duty to General Pope, and the 
spirit in which he received orders, statements, and explanations from him. 
Complaining, doubting, fault-finding, and critical, they indicate very clearly an 
utter want of confidence in Gene Pope and a determination to sit in judg- 
ment upon him, his orders, and his acta. Loyalty to his chief, in the sense that 
he was to give a cheerful if not an eager obed: and support to him, there 
was none; on the con , he manifested so querulous a disposition, that 
even the boa for him find him censurable in this respect 
(see prep , port of Board of Officers). That he disobeyed 
positive orders is undeniable; and that he rendered himself amenable to the 


charge especiali upon testimony gathered from con- 
the suppression of | the rebellion to A that on the 29th 
of August, 1862, Fitz-John Porter deserved well of the Republic by not attack- 
ing on or near the Gainesville road. Such an attack, they say, would have been 
not only a “great blunder,” but a “ Et crime ;” failure to attack “saved the 
Union a from disaster en that day,” and “his conduct was obedient, sub- 
ordi faithful, and judicious.” 

With rence to this disti 


to 
per time; and that they believe they can es- 
day (the 20th : 


y 
do not believe that the pore rule by which to judge Fitz- 


permi and 
statements of confederate officers to be used to establish innocence. 
he must be held responsible for, in our opinion, is what he knew at the time, 
not what he has discovered since from confederate sources. Wedo not question 
the right of General Porter to introduce this newly discovered evidence before 
the board of officers, because the terms of the order convening it authorizes him 
to do so; but we do ey rte en ds eng from the opinion that confederate 
testimony is not only to acquit Fitz-John Porter and restore him to his former 
© Army, but to convict the court which tried him. 

On the 29th of August he had no information, so far as we can discover, beyond 
what other Federal officers had of the character of the force confronting him. 
What he did know, however, was that he was ordered to “ push toward es- 
ville;” that subsequently he was ordered in express terms to attack; that he 
failed to do es he had the serious problem presented to him throughout the 
greater part of the day of remaining inactive within striking distance of the 
enemy, while the thunder of the guns near Groveton indi serious work be- 
tween the enemy and his comrades but three miles distant on his right. Evenif 
it be admitted that the confederate testimony and confederate reportsare to de- 
termine the right or the wrong of the action of a Union corps commander on 
the day of battle orin the presence of the enemy, and they are to be made the 
foundation for his restoration to the Army and the receipt of a large money 
award, we deny that those reports are so unanimous or so pertinent as to war- 
rant the conclasions of the board and of the majority of yourcommittee, (See 
reports of confederate generals Lee, Hill, Lon „and others.) 

‘he reference by the board of officers to the action of Porter and hiscommand 
on the 30th of August, in order, as they state, “to fully understand the case,” 
is, in the opinion of the minority, not only foreign to it, but wholly outof place, 
His presence on the battle-field on that day was in consequence of a peremptory 
order, issued in terms so direct and rustful that it clearly expressed the 
opinion of his superior officer that he had signally failed in his duty on the 29th. 
Ne discretion was possible under it. but the do not hesitate to say that at 


rsonal friends of the ac-" 
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first sight it would appear that in his prompt and unhesitating movement under 
this order General Porter committed a “grave fault.” They assume that upon 
its receipt he was on what they are pleased to call the * field of battle,” con- 
fronting the enemy “in force,” and “ holding a position of vital importance to 
the security of Pope's army.” That he was not on the field of battle in the 
sense sought to be conveyed by the board is shown not only by testimony of 
witnesses, but by the absence of the usual results of a battle—the record of the 
killed and wounded in hiscommand. That he was confronting the enemy is 
truce, but the battle had been on for the ter partof the day, some three 
miles from him on the right, while he ed inactive or substantially so, 
«confronted by a force that, outside of confederate sources, we have no reason 
to believe was large or dangerous, Until the arrival of McDowell, at about 12 
O ONE Omo cating the dispatch of Bufogd that seventeen regiments and a 
battery passed “through Gainesville up the pike toward Centreville,” there 
was nothing to show the presence of anything but cavalry in Porter's vicinity, 
and it was not until 3 o'clock that the o; r in command of the skirmishers an- 
nounced the presence of a large force in the front. At no time during the day 
was a reconnaissance in force made or a vigorous effort to ores his strength, 
and it ismere guesswork to say that the forces reported by Buford passed down 
the road toward Manassas and in the direction of Porter, 

Notwithstanding the conviction that forced itself upon the board that Porter 


very nearly committed a“ grave fault” in ouering y order at 8.50 on 
the night of the 29th, they do, however, conclu: nothing remained but for 
him to obey. They also assert that the action of the Fifth Corps_on the 30th of 


without complaint or repining, and they neither criticised the order nor were 
“surprised” at the order, nor hesitated about the order that push 
against the deadly rifles of the confederate soldier. They obeyed orders loyally. 

For all the purposes of determining the guilt or innocence of Fitz-John Porter 
on the seat conduct on the 30th has, in our opinion, no more pertinence 
than had his conduct at Mechanicsville or Malyern Hill. Indeed, it is more 
than probable that at seat sont the awkwardness of the position in which 


he had placed himself sogas conduct since reporting to Pope, he found 
itn to display more ordinary zeal and energy when fighting 
under his ediate and nal d. Whatever his motives, he de- 


rsonal comman: 
serves credit for what he did on the 30th of August; for what he did, or rather 
did not, on the 29th of August, he deserved censure and punishment; but cer- 
tainly his action on the second day can not be made to ustify and explain 
away his conduct on the first, tho a distinguished says it should, 

The board of officers also seem to be of the opinion that the actions of the 29th 
and 30th have been confounded by nearly every one but themselves. To use 
their own expression, ' General Porter was in effect condemned for not having 
taken any part in his own battle.” On this also the minority beg leave to re- 
port that they join issue with the board. No one who follows the movements 
of Porter's corps from the 27th to the night of the 30th can ibly eits 
positions on the important days of the 29th and 30th or confound it in any way 
with ether sg The statement made by the board, ‘that the reports, refer- 

ve been misquoted as referring to the 29th, thus to prove that 
afurious battle was going on while Porter was com vely inactive on the 
29th,” is, in our opinion; not sustained by the facts. In our opinion it is estab- 
lished by official reports made immediately after the battle, as well as by the 
testimony of witnesses, that a battle of serious proportions was in progress 
d the greater part of the 29th, the firing swe and increasing in volume 
to the middle of the afternoon. 

Every Union official report which we have examined of the early hour 
at which fighting began on the 29th, of its duration and its fierceness. Not one 
= igor hare wao we shall aane fails 1o ame police Mie two 

ys, keep em clearly separate apart; not one in speaking o! e 
action on the 29th refers even indirectly to the presence of Porter either in their 
front, their rear, or on their flank, They all, however, or nearly all, mention the 
action of his corps on the 30th, and in every case the narrative of the two da 
is continuous, intelligent, and easily followed. We quote from volume VI, 0: 
cial Military Reports of the Rebellion, Adjutant-General’s Office, and we desire 
to call attention to the fact that some were written almost on the battle-field, 
and all, perhaps, within a month of the action. 

General comman the First Co. says, “In the course of aboutfour 


right to extreme left.” At 12 o'clock, hethen ks of Reynolds's troops taking 
position on his left, and at 2 o'clock of Osata I 


was engaged. Ge 
Schurz speaks of “the fire extending along his whole line and that it became 
lively.” This was before 10 o'clock, for at that hour he speaks of Kearny’s ar- 
ri on the field, Schenck, division commander, states “that before one or 
two o'clock all his were A Heintzelman, corps com- 
mander, says: “At 10 a. m. reached field of battle ; at 11 a. m. head of Hooker's 
division arrived, and General Reno an hour later; that at the request of Sigel 
he ordered Hooker to place one of his brigades at Sigel's disposition, then bard 


p! F 

Kearny, a division commander who was killed on the Ist of ember at 
Chantilly, wrote his report of the battle at Centreville on the 3lst, but had not 
time tosignit. It was forwarded by General Birney, who succeeded him. That 
report states substantially that on the 29th, on his arrival, he was assigned to 
the holding of the right wing, with his left on the Leesburg road; that during 
the first hours of yee on some tired regiments falling back, General Birney, 
on his own accord, rapidly pushed across to give them a hand. ‘In the ear y 
afternoon’ General Pope’s order was received to send a strong force diago- 
pany to the front to relieve the center in the woods from pressure. General 
Robinson’s brigade, with seme other regiments, drove forward several hun- 
dred yards, but the center of the main battle being shortly driven, my detach- 
ment was obliged to cease to advance. All this appears to have happened 
before five o'clock, for he says, * At five o'clock, thinking I might drive the en- 
emy by an attack, I brought up the most of Birney’s regiment, 
changed front to left to sweep with a the line of the enemy. This was 
most successful. The enemy was rolled up on his right. We took no partin 
the fighting of the 30th.” 

General J. B. Carr, of the State of New York, says: “‘ At 2 o’cl 20th, Fri- 
day morning, received orders to march at 3a. m., to support General Kearny. 


A march of ten miles brought us to Bull Run battle-field. About 11 a. m. was 
ordered into ion tosupport a battery where the enemy was engaged with 
‘in that ion some time, was ordered to send two regi- 
ments to relieve Sigel’s troops. Did so, and afterwards received orders to take 
balance of brigade into w which I did about 2 P; m., where I at once en- 
gaged an enemy and fought him for a of two hours, holding my position 
until unition was expended, and ut 4 p, m. was relieved." H 
Hooker's division, and the country knows that Hooker's command, before ex- 
pending its ammunition, as a rule did some fighting that was more serious than 


Even the sutboeliy referred to by the board (General Robert E. Lee's report, 
battle raging with fury,” and 
è cavalry officer on 


From this and other evidence the minority of your committee report that in 
their opinion there was much and serious fighting on the 29th, except in Fitz- 
John Porter's front, where there appears to have been none. Serious as it was, 
and reaching the dignity of a battle, according to General Lee, as well as many 
officers on the Union side, the board of Zt eke speak of it as a number of 
“sharp and gallant combats between small portions of the opposing forces.” 
From the best evidence we can gather, 1, with his corps, was engaged on 
the 2%h. Heintzelman, with Hooker’s and Kearny’s divisions, was engaged on 
the 29th. - Reno's and Stevens's divisions were engaged on the 29h. Reynolds's 
and part of King’s were engaged on the 29th; and, in fact, all the available forces 
were in action on that day except Porter's command and Ricketts's division. 
How long “intervals” there were between the fighting we can not say; but, 
jodgin the reports of officers engaged, they were neither frequent nor pro- 
oi ; and unless those who made t! are much mistaken, there was a long 
list of killed and wounded on the 29th. 

When the board predicts the disastrous uences that would have followed 
an attack by Porter at any time after the early afternoon, they enter the field 
of lation. There we shall not follow them, but we simply call atteution 
to reports (page 519, board record, report of General Lee) from confederate 
sources, which show that the mere a rance of the head of Porter's column 
was 80 STONDE Sep General Lee detached a division to meet it. Who can 
predict the result had a powerful and well-sustained attack been made hy 8,000 
or 10,000 men, at any time during the day, on the Gainesville road? 

On this point we wish to call attention to the opinion of a careful military 
historian—the author of, perhaps, the best history of our civil war that has been 
written. With ample facilities to inform himself, and so situated that he can 
and does write without prejudice or passion, the Comte de Paris, in volume ii, 
cp ekaatgo bA , 

“* His (Perter’s) attack, therefore, could not have produced the results upon 
which the commander-in-chief had counted. But neitherthe impossibility of 
ex to the letter the order of the latter, nor even the instructions which 
McDowell may have given him during the par Sern any excuse for his having 
remained so long inactive in the presence of enemy, with two fine divisions, 
while a great battle was being fought in his vicinity. In short, if the road he 
had to follow was barred against him—if, therefore, he could not cut the enemy's 
army in two and secure its defeat—it is equally certain tbat a vigorous attack 
made by him upon Lo ’s right would havedrawn outall the forces of this 
general, and, by freeing the rest of the Unien line, would pers have pre- 
vented the reverse which the latter sustained at the close of the day. We can 
not aveid, therefore, blaming his inaction at such time and under such circum- 


stances, 

“This indifference on the of Porter to the cannon’s appeal, the manner in 
which he inte the orders of superiors, and the tardiness with which these 
orders reached him, were the inevitable consequences of the confusion we have 
already referred to in the eral movement of the army.” 

This is the eect sei ve ion of a disinterested writer, who, while he accepts 
the board's theory that Longstreet was up within supporting distance of Jack- 
son early in the day, still censures in distinct terms the inaction of Porter. 
Whatever may be the action of Congress on the bill now before it, that this will 
be the verdict of history the minority of your committee certainly believe. 

The minority concede that if the Government does injustice to one of its citi- 
zens it should make reparation ; but in this case, in their opinion, no injustice 
has been done. Notwithstanding this, they have concluded to recommend to 
the House the of a joint resolution Penova as much of Fitz-John Por- 
ter's sentence as prohibits from holding any o; of profit or trust under 
the Government. Its passage will give him no c , however, upon his former 
rank, or upon Treasury of the United States. Logically, perhaps, the mi- 
nority should not recommend it, but when we consider that amnesty and par- 
don have been given to those formerly in arms against the Government, and 
that the removal of disabilities for offenses certainly as dangerous as his tothe 
en of the Union are of every day occurrence, the reasons for theiraction 

n Po: s case are obvious, 

One of his complaints is that his sentence is a continuing one, and that he has 
been deprived of the rights of citizenship. The passage of the resolution will 
remove these disabilities, and enable him to remit the whole question to the par 
ple or to some other tribunal than Congress. It is, in our opinion, quite clear 
that he should not be restored to his former rank in the Army, and tit he 
should not receive the retired pay, amounting to $50,000 or $60,000, provided in 
the bill for his relief; but his restoration to the rights of citizenship is an act of 

and clemency that the Government can do without in any way manifest- 
fag its disapproval of the findings and sentence of the court-martial that tried 
and convicted him. There were periods of his life when his services were of 
value to hiscountry, and it is but fair, pane that they should be considered 
now in determining his case; but that y should go to the extent of the relief 
proposed by the majority would be, in our opinion, unwise, inexpedient, and 


unjust. 
ANSON G. McCOOK. 
B. F. MARSH. 
THOMAS M. BROWNB. 


GEO. W. STEELE. 
: B. W. CUTCHEON. 
Before the of the views of the minority was concluded, 
Mr. MAGINNIS said: I would like to interrupt the reading for a 


All of which is respectfully submitted. 
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moment. My colleague on the committee [Mr. STEELE] adopts as a 
part of his oe sad report heretofore made on a different bill. I pre- 
sume he adopts only so much of that report as is applicable to the bill 
now before the House. : 
. Mr. STEELE. The report itself states how far it is applicable to 
this bill. I wish to say further that in the opinion of the minority of 
the committee there is very little difference between the two bills. 
Mr. MAGINNIS. I only wanted that there should be no misunder- 


standing. 
The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order at this time. The Clerk 
is engaged in ing the views of the minority. 


The Clerk resumed the reading, but was interrupted by 

Mr. STEELE, Mr. Chairman, when I presented the minority report 
it was ordered by the House to be printed with the majority report. 
Yesterday I called on the printing clerk to ascertain where the mi- 
nority reports were, why they were not in the House. Up to this 
time, although I have inquired of a great many gentlemen present, I 
have been unable to see a minority report on this floor. I would like 
to have an order made by the proper authority that the minority reports 
be immediately brought in here and distributed with the majority 

vin 

he CHAIRMAN. TheChair desires to state to the gentleman from 
Indiana that it is not the rule that reports of this kind be circulated in 
the House. They are to be found in the document-room, where gen- 
tlemen desiring them can apply for them. 

Mr. REED. They are not there. 

Mr. STEELE. My information is that they are not there. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed that the usual number 
required by the rules to be printed was printed and has been ex- 
hausted, 


Mr. STEELE. Well, I am not surprised at that. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair is also informed that under the rule 
requiring reports printed by the Public Printer to be forwarded to mem- 
bers of the House, these reports have been sent to each member. 

Mr. REED. But they have not been received. 

Mr. HENDERSON, ef Illinois. I think, Mr. Chairman, if that be 
true the consideration of this case ought to be postponed until the mi- 
nority of the committee can have an opportunity of having their re- 
port presented to the members of the House and read with the major- 
ity report. 

The CHAIRMAN. The views of the minority in parliamentary law 
are no part of the report of the committee. They are simply the views 
of the minority on the committee. 

Mr. STEELE. But have we not the right to have the report of the 
minority read ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The views of the minority can only be read by 
unanimous consent. They are simply in the nature of remarks by the 
gentlemen who submit them. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. But the majority report has been 
allowed to be read. 

Mr. STEELE. Now, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me after the major- 
ity report has been distributed all over the House it is not a gracious 
thing the minority report should not also be laid before the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The rule requires that the reports of committees 
shall be distributed in the manner already indicated by the Chair. 
The present occupant of the chair knows of no rule providing for the 
distribution of the views of the minority. Whatever is done in refer- 
ence to the views of the minority is necessarily done by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr, REED. The House unanimously ordered the printing of the 
views of the minority. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana has the floor. 

Mr. STEELE. By order of the House the views of the minority 
were to accompany the majority report and to be printed with it. 

Mr. REED. That was the order of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. This Committee of the Whole House can not 
determine these questions. 

Mr. SLOCUM. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE], who 
submitted the views of the minority, knows very well that the ma- 
jority report was printed long before he presented the views of the mi- 
nority. Now, the Speaker is not to blame, nor is anybody else in this 
House to blame. The majority of the committee, twelve out of four- 
teen, got their report in, and it was ordered to be printed, and when 
printed it was distributed and laid upon the desks of members. That 
was done before the gentleman presented his minority views. How 
could they be printed together when such was the case? Why, it is 
utterly absurd. 

Mr. STEELE. It was the order of the House, as stated by the 

, that the views of the minority should be printed with there- 
port of the majority. 

The CHAIRMAN. This discussion is all out of order. 

Mr. CALKINS. It may be all out of order, Mr. Chairman, but still 

` the House has the right to any information it seeks. Now, when the 
order of the House was made that the reports of the majority and the 
minority should be printed together, it was simply the duty of the 
Public Printer to print them in that form, notwithstanding the report 
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of the majority was handed in before the views of the minority. . That 
was the duty of the Public Printer, and it is certainly the duty of this 
House to see to it that this order made on that occasion shall be carried 
out. That they have not been printed together and distributed in ac- 
cordance with the order of the House is what my colleague complains 
of. He complains that the Public Printer, or some one else charged 
with that duty, has not carried out the order of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN, This Committee of the Whole House can not 
take notice of the fact that the Public Printer or any other officer has 
failed to perform his duty. We are now in Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the bill for the relief of Fitz-John 
Porter is under consideration. The report of the majority has been 
read, and, by unanimous consent, at the request of the gentleman from 
Indiana, the Clerk is now proceeding to read the views of the minority. 

ı Mr. CURTIN. I call for the regular order. 

The reading of the views of the minority was then concluded. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill is now open for general debate. 

Mr. SLOCUM. Mr. Chairman, the bill under consideration simply 
proposes to restore Fitz-John Porter to the Army, placing his name on 
the retired-list, so that no one will be displaced by the action of Con- 

in case the bill I notice in the minority report an allusion 
to the idea that the bill would give General Porter back pay. Itis en- 
tirely a new idea to me, for the bill itself says that nothing in this act 
shall be construed as authorizing pay, compensation, or allowance prior 
to appointment under it. Now itis possible that the minority are right, 
and if they are, the bill should be amended so as to make it just what I 
believe it to be, not to give General Porter a dollar of pay. 

The bill under consideration provides simply for the restoration of 
Fitz-John Porter to the Army with the rank held by him at the date 
of hisdismissal. It places his name on the retired-list, so that no officer 
now on the active-list will be affected by his restoration. 

In advocating the bill, which I propose to do very briefly, I shall not 
discuss the evidence taken by the court which condemned him nor 
that taken by the board which exculpated him. This has been done 
at great length in both Houses of Congress. Many pages of the CON- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD for the last session are devoted to critical discus- 
sions of questions which itis difficult for any person not versed in mil- 
itary matters to fully understand. After all the speeches were delivered, 
I doubt if there were twenty gentlemen in either House who had any 
clearer idea of the merits of the case than they had before the subject 
was brought before Congress. In fact, this subject was so purely tech- 
nical, so purely military in its character, that it is little else than an 
absurdity for Congress to sit as a courtof appeal to review the evidence 
and decide on the merits of the case. The only proper court to per- 
form this duty was the one selected by the President, composed, as it 
was, of the ablest, most intelligent, and most experienced officers in the 
Army. That was in every respecta competent court. It labored long 
and zealously, giving months of time to the faithful di of its 
duties. Ithad before it the proceedings of the court which condemned 
General Porter, and was brought face to face with many of the wit- 


nesses who had testified before that court, and many new witnesses, who. 


brought to light important evidence, which could not be obtained on 
the original trial. It made repeated and earnest efforts to secure the 
presence of General Pope, but he peremptorily declined to appear. 

Diera the real court of appeal in tbis case, and its decision should 
be fi 

The President could not have selected three officers whose opinions 
should have greater weight. The prejudices of wv least two members 
of the board were ey against the accused officer, so strongly that 
they thought seriously of declining to serve, believing that for them 
to do so would be unjust to Porter. If any member of this House.de- 
sires to read an intelligent discussion of the merits of this case in all 
its details I commend him to the report of this board. The whole 
case has been reviewed by another authority, one entitled to as much 
consideration as the board selected for the purpose. The review to 
which I allude is terse, clear, and convincing. If any member desires 
a Clear statement of the case he need not wade through hundreds of 
pages of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, but can find it in the few pointed 
and convincing sentences penned by General Grant. 

In presenting this case to the House I do not intend to add one word 
to what has been said by Generals Grant, Schofield, Terry and Getty 
as to the conduct of General Porter. 

I shall content myself with calling attention to a few circumstances, 
which I think should have great weight. The condition of our country 
at the time General Porter was brought to trial is well known. The 
general who organized the Army of the Potomac, and under whom that 
army had long served, had recently been removed from his command. 
A large portion of that army were attached to their old commander, 
His successor was a stranger to them. It required great skill on the 
part of the new commander to win the confidence and esteem of his 
command. That skill unfortunately was not exercised. The army 
suffered a great reverse under its new leader. A feeling of gloom and 
despondency prevailed throughout the land. Officers and soldiers, as 
well as civilians, were divided in sentiment. Every one had his own 
convictions as to the cause of our disasters. 

The selection at that time of a court-martial from among the gen- 
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eral officers assembled in Washington which would be free from preju- 

dice on a question involving the Pe pepe for these disasters was 

an utter impossibility. I doubt if a court of competent civilians 

mio would have been entirely unbiased could then have been se- 
ected. 

In this hour of excitement Fitz-John Porter was placed on trial on 
charges involving this question of responsibility. The court was se- 
lected by General Halleck, virtually one of Porter’s accusers. I cast 
no aspersion upon the court. Under the circumstances, however, the 
result was a foregone conclusion. Porter was convicted. He had no 
appeal., The review of his case was made by those who ordered the 
court. He was not permitted to appear in person or by counsel before 
the reviewing officers, who were the military advisers of the President. 
Under these circumstances, an officer who had served his country with 
great distinction for seventeen years was deprived of that which was 
dearer to him than life itself, his hard-earned reputation. 

General Porter had won two brevets for gallantry on the battle- 
fields of Mexico. He had served with distinction in the civil war in 
every battle in which the Army of the Potomac had been engaged. 
Up to the hour of his arrest there was not a stain on his escutcheon. 
In this time of intense excitement, when the passions of men usurped 
the place of reason, his brilliant reputation was no shield for him. For 
twenty long years he has suffered as few men—even the worst crimi- 
nals—have ever been condemned to suffer. During these years many 
men distinguished in all vocations of life have appealed to the Govern- 
ment in his behalf. Those making the appeals were not confined to 
one political party or to one State or section of our country. The ap- 
peals came from all classes—from soldiers and civilians—from the East 
and the West. 

The first official act tending toward justice in this matter was the 
order appointing a board to investigate the case- And what was this 
order? It merely granted to General Porter the right of appeal—a 
right which, if the case had been tried before a civil court in any State 
in the Union, would have been granted by the laws of the State. If 
General Porter had been a party to a suit in the State of New York in- 
volving the sum of $50, and had believed that injustice had been done 
him, he would have been entitled to an appeal to the snpreme court. Ii 
he had deemed that injustice had been done him by that court, he 
could have taken his case to the highest court of the State." But hav- 
ing been tried in an hour of intense excitement, in the very hot-bed of 
this excitement, and by a court which from the very nature of things 
could not be free from prejudice, he could only secure the right of ap- 
peal alter fifteen years of suffering, and then only asa favor. Thank 
God, the privilege which our civil laws would have secured to him as 
a matter of right was finally granted, and Fitz-John Porter, after these 
long years of suffering, to-day stands before the world fully vindicated. 
No, not vindicated, but awarded the highest meed of praise by the 
most eminent military authority for his conduct on the very occasion 
on which he is charged with crime. $ 

The result of the protracted investigation by the board of distin- 
guished officers selected by the President to review this case is summed 
up in these words: 

| Porter's faithful, subordinate, and intelligent conduct that afternoon saved the 
Union Army from the defeat which would otherwise have resulted that day 
from the | enemy's more speedy concentration. a >l 

We believe not one among all the gallant soldiers on that bloody field was 
less deserving of such condemnation than he. 

In the recent letter of General Grant, reviewing this case, he con- 
cludes by assuring General Porter: 

As long as I have a voice it shall be raised in your support, without reference 
to its effect upon me or others. Your restoration to the Army simply I would 
regard as an inadequate and unjust reparstio.. 

Turge the passage of this bill, not merely because I believe it due 
to Porter, but for the credit and honor of our country. We can not 
afford to have it said that the Goyernment, with all this evidence be- 
fore it, refused to right this terrible wrong. 

There is one piece of evidence in this case, to which allusion has sel- 
dom been made, which, in my judgment, outweighs the opinion of 
Gencral Grant or the findings of the board. It outweighs all the 
arguments of politicians or soldiers who were not on the ground. I 
allude to the evidence of the officers and soldiers of Porter’s command— 
the men who were with him in all the operations under Pope. These 
men are the strongest witnesses in his behalf. 

Year after year the Fifth Arnty Corps Association, composed’of the 
men of his old command, has assembled and adopted, without a dis- 
senting voice, resolutions earnestly entreating the Government to do 
justice to their old commander. Who are these officers who take so 
deep an interest in his behalf? Were they, too, insubordinate and dis- 
loyal to their country? Scores, yes hundreds, of them bear the scars 
of wounds received in battles fought under Porter. On the list will be 
found the names of many of the best and bravest men who ever servetl 
in the Union Army. I defy any man in the country to find even a 
single private soldier who served under Porter on the 29th and 30th of 
August who will not testify in his behalf. And who were these pri- 
vate soldiers? Were they, too, disloyal and seeking the defeat of our 
army? Or were they ignorant and likely to be deceived? 
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No class of men ever bore arms in any country who were more in- 
telligent or quicker to discern faults and weaknesses of their officers 
than were the soldiers of either army during the late war. 

I have seen a thousand brave men brought from my own State to the 
seat of war in command of a member of Congress who was better fitted 
to be a Congressman than a colonel, and the lack of soldierly qualities 
on the part of their commander so impressed the men that in less than 
three months the regiment became utterly worthless. . I have seen the 
same regiment transferred to the command of a good officer and in 
three months become one of the best in the service. 

‘On Sherman’s great march from Atlanta to the sea, when all knew 
that he had left his base of supplies and burned his bridges behind 
him and all were in suspense as to his intentions, when few even of 
his own command knew the destination of the army in which they 
were serving, I have seen day after day private soldiers seated by the 
roadside on the line of march, with pocket maps in their hands, eagerly 
and intelligently discussing the probable plans of their commander. 

In the midst of such soldiers Fitz-John Porter could not have a dis- 
loyal thought or dream without detection. 

On the day after we left Raleigh on the march toward Richmond 
large packages of New York papers were brought to our camps for 
sale. Without orders from their officers, the soldiers speedily sup- 
pressed and destroyed them. An intelligent soldier of my command 
explained the acts of his associates. He said: 

These papersare teeming with abuse of General Sherman, charging him with 
insubordination, a violation of his orders, and some of them even insinuating 
that he is disloyal—all on account of his treaty with General Johnston. We de 


not intend to have these slanders against the man we have followed so many 
hundreds of miles circulated among the boys. 


I felt that these men better appreciated the merits of their com- 
mander than did some of the authorities in Washington. 

Just before we arrived at Richmond another batch of New York pa- 
pers came to our camps, announcing that a new department had been 
created—the Department of the James; that General Halleck had 
been assigned to the command, and ordered Generals Meade, Sheridan, 
and Wright to invade that part of North Carolina occupied by Sher- 
man, and disregard his truce with General Johnston and pay no atten- 
tion to his (Sherman's) orders. In my presence Sherman declared 
that it an attempt had been made to execute that order he would have 
defended his truce if it had cost the lives of half his command. I was 
with him when he received a note from General Halleck asking to be 
allowed to review the army as it passed through the streets of Rich- 


mond, and I saw him write a reply saying that so far from giving him 


a review he deemed it his duty to say that it would be unsale for Gen- 
eral Halleck to be seen in the streets. 

I stood beside General Sherman on the grand stand at the other end 
of this avenue when the armies of the Union, in the presence of all the 
chief civil officers of the Government and the representatives of all 
foreign countries with whom we have diplomatic relations, were being 
reviewed; and I saw General Sherman, in the face of this vast con- 
course, refuse the profiered hand of the officer of the Government who, 
in the closing days of brilliant services in the field, had brought so 
much undeserved reproach on him; and I honored him for it. A most 
cruel and defenseless attempt had been made to rob him of his hard- 
earned reputation. f 

But it may be said, why revert to these painful events now that some 
of the chief actors in them are in their graves? I have a purpose init. 
First, I wish to make it apparent to every member of this House that 
in the heat and excitement of a civil war the purest and ablest officer 
is lidble to be stricken down without cause. 

At the close of the war one wing of Sherman’s army was commanded 
by General Logan and the other by mvselt. 1 wisn to remma tne oid 
soldiers of that army that the very weapons used to strike down Porter 
were wielded by the same hands against Sherman; and it is my firm 
conviction that had not the war been brought to a successful close im- 
mediately after Sherman’s treaty with Johnston an attempt would have 
been made to plac. his name side by side with that of Fitz-John Por- 
ter, and instead of commandizg the Army eighteen years aiter the war, 
and then retiring with the love and admiration of a grateiul people, he 
might to-day have been vainly pleading at the doors of Congress for a 
rehearing of his case, pleading his previous good character, his great 
services to his country, and the heat and passion of the hour when the 
cruel verdict was rendered against him, precisely as Porter is now doing. 

Every proceeding through which an attempt is made to ascertain the 
guilt or innocence of a person charged with crime—call the proceeding 
by whatever name you may—must, in order to command confidence, 
be conducted with deliberation and in a spirit ot justice and impar- 
tiality. While I admit that in time of war, and in places where the 
powers of civil courts are suspended, courts-martial are a necessity, yet 
I regret to say that in no country and in no age have these courts been 

ed either as sate oras worthy of confidence as civil tribunals. To 
the lack of confidence in such courts is due the hostility of our people 
to the extension of martial law over places where civil courts can be 
maintained, To the same cause must be attributed the course of one ` 
of our late Chief Magistrates, in habitually reversing the findings of 
these courts. Officers sentenced to dismissal for the most disgraceful 
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offenses were in many instances restored to the Army, greatly to the 
demoralization of the service. 

Hf this case had been tried before a civil court, with all safeguards 
thrown around the accused which the civil law guarantees to him, and 
had been reviewed by a higher court, authorized to examine the evi- 
dence as well as the legal points involved, and had the case been en- 
tirely free from political prejudice, every lawyer on this floor would say 
at once that the decision of the higher court should be final. But the 
case was tried by a court-martial, where the accused had no safeguards. 
Why should men versed in the law pay more deference to the court 
which tried General Porter than they would pay to a civil tribunal? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. If it will not interrupt the gentleman 
from New York, I would like to inquire how he distinguishes between 
the military character of the court-martial by which General Porter 
was convicted and the other by which he was acquitted ? 

Mr. SLOCUM. I think it requires no great explanation to show the 
difference between those two courts. One was held in the city of Wash- 
ington in the hot-bed of excitement during the civil war; the other was 
held at West Point in peaceable times, with no one to hurry it. That 
is the difference between the courts. 

Among semi-barbarous races the settlement of disputes among the 
people, and the decision as to the guilt or innocence of persons accused 
of crime, is left entirely with the king or chief of the people. But just 
in proportion as the people become enlightened the control of the courts 
has been removed from the power of the executive. The p ofa 
people’in civilization has always been indicated by their demands for 
checks against the arbitrary power of theirrulers. The changes in the 
law of England during the past two centuries have all been in this 
direction—so that to-day, both there and in our country, no man can be 
convicted of crime except after a fair trial before an impartial judge 
and jury. 

But the practice in military courts has made no such progress. The 
court-martial of to-day is precisely what it was two centuries ago. The 
executive prefers the charges, selects the court, appoints the judge- 
advocate, and passes judgment upon the proceedings. If, in the prog- 
ress of a co<rt-martial, a question arises as to the admissibility of 
evidence, the accused, with his counsel, is ordered from the room, and 
the prosecuting attorney is left alone with the court. No arguments 
can be heard from either the accused or his counsel on the vital points 
on which the case may turn. 

No better illustration of the wide difference in the practice in the 
civil and military courts of our country can be found than in the pro- 
ceedings in two celebrated cases tried in this city. On the 2d day of 
July, 1881, a miserable wretch, whose whole life had been stained with 
crime, in the broad ligh* of day shot the President of the United States. 
After a long delay he was brought to trial. Weeks were spent in secur- 
ing a jury and months in the trial of the case. Day after day he was 

itted to insult the court, counsel, and witnesses, because, it was 
said, it would be unlawful to remove him fromthe room. The widest 
latitude was granted his counsel, because public opinion as well as the 
law demanded it. 

He was convicted, but was granted an appeal asa matter of right. It 
was not until the highest court in the District had passed upon his case 
that his sentence was executed. 

The other case was one tried by court-martial. The accused, unlike 
the one tried by a civil court, was a man whose whole life had been 
devoted to the service of his country—one who stood in the front rank 
of an honorable profession. He was accused of disobedience of orders 
and misbehavior on the battlefield. The foundation for these charges 
was so slight that after the occasion which gave rise to them he was 
ordered to take charge of the defenses of Washington and was subse- 
quently intrusted with the command of a corps at the battle of An- 
tietam—one of the most critical and important battles of the war. 
After this battle had been fought and the confederate army had retired 
to Virginia it was determined to bring him to trial. 

Over and over again during the trial of his case Porter and his counsel, 
Reverdy Johnson, were turned out of the court-room, and in their ab- 
sence questions vital to ascertaining his guilt or innocence were decided. 
That was the case of General Fitz-John Porter. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I hope I donot interrupt the gentleman, 
but I desire to ask him, is not that the usual proceeding in a court- 
martial? Is it not the law of courts-martial in every civilized country 
in the world? 

Mr. SLOCUM. Iam very glad to answer the gentleman. That is 
the law of such courts in every country. AJl the point I make is that 
it is a very arbitrary law and that it is not a very proper means of as- 
certaining the guilt or innocence of any man. The gentlemaa from 
Indiana is a good lawyer. What would he think if he went into his 
court at home and when a question came up involving something vital 
to the defense of his client he was bundled out of the court-room and 
the opposing attorney left with the court? Is that a fairway? Iad- 
mit itis law, but I say itisunfair. I say there is no justice in turning 
a man out of a court-room and leaving the prosecuting attorney to dis- 
cuss with the court questions that are vital to thedefense. That needs 
no argument. [Appiause. ] 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. My response to that, if the gentleman 


pleases, is that its injustice is certainly not so apparent, or the practice 
would have been long ago changed by some of the intelligent and civil- 
ized nations of the world. 

Mr. SLOCUM. Iam willing to leave my argument on that question 
to the common sense of the members of this House. I let it rest there. 

Mr. KEIFER Ido not desire to interrupt the gentleman, but will 
he allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. SLOCUM. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KELFER. I understand the gentleman to contend that it is 
very objectionable for members of a court to decide questions of law 
relating to evidence in the absence of the party. I ask if that is not 


the universal rule in all civil courts where two or more judges preside, 
oe Bee of 


and whether it has not been the rule of all courts for hi 

years? 

e Mr. SLOCUM. The gentleman from Ohio did not understand meat 
all. I say that in a court-martial where a question is raised as to the 
admissibility of evidence the accused is turned out of the court-room. 
I say that is not so in a civil court. I say questions as to the admissi- 
bility of evidence are vital always to a case in court. 

Mr. KEIFER rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield further 
to the gentleman from Ohio? 

Mr. KEIFER. I desire to ask one more question. 

Mr. SLOCUM, I yield for one question. 

Mr. KEIFER. I want to know of the gentleman whether he does 
not know that judges of all civilized courts may decide these questions 
of law arising upon the admissibility of evidence in the absence of the 
counsel and of the parties in all cases, civil and criminal—— 

Mr. SLOCUM. Itis very strange I can not make myself understood. 

Mr. KEIFER. Without consulting with them ? 

Mr. SLOCUM. I can not make myself understood to gentlemen. 

A MEMBER They don’t want to understand you. 

Mr. SLOCUM. I would like the gentleman to tell me when a ques-. 
tion comes up as to the admissibility of evidence whether the lawyers 
are not allowed to argue it before the court. 

Mr. KEIFER. They are always argued. 

Mr. SLOCUM. Certainly they are. f 

Mr. KEIFER. And then the judges consult and decide without con- 
sulting the counsel. 

Mr. SLOCUM. My pointis that the question is fairly argued in the 
presence of both parties. 

Mr. KEIFER. I did not understand the gentleman to say—— 

Mr, SLOCUM. While in a military court it is not argued. 

Mr. KEIFER. I did not understand the gentleman to say that no 
argument was had on these questions in a military court. 

Mr. SLOCUM. Well, I will try to make myself understood by the 
gentleman. 

Mr. MAYO. Irise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MAYO. Irose to thesame point of order yesterday. My point | 
of order is that gentlemen addressing the House have no right to turn 
their backs upon the Speaker or Chairman. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Stocum] 
will proceed. 

Mr. SLOCUM. I have endeavored most earnestly to make myself 
understood as to the difference between acourt-martial and a civil court 
in the way of treating parties; perhaps I have been unfortunate in my 
language. Iwill repeat now thatin a court-martial if a question comes 
up as to the admissibility of evidence no argument is heard on the part 
of the counsel for the accused, but he is turned out of the room. Isay 
that on more than twenty occasions during the proceedings of the court- 
martial which tried Fitz-John Porter, General Porter and his counsel, 
Reverdy Johnson, were turned out of doors, and the counsel of the 
Government alone left to argue the case with the court. And I say no 
such thing was ever heard of in a civil tribunal, and I hope to God it 
never will be. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. CALKINS. Will the gentleman from New York allow me to 
ask him a question, if it will not bother him ? x 

Mr. SLOCUM. It will not bother me at all. 

Mr. CALKINS. It is whether all military courts, as well as mili- 
tary discipline, are not arbitrary; and whether the jurisdiction of 
courts-martial does not extend to cases over which civil courts have no 
jurisdiction and can have no jurisdiction? s 

Mr. SLOCUM. Isay “yes” to all you say. 

Mr. CALKINS. Then I ask where or how the gentleman can draw 
an inference or draw a parallel between the proceedings of the two 
courts when they stand upon an entirely different basis? 

Mr. SLOCUM. Between a civil and a military court, do you mean? 

Mr. CALKINS. Yes; how can the one illustrate the other when 
they stand upon an entirely different ground? ` 

Mr. SLOCUM. They do stand on entirely different grounds, cer- 
tainly; but the only thing I am arguing is that a military court is an 
unfair court to ascertain the record orinnocence of a man. 

Mr. CALKINS. And yet I take it the gentleman will not dispute 
the proposition that wherever there has been an army these courts have 
universally existed. 
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Mr. SLOCUM. Of course I admit it, 
Mr. CALKINS. And are necessary for the proper discipline of the 


Army. 

Me. SLOCUM. I admit that; but it does not militate a particle 
against my ent. 

Mr. CALKINS. ButI would like the gentleman also to say whether 
if these milftary courts were based upon the mode of procedure in civil 
courts, there could ever be maintained any discipline in any army. 
Does he not know that to be the fact? 

Mr. SLOCUM. If there never could be any discipline maintained 
it does not militate one particle aginst my argument. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Will the gentleman permit me to ask 
him one question? 

Mr. SLOCUM. Certainly. 


Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Isnotonepurposeof the judge-advocate 


in remaining in the court-room during the progress of the proceedings 
of the military court, is not the sole purpose, that of making up the 
record? Does he not remain in the court-room for that purpose and 
for no other? Is it not his duty, is it not his sworn dnty, simply to 
call the roll, beginning with the junior officer and going up in the reg- 
ular e, as I have called the roll myself a hundred times when my 
friend Judge WARNER, who sits before me, was the president of the 
court? Is not that the reason he remains in the court, and is he not 
under oath to remain quiet and not tamper with or have anything to 
do with the deliberations of the military court? Is not that the pur- 
pose of the judge-advocate? [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. SLOCUM. Gentlemen, you are a little premature in your pat- 
ting. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. We did not commence it. 

Mr. SLOCUM. You are alittle premature. What is theoretically 
the duty of the judge-advocate and what heis in practice are two quite 
different thin Let me remind the gentleman that Judge Holt, who 
was appointed the prosecuting attorney in this case, had never been in 
military life until he was made judge-advocate to prosecute this very 


man. 

Mr. CALKINS. Is that anything against him, if he was a good law- 
yer, appointed from civil life? 

Mr. SLOCUM. Ifthe theory is, as has been by the gentle- 
man, that the judge-advocate has nothing to do, I would like to know 
why Judge Holt was appointed to try this one case, and why he got on 
the retired-list of the Army as a general for trying the case, and stays 
there to-day as a general? 

That was a pretty good fee for a man who had no prejudices, [Laugh- 

T. 


ter. 

ite JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Does not the gentleman know that it 
is very common in military law fora cape: ese to be appointed 
from civil life? Was not that done in many cases during the war? 

Mr. SLOCUM. Certainly. Now, gentlemen, I conie to another very 
striking point or incident in this case. When Pope’s army got back 
here to Washington—within three or four days after it had arrived 
here it began to be whispered around that Porter had not behaved 
well under Pope. Porter made immediate application to President 
Lincoln for a court of inquiry to investigate his case. I saw Porter a 
few days after he had made that application, and we all came to the 
conclusion that President Lincoln had ignored the application; that he 
had not granted Porter the court he asked for. Nobody ever dreamed 
anything to the contrary until fifteen years after Porter’s conviction, 
when there turns up here in the War Department an order signed by 
President Lincoln at the time of the application, fifteen years before, 
and hidden away during all those years in the War Department. 

A MEMBER. An order for what? 

Mr. SLOCUM. An order giving Porter a court of inquiry. How do 

tlemen account for that? 

Mr. STEELE. A court of inquiry was ordered. 

Mr. SLOCUM. Yes, a court of inquiry was ordered; the order was 
signed by President Lincoln; but it was never known by any man out- 
side of the War Department until it was unearthed by the Schofield 
board. 

Mr. STEELE. The proceedings show it. 

Mr. SLOCUM. Show what? 

Mr. STEELE. That a court of inquiry was ordered and dissolved. 

Mr. SLOCUM. The gentleman is slightly mistaken. The proceed- 
ings show that there was a commission ordered, which was dissolved— 
a commission, not a court of inquiry. 

Mr. CALKINS. But the whole country has understood for years, 
as I have understood, that the military commission was dissolved for 
the purpose of having the proceedings take place before the court-mar- 
tial. That has been the general understanding throughout the coun- 
try; and is not that the fact? 

Mr. SLOCUM. What did the gentleman say? 

Mr. CALKINS. That the military commission or court of inqui 
was dissolved for the purpose of having the trial before the Soiree 

Mr. SLOCUM. Oh, no; I know what I am talking about. 

Mr. CALKINS. Ido not know whether the gentleman does or not. 

Mr. SLOCUM. I know perfectly well. A military commission and 
a court of inquiry are entirely different things. 
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Mr. CALKINS. I understand that perfectly well. . 

Mr. SLOCUM. Porter applied for a court of inquiry, and the Pres- 
ident of the United States granted the application; his name appears 
signed on Porter’s application, but nobody ever knew it for fifteen years. 
A commission was also appointed for his trial, but for some reason, I 
do not know why, it was found that a court would be better, and then 
the court was ordered. 

Mr. BAYNE. Will the gentleman state the date of the order for the 
court of inquiry? 

Mr. SLOCUM. The 5th of September. 

circ pela That was the date of the order organizing the court- 
ma 

Mr. SLOCUM. No; the court was ordered in November. 

Mr. STEELE rose. 

Mr. SLOCUM. Ihave submitted to interruptions enough. 

The act of Congress of May 29, 1832, declares that when charges are 
preferred by a general commanding against an officer of his own com- 
mand, the court shall be ordered by the President, It did not suit the 
purposes of those who were seeking the destruction of General Porter 
to have the court that was to try him appointed by Abraham Lincoln; 
but it did suit their purposes to have that court ordered by General 
Halleck. Resort was had, therefore, to a most contemptible subter- 
fuge to avoid this law of 1832, The charges on which Porter was tried 
were preferred by one of Pope’s staff; and in this way it was said, the 
charges not being preferred by Pope himself, that Halleck could-order 
the court. But I think every fair-minded man will agree with me 
when I say that in this case the act of the staff officer was the act of 
the general, and that the court was illegal from its very inception. 

During the progress of the trial the Secretary of War sent to the court 
this order: ` 

The state of the service imperatively demands that the proceedi of the 
court over which you are now presiding, having been pending more than four 
weeks, should be brought to a close without unnecessary delay. You are there- 


fore directed to sit without regard to hours,and to close your proceedings as 
speedily as may be consistent with justice and the public service. 


That is an illustration of the way they do in courts-martial. The 
officer who orders the court sends an order to hurry up, to proceed rap- 
idly; and he might as well have told them to convict speedily. 

And finally, as if to make the contrast between me of trial in 
civi) and military tribunals the more glaring, one of the members of 
the court—an officer who himself should have been on trial for his con- 
duct on this very oecasion—steps down from his seat as a judge, gives 
the most damaging evidence against the accused, and then resumes 
his seat as a judge to pass upon his own evidence. 

In deciding this case I most earnestly implore the members of this 
House to try, if possible, to act on it free from political prejudice. 
There is no politics in it. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Certainly not. 

Mr.SLOCUM. Why a man should allow anything of that kind to 
govern his vote in a case like this, which so deeply affects the honor of 
a man like General Porter, I can not conceive. I can not understand 
how men can do it. Now, itis a strange thing that those at both ends 
of the Capitol who are the most bitter in opposition to a bill for the 
relief of Porter are men who never saw him. If they are soldiers, 
they are soldiers who never served with him. | I believe if I had never 
seen Porter in my life I should be deeply anxious to wipe out this foul 
stain from the military annals of our country; I know I should; but I 
have seen him many a time; I have known him intimately and person- 
ally for more than thirty years. He was my instructor at West Point. 
I fought by his side in every battle fought by the Army of the Potomac 
from the commencement of the war to the hour of his arrest. I know 
him well. I know he was as loyal, as brave, as intelligent in the dis- 
charge of his duty as ever I was, and I firmly believe that if he deserved 
this punishment which he has received I deserve the same, [Applause. ] 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Chairman, I very much regret that I have not 
had the time to write out at length my views on this case. It had been 
my intention to do so, but on examining the documents I found them 
to be so voluminous as to render it impossible for any man short of six 
months to go down into them and give attention to everything pre- 


‘sented by the friends of the bill, as well as those opposed toit. I will, 


therefore, confine myself to the questions directly at issue, and not what 
is said by the friends of General Porter. 

Iam not surprised the able gentleman from New York [Mr. SLO- 
cum] who has preceded me has neglected to mention the merits of this 
case. He ap to the sympathies of the House. He does not allege 
that the original court did not pa a just sentence, that the sentence 
was not right according to the findings. Nor does he give any reasons 
why they should not have found as they did, except his great love for 
the man. But that has nothing to do with the case. 

I come at once to the point as to the legality of this court. It has 
been said that Mr. Halleck preferred the c Look at the record 
of the court. Does it bear the gentleman from New York out in his 
statement? I have often heard it stated that charges were preferred 
by General Pope because his inspector-general signed the charges. 
But the record does not say ‘‘ by command of Pope.’’ A court 
of inquiry was first ordered; and Iam glad the gentleman reminded 
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me of the President’s order on that subject. President ‘Lincoln issued 
an order for a court of inquiry, over his own si as the gentle- 
man has stated; but one who has lately departed, a good general and 
a just man, lately aSenator, with a great big heartin him, doubting (at 
that time) as to whether Mr. Porter was guilty of treachery or not, 
having been his personal friend, went to the President ina time of our 
dire distress and appealed to him y, for hisown sake and for the 
sake of the country, to release Mr. Porter from arrest and let him go 
on with the army. ; 

A military commission, at the earnest request of General Pope, was 
afterward ordered. Itwasordered after he had gone to the Department 
of the Northwest. He had made a report which was suppressed, as it 
wee thought for the good of the country. Buta military commission 
was finally ordered to investigate the charges made, and when it came 
to examine General Pope’s report it concluded the sentence it could 
impose would be inadequate to the offense, should he be found guilty. 
So Brigadier-General of Volunteers B. 8. Roberts, inspector-general on 
Pope’s staff during the battles down in Virginia, preferred the charges 
after General Pope had ceased to command the army. If Pope had been 
in command of the army it would not have been competent for him to 
have preferred the charges, for the reason that no officer in command 
can prefer charges, organize a court, and pass upon its sentence. But 
General Pope was entirely removed from this department, and had 
nothing to do with this army. His inspector or himself would have 
oan incompetent to prefer the charges while he commanded the Army 

Now, the court was ordered and composed of the following gentle- 
men, and I wish to say here I hope members present are acquainted 
with each one of those whom I shall name. It was the np military 
tribunal everorganizedinthiscountry. Maj. Gen. David Hunter, United 
States Volunteers, was the president of the court. He was a personal 
friend of Mr. Porter, a gentleman with whom Mr. Porter stopped just 
prior to the war, and with whom General Hunter stopped when he 
visited the city of New York, or where General Porter had his home. 
The next member is Mr. Hitchcock, who claimed General Porter as 
his p: having given him, I believe, his appointment. He was 
‘the second on the court. The third was General Rufus King, against 
whose unsullied name aspersions have been cast here to-day, saying, 
that ‘in all ibility it was a five-to-four court,” and that this man 
got down off the judges’ stand and went upon the witness-stand to 
testify, and then returned to the judges’ stand in order to judge the 
case and make a sentence. 

How unjust these aspersions. You are dealingin dreams, my friend; 
but since you are indulging in dreams, let me tell you of my own 
dreaming upon the subject. I dreamed that after all the evidence in 
this case had gone in and that jury of officers had retired there was 
solemnity in that body for a few moments which would be hard to 
describe, and finally this man (General Hitchcock) who claimed Porter 
as his protégé said: ‘‘Gentlemen, there can be but one verdict,” and 
they all agreed to it; they all said the same thing. There could be but 
one verdict; but a milder-mannered man on the court than he said 
a sentence so severe would mean for this man to go scot free. ‘‘ Within 
the limit of the law we are enabled to give a milder sentence,” and a 
milder sentence was given. My dream, Mr. Chairman, is more reason- 
able than that of the gentleman who says the court is five to four, and if 
gon not believe me, then go on and constitute your civil tribunal and 

ing before it any member of the original court to say whether my 
dream is or is not true. General Hunter is living, General Ricketts is 
living, six of the members who constituted that court are living; ask 
any of them before a properly constituted court and see if they do not 
tell you my dream is true. The judge-advocate, against whom so much 
has been said on this floor, is living. Why, Reverdy Johnson said, 
“ Whatever may be said about this case, Porter has had a fair and im- 
partial trial.” Mr. Porter twice, in the proceedings of this court, him- 
self said, ‘‘I have no objection to any member of this court.” He 
specifically says so. Generals Prentiss, Ricketts, Casey (who furnished 
us our tactics for that war), Garfield, President (end wha nad prepared 
a speech in opposition to this bill), Buford, and Slough, who can justly 
say aught against a man of them, and who of them living does not 
believe to-day as he did at the close of the trial ? 

Now, what was he tried for? Disobedience of orders and misbehavior 
in frontof the enemy. I am not going to take pains to refer to the few 
notes which I have made in this connection, but I will tell you briefly 
what is a matter of record. I will state the facts exactly as they exist; 
and if you do not believe the recorded facts, or if you apprehend that I 
misstate the facts, then correct me, and I will apol , for I do not 
intend to say a word upon the subject that is not strictly within the 
limits of the truth. ; 

On the night of the 27th of August, 1862, General Pope, as commander 
of the Army of Virginia, issued an order to General Porter reciting facts 
that had transpired at the little town of Bristoe Station, near which 
the army was then stationed. He stated in substance: General Hooker 

` hàs had a severe engagement here and lost three hundred men; he is out 
of ammunition, and there is every prospect of a severe fight in the early 
morning. The order then proceeded: 

Move with your command to this point; start at 1 o’clock. It is 


necessary, on all accounts, that you be here by daylight. I do not at- 
tempt to give the exact | of the order, but that was the sub- 
stance of it. That, Mr. Chairman, was a positive order. It gave him no 
discretion whatever in the matter. Where is the military man who 
will say that if an order is given to be at a certain fixed place at a cer- 
tain time it does not mean just what it says, that you must use your 
utmost exertion to comply with the express terms of the order, and 
that nothing would excuse him from doing so except his own com- 
mand is attacked by the enemy? Mr. Porter was in his tent when 
this order was handed to him by Captain De Kay, of the Fourteenth 
Infantry. Instead of directing the adjutant-general of his command 
to issue an or@er to move the army by 1 o’clock in the morning, or 
earlier, if n , in obedience to the command of his superior offi- 
cer, he sends for Butterfield and Sykes and other of- his officers and 
shows them the order. I give it here in full : 


HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF VIRGINIA, 
Bristoe Station, August 27, 1862—6.30 p. m. 


teh who wi sure to send word to Eanks, who 

on the road from Fayetteville, probably in the direction of Bealeton. Say to 
Banks, also, that he had best run back railroad trains to this side of Cedar 
Run. If he is not with you, write to him to that effect. 

By command of Major-General Pope. 

GEORGE D. RUGGLES, 
Colonel and Chief of Staff. 

That this order was delivered to General Porter by Captain De Kay 
at 9.30 o’clock on the night of its date is not controverted. 

Why did he send for these gentlemen? Could they help him to 
brace his back to obey the order of his superior officer? Did he 
not know when these officers came in that every one of them would 
protest against it? Ihave never known of a night march and have 
never been on one myself, unless it was going to the rear [laughter], 
where men did not protest against it, and im this case they did pro- 


‘test, and the result of it was that Mr. Porter modified his order and 


said: “‘ Well, then, we will start at 3 o’clock.”’? Instead of getting his 
officers to help him to move he merely got them to help raise an objec- 
tion against it. It is true it has been stated that it was not pos- 
sible for him to move because of the fact, as alleged, that the roads 
were cumbered with wagons. The evidence, I am frank to say, is very 
conflicting upon that subject. Some witnesses swear it was a starry 
night, others that it was a dark night and that there was a drizzling 
rain falling, but the chief quartermaster of that department swears the 
roads were ina good condition. General Pope swears they were in good 
condition, and other witnesses have testified to the same fact. Sup- 
pose, Mr. Chairman, that the wagons had been blocked on top of each 
other two deep and he had such an order, could any soldier excuse him 
for not using every means in his pewer to try to obey? 

Why, sir, I have confederate soldiers before me. I do not think 
when they gave @ man an order to be at a certain place at a certain 
time anything short of a heroic aitempt on the part of the officer re- 
ceiving the order would have been excused if he did not obey it. Could 
not General Porter when he received the order at 9.30 p. m.—an order 
to move at 1 o’clock a. m.—could he not have sent out men, two hun- 
dred or three hundred if necessary, and said, ‘‘I want to move on that 
road at 1 o'clock in the morning, and I want you to clear it and run 
your wagons into the woods if n j ” and there is no evidence that 
there were woods. But no; he said, “‘I will move at 3 o’clock;’’ and 
his ‘‘three’? meant ‘‘four.’”? The evidence is conclusive. The chief 
quartermaster says there was not only the railroad the troops might 
have moved on, but a road on each side of the railroad on which they 
could have moved. 

But he did not attempt to be at Bristoe at daylight next morning; 
and he had no means of knowing but what General Pope had said was 
true, and that General Pope believed what he said. Happily the ne- 
cessity had disa . The troops that General Pope expected Gen- 
eral Porter to fight had found it possible to move—Jackson’s corps, scat- 
tered all over the woods no doubt that night, the night Porter was 
ordered to move. They found it possible todo so during the night. 
When people undertake to excuse General Porter they say he could not 
move hisarmy. But the opposing general found it possible to do so, 
and did move twice as far as General Porter was ordered, getting away 
over to Centreville. 

Another thing people talk about is the fatigue of Porter’s troops. And 
I notice Mr. Lord’s book that has been circulated around here, no doubt 
by the consent of General Porter, talks of the fatigue of those men in 
a way that would lead you to imagine their tongues were hanging 
out with thirst and hunger, and that they were ill clad. Why, sir, 
they had been laying down on the Peninsula for weeks. Everything 
went to them tlt soldiers had a right to expect. They had come 
down via Aquia Creek to Falmouth in transports, and had been four days 
marching thirty miles, including the day they arrived at Warrenton 
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Junction; so that his men could not have been very hungry or worn on 
the night of August 27. Thatisall I will say on this point, as any man 
knows Porter's soldiers would have marched had they ordered to do 
so. There can be nothing plainer than this, that General Porter did not 
use his utmost exertions to move. He did not order out men toclearthe 
road; but, instead of giving orders by which he could carry into effect the 
directions he had received from his commanding officer, utterly failed 
and neglected to do so, or to take such measures as would enable him 
to try to obey it. He reached Bristoe at 10 or 11 o’clock the next day. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. What was the distance marched ? 

Mr. STEELE. Between nineand ten miles. He started at 30’clock, 
and his force began to arrive between 10 and 11 o’clock next day, hav- 
ing marched a little over a mile an hour. But it is fair to say that 
when they finally reached the road in the morning they found it en- 
cumbered with wagons. There were some wagons on the road De 
Kay testifies, as he went down, though they were not closing the road. 
Those wagons were pulled in behind the regiments that night. De 
Kay swears, and other gentlemen swear, that Myers “‘parked’’ the 
train, and the next morning moved ont at daylight and got ahead of 
this officer, who was ordered to start at 1 o’clock. 

I come now to the orders of the 29th. : 

CENTREVILLE, August 29, 1862. 


*s division, which you will take with 


Push forward with your corps and 


you, upon Gainesville. I am following the enemy down the Warrenton turn- 
* pike. expeditious or we will lose much. 
JOHN POPE, 
Major-General Commanding. 


HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF VIRGINIA, 
Centreville, August 29, 1862. 

You will please move forward with your joint command towards Gainesville. 
Isent General Porter written orders to that effectan hourandahalfago. Heint- 
zelman, Sigel, and Reno are moving on Warrenton turnpike, and must now be 
not far from Gainesville. I desire „as soon as communication is established 
between this force and yourown, the whole command shall halt. Itmay be nec- 
essary to fall back behind Bull Run, at Centreville, to-night. I presume it will 
be so on account of our supplies. I have sent no orders of any description to 
Ricketts, and none to interfere in o way with the movements of Mi well’s 
troops, except what I sent by his aide-de-camp last night, which were to hold 
his position on the Warrenton pike until the troops from here should fall onthe 
enemy’s flank and rear. I do not even know Ricketts’s position, as I have not 
been able to tind out where General McDowell was until a late hour this morn- 
ing. General McDowell will take immediate steps to communicate with Gen- 
eral Ricketts, and instruct him tojoin the other divisions of his corps as soon as 
practicable, If any considerable advantages are to be gained by departing from 
this order, it will not be strictly carried out. . One thing must be held in view— 
that the troops must occupy a position from which they can reach Bull Run to- 
night or by morning. The indications are that the whole force of the enemy is 


moving in this direction at a that will them here by to-morrow night or 
the next day. My own headquarters will for present be with Heintzelman’s 
corps or at this place. 

JOHN POPE, 


Commanding. 

Generals MCDOWELL and PORTER. 

This was the now famous 4.30 p. m. order, and is in these words: 

. AvaGust 29—4.30 p. m. 
Major-General Porter: Your line of march brings you on the enemy’s right 
flank. I desire you to push forward into action at once on the enemy’s flank, 
and, if possible, on his rear, keeping your right in communication with General 
Reynelds. The enemy is massed in the woods in front of us, but can be shelled 
out as soon as you en; their flank. K: heavy reserves and use your bat- 
teries, k g well closed to your right all the time. In case you are obliged to 
fall back, do so to your right and rear, so as to keep youin close communication 

with the right wing. 
JOHN POPE, 

Major-General Commanding. 

I want to show you right here why General Porter did not obey those 
nor tht one of the 27th. McClellan had transferred the Army of the 
Potomac from here in front of Washington to around in front of Rich- 
mond, and my confederate friends over there had given them a drub- 
bing and sent them back to Harrison’s Landing. 

Notwithstanding the President's great efforts to have the Army of 
the Potomac advance, McClellan failed to move it. A demand was 
made by him for fifty thousand men. He did not get them. They 
were not available, The evidence shows how Porter made great ex- 
ertions in getting his men off, and that he went a day before McClel- 
lan expected him to move, although McClellan says Porter telegraphed 
him unless he received certain orders not to do so, he would move. He 
came down to Aquia Creek, and there found he had struck a hornet’s 
nest. He found he was to be under the command of General Pope. 
Well, I have been at places like Harrison’s Landing, and I wanted to 
get out of them as soon as possible. 

Here is what General Porter says about General Pope from time to 
time. Ionly quote asynopsis of the dispatches. The whole dispatches 
are in the proceedings except one, which I will read; and that is in the 
history of the war now being compiled by order of the War Depart- 
ment. Itis an official dispatch: 

We are working now to get behind Bull Run, and I presume will be there ina 
few days, if strategy don’t use us up. 

He is speaking of his commanding officer’s strategy. 

is and i = 
formed riid on the best auihority that in opposi sition to General Pope's ews 
thisarmy was pushed out to save the Army of the Potomac, an army that could 
te care of itself. Most of this is private, but if you can get me away please 
o 80. 
And at 2 p. m., on the 28th of August, he dispatches: 


AN that talk about bagging Jackson, &c., was bosh. That enormous S 
Manassas, was left open, and enemy jumped through ; and the story of Me-_ 
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Dowell having cut off Longstreet has no good foundation. * * * The enem 
destroyed aurincenaas amount of property at Manassas—cars and supplies. 
expect the next thing will bea on our rear by Longstreet, who was cut off, 

At 6 o’clock in the morning of August 29 he telegraphs to Burnside: 

Heintzelman and Renoare at Centreville, where they marched yesterday, and 
Pope went to Centreville with the last two as a y , at the time not 
knowing where was the enemy, and when Sigel was fighting within eight miles 
of him and in sight. Comment is unnesessary. 

These dispatches were sent while this officer was under the command 
of General Pope, and the criticisms are made about General Pope. I 
find I have here an official dispatch which he telegraphs to Morell, who 
was in front of his command: 

General MORELL: Ihaveall within reach ofyou. I wish youtogivethe enemy 
a good shelling without wasting ammunition, and p at the same time a 

y over to see what is going on. We can not retire while McDewell holds 
is own. F. J.P. 

He was praying to his God that he might get out; he was afraid 
that Pope was going to be successful and he wanted to get out, but 
says thatas long as McDowell stays there hecan notdoit. Now, for all 
the good he did, he might as well have taken his corps and gone to 
Washington with it, where he hoped that ‘‘Mac’’ was looking upon 
him with a favoring eye. x 

It was not that he was afraid to fight; I do not accuse the man of 
that. It was not that he would not have been glad to serve his country 
under McClellan. but he loved McClellan more than he did his country. 

On the 29th of August he was ordered to join the Army confron 
the enemy. He was first ordered to go to Centreville; but General Pope 
found the situation had been changed, and very early in the morning gave 
an order to Porter to march in the direction of Gainesville on the Manas- 
sas and Gainesville road. Porter started and marched three miles from 
Manassas Junction, where he had been, and about that time General Me- 
Dowell rode up to him and said, ‘‘How isthis? You have taken one of 
my divisions, King’s division.’ Porter said to him, ‘‘ Well, under the 
sixty-second article of war you have the righttocommand King and me, 
too, and there will be no misunderstanding between us.’ And Me- 
Dowell allowed him to go on. 

A short time after which McDowell and Porter received a joint order. 
Porter had been objecting to certain orders and had sent a staff officer 
to General Pope asking an order in writing for certain things, and 
General Pope sent a joint order. 

McDowell rode over to Porter to discuss it, and said that they were 
carrying out just what was within the order. It was only supple- 
mentary to the one from General Pope to General Porter. 

When General McDowell arrived at the head of the column, which 
was at Dawkin’s Branch, some officer said to Porter: ‘‘I think it would 
be well for you to put out a stronger line of skirmishers,’’ or something 
to that effect. They had heard one man had been captured a few min- 
utes before. The evidence shows. The leading officer of the brigade 
deployed skirmishers and the line was increased, and the skirmishers 
advanced across Dawkin’s Branch. 

McDowell rode up and said: “‘This order means this; there is no two 
understandings about it; we are to join on the left of Pope’s army; 
Sigel is there on the left, and we are to make connection with him and 
attack the enemy on the flank.’ The order was discretionary, however, 
saying that if any military benefit would arise they might depart from it. 
MeDowell was the commanding officer of his division and Porter’s corps. 
He said to Porter: “I will go back and get Ricketts and King and go 
up on the right to join Sigel; and you put your men in here.” Porter, 
looking at the dust raised by the enemy’s cavalry, dragging bushes 
along the road tied to the tails of their horses, said: *‘ You can not go 
in there any place except you get into a fight.” McDowell said to 
him: ‘‘ That is what we came here for.” 

McDowell further swore on the witness-stand that after talking with 
Porter and having a full understanding with him, when he left him. 
he had no other idea but that Porter would go in there and attack the 
enemy. Instead of doing so he rode to the rear, and remained there 
all the balance of theday. A short timeafter he left there a rebel hat- 
tery from a thousand to twelve hundred yards away fired a few shots 
and killed one man, when our batteries went in and knocked them out 
of position, and there was no further trouble or inconvenience during the 
whole of that day, except the trouble of the skirmishers at the front. 

However, I ought not to say that, because long before night Porter’s 
order was given to retreat, and they did retreat a mile and a half. Por- 
ter about this time received the order which is called the 4,30 order; 
an order issued by Pope at 4.30 p. m. for Porter to go in and press the 
enemy on the right flank, attacking him in front and rear, if possible. 

The order was to make the attack. A colonel who had been on the 
picket line said: ‘‘My God, there are rebels up there; you will get 
into trouble.” He did not want to make the attack. Now I will ask 
any of my friends who have been in the Army whether after the first 
battle they ever wanted to make an attack? [Langhter.] I have a 
record of nineteen battles, and I solemnly declare that I never wanted 
to go in any after the first; and I was not in the first more than two. 
minutes and a half before I found that I did not want to be in that. 
[Laughter.] Iam not surprised that he did not want to enter upon 
the attack. Morell said, ‘Oh, it is too late; I will not attack.” 

Here comes a delicate question as to when the 4.30 order Was re- 
ceived. The officer who carried it and an orderly, who testified before 
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the court, swear that it was delivered at 5.30. On the other hand, it is 
stated that it came before sundown. Morell says that he received the 
order to attack just befure or about sundown. Porter, instead of be- 
ing where he.could obey that order and lead the charge, was two and 
five-eighths miles to the rear. He was down at Bethlehem church. 
The evidence is that he was lying on the ground, and that he never gov 
off his elbow to consider the important orler. He sends for an officer 
and tells him, ‘‘Ysu had better have Morell attack.” Another offi- 
cer swears that he moved back with his command and staid at Bethle- 
hem church all that night and put his pickets on duty before dark. 
General Griffin, General Morell, every oflicer who testifies except the 
officer on the picket line, states that he did not believe there were any 
rebels in their immediate front. Morell and others testify that no re- 
connaissance was made to find out whether there was any in the front 
or not. There is no evidence that any attempt was made to connect 
on the right as ordered or to advance. 

Gentlemen, you must not undertake to gauge the proceedings of the 
original court by what you can get sixteen years afterward from gentle- 
men on the other side, who were let alone on thatday. The whole evi- 
dence is clear that Porter knew an important battle was going on. It is 
shown that his own skirmishers through the woods, which he claimed 
to be impenetrable, saw the battle going on. They saw the lines surg- 
ing to and fro. One officer testifies that from his experience in the 
army he could always tell the victorious rebel yell. 1 am sorry the 
officer had so much experience; nevertheless he testified that they could 
see what was going on upon the right. One of the division commanders 

. —General Griffin, I believe—was ordered to move with his command, 
turning to the right on the branch road, which would bring them in 
connection with the troops on his right. Just after crossing the rail- 
road he comes to what was said to be an impassable barrier. 

One of Porter’s witnesses was askez on cross-examination what this 
barrier was. He answered, “A thick clump of pine brush.” My 
heavens! think about soldiers undertaking to get through pine brush! 
“But they did not attempt it; they moved back and went out of the line. 

If Porter had had his country as much.at heart as he had McClellan 
his conduct would have been different. He should have said to Mc- 
Clellan, “I will have to leave you this day to go to the assistance of 
Sr agama but he did not do it. He remained there the rest of 
the day. 

It would seem that McClellan was loyal to himself, if we may judge. 
him by a report made by General Halleck to the Secretary of War (page 
739, volume 12, War Records): 


WASHINGTON, August 30, 1862. 


Ste: In reply to your note of last evening* I have to state: 

First. That on the 30th of July I directed General McClellan to send away his 
sick as quickly as possible, preparatory to his moving in some direction. Re- 
ceiving no answer, order was re August 2. On the 3d of Au I 
directed him to withdraw his entire army from Harrison’s Landing and bring 
it to Aquia Creek. 

Second. That the order was not obeyed with the promptness I expected and 
the national safety, in my opinion, uired. It will be seen from my tele- 
graphic correspondence that General McClellan protested against the move- 
ment, an@ that it was not actually commenced till láth instant. It is proper 
to remark that the reasons given for not moving earlier was the delay in get- 
ting off the sick. As shown in my correspondence, I was most earnestly press- 
ing him to move quickly, for the reason that I felt very anxious for the safety 
of Washington. From all the information I could o n I believe that the 
vr intended to crush General Pope’s army and attack this city. I also be- 
Heved that our only safety was to unite the two armies as rapidly as possible 
between the enemy and Washington. The object of pushing General Pope for- 
ward to the Rapidan was simply to gain time for General McClellan's army to 
get into position somewhere in rearof the Rappahannock. This I at first hoped 
to accomplish by landing the troops of Generals Burnside and McClellan at 
Aquia Creek. But the time which elapsed between the arrival of these two 
armies compelled me to bring most of General McClellan's forces to Alexan- 
dria, as General Pope was then falling back from the Upper Rappahannock be- 
fore the main body of the enemy. When General McClellan’s movement was 
begun it was rapidly carried out, but there was an unexpected delay in com- 
mencing it. General McClellan reports the delay was unavoidable. 

Third. That on the 26th of August, at 11.20, I telegraphed to jor-General 
Franklin, at Alexandria, to march his corps by Centreville toward Warrenton, 
and to report to General Po; Finding that Franklin’s corps had not left, I 
telegraphed to General McClellan on the 27th, at 10 a. m., to have it march in 
the direction of Manassas as soon as possible. On the same day, at 12 m., I 
again telegraphed to General McClellan that General Porterreported a general 
battle imminent, and that Franklin's corps should move out by forced marches, 
carrying three or four days’ provisions; to be afterwards supplied, as far as pos- 
sible, by railroad. I alsogave him the positions of General Pope’s troops as well 
as I could ascertain them, and suggested the ibility that the enemy would 
attempt to turn his right. At9 p.m. General McClellan telegraphed that he 
should retain Cox with General Franklin till next morning, and would visit 
my h uarters immediately. Hecame to my quarters soon after midnight, 
and left about 2 o'clock in the morning of the 25th. à 

At our interview I on him the importance of pushing forward Franklin 
as ny, as possible. Hearing about noon that General McClellan had not 
reached Alexandria, I tears ed at 12.40 p. m. (28th) to General Franklin if 
he had not acted on General McClellan’s order to do so on mine, and move to- 
ward Manassas J unction. Atl p. m. General McClellan telegraphed to me that 
the moment Franklin could be started with a reasonable amount of artillery 
he should go forward. At 2.45 he telegraphed some rumors he had heard about 
the cova Ay movements, and expressed an opinion that the troops sent from 
Alexandria should be in foree, and with cavalry and artillery, or we should be 
beaten in detail, I replied at 3.30 p. m. that not a moment must be lost in push- 
ing as large a force as possible toward Manassas, so as to communicate with 
General Pope before the enemy could be re-enforced. He te phed back at 
4.45 that Franklin's corps was not in condition to move and fight a battle. At 
8.45 I telegraphed to him that there must be no further delay in moving Frank- 
Tin's corps toward Manassas—that they must go to-morrow , ready or 
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not ready. If we delay too long to get ready there will be no necessity of going 
at all, for Pope will ei be defeated or victorious without our aid. If there 
is a want of , the men must carry provisions with them till the wagons 
can come to their relief. At 10 he replied that he had ordered Franklin's corps 
to move at 6 o'clock. 

On the morning of the 29th, at 10.30, he telegraphed to me that Franklin's 
corps had started at 6a. m., and that he could give him but two squadrons of 
cav: At 12 m. he telegraphed that Franklin’s corps was without proper am- 
munition and without creas Ohrid and again at 1 p. m. he telegra; that 
in his opinion Franklin ought not to advance beyond Annandale, At3.10p.m. 
I replied that I wanted Franklin’s corps to go far enough to find out some- 
thing about the enemy; that perhaps he might get such information at Annan- 
dale as to prevent his going farther; that othe he would push on to Fair- 
fax. I added that “our people must move more actively and find out where the 
enemy is; Lam tired of guesses.” Latein the afternoon I heard that Franklin's 
corps halted at Annandale, and that he himself had been seen in Alexan- 
dria inthe afternoon. I immediately telegraphed to General McClellan at 7.50 
p. m. that his (Franklin's) being in Alexandria and hiscoerps halting in Annan- 
dale was contrary to my orders; that his corps must push forward as I directed, 
protect the railroad, and open our communication with Manassas. General Mc- 
Clellan replied at 8 p. m., roeie to his previous telegrams, and said that he 
had not deemed it safe for Franklin to march beyond Annandale, and that he 
was responsible for his being in Alexandria and his corps halting at Annandale. 
Early on the morning of the 30th I made inquiries of the Quartermaster-General 
in regard to transportation, and telegraphed at 9.40 to General McClellan that I 
was by no means satisfied with Gen Franklin's march of yesterday (29th). 
Considering the circumstances of the case, he was very wrongin stopping in An- 
nandale. I referred to the fact that he could have obtained transportation if he 
had applied for it to the quartermaster’s department, and added: “He knew 
the importance of opening communication with General Pope'sarmy, and should 
have acted more promptly.” 

The foregoing is, I believe, a correct summary of the orders and instructions 
given by me in regard to the movement of Genera] Franklin's corps, my ex- 
pressions of dissatisfaction, and the reasons alleged for the delays which in the 
result proved so unfortunate. 

Fourth. Copies of letters, orders, &c., relative to your inquiries are sent here- 

Hon, E. M, STANTON, 4 


with. 
H. W. 
Generalin- Ghief. 
Secretary of War. 


Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

The only order Porter obeyed with alacrity during the whole day 
was one received at 8.50 that night. ‘‘Move with your command 
to-morrow morning on the battle-field, and report to me in n for 
orders.” He moved, but not with his command. One of his divis- 
ions scattered and went around to Centreville. (Does that show great 
capability?) They remained there and were not in the ent. 
Hyatt went forward; perhaps he did get in a little trouble, but Morell 
did not; he came up to where a small bridge had been broken, and did 
not attempt to go across. 

The commitee should not be governed by what an unauthorized board 
find might have been the situation sixteen years after the events, but 
did Porter behave well? The best he knew how. Either on the 27th, 
29th or 30th of A 1863, did he obey the orders he received from 
his lawful commanders. It is plain, too, that Perter had positive or- 
ders, and under his orders it was his duty to attempt to push his army 
against the right of the enemy; there is nothing to show that he might 
not have done so. General McDowell says that he firmly believes that 
if Porter had gone in as ordered by him and as ordered by Pope our 
victory would have been decisive. McDowell, Pope, and others swear 
that if Porter had done his duty our victory would have been decisive; 
it was a victory for us as it was. As our troops fought all day and 
came out victorious in the evening, is it not reasonable to suppose with 
the aid of the best corps in the army (as it was called at that time) on 
the flank and they had fought as they could have fought, the enemy 
would have been totally routed? d 

There was no evidence before the court to show that Porter did not 
know this fact. 

The evidence shows that Longstreet was coming through Thorough- 
fare Gap. It also shows that Porter and his men saw great clouds of 
dust coming from that direction, but the evidence does not show that 
he at any time confronted Porter on the 29th. General Slocum and 
others have said there was no battle on the 29th. Now, my friends, 
I am not going to take up the time of the House by reading it all, but 
I would like to have you go to volume second, and especially to read 
from page 286 to 288 Comte de Paris. You have what an impartial his- 
torian has told you, and one whose subsequent writings have been 
pasted on paper and sent to the different members of the committee 
to read as an authority in the case. He says it was agreat battle. He 
says that it was terrific from 6 o'clock and 30 minutes in the morning 
until after dark in the night, and that the losses on our side were over 
six thousand men killed and wounded 

So, my friends, while you are letting your great hearts go out to 
Porter, think of those six thousand men who fell on the battle-field that 
day, and think of the chagrin felt by theircomrades the next day because 
they were compelled to retire from a victorious field because of Porter’s 
perfidy. Do not forget them, and do not forget the one-armed and one- 
legged men who fought on the 29th, and do not fail to call it a battle. 
As I have said, the official reports show it to have been a battle. 

Ruggles, who testifies in this case in favor of Porter, says he did not 
hear much before 11 o’clock, but from then to nightfall it was a bat- 
tle. and that the musketry firing was continuous until late at night. 
General Hooker, with Grover’s brigade, onto a railroad bank, 
which was a natural fortification, and held it. Sigeland Reynolds also 
were hotly engaged in battle, and there is no question but Porter knew 
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what was going on. Hesaid he heard the firing, and yet he turned not 
a hand to save his comrades. In proof of the fact that there was a bat- 
tle I quote from an impartial historian. 

The Comte de Paris remarks, concerning the battle of the 29th, 


page 288: 
Heintzelman and Reno on the t, McDowell and Porter on the left, and a 
Sigel ore, who was touching the enemy, 
opened the fight single-handed at half past6 in the morning. Schurz’s division, 
which had deployed to the right of the turnpike, attacked Lawton vigorously, 
while Milroy, with his brigade and a battery in the center near the Stone house 
and aoe meng on be = s toa ans ee Starke’s beast oof The battle 
soon raged whole line, The jerals were gaining ground, especially 
on their left; for, Longstreet not having arrived, Jackson's right was still ex- 


Also page 290, Hooker upon receiving orders to attack the enemy in 
front, Comte de Paris says: 

This gallant officer remarked to him that such an attack would stand very 
little chance of success. Hill had actually found in the railroad embankments 
@ real parapet, behind which he could resist many assaults. Pope insisted; 
Grover's charged with the bayonet, and penetrating between the con- 
and Thomas, set foot on the embankment. All Hill's 


Federals maintained their position, when Early, throwing himself into the 
the . Kearny, who had 


He also says, on page 292: 
Pe (Porters) attack, Merere could not have prod 


w 
execu! to the letter the order of the latter, nor even the instructions which 


him—if, 
army in two and secure its defeat—it is equally certain that a vigorous attack 
made by him upon Longstreet's right would have drawn out all the forces of this 
general, and, by freeing the rest of the Union line, would probably have pre- 
vented the reverse which the latter sustained at the close of the day. We can 
not avoid, therefore, blaming his inaction at such time and under such circum- 


indifference on the part of Porter to the cannon’s 8) the manner 
terpreted the tard ness 


in which he in orders of superiors and the with which 
these orders reached him, were the je consequences of the confusion we 
have already referred to in the general movement of the army. 


Same authority, page 294, says: 


When light came they had to concentrate, to reo: ize to pick up and 
Ph yo rch ved ory The Vederals had from tix to eight thousand men hors 
de combat. 


I come now to the argument before the board. On March 15 the 
President was authorized to appoint a board of officers to examine into 
the case of William A. Hammond, late Surgeon-General of the Army. 
This was done by an act of Congress, and it was under the authority 
of an act of Congress that this board of officers was appointed in the case 
of Surgeon-General Hammond. But the very same day, (in order to 
lead the country to believe the President had the same authority from 
Congress in Porter’s case), after issuing the order calling for a board of 
three officers for Hammond, an order was issued in relation to Porter. 
Tn the case of Hammond it had the act of Congress to back it, but in the 
Porter case no power was given the President to do anything he could not 
have done of his own motion. There is no authority of law for it, (and 
I defy any man, lawyer or not, to say to the contrary )—to revise or pass 
upon the sentence of the court-martial. You gentlemen who are to 
talk upon this question will show, I hope, by what authority this board 
of officers could pass upon that sentence of the court-martial. To be 
sure, the President by his prerogative could have done just what has 
been done by the present President—he could have mitigated the con- 
tinuing portion of the sentence. But after looking over the proceed- 
ings he did not do anything of the kind. 7 

This board of honorable gentlemen, so honorable they throw into in- 
significance such men as Hunter and Hitcheock and King and other 
gentlemen on the old court—those corrupt men who have been passed 
upon by these incorruptible men—that is as you would have us under- 
stand it, I suppose; for this board the President requested Sherman 
or the Secretary of War should name the officers who should compose 
it. The first name was Hancock and the second was Sheridan, but 
argument was used by gentlemen interested in pressing this case that 
neither one of those gentlemen would be exactly acceptable. For 
judge-advocate, Swaim’s name was first proposed. It was said Swaim 
isserving with Pope. And then they talkedabout Winthrop and another 
officer in the judge-advocate’s department here, but they would notdo, 
because they had been in the War ent all the time. Gardner 
was named after a while, (and he was the judge-advocate). They said 
at first Gardner would not do, because he served on McDowell’s 
staff. Butterfield spoke up and said, ‘‘He served on my staff, too.’’ 
That made him soli 

I do not wish to reflect upon the gentlemen composing the board, 
and I am not going to do it, but what I have told youis true. Sena- 
tor Randolph names of officers available and sent them down to 
Willard’s Hotel to be submitted to gentlemen pressing the case, to know 


whether they would be satisfactory or not, and they agreed upon the 
gentlemen who did constitute the court. 

Schofield was aspiring to be the President of this great country; 
Randolph earried the Democratic nominating vote of New York, New 
Jerséy, and Pennsylvania in his breeches poeket— 

Mr. ROSECRANS. Do I understand the gentleman from Indiana 
to say that General Schofield desired to be President? 

Mr. STEELE. You understand me to say that nothing would have 
given his heart more gratitude to this people. [Laughter] 

Mr. ROSECRANS. I understood the honorable gentleman from 
Indiana to say that General Schofield was a candidate for the Presi- 
dency ? 

Mr. STEELE. I did not say so. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. Then you said he was an aspirant, I believe? 

Mr. STEELE. I stated that he was an aspirant, and I repeat that 
nothing would have given his heart greater satisfaction, and his friends 
understand it to be the fact that he would like to have been compli- 
mented with the nomination. The honorable gentleman from Califor- 
nia so understood. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. I beg to say, with all respect to this House, that 
I do not understand any such thing. 

Mr. STEELE. Not now you do not understand -it so; but then did 
you not understand it to be true? 

But to come back to this board. They went to West Point and swore 
themselves into a tribunal to take cognizance of this matter. Was ita 
legally organized court? Had it authority under the laws of the State, 
or of the United States? But they met and assumed judicial functions 
for which, under the laws of the State of New York they were liable to 
trial for assuming unwarrantably these functions. Oh, the gentle- 
man may laugh, but I defy him to resist the truth of the asser- 
tion or to controvert it successfully, and I am satisfied that he will 
not undertake to doit. They commenced an examination of the case. 
What were they to do under the law ? 

In order that the President may be fully informed of the facts of the case of 
Fitz-John Porter, late ral of volunteers, and be enabled to act ad- 
visedly upon his application relief in said case, a board is h convened, 
by ofthe President, to examine, in connection with the record of the trial 
by court-martial of Major-General Porter, such new evidence relating to the 
merits of said case as is now on file in the War Department, together such 
other evidence as may be presented to said board, and to report, with the reasons 


for their conclusion, whataction, if any, in their opinion justice requires should 
be taken on said application by the President. 


This is the order under which the board acted. Under such an order 
could they have taken evidence, or was there any authority for taking 
evidence at all, except in the terms of the order itself? It was nota 
court of original jurisdiction. 

What was their authority in the matter? Why, Mr. Chairman, the 
only thing that court could have done at all under the order creat- 
ing it would have been to take up the proceedings of the original 
court-martial, and if they could find that any evidence of a material 
character had been left out in the proceedings of that court it was com- 
petent for them to say so, and make their report to that effect. But 
what power did they exercise? What power was given to them? Sim- 
ply to enable the President to act understandingly in the matter. 
This board convened, and what do they find? That Longstreet was 
there with twenty-five thousand men, and that if Porter had gone in 
obedience to his orders he would have been devoured! Consider it, 
gentlemen, for a moment. Longstreet, with twenty-five thousand 
men—such men as he had in his command—was standing there in line 
of battle all day looking complacently down on Porter, with nine thou- 
sand five hundred men, saying, ‘‘ Don’t hurt me and I will not hurt you.” 
Why, it is not even reasonable. The fact is, the evidence taken at the 
time they talk about—and I defy contradiction—the evidence shows 
that without Porter, and with Longstreet and his forces, ourarmy came 
out victorious the nightof the 29th, and that Longstreet formed on Jack- 
son’s right, extending his own right up to the railroad and going a little 
across the Manassas and Gainesville road. 

I want to say further that under the orders he had received I do not 
believe there is a soldier here—I know there is not a good one— 
who, if he had received such an order or the three orders that Porter 
had received, would not have gone in and found out whether there were 
twenty-five thousand men with Longstreet or not. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. STEELE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. What order is it to which you now refer? 

Mr. STEELE. I refer now first to the order of August 27, issued 
in the evening, for Porter to march at 1 o’clock the next morning to 
Bristoe to support Hooker. I refer also to the joint order under 
which General McDowell, then in authority, said, “‘Put your force 
in here;” and-the subsequent order of 4.30 o'clock, that McDowell 
said he saw himself in time for it to have reached Porter by 5:30. 
Porter says that order was not received until nearly sundown. Mec- 
Dowell left Porter at Dawkin’s Branch and rides two and five-eighths 
miles back to Manassas Junction to join his own troops, the two divis- 
ions which he names. Shortly after leaving Porter, getting King and 
Ricketts started to the right, he met the 4.30 order going to Porter. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. Dol understand the gentleman tosay that when 
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General McDowell, at half past 11 in the morning, joined General Por- 
ter and assumed the command of Porter’s division, his own division, 
and King’s division, hethen and there directed Porter togo into the fight? 

Mr.STEELE. Isay so mostemphatically. Ido not say half past 11 
o'clock, because he says, ‘‘I can not state the hour positively;’’ but the 
evidence is very conclusive it was between 12 and 1 o’clock. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. The gentleman says that McDowell ordered 
Porter to go into the fight? : s 

Mr. STEELE. Thatheordered Porter to go into the fight. He said, 
“t Put your men in here,” : 

Mr. ROSECRANS. And do I understand the gentleman to say that 
the order ‘‘ Put your men in here” was the same as ordering Porter to 
go into the fight? x 
- Mr. STEELE. Imeanexactlythat. Itmeant—to put his men into 
the fight. It meant to goin. It did not mean to wait on the railroad 
and to stay there all day. 

Mr. ROSECRANS, The gentleman will excuse me a moment fur- 
ther, for I desire to get exact information. What I want of the gentle- 
man is this, to state to this House what he means. Does he mean that 
when General McDowell said “put your men in here” he expected 
Porter then and there to commence the fighting, or does he mean Gen- 
eral McDowell told him there would be the place he would operate, 
and when he had taken place on the left of General Reynolds and on 
the right of General Porter they would commence the battle when the 
line was complete? That is the idea I want to get to the House, 
whether Porter was told to commence fighting before McDowell had his 

in the line or not. 

Mr. STEELE. I do mean that, and will insert in the RECORD with 
ray remarks General McDowell’s testimony upon that point before the 
court-martial. * ‘ 

General McDowell’s testimony, page 84: 

The — with me was how, soonest, within the limit fixed by General 
Pope, this force of ours could be applied against the enemy. General Porter 
made a remark to me which showed me that he had no question but that the 
enemy wasin his immediate front, I said to him: “ You pusgdar ane in here, 
and I will take mine up the Sudley on the of the troops en- 
gaged at that point with the enemy,” or words to that effect. I left General 

orter with the belief and understanding that he would put his force in at that 
point. I moved back by the shortest road I could find to the head of my own 
Leer, sp who were near Bethlehem church, and immediately turned them up 
north on the Sadley Springs road to join General Reynolds's division. which be- 
longed to my command, and which I had directed to co-operate with General 
Sep ae ey ia 

a er my troo) on ie 

wpa Ls cla canard tothe head of the column. peepee messenger rad General 
Pope. I stopped him and saw that he had an order addressed to General Porter 
alone, I donot recollect more than the goen purport or tenor of that order. 
It was tothe effect that he should throw his ae u theright flank or rear of 
the enemy from the tion he then occupied. en I say right flank, I do 
s0 es ef because of my knowledge of the position of the forces, not from any 
recollection of what that order contained on that point. 

Question. You have said that the accused made an observation to you which 
showed that he was satisfied that the enemy was in his immediate Front; will 
you state what that observation was? 

Answer. I do not know that I can repeat it exactly, and Ido not know that the 
accused meant exactly what the remark mightseemtoimply. The observation 
was to this effect—putting his hand in the ion of the dust rising above the 
tops of the trees—“ we can not go in there anywhere without getting intoa fight.” 

What reply did you make to that remark? 

A. I think to this effect: ** That is what we came here for.” 

Q. Were there any obstacles in the way of the advance on the part of General 
Porter's command upon the flank of the enemy? 

A. That cupana upon what you would call obstacles. A wood is an obstacle. 

Q. I mean insuperable obstacles, in a military sense? 

A. Ido not think we so regarded it at the time. I did not. 


Mr. ROSECRANS. That is all I want to know. 

Mr. STEELE. He did not say “Commence fighting ;’’ but ‘Put 
our men in here,” and Porter, looking “‘here,” sees that he can not put 
ismen ‘‘in here” without a fight, and that what McDowell meansi 
‘We come here to fight; that is what we come here for.’ [Applause. 

Now, McDowell said he saw the 4.30 order, and that it was possible 
for it to have reached Porter at the time Captain Pope, (General Pope’s 
brother), said it reached him. Captain Pope was sent for by Porter 
and came back, after he had delivered the order and was a mile or s0 
on his way returning to Pope. And I have no doubt some of the offi- 
ers who testified in the case saw Captain Pope when he had arrived 
back the second time. They say now thatif Porter had gonein there it 
would have accomplished no result. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. I will ask the gentleman himself to say whether 
if Porter had gone in there witha single division on Longstreet’s corps 
it would not have accomplished results, and whether those results would 
have been likely to be favorable to us? 

Mr. STEELE. From the evidence I have not the slightest doubt 
but our victory would have been glorious if Porter had taken his 
corps into the fight where he was directed. 

Mr. CALKINS. You[General ROSECRANS] are assuming Longstreet 
was there. I claim Longstreet did not have but seventeen regiments 
and a few cavalry anywhere near General Pope until after 12 o’clock. 
That is what I infer from the evidence. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. I will state for the information of my gallant 
yos friend from Indiana [Mr. CALKINS) that General Longstreet 

mself told me—— 

Mr. MAGINNIS. Let me ask one question. 


The CHAIRMAN (rapping to order), The gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. STEELE] is entitled to the floor. Does he yield? 

Mr. ROSECRANS. [ask the gentleman to allow me one moment 
to answer the gentleman from I [Mr. CALKINS]. ~ 

Mr. MAGINNIS. If General McDowell wanted to fight he had 
twenty-five thousand men. Why did he not put them in? 

Mr. CALKINS. That is what he did do. He went around on the 
right and did put them in, marching to the sound of the cannon, And 
that is what Porter did not do, and everybody knows it. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. Why did McDowell not go in and fight? 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will come to order. f 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Let the Chair send the sergeant of the 
guard. [Langhter.] À : 

The CHAIRMAN (rapping to order). Gentlemen will resume their 
seats. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. Iask a moment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana yield ? 

Mr. STEELE. I wonld be very glad to yield for a debate between 
myself and some other gentleman, but I do not wish it to be so general. 
I have seen several fights of this kind and do not like it. But Iyield 
to the gentleman from California for a moment. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. hvac) Se 
understand, consents to yield to me for one moment to answer the 
question put to me by iy Pace young friend Colonel CALKINS. I 
want to say that General Longstreet told me on the ground last fall that 
he was in tion with all his corps at half past 11 o'clock on that day. 

Mr. CALKINS. I want to say to my t friend and commander 
of the Army of the Cumberland that if he will examine the evidence 
of General Longstreet before this commission which has been talked 
so much about, of which General Schofield was the president, he will 
find General Longstreet testifying that only the advance of his force 
were there at 11 o’clock, and that they got into line some time after 
that; the time he can not state, but he supposes about 1 or 2 o'clock, 
That is the substance of it. 

Mr. MAYO. Irise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his point of order. 

Mr. MAYO. I wish to ask what has this House to do with that 
question? [Langhter. ] 

REELS The time of the gentleman from Indiana has 
exp 

Mr. HISCOCK. I ask that the gentleman’s time be extended. He 
has been & deal interrupted. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. I hope the time of the gentleman from Indiana, 
my colleague onthe committee, will be extended. If he desires so 
much time I move that it be extended for fifteen minutes. 

Mr. STEELE. Fifteen minutes is all I ask. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the gentleman from Indiana 
being permitted to proceed? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. STEELE, of Indiana. This board of review found that General 
Pope’s army would have been annihilated if these twelve thousand men 
of Porter’s gone into that fight inaddition to the few men who were 
init. Such reasoning as that, to say that if our force had been in- 
creased by the addition of the best corps in the Army would have caused 
its extinction from the face of the earth! Who believes any such 
thing? Who believes that Porter should not, under the orders he had 
received, have gone in there and fought? And you will find in the 
proceedings of the original court that he did give a feeble order to 
advance from his position in the rear, nearly three miles, but quickly - 
countermanded it. 4 

I was coming to where McDowell had run his horse back from Daw- * 
kin’s Branch, two and five-eighths miles. Hehad got King’s and Rick- 
ett’s divisions and started for the field, when he met an officer going to 
Porter with orders to go into the fight. He said to the officer that 
is an important order. McDowell himself marched with his troo; 
six miles, after riding two and five-eighths miles, and put his two di- 
visions into the fight, and it was such conduct as this that saved our 
Army. According tothe showing of this board Porter could have found 
mS in his immediate front, and the board does not say why he did 
not go in. 

Can a board of three officers, without authority, revise or review or 
set aside the proceedings of a regularly constituted court-martial? 
They attempt to do it; they attempt to say that the finding of that 
court-martial was all wrong, and that the gentlemen composing the 
court were corrupted by promises of office. 

During that trial a gentleman who is on this floor—I will not say 
that he is on the floor, but he is an officer of this House—heard Fitz- 
John Porter say while walking up and down his room the evening after 
McDowell had testified, ‘‘ They accuse me of not being loyal to Pope; 
well, I was not.” Now, being loyal to a commander of an army is 
being loyal to his country when that commander is consistently fight- 
ing his country’s battles. 

As I said before, I hope my friends on the other side will not be led 
away by political bias. Gentlemen here with whom I served during 
the war know that we hatl no such men in the Army of the West. 
When the officers of that army received orders they obeyed them. 
And I have no doubt that my friends on the other side, my gallent 
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friends, were in an army commanded by men who when they received 
an order held it to be law even unto death. 

We do not want you here to be biased politically. Wedo not want 
you gentlemen who, though misguided, fought battles in that war on 
the other side, to say that you set aside the decision of the highest 
military tribunal in the land. 

The question is asked why General Pope did not appear before this 
board? Whyshouldheappear? Iwill tell you why he did not. They 
wereafraid tosummon him. There was a talk aboutsummoning him, 
and the question was asked: ‘‘Suppose we do summon Pope; whose 
witnessishe? We do not want him.” The judge-advocate appointed 
on the part of the Government says he was himself in favor of Porter 
when the proceedings of the board commenced. 

Now, these men, who were friends of Porter, virtually said to General 

: ‘Will you come here of your own sweet will, and let gentlemen 
who have been p ing this case from one to sixteen years have a 
whack at you? We will cross-question you to death; we will use you 
up; for there is nobody here except the judge-advocate to look after 
you?” and he is a friend of Porter (which he ceased to be at the close 
of the trial). That is what the lawyers of Porter said in their minds. 
If they had wanted Pope why did not they summon him? They did 
summon other witnesses and administered oaths to other witnesses. 

Great stress is laid on what is said by General Grant, and well may 
the people of the country pay attention to what that great man says. 
But he said no to Porter’s appeals three times during the time he was 
President and might have helped him (President Johnson had also 
refused him). The last time Grant says: ‘‘I have carefully examined 
the new matter presented to me in this case, and it only the more thor- 
oughly convinces me of the justice of the sentence.” Further com- 
ment is unnecessary. [Applause.] : 

Mr. LYMAN obtained the floor, and yielded to 

Mr. SLOCUM, who moved that the committee rise. 

The motion was to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Cox, of New York, having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER reported that 
the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar had had under 
consideration the bill (H. R. 1015) for the relief of Fitz-John Porter, 
and had come to no conclusion thereon. 

Mr. SLOCUM. I desire to say to the House that I have a list of 
twenty-five members who desire to speak on the bill pending in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and most of them desire one hour each. The bill 
is now on the Private Calendar, and it will take up a great part of this 
session if the wishes of those gentlemen are gratified. I ask unani- 
mous consent that the session of to-morrow be for debate only on the 
pending bill. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. With the understanding, I suppose, 
that at the close of the discussion to-morrow the bill will go over until 
next private-bill day. 

Mr. SLOCUM. Yes, with that understanding. i 

Mr. REED. For general debate? 

Mr. SLOCUM. Certainly. 3 

Mr. REED. And the general debate to be continued next Friday? 

Mr. SLOCUM. Yes. 

Mr. REED. Well, if no one else in the House objects I will not. 
My objection originally was that if that understanding was made about 
the session of to-morrow, we would simply have a few persons here, 
not for real debate, but only for the reading of speeches. I do not re- 
gard that as wise or desirable in a case like this. 

But as the views of members of this House as already shown, and of 
the ma of the bill here, indicate a desire for such a session to- 
morrow, I do not feel like interposing an objection, although at the 
same time I think it an unwise course in a matter of this kind. 

The SPEAKER pro . The House has heard the proposition 
of the gentleman from New York [Mr. SLocum], that there be a session 
to-morrow for general debate only, no vote to be taken, the bill then to 
go over until the next private bill day. 

Mr. KEIFER. For general debate? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For general debate. Is there objec- 
tion? 

Mr. KEIFER. It is understood that there is to be no other business 
to-morrow than debate. - 
ri SPEAKER pro tempore. That is the understanding of the 

1r— , 

Mr. KEIFER. Exceptthe reading of the Journal. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Except the reading of the Journal. 
The Chair hears no objection. 


DUTY ON WOOL. 


Mr. CONVERSE. I holdin my hand, and desire to have printed in 
the RECORD for the information of the House, the resolutions of the 
National Wool-Growers’ Association, adopted at its annual meeting in 
Chicago on the 26th day of ber, 1883, asking the restoration of 
the tariff rates on imported wools to what they were prior to the late 
reduction; also, a memorial and petition to the same effect of the offi- 
cers and executive committee of the Wool-Growers’ Association in 
and for the Sfate of Indiana; also, a petition on the same subject of 
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John Robinson and 44 others, citizens of the State of Michigan. I 
ask unanimous consent that these papers may be printed in to-morrow 
morning’s RECORD, excepting the forty-four names on the last-men- 
tioned petition, which need not be printed, and that they be referred 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

There being no objection, the following papers, submitted by Mr. 
CONVERSE, were referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD: 
To Senators and Members of Congress: 

The wisdom of the last Moat eeeh phone ae by the recommendation of the Tar- 
iff Commission, removed the ad valorem duty on foreign wools. By so doing, 
a great and manifest injustice has been done to the wool-grower and the agricult- 
urist generally, The tariff act of 1867 gives to wool the only protection it hdd,. 
and is the only law worthy of your consideration that gives any protection to 
any agricultural interest. We do assure you that under the present law such 
losses are incurred that wool growing ceases to be remunerative, and we will be 
compelled to abandon sheep husbandry and go into other pursuits. We 
your careful attention to this subject, pray you to speedily restore the tari 
of 67 on foreign wools, thereby nteeing to us that justice which our promi- 
We har aap on asz ppealed to. the Forty-eighth Congress to restore that 

e have thus earnestly ap ‘oO 
which we must have, or our honest toil goes AFETADO therefore we come to- 
you, trusting that you will not fail to heed us in our humble petition. 

(Signed by John Robinson and 44 others.) 


To the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States in Congress assembled : 
undersigned, wool-growers in the State of Indiana, respectfully and ear- 
nestly petition the Congress to restore the duties on foreign wools substantially 
as they were by the act of 1867. 

The flagrant injustice done to the wool-growers by abolishing the ad valorem 
duties provided by the wool tariff of 1867 demands yeurattention, and we vent- 
ure briefly to state some reasons for this assertion : 

Prior to that enactment no substantial protection had been given b; 

rs 


Congress 
to the production of American wools, whereas the -manufact 


wool had 
been sufiiciently protected against similar foreign fabrics. This well known 
fact led to a conference of wool-growers and manufacturers, who, after careful 
and laborious consideration, agreed upon the act of 1867, and this agreement be- 
came the law of that date. 

At that time the number of sheep in the United States was about 22,000,000 
and the annual product of wool was about 60,000,000 of pounds. Under the 
influence of this law sheep husbandry rapidly advanced, until the number of 
mag is now over 50,000,000 and the annual E EDS pis of wool is more than 
300,000,000 of pounds. With this increase the price of wool has steadily receded 
from 51 cents a pound in 1867 to 42 cents prior to the tariff of the last Congress. 
The stability of the home market, secured by the act of 1867, accounts for this 
rapid increase of production and forthe reduction in price. Let it be remem- 
bered that these facts carried sheep husbandry into every State in the Union, 
and in some of the States not a county is found without a portion of its wealth 
invested in wool production, so that there is to-day 1,000,000 fleck-masters who 
are demanding the restoration of the late tariff. 

Soni piony further state that the abolition of ad valorem duties has re- 
duced the price of wool during the carrent year tó the producer not less than 
uals, on the entire product of 300,000,000 pounds, 

ho has been benefited by the loss?” 
consumers of woolen goods certainly have not, for on many classes. of 
such goods prices have advanced. In fact and in truth, the Joss has only 
augmented tne profits of manufacturers, without any app: e advantage to 
those who consume the fabric. 

It must not be forgotten that the producers of wool have been compelled to- 
submit to this reduction in order to compete with foreign wools. 

There are 80,000,000 of sheepin Australia, and with her mild climate and peren- 
Sch sere she can multiply this number until she quadruples the present pro- 
duction of the United States, and finally destroy thisindustry. Great effortsare 
now being made by certain parties in the United States to assist Australia in this 
competition by improving the quality of her wool through the instrumentality 
of the best American merino blood. This effort seems to have been com- 
menced simultaneously with the effort to modify the act of 1867. 

The loss to the United States by destroying sheep husbandry will not be con- 
fined to the direct loss of the wool production. The value of sheep for fertiliz- 
ing land, and thereby enabling it to sustain the drain incident to the production 
of the cereals, is an important factor in this problem, especially in begs de gat ae 
ducing States, and this incidental loss is of magnitude, and is best un 
stood by those who are practical agriculturists. Wool isthe only production of 
eh who till the soil that is directly and materially benefited by economic leg- 

tion, 
awe Deene urge upon Congress the duty of restoring the duties provided by 
the act o A 

why should the manufacturers have free wool, or wool with a duty so low 
as to let in foreign wools, unless the consumer of their products have free goods, 
or with a duty so low as to admit foreign fabrics? 

We are protectionists, and desire to see all American industries and Americam 
labor fairly and uniformly protected by just and equal economic legislation. 

Wherefore we respectfully and earnestly pray for the relief herein requested. 

LDING BEELER, President Indiana W. G. A., 
J. W. ROBE, Secretary Indiana W. G. A. 
S. W. DUNGAN, Treasurer Indiana W. G. A., 
And Executive Committee Indiana Wool-Growers’ Association. 

The National Wool-Growers’ Association, at its last annual meeting, held at 
Chicago, September 26, 1883, passed the following resolutions by a unanimous 
vote: i 

Resolved, First. That inthe opinion and judgmentof the National Wool-Grow- 
ers’ Association the tariff rates on imported wools should at the earliest oppor- 
tunity be restored to what they were at the time of the last reduction. 

Second. The State, district, and county associations and wool-growers in all 
the States are requested to use every endeavor to secure the efforts of their re- 

ive Representatives and Senators in the restoration of the tariff on wools, 

Third. That the officers of this association are instructed to use their best efforts 
to’bring before Congress in the most effective possible manner tke demands of 
the wool-growers of the United States through this national association for the 
restoration of the tariff on wool as above. 

Ed CHAPMAN, 


Attest: A 
Secretary National Wool-Gréwers’ Association. 
ALEXANDER SWIFT & CO. 
Mr. JORDAN. Iask unanimous consent to change the reference of 
a bill from one committee to another. House bill 1244, for the relief 
of Alexander Swift & Co., partners, and Alexander Swift & Co. and 
Niles Works, was referred by a mistake of mine to the Committee on 
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War Claims; it should have been referred to the Committee on Claims. 
I ask unanimous consent that the reference be c 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I will ask what is the nature of the bill? 

Mr. JORDAN. It isa bill relating to extra compensation for the 
building of three gunboats. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I think that the bill properly belongs to 
the Committee on War Claims; but I will not object. 

There being no objection, the Committee on War Claims was dis- 

from the further consideration of the’bill, and it was referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SLOCUM. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole for the further consideration of the Private Calendar. 
The motion was agreed to. 


FITZ-JOHN PORTER. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
and resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 1015) for the relief of 
Fitz-John Porter. 

Mr. LYMAN. Mr. Chairman, it is a pity that in discussing ques- 
tions of this nature we’can not have hung in a convenient position a 
map of the field of battle, for it is no slur on the intelligence of the 
members to say that nine-terths of them can not carry the positions of 
the troops in their heads. Could such a map be hung opposite the 
lower portion of the Speaker’s desk, the House would even consent to- 
the temporary eclipse of our friends the nimble-fingered reporters and 
those whom we may in Homeric phrase call the loud-shouting reading 
clerks. But in the absence of such a convenience it may be possible 
to construct on the floor of this House a sufficiently accurate diagram. 
Let us call the Speaker’s chair Centreville, not an inappropriate loca- 
tion, for from that center come the friendly rays of recognition; then 
this main aisle would be the Warrenton turnpike, and where I stand 
Gainesville. Let us call the side-door which is diagonally behind me 
Thoroughfore Gap. Then Manassas Junction would be diagonally in 
front of me, where sits my friend from New Jersey who formerly repre- 
sented us at Vienna, but whom I will ask to represent for a few moments 
the railway interests. Bristoe Station, on the Alexandria Railroad, 
would be at the seat of the honorable gentleman from New York [Mr. 
SKINNER], and Warrenton Junction, on the same road, would be on 
the same aisle at the place of the honorable gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. EVERHART]. From Thoroughfare Gap to Gainesville, where 
Istand, is only some six miles, and from Gainesville to Groveton, which 
would be where this main aisle enters the open space in front of the 
Speaker, about three miles and a half. The confederate line of battle, 
when in position on the 29th of August, was about four and a half miles 
Tong; it extended from a point near Sudley Springs, which point will 
fall at the seat of my popular colleague the Representative from Har- 
vard University, and trended in a southerly direction across the War- 
renton pike, a little this side of Groveton, to a point south of the Ma- 
nassas Gap Railroad. I shall ask my friend from Vermont, whose silver 
hair is his only mark of age, to represent the right of the confederate 
line, positively for this occasion only. 

Let us confine ourselves strictly to those movements which concern 
the question under debate, and see how the troops got on the field. 
Jackson had flanked our army on the Rappahannock on the right. On 
the night of the 26th, having passed Thoroughfare Gap, he descended 
on Manassas Junction, and captured all our reserve supply-trains and 
sutlers’ ms. His men, remembering the wise precepts of Sir Dugald 
Dalgetty, fell on the pork and hard-tack, canned lobster, and brandy 
peaches, and not only satisfied the hunger of the past, but laid in an 
abundant supply for the future. 

General Pope, like an astonished terrier, who, while defending his 
` ears, suddenly finds his tail pinched, faced about and marched in all 
haste on Gainesville and on Manassas Junction. But Jackson had no 
idea of waiting his pleasure; he-moved north from Manassas Junction 
and settled down in line of battle, with his left near Sudley Springs 
and his right on the Warrenton pike, along which he stretched a friendly 
hand toward Longstreet, who, with the other half of the Army of North- 
ern Virginia, was preparing to pass Thoroughfare Gap. 

Meanwhile, General Porter, being at Warrenton Junction, received 
on the eyening of the 27th of August an order from General Pope to 
march to Bristoe Station, where he arrived on the morning of the 28th. 
Here he lay awaiting orders during that day. On the morning of the 
29th he was ordered to march on Gainesville. At about 11.30 a. m. he 
arrived within three miles and a half of Gainesville, and found himself 
in the presence of the enemy. He halted, and, with some skirmishing 
and artillery fire, remained there during that day. These two days, 
from the evening of the 27th to the evening of the 29th, embrace the 
period during which General Porter committed his alleged military 
crimes. An analysis of the charges against him shows that they are 
reducible to two. The others are either implied in these two or were 
abandoned at the trial. : 

The first is, that being ordered on the night of the 27th to 
march at 1 o'clock the next morning from Warrenton Junction so as 
to be by daylight at Bristoe Station, he then and there disobeyed said 
order. In point of fact General Porter in no sense disobeyed the order. 


. 


He only modified it by marching two hours later than the time set 
down. Itis proved that his division commanders expostulated strongly 
against starting at 1 o’clock, saying that their troops were exhausted 
by hard marching, that the night was*excessively dark, and that the 
narrow road was blocked by wagon-trains. General Porter, who at 
first replied that the order must be obeyed, was at last convinced of 
the wisdom of their views and ed the start for two hours. On 
arriving next morning at Bristoe Station he found no enemy and no 
demand for his services. In other words, he, with the advice and as- 
sent of his division commanders, Salrer aie march for two hours, 
and on arriving at Bristoe Station found that his troops had not been - 
needed. This act of his has been loudly proclaimed as a gross dis- 
obedience werthy of death. If there be one military principle better 
grounded than another, it is that the general rule of implicit and in- 
stant obedience may have modifications. When an officer is at a dis- 
tance from his commander he is allowed a certain discretion in the 
interpretation of orders received, and the higher the rank of this sub- 
ordinate officer and the farther removed he is from his commander, the 
wider is this discretion. But this safeguard is always maintained, 
that when a subordinate so situated does modify an order, he modifies 
it at his proper peril. Under this general principle the action of Gen- 
eral Porter in his march was entirely proper in the military 
sense. But even admitting what is not true, that he had no other 
choice than instant obedience, his arrival two hours late on a field where 
he was = needed was deserving of no heavier a penalty than a verbal 
riman 

The second charge is that being directed, in an order dated 4.30 p. 
sx of the 29th, to attack the enemy’s flank, he did shamefully disobey 

e same, 

This order reached General Porter when he was halted on the 29th, 
as before described, about three and a half miles south of the War- 
renton pike. In issuing this order General Pope fell into two errors 
which destroyed its force. 1. He supposed that Jackson alone was on 
the field, and that Longstreet would not there arrive until the next 
day. 2. Hesupposed that Porter was a mile and a half nearer the 
Warrenton pike than he really was, and that he thus stood within 
striking distance of Jackson’s unprotected right flank. Theorder read, 
“Your line of march brings you in on the enemy’s right flank,” and 
General Porter was ordered to attack that flank and get, if possible, in 
itsrear. But the real state of the case was this: Longstreet, with a force 
over twice as great as that of General Porter, had passed Thorough- - 
fare Gap, and by half past 11 on the 29th was in line of battle, with 
his left connected with Jackson’s and his right some distance south of 
the Manassas Railroad. This so-called 4.30 order, then, was one im- 
possible of execution; for Porter was not on the flank either of Jackson 
or of Longstreet, and any direct attack by him would have been met 
by an enemy of twice his strength and strongly posted. In sucha 
direct attack his corps must have been repulsed and driven in confu- 
sion from the field, a disaster which would have exposed the right 
flank of the rest of the Union Army and insured a defeat far more 
crushing than the one that occurred on the following day. 

The order was impossible of execution; but this is not all: although 
dated 4.30 p. m. it is proved by overwhelming evidence not to have 
been delivered till sunset. To have deployed the second line and made 
the attack would have taken one or two hours, when darkness would 
have prevented any effective assault. In one word, an order impossible 
of execution was delivered too late for any attempt to carry it out. 

The much-concentrated statements I have made are carefully based 
on the decision of the West Point board which reviewed General Por- 
ter’s case. Itmay be properly asked why did the original court-martial 
condemn him to be cashiered; and why did the West Point board not 
only exonerate him, but give him high praise for his soldierly conduct ? 
The answer isasimple one. The West Point board had before it not 
only the entire evidence of the original court-martial, but a vast amount 
of new evidence which added much to the knowledge of the case and 
further gave a new interpretation to many portions of the old testimony. 
Thus the court-martial decided that General Porter was opposite the 
unprotected right flank of Jackson and had time and opportunity to 
attack it, while the West Point board demonstrated that he was in no 
such position, but was opposed by nearly the whole of Longstreet’s 
corps; and further, that he received the 4.30 order too late to make any 
attack. 

By the decision of one or the other of these courts we must be gov- 
erned; for it is out of the power of any gentleman on this floor to give 
an opinion on evidence which was studied for months by the officers of 
those courts. 

Nor can we hesitate for a moment which of the two totake as our 
guide. On the one hand we have acourt-martial held at a timeof wild 
public excitement and prejudice, and furnished with imperfect and one- , 
sided evidence—a court two of whose members had been in the battle, 
and whose reputation was at stake; nay, one of whom descended to the 
floor, gave evidence against the prisoner. and then resumed his seat to 
pass judgment on him. On the other hand we behold a board of three 
eminent officers ing six months in the study of all the evidence, 
new and old. Of this board of three officers, two were at the outset so 
strong in their feeling against the accused that they wished to be re- 
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lieved, fearing they could not do him justice; and yet these two officers, 
Generals Terry and Schofield) were forced by the overwhelming testi- 
mony to change from hostility to admiration. 

The gentlemen of this House who still hold to their old feelings 
against General Porter would ‘act wisely were they to follow the dis- 
tinguished example of those two officers. 

Mr. MAYO. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. SLOCUM. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Cox, of New York, having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER reported that 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, having 
had under consideration the bill (H. R. 1015) for the relief of Fitz-John 
Porter, had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. SLOCUM. I move that the House adjourn. 

Pending the motion to adjourn the following business was transacted 
by unanimous consent: £ 

APPOINTMENT OF SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the following letter; 

which was read: 
SPEAKER'S Room, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
+ Washington, D. C., January 18, 184. 


Dear SIR: As I shall be absent from the city to-morrow, January 19, 1884, I 
eid | designate Hon. S. S. Cox, of New York, to perform the duties of the 
ehair in my place for that day. 

Respectfully, 


3 J. G. CARLISLE, Speaker. 
Hon. JOHN B. CLARK, 
Clerk of the House of Representatives. 


JOHN WALLER. 

Mr. BEACH, by unanimons consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 3558) 
to reimburse John Waller, late postmaster at Monticello, N. Y., for 
moneys expended in carrying the mails; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PRINTING FOR COMMITTEE ON ELECTIONS. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, by unanimous consent, submitted the 

following resolution; which was read, considered, and adopted: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Elections be authorized to have printed such 
documents and papers for the use of said committee as it may deem n 


ecessary 
in connection with subjects considered by the said committee during the pres- 
ent Congress. 


CONTINGENT FUND OF INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, by unanimous consent, laid before the 
House a letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting state- 
ments of the expenditures of the contingent fund of the several bureaus 
of the Interior Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883; 
which was referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the Interior 
Department, and ordered to be printed. 


TELEGRAPH COMPANIES RECEIVING SUBSIDIES. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Seeretary of the Interior, in response to a resolution of the House, 
concerning telegraph companies receiving subsidies in bonds or lands 
who have transferred their rights to other companies; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


COLLISIONS AT SEA. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting certain petitions for legisla- 
tion to lessen the peril of collisions at sea, &c.; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 


IMPORTATION OF ADULTERATED TEAS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting draught ofa bill to amend the act 
to prevent the importation of adulterated and spurious teas; which was 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


NEW MEXICO PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting report of the surveyor-gen- 
eral of New Mexico on the private land claims of Felipe Tafoya and 
others, No. 99; which was referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims, _ 
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NEW REVENUE STEAMER. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a recommendation for a new 
revenue steamer; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. PAYNE, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence for 
one week, on account of important business. 

The motion of Mr. SLocum was then agreed to; and accordingly (at 
4 o’clock and 25 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. . 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: Papers relating to the claim of Harriss & 
Hodge—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BALLENTINE: Papers relating to the claim of Thomas 
Harville, of Samuel Sherrill, and of James 8, Williams—severally to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BAYNE: The petition of 500 business firms and citizens of 
the city of Allegheny, Pa., for a public building in that city for post- 
office and other Government purposes—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BELFORD: Papers in relation to the resolution to pay A. 
H. Pickens difference in his pay as a laborer and that of a page—to 
the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Papers relating to theclaim of Mary J. Cloud, 
assignee of John N. Smith—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BREITUNG: Papers relating to the claim of Thomas Cham- 
bers—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BRENTS: Papers relating to the claim of F. Prosh and T. 
F. McElroy—to the same committee. 

By Mr. CURTIN: The petition of L. D. Bailey, of Philadelphia, Pa., 
for relief—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DUNN: The resolutions adopted by the Little Rock (Ar- 
kansas) Produce and Cotton Exchange, in relation to the Signal Serv- 
ice—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. FYAN: The petition of W. T. Patton and others, for a post- 
route from Galena to Gray Goose, via Cape Fair, in Stone County, Mis- 
souri—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GEORGE: The petition of citizens of Wasco County, Orein, 
and settlers within the indemnity limits of the Dalles Military 
Company, for relief—to the Committee'on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: The petition of J. H. Collins and 88 
others, fora change in the pension laws—to the Select Committee on 
Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. HOUSEMAN: The petition of N. A. Earle and 42 others, 
citizens of Michigan, for legislation to protect purchasers of certain 
Government lands lying within the Ontonagon Railway land grant— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HOUK: The pre of Zack C. Brooks, of William Burk, 
of William Johnson, of John W. Robinson, andof Michael Rowland, for 
relief—severally to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, paper relating to the pension claims of Richard G. Sharp and of 
Henry Weaver—severally to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUNT: Papers relating to the private land claim of John C. 
Cofield—to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Papers relating to the claim of John Hefflebower, 
of Washington County, Maryland—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NELSON: The petition of P. C. Schmidt, jr., and others, rela- 
tive to the Red Lake Indian reservation—to the Committee on Indian 

Also, the petition of citizens of Minnesota, for a mail-route—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, the resolutions adopted by the Saint Paul Chamber of Com- 
merce, relative to American pork in foreign countries—to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. NUTTING: The petition of J. L. D. Kimball and others, for 
a tobacco-rebate appropriation—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. POTTER: Papers relating to the claim of Samuel Schiffor— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. REESE: The petition of Thomas J. Miller and others, and 
of Smith & Crane and others, for a tobacco-rebate appropriation—to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. RICE: The petition of Learned, Newton & Co. and others, 
for a tobacco-rebate gig nyse the same committee. 

By Mr. SCALES: The petition of Barclay D. Borden and others, for 
the payment of the French spoliation claims—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. ` 

By Mr. STOCKSLAGER: Paper of Capt. W. B. Carter, relating to 
the improvement of the Mississippi River—to the Committee on Levees 
and Improvements of the Mississippi River. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: The petition of 51 citizens of Illinois, pray- 
ing that a pension be granted to Joseph Manis—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. . 

By Mr. TUCKER: Papers relating to the claim of Martha Webb— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TULLY: The petition of citizens of California, for the estab- 
lishment of a United States district court in the city of Los Angeles, 
Cal.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Los Angeles, Cal., for the erection 
of a public building in that city—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

y Mr. VALENTINE: The petition of Teachers’ Institute of Hall 
County, Nebraska, transmitting resolutions relative to the disposition 
of schools funds—to the Committee on Education. 
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By Mr. WHITING: The petition of G. L. Leomis and others, for a 
tobacco-rebate appropriatiom—to the Committee on L Appro iations. 

By Lir. JAMES WILSON: The petition of S. D. eld, for relief— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, January 19, 1884. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m., and was called to order by Hon. S. 
S. Cox, of New York, asS er pro tempore. Prayer by the Chaplain, 
Rey. JoHN 8. LINDSAY, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that this day has 
been set apart for general debate only, no other business to be trans- 
acted. 


FITZ-JOHN PORTER. 


Mr. SLOCUM. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, for the purpose of resum- 
ing the consideration of the bill (H. R. 1015) for the relief of Fitz-John 
Porter. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair, and proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 1015) for the relief of Fitz-John Porter. 

The CHAIRMAN. This day has been set apart for general debate 
on as nding bill, and the Chair recognizes the gentleman from Michi- 
gan 


r, CUTCHEON J. : 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, I desire the attention of the House 
for a short time while I present, as briefly as I may, the reasons why, as a 
member of the Committee on Military Affairs, I have not felt that I could 
join in the majority reportin this case, and the reasons why I feel impelled 
to join in the minority report. It would be much pleasanter, it would 
be much more soothing to one’s feelings, to vote for this bill than to feel 
obliged to condemn the beneficiary in this case, Fitz-John Porter, to the 
longer continuance of the stigma which has been affixed to his name for 
now twenty-two years. But it often happens that the path of duty is 
not a pleasant one; it often happens that we are obliged by our convic- 
tions and sense of duty to do that which it would be pleasanter for us 
to leave undone. The old maxim, tempora mutantur in ilis mutamur, 
applies in this case. The times have changed, and in them have we 

, since Fitz-John Porter stood at the bar of that court-martial 
which assembled in this city twenty-two years ago to receive at their 
hands the verdict of his countrymen. We have drifted away from the 
stern realities of that dreadful period of war into a period of profound 
peace, and it is a universal attribute of human nature that the further 
we get away from unpleasant affairs of this kind, the’stronger becomes 
the sway of sympathy and the weaker become the dictates of reason; 
and such has been the fact in regard to this case. 

The appeal which was made to us yesterday by the honorable gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. SLocum] was most strongly based on sym- 
pathy for the condemned man, sympathy founded upon a life-lo: 
friendship for him, a friendship that had been earned and perpetua 
in camp and field. But, Mr. Chairman, it is not for this House, sitting 
in this case at least as an august tribunal to try the merits of this case, 
to be swayed by the dictates of sympathy. 

1 feel, sir, that it is an embarrassing position to stand here in the face 
of this majority report, in the face of the opinions of military men so 
distinguished as those I find in the majority, the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. ROSECRANS] and the gentleman from New York [Mr. SLO- 
cum], gentlemen who have commanded armies and army corps, to differ 
from them in regard toa military matter. But I remember, sir, that the 
principal question here ® not a matter of military strategy; it is a 
quesion of the weighing and sifting of facts, and to that occupation for 
twenty years I have devoted my life. Therefore with the less em- 
barrassment I stand here to argue this question. 

But I remember, Mr. Chairman, when we sit as judges, as we do in 
this case, where a man stands before us on trial for his reputation, that 
we, each of us, must judge for himself and not for another, and we must 
each of us be governed by his own convictions, and not by the convic- 
tions of another. 

The history of this case has been already sufficiently stated to the 
House—how that in the month of December, 1862, the court-martial 
was convened in this city for the trial of Fitz-John Porter on two 
charges: first, of insubordination in disobeying the legitimate orders of 
his superior officer; and second, misbehavior in the presence of the ene- 
my. by not coming to the succor of his comrades on the field, being at 
the time within the sound of battle at that time raging on his right. 
These two charges had each specifications, the first five and the second 
four; but as the last two ifications of the first charge were not sus- 
tained, and the fourth specification of the second charge was withdrawn, 
we may say there were but two charges, and three specifications under 


each. The specifications under the first charge were disobedience to 
three several and consecutive orders, issued by his co! ing officer, 
General Pope. Upon each of these two charges he was found guilty, 
and upon each of specifications under the first and second charges— 
I mean the first three under each he was found guilty. It 
would have been sufficient if he had been found guilty of but one 
charge; it would have been sufficientif he had been found guilty of but 
one specification under each charge, it would have been sufficient if he 
had been found guilty of but one specification underone of the charges; 
but, Mr. Chairman, he was found guilty by that augusttribunal under . 
three specifications of the first charge and under three specifications of 
the second charge. 

The findings of the court were approved by the President of the United 
States, and this memorable case passed into history as res adjudicata; 
and for twenty years—twenty-two years indeed—it has stood before the 
American people and the world as a settled fact upon the judgment of 
a regularly constituted court-martial, the most august that ever con- 
vened upon the American continent; it has stood, I say, as the deliber- 
ate judgment of the court that Fitz-John Porter was a guilty man. 

After the lapse of fifteen years, when many of the men who had borne 


‘an active part in that era and in the transactions that then cccurred 


had passed away from this life and their lips were sealed in the grave, 
when the memorable events of the 27th, 28th, and 29th of August, 1862, 
had become dimmed with the lapse of years, then a board of review is 
convened, to take into consideration the evidence presented before the 
court-martial in conjunction with such othet evidence as might be pre- 
sented before them, to advise the President as to what should be his 
proper course in to this case. This board, Mr. Chairman, was 
a mere advisory beard. Their findings had no force in law. It could 
bind neither the President nor any one else, and when presented to the 
President, had so little effect upon his mind that he made no recom- 
mendation to the Congress then in session in regard to the disposal of 
the case, but simply submitted to them the evidence taken. 

The report of the Committee upon Military Affairs now submitted 
to this House is based entirely and solely upon the findings of the 
Schofield board. The committee have neither undertaken to prosecute, 
nor have they in fact prosecuted inquiries upon their own behalf upon 
the merits of the case; but, on the contrary, at the first informal meet- 
ing of the committee a report which had been prepared before the 
committee was called together was presented to them, a report based 
entirely upon the jreport of the Schofield board, without investigation 
or thought or deliberation upon their own account. The report of the 
advisory board as I say is made the basis of this report for the action 
and consideration of this House, upon which we are asked to reverse 
and nuNify the solemn judgment of the most august military court 
that ever convened upon this continent. And now, Mr. i 
this Congress, a purely legislative body under the Constitution, is asked 
to constitute itself a judicial tribunal, a court of last resort, a court of 
supreme review, to reverse, to nullify, to set aside the judgment and 
findings of the court-martial and the approval of the President of the 
United States who fell beneath the assassin’s shot, and restore Fitz-John 
Porter to the rolls of the American Army from which he had been cash- 
iered’in disgrace. I say, Mr. Chairman, that this proposition is antag- 
onistic to the very spirit of the Constitution and of our institutions, 

When the fathers of this Republic laid the foundations of this Con- 
stitution they divided the powers of the Government into three separ-. 
ate and distinct d: ents. First, the legislative, to make the laws; 
second, the judicial, to interpret the laws; and third, the executive, to 
enforce the laws. To the judicial department alone belongs the power 
to determine the facts and the law in every case; and when the legis- 
lative branch of the Government shall pass over from its proper domain 
into that of the judicial and usurp the judicial functions, when it 
shall sit in review and judgment upon the findings of the highest mili- 
tary court that could be convened, I say the proposition is one of usur- 
pation, It isa proposition which involves an absolute revolution in 
the character of the Government itself. The findings of judicial tribu- 
nals must be respected, or there is no safety whatever for our Govern- 
ment. How can you stand safely unless we stand securely within the 
limits of the Constitution and the powers that have been vested in the 
several branchesof this Government? 

Courts-martial, Mr. Chairman, have been recognized under our Gov- 
ernment as a legitimate and necessary part of the judicial system. A 
court-martial has power over the reputation, over the liberty, ay, 
power over the very life of the individual. Their judgments and find- 
ings are binding and as irreversible as the judgment of the supreme 
judicial tribunal of this land. The legislature has the power in this 
case to pass this act, but the exercise of that power would be usurpa- 
tion of the functions of the judicial branch of the Government. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the special point to which I desire to ask your 
attention for a few minutes is the character of these tribunals; first 
the court-martial, and second the Schofield board. There has been 
but one trial of this case. As admitted by my honorable friend from 
New York yesterday, there can be but one trial of it. From the judg- 
ment of that court-martial there is no appeal, becanse it is the highest 
court within its legitimate scope that the law provides. 

That court-martial was composed of nine distinguished generals, edu- 


cated in the military school, accustomed to arms and large operations 
upon the field; ample ju of the military situation, ample judges of 
the law and the facts of the case, and sitting as such tribunal, com- 
of such men as General Hunter and General Hitchcock, General 
icketts and General Rufus King, and General Prentiss and General 
James A. Garfield and General Slough; by the judgment and verdict 
of that court Fitz-John Porter was condemned. 

It was a full trial. That court sat the longest of any court-martial, 
so fur as my knowledge or reading goes, that ever assembled under the 
order of the President or the general-in-chief of the United States. 
For forty-five days they patiently investigated this case, and at the end 
of that period rendered their judgment. Every witness produced by 
the accused was examined. The time of the accused was in nowise 
curtailed. On yesterday the honorable gentleman from New York 
[Mr. SLocum] caused to be read in our hearing a letter from the Hon. 
Edwin M. Stanton, then Secretary of War, directing that the court 
should thereafter sit without regard to hours; and he asked us to draw 
from that the inference that Fitz-John Porter did not have an ample 
and full trial at the hands of that court. The gentleman from New 
York knows, or he ought to know, that that letter of Edwin M. Stan- 
ton was never read to the court until days after the evidence for the 
accused was all in and till the rebutting tesimony was nearly com- 
pleted, and if it had any effect at all, it was simply to curtail the tes- 
timony against Fitz-John Porter and not to curtail that for his de- 
fense. 

I say, then, it was a full trial; and I say furthermore it was a fair 
trial. When Fitz-John Porter was brought to the bar of the court and 
asked if he had any objection to the court, he replied most emphatically 
that he had none. And this leads me to remark upon another matter 
that was brought before us yesterday by the honorable gentleman from 
New York. That is, that one member of the court descended from the 
bench to become a witness on the stand, as he says, in a most material 
matter. It is true that at the request of the Judge-Advocate General, 
Judge Holt, of Kentucky, General Rufus King did take the stand and 
answer three questions as to the delivery of a certain order to him from 
General Porter on the 29th and any message he might have returned to 
General Porter thereupon. But when Fitz-John Porter declared he 
had no objection to the tribunal, he knew full well General Rufus Kin 
was a member of the court, and he knew well the relations of Gene 
King to the transactions of the 29th. And when in the beginning of 
the trial he saw fit to enter a protest against the calling of the court 
by the general-in-chief instead of the President, he said emphatically 
he had no objection to any single member of that court. Therefore I 
say this objection comes too late—aiter the testimony was all in and 
after the case was submitted to the court by his most able and eloquent 
counsel, Reverdy Johnson. In the very opening of his address Reverdy 
Johnson used the following language. I read from page 256 of the pro- 
ceedings of the court-martial: 

Your eminent official law adviser, who has conducted this prosecution calm! 
and fairly so far as on him depended and with that vigilance and energy whic! 
his duty demanded, himself in the recent , when momentous events hin 


on the great sway whi-h in his high post he bore, has trusted me, and has felt 
that his trust was in Nowise betrayed, 


Here, then, is an admission by the accused himself, in the first per- 
son singular, through the lips of his counsel, that he had received a 
calm and fair trial at the hands of the court. N 

It was therefore a full trial. It was also a fair trial. And, further- 
more, it was a lawful trial, finding, and judgment. This judgment, as 
I before said, became res adjudicata, binding upon évery department of 
this Government, legislative, executive, and judicial. Per contra, on 
the other hand, the Schofield board so called was a board created by 
no law. It bad no legal status. It was known to no law. It was re- 
sponsible tonolaw. If they took an oath, it was an extra-judicial oath. 
They had no authority to take an oath. They could take no binding 
oath. Their finding was an extra-judicial finding. It was merely per- 
sonal advice of three“amiable gentlemen to the President, which he 
did not see fit to adopt. The board had none of the power of a court. 
It could not compel the attendance of witnesses. It conld not admin- 
ister a valid oath. It could not enforce its processes by attachment for 
contempt. It could not prosecute a single witness for perjury if every 
word he uttered wasa lie from beginning toend. It had notonesingle 
attribute of a court, either to compel the attendance of witnesses, to 
swear them, to examine them, or topunish them. This was the char- 
acter of the tribunal, if we may call it a tribunal, upon whose report 
the Military Committee asks you to reverse the finding and the judg- 
ment of the court-martial. 

The whole proceeding, then, was coram non judice. To place the con- 
clusion of the board of review against the judgment of the court-mar- 
tial is to put a personal opinion that can bind no one whatever against 
a solemn decree that binds the whole world. 

The report of the board, farthermore—and I stand here to speak it ad- 
visedly—is the special plea of an advocate, and not a candid one at that. 
In a court of law it would be called a pettifogging report. It puts the 
worse for the better reason; it perverts facts, and it mistakes conclusions 
both of fact and of law. 

It may be possible that at some remote period some of the gentlemen 
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composing that board had been o to Fitz-John Porter; but if 
they ever had been, they had gotten bravely over it, in my opinion, be- 
fore they ever looked into the evidence in the case. At all events, this 
report exhibits the zeal of converts to a cause, who resort to extrava- 
gance of statement perhaps to justify their change of opinion. 

The next point in regard to which I wish to make a statement is the 
long letter which has been read to us from that most eminent military 
authority, that great statesman, General Grant. I permit no man in 
this House or elsewhere to go before me in my appreciation and recog- 
nition of that great leader of our armies. 

But I can not forget that for eight long years General Grant sat in 
the Presidential chair at the other end of the Avenue; and I can not 
forget that during those eight long years Fitz-John Porter stood knock- 
ing, in season and out of season, at the door of the White House, asking 
General U. 8. Grant to take his case under consideration and reopen it 
and permit him a new hearing. And I can not forget either that Gen- 
eral Grant, both in 1869 and again in 1874, said that he had caretully 
considered the papers submitted to him by General Fitz-John Porter, 
and that he was not prepared, upon the papers submitted, to grant the 
review asked. 

I know not what reasons may have actuated General Grant, three years 
after the report of the board of review was submitted to the whole 
American public, to reverse and change his decision, to which he had 
adhered for almost twenty years. But it would seem that in the per- 
formance of his duty as President, if he was ever to grant this rehear- 
ing at all, if he was ever to change his opinion, it should have been 
when called upon in his official capacity as the leading citizen of Amer- 
ica to do justice to one of the most brilliant officers of the American 
Army. We must presume, or else hold General Grant recreant to the 
high trust reposed in him, that he did give the papers submitted to 
him the most careful and searching investigation. Under these cir- 
cumstances the opinion of General Grant can not haye that influence 
upon my mind that it otherwise would andshould have. There is an- 
other thing. Soon after his conversion General Grant saw fit to write 
and print in the North American Review an article entitled, I believe, 
“An undeserved stigma.” In that article, a copy of which I hold in 
my hand, he also saw fit to print a diagram of what he claimed to be 
the situation of affairs at Manassas on the 29th of August, 1862, 

I ask geatlemen of this House, I ask every one, to take that diagram 
and lay it down side by side with any map of the battlefield of the 
29th of August, 1862, that ever has been made or ever can be made, 
and then tell me whether or not this diagram is not false in fact and 
misleading in effect. There was nosituation upon that battlefield from 
the beginning to the end of that dreadful contest which could by any 
possibility be represented by the diagram which General Grant pub- 
lished in the North American Review. 

When the evidence was all in before the court-martial and the case 
closed upon both sides, and nothing remained but the summing up, 
Poster asked four days for his distinguished counsel to prepare his case, 
and the last minute he asked was granted him. 

_ Reverdy Johnson took four days in which to prepare that masterly 
argument which never has been surpassed in the entire history of this 


case. 

Again, it is urged in the report of the majority that the report of the 
Schofield board was a unanimous report, while we shall never be able 
to know how the court-martial stood or that it was not a five-to-four 
verdict or finding. Now, Mr. Chairman, if we are not able to say that 
it was a unanimous report (which we have every reason in the world to 
believe that it was), we certainly are not able to say that it was not a 
unanimous report. At all events it was the solemn decree of the court, 
and it carried with it the full weight and force of the entire. tribunal. 

This brings us back to consider the report of the board of review 
upon its merits and to state the reasons why the findings of the court 
should not be reversed. Let me recapitulate. 

In the first place, the eminent character of the generals composing 
that court, their ability to comprehend the situation and to judge both 
of the facts and of the military law applicablg to the facts. 

Second. Its complete judicial powers, which the second board had 
not. 

Third. Its superior means of investigation, being a court armed with 
all the panoply of a court, the power to compel the attendance of wit- 
nesses, to administer judicial oaths, to attach for contempt, and to pros- 
ecute for perjury. 

The fourth reason why that finding ought not to be disturbed is, that 
at that time all these events were but three months old; the facts were 
all fresh in the memory of the witnesses. 

The fifth reason is the danger of the legislative power usurping the 
functions and trespassing upon the domain of the judicial departments. 

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, on the 27th of August, 1862, Fitz- 
John Porter entered Warrenten Junction, Va., at the head of the most 
magnificent army corps in the American Army, composed of Sykes’s reg- 
ulars and Porter’s old division under Morell. Porter himself wasthe 
“ consummate flower” and prideof thatarmy. On that27th August no 

eral of our Army had behind him a more brilliant record or before 
im more flattering prospects of a splendid future, Educated by the 
nation at its Military Academy, and graduating in 1845, he commenced 


CONGRESSIONAL 


1884. 


RECORD—HOUSE. 495 


his active military career as lieutenant of artillery in the Mexican war, 
and on more than one field distinguished himself for his gallantry. 
Five years at West Point as instructor gave breadth to his military train- 
ing, so that when the civil war broke out few men were better qualified 
to render greater service to his country. 

I do not forget his distinguished service in organizing the Pennsylva- 
nia levies nor his success in bringing order out of confusion in front of 
this capital. This service was recognized by the Government in ap- 
pointing him colonel in the regular Army and brigadier-general of vol- 
unteers, As such he went to the Peninsula. There again he demon- 
strated great capacity for service and great activity and zeal as a sol- 
dier. I permit no man to go before me in appreciation or in acknowl- 
edgment of his eminent abilities or his soldierly qualities in that Pen- 
insular campaign. McClellan declared that Porter was ‘‘ magnificent” 
at Hanover Court House; and history has not failed to record how val- 
iantly he stemmed the tide of battle at Mechanicsville on the 26th of 
June nor how nobly his Fifth Corps nded to his command on the 
27th at Gaines’s Mill. At Malvern Hill, on July 1, he held the post 
of honor and of danger on the Federal left, and with his back to the 
river, together with the other Union generals, he stood like a rock, 
while wave after wave of living yalor beat and broke and were hurled 
back from his front in rout and ruin. 

For his services in this campaign President Lincoln, unsolicited, 
made him a major-general of volunteers and a brevet brigadier-general 
in the regular Army. But the Peninsular campaign was ended. Mce- 
Clellan, with a discouraged arty, hovered on the banks of the James 
at Harrison’s Landing, while a small army hastily gathered from vari- 
ous commands interposed between the victorious rebel army and the 
national capital. 

To the command of this Army of Virginia was called Maj. Gen. John 
Pope, a graduate of West Point, a veteran of the Mexican war, where 
he distinguished himself for gallantry, and who had conducted the vic- 
torious campaign at Island 10, and rendered good service under Halleck 
at Corinth. Unfortunately he commenced his campaign with his fa- 
mous ‘‘ headquarters-in-the-saddle order,” which was regarded as a taunt 
to the whole Army of the Potomac, a reflection upon McClellan, and an 
insult to the leading generals of that army, including General Porter. 
Pope was three years the senior of Porter at West Point, and seems to have 
been both personally and officially in the highest degree odious to Porter. 

Unexpectedly the latter found himself transferred from the command 
of McClellan, whom he loved and in whose military genius he had 
implicit confidence, to the command of Pope, for whom he had contempt, 
if not actual hatred. Porter, beyond doubt, conceived himself to be 
Pope’s superior in cverything but rank. 

It seems certain, too, that Porter’s head was a little turned by his 
rapid and great promotion. 

Every dispatch to Burnside shows how anxious was Porter to be away 
from Pope and once more with McClellan. It is only in the light of 
this contempt of Pope that Porter’s acts from the 27th to the 3Uth of 
August can be truthfully interpreted. 

It is claimed that this animus of Porter is immaterial; but the animus 
is the very essence of crime. 7 

It makes all the difference between the bungling and incapable im- 
becile and the brilliant and capable but insubordinate leader. 

And so it comes that we are to judge Porter by himself; and by so 
much as we know him to have been energetic, dashing, and brave bė- 
fore, by so much are we to measure the greatness of his crime, when 
for one long day he lay with his magnificent corps under the shade of 
the Manassas trees, two and one-half miles from the front- of his col- 
umns, while the thunder of the guns of Groveton beat continuously in 
his ears, calling him to the field of danger and of glory, where his coun- 
try’s cause hung in the fluctuating scales of battle, almost without 
firing a single shot to check the advance of the columns of the enemy 
then pressing across his front to strike and crush his devoted comrades 
in arms. [Applause. ] 

There above the sulphurous smoke of that bloody field towered the 
majestic specter of America, calling through the bellowing of the guns 
tt Fitz-John Porter, this way!’ but Porter thought it was the voice of 
Jolin Pope that called, and so he continued to lie in the shade at Bethle- 
hem church, two and one-half miles from the front of his own column. 
(Applause. ] 

Now, what was the situation on this 27th day of August, 1862? Mc- 
Clellan beaten, driven back under the banks of the James River, Pope 
with the hastily gathered army of Banks and Sigel and McDowell, 
scarcely yet amalgamated, interposing between Washington and the 
victorious cohorts of the enemy. Jackson, the most dashing, enter- 
prising, and brilliant of all the confederate leaders, was taken from the 
front of Richmond and hurled upon Pope’s column. The Army of the 
Potomac divided, one half still at Fredericksburg or at Alexandria— 
thirty thoufand under Fravklin and the other half scattered between 
Alexandria and the Rappahannock. Lee with the rest of the body of 
the confederate armies hastening to throw himself upon Pope before he 
could be re-enforced by McClellan. 

If there ever was a time, Mr. Chairman, when a man’s country called 
to him; if there ever was a time when the life of this Republic hung 
trembling in the scales of destiny, it was when Fitz-John Porter joined 


the columns of Pope at Warrenton Junction on the 27th day of August, 
1862. If there ever was a time when a military leader had need to feel 
the pulse of every subordinate officer beat in unison with his own; if 
there ever was a time when a military commander had need to feel that 
every general in his army would spring at his command asa rin 
battle answers to the spur of his rider, that day was the 27th of Au 
1862, when Jackson was already at Manassas with twenty-five thousand 
men between Pope and his base of supplies. That day Fitz-John Porter 
joined his new command, And what was his first act? What was his 
very firstact? It was to write a sneering, depreciating dispatch to Gen- 
eral Burnside at Falmouth, detracting not only from the military abil- 
ity, but also from the personal character of his new commander. His 
very soul was impregnated with contempt for General Pope. He came 
under him reluctantly. He came regrettingly. He came under him 
insubordinately. His first act was to sit down and pen an insubordi- 
uate dispatch, which he sent by wire, to General Burnside. 

The evening before—the evening of the 26th—Stonewall Jackson, 
marching more than thirty milesin a day, had thrown himself through 
Thoroughfare Gap and upon Pope’s line of communication at Bristoe 
Station. At first Pope supposeq it was a mere cavalry raid of a regi- 
ment or two, and he sent a regiment of infantry on flat cars to Bristoe 
Station. They found an army corps of infantry there, and came back. 
The next morning—the morning of the 27th—he sent “‘ Fighting Joe 
Hooker,’’ of Heintzelman’s corps, with his division, to learn what the 
matter was. Hooker marched, as he always marched, with prompti- 
tude and with vigor [applause], and by noon was in the presence of the 
enemy at Bristoe Station. That afternoon along the banks of Kettle 
Run raged the battle forthe Union. Hooker, withasingle division, was 
pitted against an army corps of twenty-five thousand men, and he fought 
until three hundred of his number lay bleeding and dead on that field 
and until his men had not five rounds to the man in their cartridge- 
boxes. Hooker reported to Pope that his corps was out of ammunition, 
and then, at 8.30 on the nightof the 27th of August, General Pope sent 
that order back to Fitz-John Porter at Warrenton to march at 1 o'clock 
in the morning and be at Bristoe Station at daylight. In order that 
there should be no mistake he repeated in that order, “‘It is important 
on all accounts that you should be here by daylight.” He did not dare 
to say, when the woods were fall of rebel soldiers—he did not dare to 
say, when Jackson’s troopers were on every hand—*‘ You must hasten 
to the front, because Hooker is out of ammunition,’’ because if he had 
said that and his dispatch had fallen into the hands of Jackson’s troop- 
ers Jackson would have turned on Hooker and in the morning Hooker’s 
division would have ceased to be. It would have been annihilated then 
and there. Therefore, instead of saying to Porter in express words, 
‘t Hooker is out of ammunition,” he ‘repeats, ‘‘It is important on all 
accounts you should be here by daylight.’’ 

Mr. BAYNE. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt him ? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I beg not to be interrupted. 

Mr. BAYNE. Very well. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I will yield to a question. 

Mr. BAYNE. Did General Pope himself know the fact that Hooker 
was out of ammunition? : 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I think he did. 

Mr. BAYNE. When he wrote that order? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. He sent another dispatch to General Porter, he 
swears, at daylight in the morning, announcing that fact. He sent it 
by special messenger to General Porter. ~ 

Mr. BAYNE. I wish to ask another question.. Did not General 
Pope himself swear before the original court-martial he was apprised 
of the fact that Mooker’s ammunition was exhausted at dark? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I think not. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. He did. : 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The order to Porter to advance was at 8.30, and 
Pope assigns that as the reason; and Heintzelman was put on the stand 
to verify it by swearing to it, that Hooker’s division was practically 
out of ammunition. 

Mr. BAYNE. I will show whether he was so informed or not. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. When a general commanding an army sends an 
order to march at 1 o’clock at night it means something; and when he 
says further, ‘‘It is important on all accounts you should be kere by 
daylight,” it means something. When Porter received that order he 
had but one duty, and that was, the moment he received it, to put 
himself in the situation to obey it. There is a discretion vested in 
a corps commander out of the presence of the general commanding, but 
that discretion is ordinarily not to doless than he has been commanded, 
but to do more. It seems to me if I had stood there at Warrenton and 
had received an order to march at 1 o’clock at night I would have set 
myself at work at once to have fires built on the banks of the stream 
that there might be light for the crossing and to have cavalry dis- 
tributed along the road to prevent intrusion. But what did he do? 

Mr. ROSECRANS. I desire to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. In order to impress this House fully with the 
value of your argument you insist that the animus of General Porter is 
exhibited by his failing to promptly move at 1 o’clock, the time speci- 
fied in the order. Now will you state whether or not General Kearny 
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did not receive an order to march (two. hours after the order to which 
you refer in General Porter’s case was received to move) at the blush of 
dawn and to be there as soon in the morning as possible? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I apprehend, sir, that that has no possible bear- 
ing whatever upon this question of General Porter’s disobedience. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. My desire is that the committee may have the 
opportunity of judging clearly as to the value of your argument in its 
bearing in this case. I therefore ask you to answer my question. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I prefer not to be diverted from the course of my 
argument. Iam commenting now, if the gentleman from California 
will permit me, upon one of these special orders and not the other. 
Mr. ROSECRANS. You decline to answer my question? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The gentleman can answer the question which 
he propounds himself when he chooses to take the floor upon this ques- 


tion. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. No; now is the time for the House to receive 
this information. Itis necessary to the strength of your argument that 
General Porter’s should be an exceptional case. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I decline to yield to the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia. I prefer not to be interrupted at this time. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, thesimple question with which we have to dealin 
this connection is whether General Porter did or did not obey the order. 
The first question is, did hereceivethe order; and secondly, did he obey 
it? The first question is, did he march? No, hedid not. That he re- 
ceived the order is unquestioned. Was he justified in not obeying the 
order and not marching? The answer to that question depends upon 
circumstances. ‘Two reasons have been alleged why he did not obey 
the order. The first reason given was that the night was very dark, 
and secondly that the roads were very bad. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have observed throughout the length and 
breadth of this case a very singular fact, that one rule is laid down for 
the Union officers, and another and altogether different rule for the 
officers of the confederate army. General Porter could not march, it 
is alleged, because the night was too dark; but the facts of the case are 
that Stonewall Jackson marched with his forces irom Manassas Junc- 
tion to Centreville after dark that very night, his whole corps having 
moved fromone point totheother. Notonly wasthat the case, but Gen- 
eral Reno marched that night; notonly that, but General Lee marched 
that night. But, no, this most brilliant leader of the Union armies, Fitz- 
John Porter, could not march, notwithstanding other forcescould march, 
beecaus it was too dark. aby ee Chairman, I havehad myself some lit- 
tle experience in night ing. Scarcely ninety days atter these very 
occurrences it was my fortune to be in charge of the rear guard of the 
Army of the Potomac on its movement from White Sulphur Springs to 
Bealeton Station. We had been stationed at or near the White Sulphur 
Springs, and remained until 90’clock at night, as black a night as ever 
fell upon the continent, and in the night we marched from White Sul- 
phur Springs to Bealeton Station, and went into camp in the midst of 
a drenching rain at 1 o’clock in the morning. There may be, and I 
know there are, on this floor gentlemen who are familiar with the move- 
ment of the army which took place from Bean Station in Tennessee to 
Blain’s Cross-Roads during the winter of 1863. On as black a nightas 
ever lowered over an army, the Twenty-third and the Ninth Army Corps 
fell back from Bean Station to Blain’s Cross-Roads, marching through 
the midst of the darkness and crossing several deep fords. When we 
came to cross Flint Creek, we found that the bridges were gone, and 
fires were built on either bank of the river to light the army across in 
its movements. Did Fitz-John Porter make any effort to move his 
force in obedience to the order he received? Did hé have fires built 
to light the fords, to enable him to cross thestreamsin his front? Did 
he make any effort whatever in this direction? None whatever. He 
built no fires; he sent no guides to point out the roads; but he remained 
passive until it was too late. He calls together Sykes and Morell and 
Griffin and the rest of his officers to confer with them upon the sub- 
ject. ‘‘ Well,” says Sykes, ‘‘it is a very dark night.” Says Morell, 
‘I guess there are wagons in the road.” ‘‘ Very well,” says Porter, 
‘then we will postpone the movement until 3 o’clock. I shall not 
order the march at 1 in obedience to the orders, but I will wait until 
3.” Now, the board of review say that there is proof taken to demon- 
strate that it was absolutely and physically impossible for General Por- 
ter to march that night. I sayitisnottrue. It is true that the testi- 
mony upon this point is conflicting. Some of the witnesses say it was 
a starlight night, but partly clouded over by midnight, and commenced 
to rain. But John Popeslept at Bristoe Station that night with noth- 
ing but his blanket to protect him from the rain. 

There was not enough rain to lay the dust, because the next day 
when General Ricketts fell back from Thoroughfare Gap we are told 
his troops were smothered with the dust. He could have marched. 
Porter ought to have marched. He was informed*it was important on 
all accounts he should march. And he did not march. 

Now, I propose to concede that if this had been away from the pres- 
ence of the enemy or in time of peace, there would have been vested 
in a corps commander, under such circumstances, a discretion to vary 
the order to a certain extent. But under these circumstances, in the 
vi of the enemy, when he knew Hooker was fighting an un- 
equal fight at Bristoe; when he knew that Pope’s communications were 


interrupted with his base of supplies; when he knew a engage- 
ment was imminent on the morrow, it was his duty rather to have ex- 
ceeded than to have fallen short of the command. 

But we are told there were wagonson the road. Why, sir, Fitz-John 
Porter’s own witness, Captain Fifield, one of his own aids, swears that 
with one hundred and fifty men he could have cleared the road; and 
further than that, there is evidence by Colonel Clary, the chief quarter- 
master, that from 1 o’clock till daylight there were hardly any wagons 
on the road; that they were not on the road to exceed three miles. At 
all events, McDowell’s wagons were going into park in rear of Warren- 
ton and Hooker’s wagons were going into park. If Fitz-John Porter 
had marched according to orders the road wou'd have been cleared. He 
saw fit to wait till daylight. At daylight Hooker’s and McDowell’s 
wagons were on the road, and the road was obstructed to some extent. 
But if Porter had marched according to the order the wagons would 
not have been there. 

Bat, Mr. Chairman, if this act had been an isolated act, unconnected 
with the manifest animus of General Porter, unconnected with the sub- 
sequent events which occurred on the 29th, it would have been much 
less significant, and perhaps the position taken by one of the honorable 
gentlemen yesterday that he would have been deserving scarcely more 
than a verbal reprimand might have some place; but it was Rot an 
isolated instance; it was not disconnected with an animusasagainst Pope. 
We must interpret this act in the light of all his proceedings. When 
Capt. Drake De Kay brought him the order to move at 1 o'clock, what 
was his conduct? Did he send for his orderlies? Did he send for his 
cavalry and direct them to mount and ride? No. He said, “We will 
turn in and march at 3 o'clock in the morning;’’ but, according to 
Sykes’s testimony, as a matter of fact he did not get on the road till 
broad daylight. 

I pass on now to speak of the events of the 29th; and the events of 
the 29th constitute the gravamen of this whole charge. There is alleged 
disobedience of three several and consecutive orders. But there is one 
order that is not counted upon in the charges, and yet in the light of 
which all the subsequent orders are to be interpreted. At half past 5 
o’clock on the morning of the 29th August General Porter received the 
following order: 

Near BULL Roun, August 29, 1862—3 a. m. 

I read from page 145 of the proceedings of the court-martial— 

Major-General PORTER : = 
GENERAL: McDowell has intercepted the retreat of Jackson— 

That is, got between him and Thoroughfare Gap— 

Sigel is immediately on the right of McDowell. Kearny and Hooker marched 
to attack the enemy’s rear at early dawn. r-General Pope directs you to 
move upon Centreville at the first dawn of day with your whole command, 
leaving your trains to follow. It is very important that you should be here at 
a very early hour in the morning. A severe engagement is likely to take place 
and your presence is necessary. 

Mr. CALKINS. At what time did Porter receive that order? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. He received that order at 5.30 in the morning, 
but he did not march to Centreville because it was countermanded; 
but this order is significant for the information it gives that a general 
engagement was imminent and it was exceedingly important that Por- 
ter should march with promptitude. f 

General Porter put hiscommand in motion; he got on the road at half 
past 7. How did he occupy himself in the mean time? Did heinform 
General Pope of his circumstances? Did he inform him of his disposi- 
tion to comply with the order, or, in view of the urgency, say, “‘With 
my whole command I will move immediately?” No, sir. At6 o'clock 
we find him in his tent writing one of his sneering, fault-finding, in- 
subordinate dispatches to General Burnside. We find him occupying 
his time, when he should have been on the road, writing these insubbr- 
dinate dispatches. : 

A MEMBER. Was that order sent to General Porter? 

Mr. CUTGHEON. It was sent and received and he commenced his 
march in pursuance of it. When the head of his column was nearing 
Bull Run, and had nearly reached Blackburn’s Ford, and when the 
head of General Morell’s division reached Manassas Junction, another 
order overtook him from his commanding officer. 

Mr. HORR. This is all on the morning of the 29th? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Yes, sir. 

This second order will be found on page 29 of the proceedings of the 
court-martial. It is as follows: 

Push forward with your corps and King’s division, which you will take with 
ph upon Gainesville. Lam following the enemy down the Warrenton turnpike, 

expeditious, or we will lose much. 

The first order in the morning wasof the same urgent character, say- 
ing that a general engagement was imminent and that he was needed 
early in the morning. The second order is to ‘‘ push forward;’’ it did 
not say ‘‘drag along,” it did not say “hobble along;’? it*said “push 
forward with your corps and King’s division upon Gainesville, and be 
expeditious.” 

When that order reached General Porter he was at Manassas Junc- 
tion, where the head of Morell’s division then rested. Morell put the 
head of his column up the Gainesville road, which branches immedi- 
ately at Manassas Junction. Porter ought to have been upon the road 
at 9 o’clock, but we have no evidence, so far as I have been able to dis- 
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cover, in the record that he started precisely at that or any other hour, 
although he says he moved immediately. 

Three miles from Manassas Junctionis Dawkin’s Branch. Wedonot 
know exactly at what time the head of Porter’s column, Morell in 
advance and Sykes following, reached Dawkin’s Branch, but it seems 
to me that under such an urgent order as this an hour ought to have 
been at least sufficient to have gone three miles over a marching 
road. If an hour was the time, then he reached Dawkin’s Branch at 
10.30 at the latest. 

Up to this hour General McDowell had assumed no command over 
General Porter. M ell was in the rear with King’s division; Rick- 
etts’s division, having fallen back during the night, lay betwee 
nassas Junction and Bristoe Station, and were ordered to follow King. 

As Morell’s division descended the declivity of the hill to Dawkin’s 
Braack, opposite Hampton Cole house hill, they met a single mounted 
horseman, a Union soldier. They halted him and asked him where he 
was from. He said he was from Gainesville direct. They asked him 
what news there was from the front. He said that the enemy’s skir- 
mishers to the number of about four hundred had entered Gainesville. 
This man had just come over the very road over which Porter was to 
march—had just come over the whole length of it. The road was then 
clear; a single unattended horseman had come over it from end to end 
unmolested. Gainesville was Porter’s objective point, and all he had 
to do was simply to march right on. When they reached the flat be- 
low Dawkin’s Branch they got a single shot from somebody in the 
woods. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BAYNE. I hope unanimous consent will be given to the gen- 
tleman to proceed with his argument. I will ask the gentleman how 
much more time he wants? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I will finish as expeditiously as possible; I will 
abbreviate as much as possible. 

Mr. CALKINS. Do not abbreviate too much. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to extending the time of the 
gentleman from Michigan? 

Mr. COSGROVE. I object to an unlimited extension. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman state what additional time 
he desires ? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I will try, if required, to close in fifteen minutes. 

Mr. LONG. Say half an hour. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I would prefer to have thirty minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks thirty minutes’ additional 
time. Is there objection? 

Mr. HENLEY. Ido not know how many members desire to speak 
on this question. Of course if there is abundance of time during the 
day there will be no objection. How much time has the gentleman 
already had? 

The CHAIRMAN. He has had one hour. 

Mr. HENLEY. I think that is enough; I object. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. As one of the members of the minority of the 
committee, making the minority report, I desire to read a portion of 
the testimony that forms the basis of that report. As this whole day 
is te be devoted to this subject, I desire to have thirty mmutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair understands there is no objection to 
the gentleman having fifteen minutes more. 

Mr. HENLEY. I withdraw theobjection. I do not wish myself to 
speak on the subject, but there are others who desire to 

Mr. BAYNE. I understand that the objection to allowing thirty 
minutes more to the gentleman is withdrawn. I hope no objettion will 
be made, especially as the gentleman now on the floor is a member of 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and one of the two who signed the 
views of the minority. I hope no objection will be made to his having 
thirty minutes more. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection, and the gentle- 
man will proceed. F 

Mr. BAYNE. Now, with the leave of the gentleman, I desire to ask 
‘him one question. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Certainly. 

Mr. BAYNE. Will the gentleman state in what consisted the vio- 
lation of the joint order? ; 

Mr. CALKINS. One moment at this point. I do not want the 
continuity of the argument of the gentleman spoiled. He is now at 
Dawkin’s Branch, and the joint order does not come in there. 

Mr. BAYNE. Yes; it comes in right there. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. We are now at Dawkin’s Branch, at 10.30 in the 
morning, with a single horseman riding unattended over the road from 
Gainesville. Then a single shot was heard from the front. The skir- 
mishers were deployed, pushed up to the woods, and a little desultory 
-skirmishing ensued. ‘ 

How the time from half past 10 to 12 o’clock was employed we do 
not know; but then was the time of all times, it seems to me, the col- 
umn should have been pushed forward to occupy Hampton Cole house 
hill, which was in a commanding position. 

The evidence in this case is conclusive that at that time there was no 
enemy in front except Rosser’s regiment of cavalry, belonging to Stu- 
zart’s division, That is the conclusive evidence in the case. But no 
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effort was made to push forward. At about half past 11 o'clock Me- 
Dowell comes to the front, having before been back in the rear with 
Kiug’s division, bringing with him what is known as the joint order to 
Generals Porter and McDowell, a duplicate of which Porter himself had 
just before received. The joint order in no way varies the separate or- 
der which Porter had before received. It was simply te continue their 
march. McDowell rode to the head. He had some conference with 


General Porter. They rode off to the right into the woods. Abouta 
third of a mile or perhaps a quarter of a mile to the right was the Ma- 
nassas Gap Railroad. Beyond the railroad was a cleared cornfield; be- 
yond that an undergrowth of pines. They rode out there. By that 
time the skirmishers had advanced te the edge of the woods. Th 
came back or part way back. They had some further conference. 
cloud of dust was seen rising beyond the tops of the trees in the direc- 
tion of the Warrenton pike. McDowell swears that Porter, standing 
there upon the crest of the hill, pointing with his hand above the tops 
of the trees, said: ‘‘ McDowell, we cannot go in there anywhere with- 
out having a fight.” Then McDowell made the reply referred to yes- 
terday by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE], ‘‘I understand 
that is what we are here for.” à 

But what was the fact of the case as testified by General Rosser, who + 
was then upon the ground, who was then commanding a regiment of 
General Stuart’s cavalry? General Rosser, as will be found on page 
1073 of the proceedings of the hoard of review, swears that that dust 
was made by his men attaching brush cut from the trees to the saddles 
of their horses and galloping up and down the road for four or five hours 
to raise a dust. That was the enemy that stopped General Porter’s 
corps i ten thousand men and thirty-six pieces of artillery. [Ap- 
plause. 

The very strategie position of that day, the key of that whole mili- 
tary situation, was Hampton Cole hill and Monroe hill, a third of a 
mile beyond, which lay directly in General Porter’s front.. All that 
he had to do was to move on. At that hour only Rosser was there, and 
once in position on the Cole hill or the Monroe hill his batteries could 
sweep the entire front. 

But we are told that even then Longstreet was arriving wifh his ad- 
vance. ‘General Buford tells us that on that morning, at 9 o’clock, 
seventeen regiments of infantry passed through Gainesville on the pike 
to Groveton where the battle was then raging. If they were there 
then, they passed directly down the pike to the front of the Union 
troops, which were there then confronting Jackson. They never turned 
off from that pike. 

But, Mr. Chairman, for one I do not believe in the faithfulness of 
that report. I think that Buford was mistaken as to the hour. Why 
do I believe it? We all know how difficult it is, after the lapse of time, 
to fix exact dates, as to the time of day, between sunrise and sundown. 
We can remember the dawning light; we can remember the gray of 
the morning; we can remember when the sun begins to set and shines 
with oblique rays in our eyes; but in that great arc between there is 
nothing to mark the status of the hour.. We know that at 10 o’clock 
on that morning General O. M. Poe (now in this city) with his brigade 
of Kearny’s division turned Jackson’s left and fell upon his trains. 
We know that Stuart was there with his cavalry and beat Poe back. 
We know that, after beating Poe back, Stuart moved with his cavalry 
five miles to a point a mile and a half beyond Gainesville at Hay- 
market; that there he met Longstreet and Lee at the head of Long- 
street’s column hastening to the battle-ground at Groveton; and Rosser 
tells us that they came in marching very hurriedly and straggling very 
badly. And we can well believe it; for Longstreet was one of those 
fellows that could march on a dark night, and he had fought half the 
night and marched a part of the rest. We know that after Stuart 
met Longstreet at Haymarket he passed his whole cavalry division 
through that column, which had to halt while he passed. We know 
that then he came back by Gainesville and went out on the Manassas 
road, where he discovered the approach of Porter from Manassas Junc- 
tion; and we know that he could not have passed from Jackson’s left 
at Sudley Springs a ee, = that conference with Lee and 
Longstreet, passed his division ugh, and got back again in anything 
joes than three hours. Ifhedid, then he did better aroki then any 
that was done on the Union side during those three days. 

We are able, therefore, to fix almost to an absolute certainty the hour 
of Longstreet’s arrival. The head of his column arrived upon that field 
at about 12 o’clock noon; and General Lee, who knew something about 
armies and tactics, said that it took him two hours and a half to de- 
ploy; and every man who has been upon a battlefield knows that 
twenty-five thousand men marching rapidly and straggling badly can 
not deploy in less than two hours and a half. 

It was then half past 2 o’clock before Longstreet’s forces were in line. 
McDowell left Porter at Dawkin’s Branch about 12 o'clock noon. Me- 
Dowell’s last words to Porter were, as they came back from their little 
excursion across the railroad, “‘ Porter, you put your corps in tkere, 
and I will go to the right and connect with Reynolds.’ Did he put his 
corps in there? Did he attempt to put his corps in there? Did he 
make even the feeblest attempt to put his corps in there? I will tell 
you how much of an attempt he made. He deployed Griffin’s brigade 
and Barnes's brigade; he brought up one battery on the right and 
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plantéd it on a crest, half a mile to the rear of the branch, and Water- 
man’s battery in an open field on the left of the road, a mile from 
the branch. He then ordered Morell to proceed to the right. Morell 
placed himself at the head of his ee and moved on to she sate 
thro undergrowth. They came to the railroad, a distance ef one- 
under a mile. They crossed the cornfield beyond, a distance of a 
quarter ofa mile. They entered a slight growth of pines which they 
there found, mere pine brush, and Griffin, who commanded the head 
brigade, says that it was reported to him they could not get through. 
He was asked if he wentto the front to examine orreconnoiter. Hesaid, 
“No.” Porter was two miles and a half to the rear, back of Bethle- 
hem church. Thinkofit! This most magnificent corps in the Ameri- 
can Army, Sykes’s regulars and Porter’s volunteers equal to regulars, 
with thirty-six pieces of cannon, stopped in making a connection with 
their comrades in arms by a little undergrowth of pine bush! Did you 
ever hear the like of it? I remember when we went into the battle of 
the Wilderness, on the 6th day of May, 1864, we cut a road through 
and took our artillery in; and yet here Griffin never went to the head 
of his brigade, Morell never went to the head of his division, and Por- 

ter had gone back from the head of his corps and was not on that field. 
' A MEMBER. He was lying off in the shade. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Yes; he was lying in the shade of the trees buck 
at Bethlehem church. Why, Mr. Chairman, it seems as though the 
very spirit of Bethlehem itself had fallen upon that corps and the 
chorus sung by theangels nineteen hundred yearsagy, “* Peace onearth,”’ 
good will to the men on the other side, had fallen upon it. [Applause 
and laughter on the Republican side. ] 

And there, sir, that cerps lay all that long afternoon. McDowell, 
with King, had gone to the right on the Sudley road, had reached the 
Warrenton pike at 4.30, and at 5.30 King, who had lain in the rear 
of Porter at 12 o’clock, was hurling his battalions on the enemy on the 
Warrenton pike, and being crushed by the very divisions which had 
been withdrawn from Porter’s front in order to doit. And this is the 
Chevalier Bayard of the American Army. This is the man who, at 
Gaines’s Mill, on the Chickahominy, on that bloody 27th of June, stood 
like a rock and hurled back the armiesof the enemy. I ask you, gen- 
tlemen—I ask you, Mr. Chairman—if George B. McClellan had sat in 

` the saddle instead of. General Pope that afternoon, and had sent those 
orders to Fitz-John Porter to fall upon the enemy, whether that sword 
that blazed at Gaines’s Mill and which flashed in the sun of Malvern 
would not have been again drawn, and the old Fifth Corps would not 
have been again ed to victory and glory under their favorite 
leader? [Applause on the Republican side.] But Pope was in com- 
mand, and not McClellan. 

Mr. BAYNE. I do not wish to interrupt my friend, but I would 
like him to say how Porter violated the joint order. It was an instruc- 
tion to push on to Gainesville; ‘‘ push forward on Gainesville, and if by 
departing from this orderany advantages may be gained you areat lib- 
erty to takethem.’’ That was the directory part of the joint order, and 
what the gentleman has been arguing, it seems to me, does not come at 
all within the spirit or the letter of the joint order. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. There are two charges here: first disobedience of 
orders, and second misbehavior in the presence of the enemy. Now, 
General McDowell swears that his orders which he gave to Porter were 
not in contravention, but in furtherance of the joint order. He says, 
when he said, “‘ Put your corps in there,” he meanthe should put the 
corps in there then, while he went to the right. It was his duty to push 
forward on Gainesville according to the spirit and Jetter of that order, 
and without any order, as he was there on the very battlefield. Colonel 
Marshall, who commanded his skirmishers, swears that from the op- 

ite slope he could look away to the right, and he could see the waver- 
ing, fluctuating, battling lines of the Union and rebel armies. 

Even their victorious cheers, the rebel yells, came across the inter- 
vening space to his ears then and there. The thunder of Pope’s guns 
was in his ears all the afternoon and the musketry was ing all 
that time, although he did not hear it, from 11 o’clock until 9 o’clock 
at night, as the testimony shows. General Lee, in his official report 
of the ent (and I shall ask leave to print that report in my 
remarks), says thatthe battle raged all that time, that it was raging for 
long bours. Why, Porter could not put his command in because he 
did not get his order to attack until after half past 5, but King, Sigel, 
and Kearny, and the rest of the Union forces could fight there until 
9 o'clock, as the testimony shows, if we can believe the testimony of 
General Lee, and I presume we can in that respect. 

Again, Mr. Chairman, I call your attention to the fact that the con- 
federate troops could do, according to what we are required to believe 
here, what the Union troops were utterly unable to accomplish. We 
find that Longstreet could march, with Hood and Kemper and the rest 
of bis forces, in the dark, but that Porter could not. At the same time 
we find that King could go to the rear, march his command five miles 
to the right, and hurl his division upon the enemy in the evening and 
participate in the battle. Another thing: itis said the ground in Gen- 
eral Porter’s front was so broken that Porter could not maneuver his 
forces, Thatis probably so. He could not maneuver his forces, but 
the very next afternoon Longstreet, with his serried battalions, rushed 
down across the same ground and bore back the Union lines three- 
quarters of a mile, capturing one of our batteries, 


The report of Lee and his officers, before referred to, is as follows: 
[From Lee's official report.—Proceedings of Army officers, &c., page 225.] 
Soon after, General Stuart reported the approach of a large force from the 
direction ef Bristoe Station, threatening Longatreet’s right. 
The brigades under General Wilcox were sent to orce General Jones, but 


no serious attack was made, and after firing a few shots the enemy withdrew, 
While this demonstration was being made on our right a force advanced 
to assail the left of Jackson's position, occupied by the division of A. P. Hill. 
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terval between General Gregg’s brigade on the extreme left and that of Gen- 
eral Thomas, but were quickly driven back with slaughter by the Four- 
teenth South Carolina ment, then in reserve, ad the Forty-ninth Georgia, 
of Thomas's brigade. The contest was close and obstinate; the combatants 
sometimes delivered their fire at ten paces. 

General Gregg, who was most ex . was re-enforced by Hays's brigade, 
under General Forno, and successfu ly and gallantly resisted the attack of the 
enemy until, theammunition of his brigade being exhausted and all its field ofi- 
cers but two killed or wounded, it was relieved several hours of severe fight- 
ing by, Early’s brigade and the Eighth Louisians e ent. S 


s 

While the battle was raging on Jackson's left General Longstreet ordered 

Hood and Evans to advance; but before the order could be obeyed Hood was. 
himself attacked and his command at once became warmly engaged. 
General Wilcox was recalled from the right and ordered to advance on Hood's 
left, and one of Kemper's brigades, under Colonel Hunton, moved forward on his 
right. The enemy was repulsed by Hood after a severe contest and fell back, closely 
followed by our troops. 

The battle continued until 9p. m. * * * The darkness of the night puta 
stop to the engagement. 

[From the official report of General James Longstreet, October 10, 1862.] 

Ata late hour in the day Major-General Stuart reported the approach of the 
enemy (Porter) in heavy columns against my extreme right. 

I withdrew General Wilcox, with his three brigades, from the left, and placed 
his command in position to support Jones in case of an attack on my right. 
say" some few shots the enemy withdrew his forces, moving them around toward 

front, and about 4 o'clock in the afternoon began to press forward against 
Jackson's position. JWilcox’s brigades were moved back to their former position, 
and Hood's two brigades, a by Evans, were quickly pressed forward to. 
theattack. At the same time Wilcoz's three brigades (withdrawn from Porter's front) 
made a like advance, as also Hunton’s brigade, of Kemper’s command. 
[From Major-General Stuart's official report, dated February 23, 1863.—Board of 
officers, page 529.] 

+ + * Friday, August 20.—As General Stuart rode forward toward Groveton, 
about 10 a. m., he found that the neess Ai sharpshooters had penetrated the- 
woods, going toward the ambulances and trains. 


This was Poe’s brigade. Now follows the account of the sharp en- 
counter on Jackson’s extreme left, near Sudley, the death of Major: 
Patrick, and the repulse of Poe, and then continues: 

Having ordered Captain Pelham to report to General Jackson, General Stuart 
weut toward Haymarket to establish communication with Generals Lee and 

n: t. -+ * * General Stuart met Generals Lee and Longstreet on the- 
road between Haymarket and Gainesville, and informed them of what had 
happened and the situation of General Jackson’s forces and those of the enemy. 

eral Lee inquired forsome way to the Sudley road, General Stuartshowed 
him that the best route for them was by the turnpike, which they took, and Gen- 
eral Stuart moved to General Longstreet's right flank. 


This must have been past noon, and Longstreet still three miles from 
the field. 
[From General Stuart's second report, Saon Tey 28, 1863.—Board of officers, 


I met with the head of Longstreet’s column between Haymarket and Gaines- 
ville, and there communicated to the commanding general [Lec] General Jack- 
son's position and that of the enemy. 

I then passed the cavalry (a whole division) through the column, so as to place 
it on Longstreet’s t flank, and advanced directly toward Manassas, while 
the column kept di: y down the pike to join General Jackson's right. * * + 
Gencral Robertson, who, with his command, was sent to reconnoiter farther 
down the road toward nassas, reported the enemy [Porter] in his front. 
Upon repairing to that front I found Rosser’s regiment was engaged with the enemy 
to the leftof the road, and Robertson's vedettes had found the enemy approach- 
ing from the direction of Bristoe Station toward Sudley. * * * Ye ted his. 
approach long enough to ascertain that there was at least an army corps [Por- 
ter’s), at the same time keeping det: of cavalry dragging brush down the road 
from the direction of Gainesville, so as to deceive the enemy— 


A ruse which Porter’s report shows was successful— 


and notified the commanding general, then opposite me on the turnpike, that 
Lon ets flank and rear were seriously threatened, and of the importance to us. 
of the ridge I then held. 
Immediately upon receipt of that intelligence Jenkins’s, Kemper’s, and D. R. 
Jones's brigades and several pieces of artillery were ordered to me by General. 
Longstreet, and, being pla in position fronting Bristoe, awaited the enemy's 


advance. 
After exchanging a few shots with rifled pieces this corps withdrew toward Manas- 


sas, leaving artillery and support to hold the position till night. 

This shows how Porter ‘‘saved’’ the Union army that day. 

[From the deposition of General Thomas L, Rosser.—Board of officers, part 3, 
page 1073.] 

Longstreet's command was coming in in a very. forced and disorderly march 
from the direction of Thoroughfare Gap, moving rapidly and straggling badly. + 

My position was taken up with reference to protecting them froma gun of the- 
enemy who were in my front— 

Porter. 

When Stuart con me he notified me that the enemy were moving on our- 
right flank, and ordered me to move my command up and down the dusty 
road and to drag brush, and thus create a heavy dust, as though troops were in motion, 
I kept this up at least four or five hours. 

I beg to say, Mr. Chairman, by way of conclusion, that the testi- 
mony in this case shows conclusively the following facts to be true: 

First. That up to noon there was nothing but one cavalry regiment 
in Porter’s front. (I know there is some testimony to the contrary; I 
know that Longstreet testifies to the contrary; that Lee was of the 


opinion that Longstreet came up as early as 10 o’clock and his forces. 


1884. CONGRESSIONAL 


were deployed in line of battle by noon, but, as I have shown, this 
must be an error.) i 

Second. That Longstreet's men did not begin to arrive on the field 
until the afternoon and were then massed upon the Warrenton pike, 
Hood in advance, with Kemper and Wilcox in support. 

Third. That except the troops that went directly down the pike, Long- 
street’s lines did not advance beyond Pageland lane until after 4 
o’clock p. m. This part of the field was clear, and Porter could have 
occupied it and formed the junction on the right. There was nothing 
to prevent him from forming his troops in obedience to his orders. How 
do I know it to’be true? Mr. Monroe lives upon the hill now, was 
living there then, and had lived there for years before the battle. He 
testifies that until 4 o’clock that afternoon no troops excepting a line 
of skirmishers advanced to the eastward of his house, and that house 
was upon the summit of Monroe hill, the key to the whole position. 
Whatever doubt, Mr. Chairman, there may be about the testimony of 
others, whatever mistake may have been made—Longstreet may be mis- 
taken about hours and places—here is a man living upon the very spot, 
who was at home all of the afternoon, who swears that no line of battle 
pert to the eastward of his house until 4 o’clock that afternoon. 

ow I ask gentlemen to consider this testimony. Weigh it for what it 
is worth. Suppose that any of you, living amid the quiet walks of 
private life, saw for the first time the march of a line of battle, heard 
for the first time the roar of the artillery and the crash of the mus- 
ketry, do you believe it would be possible for you to forget the place or 
the houror the circumstances surrounding such a scene? It is a scene 
that would have impressed itselfso indelibly upon the memory that you 
could never have forgetten it. 

Again, I say, fourth, that Porter’s command, so far from saving the 
Union army that day, were supposed by every confederate general to 
have gone back to Manassas and to have gone to the right, and were 
no longer taken into account. I appeal to the official report of General 
Longstreet in confirmation of this assertion. He says in that report: 
“The enemy withdrew his forces at 4 o’clock.”’ This is also demon- 
strated by the testimony of Griffin, B. F. Smith, of Morell, and others 
that in the middle of the afternoon Porter withdrew all of his forces 
except only a single battery with a single line of infantry in support, a 
mile and a half to Bethlehem church, and remained there until the 
time of this 4.30 order, when he was ordered back agaih. 

Then what did they do? Then they go back again and Portersends 
ap this order to attack. You will find it in the record: 


General MORELL: I wish you to push up two regiments, supported by two 
others, preceded by skirmishers, the regiments at intervals of two hundred 
ards, and attack the party with the section of artillery opposed to you. The 
ttle looks well on our right, and the enemy are said to be retiring up the pike. 
Give the enemy a good shelling when our troops advance. 
F, J. PORTER. 


That was just before dusk. What did General Porter understand 
then? He understood that in his front there wasa party of the enemy 
with a section of the artillery, and he was to order up four regiments 
to attack it. And this was the compliance he was fain to make to the 
order of General Pope to attack the enemy’s flank ! 

Fifth. That if Porter had advanced and attacked, or even made a vig- 
orous demonstration, it would have rendered impossible the crushing 
concentration on our troops on our right (the enemy’s left) which came 
near proving a disaster, and made possible the disaster of the next day. 

Sixth. That there was a fierce battle on the 29th, which (according to 
Lee) ‘‘raged’’ till 9 o'clock p.m. Where was Porter then? Where 
was the hero of Gaines’s Mill and Malvern? Reclining under a tree, 
two and a half miles from the front of his column. The officer who 
brought the dispatch says he lay there with his head resting on his 
hand. He handed him the order, and when he read it he never rose. 
He seemed not at all interested in it. And General Sykes, the com- 
mander of his principal division, swears that he was present when the 
order was delivered to Porter, but Porter never told him what the order 
was; he never disclosed to him its contents; he never read it to him; 

_and hedi not know Porter was ordered by that order, received while 

the guns were thundering in his ears, to attack the enemy’s flank. 
The commander of his principal division being with him when he read 
the order, he never disclosed to him the order to attack, and General 
Sykes went into camp that night, put out his pickets, and never knew 
that General Porter had received an order to attack the enemy. Where 
was the finest corps of the Army of the Potomac? Gone into camp for 
the night near Bethlehem church. 

Fitz-Jokn Porter had not the poor excuse of a coward, for he had 
shown on many fields that he was a brave man. He had not the better 
excuse of ignorance, for he was a trained soldier, trained at hiscounty’s 
expense. He had not the excuse of not knowing the will of his com- 
mander, for his orders were explicit; and besides, the thunder of the 
cannon and the sound of the victorious rebel yell summoned him to the 
field of duty. 

The nine able generals who tried him, with all the essential facts 
before them, said there could be but one verdict. Impartial history 
will declare the same. 

Already clemency has been exercised. His disabilities have been re- 
moved. He stands to-day afree American citizen, eligible to any office 
in pala the people or of the Government. Mercy to him is cruelty 
to 
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Admiral Byng, of the English navy, more than å century ago, diso- 
beyed the order to take his ship into action in the Mediterranean. Ad- 
miral Byng was tried, convicted, and shot to death for that disobedi- 
ence, and from that day to this no English officer has refused to take 
his ship into action when he has been commanded by his superior. 
[Applause], E o 

Were Garfield alive this bill would not be here now. It nevercould 
receive his signature, as we know from the letter he wrote in the spring 
of 1880 with this report before him. But Garfield is dead, and this 
bill is here. ; 

I expect this bill will pass, for with the aid of our late opponents in 
arms whom Porter so considerately spared that day you have the power 
to pass it. On the committee every gentleman on that side of the 
House, the moment it was read at the first informal meeting of the com- 
mittee, voted in its favor. 

But I here protest! In the name of the brave men who fell man- 
gled and dying on that bloody field on that August evening, crushed 
by the very troops that Porter should have been engaging, J protest! 

In the name of their widows and orphans, doomed to long years of 
woe and struggle by the insubordination of this man, J protest! 

In the name of the wronged and betrayed country which had sent 
Pope to the field and clothed him with her own majesty and power, 
and which through him had the right to demand and receive the most 
perfect obedience and most transcendent effort to protect her and her 
soldiers, J protest. 

I honor the gentleman from New York for his devotion to his lifelong 
friend. But this is the hour that should be given to law and justice, 
and not to sympathy or tears, except tears for those brave men who 
perished through his insubordination. [Loud applause. ] 

Mr. SLOCUM. I understood the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
CUTCHEON ] to say that if General Garfield were living this bill would not. 
be here. If the gentleman will refer to House report No. 144, of the 
second session of the Forty-third Congress, he will find that James A. 
Garfield is the father of this bill. [Applause.] Send for your report. 
This bill is brought here by James A. Garfield himself, and the official 
records of Congress show it. i 

Mr. CALKINS. I desire to ask the gentleman from New York [Mr 
SLOCUM] a question: whether he refers to the commission which Gen- 
eral Garfield moved. 3s 

Mr. SLOCUM. I say this: I say that James A. Garfield introduced 
into this House a resolution authorizing this board [cries on the Re- 
publican side of “ Ah!” “ Ah !”’ and laughter], and the board was ap- 
pointed pursuant to his suggestion. And if he is going to refuse to 
recognize his own bantling or his friends are, then Jet them stand up 
here and say so. 

Mr. CALKINS. I want the gentleman to understand that he does 
not aid his bill by traducing General Garfield. 

Mr. SLOCUM. I do not traduce General Garfield at all. I say that 
he suggested that this investigation should be made, 

Mr. CALKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. REED. I think this is a fitting addendum to the speech which 
the gentleman p“ New York [Mr. SLocum] made yesterday: 

« Mr. CALKI®S. Yes, very fitting. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. In reply to my honorable friend from New York, 
I beg to read the following opinion of President Garfield, written in 
February, 1880, and published as an appendix to the work on the sec- 
ond battle of Bull Run by General J. D. Cox: 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., February 18, 1880. 

My Dear Cox: In our twenty-five years of acquaintance and friendship you 
have never done a greater service to the truth or given me so valuable a help 
as in your letter of the 14th instant, which I have just received. - I have been so 
une by the decision of the Schofield board that it is very hard to trust my own 
ntind to speak of it as it appeared tome, I have made a strong effort to sepa- 
rate myself from the case, and to look at it intellectually, as tho’ it related 
only to the pieces on a chess-board, and not to living men,or men who had ever 
oT eo my best efforts have brought me out precisely to the conclusions 

Still, I had not yet made, in the light of the new testimony, a careful strategic 
study of the field and map as you have done. But how curious it is that what 
you say now, with the new maps before you, is the exact picture of the field, 
and Porter’s conduct upon it, which glowed in strong colors in my mind, and 
the mind of the court-martial, seventeen years ago. 

With kindest regards, I am, as ever, yours, 

J. A. GARFIELD, 


[Great applause on the Republicann side. ] 

Mr. SLOCUM. Iam no defender of James A. Garfield. 

Mr. CALKINS. We know that. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. He does not need it from you. 

Mr. SLOCUM. Iam no defender of General Grant. 

Mr. CALKINS. We know that, too. 

Mr. SLOCUM. For the first time in my life I stand here on this 
Aat ~ hear Republicans attack the military reputation of General 

Tan 

Mr. CALKINS. Nobody does that. 

Mr. SLOCUM. You have done it. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. Nobody has done it. 

Mr. SLOCUM. The gentleman who has just taken his seat [Mr. 
CuTCHEON] has done it in the most violent manner. 

Mr. IN. Oh, no. Ibeg to say in correction of the gentle- 
man that no man, living or dead, in this world or any other, holds 
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General Grant’s military ability in higher estimation thanI do. I 
simply asked how it were possible that we might explain his sudden 
conversion three years after the filing of the report of the Schofield board. 

Mr. SLOCUM. IfI understood the gentleman’s language correctly 
it was an impeachment of General Grant’s integrity or his wilitary 
ability, one or the other. Let the record speak for itself. The point 
I make is.that inthe Forty-third Congress General Garfield introduced 
a resolution into this House asking for the appointment of a board to 
investigate this case. The board was appointed —— 

Mr. REED. Was it appointed under that resolution ? 

Mr. SLOCUM. No, it was not; but in pursuance of it. 

Mr. REED. In pursuance of a resolution that did not pass? 

Mr. SLOCUM. ‘The resolution did not pass, but General Garfield 
was the father of the whole movement. * 

Mr. REED. How could the board be appointed in pursuance of a 
resolution that never passed the House ? 

Mr. SLOCUM. There is no use talking about that. 

Mr. REED. Then why are you talking about it? 

Mr. SLOCUM. General Garfield introduced the resolution into this 
House, and it is on the record to-day, asking that just such a board -—— 

Mr. REED. Ah! just such a board. 4 

Mr. SLOCUM. That just such a board should be organized by the 
President to make areport to Congress. What I say is that the friends 
of Garfield should eitheraccept that report or repudiate the whole thing, 

Mr. CALKINS. On the contrary, we had such confidence in his 
judgment upon the court-martial that we had no doubt this commis- 
sion would sustain it, as it would have done had it been properly con- 
stituted and had brought all the witnesses before it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I was about to say, in reply to the remark of my 
distinguished friend from New York [Mr. Stocum], that General Gar- 
field said that in view of the perpetual harping upon the idea that in- 
justice had been done Fitz-John Porter it was in the nature of an asper- 
sion upon his own conduct and character and judgment asa member of 
the court-martial. It was with a view that the whole matter might 
be thoroughly and fairly investigated that he was favorable to that in- 
vestigation. He submitted that resolution, not as expressing any judg- 
ment, not as committing himself to the report of the board, only for 
the purpose of simply giving General Porter a fair chance; simply as 
an act of imity on the part of General Garfield. 

The CHAIRMAN . The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr.GREENLEAF. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say a few words upon 
the subject under consideration, and but a few words; for, as I under- 
stand the subject, the main questions involved in this discussion can be 
briefly stated, and a plain, business-like argument in support of the bill 
compressed into small compass. k 

After all that has been said, and so well said, upon both sides of the 
question, as I comprehend the situation the merits of the whole case 
as between General Porter and General Pope turn upon two simple, 
yetall-important historical facts—facts about which, in the light of our 
present knowledge of the events of the late war in my judgment, there 
should no longer remain a reasonable doubt, viz: 

First. Did General Porter, or did he not, obey with Ly ese prompt- 
ness and zeal this now-famous order of General Pope, issued from his 
“ headquarters in the saddle,” at Bristoe Station, Va., af 6.30 p. m., 
August 27, 1862: 

HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF VIRGINIA, 
Bristoe Station, August 27, 1862—6.30 p. m. 


G : The or-general commanding directs that you start at 1 
o'clpok to-night po pn el forward with your whole corps, or such part of itns 
is with you, so as to be here by daylight to-morrow morning. Hooker has had 
a very severe action with the enemy, with a loss of about three hundred killed 
and wounded. The enemy has been driven back, but is retiring along the rail- 
road. We must drive him from Manassas and clear the country bet ween that 
place and Gainesville, where McDowell is. If Morell has not joined you, send 
word to him to par forward immediately; also send word to Banks to hurry 
forward with all speed to take your place at Warrenton Junction, It is neces- 
sary on all accounts that you should be here by daylight, I send an officer 
with this dispatch who will conduct you to this place. Be sure to send word 
to Banks, who is on the road from Fayetteville, probably in the direction of 
Say to Banks, also, that he had best run back the railroad trains to 
this side of Cedar Run. If he is not with you, write him to that effect. 


mimand of Major-General Po 
vill A GEORGE D. RUGGLES, 


Colonel and Chief of Staff. 
Maj. Gen. F, J. PORTER, 
Warrenton Junction, 
P.S. If Banks is not at Warrenton Junction, kave a regiment of infantry and 
two pieces of anay as a guard till he comes up, with instructions to follow 
ou diately. Banks is not at the junction, instruct Colonel Clary to run 
the trains back to this side of Cedar Run and post a regiment and section of 
artillery with Ly : ae 
P7 ay here bas GEORGE D. RUGGLES, 
Colonel and Chief of Staff. 
Secondly. Did General Porter, or did he not, find himself confronted 
by a greatly superior force, under Generals Lee and Longstreet, at the 
very moment he received Pope’s 4.30 p. m. order of August 29, to strike 
Jackson’s right flank and seek to get into his rear, as follows: 
HEADQUARTERS IN THE FIELD, 
August 29, 1862—4.30 p. m. 
Your line of march brings ice in on the enemy's right flank. I desire you 
to push forward into action at once on the enemy’s flank, and, if possible, on his 


rear kopae your right in communication with General Reynolds. Theenemy 
is in the w in front of us, but can be shelled out as soon as you en- 
gage their fank. Keep heavy reserves and use your batteries, keeping well 
closed to your right all the time. In case you are obliged to fall back, do so to 
your rightand rear, so as to keep you in close communication with the right 


wing. 
JOHN POPE 


Me Commanding. 


Major-General PORTER. i: 

Now, if it be a fact that General Porter did seek to obey with rea- 
sonable prom and zeal the 6.30 p. m, order of August 27, then 
it is evident that the finding of the court-martial as to the alleged dis- 
obedience of that order, whether intended as such or not, was an un- 
mitigated outrage on General Porter. And then again, if it be true, as 
I insist it is, that, probably, without General Pope even suspecting the 
fact, yet within the positive knowledge of Porter and other Union offi- 
cers with him, Longstreet was actually in his front witha greatly supe- 
rior force on the afternoon of August 29, then it inevitably follows that 
the finding of the court as to the alleged disobedience of the 4.30 p. m. 
order of that day was not only not warranted by the facts, but was, on 
the contrary, a most unjust and cruel verdict against a gallant soldier 
and innocent man. 

My worthy colleague [Mr. Stocum], the distinguished gentleman 
and soldier from New York, who has charge of this bill, while making 
a most able and eloquent argument in support of the bill yesterday 
afternoon, improved the occasion to reflect somewhat severely upon the 
methods pursued in making the charges against General Porter on which 
he was tried, and also upon the proceedings of the court on those charges; 
and I will say that in the main I think those reflections just and to the 
point. 

But to be perfectly fair to all parties in interest, suppose we concede 
that at the time General Pope preferred his against General Porter 
he was ignorant of the fact that the night was very dark, and thatit was 
about 10 o’clock before his 6.30 p. m. orderof August 27 was delivered 
to General Porter; and that he was also ignorant of the fact that the 
only available road between Warrenton Junction and Bristoe Station 
was at the time so obstructed by other troops, with from 2,000 to 3.000 
army wagons, artillery included—was so narrow and crooked and filled 
with stumps, so bounded by wood and swamp, so cut up by a dozen. 
running streams and railroad tracks and moving railroad trains, as to 
make it a physical impossibility for Porter to obey the order to reach 
Bristoe Station by daylight—facts which the general of an army, who- 
had deliberately established his ‘‘ headquarters in the saddle,” might 
reasonably be expected to know; then suppose we concede that at the 
time these charges were preferred, as well as at the time the 4.30 p. m. 
order of August 29 was issued, Pope was oblivious of the all-important 
fact that Longstreet confronted Porter with twenty-five thousand men; 
and consequently, had no idea that if, in blind and unreasonable 
obedience to this order, Porter had undertaken to turn Jackson’s right 
flank, his own left flank would necessarily have been exposed to Lee and 
Longstreet, and in all human probability his little army of ten thou- 
sand men crushed and destroyed by the combined hosts of Lee, Long- 
street, and Jackson, between whose opposing forces he had thus, ma- 
chine-like, placed himself; then suppose we concede, what Pope and 
his friends claim, that the court-martial that tried and condemned Gen- 
eral Porter consisted of honorable, high-minded men; that the court was 
not, as has been charged, organized to convict; that it had no purpose, 
political or otherwise, either to mitigate the faults of Pope on the one 
hand, or to manufacture or magnify offenses of Porter on the other— 
concede all this—although I must say, in justice to myself and to the 
cause of truth and right, that my own honest convictions are at war with 
these concessions—but concede all this, and the facts still remain—as 
conclusively shown by the testimony of the confederate generals Lee, 
Longstreet, and Robertson, as well as by the testimony of some twenty 
or more Union officers who were called as witnesses before the court- 
martial and board of officers; as found by the board of officers, consist- 
ing of the distinguished generals Schofield, Terry, and Getty, convened 
by Mr. Hayes at West Point in June, 1878, for the express purpose of 
ascertaining the facts in the case; as found by General Grant, after a 
most careful and thorough investigation of all the testimony, and pub- 
lished in the December number of the North American Review, 1882— 
and as I hold can be found by any fair-minded, intelligent person in the 
land who may wish to inform himself on the subject—the facts as to the 
6.30 p. m. order of August 27 are, that the night was so dark, the road 
from Warrenton Junction to Bristoe Station so obstructed, and the . 
troops so exhausted from continuous marching, as to make it a physi- 
cal impossibility for Porter to obey to the letter the order to reach 
Bristoe Station at daylight, and that he was just two hours late in 
moving. 

Furthermore, as it proved, it was of no sort of consequence to Gen- 
eral Pope, or to the Union cause, that Porter could not obey it, inasmuch 
as Porter’s services were not required for twenty long hours after his 
arrival at Bristoe Station. 

And as to the 4.30 p. m. order of August 29, the fact is, that, unbe- 
known to ie Schaal forces of Longstreet and Jackson had actually been 
joined some or four hours before the 4.30 p. m. order had been is- 


sued; so that, according to the highest military authority we have, con- 
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firmed by the dictates of common sense, Porter was not only justified 
5 disobeying the order, but would have been justly Hable to censure if 
e had obeyed. 
Dow, jr.’s, statement, therefore, of his own theological dilemma, after 
wrestling with the old sectarian dogmas of free will, total depravity, 
foreordination, and an endless hell— 


You can and you can’t, you will and you won’t, 
You'll be damned if you do, and you'll be damned if you don’t— 


would seem to describe exactly the predicanient in which General Porter 

found himself on that memorable afternoon of August 29, 1862. If he 
obeyed, death and destruction would inevitably follow; if he dis- 
obeyed, the unmerciful condemnation of an ill-advised court-martial 
would be his portion. Butlikea true soldier he took the responsibility, 
and saved his men from unnecessary slaughter. And I have the charity 
to think, and to say, that if General Pope himself would not have done 
the same thing, under the same circumstances, as I understand those 
circumstances, it would only be because he might not comprehend the 
situation until afterwards! 

Now, in proof of what I have said in regard to the difficulties in the 
way. of that night march of August 27, ordered by Pope, I will read 
from part 3 of Senate Document No. 37, first session Forty-sixth Con- 
gress, the testimony of a few of the Union officers who were called as 
witnesses before the court-martial and board of officers. 

Lieutenant Weld, page 1158, said: , 

I went to bed about 10 o’clock, and then the night was very dark indeed. I 
heard some ofe, I think it was General Morell, who came into camp before I 


1, w 
went to bed, say that he had been trying to find General Sykes's headquarters, 
but had lost his way. General Sykes's headquarters was very near ours, 


_ Colonel Marston, of Hooker’s command, a Government witness, be- 
ing asked by the recorder (board record, page 860), said: 


pip oes recollect the character of the nightof the 27th of August, 1862? 

A. m 9 to 10, along there, it was misty and rainy a little, fine rain or heavy 
mist, and quite dark. I was out with the officer of picket line at the time, and 
lost my way, it was so dark. 


General Patrick, who was at Buckland Mills, testifies: 


At 10 o'clock my orderly and one or two members of my staff dismounted at 
different times to feel for the road, It was one of the darkest of nights, the one 
of the 27th. (Board record, page 183. 


General Warren testifies (page 42, board record), as follows: 


I do not remember lying down at all that night or trying to sleep; and I re- 
collect with Bch distinctness, because we could only see things around the 
camp-fires ; re was agreat deal of dust and smoke in the atmosphere besides, 


General Warren testifies further (board record, 30, 45) as to the park- 
ing wagons in the road. ‘‘ No such thing as parking. It was more 
pell-mell; ‘parked’ like a lot of ice that jams in on the shore.” 

Lieutenant Weld says in his testimony, on page 260: 

Captain Monteith and myself were sent by General Porter just after da: light, 
about the gar of the morning, to clear the road of the wagons and train 
were in it between Warrenton Junction and Bristoe Station. Wefound the road 
completely blocked with wagons. I should think fully one-half the wagons 
had the horses unhitched or unharnessed and hitched either to the wheels or 
poles of the wagons. The ly, gad were in the road itself, and on both sides, 
wherever there was a road in the woods for a wagon to be stuck. That was the 
state of the case forabeut three miles atleast, The road was completely blocked. 


Lieutenant Randol, at page 390, testifies: 
At3o’clock I was directed totake upthe march, following Weed’sbattery. We 
ed a short distance, when we came to a halt, Riding to the front, Í found 

that the ford across Owl Run, a branch of Cedar Run, was blocked by wapen- 
trains of, as I understood at that time, Sigel'scorps. Captain Weed, myself, Sid 
other officers endeavored to make an opening by forcing the teams across, but 
we found it impossible. I remembered that 1 had seen a ford the day before 
higher up the creek which might be ype posee egi I turned the d of 
my battery up the creek toward the rail crossing. Arriving at the ford, I 
found it was blocked also; there wasa part of a battery and some wagons init. 
I then moved higher up, and put my horse in the stream and forded up 
until I found a p. that I thought we could cross, and so reported to Captain 
Weed. We cut down brush and filled it in the stream and cut out a roadway, 
and then cut a roadway on the other side, The stream was wooded more upon 
the right bank than it was upon the left. Afterthis wasaccomplished we crossed 
our batteries, my battery leading to the other side. 

Q. About what time, according to your recollection, did you accomplish this 

of this stream? 

A. It must have taken two hoursor more. Our own teams stalled in crossing 

this ford, It was a new ford and very soft. 


Then again the same witness testifies, page 91: 


From Warrenton Junction to Cedar Run I should not think it was over a mile 
and a half or two miles, Here the approaches to the creek were abrupt, and 
the on the other side was very abrupt. Here we found the creek blocked 
again on both sides; the wagens going up were stalled in the creek four and 
five deep, and the drivers watering their teams, and it was almost impossible 
for us to get through. 


And General Grant expresses this opinion of the stirring events of 
that night in an article published in the December number of the North 
American Review for 1882; and I presume, Mr. Chairman, it will be 
conceded generally by the honorable gentlemen who oppose this bill— 
even by those who may honestly believe in the infallibility of Pope, as 
wellasin the depravity of Porter—that General Grant is very respectable 

' authority in matters of this kind, notwithstanding the strong objections 
which the learned gentleman who preceded me has made to his testi- 
mony. General Grant says upon this point: 

It is shown that a literal obedience to the order of the 27th of A 

ysical impossibility, 


. It is further shown that General Porter was ous of 


ms of 


obeying it literally so far as was practicable, but was prevailed upon by his lead - 
ing generals, against whom a suspicion of disloyalty to their commander or to 
the cause has never been entertained, to do what his own judgment approved 
as the best thing to do—to make a later start, with a view of arriving at his des- 
tination as early as was possible for him to arrive there, and to give to hisjaded 
and worn troops two hours more of needed rest. If the night had been clear, 
and the road an open one, there would not have been as much justification for 
the exercise of his discretion inthe matter; but there is no doubt but that he would 
have arrived at Bristoe Station justas early, and with his troops in much better 
condition, if he had started at early dawn, instead of at the hour he did, andthe 
intervening time had been used in clearing the road for his troops when they did 
march. Where there were open ces along the line of the road, they were 
either marshy, filled with stumps of trees, and impossible to march over, or were 
crowded with army wagons, so that the track of his army was limited to the 
encumbered, narrow road between the two points-designated in the order, which 
could be cleared only by the wagons being moved shead, as requested of, Pape. 
- 


I question very much whether there was an engagement during the war, or 
a series of en, ments continuing over as much time as was consumed in the 
battles about Bull Run in August, 1862, when not only one, but a number of 
generals, did not exercise their discretion, as Porter did on this occasion, and 
with far less justification. The commanding general who gave the order de- 
sired to have the troops ata certain point by daylight, and he gave his orders 


so as to accomplish that result. Under the circumstances his order required of 


the troopsan impossibility. That was as evident to Porter, and those with A 
before the attempt was made as it was after. 


This testimony of Army officers, supported by the opinion of General 
Grant, I regard as conclusive in General Porter’s favor on the charge of 
disobedience to the 6.30 order. Now to substantiate what I have said 
to disprove the charge of disobedience of the 4.30 order of August 29 I 
read further from General Grant’sarticle. Continuing, General Grant 
says of this order: ; 


It is a little singular that any one high in rank connected with the Army of 
Virginia should be in ignorance of the arrival of at least a portion of Lee’sarmy 
by the very route designated by Pope many hours before the 4.30 order was 
published. Porter was not in ignorance of that arrival, Between 12 and 1 
o'clock, on arriving at his advanced position, Porter was shown by McDowella 
dispatch from General Buford, sent at 9.30 on the morning of the 29th, 
that from seventeen to eighteen regiments of the enemy passed throug 
Gainesville th uarters of an hour before, or at a quarter before 9 o'clock, on 
their way to re-enforce Jackson, so that the head of the column must have been 
not only in supporting distance of Jackson but at the place of deployment by 
10 o'clock in the morning; and now it is known by others, as it was known by 
Porter at the time, that Longstreet, with some twenty-five thousand men, was 
in ponon confronting Porter by 12 o'clock on the 20th of August, four hours 
and a half before the 4.30 order was written. 


Then, after referring briefly to what is known as the ‘‘joint order” to 
McDowell and Porter, to which little importance is attached, General 
Grant continues: 

Thus Porter, without sacrifice of men, and without endangering any interests, 
did more for Pope's relief than if he had gone directly to that general's assist- 
ance. To have done so would probably have sacrificed his corps without any 
benefit, and jeoparded the safety of Pope's army. . 

And now, to answer the criticism that the gentleman from Mich- 
igan [Mr. CurcHEon] has made upon the present well-known bias of 
General Grant in favor of General Porter, I will simply refer to the letter 
of General Grant to General Porter, which was read in this House yester- 
day morning, and published in the RECORD to-day. This letter will 
probably be accepted by all fair-minded men as a full and conclusive 
answer to the criticism the gentleman makes upon General Grant's 
published opinions on these matters. 

So much for the imony and opinion of Union officers. Now I 
site from the highest Confederate authority on the subject. General 

says: 

Longstreet's command arrived within supporting distance of Jackson on 29th 
August, 1862, between 9 and 10 a. m. Genea] a ‘s command was 
formed by 12 m., August 29, in two lines on Jackson's 
* Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Will the gentleman give us the date 
when that statement was made? 

Mr. GREENLEAF. Iam unable to give the date. 

And again General Lee says: 

Porter could not take Jackson in 
EE 
Jackson’s flank. 

And General Longstreet says: 


My command (twenty-five thousandin round numbers) was within support- 
ing distance of General Jackson at 9a. m., August 29, having peeraa Thorough- 
fare Gap at early dawn. My command was deployed in double line for attack 
between 10a. m. and 12 m, on the 29th, extending from Jackson's right across 
turnpike and Manassas Gap Railroad. My command was ready to receive any 
attack after 11 o'clock a. m. 


And General Beverly Robertson says: 

M J ros oh gst reet’: 
to apnea eti peha ise Meta ate ue oon ber Had you rtp 
your , or attackéd at any time, you would have struck Longstreet's line 
of battlé, over twenty-five thousand strong. f 

Mr. Chairman, this testimony of these distinguished Confederate offi- 
cers with respect to the strength and disposition of their own forces on 
that afternoon, together with what was previously known of the dispo- 
sition and strength of the Union armies, supplemented by this signifi- 
cant little diagram, which—with all due respect for the contrary opinion 
of the gentleman from Michigan—I confidently submit as showing, 
first, the disposition and strength of the opposing forces as assumed by 
General Pope; secondly, their position and strength as 
nape | the West Point board of officers—as found by General Grant, 
as fo by General Slocum, as found by General Rosecrans, and as 


while he was attacked in Fsbo He 
* We flanked him. He could not flank 
have cut Porter to pieces if he had attacked to get at 
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General Porter and many other Union officers who were in a position 
to know whereof they affirmed have always claimed—for which dia- 
gram, I may say, I am indebted to General Grant—should, in my 


opinion, forever settle the question of Porter’s entire innocence of 
wrong, as charged, on the afternoon of August 29, 1862. 
What Pope assumed to be the situation August 29: 


— 
A 


Ee 


Why, then, in view of these clearly established facts, should we longer 
delay this simple act of justice to a most meritorious but much-abused 
soldier? Why wait till a more auspicious day? Why wait till this 
perfectly innocent man has gone down with his gray hairs in sorrow to 
the grave? Let us act, here and now. 

And I appeal to gentlemen on both sides of the question to so vote on 
this, and all similar questions, that it can never be truly said of this 
House that it had ever hesitated to right, within its power, a grievous 
wrong to any man, white or black; and especially to a gallant soldier 
who, under the perverted forms of military law, for many long, anxious 
years had been made to atone for the faults and mistakes of others. 

I know not, sir, how a majority of the members of this House may 
feel, or how act, with to this unparalleled ‘wrong to General 
Porter, but for myself I can say that I support this bill for his relief 
with all my heart; and that if it went still farther—if it went so far as 
to signify in some substantial manner—as to demonstrate, in fact, that 
the people of this great country would be neither unjust nor ungrate- 
ful to this brave son who has periled his life on so many hard-fought 
battlefields in support of the Constitution and Union of the United 
States, if possible, I would support the bill more heartily still. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I knew the defense of 
General Porter would find it necessary to attack the living and defame 
the dead; but I did not suppose that a gentleman so deservedly dis- 
tinguished for his service to the country as a soldier would assail courts- 
martial, a form of military tribunal that has been sustained for cen- 
turies by the intelligent judgment of all the civilized countries in the 
world. 

What! Is it thought that resort can be had in times of war to the 
civil tribunals of the country? Sir, courts-martial constitute the strong 
right arm of military power, and without them military discipline 
would be at an end. 

Oh, I remember well that when a poor soldier, wearied by the long 
day’s march, went to sleep on his post, or when the heart-sick soldier 
took an abrupt leave of absence that he might visit the old homestead 
or maybe his sweetheart, courts-martial were good enough to be then con- 
vened to try him, and as a result havehim shotto death. But it seems 
that when a gentleman who wears long boots, with spurs at his heels, has 
epaulets on his shoulders, and a commission in his pocket, has ignomini- 
ously misbehaved in the presence of the enemy, according to the opinion 
of some gentlemen here he ought to be turned over to the town con- 
stable, taken before a justice of the peace, that he might be rescued from 
the clutches of the law by the village lawyer under a writ of habeas 
corpus. 

Why, sir, the gentlemen on the other side of the Honse do not think 
so, in the light of the history in other days. I remember that when 
Jackson concluded to execute Arbuthnot and Ambrister, he convened 
his drum-head court-martial, and having convicted them, he shot them. 
When certain gentlemen criticised his conduct, he said that he thought 
he would shoot them first and look up the law afterward. That might 
have been harsh, but it was justified by all those who recognized the 
fact that war was a reality. 

But those very gentlemen here who assail the court-martial that con- 


victed Fitz-John Porter insist that this relief ought to be given him by 
the reason of the consideration and judgment of another military court. 
The one was a court-martial consisting of nine distinguished officers. 
These gentlemen say now that we ought to reverse the opinion of that 
court-martial because of the judgment of three other officers who may 
be no less distinguished or certainly are no more so. 

This may be said in favor of a court-martial proceeding: it isa recog- 
nized part of our jurisprudence. It has the power to administer oaths, 
to compel the attendance of witnesses, and for falsehood intentionally 
sworn to by witnesses before it there may be an arraignment and pun- 
ishment for perjury. 

But this commission, this West Point board, was convened without 
the authority of law. I assert it here that there can be found in no 
statute any place upon which that board can stand. The accused had 
frequently implored or importuned the pardoning board for relief. It 
had been denied frequently; Lincoln had refused to grant it, and the 
same had been the action of President Grant. 

When the appeal was made to President Hayes, he, by a very polite 
order, requested three very distinguished gentlemen, as I concede them 
to be, to meet and examine the case and take such testimony as they 
might think best, and then to report their findings for the purpose of 
informing him of his duty; for at that time Fitz-John Porter was labor- 
ing under the disability imposed by the findings of the court-martial. 
He had by its judgment been rendered forever incapable of holding ‘any 
office of trust or profit under thg Government of the United States. 

The President had the pardoning power, but President Hayes did 
not seem to know whether he should exercise it or not. “He referred 
the case to this board, that they might take the evidence and report 
their findings, so that he might be informed as to his duty. When the 
board had reported, unwilling, I suppose, to assume the responsibility, 
President Hayes referred it to the Congress of the United States, and 
asked them to take such action upon it as under the circumstances they 
might think best. 

Now, I have contrasted these two tribunals simply for the purpose 
of insisting that the judgment of the one is entitled to as much consid- 
eration as that of the other, and that is all. 

I confess that I have no very great admiration for courts-martial and 
their method of progeeding; but yet it is impossible, or at 
least it has seemed to be impossible in all the centuries, to find a-better 
tribunal or to make a more perfect system. 

Now, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I desire to begin the discussion 
of this case. I am conscious at the beginning that it will be impossible 
for me to conclude my argument within the time limited by the rule. 
I shall claim the indulgence of the House just so long as members can 
endure to listen to me, and when time is called I shall as a matter of 
course submit, and ask permission to put upon the record what I have 
not then been able to say. 

I enter upon this discussion, Mr. Speaker, with reluctance, as I am 
conscieus it is not possible to present the facts of Fitz-John Porter’s 
ease as they are in the time allowed for debate, and that this tribunal 
cannot, in the nature of things, give the grave questions it involves 
that sober thought and thorough investigation they deserve. At the 
outset it is apparent that it must be passed upon by gentlemen who 
have had no opportunity for examining the 3,000 pages of printed evi- 
dence before us and applying it to the charges it is intended to support 
or refute. Here we are asked, after twenty years have passed, to over- 
turn the solemn adjudications of a court, to annul its decree, censure 
its judgment, and go to the very verge of impugning its integrity by 
the vote of this House, when it is safe to say that not one in ten of 
those who will give expression of approval or disapproval of its action 
ever read or attempted to read and deliberate upon the voluminous 
record upon which its judgment was founded. For these and other 
reasons I think it clear that this is not a fit tribunal for a cause like 
this. If we try it, let the result be what it may, we subject ourselves 
to the suspicion that our action was not the outgrowth of the evidence, 
but was secured by influences unworthy the consideration of this hon- 
orable body. 

Gentlemen, what is expected of us in thiscase? Weare called on to 
pass upon questions of military ethies about which many of us know 
little or nothing, on the credibility of witnesses who were never be- 
fore us, on supposed conflicts in evidence we have never examined or 
compared, and on what the evidence we have never analyzed tends to 
prove. We are asked to reverse the finding here upon testimony which 
the lapse of time and fading memory has made unreliable, and this, too, 
after public opinion has been influenced by a bombardment of pam- 
phlet, magazine, and newspaper literature pre’ by the defense, and 
when even history has been rewritten toaid the accused in his vindica- 
tion. And moreover it is expected that honorable and chivalric gen- 
tlemen who championed the cause which profited by General Porter’s 
perfidy—if he is guilty as found—will complacently take twierr seats 
on the bench and pass on the merits of this case as if there was moth- 
ing anomalous in the proceeding. 

And again, Mr. Speaker, I regret-to speak in this case, because I find 
myselfdiffering, and differing widely, from gentlemen who have achieved 
merited distinction ‘in the military service of the country, and to whose 
judgment I would bow without hesitation in any ease where I had not 
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strong convictions leading me to opposite conclusions. Nor 
would I speak a harsh word of any man, and nothing now would be 
a more pleasurable duty, if it were the subject of the hour, than to pay 
a tribute to the courage and devotion to duty exhibited by Fitz-John 
Porter on occasions other than those which are the subject of this de- 
bate. But to-day we are to review only the occurrences of those ill- 
fated days in August, 1862, which brought disaster to our arms at Bull 
Runand General Porter’s connection with them. And before proceed- 
ing to present my conclusions, permit me to say that it is simply im- 
possible to go into this ease in all its details. After all has beenssaid 
that I care to say many points will remain untouched. Itis quite cer- 
tain also that I will submit nothing new, for although the case has not 
heretofore received consideration here, the argument has been going on 
for years in the press of the country and until it is exhausted. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, what are the facts, how came the case here, and 
what is our duty in relation to it? 

Twenty years ago Fitz-John Porter was arraigned for trial before a 
court-martial composed of officers distinguished alike for their learning, 
their patriotism, and their courage. Gentlemen could not have been 
found, perhaps, better fitted for that grave and important duty, and the 
record of their action shows that the trial was fair, that they gave the 
accused opportunity to produce every witness he thought material to his 
defense, that the hearing was impartial, the facts critically examined, 
and that in passing judgment they were moved by neither passion nor 
prejudice. The officers who sat in this now historic case were of high 
rank, six of them regularly educated in the profession of arms, and all 
of them had rendered conspicuousservice to the Union in the war of the 
rebellion. Some of them had been with the accused through the event- 
ful and disastrous campaign of August, 1862, while between himself and 
others there had been most intimate personal relations. The president 
of the court was his personal friend, and the venerable Hitcheock dis- 
trusted his ability to perform his duty impartially because of his personal 
regard. The members of the court were his friends, soldiers like him- 
self, und we may rightfully conclude they entered upon his trial hoping 
the evidence might justify them in relieving a brother officer from the 
grave offense imputed to him. To the personnel of the court no excep- 
tion whatever was taken at the time. There was nothing done hastily 
or rashly. The case was important to the accused, equally important to 
the country, and it received the deliberate and intelligent considera- 
tion of nine officers who were in all respects the peers of any in the 
service of the country. These gentlemen gave the facts a most thorough 
and searching examination. 

The officers who sat on this court, though mercilessly assailed by the 
defenders of Fitz-John Porter, need no vindication, for their deeds and 
their fame are enshrined in history. Who were they? General Hunter, 
its president, was early in the service and one of the most highly re- 
spected officers in the Army. Need I speak of Garfield? Many of us 
personally knew him and can bear testimony to the clearness of his 
judgment and to his courageous impartiality. General Hitchcock, ven- 
erable in years, was honored and respected by all, while General Ricketts 
and Casey were equally honored and equally respected. General Bu- 
ford was a graduate of West Point, and of acknowledged learning and 
fairness. General King was a gallantand an educated soldier, and Gen- 
erals Slough and Prentiss were volunteer officers of high character for 
culture and integrity. 

Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, I have thought it well to say this much 
of the court, use the accused, by his instrament, has wantonly as- 
sailed it and imputed to it a want of intelligence and of honesty, and 
has thought it necessary to his vindication to destroy the fame of the 
distinguished men who tried him. Of the court it is said: 

But in a critical study of the evidence it is difficult to see how with honesty 
and eget apy it could have made so many mistakes, It is to be regretted 
that the of secrecy prevents the disclosure of the vote by which its conclu- 
sions were reached. But for that we might discriminate between the majority 
and minority. * * * The court derives no authority from its personality. 
It consisted of nine officers of high rank, it is true, but rank affords no sanction 
where acts are contrary to justice and common sense. “ By their fruits ye shall 
know them,” not by their rank. * è è The verdict was not fairly derived 
from the evidence. * * * It is necessary to look for some influence outside 
of the evidence to account for such strained conclusions. * * * We can not 
escape the conclusion that the court-martial was organized to convict, and its 
proceedings were a mockery of justice. 

The country will be slow to credit a defense that finds it necessary to 
attack the reputations of the dead, Hitchcock and King, Casey, Slough, 

*and Garfield, and their living asseciates, by meanly insinuating that 
they lacked honesty and common sense. But not content with assail- 
ing the court, the accused seeks to strike down Halleck and Stanton, 
Pope and McDowell, King and Ricketts, and all those who have dared 
to testify to a material fact against him or challenge the propriety of 
his conduct on the days in question. This defense has been deliber- 
ately arranged so that an acquittal is to be heralded to the country as 
a censure of many of our most honored names, living and dead. The 
fame of these are as sacred to us as that of Fitz-John Porter, and what- 
ever others may do, for one I can not sympathize with a cause that is 
upheld by sini of defamation. ` 

ut, Mr. er and gentlemen, let me say a word before passing 
for the finding of this sort, now wantonly p ronie as wanting hon- 
esty and common sense, and as being organized for the sole purpose of 


convicting the accused. Inthe lightof the history of those days I assert, 
sir, that the judgment of the court-martial was accepted by an intelli- 
gent and loyal people as a just finding on the facts and as a fit retribu- 
tion for the high crimes of which the accused was found guilty. It had 
the approval of the merciful and conservative Lincoln, and that the 
finding was abundantly supported by the facts was then controverted 
only by the accused and those who with him were hostile to General 
Pope and who sympathized with the deposed chief of the Army of the 
Potomac. 

But now we have reached the important issue. Those who advo- 
cate the of this bill assume that the finding of the court-mar- 
tial by which Fitz-John Porter was condemned was unsupported by the 
facts, or if supported by facts then before the court, that since then evi- 
dence has been discovered that removes all suspicionof his guilt. The 
burden of the proof is on those whoassert these facts. Are they proven? 
To establish them we are confronted by the report of three distinguished 
officers who were appointed by President Hayes to inquire into the 
facts and who met at West Point in June, 1878. Generals Schofield 
and Terry and Colonel Getty, of the Army, constituted this board, 
and to criticise the work of men who stand so deservedly high in the 
esteem of the people is, I know, a most ungracious duty. However, 


the late General Burnside in commenting on the report of this board — 


said: 

If action upon the bill recommended by the majority of this committee isto be 
insisted upon and taken by the Senate, it may be found to be the duty of indi- 
vidua? Senators to enter into a full discussion of the proceedings of the court 
and the board, with a view to giving a conscientious and intelligent vote upon 
the case. I will say, however, that I think the board committed a very ve 
mistake when, in summing up its conclusions as to the resemblance which the 
agos and specifications before the original court bore tothe facts of Lhe case, 
it said: 

“ We trust it is not necessary for us to submit in detail the results of this com- 
parison, and that it will be sufficent for us to point out the fundamental errors, 
and to say that all the essential facts in every ce stand out in clear and ab- 
eres one to those supposed facts upon which General Porter was ad- 
u ty.” 

The undersigned thinks that it was very necessary for the board, if they desired 
to give theiraction weight with the President. Sone sey ar country, thatthey 
should show in absolute detail the bearings which the of the case had upon 
the original charges. It seems very clear tothe undersi; that some of the so- 
called “fundamental errors” of the court-martial which the board have sum- 
med up in a few words are not errors in fact. This statement is made after an 
examination of the four volumes of record in this most important case, but with 
no desire to make any charge detrimental to the military intelligence of the 
high officers who composed the board. 


I indorse this and more. After a careful reading the report im- 
presses me with the conviction that the evidencegiven by the Govern- 
ment was not given the weight due it. Important evidence seems not 
to have been considered at all. And yet, strange as it may seem, these 
three gentlemen, having no judicial powers, sit and review and reverse 
the finding of a regular court composed of nine officers in all respects 
their peers, and not only acquit Fitz-John Porter, but convert him into 
a hero and a martyr. Appointed to report the facts and their conclu- 
sions upon them, that the President may act advisedly on his applica- 
tion for relief, they avail themselves of the opportunity to pronounce 
a panegyric that reads more like the fulsome landations of the advo- 
cate than the unadorned statement of a court. Is this criticism just ? 

Mr. ROSECRANS (in his seat). It is not. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. My friend says it is not. 

Mr. SLOCUM (in his seat). They are weak men, are they not? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
SLOCUM ] says sotto voce: ‘* They are weak men, are they not?”’ I said 
but a moment ago, if my distinguished friend had heard me, that they 
were men who stood deservedly high in the estimation of their country. 
But they were men, and I may say, not exactly in the language of 
Burns: 

But, oh! mankind are unco weak 
And little to be trusted, 
If self the wavering balance shake 
> It’s rarely right adjusted. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. Was not that the case when they tried Porter, to 
excuse the Government for having put Pope in command ? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. If you will agree to give me time to 
answer all these questions I will do my very best in that direction. 

Let us see. Speaking of the refusal of Porter to attack the enemy 
on the afternoon of August 29, they say: 

Such an attack under such circumstances would not only have been a great 
blunder, but on the part of an intelligent officer a great crime. 

Again, and speaking of the same act of disobedience: 

It is not possible that any court-martial could have condemned such conduet 
had it been nnderstood. the contrary that conduct was obedient, subordi- 
nate, faithful, and judicious. It saved the Union army from disaster on the 29th 

The resources of the language are here severely taxed to find ad- 
jectives to strongly express their admiration for conduct which a court 
of nine intelligent officers thought, when the transaction was fresh in 
the memories of the actors in the conflict of that day, to be flagrantly 
disobedientand insubordinate. They acquit Porter upon every charge 


of disobedience of orders, but, judging by the report, they came very . 


near censuring him for Sa one order of his superior officer 
and trying to render a tardy obedience to another. It seems that Gen- 
eral Pope by a written order, dated at 8.50 p. m. of August 29, directed 
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Porter to immediately march to the field of the battle of thatday. So far 
as I can see there ‘was no charge, trial, or conviction for a disobedience 
of this order, but they avail themselves of the opportunity to say that 
“‘at first sight it would appear that in the prompt and unhesitating 
movement under this order’’—that is, in obeying it—*‘ General Porter 
committed’ a grave fault.” Howeyer, upon a close examination, the 
board thought his conduct might be excused. 

Again, when Porter was peremptorily ordered to move with his com- 
mand from Warrenton Junction for Bristoe Station at 1 o’clock on the 
morning of the 28th of August, and he made, as the board found, some 
effort to get under way at 3 o’clock they thought him a little hasty, and 
that ‘‘it would have been wiser to have delayed the movement until 4.” 
But I shall take occasion to call attention to the logic of this report as I 

with the discussion. As it challenges the record of the court, 
the truth of the current history of the times, and severely reflects on 
the conduct of men who deserve well of the country, it ought to inspire 
no respect unless it is supported by facts in evidence. As I have said, 
the board was composed of officers of high character, but their*judg- 
ment, I assert, is entitled to no more respect than that of the court 
whose action they review. It is my opinion, after asomewhat careful 
examination of this case, that it was impossible for the West Point 
board to reach its conclusions without discarding material evidence on 
the part of the Government and summarily rejecting the testimony of 
some of its most important witnesses. 

Now, what are the facts and what the history of the Fitz-John Por- 
ter case? And here I must be brief. In the Peninsula campaign of 
the spring and summer of 1862 some one had blundered, and the Army 
of the Potomac not only failed to capture the confederate capital, but 
was compelled to retire from the James to the line of the Potomac. 
Richmond was no longer menaced nor the confederate army confronted 
by an opposing force, and early in August that army began to move 
northward through Virginia and in the direction of Washington. The 
war was being transferred from the front of Richmond to the vicinity 
of the national capital, and when the country realized that the siege 
of Richmond had been raised, that McClellan’s campaign, from which 
so much had been expected, had proven a failure, a feeling something 
akin to despair took possession of the people. 

It is no part of my duty to discuss the causes that led to this condi- 
tion of affairs or to attempt to fix responsibility for it. The order re- 
moving the Army of the Potomac from the Peninsula had been issued, 
wisely or unwisely; the country was in peril; and it was the time of all 
times for cheerful obedience to lawful authority and unselfish devotion 
to duty. It was the time of all times tosubordinate personal preferences 
to loyalty to the cause of the Republic; for the simple question was how 
to hurl back the tide of invasion and how to secure the triumph of our 
urms, and with it the suppression of the rebellion. We shall see after 
a while how Fitz-John Porter came up to this standard; certainly not 
too high a one for a major-general in the Army of the United States. 

At this juncture General Pope was called from the West, where he 
had made a good military record, and assigned to the command of the 
Army of Virginia. This army, when he assumed its command, was 
distributed along the line of the Rappahannock and between Rich- 
mond and Washington. To give in detail the movements of the op- 
posing armies during the month of August, 1862, is unn , aS WE 
are now only concerned with the second battle of Bull Run and the 
events of the few days preceding it. If Porter be guilty, it is because 
of his conduct on the 27th, 28th, and 29th days of August. Let us 
come at once to those days. Let the events of those days be examined 
fairly, carefully, impartially. The country expects the inquiry to be 
made fearlessly. 

Because of the alleged misconduct of Porter on those memorable 
days he was with having violated the ninth and fifty-second 
articlesof war. His offerise, as charged, was disobedience of the lawful 
commands of his superior officerand misbehavior in the presence of the 
enemy. Upon these he was brought to trial, found guilty, and sen- 
tenced ‘‘to be cashiered, and to be forever disqualified from holding any 
office of trust or profit under the Government of the United States.” 

So supporting specifications were numerous and may be condensed 
into these: 

First. That he failed to obey the order of his superior officer direct- 
ing him to move with his command at.1 o’clock a. m., A 28, 
from Warrenton Junction to Bristoe Station, and ‘‘on all accounts” 
te reach Bristoe by daylight on the morning of that day. 

Second. That on the 29th day of August he disobeyed the order of 
Pope directing him to push forward upon Gainesville. 

Third. That on the 29th day of Angas, being with his army corps 
between Manassas and the field of battle, within the sound of the guns 
and in the presence of the enemy and knowing that a battle was bein; 
fought and that the aid of his corps was needed, purposely failed all 
day to bring it on the field. 

‘ourth. Thathe disobeyed the order of General Pope dated 4.30 p. m., 
August 29, directing him to attack the enemy on the flank or rear, 

These are not all the acts of alleged disobedience and unsoldierly 
conduct, but they are the essential ones and all I care to discuss, for if 
he is guilty of these, or any one act of flagrant and willful disobedi- 
ence, he ought not to have the favor of this House. 


Before proceeding further it is important to know what kind of ohe- 
dience the soldier is required to yield his superior. The books tell 
us that the officer is to hold no counsel with fear. He must despise 
danger. Absolute obedience is the one leading and overshadowing de- 
mand of the military law. 

The military system is essentially and necessarily despotic. It ex- 
acts prompt and unhesitating compliance with the lawful orders of those 
rightfully in command. The subaltern must not refuse, question, or 
hesitate when required by his chief to act— 

12 Not though the soldiers knew 
Some one had blundered; 
Theirs not to make reply, 
Theirs not to reason why, 
Theirs but to do or die. 

These general rules are subject to this exception: If the subordinate 
knows the order was given under a mistake of facts and its execution 
bring disaster, he may disobey. Whether obedience shall be rendered 
is not left to the pleasure or caprice of the subaltern, for if it were so 
the army would be chaos and its discipline and efficiency at an end. 

The necessity for exact obedience is apparent. The general move- 
ment, the plans of the attack or defense in all their details, are for the 
chief, and he commits the execution of the several parts to his lieuten- 
ants, and success depends upon the punctual and exact obedience of 
each officer to eachorder. Now, did Fitz-John Porter yield this prompt, 
this exact, this soldierly obedience to the orders of his superior? Did 
he respect General Pope’s authority? Was he friendly or hostile to 
his commanding officer; and did he desire him to succeed or fail? 
Behind the conduct of every man is a purpose—a motive. If imme- 
diately before the events of these days, if while they were in progress, 
he was distrustful, manifested a spirit of insubordination, predicted 
failure, derided and sneered at his superior, he was certainly in a fit 
frame of mind to defy his orders and authority. That all this is true 
of him is conclusively proven. 

The West Point board felt it to be its duty ‘‘ to say that the indiscreet 
and unkind terms in which General Porter expressed his distrust of the 
capacity of his superior commander can not be defended.” This puts 
it mildly, for from the very hour that Pope took command of the Army 
of Virginia Porter was snarling at him and belittlinghim. His letters 
to General Burnside prove this. 

From the time Porter started to join Pope he furnished Burnside 
with all the information he could gather, including criticisms and com- 
ments of his own. These dispatches are of great importance, in my 
opinion, in judging of Porter’s subsequent conduct, as they clearly 
show an utter want of confidence in Halleck, then directing operations 
from Washington, and not only a want of confidence in Pope, but acon- 
tempt for him and his ability. While on the march and before he re- 
ported to Pope he dispatched Burnside on the 25th as follows: 


* Ido notlike to direct movements on such uncertain data as that furnished by 


General Halleck; I know he is misinformed of the location of some of the corps 
mentioned in his dispatches, * * * I have directed Sykes to go to Rappu- 
haan Station, &e. * * * Does General McClellan approve? 

The first order which Porter received from Pope was at once com- 
municated to Burnside; but notwithstanding his report for duty and 
the receipt of a proper order from his lawful superior, he appears to 
have been unable or unwilling to recognize the fact that he was not 
under the command of General McClellan; for he says, after detailing 
the order : 

Inform McClellan, that I may know Iam doing right. + 


On the morning of the 27th, while on the march to the vicinity of 
Warrenton village, he received another order from Pope, dated at War- 
renton Junction (railway), August 27, 4 a. m., directing him to move 
direct to that point (Warrenton Junction)—to move ‘‘as rapidly as pos- 
sible;’’ that the ‘“‘enemy’s cavalry have intercepted our railway com- 
munication near Manassas;’’ that ‘‘he [the enemy] seems to be advanc- 
ing with a heavy force along the’ Manassas Gap Railway;’’ and that 
‘*we will probably move to attack him to-morrow in the neighborhood 
of Gainesville,” This order appears to have been at once forwarded 
to Burnside, for I find a dispatch, dated the afternoon of the 27th, 
which states: 

Everything here is at sixes and sevens, and I find I am to take care of my- 
self in every . * * * Our line of communication has taken care of ite 
self in compliance with orders. * * * The janie Sa YAn all Pope's and 
other clothing, and from McDowell the same, including liquors. No guard ac- 
eompanying the trains. 

A sharp and caustic truth this; swift to censure, and not above giv- 
ing sanction and publicity to the false and scandalous charges against 
General McDowell and his personal habits. 

Agafn, he writes: 

We are working now to get behind Bull Run. 

Again: 
ph a A oe oe meen re 

And, once more: 


I the next will be a raid , of Wi ton pik 
PA po new on our rear, by way ‘arreaton pike, 
+ : * 


. Ld L = 
It would seem from proper statements of the enemy that he is wandering 
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around loose, but I expect they know what they are doing, which is more than 
any one here oranywhere knows. 

I might multiply these statements indefinitely, but I need not. Can 
obedience and fidelity come from an officer who sneers at the courage 
and strategy of hissuperior? It is clearly disclosed in this correspond- 
ence that he wants to be out of Pope’s command and away from the 
Army of Virginia. He looks hopefully toward McClellan, and is anx- 
ious to join him at Alexandria. The bitterness with which he alludes 
to Pope shows a frame of mind that was ready to connive at defeat 
and rejoice over a failure. In the light of these facts we should read 
the conduct of Porter. At sundown on the 26th of August Stonewall 
Jackson took and occupied Bristoe Station, on the line of the railroad, 
and immediately sent forward a detachment and captured Pope’s depot 
of suppliesat Manassas, Pope is now at Warrenton Junction and Jack- 
son is between him and Washington. 

Upon reaching Warrenton Junction on the morning of the 27th Por- 
ter had a personal interview with General Pope, the result of which he 
at once communicated to General Burnside in a dispatch. In that in- 
terview Pope communicated all the information he had, but it appears 
to have made no impression upon Porter, except to confirm him in the 
opinion that Pope was incompetent and that his own judgment was in- 
fallible. His dispatch to Burnside was dated Warrenton Junction, Au- 
gust 27, 4 p. m., nearly twenty-four hours after Jackson had placed 
himself in the rear of Pope's army, and when his commander had re- 
iterated the belief that a general engagement could not long be de- 
layed. Icall especial attention to some of its features. He said: 

Wagons are rolling along rapidly to the rearand * * * Isee no cause for 
alarm, although this may cause it. Sigel got to Buckland bridge in time to put 
out the fire and kick the enemy who is pursuing his route unmol to the 
Shenandoah or LoudounCounty, * * * Noenemyinouroriginalfront. * * + 
A letter of General Lee, seized when Stuart’s aid was seized, directs Stuart to 
leave squadron only to watch in front of Hanover Junction. Everything has 
moved north. I found a vast difference between these troops and ours, but I 
sup they are new, as to-day they burned their clothes when there was not 
the least cause. Ihear they are much demoralized, and needed some good troops 
to give them heart, and I think head. We are working now to get behind Bull 
Run, and I presume will be therc in a few days if strategy don’t use us up. The 
strategy is magnificent and tactics in the inverse proportion. * * * I would 
like also to be ordered to return to Fredericksburg to push toward Hanover, &c. 
+ * + J wish Sumner was at Washington, &c. * * * I do not doubt the 
enemy have large amount supplies, and I believe they have a contempt for the 
Army of Virginia. I wish myself away from it with all our old Army of the 
Potomac, and so do our companions, Iwas informed to-day, &c,, that this army 
was pushed out to save the Army of the Potomac—an army that could take care 
of itself. * * * There is no fear of an enemy crossing the Rappahannock. 
* * © Most of this is private, but if you can get me away, pleasedo so. Make 
what use of this you choose, so it does good. 

On the same day this letter was written to Burnside, and at nearly 
the same hour, an e ent was going on at Bristoe. Hooker had 
moved up the rai , attacked Ewell’s command, and after a severe 
fight, in which the Union forces lost some three hundred in killed and 
wounded, drove it from Bristoe, when Ewell went forward and joined 

* Jackson at Manassas. Here, after his interview with Porter on this 
day at Warrenton Junction, Pope joins Hooker at Bristoe. McDow- 
ell’s and Sigel’s corps, with Reynolds's division, were at Gainesville, and 
Reno’s and Heintzelman’s corps; with Kearny’s division, at Greenwich. 
Jackson, with 20,000 to 25,000 troops, is four miles north from Bristoe, 
while Pope’s main command, except Hooker’s division, which was with 
him, is from eight to ten miles to the south and west. That the situa- 
tion was critical is not denied. It was at this time General Pope sent 
Porter the following order: 


HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF VIRGINIA, 
Bristoe Station, August 27,1862—6.30 p. m, 
GENERAL: The major-gencral commanding directs that you start at | o'clock 
to-night, and come forward with your whole corps, or such of it as is 
with you, so-as to be here by daylight to-morrow morning. Hooker has had 
a very severe action with the enemy, with a loss of about three hundred killed 
and wounded. The enemy has been driven back, but is retiring along the rail- 
road. We mustdrive him from Manassas and clear the country between that 
place and Gainesville, where McDowellis If Morell has not joined you, send 
word to him to push forward immediately ; also, send word to Banks to hurry 
forward with all speed to take your place at Warrenton Junction. It is neces- 
sary on all accounts that you should be here by daylight. I sendan officer with 
this dispatch who will conduct you to this place. Be sure to send word to Banks, 
who is on the road from Fayetteville, probably in the direction of Bealeton. 
Say to Banks, also, that he had bestrun back the railroad trains to this side of 
Cedar Run. If he is not with you, write to him to that cffect. 
By command of Major-General Pope. 
GEORGE D. RUGGLES. 
Colonel and Chief of Staff, 


That this order was delivered to General Porter by Captain De Kay 
at 9.30 o’clock on the night of its date is not controverted. The order 
is certainly explicit. It commands Porter to move with his corps to 
Bristoe, to start at 1 o’clock the next morning, and to reach there at 
daylight. The order is urgent as well as explicit: ‘‘It is necessary on 
all acesunts that you should be here at daylight.” More than that, 
it tells him there had been a very severe action with the enemy that 
afternoon, in which our loss was about three hundred, and that the 
enemy was near by. Popesends a guide to point out the way, and his 
woes supplements the written order by informing Porter as fol- 

OWS: 


The last thing General Pope said Toae AS TRONA Taala Sa hig 
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was then important, for Hooker’s command had fought that day, was 
nearly out of ammunition, and Jackson’s combined force only four 
miles away. Under the circumstances no soldier, it seems to me, who 
was proud of his profession, loyal to his superior, or inspired by a true 
devotion to the cause he had espoused, would havehesitated a moment 
in attempting to obey. But the order was not obeyed, nor was there 
an effort put forth in that direction. Fitz-John Porter did not put his 
corps or any part of it in motion at the hour named, nor did his com- 
mand or any part of it join Pope at Bristoe at daylight. I do not in- 
sist that it was important under the order that the movement should 
commence at 1 o’clock; it was only im t that it began in time to 
insure the arrival of the command at the point designated at daylight. 
It is admitted that the order was not obeyed, and Porter defends his 
action by asserting— 

First, that his subordinate generals advised against it; 

Second, that the night was too dark to march; 

Third, that the road along which he was required to move was made 
impassable by a blockade of wagons; and 

Fourth, that his troops were much fatigued by the long march of the 
previous day. 

Mr. Speaker, Fitz-John Porter did hold a consultation with his $b- 
ordinate generals, and they advised, it is said, against making an at- 
tempt to march. If that consultation meant anything more the 
preparation of an excuse for a predetermined act of disobedience I am 
unable to correctly interpret human conduct or human testimony. 
Captain De Kay, who carried the order, swears that when Porter read 
it his first comment to some of his general officers present was: ‘* Gen- 
tlemen, there is something for you to sleep on: The fault-finding spirit, 
the want of confidence, the determination to sit in judgment on Pope’s 
orders, culminated in a council of war. What made this consultation 
necessary? The question whether he would obey an order directing 
him to move his command was a very simple one. His failure to com- 
municate to his council information of Hooker’s engagement, the ur- 
gent and imperative character of the order, and his sneering remark to 
Captain De Kay convince me that he was more anxious to influence his 
subordinates than to be influenced by them. Had he informed them 
fully of the facts of Pope’s surroundings, of the positive terms of the 
order, and then submitted the question to the deliberate judgment ot 
his fellow-ofticers and acted upen their conclusions in good faith, it 
would have mitigated his offense. However, sir, I am not ready to ad- 
mit that even under these circumstances his conduct would have been 
subordinate and soldierly. There are occasions of great peril when a 
conference should be had, and where the superior may act upon the ad- 
vice of his inferior officers, This was not such an occasion. Here there 
was a plain order and a duty equally plain, He did not read the order 
to nor‘inform Generals Butterfield, Sykes, and Morell of its urgency 
or importance, but contented himself by explaining that it was “an 
order to march at 1 o'clock,” and when it was said the night was dark 
and the troeps fatigued, he accepted the statement without dissent, and 
immediately ordered the movement to be delayed. This is in brief the 
evidence of these generals upon that point. 

Here is what they said: 

General Sykes said: 

General Porter informed me that he had received an order directing his corps 
to march at 1 o’clock. 

Question by the judge-advocate, Do you remember whether you were made 
acquainted with the urgent language of the order, stating that by all means Gen- 
eral Porter must be at Bri Station by daylight the next morning? 


A. No, sir, I did not; for I am satisfied if the urgency had been made 
known to us we would have moved at the hour prescribed, 


General Sykes subsequently attempted to modify this opinion £o far 
as to claim a certain discretion on the part of a corps commander; but 
Iam content to let this—the opinion which as a soldier he gave at 
once when the matter was first clearly presented to him—answer. 

General Butterfield said: 

Question by the accused: Will you state what was said by General Porter in 
relation to that order and what the order was? 

A. The order, I believe, was for General Porter to move his forces at 1 o'clock 
in the morning to Bristoe. 

Question by the judge-advocate: Did you see the order the 27th from General 
ops or know anything about the urgency of its terms? 

. I did not read it. 7 

General Morell says, in answer to the question as to ‘* what oc- 
curred:”’ 

General Porter said to us that he had received this order to march atl o'clock 
thatnight. Weimmediately spoke of the condition of our troops, they being very 
much fatigued, and the darkness of the night, and said that we did not believe 
we could make any better progress attempting to start at that hour than had we 


waited until daylight. After some little conversation General Porter said, 
“Well, we will start at 3 o’olock; get ready.” I immediately left his tent. 


I need not notice this branch of the defense further. Had these sub- 
ordinate officers known all the facts, that the order was issued from a 
field of battle, that a force of the enemy was near by, that an of- 
ficer had been sent to guide the command, that the terms of the order 
were most peremptory, I am sure they would have counseled unhesi- 
tating obedience. 

But, Mr. Speaker, Porter was at least tardy to the point of unsol- 
dierly indifference; he did not-move at 1, nor indeed so early as 3 o’clock. 
And I call the attention of the House and‘of the country to the testi- 
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mony of Col. Jacob 8. Buchanan in support of this assumption. This 
testimony has been the subject of some adverse criticism because, after 
sixteen years, he was mistaken in a date. He puts the march from 
Warrenton Junction as occurring on the 29th instead of the 28th of 
August—a mistake easily made and wholly immaterial to the merits 
of the question. ' 

That he was with Porter’s command on the night of the 27th and the 
morning of the 28th of August is not controverted, and that he speaks 
of what happened at this time is not denied. His testimony is not to 
be disregarded because of this trivial discrepancy. I have known Col- 
onel Buchanan long and well. He is a distinguished citizen of my 
State, a lawyer of ability, a gentleman of high social position and of 
unquestioned integrity. No man of any party in the large circle of his 
acquaintance would hesitate for a moment to accept his statements, 

On the 26th of August, Colonel Buchanan with a detachment of cav- 

escorted some batteries of heavy artillery from General Burn- 
side’s command to Warrenton Junction and remained there until 7.30 
o’clock on the morning of the 28th. As to what happened on that morn- 
ing he testifies as follows: 
What conversation had you with General Porter before he started off to 
stoe Station? 

A. On the evening before he started somebody gave me an order to be in 
readiness to move at 3 o'clock in the morning. I was in front of General Por- 
ter’s headquarters at 8 o'clock in the morning, but saw no one until after the 
break of day, Then some one came to me and told me to let the men get their 
breakfasts and let their horses be fed. That wus done, and I immediately went 
back to the place I occupied, Some time afterward, after sunrise, I saw Gen- 
eral Porter, I wanted to go back to Fredericksburg to my regiment, I only 
had about ninety men with me, and I ex to go buck the day before, I 
rode out with him in the woods where he was in camp until we got into an 
open field. He asked me to send a detachment of the command I had forward 
to clear the road toward Bristoe Station two or three miles; this was done. I 
waited some little time, and the infantry began to move. About that time he 
handed me a letter, and directed me to give it to General Burnside—I can not 
get his , but the idea was that there was no disaster that was threat- 
ening as yet, and he hoped for the best, 

Q. You did not accompany any of your detachment toward Bristoe? 

A. No, sir; I believe I waited until four or five of the men came back. 

Q. When did you get this order from General Porter to send a detachment 


down there? n 
woods into the field. 


A. After I got out of the oj 
Q. What time of day would you or in was, having reference to daybreak? 


A. The sun was probably an hour 


I fully believe the statements of Colonel Buchanan, and it shows that 
Porter did not begin to move even at 3 o’clock—indeed, was not in 
motion until the hour had passed when he was expected at Bristoe. 

Was the character of the night such as to justify the disobedience of 
this order? Will it be contended that on a starlight August night, 
when there was neither rain nor storm nor bad roads to interrupt the 
march, troops could not be moved through a comparatively open country 
the short distance of nine miles? This movement was not to be over 
an unknown route, fora pilot was ready to guide the way. There was 
no enemy to oppose. Witness after witness testified that.the night was 
a clear, starlight one, and the roads good. Captains Macy, Murray, and 
Campbell, and Privates Hill and Stine, of the Nineteenth Indiana Vol- 
unteers, so swear. These men were actors in this drama. For twenty 
years they have been my neighbors, and I know them to be intelligent 
and truthful. 

But, sir, the following facts will force every intelligent mind to the 
conclusion that the darkness of the night did not occasion this extraor- 
dinary delay. The mere opinions of witnesses are worthless in their 
presence. It is an unquestionable and incontrovertible truth, I think, 
that on this notable night bodies of troops belonging to almost every 
brigade and division of both armies were marching both north and east 
of Porter, and at no great distance from him, without serious incon- 
venience. This was probably the only instance in either army where 
an order to march on that night was disobeyed. 

Of the Union Army Gibbon’s brigade, Duryea’s brigade, parts of 
Ricketts’s and Kearny’s divisions marched portions of this night. On 
the confederate side Hill, Ewell, Lawton, and indeed all of Jackson’s 
command, marched from Manassas either to Sedley Church, Centre- 
ville, or Groveton, each traversing a distance as great as was reqfired 
of Fitz-John Porter’s corps, It can not be doubted—indeed the fact 
is not challenged to my knowledge—that nearly all the troops on both 
sides that subsequently took part in the battles of the 29th and 30th of 
August were in motion on this night to secure new positions. I hope 
that I do not state the conclusion too strongly when I say, in view of 
this evidence, that the excuse of darkness is but a shallow and shadow- 
less pretense. 

Was the road obstructed by wagon trains so as to render the move- 
ment of troops over it that night impossible or impracticable? If this 
were true and Porter did not know it, it affords no apology for his dis- 
obedience. If he did know it, then, in view of the imperative order 
before him, he should have taken immediate and efficient measures to 
open the way or to find another by which to reach the point to which he 
was ordered. As I havesaid already, the essence of this order is that 
he should reach Bristoe at daylight. The time of starting was fixed 
in it at 1 o’clock, but “‘on all accounts” his command must arrive at 
daylight. . Now, if Porter knew the way was obstructed and saw or 
apprehended that to delay the movement until 1 o'clock would pre- 
vent his making Bristoe at the time he was commanded to be there, 


he should have without hesitation put his troops in motion at an 
earlier hour. That he could not move by the usually traveled road 
was no excuse if there was another open to him, or if he could have 
reached his destination by avoiding roads altogether. I am safe in _ 
saying that the learned and experienced military gentlemen who pre- 
sent the defense will not deny the soundness of these propositions. 

Was there a route other than the wagon-way? Parallel with the 
wagon-road there was a railroad track the whole distance to be 
marched. Infantry, if the opinions of the most intelligent military 
men are to be respected, could have been easily moved over this track, 
and in this emergency there should have been no hesitation in attempt- 
ing it. The evidence shows there were wagon-trains on this road that 
night, but I assert there was no effort to clear the way, and that the 
obstruction was not sufficient to prevent the movement of Porter's 
command. If I am able to understand the evidence there were no ob- 
structions at all for a considerable part of the way, and troops might 
have passed the trains, at any point. Between Warrenton Junction 
and Kettle Run—a distance of some three miles—there was, I admit, 
what some of the witnesses term ‘‘a jam,” but for the rest of the way 
wagons were only to be found at wide intervals. These facts are fully 
shown in the evidence of Captain De Kay, Colonel Clary, and Captain 
Fifield, and corroborated by General Sykes and Lieutenant Monteith. 

By prompt and energetic action with a small force the road could 
have been cleared, but no action was taken. 

Col. Robert E. Clary, called by the accused in 1862, answered, on cross- 
examination, as follows: 

Question. In your opinion, could or could not General Porter, after the re- 
ceipt of his order to move, which receipt was at 9.30 p.m. on the 27th of August, 
have cleared the road entirely of wagons by 1 or 2 o'clock that night, so that his 
march would not have been much iepeded ? 

Answer, I think the troops could have passed over during the night had a 
sufficient force been sent in advance to have cleared that road of those obstruc- 
tions, which, at the time I passed over it, extended only three miles, I think. 
When I passed over the road it was between 2and 3 o'clock in the morning. 
What the obstructions had been previous to that time I am unable to say. 

Q. Will you state whether at 1 o’clock the character of the night and the state 
of the was such as, in heed judgment, to render practicable the march of 
General Porter's troops to toe Station, to arrive at or about daylight? 

A. Not without the preliminary steps which I have previously stated ought 
to have been taken. 

Q. Were or were not the first three or four miles of the road from Warrenton 
unobstructed. 

A. They were, as I passed over them. 

De Kay swears that the road was good, although he had difficulty in 
getting down by horseback, owing to the wagons; that he had passed 
the last wagon at Catlett’s, two or three miles from Warrenton, and 
that he stated to Porter his infantry could take the railroad track, as 
many small squads of men had gone up that way. General Duval rode 
that night from Warrenton to Catlett’s Station and Bristoe. He says: 


I think troops could have marched; there were — where asf eculd not 
have marched in regular order; they would kave to fc around wagons in 
iscovering the road; 


some way, but there would have been no difficulty in 
troops could not have moved in the regular order of marching, &e. 

If any attempt was made that night to clear the way I have failed to 
find the evidence of it. After daylight Lieutenant Wild was sent for- 
ward with a half-dozen cavalry for that purpose and that was all until 
Porter’s command was on the march. The evidence on the point as to 
the extent of the obstructions on the road to Bristoe is voluminous, 
and a careful examination of it will, I am sure, convince any candid 
inquirer that the wagon-trains interposed no insurmountable obstacle 
to a forward movement of troops that night. 

But, sir, it is insisted that these troops of Porter’s command were 
fatigued by long marches and were in no fit condition to march even in 
obedience to an imperative order from the general in command. What 
are the undisputed facts? General Morell’s division, after a march of 
from seventeen to nineteen miles, arrived at Warrenton Junction at 
from the middle of the afternoon until sunset on August 27. General 
Sykes’s division marched only fourteen miles, reaching camp at 1 o'clock 
in the afternoon. Is it possible that it will be seriously contended that 
to have marched these troops after a ‘rest of from seven to fourteen 
hours was impracticable? They had but nine miles to make. Had 
they made Bristoe by daylight their entire march for the preceding 
twenty-four hours would have been but a fraction over a mile an hour. 
Would this have been extraordinary? This feat has been 
hundreds of times by our volunteer troops. It is a poor compliment to 
the endurance and patriotism of the American soldier to even doubt his 
capacity or his readiness to make sucha march. Forced marches—long 
and fatigning—are by no means an unusual occurrence in time of war, 
and the history of the world is replete with instances in which long and 
rapid marches through storm and mud or over rugged mountain sides 
were made without hesitation and without murmur from either officers 
or men. 

Let us see how other soldiers judged of their duty in similar circum- 
stances. I quote from General Jacob D. Cox: 


In Georgia, on the 2th of ome ncn Twenty-third Corps was marching late 
in the evening, zing io reach Pumpkin Vine Creek, after cressing the Etowah 
River. Hooker was in advance, and his trains in this case also filled the road. 
The column was necessarily broken, the men picking their way among the 
wagons, straggling out by the roadside when it was A papery to march there, 

being and worried to the last degree e obstacles, Just before 
dark distant firing was heard. Schofield ordered that the col should close 
up and push on as fast as possible. A severe thunder-storm acne up, followed 
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‘by pouring, drenching rain, in which the corps continued to march till midnight, 
an then went into bivouac by the roadside, not a wagon or tent of their own 
‘being near them, Instead of seeking shelter, General Schofield himself pushed 


forward to see what had been going on; and in trying to pass some wagons his 


thorse fell with him into a gully which could not be seen in the darkness and he 
was severely hurt. But orders were sent for the corps to continue its march ; 
-after only a single hour of rest they marched again, and the gray in the east was 
just appearing when they reported to Shermar and asked for an assignment of 
their position on the field. Hooker had had, as in 1862, a very severe action, 
though it was at New Hope church thistime. There was no council of division 

-officers called to consider the propriety of marching, but orders were issuedand 
the march was made, and every soldier knows that it is only in that way that 
eampaigns are made successful. 

Had the brave men of Sykes’s and Morell’s divisions been ordered 
\forward that night they would have obeyed, as the American soldier 
always did, with alacrity. ‘ 

The West Point board justify General Porter’s conduct in failing to 
‘obey the order of August 27 by a logic somewhat surprising. After 
‘quoting the order the report says: 

This order plainly contemplated an agressive movememt against the enemy 
-early on the 28th, and required the presence of General Porter’scorps at Bristoe 
Station as early as le in the morning to take part in the pursuit of and 
-attack upon a eny The order did not indicate any anticipation of defens- 
ive action at Bristoe, but, on the contrary, it indicated continuous, active, ag- 
icra pwns during the entire day of the 28th, to drive the enemy from 

and clear the country. 

Is it true the order contemplated a purely aggressive movement on 
the 28th, and that Porter’s presence was required to take part in it 
and to take part in the pursuit of a retreating enemy? What part of 
the order justifies this construction? I suppose this language is relied 
on: “We must drive him [the enemy] from Manassas, and clear the 

country between that place and Gainesville, where McDowell is.” This 

is tortured until itis made to notify Porter that an aggressive move- 
ment was to be made early in the morning; that his troops were to 
take part in the attack and pursuit, and that operations were to be con- 
tinuous, active, and aggressive during the entire day. It was there- 
‘fore—and this is the conclusion of the board—necessary that the troops 
‘should not be fatigued by a long march, but should arrive at Bristoe 
in condition for a long fight and pursuit. 

With all due deference to these learned gentlemen, this logic seems 
strained and lamentably far-fetched. Pope simply expressed a pur- 
pose to drive the enemy from Manassas and to clear the country be- 
tween that place and Gainesville, but as to when the movement is to 
be made, or the part Porter’s corps is to take in it, the order is silent. 
‘Whether the movement was to be aggressive or defensive, it was none the 
‘less the duty of Porter toobey theorder. ‘‘ The order did not indicate 

:any defensive action,” it is said. It did not in terms, it is true, but it 
-did inform Porter that a severe action had already taken place on that 
-day, that a body of the enemy was then at Manassas, but four miles 
-distant, and they were also in the country between Bristoe and Gaines- 
ville. For days before this the opposing forces had been at times in 
-sight of each other. The enemy was not retreating, and Porter must 
“have known, from the facts stated in the order and his own observation 
.and experience, that the enemy might take the offensive. 

Again, the report says: 

ifi hysical im bility to march over that road on that night 
Soot Deere che OAEI ap darkness, = 

A little further on we are told: 

If the order had contemplated * * * an attack by the enemy at dawn of 
-day, then it would have been General Porter's duty to start promptly, not at 1 
-o’clock, but at the moment he received the order, so as to have brought at least 
-some fragments of his infantry to Bristoe in time to aid in repelling that attack, 

It strikes me that these conclusions do not stand well together. It 
is asserted in unqualified terms that the march on that night was phys- 

‘ically impossible, and then it is said quite as strongly that if an attack 
-at Bristoe was anticipated it was Porter’s duty to start at once—not at 
1 o’clock, but immediately—so as to be at least able to give Pope the 
.aid of some part of his command. I do not profess to understand the 
-art of war nor the circumstances that will excuse a subordinate’s dis- 
-obedience of the order of his superior, but I never doubted that ‘‘a phys- 
ical impossibility ” of execution would be a defense whether the order 
contemplated aggressive or defensive operations. And it occurs to me 
that it was as possible to obey this order if Pope designed an attack as 
if he apprehended one. If it was a duty to promptly obey in the one 
case it was also in the other. 

In time of actual war, when armies are confronting each other and 
fighting is imminent, cases are rare in which the orders of the officer 
supreme in command may be disregarded; and the mere fact that the 
order is difficult, that it requires great effort, or sacrifice of comfort or 
convenience, affords no defense whatever for non-compliance with its 
terms. I have dwelt-too long already here. Porter refused obedience 
to the order of the 27th of August, did it clearly without justifiable 
cause, and that no disastrous consequences resulted does not relieve 
him from guilt. For this one act of willful disobedience he merited all 
the punishment the court awarded. 

As the remaining charges depend for support upon the transactions 
of a single day, August 29, they will not be separately discussed. 

Porter’s command reached Bristoe at about 10 o’clock on the morn- 
ing of the 28th. Here Pope detailed to Porter his plan of campaign. 
At 11 o'clock Pope left, Porter remaining. On this morning Porter 


sends Burnside another of his cynical dispatches. I have already 
alluded to it, but I give it now more fully: 

My command will soon be up and go into on, Hooker drove Ewell 
somethree miles, and Pope says McDowell has intercepted Lon ts ine 
I hope all goes well near Washington. I think there need be no cause of fear 
for us, I feel as if on my own way now. * * è More supplies than I sup- 
posed on hand. * * * I hope for the best, and my l star is always up ` 
about my birthday, the 3ist,and hope Mac's is up also. You will hear of us 
soon by way of Alexandria. 


Not content with this morning dispatch, at 2 in the afternoon of 
the same day he sent another, commencing in his usual incisive and 
critical way: 

All that talk about bagging Jackson, &c., was bosh. That enormous È 


Manassas, was left open and the enemy jumped through, and the story of 
Dowell having cut off Longstreet had no good foundation, : 


Porter, perhaps, meant Thoroughfare Gap, as Manassas Gap is a gap 
through the Blue Ridge, distant from Thoroughfare Gap twenty or 
twenty-five miles, with a chain of mountains and a valley interven- 
ing, and no troops had ‘‘passed through’ it cither going or com- 
ing. This was, however, but a slight mistake for a man who had in- 
sisted that the enemy was on his way to the Shenandoah or Loudoun 
County. 

There is a report— 


he continues— ; A 

that Jackson is at Centreville, which you can believe or not. * * * I expect 
the next thing will be a raid on our rear by way of Warrenton pike by Long- 
street, who was cut off. 

Porter remained at Bristoe all of the 28th, and in what frame of mind 
we have seen. He feels for his superior a contempt which may be ex- 

to culminate in disobedience. I leave him here to briefly review 
the situation. That we may understand the events of the 28th and 
29th days of August, we must know something of topography, the coun- 
try in which these movements are being made. 

Manassas is at the junction of the Orange, Alexandria and Manassas 
Gap Railroad. Centreville is six miles to the northward, Bristoe four 
miles, and Warrenton Junction thirteen southwest. Gainesville is 
eight miles west from Manassas, on the Warrenton pike, which runs 
from Gainesville northeasterly to Centreville. Groveton is on this pike 
and about four milesnortheast from Gainesville. It will seen from this 
statement that Groveton is nearly west from Manassas about seven 
miles. Greenwich is nearly west from Bristoe, -distant four miles, and 
equally distant from the Orange and Alexandria Railroad and the War- 
renton pike. Itis therefore southwest some six or seven miles from 
Manassas. Ido not pretend exactness, but I am substantially correct 
in this statement if the maps are reliable. 

On August 28th Jackson is in the neighborhood of Groveton, having 
taken his position there on that morning and the preceding night. Pope 
is with Hooker’s division at Bristoe, Porter at Warrenton Junction, and 
Banks with his corps to the south and between that and the Rappa- 
hannock; McDowell and Sigel are at Gainesville, and Heintzelman 
and Reno at Greenwich. During the forenoon of the 28th Porter, as I ` 
have said, arrived at Bristoe, and Banks took his place at Warrenton 
Junction. Heintzelman and Reno, leaving Greenwich, followed Jack- 
son by the way of Centreville. McDowell and Sigel moved from Gaines- 
ville toward Manassas, and having marched some distance, by order of 
Pope changed their course toward C@treville. Ricketts’s division had 
been sent to Thoroughfare Gap to intercept at that point Lo: 
who was moving to re-enforce Jackson. He failed to make his mission 
effective, and fell back to Gainesville. On the evening of this day 
King’s division of McDowell’s corps struck the right of Jackson’s force 
on the Warienton pike between Groveton and Gainesville. Now, on 
the evening of this day thesituation was this: A portion of Pope’s com- 
mand and the troops under Jackson were confronting each other near 
Groveton; Longstreet was coming to re-enforce Jackson by the way ot 
Sea i Gap, Warrenton, and Gainesville. A battle was immi- 
nent. 

Now we come to the29thof August. Porter is still at Bristoe. At 
sunrise, he says, he received an order dated from headquarters near 
Bull Run, August 29, 3 a. m., in the following words: 


General McDowell has anticipated the retreat of Jackson. Sigel is immedi- 
ately on the right of McDowell. Kearny and Hooker march to attack the 
enemy’s rear at early dawn. Major-General Ng directs you to move on Cen- 
treville at the first dawn of day, &c. * * * It is very important that you 
should be here (near Bull Run) at a very early hour in the morning, A severe 
engagement is likely to take place, and your presence is necessary. 


This order, Porter says, ‘‘swprised him, for it carried him from the 
field of action;’’ but he overcame his ‘‘surprise’’ sufficiently to hurry 
off a dispatch to Burnside, which shows more clearly than ever, if that 
were possible, the estimate that this corps commander placed upon his 
commanding officer, who had just informed him that a severe engage- 
ment was imminent. He wrote to Burnside: 

I shall be off in half an hour, &c. * * * Sigel had 
&o. $ * $ Banksisat Warrenton Junction, McDowell neat Gainesville, Heit: 
zelman and Renoat Centreville, where they marched yesterday, and Pope went 
to Centreville with the last twoas a body-guard, at the time not knowing where 
was the enemy, when Sigel was fighting within eight miles of him and in sight. 


Comment is unnecessary. The enormous trainsare still rollingon.&c. * ~= * J 
hope Mac's at work, and we will soon out of this. It would seem 


get 
from proper statements of the enemy that ke was wandering around loose, but 
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I expect they know what they are doing, which is more than any one here or 


anywhere knows. 

Comment is unnecessary, for this language interprets itself. Itshows 
in what mood he began the operations of a day on which a severe en- 
gagement was likely to take place. In the very presence of the enemy 
and under orders to march to the front he expresses his contempt for 
Pope and his hope that he would soon get out of his command. Under 
this order Porter moved with his command toward Centreville until it 
had reached Manassas, when the order was countermanded. Puring 
the night before King had fallen back from the Warrenton pike to 
Manassas and Ricketts had retired from Gainesville to Bristoe. The 
situation was now a grave one, for Longstreet, by the withdrawal of 
these divisions, had a clear road, by way of the Warrenton pike, through 
Haymarket and Gainesville, to Jackson at Groveton. Thenecessity for 
prompt and vigorous measures to prevent Longstreet from effecting a 
junction with Jackson was apparent. At this point and under these 
circumstances Pope, by a verbal message, directed Porter to move im- 
mediately on Gainesville. This was followed soon after by an-order in 
writing, as follows: 

CENTREVILLE, August 29, 1862, 

Push forward with your corps and King’s division, which you will take with 
you, upon Gainesville. Iam following the enemy down the Warrenton turn- 
pike. Be expeditious or we will lose much, 

JOHN POPE, 
Major-General Comma: 

This order was as explicit as it wassimple. It was supplemented by 
Porter's knowledge of the importance of the movement. The thunder 
of the cannon admonished him that the battle was opening on the right. 
At early dawn his chief had written him that a severe engagement was 
probable, He knew that Pope was intending an aggressive movement, 
for Pope writes him, ‘“‘ I am following down the Warrenton pike. Be 
expeditious or we lose much.” But the important question is, was 
the order obeyed in its letter or its spirit, and did Porter on this day, 
when in the sound of the guns and in the presence of the enemy and 
when a battle was being fought, fai] to bring his command into action ? 
Did he push forward? He moved at 9 in the morning, and at 11.30 
reached Dawkin’s Branch, a distance of near five miles and within 
three miles of Gainesville, and here he halted. His men were fresh. 
were then, as always, ready for the fray. He had a well-appointed 
command of near twelve thousand men of both regulars and volunteers. 
He was directed to make a movement from which great results were 
expected, but he did not “push forward.” He halted; andwhy? Did 
he meet the enemy here and engage him ? The halt was caused by in- 
formation from a countryman, who told Griffin ‘‘to look out; that a 
trooper had been taken in front; and in answer to a question as to 
what forces were there, he said, ‘‘ None except a few mounted men.” 

General Morell met a mounted man (one of our own troopers, I sup- 
pose), who informed him that he had just left Gainesville, and that the 
skirmishers of the enemy to the number of four hundred were there, 
and that the main body was not far behind. It will not be seriously 
contended that Porter had knowledge of the contents of General Bu- 
ford’s dispatch at the time of halting. But there were clouds of dust 
in front and to the right, which he assumed was caused by a force of 
the enemy moving toward Jackson from Thoroughfare Gap. I take 
it that it was the duty of Porter to know whether the enemy was in 
his front, and to take prompt m: to ascertain the facts. General 
Thomas L. Rosser, of Stuart’s erate cavalry, if his evidence is 
nota lie, was at this time engaged in manufacturing dust by dragging 
brush tied to horses’ tails along the dusty road. His integrity is not 
assailed nor is the truthfulness of his statements challenged, so far as I 
can learn, by any witness. The very object of Rosser’s work was to 
create the impression that troops were in motion. If Longstreet was 
then occupying the ground, why this ruse? But I will have occasion 
to call attention to this evidence hereafter. It is insisted that the for- 
ward movement was suspended in some way by the arrival of General 
McDowell; but General Griffin, who was in command of the leading 
brigade, says that before McDowell appeared the column was halted, 
and Porter said to the officers present that he had a communication to 
redd them; that after it was read they went back about three hundred 
yards to a hill, where a battery had been posted, and ‘‘ was there some 
time before McDowell rode up.” The arrival of McDowell and the 
“ joint order,” therefore, had nothing to do with the halt. Here it 
was the joint order to McDowell and Porter was received about which 
so much has been said. I give the order entire. It reads: 

HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF VIRGINIA, 
Centreville, August 29, 1862. 

You will please move forward with your joint command towards Gainesville. 
I sent General Porter written orders to that effect an hour and a half ago. Heint- 
zelman, Sigel, and Reno are moving on Warrenton turnpike, and must now be 
notfar from Gainesville. I desire that, as soon as com ication is established 
between this force and your own, the whole command halt. Itmay be nec- 

to fall back behind Bull at Centreville, to-night. I presume it will 
be so on account of our su ies, have sent no orders of any description to 
Ricketts, and none to in any way with the movements of M: well’s 
troops, except what I sent by his ai le-camp last night, which were to hold 
his position on the Warrenton pike until the troops from here should fall on the 
enemy's flank and rear. Ido not even know Ricketts's position, as I have not 
been able to find out where McDowell was until a late hour this morn- 
ing. General McDowell will take immediate steps to communicate with Gen- 
eral Ricketts, and instruct him to join the other divisions of his corps as soon as 
practicable. Many considerable advantages are to be gained by departing from 


$ 


this order it will nct be strictly carried out. One thing must be held in view— 


that the troops must occupy a ition from which they can reach Bull Run to- 
night or by morning. The ions are that the whole force of the enemy is 
moving in thisdirection ata that will oe here by to-morrow nightor 
the next day. a own quarters will for present be with Heintzelman's 
SEPE EAE JOHN POPE, 
Commanding. 


Generals MCDOWELL and PORTER. 


Tt will be observed that this order directs the movement to continue- 
towards Gainesville. I repeat its language: 

Son WELDEN move forward with your command toward Gainesville. D 
sent Porter written orders to that effect an hour and a half ago. 

The command was to halt only when communication was established 
between it and the force about Groveton, That communication could 
only be had by moving forward to the front and right. 

The board of officers—the West Point board—assert that when Mc- 
Dowell appeared at the head of the column he arrested the forward: 
movement of Porter by saying: > 

Porter, you are too far out; this is no place to fight a battle, 


In order to establish McDowell’s responsibility for doing so they ap- _ 
pear to ignore entirely the testimony of that officer before the court- 
martial, which a most searching cross-examination was unable to shake. 

McDowell, before the court-martial, swore that at that time a few 
dropping shots were fired in the front; that ‘‘ the sound of battle seemed. 
to be at its height on the right and toward Groveton;’’ that the -ues- 
tion with him was “ how soonest, within the limit fixed by General 
Pope,” Porter’s force ‘‘ could be applied against the enemy;’’ that he 
saw the dust flying above the trees on the turnpike, indicating the 
passage of troops down toward Groveton; that he said to Porter, “Yon 
put your force in here and I will tuke mine (King’s division) up the 
Sudley road;” that he left ‘‘ with the understanding and belief that 
he (Porter) would put in his force at that point;’’ that during the con- 
versation Porter said, ‘‘ We cannot go in there anywhere without get- 
ting into a fight;’’ and that he (McDowell) replied, ‘‘ That is what we 
came for.’’ Before this conversation McDowell had communicated to 
Porter the Buford dispatch. h 

All this evidence, with the exception of the Buford dispatch, appears- 
to have been considered of no importance by the board of officers; for 
they ignore it, and assert that McDowell said, “‘ Porter, you are too far 
out; this is no place to fight a battle;’’ something that McDowell does- 
notadmit even under the ingenious cross-questioning of Porter’s coun- 
sel. I do not question the veracity of those who swore that McDowell 
made use of the expression; but it will be difficult, I think, to make 
the country believe that General McDowell is not to be believed upon. 
oath, or that he, too, should be added to the long list of victims neces- 
sary to be convicted of ignorance or perjury in order to acquit and vin- 
dicate Fitz-John Porter. Unless his testimony is absolutely worthless, 
he gave the distinct order to Porter to put his forces in; and he left with 
the belief that he would do so. To this order Porter responded by 
taking up a defensive position and ordering his men out of sight and 
under cover. Whatever may have been said by McDowell to Porter, 
the interview was of the shortest; for in a few minutes McDowell gal- 
loped back to his own command, directed King’s division, with Rick- 
etts’s following, to the Sudley Springs road, and marched toward the 
sound of the battle near Groveton on the turnpike. 

His absence left Porter still with his own command and Piatt’s bri- 
gade, numbering certainly not less than ten thousand men, and amount- 
ing possibly to two or three thousand more, If the responsibility rested 
upon McDowell before his departure, I imagine that there can be no 
dispute about it resting upon Porter afterward. Porter, at all events, 
seems to have acted upon the assumption that he was solely responsible 
from that time, and all of his orders and his acts indictate very clearly 
that he so considered it. If McDowell swore to the truth before the 
eourt-martial he ordered Porter while he (McDowell) was in command 
to ‘‘ put his forces in,’’ and that he left believing that it would be done. 
This order was disobeyed. If after McDowell left Porter was solely 
responsible, the evidence shows that there was no effort worthy of the 
name to go to the aid of Pope, fighting on Porter’s right front, and 
there was no attempt to develop the enemy in his own front. The 
movement upon Gainesville had come to a sudden and ignominious 
stand-still at the first sight of the enemy; the troops of the leading divis- 
ion were, to use the language of Porter’s order, ‘‘ put out of sight” and 
‘tin ambuscade,” and from his headquarters at Bethlehem church, two 
miles from the front of his column, General Porter, with two orders to 
push forward, listened to the sound of cannon off toward Groveton, 
and contented himself with hiding his men away and making prepara- 
tions to fall back to Manassas Junction. h 

Up to 2 o'clock, or for two hours after McDowell’s departure and his 
order to “‘ put your force in,” Porter certainly had no evidence of any 
considerable force in his own immediate front; and during all that 
time the sound of the fighting on his right front was heavy and dis- 
tinctly heard by his skirmishers; yet he remained inactive. We have 
already heard what Griffin said abeut the force; and Butterfield, who 
commanded the brigade that appears to have followed Griffin, stated 
before the court-martial that he had not the impression when he first 
arrived on the ground that the enemy in their front was in any con- 
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siderable force, but that ‘‘subsequently’’ they made demonstrations 
‘that led him to believe “they had a force there.” Some of the offi- 
‘cers and men on the skirmish line did not think much of the force in 
‘their front up to 2 o’clock at least; and it is the merest guesswork to 
‘say that even the force which Buford reported as having passed through 
Gainesville at 9 o’clock had moved down the Manassas road and was 
confronting Porter. 

At 2 o’clock, however, Colonel Marshall, in command of Porter’s 
‘skirmishers, reported the head of a large column, and an hour afterward 
the says they drove in his skirmishers, and they kept coming down until 
10 o’clock at night. Ido not question the accuracy of Marshall’s tes- 
timony, but from all the evidence I can gather beyond his own state- 
‘ment, and excluding confederate testimony, there is nothing to justify 
the impression that a large force was in his front. I donot believethat 
his skirmishers could have been driven in without a sharp fight, for I 
have a high opinion of the men of the Fifth Corps. But there isnoth- 
ing to show that any loss was incurred that day by Porter’s command, 
except two men killed by oneof the four shots fired at his column early 
in the day and his own dispatch to McDowell that he had “‘lost a few 
men by infantry firing.” Other officers of Marshall’s regiment differ 
with him, it seems to me, in his estimate of the forces; butso far as Ican 
ascertain they all agree in regard to the severe fighting on their right 
front: toward Groveton. Captain Bunell, Captain Gecke, Sergeant 
Mohle, and others, were on the skirmish line, and they are entitled to 
qual consideration with their field officers. 

Whatever the force in Porter’s front (and I do not think it at all 
material in judging his conduct), no effort was made to develop it, 
attack it, employ it in any way; but possessed with the idea of Pppe’s 
incompetency, he employed himself in making arrangements to with- 
draw and stand upon the defensive. The four cannon-shots and the 
skirmish fire of the rebel cavalry had evidently made a profound im- 
pression upon Porter’s mind, and they paved the way for what he did 
afterward 


On this point the testimony of General Sturgis is of importance. He 
reported to Porter with Piatt’s brigade in the forenoon, and halted his 
men in the rear of Sykes’s division, whose men were in the road all the 
day, in column, waiting, and then naturally went to the front to see 
what was going on. He saw the skirmishers, saw the “glint” of a 
gun as it came into position, and saw four cannon-shots fired. (These 
shots can be none other than the “‘few shots” referred to in General 
Lee’s report when ke speaks of their causing the withdrawal of the 
enemy.) General Porter then beckoned Sturgis. He rode up; and 
then and there Porter ordered him to take Piatt’s brigade back to 
Manassas Junction, some three miles, “and to take up a defensive 
pence, inasmuch as the firing seemed to be receding on our right.” 

his order Sturgis swears was issued to him at 1 o'clock, and it simply 
is cumulative proof to show that Porter, the moment he came into the 
presence of the enemy, had no thought or intention of acting aggres- 
sively. Sturgis moved to the rear with his brigade, and on the way 
back saw Ricketts’s division moving on the Sudley Springs road, follow- 
ing King’s division, which McDowell was guiding toward the sound of 
the cannon near Groveton, and, to use his own language— 

It struck me as strange that we should be going k, while they were ap- 
parently going in the direction of the firing, off to their right. 

Sturgis was a stranger to the ground, the troops, and the situation; 
but his soldierly instincts told him that it was ‘‘strange?’ at least to 
be marching to the rear while other troops were pushing toward the 
sound of the battle: His command went back to the junction, but late 
in the afternoon was ordered forward again, reaching Bethlehem church 
aboutdark, whereitremained. This order, which Sturgis swears could 
` not have been issued beyond 2 o’clock, the board of officers insist must 
have been issued after 5, because it was about that hour that Kearny 
attacked on Jackson’s left; and the sound of the firing near Sudley sug- 
gested to Porter at Bethlehem church that Sigel was falling back or had 
been driven back. If this was true, the board say, Porter ‘‘ must in- 
stantly do what he could to avert disaster;’’ and so they say he issued 
the order to Morell ‘‘to push over to the aid of Sigel and strike in his 
rear,” and at the same time sent Sturgis to the rear with Piatt’s brigade 
to take up a defensive position. This, of course, places Porter in the 
attitude of an alert and active officer, preparing for any emergency; but 
in order to get him this additional vindication it becomes necessary for 
them to question the intelligence and veracity of General Sturgis, which 
they do not hesitate todo. The court-martial and President Lincoln 
have been condemned by the board, General McDowell’s testimony has 
been ignored as worthless, and of course General Sturgis must not stand 
in the way of the vindication of Porter. Unless the testimony of Stur- 
gis, like that of McDowell, is stupidly ignorant or willfully false, he 
was ordered to the rear to take up a defensive position before 2 o’clock, 
when the battle was raging on the rightand when King’s and Ricketts’s 
divisions were pushing to the front on the Sudley under the direc- 
tion of McDowell. This, too, was before Marsh:ll had communicated 
the presence of any large force in his front and when Porter had no 
knowledge of such force save the presence of cavalry and the artillery 
that fired the four shots, which appeared to have made such an impres- 
sion upon him that he hesitated no longer about taking the preliminary 


steps to falling back. This is what the board say was “‘saving the 
Union army from disaster.” 

Porter, having determined that no forward movement should be made 
by his command, went back to Bethlehem church, two miles from the 
head of his column, shortly after he had ordered Sturgis back ; and 
from that point he received and issued his orders, judging, or attempt- 
ing to judge, by the sound of the cannon whether the hard-pressed 
troops on his right were holding their own or falling back. He ap- 
pears to have had but little difficulty in convincing himself that they 
were falling back, for he at once began sending dispatches to Mc- 
Dowell and King, preparing the way for his withdrawal, and making 
statements of what he had tried to do, that, in the light of the testi- 
mony, are simply absurd. He sent one dispatch to Morell ‘‘to push 
over to the aid of Sigel,” but he at once countermanded it, and the 
board justify him in doing so on the ground that he might have en- 
countered twenty thousand of the ehemy. This discovery they make 
from confederate sources, for at that time even Marshall, upon whom 
Porter relied for his information, placed the force in the front at no 
larger than a brigade. He sent another dispatch, in which he said: 

Generals McDowELL and Kix: I find it impossible to communicate by cross- 
ing the woods to Groveton. * * * The enemyare in force on road, 


and as they appear to have driven our forces back, that force of the enemy hav- 
ing advanced and ours retired, I have determined to withdraw to Manassas. 


And again: 

Generals McDowELt and Krxe: I have been wandering over the woods, and 
failed to get a communication to you. * * + How goes the battle? It seems 
to go to our rear. 


And again: 

The firing on my right has so far retired that, as I cannot advance and have 
a to get over to you except by the route taken by King, I shall withdraw 
to nassas, 


Judging from these dispatches, Porter at- the head of the whole corps 
had been making repeated and vigorous efforts to reach the left of 
McDowell’s or King’s command or of Pope’s left, and had failed. He 
asserts that he could not advance, when I have shown that he made no 
effort to doso; and the frequent repetition of his favorite expression 
about ‘* wandering over the woods” had no existence save in his active 
imagination. 2 

The only attempt, so far as I can ascertain, made to reach out to the 
right is described by Morell and Griffin as having occurred early in the 
afternoon; and an examination of their testimony will show that it was 
feebly attempted and speedily abandoned by Porter’s order. At all 
eyents, during that long summer afternoon, with the infantry fighting 
between Pope’s force and the enemy plainly visible from Porter’s skir- 
mish line and with the artillery booming all day long, the: commander 
of the Fifth Corps permitted his men to remain inactive, except to order 
them to march to the rear or to prepare to do so. 

It has been urged with zeal that long before Fitz-~John Porter arrived 
within striking distance of Gainesville or the Warrenton pike Long- 
street was on the ground and occupied a position in Porter's front; that 
Longstreet had a superior force, and that an attack or a forward move- 
ment by Porter could only have resulted in defeat. Great emphasis is 
laid on this point. Iam not willing to admit that Longstreet was on 
the ground then, nor that his presence there with a superior force would 
excuse the ‘‘masterly inactivity of Porter.” 

Let us see when Longstreet did arriye. I quote from a carefully con- 
sidered argument by General Cox onxhis point: i 

In view of the difficulties which surround the case, it is vay desirable to fix 
some conclusive and satisfactory starting-point in determining the very im- 
portant questions of time on the 29th. It would seem that it may best be d 
in the arrival of Heintzelman’s corps on the field and in the movement of Poe’s 
brigade around Jackson's left flank. The very fact that this was the opposite 
extreme of the field from Porter, and that the hours are fixed without refer- 
ence to him, makes the testimony disinterested as well as trustworthy. 

Heintzelman came on the field about 10 in the morning, and tells what was 
then going on, including the movement of Kearny’s division, in which was 
Poe's brigade. This is fixed by the entry made at the very hour in Heintzel 
man’s diary, and is accepted by everybody. Poe is thus shown to be right in 
his statement of the time of his effort to outflank Jackson's left He deployed 
between the Mathews house and the Sudley road after 10 o'clock, and moved 
forward, crossing Bull Run, and so far succeeded in his purpose as to create 
confusion and dismay for a time in Jackson's rear. 

This can not have been earlier than half past 10, considering the character of 
the movement, and Porter’s counsel recognize this fact by dating Poe's posi- 
tion near Sudley church on the aap accompanying their argument at 1 


o'clock. Here, then, we have a fixed point, about which there is no dispute. 
Let us hold fast to it. 

General J. E, B. Stuart, in the memorandum attached to his report, says he 
was there when this attack was made; that he gave the directions for some of 
his artillery and troops to resist it; names the officers of both arms, one of 
whom was mortally wounded; states the time as about 10, and tells us that 
after the flurry was over he started to find Longstreet. Mark that this was con- 
temporaneous evidence, both Heintzelman’s diary and Stuart's report, and 
made without the remotest reference to Porter. It iscorroborated by witnesses 
from both the confederate and the national armies in the most abundant way, 
but it does not need corroboration. If we know anything about that ficld, we 
know that Stuart started from the scene of Poe's attack to find Longstreet not 
earlier than half past 10 o'clock, and probably as late as 11. He took with him 
a considerable body of cavalry, Robertson's brigade at least, and rode by way 
of Catharpin Valley around Jackson’s rear, thence across the country to Gaines- 
ville and out toward Thoroughfare Gap, meeting the head of Longstreet’s col- 
umn between Gainesville and Haymarket. Adopting, therefore, the time fixed 
by Porterand his counsel as thatof Poe's affair on our extreme right (11 o'clock), 
sre, bea into account the ordinary rate at which a body of horse wo' 
move in marching as Stuart marched and looking to the distance they had to go, 
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it is quite within bounds to say it took Stuart an hour and a half to to the 

int named, and that therefore the head of Longstreet’s column was half-way 

tween Haymarket and Gainesville at half past 12, certainly not earlier than 
noon. They were then two hours’ ordinary march from Jackson’s right at the 
Douglass house, and it would take forced marching to reach there in an hour 
andahalf. It would seem proven, therefore, that they could not and did not 
make connection with Jackson before half past 1. 

The simple chain of evidence which leads to this conclusion seems decisive, 
and it best harmonizes a host of other facts. It is also most in accord with the 


Re that Lee 
’s di in front of him, o his advance during the 
street had Ricketts’s division in front o posts re raelleciig Hi gan Dona 


fact as above 

This evidence ought to be considered conclusive. Here is the mem- 
orandum of Stuart made at the time. Here the time when a move- 
ment is begun is not fixed by the mere memory of a witness after lapse 
of years, butjan unerring and living landmark. Heintzelman’sdiary— 
evidence equally certain—corroborates that of Stuart. Take the time 
now fixed with absolute certainty; take the movements unquestiona- 
bly made after that time and before Longstreet ap , and his arrival 
could not have occurred before 2 o’clock. Add to the facts the indis- 
putable one sworn to by Prosser, and all doubt is removed. If Long- 
street was present by 10 o’clock in the morning, why is it that Stuart 
found it necessary to brush up acloud of dust to deter a farther ad- 
vance of our troops. If Longstreet’s twenty-five thousand men were 

ing on this road or on that quarter of the field, there was no 
need for additional means for raising dust. It is clear that this ruse 
was employed because Longstreet was not up, and to give Stuart time 
to hurry him forward. This evidence can neither be ignored nor 
laughed out of court. Stuart in his official report fully corroborates 
the statements of General Prosser, and Chaplain Landstreet swears he 
viewed the proceeding with interest because he knew its purpose. 
That 2 o’clock is as early as Longstreet could have arrived is a conclu- 
sion inevitable when all the evidence is fairly considered. There are 
differences of recollection on this point, I know; it could not be other- 
wise when witnesses have nothing, after years are passed, but unsup- 
ported memory upon which to depend. 

But suppose I am mistaken as to the time, and Longstreet was act- 
ually in front of Porter, whut then? Did Porter know it, and was his 
forward movement stopped because of it? All he could have known 
were the facts reported by the trooper and by General Buford’s dispatch. 
If these were true, the seventeen regiments of infantry and five hun- 
dred cavalry passing through Gainesville made a force very little su- 
perior to his own. He was instructed by Pope to push to Gainesville; 
that Heintzelman and Reno were moving on the Warrenton pike and 
were then not far from Gainesville. McDowell pointed out the ground 
and commanded him ‘‘to go in there; and, whether confronted by 
ie Re not, strict obedience under the circumstances was his duty. 
He did not obey, and for this act he was rightfully convicted. 

But assuming that Porter was not under orders to advance, was it 
still his duty under the circumstances.to have made an attack. The 
West Point say that ‘‘there was nothing in the military situa- 
tion that required him to attack without orders, and, in short, he had 
no choice as a faithful soldier but to do what he did.” 

This is high praise from so distinguished a board, but they seem to 
have tten that history is full of instances where officers situated 
substantially as Porter was have attacked with great results. It cer- 
tainly is not necessary for me to call attention to the great Desaix on 
the field of Marengo to show what a single division can do when led 
by a man thoroughly in earnest and thoroughly devoted to his chief. 
Ordered the day before by Bonaparte to move in a direction that, as it 
happened, took him away from the battle-field, Desaix halted the next 
morning at the first sound of the cannon, and in disobedience of orders 
turned the head of his column in that direction. Courier after courier 
had been dispatched to direct him to the field that was to settle the 
fate of Italy for years, but vac sis pt ned peers a T 
marching in response toan ap which no soldier di 
o’clock, when he reached the field, the French were routed and Melas 
had sent dispatches over Europe announcing his victory. Some advised 
retreat, but Desaix said, ‘‘Itis time to win another battle,” and he 
charged at the head of his division, supported by the cavalry. He fell, 
but the battle was restored, the Austrians routed, and Bonaparte con- 
tinued his great career unchecked. 

At Waterloo, Grouchy, like Porter, failed te appreciate the situation, 
and the historian Thiers sums it up tersely and truly when he says of 
Desaix’s action: 

Pci feiri the fiver ampan had tents PRE E the eld of Watering T he 


* would have preserved the empire. 


Mr. Speaker, suppose the gallant and distinguished Sheridan or the 
impet{uous Custer had been here in command of ten thousand to twelve 
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thousand as courageous troops as ever charged upon bayonet points or- 
parks of artillery; that they had heard the roar of ja ktpb Ay the un- 
mistakable sound of battle in which their comrades were engaged and. 
the cause of the Union was at stake, would either of these heroes, sir, 
have hesitated to attack the enemy? Would they have taken no part 
for a long and weary afternoon to help the battle in which their com- 
panions-in-arms were struggling with the enemy for victory? Let usre- 
verse the positions, sir, and put ‘‘ Stonewall?’ Jackson or the chivalric: 
Stuart in the command of ten thousand confederates; does any living 
man suppose they would have parked their artillery or stacked their 
guns and remained inactive or would have failed to respond to the call 
to the field made by the bellowing artillery? Ah, Mr. Speaker, sup-- 
pose McClellan had been in command instead of Pope, would Porter: 
have hesitated, and doubted, and stood still? To be sure not. 

After Porter had stood still from 11 o’clock until the evening of the 
day, after he had disobeyed the order directing him to moye toward 
Gainesville, and after he had failed in every way to answer to the call 
to battle, he is given the following peremptory order. ‘This order the 
West Point board, with some degree of reluctance, are constrained to- 
admit required obedience. The admission, however, is qualified by the- 
characteristic qualification thatit was based ‘‘npon conditions essentially 
erroneous and upon expectations that could not possibly be realized.” 
This was the now famous 4.30 p. m. order, and is in these words: 

Avausr 29—4,30 p. m. 

Major-General Porter: Your line of march brings you on the enemy's right 
flank. I desire you to push forward into action at once on the enemy’s flank 
and, if organ on his rear, keeping your right in communication with General 
Reynolds. The enemy is massed in the woods in front of us, but can be shelled 
out assoon as you Sp ones flank. Keep heavy reserves and use your bat- 


teries, Keeping well to yourrightall the time. In case you are obliged to- 
fall back, do so to your right and rear, so as to keep you in close communication. 
with the right wing. d 


JOHN POPE, 
Command: 


This order the board of officers say did not reach Porter until 6.30 
p. m.; that Porter, upon its receipt, at once sent Colonel Locke to Gen- 
eral Morell with orders to make the attack, and then he rode to the 
front himself; that upon his arrival Morell was about ready to attack, 
but darkness had come on; that the contest at Groveton had spent its 
force, so that Morell’s attack could give it no aid; and that “ Porter 
wisely ordered the preparations to cease.” 

In order to establish the first proposition and still farther vindicate 
Porter the board again sacrifice the reputation of several witnesses, as- 
serting that one (Captain Pope, I suppose) had ‘‘made statements and 
admissions inconsistent with and contradictory of his former testimony;’’ 
that another had confessed po th I suppose, by the august presence 
of the board) that “he deliberately made false statements; and 
that the attempt by another person to support these already discredited 
witnesses resulted in so complete a breaking down under cross-exam- 
ination that his testimony was entitled to no weight. With this start 
but little difficulty is encountered in arriving at the conclusion of the 
board that the peremptory order to attack reached Porter as late as 6.30 
p. m. 

Captain Pope, who carried it, swore before the court-martial that it 
was placed in Porter’s hands by 5 o’clock. But, admitting that it 
reached him an hour later, and admitting that Longstreet, with twenty- 
five thousand men, was there at that hour, which Porter could not have 
known at the time even if true, was he justified in not attacking; would 
the attack, as stated by the board, have been a.‘‘blunder”’ and a 
“terime,” or had he by his own unauthorized or unsoldierly acts placed 
his command in such a position that the execution of the order would 
have been impossible? 

Pope, when he issued it, believed and had a right to believe that 
Porter had so obeyed former peremptory orders that he was in a posi- 
tion to obey this one promptly; and the only reason why he could not 
do so was his own unauthorized action and unsoldierly conduct in 
aS his command to the rear and in abandoning his advanced 

on. 

The sun set on the 29th of August, 1862, at 6 o’clock and 36 min- 
utes, and the board, as will be seen, place the receipt of the order 
suspiciously near to that time, on the theory, I suppose, that sunset 
and darkness are synonymous terms. It was received by Porter at 
Bethlehem church, two miles from the front, and at once forwarded 
to Morell, with orders (so the board say) to attack; that Porter at once 
rode to the front; that Morell had about completed his preparations 
for a reconnaissance in force under a previous order, but that darkness 
had already come on, If this statement is true, and Porter displayed 
no more energy in riding the two miles to the front of his command 
than he had done during the day, it is possible that, as the board say, 
‘‘ darkness was coming on.’ The fact that he failed to communicate 
the purport of the order to Sykes, who was with him at the time of its 
receipt and had been with him all day, was so contrary to Porter’s 
usual custom when he received orders from Pope, that the suspicion is 
at once aroused that ke intended to delay its execution. If, however, 


he rode to the front rapidly, there can be no question but that there 
was ample time to convert the reconnaissance which Morell was ordered 
to make into a real, powerful, and well-sustained fact. 

Lee, in speaking of the battle on his left (our right), said that it con- 


1884. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


oll 


tinued until 9 o’clock. Officers on our own side sustain this assertion, 
and the experience of every man in this House recalls the hour or two 
between sunset and dark on a summer evening that makes it possible 
to move about easily and» readily. What the result would have been 
had an attack been made even at that late hour is, of course, specula- 
tion, and I shall not follow the board of officers into that limitless field. 
The mere presence of Porter’s column early in the day had caused Lee 
to detach from his left and center to meet it; and no one, not even a 
distinguished board of officers, is authorized in predicting terrible dis- 
aster and defeat in the event of an attack. 

Sykes, who was with Porter when the order was received, in response 
to a question before the court-martial as to how far his division had re- 
tired before its reception, replied, ‘‘I don’t know the precise distance. 
I was in support of Morell’s division that was under the fire of the 
enemy.” Griffin, before the court-martial, in answer to a question as 
to ‘‘ whether he knew of any orders having been given by Porter that 
day to attack the enemy,” answered, ‘I know that Morell received 
one somewhere near sundown.” He was then asked, ‘‘What took 
place?” and replied, ‘‘ We had started back toward Manassas when the 
order came down the road. The orderly was stopped by Colonel War- 
ren, who read the order. We faced our command about and immedi- 
ately started back. We were probably a mile and a half or two miles 
from the position referred to in my previous testimony as occupied by 
the battery. After I faced my brigade about I rode ahead to General 
Morell, who had received the order, and asked him if he was going to 
attack. He replied, ‘It was too late, and the order had been given 
under a wrong impression.’ ” 

If this order spoken of by Griffin refers to the “‘reconnaissance’’ that 
the board say Porter ordered Morell to make, it shows that before sun- 
down the brigade that was in advance in the morning had marched to 
the rear from one to two miles before its receipt, and that Morell did 
not make any preparation to carry it out, as the board say he did. If 
it refers to the 4.30 order, it shows that Porter in open daylight and 
while the fighting was the severest and the heaviest on his right, had 
carried out his threat to withdraw to Manassas and was in march for 
that point. In either event he had abandoned his position in the pres- 
ence of the enemy without a fight and deliberately and designedly 
moved to the rear. If any troops, even skirmishers, were left in the 
front while this movement to the rear was in p I cannot find 
the evidence for it, and the reoccupation of the abandoned places does 
not lessen or mitigate the offense. 

The truth is there was no intent to attack at any time during the 
day, and there was the intent expressed and acted upon from 1 o'clock 
to fall back at the first opportunity orexcuse. At1o’clock Sturgis had 
been sent as far to the rear as Manassas Junction, and between 5 and 6 
o'clock Sykes was moving in the same direction, followed by Griffin, at 
all events, who, as he had the advance in the morning, doubtless had 
the rear in the afternoon, thus leaving nothing between him and the 
enemy. Porter had made up his mind that Pope was being defeated, 
judging from the sound of the artillery alone, and he ordered the retro- 
grade movement; but the receipt of the 4.30 order and perhaps other 
information undeceived him, when he recalled Sturgis’s and Piatt’s 
brigades from Manassas Junction, faced Sykes and Griffin to the front, 
and reoccupied the positions which he had abandoned. 

The board of officers, however, justify him—glorify him, indeed—for 
they say “he saved the Union army from disaster on that day,” and 
“that itis perfectly clear that he had no thought whatever of retreating 
from the enemy.” 

What the result would have been had Porter done his duty no one 
can tell. A well-informed historian, Comte de Paris, in his first edi- 
tion of his history of our civil war, says: 

His (Porter’s) a! therefore, could not have produced the results upon which 
the commander-i ef had counted. But neither the impossibility of exe- 
cuting to the letter the order of the latter, nor even the instructions which Mc 
Dowell may have given him during the day, afford any excuse for his having 
remained so long inactive in the presence of the enemy with two fine divisions 
ttle was being fought in his vicinity. In short, if the road he 
had to follow was barred inst him—if, therefore, he could not cut the enemy's 
army in two and secure its defeat—it is ey certain that a vigorous attack 
made by him upon Longstreet’s right would have drawn out all the forces of this 
general, and, by freeing the rest of the Union line, would probably have pre- 


vented the reverse which the latter sustained at the close of the day. We can 
not avoid, therefore, blaming his inaction a®such time and under such cireum- 
stances. 


This indifference on the part of Porter to the cannon's appeal, the manner in 
which he interpreted the orders of superiors, and the tardiness with which these 
orders reached him, were the inevitable serge bare of the confusion we have 
already referred to in the general movement of the army. 

I am aware this statement has been materially modified in the later 
edition of this work, but what considerations induced the revision I do 
not know. I only know that I believe the original statement to be cor- 
rect in matter of fact and of opinion. 

But, sir, the West Point board attempt to belittle the engagements of 
- the 29th of August; that there was in fact no battle on that day, but 
only an artillery duel and a little skirmishing. Pardon me for giving 
evidence to the contrary. Pope, in his official report, says: 
Frege reg gm ar ce TN 


no Ww er in the action, but were ‘ered by him to lie idle on their 
krean within aight and sound of the battle during the whole day. So farasI 


know he made no effort whatever to Bere 5 Be aa my orders orto take any part 
in the action. I do not hesitate to say that if he discharged his duty as be- 
came a soldier under the circumstances, and had made a vigorous attack on the 
enemy, as he was expected and directed to do, at any time up to 8 o’clock that 
night, we should have utterly crushed or captured the t portion of Jacks 
son’s force before he could have been by any possibility ciently re-enforced 
to haye made an effective resistance. I did not myself feel for a moment thatit 
was necessary for me, having given General Porter an order to march to- 
ward the enemy ina particular direction, to send him in addition specific orders 
to attack; it being his clear duty, and in accordance with every military pre- 
cept, to have brought his forces into action wherever he encountered the enemy 
when a furious battle with that enemy was raging during the whole day in his 
immediate presence. 

Sigel, who commanded the First Corps, says: - 

In the course of about four hours, from 6.30 to 10.30 in the morning, our whole 
infantry force was en . At the last hour the enemy threw forward masses 
of troops, which were driven back, &c. *,* è Schenck's division was then en- 
gaged. At this critical moment Kearny arrived on the field and deployed to 
our right, while Reno came to our support. Scarcely were these troops in posis 
tion when the contest began with renewed vigor and vehemence, &c. * * * 

Generals Carr, Grover, Heintzelman, Schurz, and Kearny, all present 
with commands, speak of the ‘‘ battle” of that day. Confederate offis 
cers and contem eous history confirm and render indisputable this 
fact. Greeley, in his “American Conflict,” has Sigel, with Schurzand 
Schenck’s and Milroy’s commands, fully engaged by 7 o'clock on this 
morning, and the fight continues until 2 o'clock p. m. The author 
proceeds: 

At 4,30 p. m., McDowell being announced, Pope sent a peremptory order for 
Porter to go into action on the enemy’s right, turning itif possible; and an hour 
later, presuming his order obeyed, directed Reno and Heintzelman to attack 
the enemy, which was gallantly obeyed. 

Here Grover’s brigade, of Hooker’s division, made a most admirable 
bayonet charge, breaking two of the enemy’s lines and penetrating the 
third. 

Pollard’s Lost Cause, a standard confederate authority, says: 

On August 29, at 10 o’clock a. m., the artillery of the Union forces upon the 
rightof Jackson’sline * * *, The Federal ary was evidently concentrating 
upon Jackson with the design of overwhelming him before the arrival ef Long- 
street, 


It is not necessary to pursue this line of proofs further, for all con- 
temporaneous history records a battle, and asevere one, on the 29th day 
of August. This Congress will not—it dare not—pronounce all this 
record either a lie or a mistake. 

I feel that I have detained the House too long already, although I 
have given but a condensed and imperfect statement of this now cele: 
brated case. I must leave the discussion of the details here. Whether 
the charges are sustained an intelligent public will judge, uninfiuenced, 
Texpect, by the action of this House. We may pass this bill, put Gen- 
eral Porteron the retired-list and make him the pensioner of the nation, 
but we can not recast the history of those sad August days or the ideas 
of aloyal people. It will stand for all time as the judgment of the 
brave men who periled their lives on these battle-fields that Fitz-John 
Porter was fairly tried and justly condemned by a court of his peers 
for willful disobedience of orders and misbehavior in the presence of 
the enemies of his country. The question presents itself again, why 
these crimes?) Was he a coward? No, he was a man of undoubted 
physical courage. In commenting upon his motives I do not wish te 
employ epithets ner speak harshly. I do not for a moment believe he 
wished theultimate triumph of the rebellion. Whatthen? + 

The answer, if not already given, has been foreshadowed. He idol- 
ized McClellan; he felt outraged by that general’s humiliation; hated 
Pope, and was willing to stand by and see him crucified. Hehoped Pope 
would prove a failure; he prayed for it and predicted it. By the dis- 
comfiture of Pope he believed his former chief and eomrade would 
profit. Feeling thus, is it surprising that he stood sullenly by and let 
the battle go on without rendering aid? Is it surprising he refused ta 
exécute the orders of a superior of whose courage and capacity he spoke 
with contempt? That he was not supporting his new commander 
seemed to be within the knowledge of the great and good Lincoln be- 
fore these charges were made. 

In Draper’s Civil War it is said General McClellan himself has told 
us what were Mr. Lincoln’s impressions as to the Army at that time: 

The President informed me that he had reason to believe that the Army of the 
Potomac was not cheerfully co-operating with and supporting GERA. Pope, 
and now asked me, as a special favor, to use my influence in correcting this state 
of fainge The President, who was much moved, asked me to ps Hi to Fitz- 
John Porter or some other of my friends and try to do away with any feelin: 
that might exist, adding that I could rectify the evil and that no one else could. 

In consequence of this urgent appeal to him McClellan sent to Fitz- 
John Porter his dispatch of September 1: 

I ask of you, for = sake, that of the country, and the old Army of the Poto- 
mac, that you and ail of my friends will lend the fullest and most cordial co. 
operation to General Pope in all the operations now going on, &c. 

This tells the whole story. Two days only after the events of the 
29th of August he is implored by McClellan to give what his oath, his 
soldierly honor, and his manhood required him to yield without ex- 
hortation from any one—co-operation and cheerful support to his supe- 
rior officer. Thatsuch a request was deemed necessary speaks volumes. 
He was disloyal to Pope. On the 15th of December he admitted it ta 
William Blair Lord, a reporter of this House. He said: ‘‘I was not 
loyal to se wa eres is nodenying that.’’ This is the key to his whole 
conduct. disloyalty bore its harvest of crime and blood. It proh: 


ably brought disaster to our arms, protracted the war, increased the 
woe and agony of the loyal, and added many a name to the list of the 
dead. 

Sir, I have now given the reasons why I believed it my duty to pro- 
test against the passage of this bill. My duty has been performed, un- 
influenced, I hope, by passion or prejudice or ill-will, and here I leave 
the case. 


Congress may restore Fitz-John Porter to the Army, but it can not 
vindicate him; for an enlightened, conscientious, and patriotic people 
have pronounced against him the irreversible decree of guilty. 

; During the delivery of the foregoing speech, at the conclusion of one 
our, 

The CHAIRMAN said: The time of the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. BROWNE] has expired. i 

Mr. McADOO addressed the Chair. 

Mr. CALKINS. I ask that my colleagne’s time be extended. 

A MEMBER. How long? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed by the gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. McApoo], who will be next ized, that he is 
willing to yield thirty minutes to the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I thank the gentleman very kindly. I 
certainly shall be pleased, if the opportunity should occur, to return 
the compliment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The 
is recognized, and yields thirty minutes to the gentleman from Indiana. 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, resumed and concluded his remarks. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey has thirty-five 
minutes remaining. 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Chairman, as a representative of the State of 
New Jersey on the floor of this House I feel that I should be recreant 
to my duty if I did not on behalf of one of her honored citizens, Gen- 
eral Fitz-John Porter, say a few words in advocacy of this bill. An 
humble civilian, and a young one at that, it may seem presumptuous 
for me to tuke part in this great warfare of words among the contending 
brigadiers and thunder-voiced sons of Mars. 

In the first place I desire to take notice of some remarks madle yes- 
terday by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE]. I read from 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD: 

I do not wish to reflect upon the gentlemen composing the board. and I am 
not going to do it; but what I have told you is true. Senator Randolph got the 
names of the men composing the court and sent them down to Willard’s Hotel 


to be submitted to gentiemen pressing the case, to know whether they would 
be satisfactory or not, and they mion upon the gentlemen who did constitute 


the court. 
ofield ident of this t country ; Randolph 
anna Naw tore Now: fone ak p aaa eA a er hie brOa oaks 

Sir, I have heard it said outside of this House that by the peculiar 
methods of ‘‘soap’’ the State of Indiana was at one time carried in the 
pockets of a particular gentleman; but I thank God that the State 
which I in part represent on this floor has never been carried in the 
breeches pocket or any other pocket of any man, living or dead. So 
far as Senator Randolph is concerned, in the State in which he was born, 
the State which he represented with so much honor on the floor of the 
adjoining Charhber, and among his neighbors and his friends he never 
was accused of doing by indirection what an honest, frank, open, hon- 
orable, and manly man would not do by direct methods. He has passed 
to join the illustrious d but his memory is still green and fragrant 
in the State which he loved and honored. Ido not know and I can not 
conceive upon what evidence the gentleman makes the assertion; but 
I do not believe it to be true, and I am constrained in charity to be- 
lieve that the gentleman has been misinformed in making it, 

So far as this case is concerned I shall not enter into an argument 
as to military details. I prefer in a fair and manly way to take a gen- 
eral view of this case from the standpoint of a civilian, and endeavor 
to find out what is just and right in the matter. And when we come 
to review this court-martial, when we come to pass upon its judgment, 
I think it is pertinent to inquire as to the time when they made their 
decision. Was it a time when cold and exact justice was being done, 
or was it a time when passion sat upon the bench and prejudice was the 
advocate? Ata time of civil strife, in the midst of warring factions, 
when partisanship ruled the day, on the very field of battle, as you 
might say, this decision was made which stamped an honorable man, 
an upright and conservative soldier, as a traitor to his country. We 
are not bound by the injustice of that decision. Weare trying this case, 
as it were, de novo. 

I think it is but right in these times of peace, when the passions of 
that unfortunate strife have cooled, when men’s judgments are sober, 
that the finding of this court-martial should be reviewed by us, the 
representatives of the sovereign people. As to the finding itself, I ask 
attention in the first place to its severity in the light of after events. 
It can not be denied even by gentlemen on the other side of this House 
that had Fitz-John Porter carried out those orders the entire corps of 
the Federal army which he commanded would have been annihilated 

‘and destroyed, and therefore he was guilty, if guilty at all, of merely a 
technical disobedience of orders. 

Mr, STEELE. I do deny it most emphatically; and I want to say 
that if our army was victorious on the night of that 29th of August 


gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. McApDoo] 
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without the aid of this corps, what logic is there in supposing thi 
could not have made that victory a rout if this corps had come in? = 

Mr. MCADOO. I answer the gentleman from Indiana by saying that 
according to the testimony of General Longstteet and the testimony of 
others who commanded the confederate troops, had Porter advanced to 
carry oe preposterous order of General Pope he must have been 
annihila 


Task attention, as I said, to the severity of the sentence of the court. 
I will bring to bear upon the finding of that court the well-known 
maxim, ‘‘False in one, false in all.” Isay here to-day to gentlemen on 
the other side, that there are two findings of that court which were 
demonstrated then, as they are now, beyond peradventure or doubt, to 
have been false. One of the charges made against General Porter was 
misbehavior, under, I think, the fifty-second article of war—‘‘ shame- 
ful retreat !’’ This honorable court-martial—this court-martial whose 
finding we must not question or investigate even for the purpose of 
doing justice—this court-martial, without a particle of testimony, by a 
mere exercise of their imagination, as we must assume, found that 
General Porter had shamefully retreated, when the fact was that he 
had not moved from his position, but held it to the safety of General 
Pope himself. 

I ask attention also to another finding. I submit to gentlemen on 
the other side that if they will coolly and impartially investigate the 
testimony they must conclude he was not guilty of misbehavior in not 
marching under that order to move from Warrenton Junction to Bristoe 
Station when we take into consideration the circumstances by which he 
was surrounded. 

Why, sir, what were the conditions of General Porter's corps when 
that order was received? The last troops (Morell’s division) which 
reached his camp after night had marched nineteen miles, hungry, 
tired, exhausted beyond endurance. These men did not reach their 
tents to sleep until 10 o'clock. He was asked to march, I think, a dis- 
tance of from nine to ten miles, from Warrenton to Bristoe. 

Mr. STEELE. Does not the gentleman know that Jackson marched 
thirty miles the day before? 

Mr. McADOO. Jackson is not on trial here, and we are now talking 
of the conditions of Pope’s army and not the conditions of any other 
army. Why, sir, on the night on which he received this order the very 
elements were against him. By the evidence of al] the witnesses, the 
night on which he received it was exceedingly dark, the gloom lighted 
occasionally by flashes of lightning, a drizzling rain falling the while. 
The road over which he was to make the march was rough, narrow, 
filled with stumps, crossed by streams, blocked by nearly three thot- 
sand wagons, and intersected by a railroad track on which trains were 
passing and repassing. It was almost impassable. To carry the or- 
der to him required the officer who brought it over three hours and 
twenty minutes. Troops could not move as fast as a single horseman. 
His officers protested that it was impossible to obey; yet he only par- 
tially yielded to their protest and ordered a prompt move to be made 
at 3 o'clock in the morning. 

Besides this, what did the order which reached him at Warrenton 
Junction say to him? That General Pope was being attacked, that he 
was in danger, that he must come to the rescue of the Federal Army ? 
Oh, no. It told him the enemy was in retreat. Why then should he 
not exercise his discretion? I think, sir, when it comes to the question 
of military rule the great Napoleon is superior to the little Pope, and 
the great Napoleon laid it down as a rule that when the man in the gap 
knows facts of which his superior officer is ignorant he has the right to 
act upon his discretion and save his men, and possibly thearmy. When 
Porter’s troops moved in the morning his expectations were realized. 
The story of that march has been graphically told. Struggling teams, 
mired artillery, disheartened men, and distracted officers made up the 
picture of that unfortunate march in the early dawn between Warren- 
ton Junctionand Bristoe Station. Yet this most learned and just court- 
martial applies for this the almost indellible stain of traitor to an hon- 
orable and upright man. 

Of his failure to attack Longstreet on the 29th a great deal has been 
said on the floor of this House. I speak, sir, from the standpoint of a 
man who was unfortunately too young to have taken a part in that great 
struggle—from the standpointeof a civilian, but I think as a lawyer 
and a man the evidence does show that he was not able to carry out 
the preposterous order of General Pope to outflank General Jackson. 
“Why,” said General Longstreet, speaking of it, ‘‘ outflank Jaekson 
when he got the order! Jackson had outflanked him. It was impos- 
sible for him to ontflank the man who had outflanked him.” 

As to the joint order, General McDowell when he joined forces was 
really the superior officer of Fitz-John Porter. General McDowell 
moved away and did not carry outthatorder. He did not ask General 
Fitz-John Porter to carry it out, but advised against carrying it out. 

Mr. STEELE. He gave a positive order for him to go in. 

Mr. McADOO. The gentleman from Indiana is mistaken about that. 
General McDowell says, ‘‘Fitz-John Porter, you are in no position to 
fight a hattle here.” 

Mr. STEELE. I find no such evidence in the record, but on the 
contrary I find the reverse. i 

Mr. McADOO. The gentleman can read that when he has the floor, 
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but I decline to be interrupted at this time. I have already yielded 
half of my time to a gentleman on the other side. 

Now, sir, this case hinges in the minds of men on what? Ona mo- 

tive. If there is no motive there is no case. There can be but one 
solution of this question. Either Fitz-John Portér was a coward and 
a traitor or a loyal man and a good soldier. That he was not a traitor 
I have the evidence of the illustrious general who led the Union forces. 
We have evidenee of the most illustrious generals and soldiers that 
Fitz-John Porter was always loyal to his country. No one has been 
able to place upon him the stain of disloyalty. In the adjoining Sen- 
ate Chamber the gentleman who represents my State, General Sewell, 
a Republican, has given his testimony that Fitz-John Porter was a loyal 
man, 
Further, that he was a coward! I would Scorn, Mr. Chairman, to 
undertake to defend him from the charge of cowardice. If his record as 
a soldier staring in the face gentlemen on the other side of this Cham- 
ber, if the very catalogue of his battles, if his actions prior to thé date 
of this occurrence, if his whole record asa conservative soldier, an hon- 
orable man, and an able, a valorous officer were not sufficient to sustain 
his character, I would scorn to notice the charge of cowardice. He 
proved on many a bloody field from Mexico to Manassas to be not only 
a brave and loyal soldier, but a chivalrous and daring man. : 

There is but one thing left, and that is, they say, he had a great dis- 
like and contempt for Pope. Mr. Chairman, I do not wonder that he 
hada contempt for Pope. I do not think he would be a good soldier 
if he did not burn with contempt of the vatillating and incapable Pope. 

They say that it was the boast of that vainglorious champion that his 
headquarters were in the saddle. That may be the case, but God only 
knows where his brains were. [Laughter. 

Mr. STEELE. Let me ask the gentleman with reference to his be- 
lief as to that order of Pope—— 

Mr. McADOO. Ihave yielded all the time I intend to yield to gen- 
tlemen on that side. 5 

I say, Mr. Chairman, this General Pope, in the face of the illustrious 
soldier and great captain of the confederate army Stonewall Jackson, 
par the part of an imbecile, and by his acts and tactics generally 

rought down defeat and disaster upon the armies of the Union. No 

military critic, as far as I am aware, has ever been able to sustain 
the tactics, the maneuvers, and the management of General Pope when 
he controlled the armies of the Union. Well, it is said because Fitz- 
John Porter had contempt for Pope that he sacrificed—what? That he 
sacrificed his own honor, his own character, his well-earned reputation 
to be revenged upon him. Why, Mr. Chairman, such a suggestion is 
preposterous, that this man would sacrifice his own good name, would 
sacrifice his own position, would sacrifice his reputation as a soldier 
simply because he had contempt for the imbecile who unfortunately com- 
manded him. I do not believe, sir, that the motive was strong enough 
to impel him to such an act. But what more do they say? We find 
that although he had contempt for Pope, he yet obeyed orders from that 
officer, simply because they were the orders of asuperior ; although they 
were against the dictates of his own judgment, still he obeyed them. 
But, sir, they had to find a scapegoat somewhere for the disasters 
which followed. General Pope’s mismanagement had brought de- 
feat and discredit upon the Federal Army. His want of activity and 
skill had led good men to their graves in myriads, and they must find 
a scapegoat, and this alleged honorable, immaculate court-martial was 
convened to find it, and the unfortunate victim was found in General 
Fitz-John Porter. But it is vain for gentlemen upon the other side to 
try to put an obstacle in the way of slow-going justice. The eternal 
years belong to truth and justice. While she may travel with a leaden 
heel, she will yet strike down error with a strong iron hand. 

I do not wonder, Mr. Chairman, that the gentleman from Indiana 
(Mr. STEELE], speaking of the court of inquiry and its composition and 
the men by whom it was formed, should criticise it in the manner in 
which he has done. It is a serious obstacle in his way. If that court 

‘of inquiry was right, then the gentleman from Indiana and those who 
follow him are wrong. If that court of inquiry was right, Fitz-John 
Porter has been WTO; I am willing for my part to believe 
them right rather than the gentleman from Indiana. 

Now, as the case stands to-day before the bar of public opinion and 
before this House, on the one side you have testimony from the man 
who was President of the United States and who led the Union armies, 
together with a galaxy of Union generals, jurists, statesmen, honest 
and able men, and on the other a few partisans, with nothing but 
the heat of pamer nary aan has not yet had sufficient time to 
cool. Thus the conflict between passion and judgment rages. Where 
will the verdict of the House go? On what side will it cast its de- 
cision? On the side of this impartial testimony of the ablest men and 
leaders of the Army, or the side of the few partisans who can not forget 
the character of being partisans even on an occasion of this kind? It 
is, however, refreshing, it has been refreshing and stimulating to me, 
to see that there are glorious exceptions, as I have seen upon the other 
side gentlemen willing to forget their partisanship, to do justice to 
their sense of right, and advocating the doing of tardy justice to a 
wronged man. 

Why, sir, in the State of New Jersey, where Fitz-John Porter lives, 
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the Legislature of that sovereign State, without a division, tima and 
again have petitioned for the redress of the wrongs done him. ‘there, 
where he lives, where his character as a man, as a neighbor and friend 
is well known, they have unanimously asked that the Congress of the 
United States shall do him long-sought-for justice. ° 

In conclusion, this unfortunate man, who has struggled with his 
burden through these bitter years of cloud and darkness, stands to-day 
without the doors of this House. I do not wish to appeal to the senti- 
ment of gentlemen; I think the cold facts in this case justify Fitz-John 
Porter. I would scorn to ask mercy, but I demand justice for him. 
Hestands to-day without the doors of this Chamberasking—what? Not 
your sentiment, stirred up by any flood of eloquence, not your mercy, 
but cold, even-handed justice. I say, sir, that we should have him go 
from these Halls back to his family and his friends restored to the con- 
fidence of his country, that he may be enabled to transmit to his chil- 
dren the most glorious of all inheritances—the heritage of an honora- 
ble, unstained, and noble name. [Applause. ] 

Se paros tramis OOPS OR afford, 
Men frag oe ded Toia, or painei clay. 

Mr. SLOCUM. I have no desire to cut off debate on this bill. , It 
will probably continue on the Private Calendar for weeks unless the 
House chooses to take some other action. Ishall make no movement 
in that direction myself. I like the debate; I like to haveitgoon. It 
was painful to me to read this morning in some of the newspapers of 
the day— : 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a question of order. Has the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. SLocum] the floor again for another 
speech? Is the gentleman next in order for a second speech ? 

The CHAIRMAN. There are ten minutes remaining of the time ot 
the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. McApoo]. 

Mr. REED. I have no objection to the gentleman from New York 
DE Stocum] making a speech; but I wished to know if he was goiug 
to do it. 

Mr. McADOO, Iyield ten minutes to the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Stocum]. ~ 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from New Jersey [Mr. McApoo] 
was entitled to another ten minutes; and he yields that time to the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. SLocum]. 

Mr. REED. The ruling has been heretofore that unless any time 
remaining was claimed when the gentleman sat down it could not be 
claimed thereafter. I think the present ruling of the Chair is correct. 
I merely wish to know what weare to be governed by hereafter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will decide hereafter when the ques- 
tion of order is presented to him. The gentleman from New York [ Mr. 
SLocum] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. 8 M. I was about to say, when interrupted, that I was 
pained to read this morning in some of the papers of the day that this 
discussion was distasteful to the people, and was regarded as unprofit- 
able. I think the newspapers in that respect are entirely mistaken. 

The people of the United States for the last twenty years have been 
laboring under the impression that General Grant, General Schofield, 
General Terry, and others of that class knew something about military 
matters. It has become apparent to me in this discussion that the 
ple are entirely mistaken; and that no more profitable thing can be done 
than for Congress to sit here and tell the world how much they know 
about military matters. Ifthe members of Congress would only tell 
Grant and Sherman and Schofield and other such men all they know 
about military matters you could dispense with the military men and 
abolish the Army. ; 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I wish to ask the gentleman from New 
York if we do not know about this matter how can we decide it? 

Mr. SLOCUM. No, sir; thete are not ten men in this House who 
know any more about it to-day than they did yesterday morning. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. The gentleman does not understand me. 
I understood him to speak ironically as to the knowledge of members 
of this House. I ask him in good faith, if we do not know how can 
we decide ? 

Mr. SLOCUM. There was never such an absurdity perpetrated in 
any representative body as has been enacted here; for three hundred 
gentlemen knewing nothing about military matters to sit here and 
gravely discuss subjects about which they know nothing whatever and 
never can know. ter and applause. ] 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Well, sir, what do we come here for? 

Mr. SLOCUM. -I move that the committee rise. 

Mr. KEIFER addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion is not debatable. 

Mr. REED. Is the gentleman from New York [Mr. Stocum] to be 
allowed to flingsuch imputations on the House and thenclose debate,? 
Has he got tired of the discussion ? 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from New York has moved that 
the committee rise, and that question is not debatable. 

Mr. KEIFER. I desire to say that I have no objection to the com- 


mittee rising, but I desire to be recognized for debate. 
The IAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Ohio 
for a parliamentary inquiry. 
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Mr. KEIFER.' I desire to know who is entitled to recognition next 
in the course of the debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio who has just addressed 
the inquiry to the Chair is the gentleman next entitled to recognition. 

Mr, KEIFER. As I have said, personally I have no objection tothe 
committee rising. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the committee should now rise the Chair will 
recognize the gentleman from Ohio at the next sitting of the committee. 

Mr. BAYNE. I wish to inquire whether there are other gentlemen 

t who are ready to speak to-day. 

Pr ir. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Iam ready to speak to-day. 

Mr. BAYNE. ThenI think those gentlemen who are ready to speak 
to-day should be heard. $ 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion that the committee rise is not de- 
batable. If the committee desires to remain longer in session it will 
determine that by its vote. 


The question being taken on Mr. SLocum’s motion, there were—ayes. 


44, noes 65. 
So the committee refused to rise. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEIFER] is rec- 


Mr. KEIFER. If the debate is to go on I do not desire to occupy 
the floor at this time; but will withdraw and allow the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR] to be recognized in his own time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee having refused to rise, the Chair 
will recognize the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR]. 

Mr. JOHN S. WISE. Will the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ezra B. 
TAYLOR] yield to me for one moment to allow me to ask the gentle- 
man from New York a question? 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Will that take me from the floor? 

The CHAIRMAN, It will not. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Will the question and answer be taken 
from my time? J : 

The CHAIRMAN. They will 

Mr. EZRAB. TAYLOR. Then I regret very much that I am obliged 
to decline. 

Mr. JOHN 8. WISE. It will only take a moment. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Iyield to the gentleman from Virginia 
for his question. 

Mr. JOHN S. WISE. I ask the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Stocum] in all sincerity whether his statement made a few minutes 
ago is in fact and in truth his view of this case? Iam here as an utter 

to the case, and supposed that we would be called upon to vote 
intelligently upon it. But if that gentleman is in earnest in saying 
that we do not know anything about it and never will know anything 
about it, then I am disposed to vote to let the judgment of the court- 
martial stand, because they were supposed to know something about 
such matters, [Laughter and applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. SLOCUM. What I meant by my statement was simply this: 
That this House of Representatives is composed of men who never 
made a study of military matfers, and they are incompetent to under- 
stand these questions [renewed laughter ]—utterly incompetent. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. Oh, yes; nobody but a West- 
Pointer can understand anything about military affairs. 

Mr. SLOCUM. The idea of a man standing here and talking about 
the effect of directing a brigade to move in on the left, or a division to 
go in on theright, when ninety-nine out of one hundred men that he is 
talking to do not know whether a brigade is larger or smaller thar a 
division, is utterly absurd. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. What did you bring the bill in 
here for, then? 

Mr. HORR. Why bring the bill before such a set of ignoramuses ? 

Mr. SLOCUM. I will answer the gentleman. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. This is taking up considerable time. 

Mr. SLOCUM. I appeal to the gentleman to give me an opportunity 
to say one word. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ezra B. 
TAYLOR] yield further? 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Certainly. 

Mr. SLOCUM. This bill has been debated up to this hour more than 
three-quarters of the time by men who are opposed to it. When I stood 
on this floor I was interrupted constantly and persistently. The gen- 
tlemen opposed to the bill have not been treated in that manner, and 
their time has been generously extended. And it is now proposed to 
prohibit me from answeringa question. That is not fair and not just, 
and I appeal to the manhood of the gentleman to stop it. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I have yielded to you the time that you 


asked. 

Mr. SLOCUM. One word more. The gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. Horr] says, ‘‘ Why did you bring the bill inhere?’? We did not 
bring the bill here. James A. Garfield, in the Forty-third Congress, 
introduced a resolution to bring this bill here. [Laughter on the Re- 
publican side and cries of ‘‘Oh, no!’’] Look at your record. He is 
the author of that bill; it came from his own recommendation. 

Mr. HORR. That is not so. e 

Mr. SLOCUM. That is the way the bill came here. 


Many MEMBERS. ‘‘Oh, no!” 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will come to order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Lethimgoon. Ifthe gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Stocvum] can not kill this bill we can not. 

Mr. SLOCUM. General Garfield, while a member of this House, in- 
troduced a resolution for the appointment of this board upon whose re- 
port we are acting to-day. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Let me ask the gentleman one ques- 
tion. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!” ‘ Regular order !’’] 

The CHAIRMAN. ` The Chair will not recognize any gentleman un- 
til the committee resumes order. [After a pause.] The gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, I can hardly conceive of a 
question solemnly brought before this House, referred to a competent 
committee, reported back by that committee, and the consideration of 
the House and of the Committee of the Whole asked upon it, that does 
not constitute a proper subject of debate. I never before heard it said 
in this House, I never thought that anybody could say it, that this 
House was not competent, in its individua! members and in its aggre- 
gate capacity, to dispose of any and all business that was brought before 
it. Yet that is the statement now made by the author of this bill. I 
leave it for him and for the House to consider how much respect to the 
House and how much disrespect is involved in his statement. 

I profess to say to this committee that upon the question involved 
here we have as fair opportunity of investigation and as good means of 
ascertaining the truth as any body of men belonging to any profession. 
Nay, more; I know of no collective body of men anywhere that could 
arrive more certainly at a just conclusion in reference to all the facts 
submitted to us in the discussion and consideration of the pending bill, 
in my opinion, than could this House. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. Stocum] is not the only soldier 
to be found in this body. There are men here on either side of the 
House besides him who have seen service. Though I do not approach 
the discussion of the question as a military man, I still think that I 
have a duty to perform in relation to it. 

The first duty is to inform myself concerning the facts involved in 
this case. That I have tried to do, and I now propose to use a few min- 
utes of the time of this committee in calling attention to facts about 
which I think I may properly decide. 

Whether it is wise to send a brigade in here, or a division in there, in 
a military way, I will say frankly that I donot know. But Ido know 
this: I can tell from this evidence whether or not the night of the 27th 
of August, 1862, was a dark night as well as can General Grant or the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. SLocvm]. I can tell whether the road 
between Warrenton Junction and Bristoe Station, so far as the evidence 
shows, was encumbered with wagons as well as though I had been 
President of the United States. 

I can tell whether Longstreet’s forces were in front of Porter on that 
day as wellas any other man, though I was not in the Army, except in 
that humble capacity filled by the private soldiers, that class of mili- 
tary men who were not regarded in the beginning nor long remembered, 
but out of whose fidelity and bravery grew upon other shoulders bars 
and stars. [Applause.] When it is suggested to me as a member of 
this House that I am incompetent to come to a conclusion on this ques- 
tion, I deny it. Iam, asa member here, the peer of any other man. 
If I cannot decide this question,.I will not make a mockery of myself 
and my action by voting upon it. [Applause. ] 

What are we asked to do? To take the opinion of a board—to take 
the opinion of a general. Sir, no man can make opinions for me. I re. 
spect the opinion of a man just as much as I respect the reasons which 
he gives for his opinion, and no more. As a lawyer I have been in the 
habit of hearing it said that even the decision of the highest court is 
worth only just so much as the reasons upon which it is founded. The 
opinion of any man is worth that much and no more. Upon a ques- 
tion merely military I would take the opinion of General Grant or the 
distinguished gentleman from New York in preference to my own judg- 
ment. But upon this question, which depends only upon evidence and 
evidence on the record, no man shall give me my opinion; I will form 
it for myself. 

On the 27th day of August, 1862, the forces under the command of 
General Porter had gathered at nightfall at Bristoe Station. At9 o'clock 
and 30 minutes, or between that time and 10 o’clock, an order came to 
General Porter to move at 1 o’clock on the next morning and be at 
Bristoe Station at daylight. The spirit of the order was not as to when 
he should start, but when he should be there. As a lawyer, as a man 
having some knowledge of the statutes, I deny that there is any rule 
of law declaring that a military order under particular circumstances is 
not to be obeyed; that circumstances may justify the disobedience of a 
military order, Turn to the statutes (for this is a matter of statutory 

rovision in this country) and you will find no such condition, no such 

imitation. A military order must be obeyed, and if circumstances 
surrounding the party to whom the order is given are such as to pre- 
vent in any way its execution, that fact is merely ground for an ante- 
conviction pardon, so that the penalty may not attach. But the law is 
that there must be obedience to the order. 

This order was brought to General Porter between half past 9 and 
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10 o’clock; and on all accounts he was notified that he should be at 
Bristoe Station the next morning by daylight. 
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South Carolina, for an immediate ak ae ap cme to continue the im- 
provement of the Waccamaw River—to the Committee on Rivers and 


Now remembering that no man who knows nothing about the evi- | Harbo; 


dence in this case should allow himself to vote upon it; knowing also 
that we can gather information all the time if we desire, because the 
record is before us and we can examine the statement of gentlemen 
arguing this case—I say that when this order was brought to General 
Pater he made no effort to obey it. He remarked, ‘‘Here is some- 
thing for us to sleep upon,’’ and while Morell and Sykes and Butter- 
field objected, he consented to defer the time of starting to an hour 
when, as he knew, he was expected at Bristoe Station. 

One of the excuses is that his troops were tired. True, some of them 
were tired, but they were resting then; they had been resting for hours, 
and could yet rest for hours before the time designated for the execu- 
tion of the order. What I know of military matters is very little; but 
I know that war is nota parade; that tired soldiers often have to march, 
and frequently they must march in the dark when a battle is impend- 
ing, and they are not afraid to do so. It was a dark night, and yet 
Mr. Chairman, I state it as a fact that fourteen men, who were called 
as witnesses, marched that night and found no difficulty in doing so. 
Some of them scouted that road all night long for the purpose of seeing 
that there was nothing in the way. General Horace Boughton was 
one who, by order of Pope, scouted that road all that nightlong. More 
than that, almost the entire Union army was moving that night, dark 
as it was. There was no rain. A great portion of the confederate 
army marched that night on dirt roads. Tired out as they were, they 
marched farther than our troops. Why, sir, Jackson had marched in 
thirty-six hours over sixty miles. He could march for such a cause. 
And yet because the night was dark an accomplished Union soldier 
of brilliant record presents as his first excuse that the night was dark. 

Again, it is said the road was filled with wagons. Yet the fact is 
shown by the testimony that a member of his staff said that with- one 
hundred or one hundred and fifty soldiers he could clear that road the 
whole distance in preparation for the march. More than this, that very 
night the quartermaster-general of McDowell’s command went on to 
have ready this identical road; removed all the wagons in anticipation 
ofthe march. They remained outside of the road until daylight came 
in the morning. Then they were put on the road again, and their pres- 
ence obstructed themarch of Porter. He arrived at Bristoe Station at 
10.20 in the morning, when his order was to be there at daylight. He 
could have been there by daylight in the morning, but he declined to 
try to obey the order. He did not attempt to obey it. He arrived at 
10.20 next morning. 

As he was passing over the run at that point Surgeon Paxton, of the 
Thirty-second Massachusetts Regiment, standing near him, heard him 
say to somebody, ‘‘Go and tell General Morell to halt his division. I 
do not care a damn whether we get there or not.” He started with 
that indifference, and with the same indifference substantially arrived 
at Bristoe Station, as is shown by the remark heard by Surgeon W. 8. 
Paxton, of the Thirty-second Massachusetts Regiment. 

Now, I will not stand here and say to this committee there is any 
defense in the proposition suggested by the gentleman from New Jersey 
[ Mr. Makboo} that General Porter onght to hold General Pope in con- 
tempt. That he did do it is unquestioned. That it was a defense to 
excuse him has not heretofore been urged by any advocate of General 
Porter. That was the expression in his mouth at the moment of com- 
pleting that order, and I leave this committee with that statement in 
its hand. I say to the gentleman from New York [Mr. SLOCUM] that 
there is no living man, with that evidence in regard to that night and 
the obstruction in the road, who can judge better than any member of 
this committee; and he has strangely misunderstood its organization 
and its members when he says we can know nothingabout it. We are 
not idiots, although we never have had epaulets upon our shoulders. 

Mr. McKINLEY. If my colleague will yield to me I will move that 
the committee rise. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I will yield for that purpose, still holding 
the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has forty minutes of his hour re- 
maining. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Cox, of New York, having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER reported that 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, having 
had under consideration the bill (H. R. 1015) for the relief of Fitz-John 
Porter, had come to no resolution thereon. 

And then, on motion of Mr. SLocum, the House (at 4 o’clock and 55 
minutes) adjourned. ° 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
ander the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. J. M. CAMPBELL: The petition of citizens of Bedford 
County, Pennsylvania, for a tobacco-rebate appropriation—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. 8. 8. COX: The petition of Dr. Peter J. Reass, for relief— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. DARGAN: The petition of citizens of Conway, Horry County, 


TS. 
By Mr. DEUSTER: Papers relating to the claim of John Whitaker— 
to the Committee on Claims. € 

By Mr. DOCKERY: Papers relating to the claim of Lawson Moore— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of the heirs of J. J. Galtney—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. ELDREDGE: Papers relating to the claim of Mark Davis— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. FERRELL: The petition of James H. Nixon and others, for 
an appropriation to build jetties at Corson’s and Townsend’s Inlets, on 
the New Jersey coast—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GUENTHER: The petition of Henry J. Colwell and others, 
citizens of Mishigan, and of J. F. Shafer and others, citizens of Flor- 
ence, Wis., who purchased lands within the Ontonagon Railrcad land 
grant, for relief—severally to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, the petition of Andrew Frederickson and others, citizens of 
Winnebago County, Wisconsin, for an appropriation to pay certain 
awards for damages caused by overflow of the Fox River—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. H. H. HATCH: The petition of M. M. Andrews and others, 
members of the Ralph W. Cummings Post, No. 67, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Department of Michigan, praying that soldiers of the late 
war be allowed 160 acres of unoccupied Government lands—to the Select 
Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. T. J. HENDERSON: The petition of O. A. Hempstead and 19 
ethers, citizens of Galva, Henry County, Illinois, for increase of the 
pension of James 8. Herbert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: The petition of G. A. Douglas and others, of 
Braddock, Allegheny County, Pennsylvania, asking for compensation 
for Mrs. Sarah Clarke for services rendered as nurse—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. MORRILL: The petition of Levi Anderson, for increase of 
pension—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MORSE: The petition of Catharine Callahan, for increase of 
pensions paid to the widows of soldiers and dependent relatives—to the 
same committee. x 

By Mr. PAYNE: The petition of Robert J. Dobson, for relief—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: The petition of Mrs. Elizabeth Downs, in rela- 
tion to pensions paid to soldiers’ widows—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. J. H. ROGERS. The resolutions adopted by the Little 
Rock (Ark.) Cotton and Produce Exchange in relation to the Signal 
Service—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. W. F. ROGERS. Papers relating to the claim of George C. 
Ellison for. compensation for services rendered and expenses incurred 
while acting as chief engineer in the House of Representatives—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. VANCE. Papers relating to the claim of Bryan Tyson—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. WELLBORN: The petitionof W. M. C. Heill and others, for 
the improvement of the Mississippi River and its tributaries—to the 
Committee on Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi River. 

Also, the petition of B. B. Brock and others, relating to alleged abuses 
of the United States Army in the Indian Territory—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIS: The petition of Hines, Hadley & Co., of Wilson, 
Ky., for a tobaceo-rebate appropriation—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 


SENATE, 
MONDAY, January 21, 1884. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. ELIAS De Wirr HUNTLEY, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and approved. 
THE NEW RULES. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will recall to the atten- 
tion of the Senate the fact that the new rules go into force this morn- 
ing, and the future proceedings of the Senate will be conducted under 

em. 

COLUMBIA INSTITUTION FOR DEAF AND DUMB. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the president of the Columbia Institution for the Deaf and 
Dumb, transmitting, in compliance with the requirements of section 4867 
of the Revised Statutes and of the act of Congress of March 3, 1883, a 
report of the disbursements and other affairs of that corporation; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered 
to be printed. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 1482) making all public roads and highways post- 
routes was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
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The bill (H. R. 3036) to enable the courtsof the United States in the 
case of the improper grant of letters patent by reason of fraud and mis- 
representation to declare & patent void on application of the Attorney- 
General was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Patents. + 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 117) to correct an error in the enroll- 
ment of the act ‘‘making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the 
appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, and for other 
years,” approved March 3, 1883, was read twice by its title. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The joint resolution will be referred, 
if there be no objection, to the Committee on Enrolled Bills. 

Mr. BECK. I think itshould go to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair stated the reference he 
indicated on account of the title of the joint resolution, which says it is 
to correct an error in enrollment. 

Mr. BECK. There was some error in a conference report, and the 
Committee on Appropriations is the proper committee to correct it, I 
think. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will then refer the joint 
resolution to the Committee on Appropriations. It is so referred. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


` The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of Elisha Mul- 
ford and Samuel W. Dike, praying, as a basis of future legislation, for 
a thorough inquiry into matters connected with the divorce laws of the 
several States, and the collection of divorce statistics from their records 
and authorities; which was referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor, : ; 

He also presented the petition of Patrick Furlong, late private Com- 
pany G, Fourteenth Regiment Vermont Volunteers, praying for a pen- 
sion; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Mrs. Malinda Brooks, of Russell- 
ville, Ky., praying for an increase of her widow’s pension; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, 
praying for an inquiry into the subject-matter of a letter concerning 
the disposal of undelivered and dead letters addressed to the Postmas- 
ter-General by Oliver Evans Woods, of that city, July 6, 1883; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. INGALLS presented the petition of A. W. Hicks, praying to be 
allowed pay, under a contract with Col. Charles Ellet, of the Missis- 
sippi ram fleet, for opening the Mississippi blockade June 3, 1862; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. DAWES. I present a resolution of the National Educational 
Association, adopted at a meeting held at Saratoga Springs, N. Y.; a 
petition of teachers of the Mount Holyoke Seminary; a petition of the 
faculty of Amherst College; a petition of the students of Amherst Col- 
- lege; and a petition from a large number of citizens of Massachusetts 
generally, all praying for an appropriation for schools in Alaska. I 
move that the petitions be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of O. P. Morton Post, No. 14, 
Department of Missouri, Grand Army of the Republic, representing 
200 ex-Union soldiers, praying that Union soldiers who were prisoners 
of war be pensioned; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HALE presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of Portland, 
Me., praying for such legislation as will check the rapid decline in our 
merchant marine; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PALMER presented a petition of R. G. Peters and 3 oth 
citizens of Michigan, and a petition of the Republic Iron Company an 
8 others, land owners of the Upper Peninsula of Michigan, praying for 
legislation to quiet their titles; which were referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Mr. VANCE presented a petition of citizens of North Carolina, pray- 
ing for mammy for certain vessels destroyed by the French; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HARRIS. I present severally the petitions of Martha Fisher, 
of Elija Bray, of Hiram Johnson, of William Nuckalls, ôf Michael D. 
Deadrick, and of William A. Bryan, all praying for compensation for 
property taken and used by the Army of the United States. I move 
that the petitions be referred to the Committee on Claims, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON presented the petition of Collier, Robertson & Hamble- 
ton and others, jobbers and dealers in manufactured tobacco, snuff, 
and cigars, of Keokuk, Iowa, praying for the enactment of a law pro- 
viding for the payment of claims allowed for rebates under section 4 
of the act of March 3, 1883; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, 

He also presented a preamble and resolutions of the Iowa State Med- 
ical Association, in favor of appropriations by Congress for the erection 
of a fire-proof building for the medical library and museum; which 
were referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. WILSON. I preseut also resolutions (which were intended, as 
appears by the letter transmitting them, for presentation to Congress) 
of George Strong Post of the Grand Army of the Republic of Iowa, in 
fayor of a readjustment of the pay of soldiers for the years 1862, 1863, 


1864, and 1865, so as to equalize it with gold; also a letter of the com- 
mittee of the post, inclosing the resolutions and asking that they be 
presented to Congress, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks leave 
to present certain papers connected with the subject he has stated, which 
are not technically, as the Chair understands, in the form of a memo- 
rial. If there be no objection, the papers will be received, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SAWYER presented the petition of Andrew Frederickson and 
14 other citizens of Neenah, Wis., praying that an appropriation be 
made for flowage on the Fox River, in Wisconsin; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented the petition of J. F. Shafer, James Loughrey, 
James Tobin, Peter Sheridan, Asa E. Kemp, and John Edwards, resi- 
dents of Florence, Wis., praying that the titles to lands sold them inside 
the Ontonagon land grant in Michigan be protected by the passage of 
pose bill No. 691; which was referred to the Committee on Public 

8. 

He also presented the petition of Edward H. Merrill and 33 others, 
citizens of Ripon and Fond du Lac, Wis., praying for inquiry into the 
subject of divorce in the several States, as a basis of future legislation 
y ae which was referred to the Committee on Education and 

T. 

Mr. VEST presented the petition of Hall & Beiler and other dealers 
in manufactures of tobacco, citizens of Missouri, praying for a tobacco- 
rebate appropriation; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have in my hand resolutions passed at the annual 
meeting of the Kansas State board of agriculture, requesting that cer- 
tain action be taken by the members of Congress from the State of Kan- 
sas in favor of such legislation as shall circumscribe the limits within 
which pleuro-pneumonia exists and finally exterminate that disease; 
also praying for legislation to prevent the spread of Texas fever, and 
certain other legislation authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to ex- 
clude from the United States products of nations which exclude our 
products from their ports. These resolutions are intended for the Sen- 
ate; and I ask permission to present them, and move that they be referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas asks unan- 
imous consent to present papers, the contents of which he has described, 
on the subject of pending legislation. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. The resolutions will be received, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, presented a resolution adopted at a 
meeting of the James Comerford Post, No. 68, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, at Chippewa Falls, Wis., in favor of granting additional pen- 
sions to soldiers of the late war; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. LOGAN presented the petition of Post No. 88, Department of 
Iowa, Grand Army of the Republic; the petition of Post No. 393, De- 
partment of New York, Grand Army of the Republic; the petition of 
John A. Rawlins Post, No. 61, Department of Iowa, Grand Army of the 
Republic; the petition of Post No, 28, Department of Dakota, Grand 
Army of the Republic, and the petition of Post No. 7, Department of 
Colorado, Grand Army of the Republic, praying for the opening to set- 
tlement of the Sioux reservation; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. . 

He also presented two petitions of ex-soldiers of Elkhart, Ind., pray- 
ing for a donation to the soldiers of the late war in fee-simple by the 
Government of one hundred and sixty acres of land without restric- 
tions of any kind whatever; which were referred to the Committee on 
Publie Lands, 

He also presented a petition of citizens and soldiers of Caldwell, 
Ohio, praying for the passage of what is known as the equalization-of- 
bounty bill; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of A. A. Carpenter, Jesse Spalding, J. 
B. Goodman, H. H. Porter, J. H. Whitbeck, J. G. Van Schaick, and 
others, residents of Chicago, praying for the passage of the bill (S. 691) 
to confirm and declare legal the acts of certain officers of the United 
States; which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented a petition of merchants of Chicago, Ill., praying 
for the future protection of mails on the postal cars from destruction 
by fire; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. A 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I present a petition of several thou- 
sand citizens of San Francisco, including, I believe, every business 
house in the city, and signed by a great many other people of influ- 
ence, praying for an appropriation for the construction of a building 
for the post-office and the United States courts in that city. I move 
that it be referred to the Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I also present a paper, which ism- 
tended to be a memorial to Congress, but not technically so, from lum- 
ber manufacturers on the Pacific coast remonstrating against the abo- 
lition of the protective tariff on lumber, which I move be referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 4 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from California asks 
unanimous consent to present a paper on the subject of the duties on 
lumber which is not in the form of a memorial. lf there be no ob- 
jection, it will be received and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of citizens of Cincinnati, Ohio, 
praying that Congress will take some measures to protect the commer- 
cial correspondence of the country while in transit in railway cars from 
destruction by fire; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CALL. Ipresent a petition of citizens of Jacksonville, Fla., and 
of a committee of them; praying for the improvement of the Saint 
John’s River. The petition states that the value of the vessels and 
cargoes arriving at and de from the port of Jacksonvillein 1882 
amounted to $3,827,000; that the steamboat tonnage, inland and local, 
is $2,042,000. The petition also states an annual loss to commerce by 
delay and increase of insurance and increased freight charges of nearly 
$600,000. It also states that the improvement of the Saint John’s 
River under the jetty system isan assured success; and in view of these 
facts the petitioners ask an appropriation by Congress for the contin- 
uance of the work. I move that the petition be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I present a petition of letter-carriers of Akron, 
Ohio, praying for the passage of a bill to provide for a leave of absence, 
without loss of pay, for thirty days in each year. The petition is in- 
dorsed by the postmaster and assistant postmaster of that city. I move 
that it ie. referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The motion was agreed to. . 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PLUMB. The Committee on Public Lands have had under con- 
sideration the petition of J. W. Niles, representing the association of 
colored people known as the “Indemnity Party,” of Arkansas, and 
other colored citizens, asking for the equal protection of the laws in se- 
curing homesteads, &c.; and have directed me to report the same back 
with a recommendation that the committee be discharged and that it 
be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made, if there be 
no objection. 

Mr. GARLAND. Having some knowledge of this matter, I do not 
know what the Committee on the Judiciary can do any more than 
the Committee on Public Lands can do with it. The Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] presented the petition, and it was upon his mo- 
tion that it was referred to the Committee on Public Lands; and I 
call his attention toit now inasmuch as it has been reported back from 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. SHERMAN. What is the petition? 

Mr. GARLAND. Itis the petition of J. W. Niles which the Senator 
from Ohio presented very early in the session. . It was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, and they now ask to be discharged from 
its further consideration -and that it be referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection at all. ' 

Mr. GARLAND. It is a matter that relates, as I understand, to 
some complaint in reference to the entry of lands there, and I supposed 
the Committee on Public Lands was the appropriate committee; butas 
I neve not the matter in charge I make this statement of it. 

Mr. PLUMB. The petition relates to certain alleged acts of violence 
committed upon these people while they were, as they claim, taking 
seps to enter public land, and does not in any way relate to the acqui- 
sition of the title itself. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Will the Senate dis- 
charge the Committee on Public Lands from the further consideration 
of the petition? If there be no objection the committee will be dis- 
charged. The Senator from Kansas moves that the petition be referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so referred. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 355) to confirm the title to certain lands in Platte 
County, Missouri, and authorize patents to be issued therefor to Kin- 
sey B. Cecil, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
289) to confirm the homestead entry of Hugh Faster, reported it with- 
out amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
290) to confirm the homestead entry of John Waishkey, jr., reported. 
it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (8. 
639) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to issue to George K. 
Otis duplicates of certain land-warrants lost while in the possession of 
the officers of the Government, reported it with an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
42) for the relief of J oseph F. Wilson, reported it with an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. GARLAND, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the bill is. 802) to fix and render certain the terms of the 


£ 


United States circuit and district courts in the eastern and northern 
districts of Texas, reported it with an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bil! 
(S. 309) to amend section 673 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States relating to the quorum of the Supreme Court of the United 
States, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. GARLAND# The Committee on the Judiciary have also had 
under consideration the bill (S. 328) to authorize Allexey W. Von 
Schmidt to bring suit in the Court of Claims, and have instructed me 
to report it back and ask thatthe committee be discharged from its fur- 
ther consideration and that it be referred to the Committee on Patents. 
The bill proposes to permit Mr. Von Schmidt to bring suit against the 
Government for the use of an invention of his and to recover damages, 
and we think the proper committee to take charge of the matter is the 
Committee on Patents. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 22) to provide for the performance of the duties of 
the office of President in case of the removal, death, resignation, or 
inability both of the President and Vice-President, reported it with an 
amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 15) to provide for the further protection of citizens of the United 
States and others against the violation of certain rights secured to them 
by the Constitution of the United States, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam also directed by the Committee on the J udiciary, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 415) regulating maritime liens and 
remedies and to secure uniformity in the enforcement of the rights of 
material-men in courts of admiralty, to report adversely thereon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does theSenator desire the bill to be 
placed upon the Calendar or indefinitely postponed? 

Mr. HOAR. I will call the attention of the Senator from New York 
[Mr. LAPHAM] to the bill, and ask him if he would like to have it 
placed on the Calendar, 

Mr. LAPHAM. Iam receiving daily communications in reference to 
tlie bill, and I should like to have it placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Calen- 
dar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. INGALLS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the bill E: 311) to refer the claim of Alice E. De Groot and 
Theodore R. B. De Groot, administrators of William H. De Groot, đe- 
ceased, to the United States Court of Claims, asked to be discharged 
from its further consideration and that it be referred to the Committee 
on Claims; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 

310) to amend the law relating to the bonds of executors in the District 
of Columbia, asked to be di from its further consideration and 
that it be referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia; which 
was agreed to. 
Mr. INGALLS. I am also instructed by the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, to whom was referred the bill (S. 432) to disqualify justices of 
the Supreme Court from sitting in the trial of causes which have been 
previously heard before them in their circuits or otherwise, to report it 
back with a recommendation that the committee be discharged and the 
bill indefinitely postponed, as the matter which it incorporates has been 
included in another bill reported from that committee. 

The report was to; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. SLATER, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 265) for the relief of Alonzo Gesner, reported it with- 
out amendment. 

Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Publie Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (5. 503) to increase the endowment of the University 
of Alabama from the public lands in said State, reported it without 
amendment and submitted a report thereon. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BROWN introduced a bill (S. aS to appropriate $100,000 to 
erect a building for the accommodation of the post-office .ud internal- 
revenue department in the city of Columbus, Ga. ; which was read twice 
by its one and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

Toun 

Mr. PALMER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1169) for the relief 
of Mrs. Catherine E. Whitall; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1170) for the relief of Richard 
Hawley and sons; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1171) for the 1elief of 
Robert M. Flack; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LAPHAM (by egnet) introduced a bill (S. 1172) for the relies 
of J. B. Cornell and others; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HARRISON introduced a bill (S. 1173) granting a pension te 
Catharine Bullard; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
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He also introduced a bill (S. 1174) granting a pension to Clara Wible; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1175) granting a pension to Anna M. 
Smith; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

e also introduced a bill (S. 1176) granting a fension to John K. 
Hummer; which was read: twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1177) granting an increase of pension to 
Georgetta Harp; which was read twice by its title, and, with the papers 
on file relating to the case, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. EDMUNDS (Mr. HARRIS in the chair) introduced a bill (8. 
1178) to amend an act entitled “An act ta aid in the construction of a 
railroad and telegraph line from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, 
and to secure to the Government the use of the same for postal, mili- 
tary, and other purposes,’’ approved July 1, 1862; also to amend an 
act approved July 2, 1864, and also an act approved May 7, 1878, both 
in amendment of said first-mentioned act; to provide for a settlement 
of the claims growing out of the issue of bonds to aid in the construc- 
tion of said railroads, and to secure to the United States all indebted- 
ness of the companies therein mentioned; which was read twice by its 
title. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I desire to say in connection with this bill that 
it has been prepared by the Commissioner of Railroads, and is a very 
important bill. The object of itis, if possible, to bring toa termination 
the controversy that appears to be perpetual between the United States 
and these railroad companies about what they shall pay in respect of 
their bonds and in respect of the security that we have for them, and 

rovide for closing up the transaction by a new arrangement ona long 
fond to take the place of their obligation to repay the United States, and 
provide certain legal securities and other arrangements for carrying out 
the transaction. 

It is quite clear to my mind that it would be well, if it is possible, 
to make some arrangement by which we shall provide for the United 
States being certainly reimbursed by these companies for the vastsums 
of money it has advanced. Whéther the time that is provided for and 
the method is precisely what it ought to be, I am not sure, That de- 
serves consideration. We ought also, I think, in the same connection 
(although it is not in the bill), to provide some authority in the Pres- 
ident of the United States to secure the interests of the United States 
in case of an attempted foreclosure or sale or other disposition of this 
property under the mortgages that are prior to our lien. 

This being in substance and effect a judicial bill to terminate this 
controversy that has hitherto been reported upon by the Committee on 
the Judiciary, I move that the bill be referred to that committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iask leave to introduce, or I introduce without 
leave, as my friend from Massachusetts [ Mr. HoAr] says I may under 
the new rules, though I am not quite sure of it, another bill. 

The bill (S. 1179) to provide for a special jury in the supreme court 
of the District of Columbia in certain cases therein was read twice by 
its title. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair.) The bill 
will be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, if there be no ob- 
jection. : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Although it provides for enlarging the territorial 
district in the United States court, I thought at first this bill probably 
had better go to the Committee on the District of Columbia. My friend 
from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] thinks it should go to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. I have no objection to that reference. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There being no objection, the bill 
will be referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. EDMUNDS introduced a bill (S. 1180) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Mary T. Barnes; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to call the attention of the Senator from 
Vermont, as his understanding of the rule is important to the whole 
Senate, to Rule VII of the new rules, which reads: 

The presiding officer shall then call for, in the following order: 
The presentation of petitions and memorials; 

Reports of standing and select committees; 

The introduction of bills and joint resolutions. 


Then the first clause of Rule XIV of the new rules reads: 


1, Whenever a bill or joint resolution shall be offered, its introduction shall, if 
objected to, be postponed for one day. 


That is the whole existing rule on the subject. It is intended to 
prevent the necessity of a special asking for unanimous consent when- 
ever a bill is introduced. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am very glad the Senator from Massachusetts 
puts that construction upon the rule. I studied it with some care and 
was not quite able to convince myself what was the intention in that 
respect, but it being now stated, and nobody havingany different view, 
it will certainly be a convenience, as it still leaves, I believe, the oppor- 
tunity not to have a bill brought in unless the Senate is willing. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to say that that change of the rule was made 


on my motion, and that reason was fully stated in the Senate when it 
was made. It was made for that reason. 

Mr. LOGAN introduced a bill (S. 1181) granting a pension to Ann 
Lally; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1182) for the relief of Capt. William 
H. Gill, military storekeeper, United States Army; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1183) granting a pension to 
Hugh O'Neil; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also (by reanest) introduced a bill (S. 1184) for the relief of Will- 
iam P. Reid; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1185) for the relief of Belva 
A. Lockwood; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1186) for the relief of Will- 
iam H. Whiteside; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims, 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1187) to extend the bene- 
fits of the pension laws to the widows and minor children of soldiers, 
sailors, and members of the Marine Corps; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, introduced a bill (S. 1188) for the 
rotection, promotion, preservation, and extension of the forests of the 
Jnited States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 

Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1189) for the relief of the heirs at law 
of John Graham; which was read twice by its title, and, together with 
the papers on file relating to the case, referred to the Committee on 
Claims. : 

Mr. BECK. I have been requested to introduce various bills, all 
for reference to the Committee on Claims. I think most of them were 
intro“ iced in the last Congress by my colleague [Mr. WILLIAMS], who 
is ow absent. 

The bills were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims, as follows: 

A bill (S. 1190) for the relief of Archibald White; 

A bill (8. 1193} for the relief of A. C. P. Shoemaker; 

A bill ts 1192) for the relief of Alfred Ray and John W. Ray, ex- 
ecutors of the estate of Enos Ray, deceased; 

A bill (S. 1193) for the relief of A. C. Meadows; 

A bill (S. 1194) for the relief of J. A. Hodges; 

A bill (8. 1195) for the relief of Salmons Wooten & Co. ; 

A bill (8. 1196) for the relief of John W. Rowlett; 

A bill (S. 1197) for the relief of Miles Kelly; and 

A bill (8. 1198) for the relief of the owner of the land and his ten- 
ants on which the Camp Chase military prison was located. 

Mr. ANTHONY introduced a bill (8. 1199) to amend an act entitled 
“ An act making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Gov- 
ernment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1879, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved June 20, 1878; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. JACKSON (by request) introduced a bill (8.1200) granting a 
pension to Mrs. E. G. C. Abbott; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 1201) for the relief of William Gal- 
lick; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1202) to provide for and 
aid in the construction and to regulate the operation of a ship canal 
between Lakes Union and Washington and Puget Sound, in Washing- 
ton Territory, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (8. 1203) to provide for the preparation 
of a centennial history of the Government of the United States; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

Mr. MAXEY introduced a bill (S. 1204) authorizing the construction 
of a public building for a post-office in the city of Houston, Tex.; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, introduced a bill (S. 1205) revising 
the postal laws; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 

Mr. GARLAND introduced a bill (S. 1206) for the relief of the es- 
tate of William Wright, deceased; which was read twice by title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1207) for the relief of the estate of Moses 
S. MeCord; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1208) for the relief of Wilson G. Gray; 
wen was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 
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Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 1209) to grant title to certain 
lands in the Territory of New Mexico; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. PIKE introduced a bill (S. 1210) in amendment of an act en- 
titled “An act baste, os tas te e adjust Tom 
claims of postmasters for loss by burglary, fire, or other unavoidable 
casualty,” approved March 17, 1882; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1211) to extend the dura- 
tion of the Court of Commissioners of Alabama Claims, and for other 
purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. : 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER introduced a bill (S. 1212) to authorize the 
extension of the Unesapeake and Ohio Railway to a point on the mili- 
tary lands at Fortress Monroe, Va.; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. One would suppose from the title that the 
bill should be referred to the Committee on Railroads, but it involves 
some land that belongs to Fortress Monroe. I therefore move the ref- 
erence of the bill to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MILLER, of California (by request), introduced a bill (S. 1213) 
for the relief of Tully, Ochoa & Co., of Arizona; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1214) for the relief of H. S. Stevens, of 
Arizona, and Charles Dahlman, of California, late assignees of William 
B. Hooper & Co., of California; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1215) for the relief of Bow- 
ers & Richards, assignees of James M. Barney, all of Arizona; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1216) for the relief of Rob- 
ert W. Dunbar; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. INGALLS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1217) for the relief 
of certain officers who have served a specified number of years as cap- 
tains or as company and regimental staff officers; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 1218) granting increase of pen- 
sion to Samuel Baker, quartermaster of Col. James Fenton’s-regiment, 
war of 1812; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 1219) to donate condemned cast-iron 
cannon to the citizens of Waterville, Me.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1220) for the relief of the heirs of 
Michael O’Brien; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. i 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 1221) for the relief of Leonidas 
Russell and Martha L. Russell, his wife; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 1222) to place John, Jones, late 
captain of the First Minnesota Battery, on the retired-list of the Army; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. LAPHAM (by request) introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 43) 
for the erection of a bronze equestrian statue to Simon Bolivar in Wash- 
ington or New York; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


PAPERS WITHDEAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. MORRILL, it was m 
Ordered, That all rs on the files of the Senate in regard to reappraise- 
mentof the shensa-teamaport bons Planter, and for a distribution of the proceeds 
thereof, be referred to the Committee on Finance. 
On motion of Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, it was 
Ordered, That the papers relating to the two claims of Mrs. Priscilla W. Bur- 
well be withdrawn from the files and referred to the Committee on Claims. 
RECIPROCITY TREATY WITH MEXICO. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. [ask for the present consideration of the follow- 
ing resolution : 

Resolved, That any further consideration of the reciprocity treaty between 
Mexico and the United States be had in open session of the Senate. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Let that go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harris in the chair). TheSena- 
tor from Nebraska asks unanimous consent that the resolution be con- 
sidered. Is there objection ? x 

Mr. ANTHONY. The resolution must be introduced in executivé 
session. Itis not in order here. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Yes; I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objectionis made, and the resolution 


goes over. 
Mr. INGALLS. There is objection to its reception. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. If the resolution goes over, I shall ask that it he 
rinted. AN 

$ Mr. COCKRELL. The point is made by the Senator from Rhode 

Island [Mr. ANTHONY] that it is notin order inopen session to receive 


what bel exclusively to executive session. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I object to the reception of the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is not in order here; it is executive business 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I desire to be heard on the question raised by 
the Senator from California. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would hold that the reso- 
lution is not in order in legislative session. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Is a suggestion in regard to the resolution in 
order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks that the resolution 
is not in order, and any discussion of the question here would be equally 
out of order. The question of order having been raised, and having _ 
been disposed of by the Chair, no debate is in order unless there bean 
appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I take an appeal from the decision of the Chair 
for that purpose; no other. ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I move that the doors be closed. 

Mr. MORGAN. I second the motion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the doors be closed and that motion 
is seconded. It is the duty of the Chair, therefore, to clear the galleries 
and close the doors without putting any question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. _ The Chair will order the Sergeant-at- 
Arms to clear the galleries and close the doors. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I suggest to the Senator that that would ex- 
clude—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No debate until the doors are closed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The order is being executed, and no 
debate is in order until it is executed. 

The doors were therefore closed; and at the expiration of 12 min- 
utes were reopened. While they were closed, after debate, 

Mr. VAN WYCK withdrew his appeal; so that the decision refusing 
to receive the resolution was sustained. 


DISCRIMINATIONS AGAINST AMERICAN PRODUCTS. 


Mr. GIBSON. I offer the following resolution, and ask that it be 
printed and lie on the table, to be called up hereafter: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be instructed to ascertain 
and report to the Senate what discriminations, if any, have been made by forei 

vernments against the people of the United States by allowing drawbacks 

vor of their own exportations that come in competition with ours in the open 
markets of the world, or by subsidies or special bounties in favor of their steam- 
ship lines, or that impose export duties upon commodities largely consumed in 
the United States, or that prohibit or restrain the importations of the productions 
of the United States by unusual laws and regulations, or by higher rates when 
on American vessels, or by special reciprocity treaties, or otherwise, and also the 
force and effect of “the most favored nation” clause as found in commercial or 
reciprocity treaties, with such recommendations as the Committee on Foreign 
Relations may deem necessary and proper. 


The resolution was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 


FRAUDULENT IMPORTATIONS OF WOOL. 


Mr. SHERMAN submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolced, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to communicate to 
the Senate copies of official reports from Treasury agents and collectors of cus- 
toms tendi Be show fraudulent undervaluation or classification of wool im- 
ported into the United States, and such further information in the Treasury De- 
partment as may enable Congress to provide guards against such frauds. 


PRINTING OF TESTIMONY. 


Mr. LAPHAM. During the recess of Congress a subcommittee of 
the Committee on Foreign Relations have been engaged in the taking 
of testimony on the subject of fish and fisheries, and what legislation, 
if any, is deemed necessary for their protection. The subcommittee 
closed the testimony this morning. Considerable of this testimony has 
been already printed; but the Public Printer informs us that it is nec- 
essary to have a formal resolution for the convenience of his accounts. 
Task leave, therefore, to introduce the following resolution for present 
consideration: 

Resolved, That the testimony taken by the subcommittee of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations relative to the ection of fish and fisheries be printed for 
the use of the Committee on Foreign Relations and the Committee on Fish 
Fisheries, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will call the attention of 
the Senate to Rule XXIX of the new rules on the subject of printing: 

1, Every motion to print documents, reports, and other matter transmitted by 
either of the Executive Departments, or to print memorials, petitions, acconi- 

ying documents, or any other paper, except bills of the Senate or House of 

Reprematatives, resolutions submitted by a Senator, communications from the 

ures or conventions, lawfully called, of the respective States, and motions 

to print by order of the standing or select committees of the Senate, shall, unless 
the Senate otherwise order, be referred to the Committee on Printing. 

The Senator from New York moves, if the Chair understands him 
aright, that this resolution be now considered. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I supposed it came within the exception of the rule 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It does not come within the excep- 
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tion, but it falls within the right of the Senator to have the Senate 
‘otherwise order.” x 

Mr. LAPHAM. It is a matter of form really. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair only called attention to 
the matter in general. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Nearly all the testimony has actually been printed, 
and this is only a matter of form. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the considera- 
tion of the resolution? ‘ 

Mr. HAWLEY. I should like to ask a question for information. 
There is a rule also that the Senate by itself can order not exceeding 
$500 worth of printing. 

Mr. LAPHAM. This will not cost a quarter of that. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not know how large this body of testimony is. 

Mr. LAPHAM. About five hundred pages. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The restriction mentioned by the 
Senator from Connecticut relates to motions to print additional docu- 
ments, which is not this ease. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have no objection. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 


TRADING POSTS IN CONGO VALLEY. 


Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be instructed to inquire 
into the subject of the settlements and trading now being made and es- 
tablished in the valley of the Congo River in Africa, and rt as to any action 
that may be properly taken by Congress or the Executive in the furtherance of 
nr commerce in that quarter, and that said committee report by bill or other- 
wise. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had, on 
the 19th instant, approved and signed the act (S. 1038) making an ap- 
propriation for continuing the improvement of the Mississippi River. 


LEWIS D. ALLEN. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Some days ago, on the 16th of January, 1884, 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] made an adverse report 
on the bill (S. 307) for the relief of Lewis D. Allen, and T asked that 
it might be placed on the Calendar till I could examine it. I had some 
recollection, and have refreshed that recollection by hunting up the 
history of the case, and I find that I once reported the case adversely 
myself, and I think the report of the Senator from Massachusetts is en- 
tirely right. I ask now that the bill be indefinitely postponed, as was 
recommended by him. =A 

Mr. HOAR. The gentleman interested in that bill called upon me 
this morning and thought that the report of the committee had omitted 
some important matter in his favor, and I told him that if he would 
make a communication in the proper way of his matter I would con- 
sider it and bring it to the attention of the committee if it seemed to 
deserve it. I think, therefore, under the circumstances it had better 
stand on the Calendar until we have that opportunity. 

Mr. COCKRELL. As the bill was put on the Calendar at my in- 
stance, I felt it my duty to eall it up and have it disposed of. Ido 
not care what disposition is made of the case. It is not on the Calen- 
dar now by my request. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill re- 
mains on the Calendar. } P 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further ‘‘ concurrent 
or other resolutions,” the Chair, pursuant to the new rules—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Under the rules we go to the Calendar, do we 
not? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes, sir.” The Chair, pursuant to 
the new rules, lays before the Senate the Calendar of General Orders. 
The Calendar of Resolutions, as the Chair construes the rules, is dis- 
posed of. All resolutions, after having lain over one day under objec- 
tion, being again presented to the Senate and not disposed of, go on 
the Calendar with other business. The first bill on the Calendar will 
be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 19) to provide for ascertaining and 
settling private land claims in certain States and Territories. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The bills before that bill, as I understand them, 
never have been referred. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair must lay before the Senate 
the bills in their order onthe Calendar. The only doubt the Chair had 
was that some of these bills had got on the Calendar that were really 
laid on the table, and in that case they would not properly be on the 
Calendar; but for safety the Chair will commence at the beginning and 
lay before the Senate the first bill on the Calendar, order of business 
No. 3, being the bill (S. 228) to appropriate and expend $50,000,000 
derived from the internal-revenue taxes and sale of public lands for the 
education of all the children living in the United States. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. That bill has not been reported from 
a committee. $ 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, this b'i is 
now before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That bill has never been referred to any commit- 
tee. The Senator from Ilinois[Mr. Logan], who introduced it, is not 
present, Imove thatit be passed by. As a matter of course, we shall 
not let it be acted upon when it has not been even referred or read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri moves 
that the bill be passed over. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ishould like to ask-once for all whether the bill now 
retains its place on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It retains its place, but it will not 
be again taken up until the Calendar is all gone through with. The 
next bill on the Calendar will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 404) to reorganize the legislative 
power of the Territory of Utah. 

Mr. HOAR. I thought a single objection took a bill out of its place 
for that day only; that it required a motion to place it at the foot of 
the Calendar, to have a bill so situated that it does not come up until 
the whole Calendar has been gone through with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is inclined to think that 
under Rule VIII, under which we proceed until 1 o’clock, we take up 
bills and resolutions on the Calendar under the five-minute or so-called 
Anthony rule, this being the substance of the rule offered by the Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. ANTHONY] on former occasions, and proceed 
with them, and we either pass them by or dispose ofthem. If they are 
passed by, the Chair does not understand the present rule to require 
the Chair to lay them again before the Senate on the next day or un- 
til the Calendar is entirely gone through with; but between the hours 
of 1 and 2 o’clock the Chair thinks it will be in order to move to take 
up such a bill. 

Mr. HOAR. But, if the Chair please, at 2 o’clock is it not then the ` 
duty of the Chair, if there be no special order at that time, to lay what 
remains on the Calendar before the Senate, and doesnot that require the 
giving those cases which have not been by special order of the Senate 
placed at the foot their old place on the Calendar? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair does not so understand it, 
the direction being to begin with the first subject on the Calendar next 
afterthe last subject disposed of in the previous proceeding, so that if a 
bill is passed over it is disposed of, as the Chair thinks, for the time 
being. The next bill on the Calendar has been reported, a bill to re- 
organize the legislative power of the Territory of Utah. 

Mr. LAPHAM. May not abill now, as formerly, be passed over, re- 
serving its place on the Calendar? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It may be passed over by unani- 


mous consent, reserving its place on the Calendar, to betaken up at any 
time. 
Mr. HARRISON. Task with reference to the bill just called that 


it may be passed over without prejudice. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator by that mean to be 
again laid before the Senate to-morrow morning? 

Mr. HARRISON. Yes, sir; to be again laid before the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I object to that, and will state my reason. This 
bill has never been referred to any committee, and is not before the 
Senate. The Senator from Illinois [ Mr. CuLLoM] has made his speech 
upon it, though, and he can call it up at any moment. I object to its 
having to be called every time we go to the Calendar; therefore I move 
that it be passed over the same as the bill before it. If it had been re- 
ported from a committee, I would not object to proceeding with it. 

Mr. HARRISON. I will say to the Senator from Missouri that there 
is nothing to be done in this case at all except to agree upon a refer- 
ence. Neither the Senator from Illinois, who introduced the bill, nor 
myself, the chairman of the Committee on Territories, desires to debate 
the reference now, and it may be agreed upon. Then why not consent 
that the bill may stay just where it is? 

Mr. COCKRELL. It does stay so that it can be called up any morn- 
ing, except that when we go to the Calendar it will not. be called again 
and the same thing gone over every day. 

Mr. HARRISON. Our rules were devised, I think, to avoid just 
what we are getting into, and I withdraw the motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate only goes on by unanimous 
consent, Until 2 o’clock an objection carries a bill over unless a mo- 
tion be made to continue its consideration. The Senator from Missouri 
objects in this case. 

Mr. HOAR. [ask leave to say that the suggestion made by the 
Chair just now in regard to the place this bill will take upon the Cal- 
endar after 2 o’clock, being as I understand it not a ruling of the 
Ghair but merely an impression, I should like to call the attention of 
the Chair to that subject again when it becomes a practical question, 
without aequiescing in that impression. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair regards it as desirable 
that all points of discussion under the new rules should be settled to 
the satisfaction of everybody, if possible. The next bill on the Calen- 
dar, No. 5 in the order of business, will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 405) to repeal the internal-revenue 
laws now of force, and abolish the Internal Revenue Bureau, 
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Mr. BUTLER. I ask that that lie on the table for the present, to be 
called up by me. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Carolina 
moves that this bill be laid on the table. 

The motion was to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next bill will be reported, being 
Order of Business No. 6. ~ 


The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 406) to reduce revenue, promote do-, 


mestic industry, and increase foreign commerce. 

Mr. BLAIR. I move that that bill and the next order of business on 
the Calendar, being the joint resolution (S. R. 16) proposing an amend- 
ment to the Constitution in relation to alcoholic liquors and other poison- 
ous beverages, be passed over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
objects to the present consideration of the bill and joint resolution in- 
dicated, and they are accordingly passed over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Order of Business No. 8 will now be 
reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 572) authorizing the construction of 
a building for the accommodation of the Congressional Library. 

Mr. HARRISON. I object to the present consideration of that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Being objected to, the bill goes over. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This mode of treating bills that have been read a 
second time and have not been referred it seems to me is not fair and 
just. Whatever may be the technical and literal construction of the 
rule, it was never designed, I am free to say, to place bills in this par- 
ticular category in the position of bills duly reported for consideration, 
because it is known that these bills are merely left on the Calendar for 
the convenience of Senators to speak upon probably at some convenient 
time, and then to be referred to an appropriate committee. I do not 
think the Senate should pass on any of the bills on this list nntil we 
come to No. 9 in the order of business, reported by the Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. BAYARD]. They are not there for the purpose of con- 
sideration, but merely for debate on reference. I hope, therefore, that 
by unanimous consent until we get these new rules in running‘order 
bills standing in this position may hold their place without objection 
until a motion is made to refer them. They should not be considered 
as bills on the Calendar for consideration. What I suggest may be done 
by unanimous consent. It may be necessary in order to. make the 
meaning clear hereafter to modify and change the rule, which I sup- 

can be done by unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.’ The Chair would state that he thinks 
these bills do hold their place; they stay in their present order on the 
Calendar, but the course of proceeding carries the Senate beyond them, 
so that in regular order they would not be again reached until the 
whole Calendar had been gone through with and we should again be- 
gin at the beginning. But the Chair thinks under the rules, between 
the hours ofl and 2 o'clock each day it is in order to move to proceed 
to the consideration of any of these bills, under which motion they can 
be taken up and referred. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is all I desire. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then after 2 o’clock it is in order, 
without any debate, to move to proceed to the consideration of any bill 
on the Calendar. ‘ 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is all I desire. It would not be right now, 
in the absence of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES], to put his 
bill in such a position that he could not during the morning hour move 
to proceed to consider it and make his speech upon it, and then have it 
referred. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly not, and that is not desired at all. 

Mr. SHERMAN. With that understanding I have no objection. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ishould like to suggest whether or not a motion that 
these bills lie on the table would not put them all in the same category, 
take them off the Calendar, and put them within the reach of the parties 
who have introduced them, to do just exactly what the Senator from 
Ohio suggested, to wit, call them up at any time for the purpose of 
reference or for the p of speaking upon them, instead of having 
them repeated on our Calendar every day and submitted to us as part 
of the current pending business? To do that, when it is known that 
they will not be called for consideration in theordinary category of bills 

‘on the Calendar, seems to me to be something of an incongruity. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is not able at this moment 
to express any opinion as to when a motion would be in order to take 
up a bill from the table unless it should be under the call of resolu- 
tions; but there may be some provision in the rules which provides a 
time when a motion of that kind may be made. The rule now under 
the eye of the Chair with respect to the order of business says that— 


At the conclusion of the morning business— 
Which is hefore described, being petitions, and reports, and bills, and 
concurrent and other resolutions— 


ere Senate will proceed to the consideration of the Calendar of bills and reso- 
utions. 

And that shall go on, without any motion to do anything else, until 
1 o’clock. After 1 o’clock a motion to proceed to the consideration 
cf any bill, resolution, report of committee, or other subject upon 
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the Calendar shall not be entertained by the presiding officer unless 
by unanimous consent. That seems to déscribe bills and resolutions 
that are on the Calendar; but the Chair has never understood that a 
bill which had by vote of the Senate been laid upon the table was on 
its Calendar of general or of special orders. 

Mr. HOAR. It seems to me, as was suggested just now, that this 
matter is not technically in order at this time, but as several Senators 
have said something about it and the Chair has, I perhaps may be in- 
dulged in stating my view of it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has no doubt that no gen- 
tleman will object to the discussion of the question now. 

Mr. HOAR. It seems to me that the mechanism of this rule is pro- 
vided to carry out the intention and provide for the convenience of the 
Senate, as on examining it Senators I think will all see. 

In the first place there is a provision for dealing with unobjected 
cases upon the Calendar. That isin Rule VIII. That is the old An- 
thony rule. We intended to incorporate the Anthony rule into the 
rules of the Senate, and that provides that until 2 o’clock, unless the 
Calendar of unobjected cases be sooner finished, the Calendar shall be 
called and cases not objected to shall be considered. There is no pro- 
vision in that rule whatever for changing the place upon the Calendar 
of anything at all, It simply provides that if nobody objects these 
cases, one after another, shall be taken up. If objection be made, then 
you proceed with the next case, not because the old one has lost its 
place on the Calendar, but because it has ceased to be a case not ob- 
jected to, and that is all. - 

Then not later than 2 o’clock, or when you get through the unob- 
jected cases, the Calendar of general orders is taken up and proceeded 
with in its order, beginning with the first subject on the Calendar next 
after the last subject disposed of in proceeding with the Calendar, no 
the last subject disposed of in proceeding with unobjected cases, and it 
never was intended that this single objection (which simply took the 
case from the consideration of the Senate during this little time before 
2 o’clock) should be considered as a disposition of the case within the 
meaning of our rules. That means where the case has been laid on the 
table, or where it has been recommitted to a committee, or where it 
has been finally disposed of by an adverse vote. Then you take up 
the Calendar in its old order beginning at the head, and then the mo- 
tions are in order as questions of privilege, which are provided for, to 
wit: first, a motion to proceed to the consideration of a revenue bill; 
second, a motion to proceed to the consideration of any other bill on 
the Calendar, and soon. Thatis a provision for dealing with questions 
under the general rules of the Senate. There is no five-minute rule 
about it; there is no limitation as to the right of debate about it, as to 
the number of times a Senator may speak, except the general rule of 
not speaking more than once on any one day until other Senators have - 
got through, 

That view, I respectfully suggest to the Chair—although the question 
will not arise until the Calendar comes up by and by—is what the 
Senate all meant when they adopted these rules, and is the only view 
which carries out the purpose of the Senate, and the only view which 
can possibly be taken; or otherwise we shall be compelled instantly to 
repeal or modify this rule if the other rule comes in play, thatin the 
first hour, before 1 o'clock, it shall be in order for any single Senator 
objecting to declare that any measure to which he objects shall be put 
at the foot of the Calendar and notin order until every other bill on 
the Calendar, although it may be at the head now, shall have been 
reached by a separate motion which disposes of it in some of these 
ways. I think the Chair will see that I have given the only practical 
exposition of the rule. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Mr. President, when the bills now 
on the Calendar that appear io have been read twice and not referred 
were introduced, the several Senators who introduced them requested 
that they do lie on the table. I think by reference to the Journal that 
will be found to be the fact. I observed next morning after a number 
of these bills were introduced that they appeared on the Calendar. I 
was of the opinion that they ought not to appear on the Calendar at 
all. Icalled the attention of the proper clerk, as the gentleman now 
at the desk will remember, to the fact that they were on the Calendar, 
and stated to him that in my opinion they ought not to be there. He, 
however, informed me that the Calendar had always been made up in 
that way. These bills are now, as I understand it, all on the table, 
and I submit that they ought not to be upon the Calendar, and that 
the Clerk ought to be instructed not to place them upon the Calendar. 
If they were not on the Calendar we should have none of this diffi- 
culty. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has expressed to the Clerk, 
and the Calendar to-morrow will be made up accordingly, an opinion 
concurring with that of the Senator from Wisconsin. A bill laid on 
the table is not properly on the Calendar of general or special orders; 
but the Chair is not now advised whether all these bills fall under that 
category or not. The Journal will be examined, in order that to-mor- 
row’s Calendar may show only those bills which have not been laid on 
the table. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I agree with the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Hoar] as to the interpretation of this rule, and after the inter- 
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pretation we shall not have two Calendars, but we shall haye one Cal- 
endar with two places for beginning the calling of cases. One will be 
immediately after the conclusion of the morning hour, when unob- 
jected cases will be called, and that call will be proceeded with until 
2 o'clock. That will always be in advance of the other call, which be- 
ginsat 2? o'clock. Now you take this morning for example: we com- 
mence with the first case and we goon, and before 2 o’clock we have 
reached the fiftieth case, say, on the Calendar. Then at 2 o'clock we 
go back to the beginning of the Calendar and take up the cases and 
dispose of them in their order, let it consume a longer or a shorter 
time. They are to be disposed of so that every case shall have an op- 
portunity of being considered without objection, and then the regular 
call will be proceeding all the time. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Where is the authority under the 
rules to place these cases on the Calendar at all ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. iam not talking about these cases; they do not 
belong to the Calendar. I am talking about the reported cases. The 
cases to which the Senator refers do not belong upon the Calendar; he 
is right; but I am speaking of the construction of the rule as to how we 
shall proceed with business. I think there is no question but that before 
2 o'clock we proceed to consider unobjected cases and go just as far as 
we can, and then after 2 o’clock we begin at the beginning of the Cal- 
endar and go on considering everything in its order and disposing of it. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I think that is right. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We shall then have two places to begin the call 
of the Calendar, one as soon as the morning business is through and the 
other when 2 o’clock arrives. 

Mr. CONGER. That would be the construction of the rule adopted 
here if we followed the practice of the other House, that in the new print 
of the Calendar from day to day it should be stated where under Rule 
VIII the call closed the previous day, so that every gentleman would 
know where the new call would commence for unobjected cases. That 
has been the practice there. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly, there will be one morning call of un- 
objected cases. 

Mr, CONGER. Each Calendar printed by the other House shows 
where the call for unobjected cases closed and where it will begin, run- 
ning through the whole Calendar, and being changed from time to time 
as the cases are changed under the call. That order can be given to 
the Secretary and that will dispose of all cases under the eighth rule, 
and the same might apply to all cases under the ninth rule, with a 
reference to the rules in each case. 


PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next case on the Calendar will 
_be reported, being No. 9 in the order of business. 

The Cuter CLERK. A bill (S. 19) to provide for ascertaining and 
settling private land claims in certain States and Territories. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to suggest that that bill is of great importance 
and probably can not be considered under the five-minute rule. I do 
not want to delay its consideration. 

‘Mr. BAYARD. I will state to the Senator that the bill is in order 
now until 2 o’clock, and when 2 o’clock arrives this bill will be in order 
as the first bill on the Calenderand not liable to be displaced except by 
a majority vote of the Senate. Therefore it will save time I think if 
the Senator will allow it to be read now and go on. 

Mr. PLUMB. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is in the Senate as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole and will be read at length. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill, and having proceeded for 
some time, F 

Mr. CONGER. Is this proceeding under the eighth rule? 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HoARin the chair). This is pro- 
ceeding under the eighth rule. 

Mr. CONGER. Then I object to its further consideration. 

Mr. BAYARD. Will the Senator allow me to suggest to him that 
this bill will come up as in order at2 o'clock. It will then be in order 
unless the Senate by a majority vote shall decide to order otherwise. 
Therefore it is really an economy of public time to allow the bill to be 
read now up to the time when it will under the general rules of the 
Senate be in order. 

Mr. CONGER. I hope it may go over to-day. I have not had my 
attention called to the bill until its reading, and there are some pro- 
visions lacking in this bill and some contained in itwhich I think have 
not had full consideration, and I hope it will not be considered to-day. 
For that reason I object to it now so that it may go over. 

Mr. BAYARD. Will the Senator allow me to say this to him: We 
all desire that each member of the Senate should properly understand 
the bill before it is voted upon; but the bill will be in order at 2 
o'clock and it will be 2 o’clock two minutes hence. This is no new 
bill. It has already received the approval of the Senate in 1879 and 
again in 1881 after a very full and exhaustive debate and explanation. 
As the bill will be up in order at 2 o’clock, I trust the Senator will 
not raise the objection which will allow only two minutes to take up 
another bill and then lay it aside and take up this bill again. 

Mr. CONGER. There are other bills before this on the Calendar. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. No, this is the first bill. - 

Mr. BAYARD. There are no other bills before this. If he will ex- 
amine the Calendar the Senator will find that it is the first bill in 
order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Michigan objects 
and the bill goes over under the rule. The next bill on the Calendar 
will be read. i à 

Mr. BAYARD. I wish to ask a question for information. It now 
lacks one minute of 2 o'clock, Being of a practical turn of mind I do 
not care to waste the time of the Senate even for a moment, but is it 
not in order to move notwithstanding the objection that this bill be 
considered ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is in order. 

Mr. BAYARD. Then, sir, I make that motion, and I wish to say 
as my basis for it—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Delaware moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of Senate bill No. 19, Order 
of Business No. 9. 

Mr. BAYARD. Now, Mr. President, I will remark that under the 
rules of the Senate this bill is properly before this Senate as the regular 
order at this time. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is very clear, the Chair will ob- 
serve to the Senator from Delaware, under either construction of the 
rule which has been suggested that this bill is not quite yet in order. 
If the construction of the rule intimated by the Senator from Vermont 
the President pro tempore of the Senate be the correct one, this bill has 
gone to the foot of the Calendar, and it is not in order under the ninth 
rule until all other cases on the Calendar have been disposed of. If, 
on the other hand, the construction of the rule suggested by the pres- 
ent occupant of the chair be the proper one, it will be necessary to dis- 
pose technically of the three or four matters preceding this on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. BAYARD. But I would respectfully submit to the Chair that, 
according to the rule, in this one hour after the expiration of the regular 
morning business there is no regular order but this bill, and I ask that 
we proceed to the consideration of the regular order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will submit to the Senate 
this question under Rule IX: Isit requisite at 2 o'clock to proceed with 
the Calendar in its order without regard to objections which have been 
made when the Calendar was in order under the eighth rule? 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, if I understand the situation of this 
matter it is this: While the Senate was operating under the eighth 
rule this bill to provide for ascertaining and settling private land 
claims was reached in its order upon the Calendar. The Senator from 
Michigan | Mr. CONGER] interposed an objection. When that objec- 
tion was interposed the Senator from Delaware [Mr. BAYARD] moved 
to proceed with the consideration of the bill notwithstanding the ob- 
jection, and that is the shape in which the business was when the hour 
of 2 o'clock arrived. That being so, can it be possible that the objec- 
tion to the bill made by the Senator from Michigan, which was staid 
in its effect by the motion of the Senator from Delaware to proceed 
notwithstanding the objection, shall now be given full effect because 
we have reached 20’clock? It seems to me, Mr. President, that the 
effect of the objection was destroyed by the motion to proceed notwith- 
standing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, If the Senator from Indiana will par- 
don the Chair, that suggestion of his is a mere suggestion as to the 
form of putting the question, and not a matter of substance, because 
under the ninth rule the Chair is of opinion that when the hour of 2 
o'clock arrives all the business provided for by the eighth rule termi- 
nates and the Calendar comes up under the ninth rule. If there then 
be a pending motion io take up a particular matter on the Calendar, 
that motion falls back under the execution of the eighth rule; but un- 
der the ninth rule, in thesecond clause, among the privileged motions is: 

seeped: A motion to proceed to the consideration of any other bill on the Cal- 
endar, 

So that the Senator from Delaware is instantly entitled to renew his 
motion, aħd it is a mere question of putting the same motion over 
twice. 

Mr. HAWLEY. But I think it does make a difference whether the 
Chair takes that course or not. It happened as a matter of pure ac- 
cident that Rule VIII and Rule IX strike the same bill. Whatever 
was pending before 2 o'clock under Rule VIII is dead. It is a pure ac- 
cident that under Rule LX we happen to hit the same bill, which is en- 
titled to the full privileges of any bill on the Calendar. It is not sub- 
ject to the limitations of the Anthony rule. I hold that the bill under 
consideration is before the Senate under the rules of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the question which the Chair 
submits to the Senate. The question which the Senator from Indiana 
raises is that the motion made by the Senator from Delaware before 2 
o'clock is now to be di of notwithstanding the arrival of 2 o'clock, 


and the Chair simply reminds that Senator that as whatever bill comes 
up on the Calendar a motion to proceed to the consideration of any 
other bill is in order after 2 o’clock, it isa simple question of the re- 
newal of the motion. 

Mr. HARRISON. It may be that there is not in this instance any 
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great practical difference as to how this matter is approached; but my 
point is this: This bill never was passed over by reason of an objection; 
the effect of an objection uzder Rule V1II never operated -upon this 
bill, because when that objection was made there was a motion made, 
notwithstanding the objection, to proceed to the consideration of the bill. 
Now, how would this stand if the bill did not occupy this position? 
Would the Chair, in proceeding under Rule VIII, to-morrow call this 
bill again? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will inform the Senator 
from Indiana that as the Chair understands it the six preceding bills 
upon the Calendar have all been di of by an objection. If that 
objection does not place them at the foot of the Calendar, which was 
the question the Chair proposed to submit to the Senate, then they must 
be disposed of under the ninth rule, either by some action of the Senate 
in various ways or by a motion to proceed with this bill No. 9 in the 
order of business. : : 

Mr. HARRISON. I thought we had agreed that the preceding eight 
numbers which we find upon the Calendar were really not properly 
there at all, but were bills upon the table, which should not have gone 
upon the Calendar. : PE 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator then in the chair simply 
said that such of them as-were upon the table were wrongly placed 
upon the Calendar, and that he would give directions to have the Jour- 
nal examined for that purpose. 3 

Mr. HARRISON. I did not have reference to all of these preceding 
eight numbers, and it may be that the Chair is right in saying that in 
proceeding now under Rule IX those preceding numbers, if they are 
properly on the Calendar, should be called before No. 9. As to that I 
think no one will interpose any objection. The objection was to giv- 
ing the effect to Rule VIII of putting Order of Business No. 9 at the 
foot of the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary informs the Chair that 
he has examined the Journal, and that none of these bills-are on the 
table. Therefore it is the opinion of the Chair, 2 o’clock having ar- 
rived, that the Calendar should be called in its order, under the ninth 
rule, beginning with Order of Business No. 3. 

Mr. HARRISON, May I ask whether it would be in order by unan- 
imous consent to pass over the first eight numbers upon the Calendar? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It would be in order, undoubtedly. 

Mr. HARRISON. I ask, then, unanimous consent of the Senate 
that we may unravel this knot by passing over these measures which 
have been placed in this shape for the convenience of Senators, and 
upon which nobody wants any action now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to passing over the 
first eight numbers without prejudice to whatever rights they have on 
the Calendar? 

Mr. CONGER. I have no objection myself to that proposition, but 
I have already stated my objection to taking-up this bill to-day, and 
I make my objection for the purpose of carrying it over to-day. Now 
it stands in this way: Under the eighth rale this bill was under con- 
sideration, with an objection, and with a motion pending to proceed not- 
withstanding the objection. The hour of 2 arrived, and that leaves 
that bill with its objection and with its motion still pending, as I 
understand, because the next rule says that proceedings under the ninth 
rule shall commence not later than 2 o'clock. They must commence 
at 2. That stops all proceedings under the eighth rule. Then this bill 
under Rule VIII is not before the Senate, for it, with the motion ap- 
propriate to it, has gone over until the time is reached for that rule to 
operate again. ‘The first thing under that rule, if we reach it to-mor- 
row. will be to take up this same bill with its pending motion to’ pro- 
ceed to its consideration. 

Mr. HARRISON. Do I understand the Senator to say that an objec- 
tion under the eighth rule affects the status of the bill at all under 
Rule IX? It can not have any possible effect upon it. 

Mr. CONGER. The gentleman may understand meto say that there 
is, under Rule VIII, a pending proposition to proceed to the considera- 
tion of that bill, which goes over, and when we proceed again under 
Rule VIII the question pending will be the motion of the Senator from 
Délaware to proceed to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. HARRISON. That may be true; but before we reach this num- 
ber again under Rule VIII we have reached it under Rule IX, and that 
disposes of it. 

Mr. CONGER. Ah, the gentleman, in order to be in the position he 
speaks of, has asked unanimous consent to take this up, which has not 
been granted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to passing over the 
first eight numbers on the Calendar without prejudice to their rights 
on a future day? The Chair hears none, and it is so agreed. The 
Senator from Delaware now moves to proceed to the consideration of 
Order of Business No. 9. 

Mr. BAYARD. That being the first bill on the Calendar. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is in order under the present*status. 

Mr. CONGER. I rise to a point of order. Under the rule the mo- 
tion is not in order, I submit. This is the first case by unanimous con- 
ai gixen, ne it needs no motion. There is objection to proceeding 

the bill. : 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thatdepends on the question whether 
the proceedings which took place carried this bill to the foot of the Cal- 
endar. The Chair thinks they did not. The Chair is of opinion that 
this bill stands now entitled to the right of way as of right under the 
rule; but the Chair, in deference to the suggestion made by the honor- 
able Senator from Vermont, the President pro tempore, received the 
motion. 

Mr. CONGER. But under the new rule, if I may make the 
tion, no bill can go to the foot of the Calendar except under Rule IX 
and on motion. Although I am opposed to taking up this bill, I have 
no hesitation in saying that in my judgment, the previous bills having 
been set aside by unanimous consent as not being properly on the Cal- 
endar, this now comes in as the first business on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will so direct. 

Mr. CONGER. And it does not need any motion to take it up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will direct the Secretary to 
proceed with the reading of the bill in accordance with his own opinion 
unless some Senator raises the point, in which case the Chair will sub- 
mit it to the Senate. 

Mr. CONGER. That being so decided, and properly, I now move to 
pass over the bill for the present, and for the reasons which I have 
stated. There are many provisions which ought to be in the bill that 
are lacking, and there are some in it which are objectionable. The 
bill requires some consideration, and I have had no opportunity what- 
ever to even examine it until I sent for it just now. I ask simply that 
it may be passed over without prejudice until another day. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, may I ask whether Senate bill No. 
19 is now before the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senate bill No. 19 is now before the 
Senate as in Committee of the Whole, and the reading of the bill has 
not yet been completed. While the bill is in the process of being read 
the Senator from Michigan proposes a motion to postpone. The Chair 
would consider that the Senate before voting on it has a right to have 
the reading of the bill completed for information. ~ 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be completed, then. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will finish the reading 
of the bill, and then the motion of the Senator from Michigan will be 
in order, 

Mr. CONGER. Weare starting under theserules, and I do not wish 
to cavil about them. In my judgment—and I ask the opinion of the 
Chair—if the reading of a bill, when a motion is made to pass it over, 
can be demanded under the rules, it may occupy the entire morning. 
I suppose the object of allowing, by the third clause of the ninth rule, 
a “‘motion to pass over the pending subject, which, if carried, shall 
have the effect to leave such subject without prejudice in its place on 
the Calendar,’’ was that the Senate might, by passing over a bill with- 
out being delayed by its reading or anything else, pass it over without 
prejudice and proceed to other business on the Calendar. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. It is a privileged motion, too, under the 
ninth rule and in order at any time. i 

Mr. CONGER. Itis a privileged motion. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I will read the rule: 

And in such case the following motions shall be in order at any time as priv- 
ileged motions, save as against a motion to adjourn. 

And it goes on to name three or four motions that may be made at 
any time under the rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair so holds. The Senator 
from Michigan moves to pass over the pending bill. Is the Senate 
ready for the question? è 

Mr. BAYARD. _ Is that in order pending the reading of the bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will so hold under the 
phraseology of the rule, f 

Mr. BAYARD. I should like to say to the Senate that the question 
of its proceeding to consider any measure is entirely under its control; 
but at some time or other the bill on the Calendar must be read, and I 
submit to Senators that they allow the reading of the bill to be com- 
pleted, and if they desire to postpone the bill let that motion be made; 
and when that motion is made then the Senate will decide it. Perhaps 
there may be something to be said upon it. Surely it is but proper to 
allow the reading of the bill to be completed; there will be no loss of 
economy of the Senate’s time in permitting that to be done. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The debate proceeds only by unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. BAYARD. I ask the Senator from Michigan to withdraw his 
motion until the reading of the bill is completed. 

Mr. CONGER. I must say for myself that to understand a bill of 
this character and have time to know what I would object to and what I 
would approve of, I must,’and every Senator must himself, leisurely 
and with time examine it. It will be no advantage to me to have this 
bill read at the desk, only as it gives me time to look it over myself. 

Mr. BAYARD. But the Senator isaware that the bill must be read 
at one time or another before even any motion is made connecied with 
it or any amendment can be acted on. If the Senator will with- 
draw his objection to the reading of the bill, then after that he can 
make any motion he sees fit. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire when we take up this bill for action that 
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it shall be read and be fresh in the minds of all, and I desire that we 
may proceed with it under the rule. If the Senate see fit to take up 
such a bill as this and actupon it without having had any opportunity 
to examine it, they will so order; but under the rule, as a privileged 
motion, I have the right to make one of either of the three or four 
motions specified in Rule IX. This is the third clause. There are two 
others that might be made. It isa privileged motion, and it takes 
away, as I understand, the reading of the bill and all other business, 
and must be decided without debate. My own remarks, as well as 
those of the Senator, are beyond the rule undoubtedly, and I should 
not have made any remark except that this is the first case under the 
new rules where this question has come up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Will the Senate pass 
over the pending bill? [Putting the question.] The Chair is in doubt. 

Mr. BAYARD. I merely wish to submit—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will remind the Senator 
that debate proceeds by unanimous consent only; the rule requires the 
question to be put without debate. If there be no objection the Senator 
from Delaware will proceed. 

Mr. BAYARD. This bill has passed the Senate twice almost in the 
identical words in which it is now brought forward a third time. It 
has been fully debated on each occasion, in 1879 when it was brought 
here under the charge of the honorable Senator from Vermont [ Mr. 
EDMUNDS], and in 1881 when under the charge of the late Senator from 
Ohio, Judge Thurman. It is brought here again under the unanimous 
report of the Committee on Private Land Claims. It relates to a gen- 
eral law, and is intended to supersede the necessity of a large body of 
separate acts upon individual cases. If it please the Senate with a 
knowledge of these facts to postpone a measure of this kind that is 
essential for the settlement of private rights in a manner approved by 
the continued and reiterated voice of the Senate after full understand- 
ing, of course it is in their power to do it. 

Mr. CONGER. May I say one word in reply to the Senator, although 
contrary to the rules? 

I do not like myself, and I think there are other new Senators here 
who do not like, to have it said that before we came into the Senate at 
all the Senate acted upon this and we are all agreed about it. Since 
the first discussion one-third of the Senators in number, and perhaps a 
large proportion of them in fact, have changed; since the second dis- 
cussion another third have changed, bringing new Senators into this 
body, either the same men or others who have never been here before. 
I submit that it is not exactly courteous to say to new members that 
the Senate has decided this and they have nothing to do but follow the 
lead. I can not do that for myself, with all respect for these ancient 
Senators. It may not be a part of my duty that I should. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I ask unanimous consent to say one 
word in respect to this matter. 

The PRESIDiNG OFFICER. The Senator will proceed, there being 
no objection. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. This is an important measure and 
affects land claims to a very large extent in some of the Territories 
of the United States. Since the bill passed theSenate at the last Con- 
gress a very great opposition to it has been developed on the part of 
many people who are interested in land claims that are affected by it. 
I do not think it is well fo undertake to force a bill of thisimportance 
upon the Senate at this time when Senators have not had an opportu- 
nity to investigate the matter. I was not aware of the great opposi- 
tion to it until yesterday. I have not had time to examine it, and I 
should like to have time to look into it, because it is a matter of very 
great importance to many people in the Territories on the Pacific. I 
feel it my duty to make a thorough investigation of it, which I can not 
do if the bill is proceeded with now. Iwould appeal to the Senator 
from Delaware not to press this bill at this time, but let it go over 
without prejudice, and we can take it up some other day and dispose 
of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senate pass over the pend- 
ing bill? 
an BAYARD. Mr. President, may I say one word? The Senator 
from California and the Senator from Michigan must understand that 
nothing is more agreeable to me than to consider the convenience and 
personal courtesy due to my associates here; but this is a matter of 
public business; it is a bill which has been pressed on this committee 
for many years; as I said before it has met the approval of the Sen- 
ate, and I am the mere organ of the committee to bring it before the 
Senate and ask for its earliest consideration. Having that fact before 
it and the Senate hearing the statements of the two Senators on the 
other side of the Chamber it can vote on the subject, but I do not feel 
at liberty to treat the matter as a personal one under my contxol to be 
brought up and postponed at will, and therefore the Senate at its own 
discretion will deal with the question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Will the Senate pass 


over the pending bill? 

The mam Bato put, there were on a division—ayes 15, noes 13; 
no quorum voting. 

Mr. BAYARD. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 
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Mr. GARLAND. Before the vote is taken I wish to make a state-- 
ment in reference to this matter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Arkansas asks- 
unanimous consent to be permitted to make a statement. Is there- 
objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. GARLAND. If I recollect aright, this bill has passed the Sen- 
ate twice in the last four years. . 

Mr. BAYARD. I have stated that fact. 

Mr. GARLAND. I was out when it was stated. I wish to say to- 
the Senators from Michigan and California that this is an important. 
bill, and we can take it up now as the first one on the Calendar and. 
progress with it until we get to some point of difficulty, when the mat~ 
ter may go over. The danger is that if the bill is passed ovér now 
other legislation of importance may be taken up, and we shall not see- 
this bill again. I know the fact that this bill is important. The last 
time it was before the Senate we stopped somewhere in section 12 ona 
question with reference to mining interests, some amendment being 
offered, I think, by Judge Davis, whois not now a member of this body. 
I would suggest to Senators that if they wish the bill to progress we 
had better go on with it now. There can not be much debate aboutit. 
If we settle on the general principle of the bill the details will not take 
much time, I apprehend, because the Senators who have been here three 
or ser years are familiar with it, it having been debated pretty thor- 
oughly. 

There are one or two features of the bill to which I wish to call the 
attention of the Senator from Delaware who reported it when we get to. 
them, but I suggest that we proceed with the bill and get us far as we 
can and let it stand as the regular order, if we adjourn to-day without 
completing it. I think we ought to make some progress with it. If 
we do not it will be left behind, and there will be great difficulty in 
getting at it again. 

Mr. CONGER. As arguments have been permitted in this matter 
by consent, I suppose [ may be allowed to say a word more. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Is there objection to the Senator pro- 
ceeding? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CONGER. There are provisions in this bill authorizing the 
issue of scrip equivalent to the Porterfield scrip and the Valentine 
scrip, which have met and will meet with the opposition of every right- 
minded man in the Western States. The right is given in this bill to 
have land scrip issued which may be located anywhere in the United 
States where the Government has public lands, as in the case’ of the 
Valentine scrip. The right is given to go with that scrip into any city 
and take Government land on which there has been a Government 
building that is not now used by the Government, for this kind of scrip 
can be loeated upon it in the heart of a city, as the Porterfield scrip 
and the Valentine scrip have been used. It may be located on the 
home and the land of a homesteader being a squatter and take it away, 
as has been done with these other kinds of scrip repeatedly. 

There is no provision for saving the rights of minors and of persons 
disqualified mentally to manage their own concerns. ‘There is a pro- 
vision here which gives the first claimant, if he can go along into court 
and without anybody who has an equal right being heard at all, a right 
to proceed and geta patent from the United States good as against 
everybody but the United States. 

If this bill has passed the Seriate three or four or five times, I say it 
is time the people of this country knew what kind of bills pass the 
Senate. If I am right in my conjecture in regard to this bill, I charge 
itas being unjust and infamous, who ever passed it, wrong in principle, 
wrong in law, unjust and inequitable. Now, if it isto be taken up 
without one hour or one day to give an opportunity for examination to 
those who believe as I do that this bill will work wrong to individuals 
and to all the States and Territories in which Government lands lie by 
giving a precedence and a preference to those who can in an obscure 
court in some far-off Territory get some decree by which they shall be 
declared entitled to seven or eight leagues of land and if the land is 
occupied by somebody else they have the right to have scrip issued to 
them, which they can lay in forty or eighty acre lots or any subdivision 
under our land laws on any lands in any State or Territory belonging 
to the United States, if such a bill as that is to be forced through, and 
if it has the character and the qualities which I think it has from my 
hasty reading, then it is time the Senate did devote a little more con- 
sideration to it and a little more examination to it. 

We have had enough of that kind of scrip. Homesteaders have been 
driven from their home, from the place upon which they had expended 
years of toil and of suffering; the man and his wife and his family 
have been driven off by those who hold just such scrip as is provided 
for these old Mexican claim-holders driven from home under the blaz- 
ing sword of such laws as this. 

I have said enough to call attention to the character of this bill as I 
find it, and I have said enough to indicate what it does contain that is 
wrongand what it does not contain that is right that it ought to contain. 
Some way of stttling these claims that have been pending from fifty to 
one hundred years may be desirable; but unless there is some great job 
and steal lying behind this, there is no great necessity for pressing it this 
morning. It may lay over safely a day or a week. It has lain nearly 
twenty-five years since the commission was established to settle these 
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claims. The doors have been opened continually for those who held 
these claims to go before commissions three or four times and to come 
to Congress any day or any year with their claims. This bill covers 
the old remnants that are left, and now it is provided that a man may 
go to a court in any of the Territories, to a court in Utah, to settle 
rights against minors, against non-competents, against any clas; that 
may not have had their attention called to this, and this bill provides 
that patents may issue from the United States to the successful prose- 
cutors of these claims before these courts. This bill needs something 
more; it needs some other restrictions; it needs some amendments. I 
can not tell now what, and in what order, and in what ge those 
amendments for the safety of the people, even of the rights of the 
United States, and for the safety of the settlers upon these lands, ought 
to be made. It is not enough to tell me that such a bill as that with 
the provisions I find in it has passed or has been allowed to pass time 
after time. It may have been passed as it is proposed this shall be, 
without lying over, without waiting for examination. 

Mr. HARRISON. I think—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there unanimous consent that the 
Senator from Indiana shall proceed? The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. HARRISON. Iam asking a privilege, Mr. President, which I 
was intending to deprecate. I think the abuse has been very apparent 
in the discussion to which we have just listened. {t might be well 
enough in advance to state the reasons proand con why time should be 
given in order to meet the convenience of Senators, that they might in- 

themselves as to the contents of this bill; but such a discussion 
.as we have just listened to from the Senator from Michigan of the 
merits of the bill itself is hardly fair at this stage of the proceeding. 
I have not familiarized myself with the details of this bill. Theonly 
interest I have had in it has come from the complaints not of the own- 
-ers of Mexican grants, not of men who are to acquire scrip or to estab- 
lish titles under the vague and undefined grants of the Mexican Gov- 
ernment or Spanish Government, but from honest citizens of the States 
who have gone to the Territories and who have been driven from places 
where they have located for the pursuit of legitimate business by the 
-extension and swelling of these grants by local and natural boundaries. 
That is the interest I have felt in it. The bill, as I understand, was 
reported by the careful Senator from Vermont, and has several times 
= the sanction of the Committee on Private Land Claims of this 

y. 

Now, I do not want it to go over; but itis hardly fair in this pre- 
liminary debate to cast such insinuations against those of us who have 
thought we should serve the public and serve the interests of settlers 
by providing some tribunal of law whereby the boundaries of these 
-grants might be definitely established upon evidence. 

But, Mr. President, enough of that. I desire to suggest to the Sen- 

-ator from Delaware whether, under the circumstances, the friends of 
the bill might notagree that this motion should prevail, with the un- 

-derstanding on the part of those who have expressed a desire to look 
into the details of this bill that further objection to its consideration 
will not be made after to-morrow. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I must crave leave to occupy the at- 
tention of the Senate for one moment in to this bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. _Is there objection to the Senator pro- 

eng The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BAYARD. Each man here, sir, is the guardian of his own rep- 
utation, and he must speak and act in such way as in his opinion will 
“best protect it. Therefore the suggestions that have been thrown out, 
not in the regular order of debate, but so gratuitously thrown out in 

-advance by the Senator from Michigan, are such as I propose to take no 
notice of whatever except to make the comment that this measure, if 
-ever there was one carefully prepared in the Senate of the United States 
-or in either House of Congress with a view to guard the public interest 
and also the rights of weak individual owners, to prevent that which 
he has termed ‘‘ bigsteals ’’ of the public property, this measure is that 
-one, It is intended to prevent a multiplicity of bills in the interest of 
those who are strong enough to obtain influence for their passage, and 
vest unknown, unmeasured areas of land in single or in corporate hands 
to the absolute destruction of the smaller individuals and real holders. 
The interests of the United States have been sedulousy guarded by the 
- careful and eminent jurists who have prepared and considered the meas- 
ure now before this body. The former Senator from Illinois, Judge 
Davis, the former Senator from Ohio, Judge Thurman, and the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS], not to mention the Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. Jonas], the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson], and 
every other member of the present Private Lands Committee, have 
scrutinized with care the provisions of this bill. They have presented 
it twice heretofore to the Senate, who have twice confirmed it by large 
majorities; and they bring it here again in the interest of public justice 
and of private right, in order to frame such a course of procedure and 
provide such a tribunal as shall execute our guatantees as a government 
and fairly be capable of ascertaining the individual rights and the du- 
-ties of all claimants under the Spanish or Mexican grants. 

That was the object of this bill. If a bill with such preparation, 
with such approval as E have stated, should bespoken of as the Senator 
from Michigan, apparently without examination of its contents, has 

seen fit to do, then if seems to me that no measure can be placed be- 


yond assault. But as this bill I apprehend upon the examination of 
the Senate will meet its approval, and as they will see in it the most 
carefully prepared provisions to protect the United States and to pro- 
tect individual holders in their rights and to prevent so far as we may 
those vast aggregations of property in single hands that to-day are 
straining republican institutions all over the land, I am loath to inter- 
pose any objection to delay if it is for the purpose of examination; and 
I would suggest that there may be an agreement to fix an early day 
for the consideration of this important bill. 

It is proper the Senate should know that a dozen other bills are now 
pending before the Committee on Private Land Claims, the further con- 
sideration of which may be dispensed with if this bill shall receive the 
approval of the Senate. In other word:, we have prepared a general 
measure to meet the whole class of cases instead of attempting to try 
ex parte individual cases in a committee-room. If I can have the assist- 
ance of Senators who have made this suggestion of passing over this bill 
to bring it up at an early day I shall feel that I have accomplished 
what is my duty and have done some public service in so doing. I 
will ask why it can not be agreed—to-day is Monday—that we may take 
this bill up on Friday morning next. I will ask whether that agree- 
ment may not be made? Ifso, I shall withdraw objection to postpon- 
ing its present consideration until that time, 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I can speak only for myself. I am 
willing so far as I am concerned to have such an understanding, I do 
not know how the Senator trom Michigan feels. 

Mr. BAYARD. That will give the time necessary for examination. 

Mr. CONGER. I have no objection to its being taken up at any 
reasonable time hereafter if it does not contain provisions which I say 
render it an undesirable and improper bill to pass, which will appear 
from the discussion. The only thing I have desired and asked is time 
to look at the bill and examine its provisions. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will inform the Senator 
from Delaware that the operation of the pending motion is merely to 
postpone the bill until to-morrow, until the Calendar is next taken up. 

Mr. BAYARD. Would the effect of that be to allow this bill to 
come up to-morrow then? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will take its place without 
prejudice. 

Mr. HARRISON. Yes, it comes up to-morrow. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I would much rather we should assent to the prop- 
osition made by the Senator from Delaware. One day is not enough. 
I have no prejudices on this subject and no feeling about it, but I re- 
ceived certain information which led me to say that I should look out 
for this bill when it did come up, and I think it deserves serious con- 
sideration. Iam as ready to give weight to the opinion of the emi- 
nent Senators the gentleman from Delaware has referred to as anybody, 
but I agree with the Senator from Michigan that I am to vote on my 
own judgment, giving all due weight to authority. I have serious 


doubts about some portions of this bill; and I should like a day or two - 


to read it; I should like to be able to look at the Spanish and Mexican 
treaties; I Should like to be able to look at the report on this subject, 
if one has ever been made. The bill stands on the Calendar now with- 
out any report from the committee. 

Mr. BAYARD. May I ask the Senator whether Friday next will 
suit him ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Certainly, I will agree to that. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask the Senator to let it go until Monday next 
and then bé considered. 

Mr. BAYARD. Very well; I will ask that the bill be made the 
special order for Monday next at 2 o'clock, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is thére objection to the proposition 
of the Senator from Delaware, that this hill be made the special order 
for Monday next at 2 o’clock? The Chair hears none, and it is so or- 
dered. 

The Secretary will report the next bill on the Calendar. 


RETIRED ARMY OFFICERS. 
The bill (S. 346) to amend section 1860 of the Revised Statutes so 


as not to exclude retired Army officers from holding civil office in the , 


Territories was announced as next in order; and the Senate, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, proceeded to consider it. 

Mr. GARLAND. The bill was passed at the last session of Congress 
by unanimous consent. It is merely to give some relief, by allowing 
retired Army officers to act as officials in the Territories, that it is 
thought possibly may be of advantage to the people there. 

.Mr. PLUMB. Ido not care to object to the consideration of this 
bill, but I want to say that I do not’ think it ought to pass. These 
men are on the retired-list of the Army, receiving a very considerable 
salary, which I think ought to satisfy them so far as official emolu- 
ment is to go, and I am opposed to the theory or idea, which has been 
considered in various quarters, that we should use up certain Army 
officers by giving them civil employment. It was seriously recom- 
mended by a former Secretary of War ad interim that the heads of bu- 
reaus should be Army officers, and that in every way the surplus of 


Mr. HARRISON. Irise toa pointof order. Will the Senator from 
Kansas wait until the bill is read? 
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Mr. PLUMB. The bill has been read, I understand. 

Mr. HARRISON. Very well. ; 

Mr. PLUMB. As I was saying, it has been recommended by a Sec- 
retary of War, or by a person who was afterwards Secretary of War, that 
the overflow from West Point should be accommodated by making the 
officers thus graduated the heads of bureaus in the various Departments 
of the Government, and so on in such a way that finally all the Army 
should find places in the civil employment of the Government. Now 
this is not going so far as that, but it is a step in that direction. It is, 
besides, violating the theory of another provision of the statutes which 
prevents a person from receiving the compensation of two offices. 

I do not know what Territory the authors of this bill may have had 
specially in mind, but the limited experience I have had in Territories 
convinces me that no Territory can seriously be in lack of aspirants 
for all the offices to be filled by election or by appointment. There 
will be no necessity either to resort to a draft or to resort to the Army 
Register for the purpose of getting suitable men or men who are sup- 
posed to be suitable to fill all the offices which are required to be 
filled. 

Mr. President, I propose to meet this question now. I never want 
to see the time when an Army officer will hold any civil position or be 
required by law to perform any civilduty. I donot want to see those 
instruments which we keep up for the destruction of human life ever 
put into that civil employment, which concerns itself with the product- 

sive power of the country, with the arts of peace, and with the perform- 
ance of the peaceful functions of government. The Army, as I think, 
has no place, either in gross or in detail, in the administration of a re- 
publican government exceptin time of warand for the purposes of war, 
and, as I said, this is only a step now in the direction of pensioning, if 
I may use that term without offense, all the excess of Army oflicers upon 
the civil places of the Government, and thus closing the avenues to the 
ambition of the people of the country who have not been fortunate 
enough to be educated at West Point and to be in receipt of a salary at 
least sufficient to afford a decent living. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I introduced this bill, and it is not 
amenable to the objection made by the Senator from Kansas. That 
Senator need never fear trusting the people. This bill gives the people 
the right to make their selection of officers, and I for one will always 
intrust the people with power. 

Mr. PLUMB. Well, Mr. President, if that be it, why not go still 
further, and say they may elect persons who are not citizens and elect 
women and elect members of the regular military establishment in act- 
ive duty? If the Senator is so willing to trust the people, why not go 
that far? 

Mr. HAWLEY. There are reasons, Mr. President, that the country 
has always why officers in the regular Army and upon the 
active-list should not hold certain appointments. Wedo not propose to 
interfere with them. There are a great many bad things we might do 
or might propose to do, but there are none of them in this bill. The 
case that gave origin to this suggestion, if I recollect correctly, was 
this: There isa disabled officer, who has been passed upon by the board 
as unfit for any active service, living, I think, in Washington Terri- 
tory. Hisincomeis small, for his office was of alow grade. The people 
where he lives chose to elect him clerk of the county court. It was 
found upon looking at the statute that he could not hold the position. 
That poor fellow may work at anything else under the sun; if he isa 
shoemaker he can make shoes; he may get a clerkship in a railroad 
offiee, or be aclerk in a dry-goodsstore if he can hobble about and do the 
work; but the Government proposes to say that the danger to repub- 
lican institutions is such that all the people of his county in a Territory 
may not make th:t man the clerk of the county court. I say with the 
Senator from Missouri, if we can not trust our fellow-citizens to give a 
broken-down, retired officer some little petty appointment, to elect him 
constable or clerk of the county court, the country is in great danger. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the bill be engrossed for a 
third reading? 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask for the yeas and nays on that question. 

Pe ee and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 

e roll. 

Mr. KENNA (when his name was called). I am paired on all ques- 
tions with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SABIN]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Iam requested to announce that the Senator frcm 
Massachusetts S Hoar] is paired with the Senator from Georgia 
[Mr. Cotqurrr]. 

The result was announced—yeas 37, nays 12; as follows: 


YEAS—37, 


Anthony, Fair, Jonas, Saulsbury, 
Beck, Frye, Jones of Florida, Sawyer, 
Bowen, Garland, Lapham, Sewell, 
Butler, George, Manderson, Sherman, 
Call, Harris, Miller of Cal., Vance, 
Cameron of Wis., Harrison, Mitchell, Vest, 
Cockrell, Hawley, Morrill, Walker. 
Conger, ill, Palmer, 

Cullom, Ingalls, Pike, 

Dolph, Jackson, Pugh, 


NAYS—12. 
Allison, Plumb, 
Blair, Jones of Nevada, Mo Van Wyck, 
Brown, cMillan, P eton, Wilson. 
ABSENT—27. 

Aldrich, Farley, Kenna, Ransom, 
Bayard, Gibson, Lamar, Riddleberger, 

den, Gorman, Logan, Sabin, 
Cameron of Pa., Groome, MePherson, Slater, 
Colquitt, Hale, Mahone, Voorhees, 
Dawes, Hampton, Miller of N. Y., Wiliams. 
Edmunds, Hoar, Platt, 


So the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
IMPROVEMENT ON OREGON COAST. 


oe pro tempore. The next bill on the Calendar will 
stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 701) making appropriation for the 
improvement of the mouth of the Columbia River, in the State of 
Oregon and Territory of Washington. 

Mr. DOLPH. Lask that the bill be passed over without prejudice. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from Oregon moves that 
this bill be passed over. The Chair will call the attention of the Sena- 
tor trom Oregon to the fact that there are two other bills introduced by 
him which have been read twice without reference. 

ae DOLPH. They are of the same character and I desire the same 
order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon asks that 
these three bills be passed over. If there be no objection that order 
will be entered. The next bill on the Calendar will be stated. 


THOMAS B. SHANNON, 


The bill (S. 332) for the relief of Thomas B. Shannon was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to authorize the account- 
ing officers of the Treasury charged by Jaw with the settlement of the 
accounts of Thomas B. Shannon, as collector of customs at the port of 
San Francisco, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1876, to credit him 
with thesum of $4,777.36, theamount paid out of the subtreasury at San 
Francisco upon a draft erroneously signed by him in favor of Messrs. 
J.C. Merrill & Co. during that fiscal year, but it is to be shown to the 
satisfaction of the accounting officers and of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury that the draft was signed by Shannon in due course of business 
and in good faith, without actual fault or neglect on his part, that dil- 
igent effort was made to recover the amount paid on the draft, and that 
the amount so paid is utterly lost toShannon and to the United States. 

Mr. MAXEY. Is there a report in that case? If there is I should 
like to hear it read. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. There isa report., The bill has passed 
the Senate twice. The rt explains the whole case. 

The Chief Clerk read the report submitted by Mr. BAYARD Decem- 
ber 18, 1883, as follows: 


The Committee on Finance, to whom was referred the bill (S, 332) for the re- 
lief of Thomas B, Shannon, of San Francisco, Cal., beg leave to submit the fol- 
lowing report, with an amendment to the bill z 

Thomas B. Shannon became collector of customs at San Francisco in July, 1872, 
and at the time of his entry in service a sysiem of rules and regulations issued 
from the Treasury Department was in force, which, contrary to his suggestions 
in certain important particulars, was continued until he left seid office. 

As collector of customs he was obliged, ex oficio, to disburse public moneys by 
check; and all such checks were by these Treasury regulations made payable 
to bearer and not to order, The check-books, in blank, were furnished by the 
De ent, and no others were to be used by the cclleetor. Under the practice 
at the various custom-houses, where the amount of duties upon an invoice was 
not immediately and accurately ascertainable, a depos.t was made by the im- 
porter, which deposit, upon a subsequent and definite calculation of duties, was 
either increased to meet the amount due to the Government, or diminished by 
the check of the collector, previously countersigned by the naval officer, forthe 
amount of rebate to be paid the importer. 

The house of J.C. Merrill & Co. was largely engaged in the importation of 
sugars, and as the deposit was generally so arranged as to be in excess of the 
probable amount of duties, it was a frequent occurrence to refund to them con- 
siderable amounts to balance their overdeposit for duties. One of the blank 
checks was furtively abstracted by some unknown person from the book of 
blanks kept by the refunding clerk, which abstraction was made froma page re- 
mote from that upon which the last check had been filled up and entered, so 
that its abstraction was not reasonably discoverable until the check was reached 
in the usual order of consumption of checks. 

The check in question was made out for 8,777.54, dated September 13, 1875, 
and duly numbered. From the testimony before the committee, of the detect- 
ives and clerks, the signature of the naval officer was forged, and the check, 
thus apparently approved by the naval officer, was presented, in what appears 
to have been the regular course of business of the custom-house, to the collector 
for his signature, which was by him unsuspectingly attached. Upon the dis 
covery of the fraud, a few days subsequently, the amount was promptly made 
oud by the collector out of his private funds on September 21, 1575. 

It is obvious to this committee that such an order of business was insecure 
and lacked the reasonable features of protection to the public interests and 
Treasury and the officers, but it also appears that the business was conducted 
under the rules and regulations of the Treasury Department, which the officers, 
including the collector, were not permitted ‘to amend. Indeed, Mr. Shannon 
objected to the practice of drawing checks to bearer for these large amounts 

id in rebate of duties, and drew the attention of the assistant treasurer of the 
United Sta Mr. William Sherman, to the obvious danger of such practice, 
but the objection was not sustained, and the practice was continued, 

Mr. Shannon, it seems, had suggested additional checks to accompany the re- 
fund of duties, such as the autograph initials of the auditor of the custom-house, 
and of the accountant of the naval office, and drawing the checks to the order 


of the person entitled to receive payment, but his suggestions were not suffered 
to prevail. 


1884. 


In September, 1875, a od of financial consternation in California followed 
upon the failure of the k of California, anda considerable amount of money, 
overdeposited by importers, was in the custom-house, rendering the early liqui- 
dation of duties especially necessary. The house of J.C. Me: & Co. had been 
for along time engaged in the he alee of sugars, and large amounts had 
been paid them by way of refund of duties, the last payment having been made 
in J a, 1875, and for an amount closely approximating the sum demanded upon 
the forged check. It was under these circumstances, and controlled by the regu- 
lations of the Treasury Department, using the blank checks prescri by the 
Department, drawn to bearer, by the regulations of the Department, and coun- 
tersigned only by the naval officer, that Collector Shannon, by reason of the 
ordinary and a tly regular routine of business in his office, signed the 
check for $4,777.54, to which the counter-signature of the naval officer been 
forged. 

It ap the collector made no demur as to his strict legal liability, and 
ecco paid over to the assistant treasurer the amount of the forged check 
and has been without the use of the money from thattimetothis, He ee ed 
a detective to examine into the case, and the aid of all the officers of the United 
States of that district was also called into requisition. ; 

Reports from J. F. Evans, the special agent of the bray o of J. F. Miller, 
auditor of the custom-house; of Henry Hook, refanding clerk; of J.C. Merrill 
& Co., the importers; of William Sherman assistant treasurer; and of J. W, 
Lees, captain of the detective force of San Francisco, which were before your 
committee, all combine to show the earnest and vigilant effort made to discover 
the guilty party in the transaction ; that suspicion fell upon a person notconnected 
with the custom-house, who is now dead. No suggestion of any personal dis- 
honor or neglect upon the part of the collector has been made from any quarter. 

Fellowing the ry Reese laid down by the Court of Claims for the relief of 
honest officers wha ve been victimized in similar cases, your committee roc- 
ommend the passage of the accompanying bill for the relief of Thomas B. 
Shannon. ` 

Affirmative proof of his honesty and fidelity is attested by a letter from Hon. 
Johu Sherman, Secretary of the Treasury, dated February 19, 1881, to Mr. Shan- 
non, which is in the hands of your committee. ; 

This committee have also submitted the arangas of the foregoing report with 
the gccompanying papers to the Secretary of the Treasury, and have in their 
hacks a letter to him from H. A. Lockwood, the Acting Commissioner of Cus- 
toms, dated January 23, 1882, in which he states: 

“The allegations of the claimant are not disputed by the accounting officers.” 

(See also report No. 126, Forty-seventh Congress, first session.) 


The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 

third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
GOVERNMENT FOR ALASKA. 

The bill (S. 153) providing a civil government for the Territory of 
Alaska was announced as next in order, and the Senate, as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole, proceeded to consider it, 

The bill was read. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, in the 
chair). There are various amendments to the bill reported from the 
Committee on Territories. 

Mr. HARRISON. There are some amendments, most of them 
merely verbal, reported by the committee. I ask that they be taken 
up and disposed of, and afterward any other amendments received. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first amendment reported by 
the committee will be read. 

The SECRETARY. Insection 2, line 4, after the word “ Government,” 
the committee report to strike out the words ‘‘in all matters;’’ and in 
line 5, after the word “ district,” to strike out the words ‘* wherein the 
same may be affected;’’ so as to read: 

That there shall be appointed for the said district a governor, who shall reside 
therein during his term of office and be charged with the interests of the United 
States Government that may arise within said district. » 

The amendment was agreed to. _- 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 14, after the word ‘‘due,’’ 
to strike out ‘‘enaction”’ and insert ‘‘ execution;’’ so as to read: 

He may also grant-reprieves for offenses committed against the laws of the dis- 
trict or of the United States until the decision of the President thereon shall be 
made known. He shall be ex oficio commander-in-chief of the militia of said 
district, and shall have power to call out the same when necessary to due ex- 
ecution of the laws and to preserve the peace, and to cause all able-bodied citi- 
zens of the United States in said district to enroll and serve as such when the 
public exigency demands; and he shall perform generall 
trict such acts as pertain to the office of governor of a 
same may be made or become applicable thereto. 

The amendment was agreed to. ` 

The nextamendment was, in section 2, line 22, before the word ‘‘acts,’’ 
to insert the word “‘ official;’’ so as to read: 


in and over said dis- 
erritory, so far as the 


He shall make an annual report, on the Ist day of October in each , to the 
President of the United States, of his official acts and doings, and of the condi- 
tion of said district, with reference to its resources, industries, population, and 


the administration of the civil government thereof. 


The amendment was agreed to. . 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 2, before the word “ ju- 
risdiction,’’ to insert ‘‘ ecriminal,’’ and after the word “‘jurisdiction’’ to 
strike out the words ‘‘civil and criminal;’’ and in line 3, after the 
words ‘‘ United States,” to insert ‘‘and the civil jurisdiction of district 
courts of the United States exercising the jurisdiction of circuit courts;’’ 
so as to make the section read: . 


Sec. 3. That there shall be, and hereby is, established a district court for said 
district, with the criminal jurisdiction of district courts of the United States, and 
the civil jurisdiction of district courts of the United States exercising the Pipi 
diction of circuit courts, and such other jurisdiction, not inconsistent with this 
act, as may be established by law; and a district judge shall be appointed for 
said district, who shall reside therein, and hold at least two terms of said court 
therein in each year, one at Sitka, inning on the first Monday in May, and 
the other at Wrangel, beginning on the first Monday in November. He is also 
authorized and directed to hold such special sessions as may be necessary for the 
dispatch of the business of said court at such times and places in said district as 
he may deem expedient, and may adjourn such special session to any other time 
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o a regular session, He shall have authority to em) interpreter 
letArgio allowances for the necessary expenses of his pon gd oo i 

Mr. MORGAN. I would inquire of the chairman of the committee 
whether itis the intention of the committee to give this court juris- 
diction of capital felonies? 

Mr. HARRISON. This is a United States district court, and it is 
intended to confer upon it the criminal jurisdiction which the district 
courts exercise in the States, and, in addition to that, the civil juris- 
diction, I believe if is expressed, of the district courts when sitting as 
circuit courts. I am not sure since the Senator suggests it whether it 
would cover jurisdiction in capital cases. 

Mr. MORGAN. I was going to suggest that if it was the object of 
the committee to give jurisdiction to this court of capital felonies it 
would be necessary to insert in line 3 the words “and circuit,” so as 
to read “district and circuit courts of the United States; because I do 
not understand that the district courts of the United States have juris- 
diction in capital felonies. 

Mr. HARRISON, I ask the Senator whether in his opinion the same 
purpose would not be better accomplished by putting in line 4, after 
the word “‘civil,’’ the words “and criminal,” so as to read, “and the 
civil and criminal jurisdiction of district courts of the United States 
exercising the jurisdiction of circuit courts.’’ 

Mr. MORGAN. That will meettheidea. An indictment can origi- 
nate for a capital offense in a district court, but it must be transferred 
to the circuit court for trial. 

Mr. HARRISON. I call the attention of the Senator from Arkansas 
[Mr. GARLAND] who was with me on the subcommittee, to the sug- 
gestion that the words “‘and criminal’’ be inserted after the word 
“civil” in line 4. 

Mr. GARLAND. I think that is correct and would meet the point, 
which is one of some doubt as to phraseology, stiggested by the Senator 
from Alabama. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON], to insert in line 4, after 
the word “‘civil,’’ the words ‘‘and criminal; soas to make the amend- 
ment of the committee read: 

And the civil and criminal jurisdiction of district courts of the United States 
exercising the jurisdiction of circuit courts. y 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DOLPH. I should like to ask the Senator in charge of the bill 
if it is the intention in the amendment of section 3 to leave out the 
word *‘civil’’ where it applies to district courts, 

Mr. HARRISON. Ido not understand the question of the Senator. 

Mr. DOLPH. In line 3 of section 3 the committee propose to amend 
by striking out the words ‘‘civil and criminal” where the reference is 
to district courts, inserting ‘‘criminal’’ before the word *‘ jurisdiction ” 
in line 2. Was it the intention of the committee to leave out the word 
“‘civil,’’ so as not to confer in the section upon this court the civil ju- 
risdiction of a district court? 

Mr. HARRISON. That was the intention. I do not recall now— 
perhaps the Senator can suggest some branch of civil jurisdiction which 
under the general laws of the United States is vested in a district court 
that it would be important to embrace here. 

Mr. DOLPH. The district courts have original jurisdiction of ad- 
miralty cases, I do notknow whether it is the intention thatall those 
controversies are to be settled in that court or whether they are to be 
still referred to the court in Oregon. 

Mr. HARRISON. It was the intention of the committee to give 
this court fo be constituted in the district of Alaska full jurisdiction 
of all matters arising within that Territory properly cognizable in the 
courts of the United States sitting either as circuit or district courts. 

Mr. DOLPH. That being the case, I think the word *‘ civil”’ should 
ve rete and inserted in line 2 of section 3 before the word ‘‘ crimi- 

Mr. HARRISON. I see no objection to that. 

Mr. GARLAND. Let it be reported. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH] 
proposes to amend the amendment of the committee, in line 2 of section 
3, by inserting after the word “the” the words ‘‘civil and;” so as to 
read: ‘‘the civil and criminal jurisdiction of districts courts of the 
United States.” 

Mr. HARRISON. I will propose that amendment as a committee 
se ge as the amendments of the committee are to be considered 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee as amended. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Indiana whether 
the het antes and criminal laws, which are declared to be in force 
in the Territory of Alaska by this bill, are to change with the changes 
made by thaigState, or whether they are the present civi] and criminal 
laws only, not to be changed? 

Mr. HARRISON. We have not yet reached the section to which the 
Senator refers. We are now upon the third section. I think, however, 
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that it was not the intention, nor would the language do so, to incor- 
porate the changing legislation of Oregon, but the purpose was to accept 
the Oregon code as it is now. N 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee as amended. 
The amendment as amended was x ? 
The next amendmentof the Committee on Territories was, in section 


to. 


4, line 13, after the word “‘deeds,”’ to insert ‘‘and mortgages and other 

contracts relating to real estate,” and in line 19, after ‘‘hereinafter,”’ 
to strike ont the words ‘to be;”’ so as to read: 

lerk be io rder of deeds and mort; and other 

Ba op bape geal pene Sey pein cps 

ea of al bis otlcial TOCAN andl of seoorts somamaling the Toturmaation 

al! records conce: o; ion 

pee pertint z ent of tha prasad: status of titles to lands, as hereinafter directed. 

The amendment was agreed to. é 

The next amendment was, in section 4, line 23, before the word ‘‘in- 
struments,” to strike out the words ‘‘accounts and;’’ so as to make 
the proviso read: 

That the district court hereby created may direct, if it shall deem it expedient, 
the establishment of separate offices at the settlements of Wrangel, Oonalashka, 
and Juneau City, respectively, for the recording of such ents as may 
pertain to the several natural divisions of said district most convenient to said 
settlements, the limits of which shall, in the event of such direction, be defined 
by said court; and said offices shall be in charge of the commissioners, respect- 
ively,as hereinafter provided. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 5, line 4, before the word 
“‘courts,’’ to strike out ‘‘district’’ and insert “‘circuit;’’ so as to read: 

That there shall be appointed by the President four commissioners in and for 
the said district, who 1 have the jurisdiction and powers of commissioners 
of the United States circuit courts in any part of district, but who shall 
reside, oneat Sitkd, oneat Wrangel, oneat Oonalashka, and one at Juneau City. 

The amendment was agreed to. ` : 

Mr. HARRISON. While we are upon section 5, it has been sug- 
gested to me that there might be some question whether the laws of 
Oregon, which are made applicable to the Territory, might not be sub- 
ject to the changing legislation of that State. I will therefore move, 
th line 7, of section 5, after the word “‘criminal,’’ to insert the word 
‘now; so as to read: 

Such commissioners shall exercise all the duties and powers, civil and crimi- 
nal, now conferred on justicesof the peace under the general code of the State 

, 80 far as the same may be ora in said district, and may not be 
in conflict with this act or the laws of United States, 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I call the attention of the Senator from 
Indiana to the words in the ninth line of the section, which relate to the 
laws of Oregon, ‘‘ so far as the same may be applicable in said district,” 
in conferring duties and powers, civil and criminal, upon such officers 
‘‘ under the general code of Oregon.” Why is it necessary to leave it 
open to question as to what is or is not applicable in the district? 
Who is going to decide what is applicable or what is not applicable? 
It appears to me that those words may lead to complications and diffi- 
culties. 

Mr. HARRISON. I will say in response to the Senator that the 


courts before which the question shall be raised whether a certain law | ceed 


of Oregon was or was not in force in the Territory must decide. There 
ma, and always is, in the legislation of almost every State, some 
l on that by its iati terms and character is local; as, for in- 
stance, there might be in the legislation of Oregon, if they allow special 
legislation, something that was applicable to a particular district, and 
punished in a certain way, some offense in a particular county. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. That would not be a general law of 


Oregon, however. 
. HARRISON. As the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] 
suggests, certain duties as to reporting fees and matters of that kind 


might be imposed by a State law. I do not think there will be any 
trouble in the practical administration of this question. All of those 
things that are not in their very nature local to the State of Oregon 
and that might be transplanted to another district or State would be 
included under this bill. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. My object in making the suggestion 
has been attained. I only wanted the construction which the Senator 
from Indiana has placed upon it to go upon the record, so as to have it 
understood. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I suggest that it is only the general laws of the 
code of Oregon that are made applicable. It seems to me that the 
words ‘‘so far as the same may be applicable in said district” will lead 
to embarrassment in the administration of this act and they ought to 
be dropped. I do not see the necessity of them. It is only the gen- 
eral Jaws that are made applicable in any event. Such local laws as 
the honorable Senator from Indiana refers to are not included. 

Mr. HARRISON. But, if the Senator will allow me, such a law as 
I suggested would probably be published with the general laws. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The next amendment pf the commit- 
tee will be reported. 

Mr. DOLPH. Before leaving the fifth section I think what was in- 
tended would be better understood by striking out, in the eighth line 
of the section, the word ‘“‘general,’’ before “‘code,’’ and inserting ‘‘ civil 


` 


and criminal;’’ so as to read, “under the civil and criminal code of the 
State of Oregon.”’ 

Mr. HARRISON. I defer to the Senator’s better knowledge of the 
present state and form of the legislation of Oregon. 

x Mr. MILLER, of California. There is a civil and a criminal code in 
regon? 

Mr. DOLPH. They are all embraced in the same volume. 

Mr. MILLER, ọf California. The phraseology suggested by the Sena- 
tor from Oregon would be better than that found in the text. 

Mr. HARRISON. May I ask how comprehensive those codes are? 
Do they deal with the subjects generally ? 

Mr. DOLPH. The civil code codifies and embraces all the general 
laws relating to criminal proceedings. 

Mr. HARRISON. If that be true, then the language suggested by 
the Senator from Oregon would embrace what the committee intended; 
yet it seems to me the terms used here are general enough to embrace 
what is in the mind of the Senator from Oregon as well as in my own, 
and that possibly the phrase he suggests instead might put some limit- 
ation that we would not either of us desire. 

Mr. HOAR. Perhaps, as we have put in the word ‘‘now,”’ it might 
be well to substitute for the word ‘‘code’’ the word ‘‘laws;’’ so as to 
read, ‘under the general laws of the State of Oregon.” 

Mr. HARRISON. I think that suggestion is good. 
stitute the word “‘laws”’ for.‘‘code.’’ 

Mr. LAPHAM. I suggest that the word ‘general’ may be omitted 
in the eighth line, as in the ninth line the phrase occurs ‘'so far as the 
same may be applicable.” 

Mr. HARRISON. It seems to. me the word “‘general’? has an im- 
portant and an appropriate place there, and that when we make it read 

‘now conferred on justices of the peace under the general laws of the 
State of Oregon” we have accomplished what we all intend. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Indiana, in line 8 of section 5, after the 
word “general,” to strike out the word ‘‘code’’ and insert the word 
““laws;’’ so as to read: 

Now conferred on justices of the peace under the general laws of the State of 
Oregon. 

The amendment was to. ° 

The next amendment of the Committee on Territories was, in section 
6, before the word “‘duties,”’ in line 12, to insert “discharge the;”’ so as 
to make the section read: 


That the marshal for said district shall have the general authority and powers 
of the United States marshals of the States and Territories. He shall be the ex- 
ecutive officer of said’ court, and charged with the execution of all process of 
said court and with the transportation and arai of prisoners, and he shall be 
ex officio keeper of the jail or penitentiary of said district. He shall int 
four deputies, who si reside severally at the towns of Sitka, Wrangel, Oona- 
lashka, and Juneau City, and they respectively be cx officio constables and 
executive officers of the commissioners’ courts rete A provided, and shall have 
the powers and disc! the duties of United States deputy marshals and those 
of constables under the laws of the State of Oregon. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section 7, line 6, after the word “act,” 
to insert ‘‘or the laws'of the United States ;” so as to read: 
Gir the general laws of the State of Crepes reining to civil actions and pro- 


I ask to sub- 


The amendment was to.. 

Mr. GARLAND. I wish to call the attention of the Senator from In- 
diana to theamendment that he has incorporated in section 5 by insert- 
ing the word ‘‘laws”’ in the place of ‘‘code.’? In section 7 “the gen- 
eral laws of the State” have a qualified meaning attached to them. 
Section 7 reads: 

Pi as the kecam laws a nae State of ore —— to ark eee sod 
testamen > 
DDiS are hereby desiarod tó mpo Se in said so ae i 

Does the Senator interpret that to qualify the general Jaws incorpo- 
rated in section 5? ; 

Mr. HARRISON. I would say to the Senator that section 5 simply 
confers jurisdiction, and refers to the laws of Oregon simply with a view 
of fixing the limits of the jurisdiction. 

Mr. GARLAND. That is, it is independent of and not necessarily 
attached to what is expressed in section 7? 

Mr. HARRISON. It seems to me not, because we might adopt a 
law that was broader than the jurisdiction conferred; but the jurisdic- 
tion can not be broader than the law adopted. I think, however, I 
will suggest to the Senator that perhaps we should make the first line 
of section 7 read, ‘‘thegeneral lawsof the State of Oregon now in force.” 

Mr. GARLAND. Yes; I was going to make that suggestion directly. 
I think that is a proper suggestion. i 

Mr. HOAR. That should also be in the last line of the preceding 
section. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana moves, in 
section 7, line 2, after the word “Oregon,” to insert the words ‘‘now 
in force;’’ so as to read: 

Pile dered Loonies the State of Oregon now in force relating to civil ac 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. HARRISON. Perhaps to make the measure uniform I should 
ask to go back to the last line of section 6, and after the words ‘‘ under 
the laws of the State of Oregon” insert the words ‘‘now in force,” so 
as to make that limitation applicable also to the constables and mar- 
shals. I move that amendment, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Indiana. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Indiana what 
will be, after this act goes into effect, the governing law as to the de- 
scent of estates? I do not speak of personal property, but of real prop- 
erty, the title to land—inheritance, I should rather say. 

Mr. HARRISON. Except the lands the title to which is by this bill 
confirmed in the missionary stations there are no land titles that are 
recognized, unless it may be in connection with mines. The bill does 
not provide for extending the land laws of the United States to the 
Territory at present, for the reason that that subject is under consider- 
ation by the Committee on Public Lands, and a revision of the land 
laws is likely to be made, Therefore, we did not extend the land laws; 
but possibly the Senator’s suggestion is right, that we should insert 
here something incorporating the laws of as to the descent of 
real estate, though practically it would have little application, for there 
is no land owned there. 

Mr. HOAR. I see there are provisions authorizing the holding of 
land for some educational purposes. Land is to be confirmed at mis- 
sionary stations in religious societies, and they would be unable to alien- 
ate such land unless there were some provision for it. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. They ought not to do it. 

Mr. HARRISON. Will the Senator make a suggestion of amend- 
ment to that effect? 

Mr. HOAR. I did not rise to make a suggestion, but to put an in- 
quiry. I think probably it would be wiser to leave it out of this bill, 
and put it in some other bill when the proper time comes. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I suggest to the Senator from Indiana 
to insert in the 8th line of section 6 the word ‘‘ Kodiak,’’ which is a 
town or village about midway between Sitka and Oonalashka, from 
five hundred to six hundred miles from Sitka. It is a town of more 
importance than Wrangel and of as much importance as Oonalashka. 
There should be a commissioner and justice of the peace at that place, 
and also a deputy marshal. I move to amend all the way through so 
as to insert ‘* Kodiak,” 

Mr. HARRISON, Perhaps the Senator from California will allow us 
to go through with the committee amendments, and then he can move 
that amendment. I should be inclined to deler to his better knowl- 
edge of the geography of the coast there upon a matter of this kind, 
andif he will prepare and make those suggestions when we get through 
with the committee amendments, I would prefer that course. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, Very well; but I think it would be 
better to do it as we go along. 

Mr. DOLPH. I am not aware as to whether section 7 was discussed 
by the committee and what the intention of the committee really was 
in regard to extending the laws of Oregon over the Territory of Alaska. 
In section 5 as now amended it is provided that the commissioners to 
be appointed ‘‘shall exercise all the duties and powers, civil and crim- 
inal, now conferred on justices of the peace under the general Jaws of 
the State of Oregon}’’ but section 7 only extends certain laws of the 
State of Oregon over the Territory of Alaska. It extends the laws re- 
lating to civil actions and proceedings testamentary and of probate 
and the laws in respect to crimes and punishments; but unless I have 
overlooked some other provision it does not extend any of the laws 
that create or define public and private rights, While it provides a 
code of procedure for the conduct of civil actions, it does not define the 
rights which are to be adjudicated by the courts of justice. It seems 
to me that the whole of that limitation should be stricken out and in- 
stead of it a clause should be inserted that the general laws of the State 
of Oregon shall be in force so far as applicable to that Territory, the 
samegs has been done in section 5, 

The criticism I make is that it is attempted here to extend the code 
of procedure so far as it relates to the conduct of civil actions and the 
laws in respect to crime, but the general laws défining rights, among 
others the descent of real estate and the distribution of personal prop- 
erty, do not appear by the section as at present worded to be extended 
over the Territory of Alaska. 

Mr. HARRISON. Iam not sure whether the words used here are 
not broad enough. I think the intention of the committee was (and 


I speak in the hearing of the Senator from Arkansas) to extend to the | the S 


district of Alaska all the laws relating to civil actions, to private rights, 
and to crimes, bad ex now exist in the State of Oregon, so far as they 
are applicable not in conflict with the laws of the United States. 
I see no objection in the beginning of section 7 to strike out, commenc- 
ing in line 2, the words ‘‘ relating to civil actions and proceedings tes- 
tamentary and of probate and also in respect to crimes and punish- 
ments;”’ so that the first part of section 7 would read: 

That the , ep aa mig of the State of Oregon, now in force, are hereby de- 


clared to be in said district, so far as the same may be applicable and 
not in conflict with the provisions of this act or the laws of the United States, 


XV—34 


I ask the Senator from Oregon whether the amendment I have indi- 
cated suggests any difficulty to his mind. 
Mr. DOLPH. I can see none. The amendment would be the same 


provision substantially that has been adopted in section 5, 


Mr. HARRISON. May I ask the Senator from Arkansas if he has 
noticed the proposed amendment, and whether it seems to him to be in 
the line of what he and I intended as the subcommittee on this bill? 

Mr. GARLAND. The question I propounded a few moments ago 
had reference to this idea. It would be very difficult for Congress to 
sit down and make aspecial code for that Territory. Iconfess, on look- 
ing at the bill here again now for the third time, it ismore limited than 
I intended as one of the committee it should be limited with reference 
to civil actions, proceedings testamentary, and of probate, &c. I think 
myself it is better to adopt the general code in so fur as it is applicable 
and not inconsistent with the present laws of the United States. That 
is my impression, and it was the impression that I had upon the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. HARRISON. The amendment I proposed a short time since, 
inserting the words ‘‘now in force ” after the word ‘‘ Oregon,” in line 
2, having been adopted, I believe if I move to strikeout the words 
“relating to civil actions and proceedings testamentary and of probate 
and also in respect to crimes and punishments,’’ the clause will read as 
we all have agreed. I move that amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Indiana. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Territories was, insection 
7, line 16, after the word ‘‘court,”’ to insert the words ‘‘ where the 
amount involved is $200 or more;’’ in line 18, after the word ‘‘upon,’’ 
to strike out the words ‘‘ provision in civil cases for the costs thereof ’’ 
and insert ‘‘the filing of a sufficient appeal bond;’’ and in line 19, after 
the word ‘‘appealing,”’ to insert “‘to be approved by the court;’’ so as 
to read: 

In all civil cases at common law any issue of fact shall be determined by a 
jury at the instance of either party ; and an ap; shall lie in any case, civil 
or criminal, from the judgment of said commissioners to the said rict court 
where the amount involved is $200 or more, upon the filing of a sufficient appeal 
bond by the party appealing, to be approved by the court, 

The amendment was agreed to. i 

Mr. BECK. Ishould like tó ask the chairman of the committee 
whether the bill, as now proposed to be amended, is the unanimous 
report of the committee? i 

Mr, HARRISON. The bill as reported was a unanimous report from 
the committee. 

Mr. BECK. And the amendments? 

Mr. HARRISON. Some of the amendments which have been made 
as we have p with the bill have simply been in the direction 
of meeting criticisms to the phraseology ofthe bill, and have not at all 
departed from the scope of the bill as it was agreed to by the committee. 

Mr. BECK. Now, one other question: Why have the laws of the 
State of Oregon, which must be a good deal more complicated than 
those of the Territory of Washington, which lies nearer to Alaska, 
been selected in preference to the laws of Washington? There are very 
few white people, I understand, in Alaska, and the Territory of Wash- 
ington being all under the authority of the United States, and its laws 
a good deal more simple than those that have grown out of the civiliza- 
tion of Oregon, why was Oregon selected in preference to Washington ? 

Mr. HARRISON. Not because the committee had made any careful 
study of the laws either of the State of Oregon or of the Territory of 
Washington, but because,it was supposed that the Oregon code was in 
amore mature and satisfactory shape. I would rather apply to any 
Territory a code of laws adopted by the mature legislation of a State 
than the immature and imperfect legislation of an adjacent Territory. 
Alaska has, I may say, already been attached to Oregon for some judi- 
cial purposes. I suppose that was in the mind of the person who framed 
the original bill, and in presenting the bill, remodeling it, as I pre- 
sented it to the Senate this session, I took it just as I found it in that 


respect. R 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next amendment reported from 


.the Committee on Territories will be read. 


The SECRETARY. In section 7, line 20, after the word “‘conrt,” it 
is proposed to strike out the words ‘‘ appeals and writs of error from the 
said district court shall lie to the Unjted States circuit court for the dis- 
trict of Oregon;’’ and in line 22, T the word ‘‘said,’’ to strike out 
‘circuit’? and insert “‘ district;’’ so as to read: 

And the final judgments or decrees of said district court may be reviewed by 
upreme Court of the United States, as in other cases. 

Mr. LAPHAM. TI hope the amendment of the committee in this 
respect will not be adopted. The Senate will perceive that an appeal 
is provided in both civil and criminal cases from the judgment of the 
commissioners to the district court where the amount involved is $200 
or more. Then the amendment now proposed entirely wipes out any 
appeal from the judgment of the district court to the circuit court for 
the districtof Oregon. It entirely wipes out any intermediate hearing 
of a case, civil or criminal, and leaves only the remedy by appeal to the 
Supreme Court. Of course it can be readily seen that a large class of 
cases tried in the district court can never be reviewed, and it will be 
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seen that, as in the case of a man who is tried for the crime of mur- | in thesuit is less than $5,000 a citizen of New York or of Indiana, as of 


der for a capital offense, itis provided in this section that the “district 
court shall have exclusive jurisdiction in all cases in equity or those 
involving a question of title to land, or mining rights, or the constitu- 
tionality of a law, and in all criminal offenses which are capital”. A 
man may be tried for an offense involving his life under this bill in the 
district court, and there is no mode of review left to him. He can not 
get to the Supreme Court. There is no review of a criminal case in 
the Supreme Court of the United States, except upon a certificate of 
division, which is a rare occurrence. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a 
question in that regard? : 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Isa citizen of the Territory of Alaska under 
this bill in any worse position than a citizen of a State? Is there any 
appeal now from the decision of a circuit court of the United States in 
a case of murder to the Supreme Court of the United States? 

Mr. LAPHAM. Very clearly not, but bills are pending for that 
purpose. 

Mr. HARRISON. Then I say to the Senator that whenever his bill 
passes it would be applicable here, and allow an appeal to the Supreme 
Court of the United States. 

Mr. LAPHAM. That may or may not beso. That would depend 
upon the provision of the bill. We are here putting in a provision in 
this bill which, if adopted, will prevent an appeal from the district court 
to the cirenit court of the district of Oregon, and will prevent any in- 
termediate examination of either a civil or criminal case. 

Mr. HARRISON. If the Senator will allow me, I will state that we 
are adopting here a practice not for the first time, that is, constituting 
a district court of the United States a circuit court for certain purposes 
and conferring upon it the jurisdiction of a cireuit court. We have 
adopted that here. The district court of Alaska is to be under this pro- 
posed law a circuit court of the United States, and there being one 
judge exercising the functions of circuit and district judge both, an ap- 

can only be under the law as it is now to the Supreme Court of the 
nited States in capital criminal cases such as those to which the Sen- 
ator has referred. As the Senator from Florida has said, there is no 
such appeal under the general law. This bill leaves the jurisdiction of 
the courts and the rights of parties as to appeals precisely where they 
are left by the present law in all those cases where a district court of 
the United States is given the functions of a circuit court. 

Whenever the amendments to the general law regulating the juris- 
diction of courts to which the Senator from New York has referred are 
adopted, as I hope they may be, because I regard it as an extremely 
hard case that a man should be tried in any court upon a capital charge 
and not be allowed to bring the proceedings of his trial in review before 
another court—whenever we shall amend that defect in the law, which 
is applicable to all the States alike, the amendment will under the very 
terms of this bill apply to the district of Alaska. 

Mr. LAPHAM. There is now a general law which allows a review 
in a criminal case tried before a district court in the cireuit court. 
That law was passed while I was a member of the other House, and is 
now in force. The difficulty with this amendment is that it not only 
takes away that right, but it takes away all right of appeal in civil 
actions from a district to a circuit court in cases involving a less sum 
than justifies coming to the Supreme Court of the United States, which 
is now fixed, if I remember aright, at the sum of $5,000. So all the 
litigation in Alaska Territory in the district court below the sum of 
$5,000 must end with the trial in the district court; there can be no 
further examination of those cases. . 

Now, I submit that the first draught of this bill in that respect was far 
better than it is made by the amendment. The amendment is abso- 
lutely unjust to suitors. The great mass of litigation in that Territory 
will be for amounts that never would justify coming to the Supreme 
Court of the United States, and yet they will be cases which ought to be 
reviewed in a circuit court; and as we have adopted the code of Oregon 
for other pu a review in the circuit court of Oregon is the proper 
reference, as was first proposed in the bill. 

Mr. HARRISON. There is one review allowed by this bill. The 
commissioners’ courts are constituted courts of record for the trial of 
causes, and an appeal is allowed to the district court. There is one re- 
view allowed in all those cases, and it seemed to us that to allow appeals 
in these cases, especially civil cases@elow $5,000, from the district court 
in Alaska to the circuit court in Oregon, so remote from the place of 
trial, would be more likely to produce ill results than results. 

Mr. LAPHAM. The Senator will pardon me. If he will look back 
to section 7 he will find that it reads: 

But the said district court shall have exclusive jurisdiction in all cases in 
onun or those involving a question of title to land, or mining rights, or the con- 

tut onality of a law. 

Mr. HARRISON. May I ask the Senator from New York whether 
under the laws of the United States this jurisdiction in equity is not 
exclusive-iu the circuit courts of the United States now? 

Mr. LAPHAM. Suppose that be so? 

Mr. HARRISON. Then we have left it here in this circuit court 
precisely as it is in New York and Indiana, and if the amountinvolved 


Alaska, has no appeal. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Then why give a right of appeal in lesser cases ? 

Mr. HARRISON. A right of appeal where ? 

Mr. LAPHAM. What I do not understand in the philosophy of this 
bill is that a right of appeal is given from the commissioners’ court, 
the inferior court, but when you come to the district court, where im- 
portant rights are involved, no right of review whatever is given. 

Mr. HARRISON. We give from this circuit court, called a district 
court, an appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States upon pre- 
cisely the same terms and in the same classes of cases that appeals un- 
der the general laws of the United States may be prosecuted from any 
circuit court. In constituting these inferior courts with the jurisdic- 
tion of justices of the peace, the framers of the bill thought it right that 
there should be a review in the Territory in the district court, where it 
could conveniently be had. 3 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

Mr. HARRISON. Iask the Senator to allow us to finish the read- 
ing and disposition of the committee amendments. I understand the 
Senator himself desires to prepare an amendment. I shall make no 
objection to the bill going over as the unfinished business after we have 
got through with the committee amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Nevada with- 
draw his motion? 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is withdrawn. Thenext 
committee amendments will be reported. 

Mr. HARRISON. Before we pass from section 8 I desire to propose 
an amendment to it in line 18. I believe it was the intention of the 
committee that as to the title to the lands occupied by the mission sta- 
tions the limitation of six hundred and forty acres should apply to each 
station. In reading the bill it seems to me thatas printed it probably 
would not be so construed. A proviso of section 8, beginning in line 
17, reads: 

That the title to the land, not exceeding six hundred and forty acres, now oc 
cupied as missionary stations among the Indian tribes in said section, with the 
improvements theron erected by or for such societies, be confirmed and estab- 
lishegl in the several religious societies to which said missionary stations re- 
spectively belong. 

It seems to me that might be subject to the construction that but 
six hundred and forty acres could be confirmed to the same religious 
society, no matter how many stations it might have. I therefore pro- 
pose, after the word ‘‘acres,”’ in line 18, to insert the words, ‘‘at any 
station;’’ so as to read: 

That the title to the land, not exceeding six hundred and forty acres at any 
station now occupied as missionary stations, &c. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CONGER. I propose for consideration, but I do not ask that it 
be acted upon to-night, to add at the end of section 8 the following 
additional proviso: 

And provided also, That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
directed to cause such surveys as are necessary to carry out the provisions of 
this act to be made. i 

I understand the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jonxs] is preparing a 
section which he would like to offer to-morrow. I merely propose this 
that it may be pending. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Michigan proposes 
an amendment for information. 

Mr. HARRISON: Will the Senator from Michigan send it to the 
desk, and I may also make the same request of the Senator from Nevada 
when he prepares his amendment, so that these amendments may be 
printed and be on the table to-morrow? 

Mr. PLUMB. I move, in section 8, line 9, to insert after the word 
‘occupation’? the words *‘ or now claimed by them;”’ so as to make the 
proviso read: 

Provided, That the Indians or other persons in said district shall not be dis- 
turbed in the possession of any lands actually in their use or occupation or now 
claimed by them, but the terms under which such persons may acquire title to 
such lands is reserved for future legislation by Congress, 

I do not know by what tenure the Indians are there nor what ordi- 
narily characterizes their claim of title, but it will be observed that 
the language of the proviso I propose to amend puts them into very 
small quarters. I think about 2 feet by 6 to each Indian would be the 
propgr construction of the language ‘‘ actually in their use or occupa- 
tion.” Under the general rule of occupation applied to an Indian by 
a white man, that would be a tolerably limited occupation and might 
possibly land them in the sea. 

I do not want to make the condition of things up there any worse 
than itis now. There has been a deal said about Indian schools 
and things necessary for the benefit of the Indians, concerning which I 
say nothing now, only I do not want to impose a government on sev- 
eral thousand Indians, for the purpose of assuming to consult the con- 
venience of about four hundred white people, which shall do the In- 
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dians more hurt than it will do the white people good. Pending an 
investigation of this question I propose that the Indian shall at least 
have as many rights after the passage of this bill as he had before. I 
do not know that they have any rights at all; Ionly want to avoid the 
certain consequences which will result from the adoption of the bill 
with the language which I have quoted in it, and which of course would 
result in bringing to us the complaints of those innocent people, and of 
ultimately expending large sums of money in investigation, and finally 
in reimbursing them for their losses and otherwise compensating them 
and putting them in the condition of which they had been deprived. 

Therefore I move to insert, after the word “‘ occupation ” the words 
“or now claimed by them,” so that until we come to deal with this 
question in some permanent method, apon some system or plan, the 
bill shall leave the Indians exactly where itfound them. I propose to 
add an amendment at the close of the section for the purpose of giving 
further effect to this idea. 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr. HARRISON. The intention of the committee was to save from 
all possible invasion the rights of the Indian residents of Alaska. We 
were urged by some to extend the land laws of the United States to 
that Territory. The committee thought it unwise to do so, particularly 
in view of the fact that the subject of a revision of the land laws is now 
under consideration by the committee over which the Senator from 
Kansas presides. It was, however, believed to be necessary, and it was 
thought it could be done without injury to any one, to extend the min- 
ing laws of the United States. 

It is claimed by some that there are very rich deposits of precious met- 
alsin Alaska. Some ns have gone there and attempted to locate 
claims, and there has been up to this time no color of right by which 
the location or extent of these claims or the title to them could be set- 
tled. We have, therefore, by the section to which this amendment is 
proposed, extended the mining laws, butit was not thought by the com- 
mittee that the extension of the mining laws could possibly absorb any 
great extent of territory in Alaska. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. HARRISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. We have had a very extended discussion 
here lately with to the operation of the Constitution and laws 
of the United States over a Territory. I should like to know what 
opinion the Committee on Territories holds in regard to the question 
of the operative force of the Constitution and laws of the United States 
within a Territory when they have not been extended to it by positive 
legislation of this Government. Does the Senator think the Constitu- 
tion of the United States would be in force ina Territory without an 
act of Congress to apply it? 

Mr. HARRISON. The Committee on Territories were able to de- 
vise this simple frame of government for Alaska without meeting any 
constitutional stumps. We provided for the extension of such laws as 
we thonght the few inhabitants, the scattered population, of that Ter- 
ritory needed. We did not meet at, all in the course of our discus- 
sion the constitutional question which the Senator from Florida has 
su, , and I do not feel now like going out of my way, though I 
should be glad to accommodate him, to introduce into the discussion 
here so wide a question as the one he has named. 

To come back to the matter I was speaking about, I have no objec- 
tion to the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] putting in the bill any 
amendment to this section which shall accomplish the purpose which 
he says he has in mind. It was the object of the committee absolutely 
to save the rights of all occupying Indians in that Territory until the 
re port which is provided for in another section of the bill could be made, 
when the Secretary of the Interior could ascertain what their claims 
were and could definitely define any reservations that were necessary 
to be set apart for their use. We did not intend to allow any invasion 
of the Territory by which private rights could be acquired by any per- 
son except in so far as it was necessary in order to establish title to 
mining claims if the Territory. Believing that that would occupy but 
the smallest portion of the territory here and there, isolated and de- 
tached and small quantities of ground, we thought the reservation of 
lands occupied by the Indians or by anybody else was a sufficient guard 
asrainst any serious invasion of their rights. Butif the Senator will call 
attention again to this section after the committee amendments have 
been acted upon, I have no doubt I can agree with him upon an amend- 
ment which will make the limitation here even closer than the com- 
mittee have made it. s 

Mr. PLUMB. Is not my amendment in order now? 

The: PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment is in order now. 

Mr. HARRISON. I thought the understanding was, and therefore 
my remark, that we would go through the bill and consider the amend- 
ments of the committee first. 

Mr. PLUMB. The bill has been otherwise amended in the progress 


so far, 
Only as amendments have been suggested by the 


man of the committee who has reported this bill prefers that amend- 
ments shall be withheld until after the committee amendments have 
been acted upon I shall not now insist upon the amendment which I 
have proposed. . 

I want to say, however, in response to what the Senator from Indiana 
said about the provisions of section 12, which provides for an investi- 
gation as to the rights of the Indians, that it does not in any way pre- 
serve those rights pending that investigation or pending the action by 
Congress. The whole evil of which I speak, and damage and loss and 
wrong to the Indians, may have been accomplished long before Congress 
ever sees or hears ef the report, and even before the report is made. 
When that section is reached, then, at the proper time, I shall propose to 
so amend it as to require the Secretary of the Interior, under the op- 
erations of the commission, to segregate temporarily reservations for 
the use of the Indians which shall not be invaded by anybody until 
such time as Congress shall give them more definite location, and which 
shall make the reservations just as much theirs for all the purposes for 
which they can use them as they would have if they had the fee title. 

It will be borne in mind that we are legislating about a people in 
regard to whom we know very little. We are passing upon the rights 
and the duties of a people about whom we know practically nothing 
and a people who are entirely helpless. We can not, in legislating at 
this long range, be too careful not to substitute some other person’s 
rights for the right of some one now on the soil and to whom we are 
pean or ought to be bound, at least by ties of sympathy and by ties 
of justice. 

Bo I hope that before the bill is passed it will be subjected to severe 
scrutiny, to ascertain if by any means anything has crept in which shall 
seem to give anybody not now there the privilege or power of trespass- 
ing upon the rights of any other person there, because a trespass of that 
kind once engaged in would be yery hard indeed to remedy. 

Alaska is a long way off, and a series of outrages and wrongs might 
be perpetrated there which could not be remedied or healed and which 
would ripen into something which could not be reached by legislation 
or remedied practically before anybody knew anything about it. * 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas, the Chair 
understands, withdraws his amendment at present. 

Mr. PLUMB. If that is the proper thing to do I withdtaw the 
amendment, having practically given notice that I will offer it ata fut- 
ure time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next committee amendmentwill 
be reported. . 

Mr. PLUMB. I think I shall venture to move now that we proceed 
to the consideration of executive business. There are several persons 
I know who are thinking of this bill with a view to amendments, and 
with doubts upon various points which have been suggested, and some 
which have not yet been suggested, and I think it will conduce to its 
proper consideration to let it go over now. 

Mr. HARRISON. I shall not object. Ishould like to complete the 
committee amendments to-night, but as it is late and an executive ses- 
sion is wanted, I shall not interpose an objection. The bill will remain 
as the unfinished business, I believe. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will remain as the unfinished busi- 
ness. The question is on the motion of the Senator from Kansas, that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the considera- 
tion of executive business, After 1S minutes spent in executive session 
the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o'clock and 40 minutes p. m.) the 
Senate adjourned. TE 


` HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, January 21, 1884. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Joun 8’ Linpsay, D. D. 

The Journal of Saturday’s proceeding: was read and approved. 

: ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. This being Monday, the regular order of business 
is the call of States and Territories for the introduction and reference 
of bills and joint resolutions. > 

Pending the call, the Chair desires to lay before the House, by con- 
sent, certain requests of members and some executive communications. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted: ` 

To Mr. MILLARD, for one week, on account of illness in his family. 

To Mr. MAYBURY, for one week, on account of the death of a friend. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. - 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. Morey to with- 
Craw pepan from the files relating to the claim fér pension of Amanda 

to ; 


TAX ON WHISKY. 
Mr. PLUMB. I am not tenacious about this matter. Ifthe chair-| The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
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the Treasury, transmitting a report from the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue in response to House resolution relating to the suspension of 
the tax on whisky, &c.; which was referred to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 
REPORT OF THE COLUMBIAN INSTITUTION FOR DEAF AND DUMB. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the report of the presi- 
dent of the Columbian Institution for the Deaf and Dumb and the Blind; 
which was ordered to be printed, and referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, 

A. J. SHELTON. 

Mr. PRYOR introduced a bill (H. R. 3559) for the relief of A. J. 
Shelton; which was read a first and second time, referred to fhe Com- 

mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


RE-ENACTMENT OF A STATUTE. 


Mr. JONES, of Alabama, introduced a bill (H. R. 3560) to re-enact 
section 4596 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CHARLES A. SIBLEY. 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama, also introduced a bill Ss R. 3561) for the 
relief of Charles A. Sibley, guardian of Lloyd M. Stevens; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

LAND-GRANT RAILROAD. 


Mr. DUNN introduced a bill (H. R. 3562) to compel the payment by 
certain railroad and railway companies of the cost of surveying, select- 
ing, and conveying of land granted to them by the United States, and 
requiring the Secretary of the Interior to issue patents conveying title 
to all lands granted to railroads which have been legally earned by 
virtue of the completion of their roads, as provided by law; which was 
read a first and second time. 

Mr, DUNN. On the subject of the reference of this bill I desire to 
make this brief statement: That bill is intended by me as a substitute 
for a number of bills of a similar character which have been introduced 
trom time to time but which are special in their character, whereas 
this relates to the whole of the land-grant railroads. These bills are 
with the Committee on Pacific Railroads, which has been and is now 
considering the subject. For that reason I shall move the reference of 
this bill to the Committee on Pacific Railroads. Ido not know whether 
the chairman of the Committee on Public Lands will wish to antago- 
nize that motion or not. It is immaterial to me which committee it 
goes to, only for the reason as I have stated that the subject is now 
under consideration by the Committee on Pacific Railroads, and I in- 
formed them that I would move the adoption of this bill as a substitute 
for a number of special bills which are before the committee. 

Mr. COBB. I do not know that I understand the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER. Let the bill be read. 

Mr. DUNN. I will explain very briefly the object of the bill. Itis 
to provide by law for the collection of all sums due for surveying, $e- 
lecting, and conveying lands granted to certain railroad companies, and 
to require the Secretary of the Interior to ascertain all lands which have 
been earned by the land-grant railroads by virtue of their having com- 
pleted their roads within the time fixed by the law. The bill con- 
templates the restoration to the public domain of all unearned grants, 
and the issue of patents for lands which have been earned under the 
law. ‘The subject being before the Committee on Pacific Railroads, as 
I have stated, I move the reference of this bill to that committee. 

Mr. COBB. I do not know that I have any objection to the refer- 


ence. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection the bill will be referred to the 
Committee on Pacific Railroads. 
There being no objection, the bill was referred to the Committee on 
Pacific Railroads, and ordered to be printed. 


J. M. HOBBS. ` 
Mr. PEEL, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (H. R. 3563) for the relief 


of J. M. Hobbs; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
ORLANDO W. EASTON. 

Mr. PEEL, of Arkansas (by request), also introduced a bill (H.R. 
3564) for the relief of Orlando W. Easton; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

: WILLIAM EURELE. f 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (H. R. 3565) ‘granting a pension 
to William Eurele; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY H. ALLING. 

Mr. MITCHELL alsò introduced a bill (H. R. 3566) granting arrears 
of pension to Mary H. Alling; which was read a first and setond time, 
rary to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 


A. WALKER. 


Mr. BUDD (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 3567) for the relief 
of A. Walker, of California; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SURVEY OF CERTAIN CALIFORNIA LANDS, 

Mr. BUDD also introduced a bill (H. R. 3568) to provide for the sur- 
yey of certain swamp and overflowed lands in the State of California; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

MALINDA THURSTON AND NANCY LITTLETON. 

Mr. BUDD also introduced a bill (H. R. 3569) for the relief of Ma- 
linda Thurston and Nancy Littleton; which was read a first and second 
spe, rered to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed.’ 

l LEWES A PORT OF ENTRY. 

Mr. LORE introduced a bill (H. R.-3570) to constitute Lewes, in the 
State of Delaware, a portof entry, and for other purposes; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and or- 
to be printed. 

MRS. E. C. LONG AND MRS. M. K. BREVARD. 

Mr. BISBEE introduced a bill (H. R. 3571) for the relief of Mrs. El- 
len Call Long and Mrs. Mary K. Brevard ; which was read a first and 
orare referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
prin 

WILLIAM H. CORNWELL. 

Mr. CANDLER (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 3572) for the 
relief of William H. Cornwell; which was read a firstand second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


FRANK H. NICHOLS. 
Mr. CANDLER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3573) for 


the relief of Frank H. Nichols ; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
ALBERT MOSELY. 

Mr. CANDLER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3574) for 
the relief of Albert Mosely, Company B, First Regiment Georgia In- 
fantry Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

GREEN D. MULLINS. 

Mr. CANDLER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3575) for 
the relief of Green D. Mullins; which was read a firstand second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF WILLIAM D. ELLIS. 

Mr. CANDLER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3576) for 
the relief of the heirs of William D. Ellis; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MARY E..CHUMLY: 

Mr. CANDLER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3577) for 
the relief of Mary E. Chumly, widow of John Chumly; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

WESLEY JONES. 

Mr. CANDLER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3578) for 
the relief of Wesley Jones; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HIRAM A. DARNELL. 

Mr. CANDLER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3579) for 
the relief of Hiram A. Darnell; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY E. CHUMLY. 

Mr. CANDLER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3580) for 
the relief of Mary E. Chumly; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

VALINA $. HUTCHINS. 

Mr. CANDLER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3581) for 
the relief of Valina S. Hutchins; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JEREMIAH CLAXTON. 

Mr. THOMAS introduced a bill (H. R. 3582) granting a pension to 
Jeremiah Claxton; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FREDERICK W. MILLER. 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3583) granting a pension 
to Frederick W. Miller; which was read a first and chastened referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. ` 

ELISHA E. REYNOLDS: 
Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3584) granting a pension 
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to Elisha E. Reynolds; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN W. LOCKETT. 
Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3585) granting a pension 
to John W. Lockett; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE W. STAPLIN. ` 
Mr. HITT introduced a bill (H. R. 3586) granting arrears of pension 


to Gebrge W. Staplin; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
OFFICERS DISTINGUISHED IN INDIAN WARFARE. 

Mr. FINERTY introduced a bill (H. R. 3587) to confer brevet pro- 
motion on officers of the United States Army particularly distinguished 
by heroic action in Indian warfare, and for other purposes; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM G. M’CONNELL AND EDWIN W. JORDON. 
` Mr. CANNON (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 3588) for the re- 
lief of William G. McConnell and Edwin W. Jordon; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 
ELIZABETH A. ROBBINS. 

“Mr. NEECE introduced a bill (H. R. 3589) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth A. Robbins; which was read a first and second time, referred 

to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


THOMAS T. SMITHERS. 
Mr. NEECE also introduced a bill (H. R. 3590) for the relief of Thomas 


T. Smithers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
: SARAH A. BECKTEL. 
Mr. NEECE also introduced a bill (H. R. 3591) for the relief of Sarah 


A. Becktel; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM HAZEL. 
Mr. CULLEN introduced a bill (H. R. 3592) granting a pension to 
William Hazel; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT CHICAGO, ILL. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Ilinois, introduced a bill (H. R. 3593) for the erection 
of a public building at Chicago, Ill.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN A. DEAN. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER introduced a bill (H. R. 3594) ting a pen- 
sion to John A. Dean; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. : 

INTERNATIONAL COMMERCE. 

Mr. WOOD introduced a bill (H. R. 3595) to authorize the Governor 
of each State of the United States to appoint commissioner to estab- 
lish a system of international commerce and to decide the practicability 
of establishing a bureau of international commerce; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and or- 
dered to be printed. ; 

NELSON CAPRON. 

Mr. WOOD also introduced a bill (H. R. 3596) to grant a pension to 
Nelson Capron; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN A. DURAVIN.- 

«Mr. WOOD also introduced a bill (H. R. 3597) to increase the pen- 
sion of John A. Duravin; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 

rinted. 

z THOMAS F. MILLER AND CHARLES M. SMITH. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana (by request), introduced a bill: (H. R. 
3598) for the relief of Thomas F. Miller and Charles M. Smith; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY H. NEFF. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3599) for the 
relief of Henry H. Neff, of Winchester, Ind. ; which was read a first and 
second time, 

The Horace was upon the reference of the bill. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. In my opinion this bill should go to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, although a similar bill last session was 
referred to the Committee on War Claims. It is a bill for the relief of 
an officer who claims pay for having served under his commission before 
he was sworn into the service. I think it clearly belongs to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


Mr. MAGINNIS. We are reporting all that class of bills referred to 
us back to the House for reference to the Committee on War Claims. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. The gentleman from Montana [Mr. 
MAGINNIS] informs me that the Committee on Military Affairs are re- 
porting all bills of this character back to the House and asking that they 
be referred to the Committee on War Claims. That being the case, this 
bill should go to the Committee on War Claims also. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it properly belongs to that com- 
mittee. 

The bill was accordingly referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. j 

WALTER J. PLOWDEN. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3600) giving 
a pension to Walter J. Plowden; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

COURTLAND L. MACK. 

Mr. LAMB introduced a bill (H. R. 3601) for the relief of Courtland 
L. Mack; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY HOLLINGSWORTH. 
Mr. LAMB also introduced a bill (H. R. 3602) to rerate the pension 


of Henry Hollingsworth; which was read a first and second time, referred ' 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
AMANDA E. HOYT. 

Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana, introduced a bill (H. R. 3603) granting a 
pension to Amanda E. Hoyt; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

W. W. SCARCE. 

Mr. PEELLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 3604) granting an increase 

of pension to Maj. W. W. Scarce; which was read a first and second time, 


referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be` 


printed. 
MARIA V. BROWN. 

Mr. PEELLE glso introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 118) for the 
relief of Maria V. Brown, assignee; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ELIZA SLUSS. 

Mr. MATSON introduced a bill (H. R. 3605) granting a pension to 
Eliza Sluss, widow of John M. Sluss; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to he printed. 

IRENE BAKER. 
Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3606) granting a pension 


_to Irene Baker; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 


Committee on Invalid Pensions, and order to be printed. 
MRS. MARTHA L, BURCH. 


Mr. MATSON (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3607) for the 
relief of Mrs. Martha L. Burch; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


LAND GRANTS OF RAILROADS. 


Mr. HOLMAN submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Public Lands: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed to in- 
form the House whether, since the Ist day of June, 1882, any patents have been 
issued or lists of land certified to any State, or patents issued to any railroad 
corporation, on account of any grant of public lands heretofore made by Con- 
gress to aid in the construction of any railroad, for lands to which such State 
or corporation was not entitled to patents, or other evidence of title, when the 

riod expired within which by the terms of the grant the railroad was required 

be completed; and if any such patents have been issued or lists of lands certi- 
fied since the date above-named, that he communicate to the House a statement 
of the number of acres patented or certified to each State and to each corpora- 
tion to which the same shall have been issued or certified, and also all corre- 
spondence, rs, and orders in his Department touching the issuing of such 
patents or certifying such lists, and all opinions of my officer of the United States 
oo may have been filed in or communicated to his Department in relation 

ereto. 

MRS. M. L. VAN DEVENTER. 


Mr. STOCKSLAGER introduced a bill (H. R. 3608) for the relief of 
Mrs. M. L. Van Deventer; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

IMPROVED NAVAL MACHINERY. 

Mr. CALKINS introduced a bill (H. R. 3609) to direct the Secretary 
of the Navy to purchase for the United States the right to make and 
use a certain improvement in machines for binding metal links and to 
provide for the payment therefor; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON. 


Mr. HEPBURN introduced a bill (H. R. 3610) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of War to furnish one condemned iron cannon and carriage to 
Upton Post, No. 248, Grand Army of the Republic, at New Market, lowa, 
for monumental purposes; which was a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
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SIMON M. PRESTON. 

Mr. COOK introduced a bill (H. R. 3611) for the relief of Simon M. 
Preston; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HAYDEN REYNOLDS. 

Mr. COOK also introduced a bill (H. R. 3612) granting a pension to 
Hayden Reynolds; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

4 IRA M’NAIR. 

Mr. COOK also introduced a bill (H. R. 3613) granting a pension to 
Ira McNair; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on’Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

EMANUAL SULSGROVE. 

Mr. KASSON introduced a bill (H. R: 3614) for the relief of Eman- 
ual Sulsgrove; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FOURTH REGIMENT IOWA INFANTRY. 


Mr. KASSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3615) for the relief of the 
yolunteers of the Fourth Regiment of Iowa Infantry; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Select Committee on the Pay- 
ment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and ordered to be printed. 

LAND GRANTS TO RAILROADS. 


Mr. ANDERSON introduced a bill (H. R. 3616) to provide for the 
adjustment of land grants made by Congress to aid in the construction 
of railroads, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to 
be printed. 

BURATION OF PATENTS. 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3617) to reduce the 
lifetime of a patent to five years; which was read a first and second 
` time, referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

DONALD KNOX. 

Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3618) for the relief of 
Donald Knox; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. RENNER. 


Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3619) to rerate the pen- 
sion of William H. Renner; which was read a first'and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT OF RULES. 


Mr. ANDERSON also submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Rules: 

Resolved, That Rule XXXIV be amended by adding the re words: 

" Provided, That an ex-member of Congress, on and after the fifth day from his 
first admission to the floor of the House, shall only be admitted thereto during 
the remainder of that Congress by an order of the Speaker; nor shall the Speaker 
issue said order until such ex-member shall have certified upon his honor as a 
man that he is not personally, parn i or fessionally interested, either 
directly or indirectly, in the paseage or defeat ofany claim, bill, or other measure 
pending before Con or any of its committees; that he is not, either person- 
ally or professionally, in the employ, service, or interest, either directly or in- 
directly, of = rail telegraph, or other company, corporation, pereon, or 
combination of corporations or persons, having a pecuniary interest in the pas- 

or defeat of any claim, bill, or measure pending before Congress or its com- 
ttees; and pl his word that, while the House isin session, he will in 
no way communicate with a member thereof respecting any claim, bill, measure, 
or action which may affect the welfare of any railroad, telegraph, or other com- 
pany, corporation, person, or combination of corporations or persons, having 
an interest in legislation pen: before Congress. The Committee on Rules, 
upon ascertainment of any violation of this proviso, shall immediately declare 
the offender forever deprived of the privilege of the floor as an ex-member of 


Mr. REAGAN, Ithinka similar petition to this was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. Let me ask whether this contemplatesa 
rule or a law. 

The SPEAKER. A rule. 

The resolution was referred to the Committee on the Rules. 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 

Mr. PETERS introduced a bill (H. R. 3620) to regulate interstate 
commerce through a national court of arbitration; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, LEAVENWORTH, KANS. : 

Mr. MORRILL introduced a bill (H. R. 3621) in relation to the public 
building at Leavenworth, Kans.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 


PRAIRIE BAND OF POTTAWATOMIE INDIANS. 

Mr. MORRILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 3622) to provide for the 
sale of the lands belenging to the Prairie band of Pottawatomie In- 
dians in Kansas; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

SARAH E, PRICE. 
Mr. MORRILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 3623) granting a pen- 


sion to Sarah E. Price, widew of Nathan Price; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 


W. H. POWELL. 

Mr. MORRILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 3624) for the relief of 
W. H. Powell; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

LEVI ANDERSON. 

Mr. MORRILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 3625) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Levi Anderson; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. j 
DR. T. J. JONES. 

Mr. HALSELL introduced a bill (H. R. 3626) for the benefit of Dr. 
T. J. Jones; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN E. RENO. 

Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 3627) for the benefit of 
John E. Reno; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES H. EWING. 
Mr. HALSELL also introdueed a bill (H. R. 3628) for the relief of 


James H. Ewing; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
SILAS H. CLARK. 

Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 3629) for the relief of 
Silas H. Clark; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS B. GOSSOM. 

Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 3630) for the relief of 
Thomas B. Gossom, administrator; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ELLEN BALL. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. 3631) for the re- 
lief of Ellen Ball, administratrix; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ALEXANDER FRANCESCO, DECEASED. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3632) giv- 
ing a military record to Alexander Francesco, deceased; which was read 
a and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES ARNOLD. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3633) to 
remove the charge of desertion from James Arnold; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

B. MILLS PARRISH. 

Mr. WOLFORD introduced a bill (H. R. 3634) for the relief of B. 
Mills Parrish; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ANDREW J. VEATCH. 

Mr. WOLFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. 3635) granting a pen- 
sion to Andrew J. Veatch; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

W. J. TAPP & CO. 

Mr. WILLIS introduced a bill (H. R. 3636) for the relief of W. J. 
Tapp & Co.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. MARY T, DUNCAN, ‘ 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3637) for the benefit of 
Mrs, Mary T. Duncan; which was read afirst and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY DOORMAN. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3638) granting a pension 
to Henry Doorman; which was read a first and second time, Loren 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS P. MYRICK. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3639 ting a pensi 
to Thomas P. Myrick; which was read a first and iB erp ie referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. SALLIE T. WARD. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3640) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Sallie T. Ward; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. £ 

PATRICK CRANE. 
Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3641) granting a pension 
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to Patrick Crane; which was read a first and seeond time, referred to | lief of Mary B. Hook; which was read a first and second time, referred 


the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
JOHN D. RAY. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3642) granting a pension 
to John D. Ray; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

i JUDITH DEIG. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3643) granting a pension 
to Judith Deig; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DR. R. H. WILSON. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3644) granting religf to 
Dr. R. H. Wilson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MOORE & SERBE. > 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3645) for the relief of 
Moore & Serbe; which was read afirst and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

n JACOB KLOTTER. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3646) for the relief of 
Jacob Klotter; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

H. 8. SAUNDERS. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3647) for the relief of H. 
B. Saunders; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

BATH COUNTY, KENTUCKY. 

Mr. CULBERTSON, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. 3648) for 
the relief of Bath County, Kentucky; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 


printed. 
AMANDA JACOBS. 

Mr. CULBERTSON, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3649) 
for the relief of Amanda Jacobs; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered tobe printed. 

LILBURN E. TABER. 

Mr. CULBERTSON, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3650) 
for the relief of Lilburn E. Taber; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JAMES H. DUNCAN. 

Mr. CULBERTSON, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3651) 
for the relief of James H. Duncan; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

BENJAMIN BURCHETT. : 

Mr. CULBERTSON, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3652) 
for the relief of Benjamin Burchett; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committeeon Invalid Pénsions, and ordered to be 
printed. 


PUBLIC MARINE SCHOOLS. 

“Mr. HUNT introduced a bill (H. R. 3653) to amend the act entitled 
‘An act to encourage the establishment of public marine schools,” 
approved June 20, 1874, and the act amendatory of the same, approved 
March 3, 1881; which was read a first and second time, referred tothe 
Committee an Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

LEHMAN, HAYEM & TAYLOR. 

Mr. HUNT also introduced a bill (H. R. 3654) for the relief of Leh- 
man, Hayem & Taylor; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

BARK GRENADA. e 

Mr. DINGLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 3655) for the relief of the 
owners of the bark Grenada; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. ORRIN WALKER. > 

Mr. DINGLEY also introduced a bill (H. R: 3656) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Orrin Walker; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY A. ARMSTRONG. 

Mr. REED introduced a bill (H. R. 3657) granting a pension to Henry 
A. Armstrong; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY B.’ HOOK. 

Mr. HOBLITZELL introduced a bill (H. R. 3658) for the relief of 
Mary B. Hook; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HOBLITZELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 3659) for the re- 


to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
SIGNAL LIGHTS ON SAIL VESSELS. 

Mr. FINDLAY introduced a bill (H. R. 3660) to amend section 4234 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States so as te require all sail ves- 
sels to provide themselves with signal-lights, under regulations to be 
prescribed by the board of inspectors, and for other purposes; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. LUCY LE G. JEFFERS. 

Mr. MORSE introduced a bill (H. R. 3661) granting an increase of 
pension to Lucy Le G. Jeffers; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LOAN AND TRUST COMPANY, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. MORSE (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3662) to incor- 
porate the Collateral Loan and Trust Company of the District of Colum- 
bia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 2 

JOHN T. MARSHALL. 

Mr. LOVERING introduced a bill (H. R. 3663) granting a pension 
to John T. Marshall; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MICHAEL NILAND. 

Mr. LOVERING also introduced a bill (H. R. 3664) for the relief of 
Michael Niland; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

LUCY D. HOOPER. 

Mr. COLLINS introduced a bill (H. R. 3665) for the relief of Lucy 
D. Hooper; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHESTER R. MERRILL. 

Mr. COLLINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3666) for the relief of 
Chester R. Merrill; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WORCESTER WILLEY. 

Mr. RICE (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 3667) for the relief 
of Worcester Willey; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered-to be printed. 

REBATES ON EXPORTS. 

Mr, TALBOTT introduced a bill (H. R. 3668) to allow rebates on all 
articles exported under the provisions of sections 3019, 3020, and 3026 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States and of section 10 of the act 
of Congress of February 8, 1875; which was read a first and second tim: 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be miata 

ROBERT M. FLACK. 

Mr. YAPLE introduced bill (H. R. 3669) granting a pension to Robert 
M. Flack; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN BANNISTER. 

Mr. YAPLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 3670) for the relief of John 
Bannister; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CAPT, EDMOND G. FECHET. 

Mr. CUTCHEON (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 3671) to cor- 
rect the record of Capt. Edmond G. Fechét; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 5 

RELIEF OF LEGISLATIVE OFFICERS. $ 

_Mr. CUTCHEON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3672) to improve the 

civil service by relieving legislative officers from the performance of 

executive functions; which was read a first and second time, referred 

to the Select Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, and ordered to 
be printed. 

SECTION 4492 REVISED STATUTES. 
Mr. CARLETON introduced a bill (H. R. 3673) to amend section 


4492, title 52, of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was . 


read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 
RELIEF OF SETTLERS. X 

Mr. STRAIT introduced a bill (H. R. 3674) for the relief of settlers 
under the provisions of the homestead and pre-emption laws; which 
was read a and second time, referred to the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

RICHARD DEVITT. 

Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 3675) for the relief of 
Richard Devitt; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


SIOUX WAR OF 1882, 

Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 3676) for the relief of citi- 
zens who were engaged in the Sioux Indian war in Minnesota in 1862; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

EDWARD P. JOHNSON. 

Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 3677) for the relief of Ed- 
ward P. Johnson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

SAINT CLOUD WATER-POWER COMPANY. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (H. R. 3678) authorizing the Saint 
Cloud Water-Power Company to construct a dam across the Mississippi 
River at Saint Cloud, Minn.; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

SOLDIERS UNDER GENERAL TWIGGS’S COMMAND. 

Mr. NELSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3679) granting pensions 
to certain soldiers under Major-General Twiggs’s command in the De- 
partment of Texas at the outbreak of the rebellion in 1861; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

AGATE BAY, MINNESOTA. 

Mr. NELSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3680) providing for an 
examination and survey of Agate Bay, Minnesota, and appropriating a 
certain sum of money therefor; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be 


printed. 
WILLIAM L. SLOAN. 

Mr. NELSON also introduced a bill (H. R, 3681) granting a pension 
to William L. Sloan; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS. 

Mr. MULDROW introduced a bill (H. R. 3682) to provide for ascer- 
taining and settling private land claims in certain States and Territo- 
ries; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ANTHONY CONNOLLY. 

Mr. BROADHEAD introduced a bill (H. R. 3683) allowing Anthony 
Connolly to receive back pension on account of wounds received in the 
late war; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

STENOGRAPHERS FOR SUPREME COURT JUSTICES. 

Mr. BROADHEAD also introduced a bill (H. R. 3684) authorizing 
the appointment of stenographers for the Justices of the Supreme 
Court; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

LOUIS LOE. 

Mr. ALEXANDER introduced a bill (H. R. 3685) for the relief of 
Louis Loe; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HAMILTON CREWS. 

Mr. ALEXANDER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3686) for the relief 
of Hamilton Crews; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL SERIES OF SCHOOL-BOOKS. 

Mr. BURNES introduced a bill (H. R. 3687) to encourage education 
and provide a national series-of text-books within the jurisdiction of 
Congress; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education, and ordered to be printed. 

OSCAR EASTMOND AND JAMES W. ATWILL. 

Mr. BURNES also introduced a bill (H. R. 3688) for the relief of Os- 
car Eastmond and James W. Atwill; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LAWSON MOORE. 

Mr. DOCKERY introduced a bill (H. R. 3689) for the relief of Law- 
son Moore; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

8. S. ROBINSON. 

Mr. FYAN introduced a bill (H. R. 3690) to restore S. S. Robinson, 
late of the Sixteenth United States Infantry, to the Army, and place 
him on the retired-list; which was read a first and second na reared 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSHUA SHEPARD. 

Mr. FYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 3691) for the relief of Joshua 
Shepard; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

S. W. MARSTON. ; 
Mr. COSGROVE introduced a bill (H. R. 3692) to authorize the Sec- 
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retary of the Interior to settle the claims of S. W. Marston, late United 
States Indian agent at Union agency, Indian Territory, for services and 
expenses; which was read a-first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FEES OF PENSION ATTORNEYS. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (H. R. 3693) to regulate attorneys’ 
fees in pension claims; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committet on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH BARBOUR. 

Mr. SEYMOUR (by Mr. MORGAN) introduced a bill (H. R. 3694 
granting a pension to Elizabeth Barbour; which was read a first 
second time, referred to the, Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dereg to be printed. 

ISAAC SMITH. 

Mr. CLARDY introduced a bill (H. R. 3695) granting a pension to 
Isaac Sfhith; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PETER KUMPF. 

Mr. CLARDY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3696) for the relief of 
Peter Kumpf; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. ~ 

THOMPSON, HORN & CO. 

Mr. BUCKNER (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 3697) for there- 
lief of Thompson, Horn & Co.; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 'and ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI RIVER. 

Mr. VALENTINE introduced a bill (H. R. 3698) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at or near Decatur, 
Burt County, Nebraska; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

r GEORGE W. IRA. 
Mr. VALENTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. 3699) for the relief 


of George W. Ira; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT MANCHESTER, N. H. 

Mr. HAYNES introduced a bill (H. R. 3700) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building in the city of Manchester, in the State of New 
Hampshire; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES BRADFORD. 

Mr. HAYNES also introduced a bill (H. R. 3701) granting a pension 
to James Bradford; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SEWELL F. TIBBETTS. 

Mr. HAYNES also introduced a bill (H. R. 3702) granting ac. increase 
of pension to Sewell F. Tibbetts; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JAMES W. BROWN. 

Mr. HAYNES also introduced a bill (H. R. 3703) granting a pension 
to James W. Brown; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. f 

ELIZA HOWARD POWERS. : 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire (by request), introduced a bill (H. R. 
3704) for the relief of Eliza Howard Powers; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

REBECCA BURDSALL. 

Mr. FERRELL introduced a bill (H. R. 3705) for the relief of Re- 
becca Burdsall; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

= WILLIAM MUNION. 

Mr. FERRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 3706) for the relief of 
William Munion; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES PIERSON. 


Mr. FERRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 3707) for the relief of 
Charles Pierson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

STEPHEN CASEY. 

Mr. McADOO introduced a bill (H. R. 3708) for the relief of Stephen 
Casey; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY H. NOONAN. 

Mr. McADOO also introduced a bill (H. R. 3709) for the relief of 
Mary H. Noonan; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
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ANN LOCKWOOD. 

Mr. McADOO also introduced a bill (H. R. 3710) for the relief of 
Ann Lockwood; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ANSON ATWOOD. 

Mr. KEAN introduced a bill (H. R. 3711) for the relief of Anson 
Atwood; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mitee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY E. HILL. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 3712) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary E. Hill; which was read a first and second time, 

erred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

POSTAL LAWS. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3713) 
revising the postal laws; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and or- 
<lered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES, 

Mr. POTTER (by Mr. ROBINSON, of New York) introduced a bill 
ia R. 3714) to amend section 1009 of the Revised Statutes of the 

nited States; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

- SARATOGA MONUMENT ASSOCIATION. 

Mr. WEMPLE introduced a bill (H. R. 3715) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of War to deliver certain cannon to the Saratoga Monument As- 
sociation; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT SARATOGA SPRINGS, N. Y. 

Mr. WEMPLE also introduced a biil (H. R. 3716) for the erection 
of a public building at Saratoga Springs, N. Y.; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. : 

SELECT COMMITTEE ON CENSUS. 


Mr. COX, of New York, submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Rules: 


Resolved, That a select committee to ascertain the results of the Tenth Census 
be appointed, to have the same number of members, duties, privileges, = 
power as the committee of the same name had in the last Congress; and 
said committee be authorized to employ a clerk. 


CLAIMS AGAINST THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. SLOCUM introduced a bill (H. R. 3717) limiting the time for 
the prestntation and payment of claims against the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. à 

DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON. 

Mr. BREWER, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 3718) to 
‘donate cannon for monumental purposes; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. ` 

AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 3719) to amend 
chapter 4, of title 28, of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

W. SCOTT WHITNEY. 

Mr. JOHNSON introduced a bill (H. R. 3720) for the relief of W. 
Scott Whitney; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS SHANNON. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of New York, introduced a bill (H: R, 3721) grant- 
ing a pension to Thomas Shannon; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 
FRANCIS L. DALLON. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3722) 
for therelief of Francis L. Dallon; which wasread a firstand second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

REDUCTION OF INTERNA REVENUE. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3723) 
to amend schedule Lof theact entitled “An act to reduce internal-reve- 
nue taxation, approved March 3, 1883; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. s 

EVAN EVANS. 

Mr. SPRIGGS introduced a bill (H. R. 3724) granting a pension to 
Evan Evans; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZA ANN SHARER. 
Mr. SPRIGGS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3725) granting a pen- 


sion to Eliza Ann Sharer; which was read a first and second time. re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
PHILANDA CARRAN. 

Mr, SPRIGGS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3726) granting a pen- 
sion to Philanda Carran; which waè read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CYNTHIA SHAW. ` 

Mr, SPRIGGS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3727) granting a pen- 
sion to Cynthia Shaw, widow of James S8. Shaw; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES P. MAHAN. 

Mr. SPRIGGS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3728) granting a pen- 
sion to Charles Mahan; which was read afirst and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CORNELIA A, BARNES. 

Mr. SPRIGGS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3729) granting a pension 
to Cornelia A. Barnes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY P. ABEEL. 

Mr. SPRIGGS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3730) granting a pension 
to Mary P. Abeel; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and.ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF ASA 0. GALLUP. 

Mr. SPRIGGS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3731) for the relief of 
the heirs of Asa O. Gallup; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

; ROBERT TRAVILLA. 

Mr. SPRIGGS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3732) for the relief of 
Robert Travilla; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT JOYCE. 

Mr. SPRIGGS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3733) for the relief of 
Robert Joyce; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LIGHTS ON HUDSON RIVER. 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE introduced a bill (H. R. 3734) to establish 
lights on the Hudson River; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to bė printed. 

DISEASES OF CATTLE. 

Mr. STEVENS presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of the 
State of New York on diseases of cattle; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, and ordered to be printed. D 

Mr. STEVENS. I would like to have that joint resolution printed 
in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. That can not be done during this call. 

MARY A, GRENNON. 

Mr. PARKER introduced a bill (H. R. 3735) granting a pension to 
Mary.A. Grennon; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. ` 

EFFIE E. GOODALE. 

Mr. PARKER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3736) for the relief of Effie 
E. Goodale; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ANN M’LAUGHLIN. 

Mr. MULLER (by Mr. Harpy) introduced a bill (H. R. 3737) grant- 
ing a pension to Ann McLaughlin; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. ° 

WILLIAM S. RAY. 

Mr: VANCE introduced a bill (H. R. 3738) granting a pension to 
William 8. Ray; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

I. N. HAYS, 

Mr. YORK introduced a bill (H. R. 3739) to place on the pension-roll 
the name of I. N. Hays; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES MADISON PRUITT. 

Mr. YORK also introduced a bill (H. R. 3740) to place the name of 
James Madison Pruitt on the pension-roll; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

FRANCIS BRYAN. 

Mr, YORK also introduced a bill (H. R. 3741) to pay Francis Bryan; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on ` 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES MAHONEY. 
Mr. YORK also introduced a bill (H. R. 3742) for the relief of James 
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Mahoney; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING, STATESVILLE, N. C. 

Mr. YORK also introduced q bill (H. R. 3743) to erect a public 
building in the city of Statesville, N. C.; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 

EASTERN BAND CHEROKEE INDIANS OF NORTH CAROLINA. 

Mr, BENNETT (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 3744) to pay 
certain expenses of the Eastern Band of the Cherokee Indians of North 
Carolina; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

DOUBLE POSTAL CARDS AND ENVELOPES. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina, introduced a bill (H. R. 3745) to pre- 
vide for the employment of double postal cards and double postal en- 
velopes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

0. W. MINOR. 

Mr. MURRAY introduced a bill (H. R. 3746) granting a pension to 
O. W. Minor; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES A. QUINLAN. 

Mr. MURRAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3747) ting an in- 
crease of pension to James A. Quinlan; which was a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 


i HENRY HUNT. 

Mr. MURRAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3748) granting a ion 
to Henry Hunt; which was read a first and second time, mdk tot the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM BOLWORK. 

Mr. MURRAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3749) granting a pension 
to William Bolwork, which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LERON RECORDS. 

Mr. MURRAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3750) granting a pension 
to Leron Records; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

S FRANCIS CURRAN. 

Mr. MURRAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3751) granging a pension 
to Francis Curran; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordezed to be printed. 

JOHN WHEATLY. 
_ Mr. MURRAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3752) granting a pension 
to John Wheatly; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
ANTHONY M’NALLEY. 

Mr. MURRAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3753) granting a pen- 
sion to Anthony McNalley; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CIRCULATING NOTES TO NATIONAL BANKS. 

Mr. WILKINS introduced a bill (H. R. 3754) to provide for the issue 
of circulating notes to national banking associations; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency, and ordered to be printed. 

i HEIRS OF MARY WOLCOTT. 

Mr. HURD (by Mr. SENEY) introduced a bill (H. R. 3755) for the 
relief of the heirs of Mary Wolcott; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 

inted. , 

a CONDEMNED CANNON, JEROMEVILLE, OHIO. 

Mr. GEDDES introduced a bill (H. R. 3756) granting two condemned 
cannon and cannon-balls to Elliott Post, No. 255, Grand Army of the 
Republic, at Jeromeville, Ashland County, Ohio; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. ; 

JEREMIAH M. FITGER. 

Mr. GEDDES also introduced a bill (H. R. 3757) granting a pension 
to Jeremiah M. Fitger; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARION BROWN, 
Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR introduced a bill (H. R. 3758) granting a 
ion to Marion Brown; which was read a first and second time, re- 
erred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
ELIZABETH DENNICK. 

Mr. HART (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 3759) granting a 
pension to Elizabeth Dennick; which was a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
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J. COMBS. 


Mr. McOORMICK introduced/a bill (H. R. 3760) granting a pension 
to J. Combs; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed, 

LIMIT OF APPLICATIONS FOR PENSIONS. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR introduced a bill (H. R. 3761) 
all limitations as to the time within which meritorious applications for 
pensions may be filed; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back 
Pay, and ordered to be printed. 

C. 0. STOUFFER. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR alse introduced a bill (H. R. 3762) for the 
relief of C. C. Stouffer; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committeeon Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HARVEY SMITH. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 3763) for the 
relief of Harvey Smith; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


INDIAN MASSACRE IN OREGON IN 1847. 
Mr. GEORGE submitted the following resolution; which was read, 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs: 


Resolved, That the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, under the direction of the 
Secretary of the Interior, be, and he is heréby, authorized and directed to make 
an examination and investigation into the massacre by Indians of Dr. Marcus 
Whitman and others in the Columbia River valley: in Oregon, in 1847, and to 
PEAT AE tan sts ironies , and sexes of t ose massacred; and also of 

those who survived or esca] said massacre (at said times and places) and 
now living, with their present places of abode; and what property, kind and 
value, was destroyed by said Indians, naming them; and to report dny and all 
facts and circumstances relating to said massacre, and to make such recommen- 
dations in the premises as the by him ascertained may seem to justify. 


MRS. SARAH CLARKE, è 

Mr. HOPKINS introduced a bill (H. R. 3764) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Sarah Clarke; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ALEXANDER MONTGOMERY. 

Mr. HOPKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3765) for the relief of 
Alexander Montgomery; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CALDERA CLAIMS. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. 3766) sup- 
plementary to an act approved June 19, 1878, giving to the Court. of 
Claims jurisdiction of the Caldera claims upon the Chinese ipdemnity 
fund; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. H. W. HEDLEY. 

Mr. KELLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 3767) for the relief of Mrs. 
H., W. Hedley; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

TRANSPORTATION OF DUTIABLE GOODS. 

Mr. KELLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3768) to amend an act 
entitled “‘An act to amend the statutes in relation to immediate trans- 
portation of dutiable goods, and for other purposes,’’ approved June 10, 
1880; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

JARED W. DILLMAN. 

Mr. KELLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3769) for the relief of 
Jared W. Dillman; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON, ETC, 

Mr. LAWRENCE introduced a bill (H. R. 3770) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to give to the Soldiers’ Monument Association of 
dom and Saint Clair, Beaver County, Pennsylvania, four cannon and 
eannon-balls; which was read a first = second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY E. NEOKE. 

Mr. ATKINSON introduced a bill (H. R. 3771) granting a pension 
to Mary E. Neoke; which was read a first and second time, referred’ to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

OVERTON LOVE AND WYATT GILSCHRIST, 

Mr. BRAINERD (by request) introduced a bill Ge R. 3772) for the 
relief of Overton Love and the administratrix of Wyatt Gilschrist; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT BRIGHAM. 

Mr. BRAINERD also introduced a bill (H. R. 3773) for the relief of 
Robert Brigham; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM RICKARDS. ` 
Mr. BRAINERD also introduced a bill (H. R. 3774) for the relief of 
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William Rickards; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
JOHN B. NEWMAN. 

Mr. STORM introduced a bill (H. R. 3775) for the relief of John B. 
Newman; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

THEODORE F. HALLOCK. 

Mr. STORM also introduced a bill (H. R. 3776) for the relief of Theo- 
dore F. Hallock; which was read a and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM ROMIG. 

Mr. STORM also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3777) for the relief of 
William Romig; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ELI OGLINE. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
3778) granting a pension to Eli Ogline; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MRS. PRISCILLA W. BURWELL, 

Mr. POST, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3779) for 
the relief of Mrs. Priscilla W. Burwell; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
Mr. POST, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. No. 3780) 
for the relief of Mrs. Priscilla W. Burwell; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 
BELVA A. LOCKWOOD. 

Mr. POST, of Pennsylvania (by request), also introduced a bill (H. 
R. 3781) for the relief of Belva A. Lockwood; which was read a firstand 
second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

? Z. AND S. A. CANTEY. 

Mr. HEMPHILL introduced a bill (H. R. 3782) to restore certain 
articles of silverware to Zachariah Cantey and 8. Amelia Cantey; his 
wife; which was read a first and second time, referred tothe Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES M'GHEE. 

Mr. DIBRELL introduced a bill (H. R. 3783) for the relief of James 
McGhee; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ABRAHAM STAKELY. 

Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 3784) for the relief of 
Abraham Stakely, of Monroe County, Tennessee; which wasread a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

W. ©. DILLAHUNTY. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee (by request), introduced a bill (H. R. 
3785) to pay W. C. Dillahunty for cotton seized by the United States 
authorities in 1863; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

EDWARD NEIDEREE. 

Mr. YOUNG introduced a bill (H. R. 3786) for the relief of Edward 
Neiderer; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. E. @. C. ABBOTT. 

Mr. CALDWELL introduced a bill (H. R. 3787) for the relief of Mrs. 
E. G. C. Abbott; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS CHADWELL. 
Mr. CALDWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 3788) for the relief of 
, Thomas Chadwell, administrater; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 


printed. 
A, H. BUCHANAN. 

Mr. CALDWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 3789) for the relief 
of A. H. Buchanan; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MARTHA A. STEVENS. 


Mr. CALDWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 3790) for the relief 
of Martha A. Stevens; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CUMMINGS, DOYLE & CO. 

Mr. CALDWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 3791) for the relief 
of Cummings, Doyle & Co. and Doyle & Co.; which was read a first and 
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B. B. TAYLOR. 

Mr. CALDWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 3792) for the relief 
of B. B. Taylor; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DUNCAN MARR. 

Mr. CALDWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 3793) for the relief 
of Duncan Marr; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


D. W. AND M. H. GLASSIE AND JOSEPH C. NASH. 


Mr. CALDWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 3794) for the relief of 
D. W. and Minna H. Glassie and Joseph C. Nash; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. i 


C. Y. GILES. 

Mr. HOUK introduced a bill (H. R. 3795) for the relief of C. Y. 
Giles, administrator, &c.; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be prin’ 

C. T. P. DAVIS AND J. HALL. 


Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 3796) for the relief of C. T. 
P. Davis and John Hall; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


ETHAN A. SAWYERS. 


Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 3797) for the relief of Ethan - 
A. Sawyers; which was read a first and second time. 

The question was upon the reference of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the bill should go to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. ; 

Mr. HOUK. It involvescertain military movements and operations 
of the Army which the Military Committee alone is capable of investi- 


gating. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that under the rule it should go 
to the Committee on War Claims, but the Chair will entertain any mo- 
tion the gentleman may submit. 

Mr. HOUK. I move that the bill be referred to the Committee on 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly the bill was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ANTHONY NORMAN. 


Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 3798) granting a pension 
to Anthony Norman; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

AMERICAN AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS ABROAD. 

Mr. WARNER, of Tennessee (by request), introduced a bill (H. R. 
3799) to procure and publish certain information relative to the de- 
mand and price of American agricultural and other products in foreign 
countries; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. JONES, of bine y Brembo a bill (H. R. 3800) to amend sec- 
tion 914 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 


PACIFIC RAILROADS. 


Mr. THROCKMORTON (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 3801) 
in relation to the: Union Pacific, tral Pacific, and Kansas Pacifi 
Railroads, and to alter and amend certain acts entitled ‘‘An act to aid 
in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from the Missouri 
River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Government the use of 
th e for postal, military, and other purposes,” approved July 1, 
1862; an act approved July 2, 1864, amendatory of said act; and finally 
an act approved May 7, 1878, in amendment of said above-mentioned 
acts, respectively; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. Ihave been requested to introduce this 
bill and to have it referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, asitin- 
volves judicial questions. As bills affecting the same subject are now 
before the Committee on Public Lands, I make this announcement that 
the question of jurisdiction may be settled now. 

The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair the bill belongs, under ` 
the rulês, to the Committee on the Pacific Railroads. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. I have no objection to that reference. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will take that course. 

The bill was accordingly referred to the Committee on the Pacific 
Railroads, and ordered to be printed. 

JUDICIAL DISTRICTS IN TEXAS. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3802) to amend 
the fifth, and ninth sections of an act approved February 24, 
1879, entitled “An act to create the northera judicial district of the 
State of Texas, and to change the eastern and western judicial districts 
of said State, and to fix the time and places of holding courts in said 
districts,’ and to provide for holding terms of the court of the northern 
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district of Texas at Denison, and for other purposes; which was read a | tension of the Chesapeake and Ohio Railway to a point on the military 


first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to he printed. . 
. MRS. LAURA HENTIG. «+ 
Mr, THROCKMORTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3803) to in- 
crease the pension of Mrs. Laura Hentig; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. v 


WILLIAM MIDKIFF. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3804) for the 
relief of William Midkiff; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

LIEUT. GEORGE W. KINGSBURY. 

Mr. POLAND introduced a bill (H. R. 3805) for the relief of Lieut. 
George W. Kingsbury; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN SCARBO. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, introduced a bill (H. R. 3806) for the 
relief of John Searbo; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed, 

s ELI B. PARKER. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3807) 

granting a pension to Eli B. Parker; which was read a first and second 


- time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 


` 


printed. 
JOHN ELLIS. 

Mr, TUCKER introduced a bill (H. R. 3808) for the relief of John 
Ellis; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ANDERSON MERCHANT. 

Mr. JOHN S. WISE (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 3809) to 
remove the political disabilities of Anderson Merchant; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS POTOMAC RIVER. 

Mr. BARBOUR introduced a bill (H. R. 3810) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Potomac River at the ‘‘ Three Sisters,” 
near Georgetown, D. C.; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

STEPHEN CASEY. 

Mr. BARBOUR also introduced a bill (H. R. 3811) for the relief of 
Stephen Casey; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

ASSESSMENT OF REAL ESTATE IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 

Mr. BARBOUR also introduced a bill (H. R. 3812) to defray the ex- 

nse of the late assessment of real property in the District of Colum- 

ia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 
AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. BARBOUR also introduced a bill (H. R. 3813) to amend the 
Revised Statutes of the United States relating to the District of Colum- 
bia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

SARAH E. ROSE. 

Mr. BARBOUR also introduced a bill ot R. 3814) for the relief of 
Sarah E. Rose; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

EFFICIENCY OF THE ARMY. è 

Mr. BARBOUR (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3815) to 
promote the efficiency of the Army; which was read a first and second 
asa re to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 


' 


AMENDMENT OF RULES. 
Mr. BARBOUR submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Rules: =~ 


Resolved, That Rule XXXTV be so amended as to admit to the Hall of the 
House or rooms leading thereto the commissioners of the District of Gplumbia. 


HENRY SINON. 

Mr. BOWEN (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 3816) for the relief 
of Henry Sinon; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SHIPMENT OF SEAMEN. 

Mr. LIBBEY introduced a bill (H. R. 3817) relating to shipping com- 
missioners and the shipment of seamen; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Select Committee on American Ship-build- 
img and Ship-owning Interests, and ordered to be printed. 

CHESAPEAKE AND OHIO RAILWAY. 
Mr. LIBBEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3818) to authorize the ex- 


‘ 


lands at Fortress Monroe, Va.; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
MRS. MATILDA M’PHAIL. 
Mr. LIBBEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3819) for the relief of 
Mrs. Matilda McPhail; which wasread a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


HEIRS OF J. C. BAILY, DECEASED. x 

Mr. HOOPER introduced a bill (H. R. 3820) for the relief of the 
heirs of J. C. Baily, deceased; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CHRISTIAN M. SHAFFER. 

Mr. SNYDER introduced a bill (H. R. 3821) for the relief of Chris- 
tian M. Shaffer; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL BROWNING. 

Mr. SNYDER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3822) for the relief əf 
Samuel Browning; which was read a first and second time. referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed 

TRINITY PROTESTANT EPISCOPAL CHURCH, WEST VIRGINTA. 

Mr. SNYDER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3823) for the relief of 
the Trinity Protestant.Episcopal church in Martinsburg, W. Va.; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

á JAMES M. MASON. 

Mr. SNYDER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3824) for the relief of 
James M. Mason; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

RICHARD H. BRYARLY, DECEASED. 

Mr. SNYDER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3825) for the relief of 
the personal representatives of Richard H. Bryarly, deceased; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. z 

SAMUEL MARTIN. 

Mr. SNYDER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3826) granting a pension 
to Samuel Martin; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PATRICK CURTIN. 

Mr. DEUSTER introduced a bill (H. R. 3827) granting a pension to 
Patrick Curtin; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CORNELIUS WESSELS. 

Mr. DEUSTER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3828) granting a pension 
to Cornelius Wessels; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN BECK. 

Mr. DEUSTER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3829) granting a pension 
to John Beck; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES SHAAHAN. 

Mr. DEUSTER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3830) granting a pension 
to James Shaahan; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


IMMEDIATE TRANSPORTATION OF DUTIABLE GOODS. 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE introduced a bill (H. R. 3831) to amend an 
act entitled ‘‘An act to amend the statutes in relation to the immediate 
transportation of dutiable goods, and for other purposes,’’ approved 
June 10, 1880; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

FOURTH VIRGINIA CODLECTION DISTRICT. A 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE also introduced a bill (H. R. 3832) to amend 
section 2552 of the Revised Statutes and to change the boundaries of* 
the fourth collection district of Virginia; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

JOHN W. ROBSON. 

Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin, introduced a bill (H. R. 3833) granting a 
pension to John W. Robson; which was read a firstand second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SUSAN A. LIMOND. 

Mr. WINANS, of Wisconsin (by Mr. Jones, of Wisconsin), introduced 
a bill (H. R. 3834) to declare the title of ownership to military land-war- 
rant No. 2750, issued to Theopilus H. Hardenback, to be in Susan A. 
Limond; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

i C. B. BIRD. 
Mr. WINANS, of Wisconsin (by Mr. JonEs, of Wisconsin), also in- 


1884. 


troduced a bill H. R. 3835) for the relief of C. B. Bird; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

HOSPITAL STEWARDS. 

Mr. WINANS, of Wisconsin (by request, by Mr. JONES, of Wiscon- 
sin), also introduced a bill (H. R. 3836) fixing the pay of hospital stew- 
ards of the first classin the United States Army; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

' JAMES W. SCHAUMBURG. 

Mr. RANKIN (by Mr. Jones, of Wisconsin) introduced a bill (H. R. 
3837) to reinstate the name of James W. Schaumburg on the Army list, 
and for his relief; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

THEODORE C. HAWKINS, 

Mr. RANKIN (by Mr. Jones, of Wisconsin) also introduced a bill 
(H. R. 3838) granting a pension to Theodore C. Hawkins; which was 
read a firstand second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

REVENUVE-CUTTER ANDREW JOHNSON. 

Mr. RANKIN (by Mr. Jones, of Wisconsin) also introduced a bill 
(H. R. 3839) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to settle an 
equitable claim of Jasper Hanson growing out of the rebuilding and re- 
pairs of the revenue-cutter Andrew Johnson on Lake Michigan; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

EXTENSION OF PENSION LAWS. 

Mr. PRICE introduced a bill (H. R. 3840) to extend the benefits of 
the pension laws to the widows and minor children of soldiers and sail- 
ors and members of the Marine Corps; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. y 


SETTLEMENT OF PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS. 

Mr. OURY introduced a bill (H. R. 3841) to provide for ascertaining 
and settling private land claims in certain States and Territories; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

TULLY, OCHOA & CO. 

Mr. OURY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3842) for the relief of Tully, 
Ochoa & Co.; which was read a first and second pine, Seared see 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be prin 

HIRAM §. WASHBURN. j 

Mr. OURY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3843) for the relief of Hiram 
S. Washburn, late captain Arizona volunteers; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

BOWERS & RICHARDS. 

Mr. OURY also introduced a bill (H. R. ae the relief of Bowers 
& Richards, assignees of James M. Barney; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

H. S. STEVENS AND CHARLES DAHLMAN. 

Mr. OURY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3845) for the relief of H. 8. 
Stevens, of Arizona, and Charles Dahlman, of California, both assignees 
of William B. Hooper & Co., of Arizona; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

LA ARIBAC LAND GRANT. 

Mr. OURY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3846) to confirm the title to 
La Aribac land grant, in the Territory of Arizona; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. - 

TERRITORIAL LAND GRANTS FOR SCHOOL PURPOSES. 

_ Mr. RAYMOND introduced a bill (H. R. 3847) to amend an act to 
grant lands to Dakota, Montana, Arizona, Idaho, and Wyoming for uni- 
versity purposes, approved February 18, 1881; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

LAND GRANT TO DAKOTA TERRITORY. 

Mr. RAYMOND also introduced a bill (H. R. 3848) granting to 
Dakota Territory section 16, township 103, range 64 west, in the county 
of Aurora, in said Territory, for the purposes of a reform school, and 
granting to said Territory one section of land in lieu thereof for school 
purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


SALE OF CERTAIN LANDS, DAKOTA. 

Mr. RAYMOND also introduced a bill (H. R. 3849) providing for 
the sale of the northeast quarter section 16, township 104, range 49, 
Territory of Dakota; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 
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. DISTRICT JUDGES, DAKOTA. 

Mr. RAYMOND also introduced a bill (H. R. 3850) to provide for 
the election of district judges in the Territory of Dakot: and to appor- 
tion and define the powers of the judiciary therein; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Territories, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PAY OF TERRITORIAL LEGISLATURES. 


Mr. RAYMOND also introduced a bill (H. R. 3851) to re-enact a 
part of section 1853 of the Revised Statutes of 1878, in relation to pay 
of Territorial Legislatures; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Territories, and ordered to be printed. 


MILEAGE OF JURORS, ETC., TERRITORY OF DAKOTA. 

Mr. RAYMOND also introduced a bill (H. R. 3852) in relation to 
mileage of jurors and witnesses in the Territory of Dakota; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. ° 

JOSEPH B. WALTERS. 

Mr. RAYMOND also introduced a bill (H. R. 3853) granting a pen- 
sion to Joseph B. Walters; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Comntittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

_ SAMUEL HENDERSON. 

Mr. RAYMOND also introduced a bill (H. R. 3854) granting a pen- 
sion to Samuel Henderson; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GRANVILLE 8, ARNOLD. 

Mr. RAYMOND also introduced a bill (H, R. 3855) for the relief of 
Granville 8. Arnold; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HOMESTEAD LAWS. 

Mr. RAYMOND also introduced a bill (H. R. 3856) for the relief of 
settlers under the homestead Jaws; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to 
be printed. < 

BENJAMIN F. SLAUGHTER. 

Mr. RAYMOND also introduced a bill (H. R. 3857) for the relief of 
Benjamin F. Slaughter; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

REPRESENTATION IN THE TERRITORIES. 

Mr. SINGISER introduced a bill (H. R. 3858) limiting the representa- 
tion in the Legislative Assemblies of the several Territories; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Terri- 
tories, and ordered to be printed. 

` PUBLIC BUILDING AT BOISE CITY, IDAHO. 

Mr. SINGISER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3859) providing for the 
erection of a public building at Boise City, Idaho; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH K. VINCENT. 

Mr. SINGISER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3860) for the relief of 
Joseph K. Vincent; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

- FORT MAGINNIS MILITARY RESERVATION. 


Mr. MAGINNIS introduced a bill (H. R. 3861) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of War to change the boundaries of the military reservation at 
Fort Maginnis, Montana Territory; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ARTESIAN WELLS IN NEW MEXICO. 

Mr. LUNA introduced a bill (H. R. 3862) to provide for artesian 
wells on the public lands in New Mexico; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

S ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

The SPEAKER. The call of States and Territories has been com- 
pleted. The Chair is advised that several gentlemen were absent when 
their States were called. If there be no objection, the Chair will now 
give those gentlemen recognition. 

There was no objection. 

ALDERSON T. KEENE. 

Mr. THOMPSON introduced a bill (H. R. 3863) for the relief of 
Alderson T. Keene; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committe on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SILAS ADAMS, 

Mr. THOMPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3864) for the relief 
of Silas Adams; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES R. ALLEN. . 
Mr. THOMPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3865) for the relicf of 
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Charles R. Allen; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
BAPTIST CHURCH, CRAB ORCHARD, KY. 

Mr. THOMPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3866) for the benefit 
of the trustees of the Baptist church, of Crab Orchard, Ky.; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to he printed. 

MRS. FLORA A. DARLING. 

Mr. THOMPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3867) for the relief 
of Mrs. Flora A. Darling; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF AMANDA GOGGIN. 

Mr. THOMPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3868) for the relief 
of the heirs of Amanda Goggin, deceased; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. ' : 
MAJ, J. A. MORRISON, 

Mr. THOMPSON also intsoduced a bill (H. R. 3869) for the benefit 
of Maj. John A. Morrison; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

W. F. SCOTT. 

Mr. THOMPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3870) for the benefit 
of W. F. Scott; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. . 

BAPTIST CHURCH, SOMERSET, KY. 

Mr. THOMPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3871) for the benefit 
of the Somerset Baptist church, of Somerset, Ky.; which wasread a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

FOUNTAIN F. STIGALL. 

Mr. THOMPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3872) for the relief of 
Fountain F. Stigall; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Te J. P. FLOYD. 

Mr. THOMPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3873) for the relief of 
J. P. Floyd; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. M. VAUGHN AND MBS. L. JACKMAN. 

Mr. THOMPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3874) for the relief of 
Mrs. Martha Vaughn and Mrs. Louisa Jackman; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

‘ AUSTIN P. PROCTOR. , 

Mr. THOMPSON also introduced a bill (H.-R. 3875) for the relief of 
Austin P. Proctor; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MATHEW LANHAN. 

Mr. THOMPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3876) granting a pen- 
sion to Mathew Lanhan; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN H. M’BRAYER, 

Mr. THOMPSON also introduced a bfll (H. R. 3877) granting a pen- 
sion to John H. McBrayer; which was read a first and second time, 
eee to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 


STEAM-RAILROADS IN WASHINGTON CITY. 

Mr. THOMPSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 3878) to define the 
routes of steam-railroads in the city of Washington, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

ESTATE OF WILLIAM WRIGHT. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE (by Mr. Jongs, of Arkansas) introduced a 
bill (H. R. 3879) for the relief the estate of William Wright, deceased; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordéred to be printed. 

ESTATE OF MOSES S. M’CORD. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE (by Mr, Jones, of Arkansas) also introduced 
a bill (H. R. 3880) for the relief of the estate of Moses B. McCord; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILSON G. GRAY. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE (by Mr. Jones, of Arkansas) also introduced 
a bill (H. R. 3881) for the relief of Wilson G. Gray; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

FEES OF PENSION ATTORNEYS. 


Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (H. R. 3882) to regu- 
late attorneys’ fees in pension claims; which was read a first and sec- 


ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 
CHARLES A. SUGG, 
Mr. KLEINER introduced a bill (H. R. 3883) for the relief of 
Charles A. Sugg; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM, F. HARALSON. 
Mr. SINGLETON introduced a bill (H. R. 3884) for the relief of 


William F. Haralson; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


BENICIA ARSENAL, CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. HENLEY in‘roduced a bill (H. R. 3885) changing the arsenal 
at Benicia, Cal., into an arsenal of construction and manufacture; which 
was pead a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ALEXANDER S. BURNETT. 

Mr. HENLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3886) to increase the 
pension of Alexander S. Burnett; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


AUGUST LESCHINSKY. 
Mr. HENLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3887) for the relief of 


August Leschinsky; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. : 
i REFUGIO M. BOWLER. 

Mr. TULLY (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 3888) for the re- 
lief of Refugio M. Bowler, administratrix; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

REV. ERASTUS LATHRƏP, . 

Mr. HOLMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 3889) for the relief of Rev. 
Erastus Lathrop; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SIGNAL STATIONS ON NANTUCKET ISLAND, ETO. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts (by Mr, LYMAN), introduced a bill 
(H. R. 3890) to establish signal stations upon the island of Nantucket 
and submarine telegraph communication with the mainland; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

SOPHIA WEST. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts (by Mr. Lym An), also introduced a bill 
(H. R. 3891) granting a pension to Sophia West; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM B. KEITH. 

Mr. RYAN introduced a bill (H. R. 3892) granting a pension to 
William B. Keith; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL MOWRER. 

Mr. LOWRY introduced a bill (H. R, 3893) granting a pension to 
Samuel Mowrer; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

J. D. WILLIAMSON. 

Mr. LOWRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3894) granting a pension 
to J. D. Williamson; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE ALCOTT. 

Mr. LOWRY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3895) for the relief of 
George Alcott; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MAX LUCHS, 

Mr. WAIT (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 3896) to authorize 
the Court of Claims to ascertain the amount of damages sus- 
tained by Max Luchs by the change of grade of a certain square in the 
city of Washington; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

LEWIS BITLICK. ; 

Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana, introduced a bill (H. R. 3897) for the relief 
of Lewis Bitlick; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

. JOHN E. SAGE. 

Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3898) to re- 
move the charge of desertion from John E, Sage; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ANDREW W. BILLINGS. 

Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3899) grant- 

ing an increase of pension to Andrew W. Billings; whicb was read a 
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first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
_ and ordered to be printed. ‘ 
JAMES F. HOGAN. 

Mr. MACKEY introduced a bill (H. R. 3900) for the relief of James 
F. Hogan; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 

mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

: MRS. OLIVE W. PARKER. 

Mr. MILLIKEN introduced a bill (H. R. 3901) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Olive W. Parker; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON. 

Mr. MILLIKEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 3902) to donate con- 
demned cast-iron cannon to the citizens of Waterville, Me.; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 

OF WILLIAM PITCHER AND OTHERS. 

Mr. MILLIKEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 3903) for the relief of 
the heirs of William Pitcher, Axel Hayford and Samuel Otis and 
‘B. Fergusson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Commiltee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

REBECCA GARRETT. , 

Mr. SHAW introduced a bill (H. R. 3904) for the relief Rebecca Gar- 
rett; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
‘on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


PENSIONS. 


Mr. SHAW also introduced a bill (H. R. 3905) amending the laws 
granting pensions to soldiers and sailors of the war of 1812, &c., so as 
to grant pensions to the soldiers of previous Indian wars and their wid- 
ows; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. SAGER. 

Mr. SHAW alse introduced a bill (H. R. 3906) for the relief of George 
W. Sager; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Select 
Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and ordered 
to be printed. P 

DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. 3907) di- 
recting the Secretary of War to donate four condemned cannon and 
eight cannon-balls to Marion Craig Post, Grand Army of the Republic, 
of Greece City, Pa.; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

REPRESENTATIVE OF WILLIAM DUFOUR. 

Mr. HOLMES (by request) introduced a bill (H. R.'3908) for the re- 
lief of the personal representative of William Dufour, deceased; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. WICKWIRE. 

Mr. HOLMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 3909) granting a pension 
to George W. Wickwire; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

OVERTON LOVE AND OTHERS. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (H. R. 3910) for the relief of Over- 
ton Love and the administratrix of the estate of Wyatt Gilschrist; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANCES M. LAMBERT. 

Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (H. R. 3911) to grant a pension to 
Frances M. Lambert; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. - 

JOSEPH ROMISER. 
Mr. McCOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3912) to grant a pen- 


sion to Joseph Romiser; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
WILLIAM H. FITZHUGH. 

Mr. JEFFORDS (by request) introduced a bill (H, R. 3913) for the 
relief of William H. Fitzhugh; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to 
be printed. 

MANUEL TIBBS. 

Mr. JEPFORDS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3914) granting a pen- 
sion to Manuel Tibbs; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH SMITH. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. 3915 
granting a pension to Elizabeth Smith; which was read a firstand secon 
ire aes to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
prin! ; 


; LEUT. JAMES S. GRUBB. 

Mr. LAMB introduced a bill (H. R. 3916) to give difference of pay to 
Lieut. James S. Grubb; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PURCHASE OF FOREIGN VESSELS. 

Mr. STONE introduced a bill (H. R. 3917) to amend section 4136 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States relating to the purchase of 
foreign vessels; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Select Committee on American Ship-building and Ship-owning Inter- 
ests, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM HEDGPETH. 


Mr. CLEMENTS introduced a bill (H. R. 3918) for the relief of 
William Hedgpeth; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ESTATE OF NEHEMIAH GARRISON. : 

Mr. CLEMENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3919) for the relief of 
the executor or administrator of the estate of Nehemiah Garrison, as- 
signee of Moses Perkins: which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DISTILLATION OF FRUIT, ETC. 

Mr. OATES introduced a bill (H. R. 3920) to authorize the distilla- 
tion of fruit and sugar-cane-juice skimmings without payment of taxes 
or any license to the Federal Government, leaving the question of its 
taxation to the States; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN PATTON. 


Mr. CULBERTSON, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. 3921) for 
the relief of John Patton; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ELIZA J. A. TOMLIN. 
Mr. SPRINGER introduced a bill (H. R. 3922) for the relief of Eliza 
J. A. Tomlin; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
MARTIN M’NAMARA. 


Mr. McADOO introduced a bill (H. R. 3923) for the relief of Martin 
McNamara, alias Martin Mack; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


CAROLINE T. BANCROFT. 


Mr. KETCHAM (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 3924) for the 
relief of Caroline T. Bancroft; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ELECTRICIAN OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, by unanimous consent, submitted a 
resolution providing for the appointment of an electrician and assist- 
antelectrician of the House of Representatives; which was referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


MARSHALS IN WEST VIRGINIA. 


Mr. HEMPHILL, from the Committee on Expenditures in the De- 
partment of Justice, reported back the following resolution, with the’ 
recommendation that it be adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: + 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested to furnish this House 
with a complete list of the marshals and depay marshals appointed and em- 
ployed in the State of West Virginia for the years of 1882 and 1883, together 
with information in what service each was so employed and how much was paid 
from the Treasury to, or received in fees by, each of such persons; a de- 
tailed statement of all moneys paid to employés and witnesses in behalf of the 
vores States in criminal prosecutions in the Federal courts of that State for 

years. 


The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. HEMPHILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

FITZ-JOHN PORTER. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Iask the unanimous consent of the House to pre- 
sent the following resolution for adoption at this time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, requested to inform 
this House whether it be true, as stated in public print, that for several Raed 06 
the maps, &c.,in the case of Fitz-John Porter have been sub: to 
the members of sredueting class of the pupils of the Military Academy at 
West Point, for the purpose of inviting their criticism of the p ings and 
findings of a general court-martial held in pursuance of law and duly approved 
by the Secretary of War and the commander-in-chief. 

And be it further resolved, That if said report be true, the Secretary be requested 
to inform House by whose authority or instigation the minds of these suc- 
cessive graduating classes of youths, educated at public expense for the military 
service of the Government, were thus directed to the discussion and questioning 
of the official action of their lawful superiors. 

And be it ther That if it be true, as alleged, that these youths, just 
emerging their course of study and just entering upon their service as sub- 
ordinate officers of the United States Army, have been ed or encouraged 
or permitted to discredit the action of their superiors by expressing / lteir opin- 
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a p rbn eng ase of Fitz-John Porter was perfe 
committed a ea 


TO) Aap aay Betton! 
y p! ait the 


done otherwise he would have Setretary 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution ? 

Mr. GIBSON. I object to the present consideration of that resolu- 
tion, 

Mr. RAY, of New York. I object. 

Mr. BELFORD. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from Col- 
orado rise; to object to the resolution ? 

Mr. BELFORD No, sir. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. I desire to inquire, Mr. Speaker, by whom ob- 
jection has been made? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. An objection came from your own side. 

Mr. GIBSON. I have objected to it. 


Mr. MAGINNIS. I objected also to the resolution in its present | t 
form. If the gentleman will include in his resolution the maps of 
Washington’s campaigns and those of Napoleon and others, I will not. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands objection to be made. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Then I move its reference to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Objection has been made to that by the gen- 
tleman who sits immediately behind me. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. I object to it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Again I ask by whom objection has been made? 

The SPEAKER. Several gentlemen have objected; the gentleman 
from West Virginia, the gentleman from Montana—— 

Mr. MAGINNIS. I withdraw the objection. 

Mr. GIBSON. I object. 

Mr, KASSON. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe that it is in order to move now to sus- 
pend the rules. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees for mo- 
tions to suspend the rules. 

Mr. GIBSON. Before thatI desire to withdraw my objection to the 
reference of the resolution just read to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

TheSPEAKER. The regular order has been demanded. 

Mr. GIBSON. Then I ask a suspension of the regular order for that 
r Mr. BOUTELLE. I understand the gentleman who objected to the 
present consideration of the resolution introduced by me expresses a 
desire to withdraw it. 

Mr. GIBSON. No, sir; but I withdraw the objection to its reference. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Regular order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I desire to be informed, Mr. Speaker, whether ob- 
jection has been made to the passage of the resolution by unanimous 
consent; and if so, by whom such objection was made. 

+ Mr. TOWNSHEND. That is not a parliamen inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will again inform the gentleman that 
objection was made by the gentleman from West Virginia, by the gen- 
tleman from Montana, and several others, as the Chair understood. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The objection came also from a gentleman on 
his side of the House. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I understood the gentleman to say that it had 
come from this side of the House. Now I want that fact to be estab- 
lished. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Itdid come from the gentleman’s own side of 
the House, and the gentleman who made that objection is too manly 
to deny it. 

Mr. RAY, of New York. I desire tosay that I objected to it myself. 

The SPEAKER. Objection being made by several gentlemen, the 
resolution is not before the House for consideration or reference. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees for mo- 
tions to suspend the rules under instructions of committees. 

Mr. REESE (when the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads 
was called). I move to suspend the rules, under instructions from the 
ae on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and submit the follow- 


a Hig KASSON. I would like to inquire if the motion of the gentle- 
man from Georgia be made in accordance with the orders of the com- 
mittee? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is endeavoring to ascertain. The gen- 
tleman from Georgia will state whether or not he is authorized by his 
committee to submit the motion. 

Mr. REESE. I am directed by the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads to ask a suspension of the rules to submit that report. 

The SPEAKER. And to pass the bill? 

Mr. REESE. My instructions are to ask that it be printed and put 
upon the Calendar. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that that is not in order under 
this call. This call is for motions to suspend the rules and pass bills- 
or resolutions under instructions from the committees. 


COMMITTEE ON EXPENDITURES IN THE DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. 


Mr. SPRINGER (when the Committee on Expenditures in the De- 
partment of Justice was called). I am authorized and instructed by 
the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice to move 
to suspend the rules and put upon its passage the resolution which Fi 
send to the desk. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I suppose a second is demanded in that case? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will give the opportunity after the 
reading of the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Expenditures in e Department of Justice, 
in order to enable it to more efficiently discharge ee duties imposed upon it by 
the rules of the Honse, be increased to nine members, and authorized to appoint 
subcommittees, to be composed of not less than three members, which subcom- 
mittees shall be committees of the House of a ncbiag/ nora "That said com— 
mittee be authorized to send for persons and papers, to em a Kanopan 
and such other assistance as may rnaen That the ar, ed ouse of 
Representatives be authorized and directed, upon vouchers to be approved by” 

he chairman and one member of the minority of the said committee, to pay out 

of Se a ig ahr for the contingent of the House all the expenses- 

said committee under this resolution, That a detailed account of 

i expenses of said committee be reported to the House of Representatives at. 
the conclusion of each session, 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. KASSON. I demand a second for the purpose of asking aques- 
tion. , 

Mr. KEIFER. If there be no objection, I presume a second may be 
considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection it will be so considered. 

Mr. BELFORD. Mr. Speaker, it was utterly impossible for us in the 
rear of this House to hear the reading of that resolution, although we 
have a most excellent reading clerk. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair hasstated frequently that members have 
the remedy for this state of things in their own hands. 

Mr. BELFORD. I desire to have the resolution read again, in order 
that we may knaw what is going on in the House. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read again, and the Chair 
will request members upon the floor and in the rear of the seats to cease 
conversation and preserve order that its members may be enabled to 
hear the resolution upon which they will be called to vote. 

The resolution was again read. 

TheSPEAKER. A second having been demanded and ordered, there 
will be thirty minutes allowed for debate, one-half of this in favorof and 
the other half opposed to the resolution. The Chair will recognize the 
gentleman from Iowa as controlling the time in opposition. 

Mr. REED. Without entering into the question of debate, I would 
like to suggest to the gentleman from Illinois that there is one clause 
in that resolution to which, perhaps, he did not intend to give its full 
force. That is to give this committee power to make any expenditure 
they may deem necessary. That seems to me to be unprecedented, and. 
I desire to call his attention to it. 

Mr. KASSON. My object, Mr. Chairman, in demanding a second 
was in part to call attention to the point referred to by the gentleman 
from Maine, and especially to the fact that this resolution authorizes 
each one of these subcommittees to employ any additional assistance 
that they may deem necessary. I think that is hardly in accordance 
with the precedents of the House. You authorize, in cases of investi- 
gation, a committee to employ a stenographer and a clerk; but I do not 
know whether any subcommittee or any general committee of the 
House has been authorized to employ all such assistance as they may 
deem necessary without limit. 1 thought, therefore, that the resolu- 
tion required some explanation on the part of the gentleman from Illi- 
nois as to what remarkable condition of affairs has fallen under the 
jurisdiction of this committee which has required such an unusually 
large power to be conferred upon it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I willanswer the gentleman. Asis known to the 
gentleman from Iowa and to the House of Representatives, under the 
rules of the House it is the duty of the Committee on Expenditures. 
in the Department of Justice to examine— 

The accounts and expenditures of the Department of Justice and the manner 
of keeping the same; the economy, justness, and correctness of such expendi- 
tures; their conformity with appropriation laws; the proper EPEN ot pA of pub- 
lic moneys; the roista Aa of the Government against unjust and extravagant 
demands; retrenchment; the enforcement of the payment of sino due to the 
United States; the economy and accountability of public officers; the abolish- 
ment of useless officers; the reduction or increase of the pay of officers. 


The House will perceive that under the rules of this House this com- 
mittee is charged with very important and extensive duties. It hasto- 
make an examination of the accounts of the United States marshals and 
their deputies and of clerks and other officers of courts which have 
been the subject of an investigation carried on through the Department 
of Justice. We find there has been a great looseness in these accounts. 
A great number of suits haye been clr on frivolous pretexts for the 
purpose of increasing the fees of these officers, and the committee found 


themselves confronted with a condition of things that required a vast 
amonnt of time and labor for the purpdse of making a thorough inves- 
tigation of these matters. 


1884. 
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I desire to say to the House that so far as the committee is con- 
cerned it is disposed and desires to make these investigations with the 


least possible diture of the public funds. The agents of the De- 
partmentof Justice in this work have had appropriated to them 
for the present fiscal year the sum of $25,000 for the purpose of carry- 
ing on just such investigations. Those agents, through the Attorney- 
General, have asked an increase of the appropriation from $25,000 a 
year to $50,000 a year and an increase of the number of persons en- 
gaged in the service of seven or eight. 

We desire, if possible, to avoid the necessity of increasing this appro- 

riation to the extent asked by the Department of Justice; and we 
Felines that a thorough investigation of these matters during this ses- 
sion will avoid the necessity of making this increased appropriation now 
demanded by the Department of Justice of $25,000 above the sum ap- 
propriated for the current year. 

Let me say further, that gentlemen need have no fear as to unneces- 
sary expenses being heaped on the Honseand the country by this com- 
mittee. It will not in the investigation of extravagance be guilty of 
the thing it is endeavoring to investigate and expose. It will not in 
showing the unnecessary and un and extraordinary nditures 
that have been charged against the Government be guilty of any dere- 
liction itself in calling upon the Government to expend one dollar more 
than is absolutely necessary for the ends of justice. 

It was the opinion of the committee, unanimously, there being 
no dissenting opinion in the committee, that if this resolution was 
passed it would enable the committee to efficiently discharge its duty 
and save the Government the needless expenditure of large sums of 
money. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I would like to ask the gentleman from Illinois a 
single question. Do I correctly understand that the passage of this 
resolution is recommended unanimously by that gentleman’s com- 


mittee? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. REED rose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Kasson] has been 
recognized in opposition to the resolution. 

Mr. KASSON. I think the explanation given by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] is inadequate to sustain the demands 
made by his resolution. There are various committees on expendi- 
tures in Departments that expend a million where this Department ex- 


pends $20,000. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman is mistaken; I beg his pardon. 

Mr. KASSON. ‘Take for examplethe Treasury Department. There 
is no question about it. All these committees have jurisdictions, and 
I commend any of them that so exercises its jurisdiction as honestly 
to improve the laws for the public service. I think that this one com- 
mittee, basing itsaction upon the demands of a Department for addi- 
tional service for detecting wrong, has madean error in the basis of this 
large recommendation of their own. 

Every Department must have these ts in perpetual use to pro- 
tect it and the Government against frand; and in my experience in the 
House and in Executive De ents I have never known so useful an 
Appropriation as that which gives to the Executive Department the right 
of special agents, who are the eyes and ears of the Department to re- 
port any abuse as early as it is discovered. 

This committee, on the other hand, now comes and asks that the De- 
partment shall be refused the means for protecting itselfagainst fraud, but 
that they themselves shall convert their committee into a great number of 
committees, each of them having the powers of whole committees and 
the power to appoint each one of them two employés upon salaries, and 
the Aether power to employ any additional assistance that they may 
require. I know nothing, and the gentleman from Illinois has failed 
to state anything, that justifies a demand for such a great increase of 
the patronage of the House in the payment of stenographers, clerks, 
and subordinates; and without Such a justification it seems to me that 
it leaves the House in a bad condition to enlarge its own patronage. 
All the committee saw fit to demand for the purpose of investigating 
where there is just ground to believe this committee can do what is 
not in process of being done through the Executive, Department all 
sides of the House would cheerfully concur in. But the committee by 
this resolution has power to send for persons and papers all over the 
United States. It has power to employ in every part of the United 
States additional counsel. Each of these subcommittees may employ 
additional counsel. Everything is open to the discretion of these sub- 
-committees, and all the expenses are to be charged upon the contingent 
fand of the House. Nowlet the gentleman ask, what any facts he may 
state will show to be necessary, to re-enforce the powers of his commit- 
tee. But do not let him ask, without some statement of facts, so large 
an increase of expenditures upon our contingen 
objection which I think many on both sides of the House would enter- 
tain to the unlimited power which it is proposed shall be given to this 
committee. To the other part of the resolution there is no objection 
on my part. 

Mr. BELFORD. Mr. Speaker, I am disposed to vote for this reso- 
lution. 
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oe JILDEN, of Pennsylvania. Then you ought to speak on the 
other side. 

Mr. SPRINGER. As it has been suggested that the resolution as it 
now stands might meet with some objection, if there is unanimouscon- 
sent— 

Mr. BELFORD. I desire to in favor of this resolution. ‘ 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will yield three minutes to the gentleman for 

that purpose. 
Mr. BELFORD. Three minutes! I have no doubt, Mr. Speaker, 
that this resolution should pass. I want my friends on the other side 
to examine and inspect all the operations in the Department of Justice. 
I believe that the present Attorney-General has been wise, judicious, 
and honest in all his operations. But I do think that expenses have 
been incurred with reference to these star-route trials that should bein- 
vestigated by this House. I believe that men have been paid exorbitant 
and unjustifiable fees. Ithink that all the facts connected with the 
transactions of the Department of Justice and the court should be fully 
examined. 

At the last session of en he when my name was connected with 
this star-route investigation on the ground that I had received a check 
of $2,000, I demanded to have that matter investigated. And I de- 
sire that this committee in their general investigations shall take into 
consideration a check signed *‘J. B. B.” and given to pay a gambling 
debt; not by me or to me or from me. I ask them to go into the bot- 
tom facts of the whole transaction. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will now yield three minutes to the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. WHITE]. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I shall cheerfully support the resolu- 
tion of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. I desire to call 
the attention of the House and of the country to the fact that at the ‘ 
last session of Congress I introduced the following resolution: 

Resolved,That the Attorney-General be directed to investigate the accounts of 
the United States commissioners, clerks, marshals, and district attorney for the 
Stete of Kentucky from June 1, 1870, to January 1, 1882. 

I did not then ask for an investigation as to the whole United States, 
but I am glad that the gentleman who has this subject in charge pro- 
poses now to ferret out the matter to the bottom. I believe that under 
the fee system thousands of dollars have been stolen from the United 
States Treasury by some Federal officials. I believe that a thorough 
investigation of the accounts of the Attorney-General or the records of 
the Treasury Department will show evidences of fraud resulting from 
the fee system. I do not think the last Congress did right to smother 
my resolution of inquiry, which was referred to the Judiciary Com- 
mittee. 

I hope and believe that the gentleman who has charge of this matter 
will thoroughly and honestly endeavor to get to the bottom of the whole 
subject. And I believe thatif he does so in to my own State, he 
will find that men, notably the one to-day sitting as governor of Utah, 
and a man who was here last winter lobbying as a paid attorney of the 
whisky ring, late the United States marshal and United States district 
attorney for the State of Kentucky, will be shown to deserve the striped 
clothes of convicts in the penitentiary more than some who now wear 
them. . 

I hope that the Republicans of this House will join ‘vith the Demo- 
crats in investigating thoroughly every fraud that now stains the es- 
cutcheon of the Republican party. 

Mr. REED. In the interest of what is just and fair all around, I 

to gentlemen on the other side that there should be some lim- 
itation to this resolution, or it will grow into a precedent which may 
result in a great deal of harm. Nobody desires to interfere in any re- 
spect with the investigation proposed. All that we desire is that it 
shall be conducted ina proper fashion, with a due regard for the future. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If unanimous consent is given—— 

Mr. KASSON. I hope unanimous consent will be given for a limita- 
tion upon the expenditures under this resolution. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman suggest a sum? 

Mr. KASSON. Will $5,000 be sufficient? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I am willing to limit it to that. 

Mr. KASSON. Very well; if you are willing to limit the amount 
of expenditures to that sum, then put that amount in the resolution. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent to modify the resolution 
by adding to it these words: 

FRA gage That all such expenditures under this resolution shall not exceed 

Mr. RANDALL. Does that amount come out of the contingent 
fund of the House? 

The SPEAKER. It does. 3 
Mr. RANDALL. There had better be an appropriation made for the 


arpose. 

Mr. KASSON. Say $5,000 for all purposes. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It means that, of course; that is all the authority 
we have under this resolution. But I am willing to add the words 
“t for all purposes.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the modification suggested. 
There being no objection, the resolution was modified accordingly. 
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The resolution as modified was then adopted under the suspension 
of the rules (two-thirds voting in favor thereof). ’ 
The Speaker resumed and concluded the call of States for motions to 
suspend the rules. 
GREELY RELIEF EXPEDITION. 


Mr. RANDALL, from the Committee ou Appropriations, reported a 
joint resolution (H. Res. 119) making an appropriation for the relief of 
Lient. A. W. Greely and his party, composing what is known as the 
Lady Franklin Bay expedition to the Arctic regions; which was read 
a first and second time. 

The question was upon the third reading of the joint resolution. 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to ask that the joint resolution and accom- 
panying report be printed in the RECORD; and I give notice that on 
to-morrow, if I have the ability, I will call up the joint resolution for 
consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution with the accompanying re- 

rt will be referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 

nion and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire that the resolution and report be printed 
in the RECORD, because if merely printed under the rule they may 
not get back in time for consideration to-morrow. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to inquire of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. RANDALL] whether he thinks there will be any objection to 
the immediate consideration of this resolution. 

Mr. KASSON. The case is urgent. 

Mr. RANDALL, Iam willing. 

Mr. KASSON. I do not believe there will be any objection on this 
side of the House. 

Mr. REED. The only objection, and I presume the only reason for 
delay, arises from a seen which has been made that a ship of 
suitable character could be built better than bought. 

A MEMBER. It could not be done in time. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. No such thing as that could be done with the 
necessary promptitude. 

Mr. REED. I defer in this matter to my colleague [Mr. DINGLEY], 
who gives me the information that it can be done. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the resolution, with the 
accompanying report, will be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to inquire of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. RANDALL] whether the committee has considered the pos- 
sibility of obtaining a suitable American vessel or an American-built 
vessel under this resolution, and whether the committee would object 
to an amendment providing that if a suitable American vessel can be 
built or purchased within the time allowed, it may be done? 

Mr. RANDALL. Under the rule I am not at liberty to state what 
has occurred in the committee. 

The SPEAKER. This debate is not in order if objection is made. 

Mr. RANDALL. I did not understand there was objection. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I understand that there is unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER, Under the rules of the House the resolution must 
be considered in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. But there was no objection to the present con- 
sideration. 

The SPEAKER. No gentleman has moved to go into Committee of 
the Whole for that purpose. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has 
charge of the resolution. 

Mr. RANDALL. My understanding with the committee was that 
the resolution should go over till to-morrow morning. [Cries of “AN 
right !’’] I only expressed my individual opinion when I said, in answer 
to the inquiry of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock], that 
I had no objection to the immediate consideration of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution and accompanying report, if there 
be no objection, will be printed in the RECORD, and referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the, Union. 

; There was no objection. The report and joint resolution are as fol- 
OWS: 

Mr, RANDALL, from the Committee on Appropriations, submitted the follow- 
ing report: 

[To accompany House joint resolution No. 119.] 

The Committee on Appropriations, to whom was referred Executive Docu- 
ment No. 56, being a message from the President of the United States, transmit- 
ting a communication from the Secretary of War and the Secretary of the Na’ 
relative to the relief of Lieut. A. W. Greely and his party, composing what 
known as the Lady Franklin Bay expedition to the Arctic regions, submit the 
accompanying joint resolution, making an a priation to enable the Presi- 
dent to prepare and dispatch an expedition for the purpose of relieving and 
bringing home Lieutenant Greely and party. 


Joint resolution making an ds 9 ingen for the relief of Lieut. A. W. Grey 
and ha an composing what is known as the Lady Franklin Bay expedi- 
tion to Arctic regions. 


Resolved by the Senate and House of R: ee United States of America 
in Congress assembled, That the President be, and is here! thorized to 
re and eran an expedition to the coast of Greenland, Smith's Sound, or 
dy Franklin Bay for the p: of relieving and bringing home Lieut. A. 
W. Greely and party, and that ‘or this purpose the purchase of not exceeding 
three vessels is authorized, and all expenditures necessary for manning, equip- 
ping, and supplying them, and for any land journeys which may be req! ; 


a ovina p aside gece to eyes object of this resolution are 
rel out of any moni n Treasury otherwise appro-- 
4. 4 he vessels pure dF he cold aftes their TUPA nud the kaoniny aria 
on such sale covered into the 


PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I move to suspend the rules and adopt the resolu- - 
tions which I send to the desk. 


Mr. KASSON. Is that the report of a committee? 
The SPEAKER. Itis not. 
Mr. KASSON. Then it is not in order; but I will not object in ad- 


vance of the readin 

The SPEAKER. Therulesimply providesthat on thethird Monday 
of each month preference as to motions to suspend the rules shall be- 
given to committees; but when the call of committees has been com- 
pleted, the Chair must ize individual members for such motions. 
The Clerk will read the resolutions submitted by the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That in the judgment of this House all the public lands heretofore 
granted to States and corporations to aid in the construction of railroads, so far 
as the same are now subject to forfeiture by reason of the non-fulfillment of the 
conditions on which the grants were made, ought to be declared forfeited to- 
the United States and restored to the public domain. 

Resolved, That it is of the highest lic interest that the laws touching the- 
ponte lands should be so framed administered as to ultimately secure free- 

ld therein to the greatest number of citizens; and to that end all laws facili- 
tating tion in the public lands or auth or permitting the entry 
or pure! thereof in large bodies ought to be repealed, and all of the public 
lands adapted to agriculture pet to bounty grants and those in aid of edu-. 
cation) ought to be reserved for the benefit of actual and bona fide settlers, and 

of under the provisions of the homestead laws only. 


esolved, That the Committee on the Public Lands is instructed to. 


report tothe House bills to carry into effect the views expressed in the foregoi 
resolutions; that said committee shall be qethoeioed rpn rt such bills at ws ; 
time, subject only to revenue and appropriation bills, and same shall in like 


order be entitled to consideration 


Mr. BELFORD. I demand the yeas and nays on that resolution. 

The SPEAKER. As the Chair understands, there is a demand fora. 
second on the motion to suspend the rules; and if there be no objection 
a second will be considered as ordered. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule thirty minutes are allowed for 
debate on this question, one-half to those in favor of the resolution and 
the other half to those o to it. The Chair will recognize the 
gentleman from Indiana A . HOLMAN] to control the time in support 
of the resolution, and the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. BELFORD] to 
control the time in opposition. 

Mr. KASSON. For my own part, I wish to ask, with the permis- 
sion of the gentleman who offers this resolution, only one question. 
The first declaration of policy touching the forfeiture of grants I wel- 
come and hail, as the gentleman knows. The resolution goes on, how- 
ever, to declare the disposition to be made of all the public lands of the 
country, stating that any large sales should be stopped by law. I wish, 
to know whether there is now any law under which any man can enter 
large bodies of land; and secondly, I would like the gentleman to state 
whether it is wise to pledge the House against a policy which would 
allow large bodies of land to be taken where they can be useful only 
for pasturage, the occupation of land in such bodies being demanded by 
very large interests in the Western country for the promotion of the 
cattle business. 

And the only points of criticism I perceive for myself in the resolu- 
tion are those I have referred to, namely: I know of no law under 
which large bodies of land can be entered and of which he demands 
the repeal; and secondly, I am not clear we ought not to make pro- 
vision by law in respect to present lands fit for grazing alone. That 
would not apply to lands fit for tillage, and which I believe with him 
ought to be confined to homestead entry. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, reading the report of the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office and of the Secretary of the Interior, 
both unusually valuable reports, can leave no gentleman uninformed of 
the fact that under the present state of the laws large bodies of the pub- 
lic land are being secured by individual capitalists; and not by American 
citizens only, but by great capitalists of Europe. For that purpose 
mainly the pre-emption law is employed, and Congress has been urged 
repeatedly, both by the Commissioner of the General Land Office and 
the Secretary of the Interior, to repeal that law, upon the ground that 
through its instrumentality and the facilities for fraud it furnished 
countless frauds are being perpetrated, and capitalists are securing enor- 
mous tracts of the public domain to the detriment of the country and 
injury of actual settlers. 

That law in former years, when capital was not seeking investments. 
in public lands, was a wholesome provision, but now it is a shelter for 
fraud and an agent of land monopoly. 

So, Mr. Speaker, without entering upon any general discussion, in the 
few moments at my disposal, of the public-land system of the country, 
I need only refer to the administration of that single law to answer- 
the question Iam asked. Itis absolutely certain that under your land- 
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system vast private estates are being carved out of your public lands 
by Catalin i many of whom are not even American citizens nor in- 
tending to become American citizens, and that, too, against our un- 
questioned policy for a hundred years, that our public-land laws should 
be so framed and so administered as to secure the largest ownership of 
ublic lands by the men whose labor would make them fruitful—a pol- 
icy which has been held to be the only safe foundation for our Ameri- 
can institutions by the wisest statesmen the Republic has produced. 
The safety of our institutions rests on the ownership of the lands by 
the people. Our free institutions can not survivea monopoly of lands. 
So far as we permit monopoly of the public lands we weaken the 
foundations of the Republic. ‘ 

What might be deemed to be’a large body of lands must, in some 
degree, have some reference to the p for which it is to be used; 
but let me ask my friend from Iowa [Mr. Kasson], even as to that 
great body of lands not strictly agricultural nor adapted to cultivation, 
is it possible that a few favored capitalists are to be permitted under the 
present provisions of law and through countless questionable agencies 
to purchase great bodies even of such lands at a mere nominal price to 
the exclusion of the mass of our people? 

Mr. KASSON. It is on that very point, if the gentleman will allow 
me, I should like to be heard. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. KASSON. I have been over all this country, and, as the gentle- 
man knows, I have always agreed with him on certain land questions, 
and especially in this matter of giving the land grants back to public 
settlement. In getting them back I agree to the limitation to home- 
stead settlement in the manner the gentleman suggests, but I know 
from my own eyesight there are thousands and hundreds of thousands 
of acres which can not be pre-empted by any process now known to 
human beings, and which are adapted to grazing alone. Now the 
grazing interest is an enormous one. The gentleman has spoken very 

perly of the obnoxious character of large acquisitionsof public lands, 
but they do not result from existing laws. They result from the right 
of one man to sell to another. A man pre-empts often by fraud, and 
then the pre-emptions are gradually concentrated into one man’s hands. 
They will enter a tract of forties to the extent of the entire entry along 
the only water there is, so that the rest of the land is not of any use 
except to those owning the water rights. It is in this way lands are 
`- accumulated in large bodies. They do not buy the land. They only 
buy certain rights, without which the land is useless. If there is any 
law—and I ask the gentleman very frankly to point it out—if there is 
any law which allows large bodies of lands to be sold except at private 
purchase—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman is taking up the brief time allotted 
to me. 

Mr. KASSON. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [still wish to know whether the gentleman from 
Towa proposes to administer the public lands—this commonwealth— 
in such manner as to permit large landed estates to be secured by for- 
tunate and favored parties. 

Mr. KASSON. It is not a question of administration. 

Mr. HOLMAN. When lands pass from the Government into the 
hands of the actual settler in spite of the wisest provisions of law, 
these lands may in process of time be concentrated in large landed 
estates. But shall the lawsthemselves in the very beginning encourage 
great estates? Shall we so frame and administer the laws touching 
public lands as that large estates upon the western plains shall be the 
natural result? 

Mr. KASSON. My friend from Indiana fails to appreciate my point. 
If he says that he is in favor of repealing the pre-emption laws, then I 
can understand itand I will go with him insodoing. But it is under 
that law alone this evil exists, subject to the right you can not repeal, of 
one man to sell his property to another. If the gentleman will pro- 
vide for repealing the pre-emption law and confine his resolution to 
that, I will consent. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is not through the instrumentality of the pre- 
emption law alone that these great estates are being secured, but even 
under the administration of the homestead law, and through the com- 
mutation clause of that otherwise admirable law, as has been shown 
in the report of the Secretary of the Interior, frauds on the actual and 
bona fide settler have been perpetrated. The Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office has specially called attention to the facts. Under the 
administration of those laws and through the great grants to corpora- 
tions imperial landed estates are being built up on the fertile western 
plains, and that, too, gt a nominal cost, when the highest public policy 
demands that these lands should be held by the largest number of our 
people. The policy of the Government always has been and always 
must be to encourage small landed estates, for the purpose of securing 
ownership of freeholds in the largest number of citizens, A republic 
rests onits freeholding and independent people. 

I reserve the balance of my time until I hear from other gentle- 


men, | 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman has four minutes of his time re- 
maining. 


Mr. BELFORD. How much time is there left for the debate? 

The SPEAKER. Fifteen minutes in opposition to the resolution. 

Mr. BELFORD. When this resolution was first submitted I desired 
to obtain avote by “yeas and nays” upon it. Then it was suggested te 
me, since Iam not acquainted with the remarkable rules of this Honse, 
that I could demand a second. This, however, does not quite accom- 
plish what I sought. Iam myself in favor of the resolution and intend 
to vote for it. I shall therefore yield the time to any gentleman who 
desires to oppose it. 

Mr. REED. I would like to be heard for a few moments. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair willrecognize the gentleman from Maine 
to control the time in opposition. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, anybody who speaks upon a great ques- 
tion like this without notice or timely warning necessarily takes some 
risks and is at considerable disadvantage in the debate. The public 
mind, and also the mind of this House, upon certain ideas is attracted 


by a large or broad statement, which, while it covers matters obnox- ' 


ious perhaps to just reproach, is perceived to cover also a great many 
other things. I think it is very undesirable that a question of such 
magnitude as this should be treated in this hasty manner. 

I had some occasion, in the course of my duties as a member of one 
of the committees of the last House, to investigate the subject of rail- 
road land grants, and while I did not investigate them thoroughly on 
account of the enormous labor necessarily involved in the work, I in- 
vestigated them for a long enough period to leave the impression upon 
my mind that there were some railroads yet unbuilt and some in proc- 
ess of construction where it would be an advantage to this country 
to continue the grants, because the same reasons exist to-day which ex- 
isted when the original grants were made; and I apprehend that there 
is no surer way of getting the lands into the possession of the people in 
their most valuable shape and form than by building railroads, whereby 
the lands are made accessible and necessarily more valuable. But I 
can not go into the discussion of that question. The time allowed for 
this discussion is too short for that. All I can do at this time is to 
suggest that it is undesirable to deal with this question in this large 
way. i 

There are some cases where I should agree entirely with the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. The committee of which I was a 
member reported unanimously, or with a single exception, in favor of 
the forfeiture of a large amount of land, twelve millions of acres in one 
single case. I never had any hesitation or doubt about the propriety 
of that action. I have always had some hesitation or doubt as to 
whether it was right to that community to forfeit the lands of the Mis- 
sissippi and Ship Island Railroad, which is in a country where there had 
not been the same opportunities for the earning of their lands as ex- 
isted in more Northern States, and that such forfeiture might bea hard- 
ship upon the people. However, a full examination might bring me 
to another conclusion or deepen my present impression upon the sub- 
ject. I merely mention this instance that occurs to me at the moment 
as one of those which is covered by this resolution. 

Then the remarks of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Kasson] have 
started a new consideration involved in the subject. It is perfectly 
well known that since the subject was brought up for discussion in 
Congress there is a new industry which has sprung up and assunied a 
place side by side with the leading industries in the history of this 
country. I refer to the cattle industry. Men who have positions on 
the banks of the rivers have taken possession there of large tracts of 
country stretching into the interior, and have been making enormous 
sums of money out of the grass, which is the income of the public 
lands. Now, if yourefusetosell that property or make any arrangement 
with regard to it, you are going to meet with this difficulty: are you not 
liable to give these men the property which you will not sell to them? 
These two things show in my judgment that as wise men we ought to 
hesitate on the threshold of such a subject. I know it is a popular 
thing to go at these measures in a sweeping way on the part of impetu- 
ous people who do not take the trouble to examine, but I submit to 
the House whether it is desirable to commit ourselves without consid- 
eration to a proposition so sweeping-as this. There are a great many 
things in it which we all favor. There are some things to which we 
are opposed and on which we differ. 

Now, in saying this I need not remark that I speak for myself and 
myself alone. 

Mr. BELFORD, Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. REED. I will yield five minutes to the gentleman from Colo- 
rado, unless some gentleman who opposes the resolution desires to be 
heard. 

Mr. BELFORD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the attention of the 
House to a few facts, and I hope I will have the attention of the House 
to the end, that I may address myself to some points which have become 
matters of public history. First, I desire to say that the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office during the last six years has advised and rec- 
ommended a change of our homestead and pre-emption laws. That is 
a fact which can be readily ascertained by examining the reports of that 
officer. It is a notable fact in our Western country that these railroads 
have done nothing to improve the lands which have been granted by 
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the Government except by the mere construction of their roads. It is 
also a notable fact connected with the suggestion made by the gentleman 
from Iowa that in New Mexico, in Nebraska, in Colorado thousands 
and thousands of acres have been appropriated by the cattle-men; 
thousands and thousands of acres have been fenced up and hedged in 
against personal occupation, until the Secretary of the Interior has been 
compelled to issue orders to cut down these fences and open up the lands 
to settlement. | 

Those are the facts. Ido not that four or five cattle kings 
shall own the whole West, as four or five railroad monarchs own the 
whole East. And therefore I am in favor of forfeiting every acre of 
land that these railroads have not earned. I am in favor, however, of 
giving them every acre that they have earned. And such has been my 
conduct on the Committee on Public Lands, as can be avouched by 
every member of it. I do not propose to be the advocate of injustice, 
but at the same time I do not propose that the president of a great rail- 
road corporation shall inform this House through the newspapers of the 
country that he is greater than the people. 

Pa mins I yield now to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 

ORR]. 

The SPEAKER. There are six minutes of the time for opposition 
to the resolution yet remaining. s 

Mr. HORR. It does not seem to me that the members of this House 
are going to attempt to decide upon so important a question as the one 
before us without investigation. This resolution is so sweeping in its 
character, that it necessarily does wrong to every single road that is 
earnestly and honestly striving to earn its land and has done all in its 
power to do so. 

I know there is a clamor about having given public lands to these 
corporations, But I stand here to-day and I say I believe it can be 
proven to the satisfaction of every man that that policy has done as 
much to develop this country as any policy that was ever adopted in 
the United States. Does the gentleman know that the West which he 
is talking about would not be worth owning to-day if it had not been 
for theserailroads? Doeshe know that the Northern Pacific has opened 
up hundreds of millions of acres of land and made it worth to the Gov- 
ernment $2.50 an acre, which if it had not been for that road would not 
be worth 10 cents an acre? 

But this resolution asks you to step in and without investigation, 
without examination, without understanding the peculiarities of each 
case, without knowing anything about what we are doing, to votea 
wholesale renunciation of a policy of this Governmentas practiced now 
for many years. There areroads, asmy friend from Maine [Mr. REED] 
has said, that are trying to earn those lands. 

Mr. ERSON, of Iowa. And it is a policy which was inaugu- 
rated by the gentleman from Indiana’s own party. 

Mr. HORR. Certainly. It is a policy, itis said, which is upheld 
by the gentleman’s own party. It is not possible, is it, that this is a 
party measure? Ihad supposed it wasa business proposition; something 
that affected the great landed interests of this nation. I did not suppose 
it was a political trick. If it isa political trick I have not anything 
to say; because my friend from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] has an ad- 
vantage over mein that. He has been engaged in that way for twenty- 
five years and I am new in the political business. [Laughter.] Isup- 
posed it was a business proposition which affected the great business 
interests of the United States. 5 

Now, while I believe someof these land grants should be forfeited, I 
believe they should be forfeited with intelligence, with examination, 
with care. Ido not believe we should be called upon to violate the 
vested rights of people, and tie up lands, leading to litigation for thirty 
years in this country, which will this country more than all 
these corporations that we hear so much about can possibly do. 

Let us proceed like businessmen. Let us understand each case, and 
see whether their failure to build up to this moment had a good and 
sufficient reason that would justify a delay. Let us treat itas we treat 
matters in our own business transactions, and not come here and with- 
out investigation, without knowledge, without discussion, a reso- 
lution which may cripple this country, destroy the building of its rail- 
roads through the West and the South, and bring ruin and disaster 
upon great interests that are entitled to fair treatment in this country. 
I do not believe this House is going to pass such a resolution as that. 
I do not believe that this House, without study, without examination, 
are going to commit themselves to this kind of a resolution. 

Mr, KASSON rose. 

The SPEAKER. There remains one minute of the time allotted to 
the opponents of the resolution. 

Mr. KASSON. I will, with the permission of the gentleman con- 
trolling the time, use that minute to ask the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. HoLMAN], or the Speaker in the first instance, a question. Under 
this motion to suspend the rules my impression is thatitis not in order 
to demand—at least it can not be granted if objection is made—a divis- 
ion of the three resolutions. 

The SPEAKER. Itis not. 

Mr. KASSON. The first resolution, touching the forfeiture of lands, 
and the last, togive the committee the privilege to report promptly, are 


resolutions I desire to see passed; because we can discuss, on the bills 
afterward, the merit of the forfeiture. Therefore I have no objection to 
the first and last resolutions. Itis the middle resolution, which declares 
an entirely new policy without discrimination touching the future dis- 
position of the public lands, and instructs the committee to report the 
bills in accordance with that policy, which I think the gentleman ought 
not to ask upon this short debate. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I would like to know on what principle 
the gentleman from Iowa can divide these propositionsup. Itisa mo- 
tion to suspend the rules. 

Mr. KASSON. There is no point made upon that. I said I sup- 
posed it could not be done without unanimous consent. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I desire to make a parliamentary inguiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Kasson] con- 
sumed some five or six minutes of the fifteen minutes allowed in sup- 
port of the bill while the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN ] was 
speaking. I desire to know whether those five or six minutes should 
be charged to the friends of the bill or not? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa occupied the time by 
consent of the gentleman from Indiana, as the gentleman from Colo- 
rado [Mr. BELFORD] occupied time on the other side with the consent 
of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED]. 

Mr. KASSON. The gentleman from Iowa was not in opposition to 
the general proposition of the resolution. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. But the gentleman from Iowa was in opposi- 
tion to a portion of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. When a gentleman has the floor and control of the 
time for debate upon a pending measure and yields any portion of that 
time to others, there is no safe rule for the Chair to pursue except to 

the time so consumed to him. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. That is unjust to the friends of the measure. 

TheSPEAKER. That may be unjust to the friends of the measure 
in their opinion, but it is the only safe rule for the Chair to follow. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, I would ask if under the rules there 
can be any division of the question on this resolution ? 

The SPEAKER. Only by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BELFORD. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BELFORD. Isit in order for me to submit a motion to refer 
this subject to the Committee on Public Lands, that committee now 
having all these Jand grants under consideration ? 

The SPEAKER. Such a motion would not be in order while a mo- 
tion is pending for a suspension of the rules. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I now yield to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
Dunn] for two minutes, 

Mr. DUNN. For my part have no doubt of the correctness and 
wisdom of these resolutions. I am perfectly satisfied that the time has 
arrived when the policy of this Government should be reversed as to 
the administration of the land laws. 

There was a time when there was a reason for the policy of granting 
Government aid to railroad construction. That was a time when we 
had a vast volume of products in the interior of the country which 
could not reach the markets of consumption for want of transportation. 
At that time there was a scarcity of money, and capital was shy of in- 
vestment in railroads because it was then thought to be a questionable 
investment. Government aid was then perhaps wise; but the reason 
for it has now ceased. There is an old canon of the law, that ‘‘ when 
the reason for the law ceases, the law itself shall cease.’ Now the rea- 
son for that policy having ceased, O hes policy itself ought 
to be suspended. The whole country is webbed over with railroads, 
and all, or nearly all, are making good earnings and paying dividends. 
Every field of production throughout the country is brought into com- 
munication with the markets of consumption. 

Our public domain is rapidly being absorbed and passing beyond the 
reach of the pioneer settler, and our population is rapidly increasing. 
The public domain in the West has thus far been a land of refuge for 
the teeming tide of foreign immigration that has pressed upon our shores 
so steadily for many years and still continues in increasing volume, as 
well as for the surplus population of our own overcrowded States and 
cities on the Eastern seaboard. The time is not far distant when a 
homestead in the great West will not only cease to be free to the poor set- 
tler, but, sir, when it will no longer be possible at a price that he can 


pay. ‘ 

For one I wish to postpone that day as far as may be possible, for, 
sir, when it comes, as come it will, we shall then witness in this now 
prosperous and happy country the commencement of that accursed sys- 
tem of tenantry which makes the poor laboring classes bond to the 
wealthy land-owner; a bondage more galling, more relentless, and more 
hopeless than the chattel slavery from which the negro has just been 
emancipated in this country. For him there was hope of emancipation, 
but for the poor tenantry of a landed aristocracy or proprietorship there 
is none, and their children and children’s children will wear about their 
necks a collar with their doom inscribed upon it: ‘‘Born thrall,” not 
indeed ‘‘to Cedric,” but to the landlord. 
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Acco to an admirably compiled pamphlet that I have before me, 
the ae domain of the United States consists of— i: 
Crann wom the oana Nie Bake TE S boosh sesadusetogess sao: es 


1,823, 180, 387 


In this the State of Texas is. not included, as by the treaty of annexation it re- 
ained the ownership of all public lands within its borders. 


HOW THE DOMAIN HAS BEEN PEREN OF. 
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000,000 acres of the public domain which hasbeen 
rediro been disposed of at 
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various times in 
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consists of, as before 
acres, For Koes use we must deduct from this the Indian and ilary reser- 
80,000,000, a total of 237, ege 


oe hich t itr bon rail bei 
w ways are 
000,000 acres are mountain lands, rately or cultivation. 

his leaves now in on of the United States about 250,000,000 acres of 
arumia aoe, of wh ch the various States to which thee is were made claim 
the estimate of the Land is that it will require 


adh ee not been earned, and are justly forfeited to the people of ‘the 
nit es. 

Reports of various Secretaries of the Interior, letters and orders written by 
them, and opinions promulgated by the R ar which will be given, 
show that unless Congress takes definite action m this subject titles will be 
made to a large portion of this 125,000,000 acres nite the next NONE oF Con- 


If the demands of the railroads are met, as they have been heretofore avaten 
met, by complaisant regde who retire from o under the Governmen 
itions provided by the land-grant railways, there will be left to the United 
tes but a small portion of the arab arable public domain. 

Sir, there is a note of warning here that this Congress can not over- 
look or disregard. The situation is a grave one, and the eyes of a na- 
tion resolute in its p of reform are upon us, and its voice rises 
above the din and clamor of the jobbers and schemers who infest these 


precincts, seeking corruptly to possess themselves of this rich heritage 
which should be sacredly preserved for the homestead settler. Let us 
heed and obey that voice. 


I believe that the time has come wher the Government should ascer- 
tain every foot of land that has been honestly earned by railroads un- 
der the laws making grants to them, and should faithfully convey it 
to those corporations which have earned the grants by the completion 
of their roads within the time fixed by law. It should also promptly 
restore to the public domain all lands not earned by the railroads, there 
to be held subject to settlement by homestead alone, Every acre not 
legally and honestly earned should be declared forfeited at once. It 
is no longer needed to induce the building of railroads. 

There is to-day abundance of money seeking investment in the con- 

oii a sh Wherever epee be von that a railroad can 

t with reasonable 0 sufficient to give hope of 
dividends money is ready 20 build i it Karyo Baars aid bh deala 
ment land is no longer needed. The era of Government aid has passed 
and a new order of things has dawned upon us. The time has come 
for the Government to its policy. Let us have afull, complete, 
and final settlement of this -grant account and balance the books, 
and set out upon a homestead policy pure and simple; free homesteads; 
hom as far as may be, inalienable; homesteads for ‘‘the horny- 
handed sons of toil.” 

I take from the same pamphlet the following statement of grants to 
States and directly to railroad corporations: 

These are all the States that received land grants to aid in building railroads, 
Until after the first grant was made toa torparen; in 1862, the amount granted 


was never more than six sections, or 3,840 acres, to the mile, and com 
land a read it t 


for 
sold was confined to a —_< of fifteen miles on each side of the road. 
to ten sections 


States were raised to 


and made ponme ae n the building of other roads and oos mo 


States their ties; but to confine the benefits of t 
directly to tines for which they were granted we find the following s 
Hg a > > 
= 2 

aa | £4 42 | 5 

HE 26 | 53% eg 

States. a3 St sS, sé 
i E 25 os E 

BE | gb | S8ez 

4 a 12 z 

2,595,053 | 1,320 1,960 | 7,780 

1,760,548 247 7,000 600 

1, 857, 458 822 3,430 | 1,982 

1,072,405 152 7,000 950 

937, 159 406 4,100 | 1,140 

2, 444,45 542 3,900 | 1,100 

4,544,332 | 2,250 2,090 | 4,898 

1, 828,005 5H 8,000 es 

3,356,937 | 1,005 2,600 692 

2,503, 380 633 5,400 | 2,896 

7,572,963 | 1,800 | ‘4,100 | 3,270 

3,880,998 | 1,210 3,430 | 3,101 


| 34, 354,178 | 10,971 | 


Average number of acres of land to miles of railway, 3,131. 


These twelve States, to whom has been given 36,000,000 acres of land, have, 
through the granted lands, built 11,000 miles of rail railroad, The average number 
of acres of land necessary to secure a mile of when the land was granted 
to the State, was only 3,273. We will see later on how much it takes to secure 
a mile of road granted to a corporation, remarking en passant that the 
State of Texas, apt ue owns its own lands, has given to corporations to secure 
roads 10,240 acres per mile, 

THE UNION PACIFICO CHARTER. 


On the Ist day of Jul sre Bee em was inaugurated as to land. t 
railways by the ana of erha hosinean the Union Pacific Railroad 


Spare oro 

early as 1845 Senator Douglas had Proposed a paata land to aid in build- 
Bag a road from Lake Erie to the Pacific In 1850 Eli Whitney petitioned 
ae ri angry cee arene Eam p es Aaa TE E hio to construct a railroad 
from the Atlantic to Pacific Ocean, and numerous bills were introduced into 
arnik looking to that Pe paa ac toe baile having been reported favor- 


othe War Department o ized and executed a series of transcontinental 
surveys from the Mississippi River to the Pacifice Ocean. Its report reviewed 
the resources and of the following routes, namely: The extreme north- 
ern route, between the forty-seventh and forty-ninth parallels of north latitude; 
the route of the fort y-first parallel; that by the oe Gy AY parallel; that by 
the thirty-fifth ; and That the thirty-second, e Gadsden purchase. 

[hoe gospel eng ergy Semin sgn 
mitted to com incorporn ê ngress mi en 
them in the work by qas of land or money, or both. 

ree events have proven that President Buchanan was “ wise in his 


On at ist of PE Paes (United States Statutes at Large, volume 12, page 489), 
the Union Pacific road Company was incorporated. The charter was from 
the one-hundredth degree of west longitude to the western boundary of Nevada. 
In the first section of the charter is the following clause : 

“The capital stock of said company shall consist of 100,000 shares of $1,000 each, 
which shall be subscribed for and held in not more than 200 shares by any one 
person,” 

Section 3 grants ten sections of land per mile; all lands not sold or disposed 
of in three years after the completion of the road to be subject to entry and pre- 
emption at $1.25 per acre, to be paid to the company. 

Section 5 gives $16,000 United States bonds per m. le. 

Section 9 charters the Leavenworth, Pawnee and Western (now Kansas Pacific) 
road, to commence at the junction of the Kansas River with the Missouri aryl 
and unite with the main line at the wea tt me meridian, and giving it it the 
sae subsidies. Italso confers the same privileges upon the Central 

oration chartered by the State of California. . 
n 10 authorizes this company to continue Byatt from the eastern 
Moze pa line of California until it meets the Unio) fic, 
Section 11 trebles the amount of aid for the Akant A b aan district. 
By the act of July 2,1864 AY age 13, page 356), the land grant was increased to 


twenty sections per mile in the States and forty in the Territories, and is esti- 
at 41,000,000 acres. The clause restricting any one owner to not more 
than two hundred shares was repealed. A first mortgage to the amount of the 


Government loan was sanctioned. The Sioux City and Burlington and Mis- 
souri River were chartered, with the same perae ianea by the original and 
now part of the Union Pacific. 

July 15, 1866 (volume 14,94), the Placerville and Sacramento Valley road was 

chartered and given ten sections per mile. July 5 tyolune 14, 239,) the Cali- 
fornia and Oregon and Oregon Central were chartered and given a subsidy. 
erator! these roads are now of the Central Pacific. 
A fe , 1866 (volume 14, 292), a much broader charter was given to the Atlantic 
ific, giving twenty sections in the States and forty in the Territories, 
ond. many privileges as to branches, By section 18 of the same act the Southern 
Pacific was with the same rights given to the Atlantic and Pacific. 

March 2(volume 14,548) the Stockton and C ‘er ad Road wasstarted with 
a Png t. Itisnowa part of the Central 

July 3, 1869 (volume 15, 324), the Denver Pie tas authorized to take part 
of the grant formerly given to the Leavenworth, Pawnee and Western. 

May 4, 1870 (volume 16, 4), the m Central was chartered and given twenty 
sections of land to the mile. This land could not be sold at more than $2.50 
peaa Mi and only to actual settlers, in amounts of not more than 160 acres. 

is road is now part of the Central Pacific. 

March 3, 1871 (volume 16, 573), the Texas Pacific was chartered and given forty 
sections per mile. 

LANDS EARNED AND LANDS sb ho 
e, and will next 
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Statement of lands earned and lands forfeited. 


Texas . 
New Orleans Pacific... 
Northern Pacific +.......... 

Atlantic and Pacific... ccssesseesssseees cereersen 


* Has 1,061,314 acres of land patented more than it is entitled to. 


The upper part of this table shows the completed land-grant railways; that is, 
those which were completed within the time desi in the charters. 

The Union Pacific controls the Kansas Pacific, Central Branch Union Pacific, 
Denver Pacific, and Sioux City and Pacific, which were land-grant roads, be- 
sides several other branches which were not land-grant roads. 

It will be seen that these corporations have received 7,572,620 acres of land, 
and are claiming and are entitled to 25,291,660 acres, making a total of 32,864,280 
acres. They have built 4,264 miles of railroad, so that for each mile of railroad 
built they have been given 7,780 acres of land; while the States only secured 
3.273 acres for each mile built—less than half the amount given to the corpora- 
tions. To place it in another form, the States have bees given 31,759,125 acres 
of land, and for this have built 10,971 miles of road: while these corporations 
have been given 32,884,280 acres of land more than the States received, and for 
it they have returned us but little more than a third of the number of miles of 
railway. 

T ACTION NEEDED AT ONCE. 


3,723, 
land-grant roads that have complied with the law are entitled to 


yment of State and county taxes, and also the costs of the survey due 
the United States. j jA 

But they have earned them, and have the right to demand them. They fail to 
do this, refuse to pay over the money due the United States for surveying, and 
by this means also evade the payment of State and county taxes, the title to the 
land pepe | in the United States until the railroad makes a sale, when the 
patent is called for by the company and the deed made to the purchaser. 


With the lands granted to corporations, 145,000,000 acres, and the 35,000,000 


acres granted to the States, they make a total of 130,000,000 acres of land, or 230,- 
000 square miles, 

Such, sir, is an outline of the results of this policy, meager, indeed, 
for it would require volumes to tell its whole unsavory history. The 
poes have done their duty. Their indignation at the hitherto reck- 
ess indifference of Congress is heard throughout the length and 
breadth of the land. Sampson has risen in his might and will burst 
asunder the flimsy withes that bind him. Sir, they mean to have 
those remaining lands saved for the uses of themselves and their chil- 
dren. I ask leave to print additional remarks and extracts. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] has 
two minutes of his time remaining. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I yield to my colleague [Mr. Cops] those two 
minutes. 

Mr. COBB. I was not aware, Mr. Speaker, that this resolution was 
coming up to-day. I entered the Hall just a moment ago. 

These resolutions cover the scope which the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands, of which I am a member, has laid down for its operation. 
We have assiduously engaged in labor almost night and day, and 
we are complained of by railroad companies because we are so indus- 

‘ trious as we have been. They say it is unheard-of that committees 
should act as early as we have been acting upon great questions like 
this. 

We have already reported to the House a bill providing for the for- 
feiture of grants to seven railroad companies, amounting to 5,000,000 
acres of land. We are now ready to report a bill for the forfeiture of 
15,000,000 acres more; and we have also in process of completion other 
bills which we are considering, and will report as rapidly as we can. 

If this resolution is intended, as I have no idea it was, to hurry up 
the Committee on Public Lands on this great question, I can only say 
that we need no effort to hurry us. We have lost no timein preparing 
bills and presenting them to this House. In the course of a very short 
time we will have reported bills to this House covering many millions 
of acres, and the House will be called upon to determine whether those 
millions of acres of railroad grants shall be forfeited or not. 


3,723, 891 
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[16,540,100 | 94,709,901 | 


+ Has sold several million acres of land. 


These land grants are great frauds on this nation. In my ron ce 
there are not less than 100,000,000 of acres of grants to these rai 

to which they are no more entitled than are members of this House. 
We can show that frauds have been committed in efforts to corrupt legis- 
lative bodies in this country unheard-of before. 

I have now before me a decision of the supreme court of the State of 
Oregon reciting the corrupt action of the Oregon Railroad Company in 
setting aparta million of money, proposed to be raised out of their land 
grants, to corrupt the Legislature of Oregon, and the judge in his place 
recites the facts in his decision. That is only one item. My time will 
not permit me to go further into the matter. 

I want to suggest one other thing. I concurin this resolution in its 
spirit in regard to the public lands. The homestead settler ought to be 
protected. In my judgment, and I think that is the judgment of the 
Committee on Public Lands, the pre-emption law should be repealed. 

The spirit of this resolution, so far as I have been able to gather its 
meaning, is in harmony with the sentiment of the Committee on Public 
Lands and its action thus far. I see no objection to its passage, except 
that we are going on now to do exactly what the resolution requires. 
It will give us facilities for accomplishing our work by authorizing us 
to report at any time. I had intended to present to the committee a 
resolution, sooner or later, for submission to the House. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

The SPEAKER. The question ison the motion to suspend the rules 
and adopt the resolutions which have been read. 

Several members called for the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays have already been demanded 
by the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. BELFORD]. 

The yeas and nays were ordtred. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Before the yeas and nays are taken, I desire to 
ask consent of the gentleman from Indiana to change the phraseology 
of the second resolution. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana can not give consent 
to such a change. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I ask unanimous consent. I desire merely to 
change a part of the language which does not correctly state the facts. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I think the resolutions are now in harmony with 
the gentleman’s views. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will again read the resolutions. 

The resolutions were again read. s 

Mr. VALENTINE. Iaskunanimous consent for a change of phrase- 
ology where the language is not in accordance with the facts. I think 
there will be no objection. 

Mr. WELLER. I have been apprised beforehand of the purpose of 
the gentleman to offer his amendment changing the purport of the 
pending resolution, and I shall now object to any such action. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 251, nays 17, not vot- 
ing 52; as follows: 


YEAS—251. 

Adams, G. E Blanchard, Browne, T. M. Carleton, 
Aiken, Bland, Brown, W. W. Cassidy, 
Alexander, Blount, u S Clardy, 
Anderson, Boutelle, Budd Clay, 
Arnot, Bowen, Cabell, Clements, 
Atkinson, Boyle, Caldwell, bb, 

gley, Breckinridge, lins, 
Ballentine, Breitung, Campbell, F. Connolly. 
Bigne; Brewer, F. B. Cor poeths 7 M. Converse, 
Belford, Brewer, J. H. Candler, Cook, 
Bennett, Broadhead, Cannon, Cosgrove, 
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Covington, Herbert, Morrill, Springer, 
Cox, 8.8. Hewitt, A.S. Morrison, Steele, 
Cox, W.R. Hewitt, G. W. Moulton, Stephenson, 

y HiU, Murphy, vens, 
Culberson, D.B. Hiscock, Murray, Stewart, Charles 
Culbertson, W.W. Hitt, Mu T, Stockslager, 
Cullen, Holman, Neece, Storm, 
Cutcheon, Holmes, Nelson, Strai 

Holton, Nutting, Struble, 
Davis, G. R. = 4 pia Fenela 4 
Davis, L. H. opkins, ’Hara, Sumner, 
Deuster, Houseman, O'Neill, Charles 
Dibble, Howey, O'Neill, J.J. Taylor, E. B, 
Dibrell, Hunt, Parker, Taylor, J. D. 
Dingley, K Patton, Taylor, J. M. 
Docke 5 Jam Payson, Th 
Dorsheimer, Jeffords, Pierce, Throckmorton, 
Dowd, Jo i Peel, 8. W. Iman, 
Dunham, Jones, B. W, Peelle, 8, J. ‘Townshend, 
Duncan, Jones, J.H. Perkins, Tully, 
Dunn, Jones, J.K. Turner, H.G 
Eldredge, Jones, J.T. Phelps, Turner, Oscar 
Elliott, * Š Ost, Valentine, 
Ellwood, Keifer, ice, Van Alstyne, 
Ermentrout, Ketcham, OF, Vance, 
verhart, Kleiner, A Wait, 
Ferrell, oey, 1, Wi d, 
Fiedler, % Ray, G. W. W: 
Findlay, Ray, Warner, A. J. 
Finerty, Lawrence, Reagan, Warner, Richard 
Follett, Le Fevre, Reese, ash 4 
Foran, Lewis, Wellborn. 
Forney, Long, Ro! Weller, 
Fyan, Lore, Robinson, W.E. | Wemple, 
Geddes, Lovering, Rogers, J. White, J. D. 
Gibson, Lowry, Rogers, W. F. White, Milo 
Glasscock, ey, Wilkins, 
ff, McAdoo, Rowell, Williams, 
Green eCoid, Ryan, Willis, 
Greenleaf, McComas, Scales, Wilson, James 
Guenther, McCormick, Seney, Winans, E. B. 
Halsell, McKinley, Seymour, Winans, John 
Hanback, MeMillin, Shaw, Wise, G. D. 
Hardeman, Matson, Shelley, Wise, J.S. 
Hardy, Millard, Singleton, Wolford, 
seh Miller, J. F, Skinner, C. R. Wood, 
Hatch, W.H. Miller,S. H. Skinner, T, G. Woodward, 
Haynes, illiken, ocum, Worthington, 
Hemphill, Mills, Smith, Yaple, 
Henderson, D.B, Mitchell, Snyder, York, 
enley, orey, Spooner, Young. 
Hepburn, Morgan, Spriggs, 
NAYS—17. 
Barksdale, Libbey, Ranney, Van Eaton, 
Bisbee, yman, Reed, Whiting. 
George, orse, Rice, 
Horr, Muldrow, R 
Kean, Poland, Stone, 
NOT VOTING—52. 
Adams, J. J. Curtin, Hoblitzell Ochiltree, 
Barbour, Davidson, Houk, Paige, 
Barr, Davis, R. T. Hutchins, Payne, 
ton, Jordan, Pettibone, 
Belmont, Ellis, Kelley, - Potter, 
Bingham, Evans, I.N Kellogg, Rankin, 
Blackburn, Evins, J.H. King, Robinson, J.8. 
Brainerd, Graves, Laird, Stewart, J. 
Brumm, Hammond, Maybury, Thompson, 
Buckner, ncock, Mayo, ‘Tucker, 
Burleigh, Harmer, Money, Wadsworth, 
Burnes, Hatch, H. H. Muller, Weaver, 
Chace, Henderson, T. J. Nicholls, Wilson, W. L. 


So (two-thirds voting in favor thereof a the motion to suspend the rules 
and adopt the resolutions was 

Before the result of the vote was declared the following announce- 
ments were made: 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Iam paired with my colleague [Mr. Houx] on 
political questions; but as I do not regard this as a political question, 
and do not believe he would vote contrary to me, I have voted ‘‘ay.’’ 

Mr. CANNON. My colleague from Hlinois [ Mr. HENDERSON] is con- 
fined to his room by sickness. 

Mr. YOUNG. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Monry] is un- 
able to be here to-day, being confined to his room by illness. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. My colleague [Mr. BLACKBURN] is ab- 
sent on important business, and I am paired with him on political 
questions; but not regarding this as a political question, and believing 
that if he were present he would vote “ay,” I have voted ‘‘ay,”’ 

The following pairs were announced from the Clerk’s desk: 

Mr. Evans, of Pennsylvania, and Mr. MAYBURY, on all political 
questions, for to-day. 

Mr. NICHOLLS and Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, on all political ques- 
tions for to-day. 

Mı. HouK and Mr. McMILLIN, on all political questions for to-day. 

Mr. Kine and Mr. BURLEIGH, on all political questions for to-day. 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina, and Mr. LATRD, on all political ques- 
tions for to-day. 

Mr. BELMONT and Mr. CHASE, on all political questions for to-day. 

Mr. ELLIS and Mr. HARMER, on all political questions for to-day. 

Mr. DAVIDSON and Mr. WEAVER, on all political questions until 
further notice. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, and Mr. BLACKBURN, on all political 
questions until further notice. 


Mr. Money and Mr. WADSWORTH, on all political questions until 
farther notice. 
The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles; in which the 
concurrence of the House was requ 

A bill (S. 332) for the relief Thomas B. Shannon; and 

A bill (S. 346) to amend section 1860 of the Revised Statutes so as 
not to exclude retired Army officers from holding civil office in the 
Territories. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. CALKINS. It is hardly fair not to hear from this side after a 
motion to suspend has been made on the other. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 106, noes 83. 

Mr. CALKINS. Let us have tellers on the motion to adjourn. 

Tellers were ordered. 

Mr. CALKINS. It is only a little patent bill I ask to have passed. 
It will not take five minutes. 

Mr. GIBSON. I hope the gentleman from Illinois will withdraw 
the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I am willing to do so if that is the wish of gen- 
tlemen. 

es a of New York. Turn about is fair play. 

TOWNSHEND. I withdraw the motion to adjourn. 


PRACTICE IN PATENT SUITS, 


Mr. CALKINS. Imove to suspend the rules and pass the bill I send 
to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That in an rp ete scape AG Sete. eter ar rg having juris- 
diction in patent cases for an alleged use or infringement of any patented article, 
device, process, invention, or discovery, wi t shall appear that the defend- 
ant in such suit purchased the same in good faiths for hisown personal use from 
the manufacturer thereof, or from a person or firm engaged in the open sale or 
practical application thereof, and applied the ea for and to his own use, and 
did not or hold the’ same for sale, or to be used in or for any manufact- 
uring process, if the plaintiff shall not recover the sum of $20 or over, he shall 
recover no costs, unless it shall also appear that the defendant, at the time of 
such purchase or practical ri heet Arf actual knowledge or notice of the 
existence of such patent, or unless the defendant puts in issue the plaintiffs 
right to recover ai aene in the suit: Provided, That nothing herein contained 
shall apply t ry -= manufactured outside of the United States; And provided 
Jurther, That said purchaser or user upon request by the owner of the letters 
patent anes to be infringed by him make known the vendor, and time, 
poser place of purchase of the article or articles for the use of which complaint is 
made. 

Seo. 2. That in all suits hereafter brought as aforesaid against a defendant , 
other than a manufacturer or seller of na ted article, device, process, in- 
the Cai prasata eA of such suit, 


will 


give 
The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded ? 
No second was demanded. 
The rules were suspended (two-thirds voting in favor thereof), and 
the bill (H. R. 3925) to regulate practice in patent suits was passed. 
REPEAL OF ‘TEST-OATH. 


Mr. COX, of New York. I move to suspend the rules and pass a 
bill to repeal the act of July 2, 1862, and such sections of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States as perpetuate the oath prescribed in said 


act. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted &e., That the act of Congress entitled “An act to prescribe an 
oath of office, and ‘for other ,” and so much of the provisions of section 
1756 of the Revised Statutes of the United States and all other sections thereof 
oe rovide for the enforcement of the ne punane of said act of July 2, 1862, 

the same are hereby, repealed that no person hereafter shall be re- 
danoi to take the oath therein aren e as a condition precedent to the hold- 
ing of any office, or to serving asa juror, or to the acquirement of any right 
under the laws of the United States. 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I move the House do now adjourn. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 50, noes 113. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I will withdraw the motion if we can 
have the same favor extended to this side in order to submit & proposi- 
tion. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I can make no bargains. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I ask for a second of the motion to suspend- the 


rules. 

The SPEAKER appointed Mr. Cox, of New York, and Mr. BoUTELLE 
as tellers. 

Mr. COX, of New York. By unanimous consent, let the motion to 
suspend the rules and pass the bill be considered as seconded. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The rules allow thirty minutes of debate, fifteen . 
= aad fifteen against, and the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] 

be recognized as controlling the time in favor, and the gentleman 
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from Maine the time [Aftera pause.] If neither gentleman 
wishes to be heard the Chair will submit the question. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I suppose the gentleman from Maine will 
first be heard. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask whether we could not adjourn and let 
this come up to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER. It will not come up to-morrow, but as unfinished 
business when we reach this class of business again. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Does not the gentleman from Maine wish 
to ? 


proceed 
Mr. BOUTELLE. Is it not the intention of the gentleman from 
New York to explain his bill? 

Mr. COX, of New York. As I understand the rule the 
having fifteen minutes is first to be heard. [Cries of ‘‘No!’? on the 
nin a pas side.] I should like to hear what his objections are. I 
know what is the rule. 

The SPEAKER. There is no rule on the subject, and itis not a sub- 
ject for the decision of the Chair. The Chair will recognize either gen- 
tleman who wishes to address him. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’ on the Demo- 
cratic side. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask whether, 
if I explain the bill in a few minutes, I can then reserve the remainder 
of the time to conclude the debate? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York controls fifteen 
minutes of the time. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Then, Mr. Speaker, I will say briefly that 
this bill is intended, as gentlemen will perceive, to repeal what is 
known as the test, or iron-clad, oath. It is the long oath that some of 
us take when we enter upon our duties. I have attempted time and 
again to have this repeal made by this House. I have explained it 
time and again. I argued it elaborately on the 3d of June, 1879. 
There seems to be some sort of incredulity in the public and Congres- 
sional mind as to the existence of such an absurdity, such an anomaly, 
such an anachronism upon our statute-book. This seemsto have been 
the obstacle hitherto to its repeal. 

I need not recite the language of that oath to gentlemen. When we 
stand in a semicircle before you, Mr. Speaker, to be sworn, there are 
two classes of members sworn. One class takes the oath prescribed b 
the Constitution—with a short addendum. The other takes the oa‘ 
known as iron-clad. The latter is the disqualifying or test oath. 
It tests the fidelity of the affiant during the civil war, as to aiding, 
abetting, or a counsel, encouragement, &c., to those 
engaged in armed hostility to the Government. It also tests the fidelity 
of the affiant as to the acceptance of office, or the exercise of the func- 
tions of any office whatever, &e. 

With permission I place the oaths required of us, or what should 
be required, in juxtaposition, thus: 


Good oath o; rebel who did not support, 
rig Government, 


tleman 


Bad oath of good patriot who did support, 
é&c., the Government, 


Ido solemnly swear that I will sup- 
rt, protect, and defend the Constitu- 


ion and Government of the United ted States sin 


States against all enemies, whether do- 


Constitutional oath, as it ought to be, 
swear to support the Constitution of 


I 
the United States: So help me God.— imica 


Article VI, section 3, 


I dosolemnly swear that I have never 
voluntarily borne arms aguinst the Uni- 
since I have n a citizen 
thereof; that I have voluntarily given 
noaid, countenance, counsel, or encour- 
ment to persons e! in armed 
hostility thereto; that ve neither 
sought, nor accepted, nor attempted to 
exercise the functions of any office what- 
ever under any authority, or pretended 
Aen OE hostility to the United 
States; that I have not yielded a volun- 
tary support to any pretended govern- 
ment, authority, power or constitution 
within the Uni States hostile or in- 
l thereto. 


And Ido further swear that to the best 


of my erg eboo and ability I will sup- 

rt and defend the Constitution of the 

nited States all enemies, for- 

and dom ; that I will bear true 

. th and allegiance to the same; that I 
take this obligation freely, without any 

mental reservation or purpose of eva- 

sion, and that I will well and faithfully 

the duties of the office on 

as am about toenter: So help me 


One of the ridiculous features of these two legalized oaths is that it 
forces a person to swear that while he is taking the oath he is not for- 
swearing himself, that he has no mental reservations, that he is playing 
no sleights with his conscience, no thimble-rig with words. He swears 
that he is not lying; while the man who is yet supposed by some to be, 
or has once been, obnoxious to our laws, judged by this very test-oath, 
swears the lovely oath of loyalty. 

The difference between these oaths is apparent. In my judgment 
the only constitutional oath that ought to be is: ‘‘I swear to support 
the Constitution of the United States. So help me God !’’ (Article VI, 
section 3.) Such an oath would be applicable to us all. There 
would then be no two classes of men, differently sworn, yet sitting side 


by side as equals. 
All this bi is to repeal the act of July 2, 1862, and such 
sections of the Statutes of the United States as perpetuate the 


oath prescribed in said which is the ‘‘iron-clad”’ oath. It thus 
makes all the oaths taken inthis Chamber like the one first referred to. 

Tt may not be known, but it is true, that this long test-oath was re- 
pealed by the act of April 20, 1871. It was never re-enacted, except 
in the Revised Statutes and by indirection, though the act of June 22, 
1874, makes this and all other revised acts the law of the land. 

Why should we have these two diverse oaths for one class of officers ? 
I ask members on both sides. Why do we distinguish now between 
members on this floor? Should they not be equal in the assumption of 
duty or in their method of qualification? The only reason possible to 
be given for such an anomaly is perhaps the reason which was given 
the other day in a newspaper which has been sent me from Main 
which bears the name of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. BOUrELLE} 
as editor. It said that the ‘f Southern members did not demand this,”? 

I doubt if there be one member South who desires the honorable dis- 
tinction of having it forever recalled that he was confederate and others 
Federal, that he was a failure in revolt, and that his victors should be 

i ized by swearing to the recojlection. We of the North demand 
it on account of good sense, equality of position, and fair dealing. I 
know neither North nor South on such a question. It is a question of 
honorable and decent parliamentary practice. In the newspaper edited 
by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE], to which I refer, itissaid 
that one objection to the repeal is that we should ‘perpetuate the dis- 
tinction between treason and loyalty. What! Twenty years after the 
war? After the line of force has been erased? After the men who par- 
ticipated in the struggle have been rehabilitated in all their rights of 
citizenship ? After they who were disabled and disqualified because of 
rebellion have been enabled to become Federal Congressmen under other 
perce ? The reason for the oath exists no longer; therefore let the 
oath di 

But, Mr. Speaker, the comical part of the matter is that the men 
who were innocent of rebellion are compelled to take that test-oa‘ 
while the insurgents are required to take only the simple oath prescri 
by the Constitution! Whatacomedy of errors! The loyal are tested; 
the disloyal are glorified! Could absurdity further go? Is it not the 
inversion of logic and the irony of history ? 


I reserve the remainder of my time. 
Mr. KASSON. May I ask the gentleman from New York a question 
before he takes his seat? 


Mr. COX, of New York. I can not yield for a question, I reserve 
the remainder of my time. 

Mr. KASSON, I merely wish to ask the gentleman from New York 
as to the extent to which this goes, whether it is limited to members 
of Congress solely ? 

Mr. COX, of New York. I will explain that fully at the close of the 
discussion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York reserves the re- 
mainder of his time. He has exhausted five minutes of it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, it is always a very pleasant and grat- 
ifying thing for a man to assume anattitude of generosity. Sometimes 
we find men generous with their ewn property, and sometimes we find 
gentlemen inclined to be generous with the property of other people. 
I have risen to object to the present consideration of this measure, not 
because I think I fall behind the gentleman from New York in magna- 
nimity, or perhaps in chivalry, but because, Mr. Speaker, I am unable . 
to recognize the sope which calls for the introduction and passage 
of this measure at this time. 

We hear a great deal said in deprecation of exciting sectional ani- 
mosities and reviving sectional issues. I ask the gentleman from New 
York why he brings this sectional question in here to-day? We are 
living, sir, under a law in regard to our oaths which was adopted 
many years ago; a law which was supported by the gentleman from 
New York himself. I know of no reason whatever, I can understand 
no special cause for arresting the p. ings of this body to change the 
nature of the obligation which is assumed by the Representatives of 
the people upon entering on their duties here. The gentleman says 
we ought not to have two oaths here. I want to say to him that we 
are not responsible for the fact that two oaths are required. I want to 
say to him that the loyal people of this country are not responsible for 
the fact that gentlemen on the one side or the other of this House are 
unable, unfortunately, to take that oath which I believe men should 
under ordinary circumstances be required to take before entering upon 
the legislative duties of a body like this, an oath that they had never 
attempted to destroy the government of their country. 

I understand perfectly well, Mr. Speaker, that we have had peculiar 
experience in this country. 1 understand perfectly well that we have 
modified the ordinary procedure. I do not undertake to question the 
validity of the seating of any member upon this floor. I do not un- 
dertake to cast any reflection upon any gentleman who is unable to take 
the iron-clad oath in this body. But when we are informed that there 
is an impropriety or a hardship or a lack of ity ini ing that 
the oath of loyalty shall stand for those who choose to take it, I think 
we are going faster than the country calls for. 

When the present law was enacted in Jan 1871, the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Cox] expressed himself in its “ine He ex- 


pressed himself in favor of the modification, which at that time per- 
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mitted gentlemen who had been engaged in hostilities against the Gov- 
ernment to take a modified oath and become members of this body. 
He favored the proposition on the ground that it was extending a 
graceful and a useful act of clemency and magnanimity to our fellow- 


citizens from whom we had been estranged. I read his language from 
the RECORD: 

Mr. Cox. Why, Mr. 8 er, is it not time we should sto: rakia about out- 
rages, when they are the very consequence of our lack of tranquillity, in the 
North and South, and among the people of the country? government 
brings tranquilization of the people. It is a sign of bad government if there be 
unkindness and want of comity between the States and the people, and every 
moye we make in the direction of removing these oaths and disqualifications 
cultivates a better spirit, It is like intertrading; it is like intermixing; it islike 
love; it is like God's own law, and I congratulate the other side of the House 
that they are marching up to duty. 

Mr. Speaker, I wish that the history of this country might show that 
the prediction and the hope of the gentleman from New York had been 
more fully borne out. *‘ Like love!” “Like God’s own law!” The 
answer came withina short time after the actioa upon this question thus 
supported by the gentleman from New York in denials of the rights of 
loyal citizens, in repetitions of outrages the very mention of which he 
deprecates, and the long line of similar returns for this clemency and 
magnanimity has stretched down from the massacres of Grant Parish 
and Colfax and Coushatta and Hamburg, to Copiah and to Danville. 

Now, sir, in the brief time at my disposal—and I wish to say it seems 
to me a peculiar proceeding to press a measure of this kind undera sus- 
pension of the rules upon fifteen minutes of discussion—I want to say 
that if the repeal of this test-oath would in fact have a tendency to- 
ward removing any estrangements existing between the people of our 
common country and of accelerating the approach of that era of good 
feeling and of faith for which we have waited and prayed so long, 
it would heartily have my vote. But I am compelled in justice to my- 
self to ask what has been the result and what has been the interpreta- 
tion of these various acts of imity on behalf of the American 
Congress? It isnot so much that we do this technical thing as it is 
that there will be an interpretation put upon our act which I believe 
will be harmful to the true interests of the American Republic. ‘ 

The gentleman from New York hasasked me if I desire to perpetuate 
the distinction between treason and loyalty twenty years after the war. 
The words were used by the gentleman and not by myself. And when 
he puts that question to me I answer him that I believe the distinction 
between treason and loyalty should be as perpetual as eternity. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, as I have said, if these acts of liberality and con- 
cession were tending to build up in the North as well as the South a 
feeling and a spirit beneficial to the present and future interests of this 
country, I should feel differently about it. But when every conces- 
sion of this kind is interpreted as a retrogression from the standpoint 
of loyalty, is interpreted as a concession of the ground of patriotism, is 
interpreted as a sanction and approval or condonation of attempts to 
destroy the Government, I must enter my protest. 

I want to ask gentlemen to consider for one moment with me how 
these various acts that received the approval of the gentleman from 
New York have been received in the South. I want to ask him what 
is thought and what is taught in that section of the country to-day on 
this question of treason and loyalty. I hold in my hand ‘*A Compen- 
dium of the History of the United States, designed to answer the pur- 
pose of a text-book in schools and colleges, as well as to meet the wants 
of general readers,’’ written by Mr. Alexander H. Stephens, and which 
has passed through repeated editions until this one of 1883, which I 
hold in my hand, and is to-day a manual for the instruction of the 
rising generation, white and black, in the Southern States of this coun- 
try. Iinvite your attention to a few—and I can only call your atten- 
tion to a few for want of time—of the indications of the spirit in which 
these concessions have been received. I will not take up your time 
with the earlier portion of the history of the American Republic as 
given in this remarkable book for the instruction of those people. I 
may say, in passing, that I find in it a most remarkable account of the 
repeated and incessant and almost uninterrupted triumphs of the con- 
federate armies, which the historian has some difficulty in reconciling 
with the result of that great strife. But it is to the statements made 
in this book upon questions of principle going down to the very bed- 
rock of government that I desire to call your attention. On page 474, 
article 13, we have this ‘ imous,’’ this ‘‘conciliatory,’’ lesson 
taught to the youth of the Southern States: 

Ft Le pees pomlgge ypc besos ae rae far has Loe thoroughly on the line 
Sil tending direclly to the osairallsation of power in tho Federal head and the 
_ destruction of the reserved rights of local se! E bbearmmrcs by the several States 

ofthe Union. Of this charactermay be named, rre bent these measures, 

the fifteenth amendment to the Constitution of the United States, which was 
carried and declared to be part of the Constitution under his auspices; and in 
like manner was the fourteenth. His attempt to acquire St. Dom: without 
authority of law may also be especially mentioned. But the most notable of all 
measures is the ‘exforeement act,” so , known as the “ Kuklux 
ything in the sedition act of 1798, under 
public liberty. But, without further 

hat all the leading features of the present ad- 
point „and, if arrested by the 


overthrow eral system, and th institutions 
thereby attempted to be secured on the Americen continent, and the history of 


That ıs the conciliatory and patriotic doctrine being taught in the 
Southern States to-day. 

The SPEAKER. Thetimeof the gentleman has expired. The Chair 
now recognizes the gentleman from New York [ Mr. Cox ] for the ten 
minutes remaining of his time. 

Mr. BOUTELLE,. I have some more very interesting extracts from 
this history which I should like to read. I think gentlemen would be 
very much interested in hearing them, and that the country would be 
interested. 

Several MEMBERS. ‘‘Print!’’ “Print!” 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Then I will ask the poor privilege of printing what 
I would like to have read. 

Mr. COSGROVE and others objected. 

TheSPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. By whom is objection made? 

Mr. COX, of New York. No matter who makes it; anybody can 
make the objection. ` 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Yes ; but I venture to make the inquiry without 
re ears the permission of the gentleman from New York [ Mr. 

x]. 

Mr. COX, of New York. After ‘‘the gentleman from New York” 
is recognized as entitled to the floor, the rules say that you must ob- 
ro my permission; but being a new member I excuse you. [Laugh- 
ter. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I desire to say, if the gentleman will allow 
me—— 

Mr. COX, of New York. I do not wish to be interrupted. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The gentleman will hardly deny me the courtesy 
of a response. Let me say just this—— 

Mr. COX, of New York. Ido not wish to be interrupted. [Cries 
of “Order!” “Order !’?] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE] is 
not in order. y 

Mr. COX, of New York. Iwill not argue this question from any 
sectional or party standpoint. This bill only affects officers who take 
the iron-clad eath. All the men who were engaged in the rebellion orin 
secession do not—because they can not—take the iron-clad oath; there- 
fore it does not affect the Southern men who were in rebellion. It is- 
s bill for the relief of the Northern Unionist who was heroic for the 

nion ! 

When the gentleman makes sectional issues he makes them against- 
men in the North—men who were loyal. He does not make them 
against disloyalistsin the South. They have already been a 1 ie by 
the very legislation which I voted for and which he commends by his 
quotation from my remarks. 

Sir, this long iron-clad oath is but the rotten remnant of the clumsy 
buttresses of arbitrary power. It may have been necessary during the 
war, when I voted for it. It wasthen atest. But now, since we have 
enabled the men who fought against the Union by means of ashort and 
simple oath peculiar to themselves to which they can swear, may we not. 
ask that the same generous privilege of taking an oath to the Constitu- 
tion, pure and simple, be extended to Union men which former dis- 
unionists enjoy? That is all. I plead for equality. May we of the- 
North not be equal in oath-taking with the South? The gentleman 
would continue those faithful to the Union as “‘suspects;’’ I would 
banish all differences. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. ‘We do not ask it. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. We do not ask it. 

Mr. COX, of New York. And I do not ask you to interrupt me. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Of course not. 

Mr. COX, of New York. This test-oath is of the same nature as the 
test-oaths of history. We know what they were. This test-oath of loy- 
alty differsonly in degree, though notin kind, from the whipping at the 
cart’s tail, the thumbscrew, the rack, the disemboweling and quartering 
of the dead and the burning of the live body. What would you think 
of a law that would apply the thumbscrew to my gallant colleague 
[General SLocuM] andallow the “‘rebel brigadiers”’ to go free? What- 
would you think of a law which would fix upon the rack my petriotic 
and soldierly colleagues [ Mr. ROGERS and Mr. GREENLEAF], who fought 
on the Union side, and leave the “‘ Hotspurs” of 1861—now the sedate- 
Solons of 1884—in better case than my gallant Unionist colleagues ? 
The gentleman from Maine [Mr. BouTELLE] should study the reductio- 
ad absurdum. He may not intend it, but he does defend the Southern 
men here, and asksthat the chaplet of honor be placed on their brows, 
while he would continue the stigma on the Northern men. Because 
ag were loyal they may not take the simple oath of loyalty. 

hese testsas to opinion and fealty are evidences of incivism if not of 
barbarism. They have no association with civism, liberty, or justice. 
The only good, perhaps, they ever did was that they helped to people: 
America, The revolutionof 1640turned upon an oath of conformity to 
the Established Church. It was notsolongasouroath. Itwosknowm 
as ‘‘the et extera oath.’’ It bound men never to change opinions. It 
was so indefinite—like our own “‘iron-clad’’ oath—as to be the very es- 
sence of folly and despotism. It raised up Baxter in religion and Pym. 
in Parliament. It lost to the lish Church two thousand of its best 
ministers. Hallam calls it ‘‘ cold-blooded persecution, worse than the- 
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foment and fury of civil war.” It led, as most oaths lead, to subter- | a monument to her Polish foes at Cracow. The factions of Italy are 


fuges and reservations, prevarications and perjury. It gave more 
strength to Quakerism than perhaps any other kind of persecution ex- 
cept martyrdom could have accomplished. 

A MEMBER. What has that to do with this? 

Mr. COX, of New York. I will show you before I am done. They 
are evidences of hateful policies. 

The history of political oaths is the history of oath-breaking. They 
were as cheap as those of dicers or of the custom—house; they made 
the proverb in Spain that “‘ he who made the law made also its evasion.”’ 
Talleyrand swore thirteen times to his allegiance under various gov- 
ernments. Other men not so able made a merit of being forsworn; 
a white rose to-day; a red, to-morrow! Perhaps the most odious test- 
oath ever enacted in any country was that known as ‘‘the Missouri 
test-oath.’’ It was decided unconstitutional in the case of Cummings 
vs. The State of Missouri (4 Wallace, page 277). The plaintiff was a 
Catholic priest. He was convicted of teaching and preaching without 
heving first taken the oath presented by the constitution of April, 1865. 
He was sent to jail. The supreme court of Missouri affirmed the judg- 
ment, although the oath was divided into more than thirty distinct 
tests, some not against law and some not blameworthy, most of them 
charitable actions. Under the same law Sisters of Charity were im- 

isoned in Missouri, in Cape Girardeau County; and why? Simply 
taaa they taught in a convent, and had not taken the oath. They 
were dragged into court, indicted, and tried. These cases are evi- 
dences, of course, of extreme cruelty, and can not now be repeated, and 
yet we preserve upon our statutes this rare memory of the war, in the 
form of an invocation to God. Of all the oaths from the time of Abra- 
ham, who swore after a peculiar manner, down to our own statutory 
requirement, there is nothing so laughable, absurd, and yet nothing 
which so exemplifies hate and spite as this “‘iron ” oath. 

There has been much metaphysics as to an oath. Is it a religious 
affirmation, or an invocation to God as a witness?. Is it an impreca- 
tion for divine v or a mere promise? The original Greek 
word meant, “I adjure thee;” ‘I call on thee to witness.’’ This is 
the Hebrew as well as the Greek. It is the sacred and majestic adjura- 
tion used by the high priest to evoke the truth. Is it not lessened by 
too much frequency, frivolity, and flippancy? Does it not then become 
an abuse of the name of God? Augustine summed up his creed: that 
false swearing is fatal, true swearing dangerous, swearing not at all is 
safe. 

There is a history of oath-taking. Homer’s heroes swore; the gods 
swore; the Romans swore by their swords and their Cæsars; the Egyp- 
tians by cats and onions; the East Indian by holding a cow by the tail, 
. the cow being sacred tothe Brahmin. However ludicrous these various 
oaths may be, there is not in all of them one so utterly ridiculous, re- 
pulsive, and undignified as the ‘“‘iron-clad’’ oath as taken by the in- 
nocents of this House ! 7 

In view of the history of oath-taking, and with much admiration 
for the Moravian and the Quaker, and reverential awe of the Al- 
mighty Power which is so carelessly invoked, I hope that this relic 
of barbarism may be wiped from our statute-book. Other nations are 
progressing in this respect. 

Why should not we also make progress? England in 1865 abolished 
eleven different statutes made since the time of Henry VIII. Why? 
In order to get rid of these test-oaths. No longer in England do they 
have such an abundance of oaths." No longer is the Jew, the Quaker, 
the Catholic, or Dissenter disqualified in the English Parliament. A 
better civilization exists under more liberal conditions. 

The law of July 31, 1868, reduced the English oath of allegiance to a 
model of brevity and sense. It reads: “‘I doswear that I will be faith- 
ful and bear true allegiance to Her Majesty Queen Victoria, her heirs 
and successors, according to law: So help me God.” The list of offi- 
cers who take this oath are few in number compared with farmer days. 
Besides, in England wholesale swearing in custom-houses and else- 
where has been abolished. Simple declarations are the practice. In 
Spain, under the lead of Castellar, an effortis making toabolish all oaths, 

It was Jeremy Bentham whosaid that ‘‘the oath neither implied faith 
given nor faith received. Why, then,” he asked, “require it? Why 
take it? Why this farce?’’ I think it was the same great philosophic 
statesman who said that it was strange that the nations whose religion 
was based on the teachings of Jesus Christ should be the very nations 
who disowned his teaching as to oath-taking, and who discarded Him 
who prescribed ‘‘yea, yea”? and ‘‘nay, nay,” and whose best spirit was, 
“Swear not at all!’’ 

We are now approaching an era of good feeling, if not of Democratic 
ascendency. This ascendency should inure to the interest of public lib- 
erty in its acceptation. We are here to exalt the Republic. 
We should remove every suspicion that poisons political integrity or 
embitters patriotic union. Neither oaths as a test of past patriotism 
nor flags of past battles should in their legends bring reproach or fire 
animosity. [Applause,] As civil wars are domestic calamities; we 
should be heedful of tuating their memories. Is there never to 
be reconciliation between the sections? Is the hatred to be continued 
by these sacred invocations? Why, even Cæsar wept for his great enemy. 
Rivals sleep together in the Walhalla of Bavaria. Even Russia permits 


entombed under one roof in Santa Croce. 

Let us bridge over the abysses of civil strife as the Romans did, with 
a bridge of gold. [Applause.] Let us herald at the beginning of this 
Congress to all the people, North and South, in the spirit of the Sermon 
on the Mount, that the grace which has been growing in the hearts of 
our people since the war shall have no hateful trophy, no lesson save 
that which is patriotic and peaceful, rising above party passions and 
ignoble force; and especially let us practice that rational goodness which 
will deliver those of us who were faithful in the trials of the Republic 
from the reproach of taking an oath at once ingless and sinister— 
detestable in the sight of men and God, and only weleome among those 
who cultivate the spirit of uncharitableness and diabolism. 

Abolish this empty form; whose only service is to corrupt by famil- 
iarity, which calls down from the skies the holiest of religions into the 
muck of mortal depravity to vitiate the springs of truth and justice by 
its illogical and irreverent ribaldry. 

It is nota question of party or patriotism. I would not carelessly and 
causelessly invoke for political duty that appalling and abiding sense 
of the Divine Majesty, nor suffer the effulgence which emanates from 
the Divine promise and the eternal verities to be contaminated by the 
imperfections and vicesof men. [Loud applause. ] 

Mr. KASSON. If the gentleman from New York has any time re- 
sagan I wish to ask him a practical question as to the last clause of 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has one minute remaining. 

Mr. KASSON. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. COX, of New York. Yes, sir. j 

Mr. KASSON. The last clause of the bill says ‘‘or to serving as a 
juror.” Now the section to which the bill refers does not require for 
jurors this identical oath. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I will strike that out if the gentleman 
pleases. 

Mr. KASSON. If the gentleman will strike that out, so that the 
bill will only apply to members of Congress and civil officers—— 

The SPEAKER. That can only be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I hope no one will object. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. i wish to ask my colleague [Mi 
Cox] whether he does not remember that Mr. FRYE, of Maine, now a 
Senator, reported this very bill in this House on the 4th of December, 
1877, and that it was passed unanimously? 

Mr. COX, of New York. Ido; and Senator EDMUNDS, now Presi 
dent of the Senate, has repeatedly spoken in favor of the abolition of 
this test-oath. 

Mr. KASSON. I have no wish to object to the bill so far as appli- 
cable to members of Congress and civil officers. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I ask the gentleman from New York to allow me 
one word in reply to a direct personal allusion. [Cries of ‘‘ No, no!” 
“Regular order!” ] 

The SPEAKER. No further debate is in order. Is there objection 
to the modification suggested ? 

Mr. LOWRY. For the present I object, for this reason: I think—— 

The SPEAKER. The objection is sufficient without the reason. 
The time for debate has expired. 

Mr. LOWRY. “I desire to ask the gentleman from New York whether 
it may not be our duty to allow this provision to remain, in order to 
relieve a co-ordinate branch of the Congress of the United States from 
the embarrassment of having some of their newly-elected officers ex- 
cused from taking the iron-clad oath ? “I now withdraw the objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to allowing the gentleman from 
New York to modify the bill in the manner suggested ? 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. Inasmuch as the gentleman would 
not allow a question from the gentleman from Maine [ Mr. BOUTELLE], 
I object. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from New York to suspend the rules and pass the bill. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania (while the vote was beingtaken). At 
the urgent request of a great many of my associates, I withdraw my ob- 
jection. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’] 

The SPEAKER (having taken the vote). 
are 185, the noes 14. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I call for the yeas and nays. i 

The yeas and nays were not ordered; 14 voting in favor thereof. 

The SPEAKER. Two-thirds having voted in the affirmative, the 
rules are suspended, and the bill (H. R. 3926) is passed. [Loud ap- 
plause, ] 


On this question the ayes 


J. M. HOBBS. 

On motion of Mr. PEEL, of Arkansas, by unanimous consent, leave 
was granted for the withdrawal from the files of the House of the papers 
in the case of J. M. Hobbs. 

BATH COUNTY, KENTUCKY. 

On motion of Mr. CULBERTSON, of Kentucky, by unanimous con- 

sent, leave was granted for the withdrawal from the files of the House of 


the papers in the claim of Bath County, Kentucky, no adverse report 
having been meade thereon. 
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LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, by unanimous consent, was granted 
Jeave of absence for three days. r 
And then, on motion of Mr. TOWNSHEND (at 5 o’clock and 2 min- 
utes), the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
‘ander the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. AIKEN: The petition of the letter-carriers of Charleston, 
§. C., asking for an increase of privileges—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BAGLEY: Paper relating to the claim of Jacob D. Hutton— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, the petition of bailiffs of the United States courts of New York, 
for increase of pay—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. BARBOUR: Papers relating to the claim of Andrew Burgess 
.and others—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, the petition of the heirs of Richard 8. Cole and of Theodore 
Teed, for relief—severally to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of the National Fair Association of the District of 
Columbia, for relief from tax assessments and taxation—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Valorous G. Austin—to the Com- 
amittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BAYNE: Paper relating to the pension claim of Col. J. R. 
Porter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

| By Mr. BLOUNT: Paper relating to the Freedman’s Savings and 
“Trust Company—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. J. H. BREWER: Paper relating to the improvement of the 
‘Sandy Hook bar, and also for the creation of a deep and wide entrance 
‘to Barnegat Bay, New Jersey, for the purpose of forming a harbor of 
xefuge—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. T. M. BROWNE: The petition of 560 ex-volunteer soldiers, 
-praying Congress for an equalization of bounties; to give all honorably 
discharged soldiers 160 acres of land, and to amend section 1754 of the 
Revised Statutes—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: Papers relating to the claim of Nehemiah 
Garrison, and of Wm. Hedgpeth—severally to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, paper relating to an appropriation to build aroad from the city 
of Marietta, Ga., to the national cemetery near that city—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, paper relating to the claim of the Catholic church at Dalton, 
-and of the trustees of the Presbyterian church at Marietta, Ga.—sev- 
-erally to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. S. S. COX: Memorial of Nathaniel McKay, alleging fraud 
-against the United States consul at Demerara, South America—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, paper relating to the pension claim of Patrick Haney—to the 
“Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: The petition of Joseph Sayles, in regard to 
spost-oflices of the third class—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, 

Also, the petition of W. A. Maize, in relation to a proposed bill for 
the relief of certain officers of the United States Army—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the resolutions of the Detroit Board of Trade, on the improve- 
ment of the Detroit River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, memorial of R. M. Johnson Post, Grand Army of the Republic, 
No. 138, Department of Michigan, asking for a grant of land for hon- 
-orably discharged soldiers—to the Select Committee on Payment of Pen- 
sions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. DARGAN: The petition of Lacon R. Tillman, for relief—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DIBBLE: The petition of the letter-carriers of Charleston, 
§. C., concerning the free-delivery system—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of F. W. Claussen—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: Paper relating to the restoration to the pension- 
toll of John Allee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Fernando Moreno, for relief—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Clay County, Missouri, for an appro- 
priation to protect the city of Harlem from a threatened change in the 
the channel of the Missouri River at Kansas City, Mo.—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors, 

By Mr. DUNCAN: Memorial of D. McConaughy and the faculty of 
the Theological Seminary at Gettysburg, Pa., for an industrial training 
school at Sitka, Alaska—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. FERRELL. The petition of citizens of New Jersey, for an 
so aging for the building of jetties on Corson’s and Townsend’s 

=, on the coast of New Jersey—to the Committee on Rivers and 


TS. 
By Mr. FOLLETT: The petition of Scott & Co. and others, for the 


equalization of duties on all classes of sheet iron—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of the Western Tract Society, of Cincinnati, Ohio, 
in relation to the modification of the postal laws—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GEDDES: Papers relating to the pension claim of Charlotte 
Bush, of Norwalk, Ohio—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Charles Gearing—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GEORGE: The petition of citizens of Oregon, for the forfeit- 
ure of the Oregon Central Railway land-grant—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. GREEN: The petition of citizens of North Carolina, for the 
improvement of the northeast branch of the Cape Fear River—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By- Mr. HALSELL: The petition of Noah Palmer and others, in 
relation to i to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of W. N. Crewdson, for relief—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Also, the petition of J. A. James, for the establishment of a post- 
route—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. A. S. HEWITT: The petition of the bailiffs of the district 
court of the United States for the southern district of New York, for 
an increase of pay—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. HOBLITZELL: Papers relating to the claim of Oliver 
Wood—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: Papers relating tothe claim of James Millinger— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOUK: Paper relating to the claim of D. C. Ridenour—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. JEFFORDS: Paper relating to the claim of Miss Sarah M. 
Thomas—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Ry Mr. J. T. JONES: The petition of J. W. Dercen, of Demepolis, 
Ala., for allowance for rent, fuel, and light for post-offices of the third 
class—to the Cammittee on Appropriations. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of the Mobile Marine Dock Com- 
pany—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LOVERING: Papers relating to the case of Michael Niland, 
Company I, Seventy-ninth Pennsylvania Volunteers—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers relating to the pension claim of John T. Marshall—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MACKEY: The petition of James F. Hagan, for damages on 
account of injury received while at work on the City Hall of Washing- 
ton, D. C.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MATSON: Paper relating to the pension claim of Irene 
Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: The petition of Catharine E. Albert and of Mary 
Ainsworth, of Washington County, Maryland, for increased pensions 
to widows—severally to the same committee. 

By Mr. McCORMICK: Paper relating to the establishment of a post- 
route in Adams County, Ohio—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MILLARD: The petition of the members of the bar of Tomp- 
kins County, New York, for an amendment to the Revised Statutes of 
the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, the petition of Ann J. Mackey, for relief—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. 8. H. MILLER: The Ree of Marion Craig Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Grove City, Pa., for a donation of condemned 
cannon for monumental purposes—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. MITCHELL: Papers relating to the creation ofa commission 
to inquire into and report upon the material, industrial, and intellectual 
progress of the colored people of this country since 1865—to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Memorial of Severance Post, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Department of Kansas, praying for legislation declaring that 
the muste ring in of a soldier in the volunteer service of the Government 
is to all intents and p an acceptance of the soldier by the Gov- 
ernment and shall be satisfactory evidence of his physical soundness at 
the time of muster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MULDROW: Papers relating to the private land claim of 
Los Nogales de Elias, of San Juan de las Boquillas y Nogales, of San 
Rafael del Valle and of San José de Sonorita—ceyerally to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. MURRAY: The petition of O. W. Minor, and of Henry 
Hunt, for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Persions. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of W. T. Alexander—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NELSON: The resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of 
St. Cloud, Minn., relating to the construction of a dam across the Mis- 
sissippi River at that point—to the Committee on Levees and Improve- 
ments of the Mississippi River. 

Also, the petition of O. Kittilsby and others, in relation to the Red 
Lake Indian reservation—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
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Also, the petition of J. H. Sheets, for the establishment of a post- 
route—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PARKER: The petition of citizens of Waddington, N. Y., 
for an appropriation for the improvement of the harbor at that place— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. PEEL: The petition of the ‘‘ Old Settlers,” or Western Cher- 
okee Indians, for relief—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. 8. J. PEELLE: Paper relating to the pension claim of Andrew 
W. Billings—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Lewis Bittick, for relief—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

_ Also, the resolutions of the agricultural convention of Indiana, ask- 

ing Congress to enact a law restricting importations from Germany and 
Eseo] in retaliation for their embargo against American pork—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. PETERS: The petition of citiżens of Kearney County, Kan: 
sas, asking for the relief of Benjamin M. Rondebush—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, the resolutions of the Kansas State board of agriculture, rela- | Ga, 


tive to pleuro-pneumonia, Texas fever, and pork exportation to Ger- 
many and France—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. POLAND: The petition of Mrs. Honora Willmarth, praying 
that the pensions of widows be increased to $15 a month—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REAGAN: The petition of citizens of San Augustine County, 
Texas, and of 20 members of the Texas senate, asking that the place for 
holding the United States courts for the central portion of the eastern 
district of Texas be changed from Tyler to Palestine—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RIGGS: The petition of Anthony Shafer, for a pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROSECRANS: The petition of John Reynolds, for relief—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Alexander Worrall—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, the petition of many citizens of San Francisco, Cal., relative 
toa public building in that city—to the Conimittee on ' Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: Memorial of the Orford Copper and Sulphur Com- 
pany, for relief—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RYAN: The petition of citizens of Kansas, for an amend- 
ment to the Constitution granting the right of the ballot tothe women 
of the country—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, the petition of-mail-carriers of Leavenworth, Kans., for relief— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, the resolutions of the Kansas board of agriculture, for legisla- 
tion for the protection of cattle from infectious diseases, &c.—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SHAW: The petition of citizens of Olney, Ill., praying that 
a pension be granted to Rebecca Garrett—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. STEELE: The petition of Hon. A. T. Wright and 50 others, 
citizens of Marion, Ind., relative to alleged abuse and usurpation of 
power by the United States Army in the Indian Territory—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STRAIT: The petition of James A. Emmons and others, for 
the opening of the Fort reservation—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. THROCKMORTON: The petition of citizensof Cook County, 
Texas, and of citizens of Texas and of the Chickasaw Nation, for the 
establishment of post-routes—severally to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TILLMAN: The petition of citizens of Edgefield, 8. C., for 
the establishment of industrial and other schools in Alaska—to the 
Committee on Education. 

By Mr. WAIT: Papers relating to the purchase of certain historical 

ba a the same committee. 
RICHARD WARNER: The petition of J. C. Williams, for 
relitto the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MILO WHITE: The petition of John Ball Post, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Department of Minnesota, praying that a pension be 
granted to all soldiers who served in the United States Army during 
the late war—to the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, 
and Back Pay. 

By Mr. WILLIS: The petition of H. V. Loving and 30 others, busi- 
ness firms of Louisville, Ky., for the improvement of the Mississippi 
River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, Popron of Henry Dowman, fora pension—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Thomas P. Myrick, for a pension—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. E. B. WINANS: The petition of A. Beers, H. H. Dakin, 
and others, members of Frank Hicks Post, No. 78, and of Rush J. Shank 
aa Soe Dee of a r cheng Post, No. 42, Grand says of 
the ublic, Department of Mi pra: that soldiers of the 
late war be granted 1 100 aesea of bate orcanliy to the Select DAIS, 
tee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 


By Mr. WOOD: Paper relating to the pension claim of John M. 
Dunayvin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of citizens of New York, for reform in the tariff— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, paper relating to the improvement of the navigation of the Cal- 
umet and of the Kankakee Rivers—severally to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. YOUNG: The petition of C. O. Spencer, for relief—to the- 
Committee on War Claims. - 


The following petitions, praying for an appropriation for the payment. 
of the rebate of tax on unbroken packages of smoking and mannfact- 
ured tobacco, cigars, &c., were presented, and severally referred to the: 
Committce on Appropriations: 
By Mr. CALDWELL: Of William Butler &Co. and others, of C. N. 
ee & Co., and of McGuire, Scoggins & Co. and others, of Nash- 
‘enn. 
By Mr. CLEMENTS: Of J. J. Cohen’s Sons and others, of Atlanta, 


By Mr. CULLEN: Of tobacco dealers of Joliet, Til. 

By Mr. DIBBLE: Of jobbers and dealers in manufactured tobacco,. 
&c., of Charleston, 8. C. 

By Mr. GREENLEAF: Of James Bros. and others, of Medina, N. Y. 
eae Mr. HENLEY: Of Cone & Kimball and others, of Red Bluff, 


By Mr. McCOMAS: Of F. Laing and 12 others, of Cumberland, Md. 
_By Mr. S. J. PEELLE: Of Messrs. Conduit & Sons and others, of In- 


By Mr. SINGISER: Of dealers in tobacco of Idaho Territory. 

By Mr. SPRIGGS: Of citizens of Utica and Rome, N. Y. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Of the dealers in tobacco in Pekin, Tazewell 
County, Illinois. 

By Mr. H. G. TURNER: Of Allison &Simpsonand others, merchants 
of Cuthbert, Ga. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, January 22, 1884, 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Extras De Wirr HUNTLEY, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senatea communication 
from the Postmaster-General, transmitting, with a favorable indorse- 
ment, a letter of the postmaster at Washington, D. C., recommend- 
ing the construction in this city of a building suitable for post-office 
purposes; which was ordered to be printed, and, with thelaccompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Interior, transmitting, in compliance with a resolution of the 
4th ultimo, a report of the Commissioner of the General Land Office 

the issue of patents on certificates issued in satisfaction of 
the private land claim of Israel Dodge, sr., and stating that he has 
ed further action connected therewith during the investigation 

of the matter by the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This communication, er with 
the accompanying papers, will be printed, if there be no objection, and 
referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. DOLPH. A resolution of inquiry relating to that matter was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and by that committee to 
a subcommittee, which has it now underinvestigation. I think, there- 
fore, the communication of the honorable Secretary of the Interior and 
the accompan: shouid go to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair had forgotten that circum- 
stance and remembered that the original bill was reported from the 
Committee on Private Land Claims. The papers will be referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands on the motion of the Senator from Oregon. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. HAWLEY presented the petition of David A. Welles and uaa, 
citizens of Norwich, Conn., praying for the repeal of the act of May 1 
1820, and the act supplementary thereto, by which the sitoa 
term of many administrative officers was changed and fixed at four 
years; which was referred to the Committee on Civil Service and Re- 
trenchment. 

He also presented the petition of N. Shipman and others, citizens of 
Connecticut, praying for legislation providing for the collection gi Se 
vorce statistics with reference to the extraterritorial effect to be 
to decrees of divorce; which was referred to the Committee on 
tion and Labor. 

Mr. MORRILL presented the petition of the Vermont State Teachers’ 
Association, praying for an appropriation for schools in Alaska; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented a petition of the Orford Copper and Sulphur Com- 
pany, of Bayonne, N. J., praying for such amendment of the existing 
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laws as will enable them to import copper ores from Canada and other 
foreign countries; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented ten petitions of citizens of Allegheny 
city, Pa., praying for an appropriation for the erection of a suitable 

uilding in that city to be used as a post-office and for revenue purposes; 
which were referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade, of Erie, Pa., pray- 
ing for the re-establishmentof the land light-house; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a resolution adopted at a meeting of the common 
‘and select councils of Allentown, Pa., and a resolution adopted at a 
meeting of the councils of Pottsville, Pa., favoring legislation for the 
improvement of the condition of the’ Indians; which were referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. GARLAND presented the petition of E. W. Kimball, John Mc- 
Clure, U. M. Rose, and others, including the entire bar of Little Rock, 
Ark., praying for an increase of the salary of the judge of the United 
States court for the eastern district of Arkansas; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SAWYER. I present the petition of N. A. Earle, T. J. O’Brien, 
Foster Stevens & Co., Edwin Hoyt, tit, and 40 aaee pear, rod rene 

raying Congress to enact such legislation as will pro e titles 
bs jee are ante to whom the United States sold lands found to lie 
within the Ontonagon and State Line Railroad grant in Northern Mich- 
igan, the petitioners declaring that they have no iary interest in 

e matter, but only desire to see justice done. I move the reference 
of the petition to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The motion was to. ; 

Mr. LAPHAM presented resolutions adopted at a meeting of Sher- 
rill Post, Department of New York, No. 313, of the Grand Army of the 
Republic, in favor of granting a pension of $8 per month to every per- 
son who served thirty days in the war of the rebellion; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented resolutions adopted at a meeting of Tyler J. Sny- 
der’s Post, De ent of New York, No. 72, of the Grand Army of 
the Republic, in favor of the Government pensioning the veterans of 
the late war; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PALMER presented the petition of Henry J. Colwell, Charles 
L. Anderson, Joseph Schaller, Hugh McLaughlin, A. F. Wright, 
Michael H. Kern, Fred. L. Hirchman, and Charles B. Knowlton, of 
Michigan, praying legislation to confirm land titles to purchasers within 
the Ontonagon and State Line Railroad grant; which was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. l ’ 

PRINTING OF TREASURER’S ACCOUNTS. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The Committee on Printing, to which was referred 
a motion to print the quarterly accounts of the United States Treas- 
urer, have instructed me to report back the same and ask to be dis- 
charged from its further consideration. These reports are very volumi- 
nous, as you see, and the printing of them would be ex ive; they 

ive no information whatever; they merely say, ‘‘John Brown, $10,” 
‘Peter Smith, $25,” giving merely the name of the person to whom 
the money was paid and the amount. 

The PRESIDENT pro t@mpore. Was there a resolution or a motion 
referred to the Committee on Printing? 

Mr. ANTHONY. The letter of transmittal addressed to yourself 
was referred to the Committee on Printing. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island, 
from the Committee on Printing, to which was referred a letter from 
the Treasurer of the United States, transmitting, in compliance with 
law, copies of the accounts rendered and settled by the First Comptrol- 
ler, reports back the letter and the papers, and asks to be discharged 
from the further consideration of the question of printing the same. If 
there be no objection, that order will be entered. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Quite a number of petitions very 
numerously signed have been presented to the Senate during its pres- 
ent session praying that Congress take such action as may open the Ok- 
lahoma lands, so called, in the Indian Territory, to settlement under the 
land laws of the United States. Those petitions were referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. I am instructed by that committee to 
report them back and to recommend that the prayer of the petitioners 
be not granted and ask that the committee be discharged from the 
further consideration of the petitions. .… 

Mr. INGALLS. Is the report accompanied by a written statement 
of the reasons ? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. It is. 

Mr. INGALLS. Iam very glad to hear that, and hope it will be 
printed and widely disseminated, to put a long-vexed question at rest. 
. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the order 
will be entered in conformity with the report of the committee and the 
prayer of the petitioners denied. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 460) to authorize the sale of 
timber on certain lands reserved for the use of the Menomonee tribe of 


Indians in the State of Wisconsin, reported it with amendments, and 
submitted a report thereon. : 
Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 


referred the bill (S. 242) to provide agricultural lands for the Southern 
band of Ute Indians in lieu of lands heretofore provided for allotment 
to them, reported it without amendment. ' 

Mr. JACKSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (8. 195) granting a pension to Emily Munroe, submitted 
an adverse report thereon, and the bill was indefinitely postponed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was reterred the bill 
(S. 82) for the relief of George Frick, submitted an adverse report 
thereon, and the bill was indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Iam directed by the Committee on Pensions to 
make a unanimous report in favor of the bill (S. 1056) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Sally Mallory. She is the widow of a Revolu- 
tionary soldier, and, as she is now over 90 years of age, whatever is done 
for her benefit of course must be done by this Congress and done soon. 
The committee, therefore, also authorize me to ask the consent of the 


Senate to put the bill upon its 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska asks 
ill reported by him be now considered. 


unanimous consent that the 
Is there objection? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be reported for information. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ido not understand that that is an increase of 
pension. It is the granting of an original pension. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Oh, no; she is now pensioned at $8 a month as 
the widow of a Revolutionary soldier. Her husband served three 
years in the Revolutionary war and also during the warof 1812, and 
was with Scott at the battle of Lundy’s Lane. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not suppose there is any great difference 
between this applicant and nearly all others in the same situation, and 
I should like to see the reasons why there should be an increase in 
favor of one and not of others. Therefore I ask that the bill be placed 
on the Calendar. 

e PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. SEWELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 156) to amend section 1661 of the Revised Statutes, 
making an annual appropriation to provide arms for the militia, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HARRISON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 363) for the relief of Edward P. Vollum, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(8. 543) for the relief of Martin L. Bundy, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam directed by the Committee on Pensions to re- 
port back the petition of Joseph Dawson, of Hartford, Conn., praying 
for a pension on account of a permanent disability incurred in the dis- 
charge of his duty in the internal-revenue service. The petition ought 
to properly go, we think, to the Committee on Claims, and I therefore 
report it back, and ask that the Committee on Pensions be discharged 
from its further consideration and that it be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The original reference to the Committee on Pen- 
sions was a mistake. I intended that it should go to the Committee 
on Claims. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The change of reference will be made 
as requested, if there be no objection. 

Mr. CULLOM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (8. 473) for the relief of Francis Hall, submitted an ad- 
verse report thereon, and the bill was indefinitely postponed. 

He also;from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 494) for the relief of Nancy Miller, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report théreon. : 

Mr. LOGAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 667) for the relief of First t J. C. Jorgen- 
sen, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
472) for the relief of George P. Webster, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the joint 
resolution (H. Res. 113) authorizing the Secretary of War to receive 
for instruction at the ey Academy at West Point Antonio Bar- 
rios, of Guatemala, and José Victor Zavala, of Nicaragua, reported it 
without amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1033).giving a military record to Alexander 
Francesco, deceased, reported it without amendment, and stbmitted a 
report thereon. 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 361) grantinga pension to John C. Hargrave, submit- 
ted an adverse report thereon, and the bill wat postponed indefinitely. 
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He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the bill (S. 
465) for the relief of Mary L. Walker and Ella Walker, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 3925) to practice in patent suits; and 

A bill (H. R. 3926) to repeal the act of July 2, 1862, and such sec- 
tions of the Revised Statutes of the United States as perpetuate the oath 
prescribed in said act. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 1223) to secure to the medical pro- 
fession equal rights in the service of the United States; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Civil Service and 
Retrenchment. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 1224) for the relief of Charles A. 
Sibley, guardian of Lloyd M. Stevens; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the papers on file relating to the case, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. j 

Mr. HOAR (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1225) granting a pen- 
sion to Hopperton, widow of Edward Hopperton; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HARRISON introduced a bill (S. 1226) granting an increase of 
pension to Dr. Samuel Davis; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 1227) granting a pension to Capt. Israel 
Stough; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 1228) granting an increase of 
pension to Mrs. Marie Louise Craven; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PALMER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1229) for the relief 
of Jacob H. Stark; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. JACKSON introduced a bill (8. 1230) to compensate Frank M. 
Eastman for his ‘‘ Digest of the Decisions of the Treasury Department; ”’ 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. MAXEY introduced a bill (S. 1231) for the relief of William 
Franklin Grounds; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, introduced a bill (S. 1232) authorizing 
claimants to the Rancho de Napa, in Napa County, California, to prove 
up their title; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

On motion of Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the claim of the creditors of Norman Wiard be 
withdrawn from the office of the of the Senate and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

On motion of Mr. HOAR, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of M. H. Collins be withdrawn from the 
files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Patents. 

On motion of Mr. LAPHAM, it was 

Ordered, That aod ype in the case of J. B. Cornell and others be taken from 
the files and refe to the Committee on Nayal Affairs, there having been no 
adverse report thereon. 


FOREIGN LOTTERY ADVERTISEMENTS. 


Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution; which was considered 
by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Post-Oftices and Post-Roads be instructed to 
inquire into the expediency of additional legislation to prevent the circulation 
in the mails of this country of lottery advertisements coming from foreign coun- 
tries; also into the pr podieny of providing by postal conventions or treaties for 
the prevention of said abuse. 


MEAT EXPORTATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there are no further ‘‘ concurrent 
or other resolutions ” that order is closed. 

Mr. BECK. I desire to ask if now is the proper time to call up the 
resolution of the Senator from Rhode Island EM. ANTHONY] relative 
to the prohibition of the introduction of American pork into Germany 
and other countries, to which I offered an amendment the other day. 
I do not want to delay action on the resolution by the amendment; I 
want the Committee on Foreign Relations to have the subject before it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks that under Rule 
VII no motion to proceed to the consideration of a resolution is in or- 
der until 1 o’clock. After 1 o’clock and before 2 o'clock the Chair 
thinks it will be in order, ‘ 

Mr. BECK. Idonot want to delay action, because I desire the com- 


mittee to have the matter before it as soon as possible. I wish, how- 
ever, my amendment to be acted on. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state to the Senator 


from Kentucky that on looking at Rule VIII the Chair thinks after the 
conclusion of the strict morning business, which is now concluded, al- 


thongh it is not yet 1 o’clock, it is in order for the Senator from Ken- 
ee to move to proceed to the consideration of the resolution he has 
named. 

Mr. BECK. The amendment which I propose to the resolution of 
the Senator from Rhode Island I again send to the Secretary’s desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky moves 
that the Senate now proceed to the consideration of Order of Business ' 
26 on the Calendar, being a resolution introduced by the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. ANTHONY] on the 9th day of January. The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the resolution be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be reported. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be instructed to inquire 
into the expediency of such legislation hs shall enable the Executive to protect 
our interesis inst those governments which have prohibited or restrained the 
importation of healthful meats from the United States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Will the Senate 
agree to the motion of the Senator from Kentucky now to proceed to 
the consideration of this resolution? 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution is before the Senate, 
and the pending question is on the amendment proposed by the Sena- 
tor from Illinois [Mr. LOGAN]. 

Mr. BECK. I gave notice the other day of an amendment, which 
the Secretary now has, and I should like to have it read as part of the 
remarks I now propose to make. - 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The’ amendment to be proposed by 
the Senator from Kentucky will be reported for information, if there 
be no objection. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The proposed amendment is to add to the reso- 
lution the following: 

And the committee is further instructed to report what discriminations are 
made against exports from the United States by the tarif laws of the principal 
countries of Europeand America, especially France, Germany, Mexico, and Bra- 
zil, by reason of commercial or other special treaties or ments with more 
favored nations, and to report the causes which led to such discriminations, the 
efforts, if any, that have n made to remove them, and what legislation, if 
any, is necessary to place the United States on an equal footing with the most 
favored nations, This investigation is not, however, to delay the action of the 
committee on the first branch of this resolution. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I desire the resolution as first proposed 
to pass, but I desire also a fuller investigation into our commercial rela- 
tions with other countries than that resolution calls for, because it is 
very important for us to learn the relations that we now hold to other 
countries in our trade with them. For example, the very intelligent 
consul-general of the United States to Portugal, whom I have thehonor 
to know very well, the Hon. John M. Francis, of Troy, N. Y., lias made 
a report to the Secretary of State in which he shows this state of facts 
to exist in regard to our trade with that country : 

He says, among other things— 

A will be observed that American pork and beef do not appear in this enum- 
€ ion, 

That is in the list of the articles he had given as imported from the 
United States into Portugal. f 

The former article— 

That is, pork— 


is prohibited from entry into this kingdom: it can not be stored while awaiting 
transshipment; it can not even be transferred from one vessel to another while 
lying in the harbor. Whatever supplies of this class reach this market arrive 
through English channels, and are, I am informed. duly certified to as being of 
English origin. Frequent and forcible representations have been made to the 
Portuguese Government, as the records of the legation of the United States hero 
testify, on the subject of the prohibition of American pork and lard from entry 
into the kingdom; but the obnoxious law continues in full force, sustained by 
an erroneous judgment which the prohibitive action of Germany and France 
against the wholesome American food had induced and by the demand of the 
producers of swine in Portugal. 


The consul-general proceeds to show that while our total imports- 
into Portugal in 1881 was $5,188,132 in value, the value of food prod- 
ucts, such as wheat, flour, and articles of that sort, constituted about 
$5,000,000 of it, and that we brought from Portugal during the year 
1881 $658,476 worth, of which cork wood made up $502,763 and straw 
hats $33,206. In other words, he shows that we were selling to Por- 
tugal $5,188,006, and taking from her a fraction over half a million. 
dollars, and therefore she did not propose to trade upon such terms, 
and refused to allow our pork to enter the ports of that country. 

I desire the investigation to be carried to the fullest extent, because 
I believe it will be ascertained beyond doubt that the action of many 
foreign governments is more retaliatory than sanitary. This consul 
very properly says’that it is done “by the demand of the producers of 
swine in Portugal.” 

The London Economist of December 29, 1883, speaking of the action 
of France, indicates very conclusively that the action of that country 
in its opinion is more retaliatory than sanitary. This is the language 
used by that very able journal: 

The French abies have gained a success over the government in ob 
taining from the chamber the bape reser of the decree, issued in November 


last, authorizing the importation of American salted pork. For the last three 
years the in iction had been the subject of negotiations between the French 
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and American Governments and of scientific invest! aS 
the reality of the danger of trichinosis. The French academy of medicine 
had declared by a majority of 69 to 3 that pork even infected with trichina was 
innocuous when cooked, and it was shown that the worm was to be found not 
only in American pork but in pork from all countries. The decree renong 
the interdiction gave satisfaction not only to the United States Government bu 

to the French public, and cargoes of pork were known to be on their way to 


Franee when, on Saturday last, M. Gaudin presented a bill to draw p srani 


tions for the importation of salted k, and M. Paul Bert obtained 
chamber a vote, by a, rity of 272 to 153, to s d the raising of the inter- 
dict until M. 's could be brought up, w may be months hence or 


be in a measure ined by the rivalry between the 
The former was formerly the seat of the trade in 
ved over 30,000 tons annually, while the no 
has large manufactories of sal 

i i sus- 


principle, and 
decree of comm: 
a egithines aikare sye Senide vairl of American salted pork 
again prohibited. 

That is evidence to my mind of the fact that these measures are re- 
taliatory. I have many evidences of the same sort in regard to other 
countries. 

I hold in my hand the French tariff, which I have examined care- 
fully. Up to May 8, 1881, when a modification of it was had, it is 
safe tosay, without going into detail, that nearly every article of Amer- 
ican manufacture was absolutely prohibited from entering the ports of 
France. The list of Skee extends a Hooh cotton goods, 
woolen goods, cotton yarns, woolen yarns, and nearly every article o 
American manufacture. A modification of the old tariff was had on 
the 8th day of May, 1881, but it still leaves the United States of Amer- 
ica trading under the general tariff substantially prohibited from the 
French market, while England and Germany by commercial treaties 
are.dealing under a special tariff of about 10 per cent. 

The discriminations in the tariff, as the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MORGAN ] suggests, and I thank him for the suggestion, are still such 
that the prohibition is almost as absolute as if it were prohibited by 


law, because the advantages to the English and Germans are so great | 


that we can not compete with them. 

There are some very curious things in the French tariff that I hope 
the Committee on Foreign Relations will look at when they come to 
consider this matter, as I ask that they may be allowed todo. Take 
this, for example, leaving out the great variety of articles of manu- 
facture: Fire-arms, muzzle-loaders, that nobody wants now, under the 
conventional tariff, £4 17s. 6d. Under the general tariff we can send to 
France muzzle-loaders upon the same terms they can. The next item 
is ‘*fire-arms, breech-loaders,’’ in regard to which we are building up a 
large industry in Connecticut and elsewhere, and make guns equal to 
the very best in the world. The conventional tariff with England 
allows imports at £4 17s. 6d., and the general tariff under which we 
trade is £7 6s. 3d.—nearly double. Fire-arms can be purchased in the 
rough from England at eight shillings and a penny, and the general 
tariff under which we have to trade, if we try to trade, is £1 4s. 4d.— 
three times as much as is paid under the conventional treaty; and so 
all through with cheese, butter, hogs, lard, cattle, and everything in 
which we are likely to compete discriminations of the most prohtbitory 

are still maintained. Their tariff was absolutely prohibitory 
before 1881. It is as practically prohibitory now by reason of the dis- 
criminations that are made. 

I need hardly call attention to a matter which must be very well re- 
membered. A year or two ago, when the distillers and dealers of the 
West were brought before a committee of the Senate as culprits charged 
with all sorts of fraud in regard to what was known as the whisky 
ring, Mr. Shufeldt, the president of that association, appeared before 
the committee of which Mr. Windom, of Minnesota, was then chair- 
man, and was asked, “‘ Whyare you raising all this money?” He told 
them just what the Treasury Department tells us in a statement which 
I received day before yesterday, to which perhaps I had better first call 
attention. Iwrote to the Secretary of the Treasury inquiring about 
these tariffs, and I received the information promptly which I hold in 
my hand, and which other gentlemen as well as the committee may 
desire to look at. ; 


Tt is as follows: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, January 15, 1884. 
Sır: In compliance with the request contained in your note of this date for 
information in megani to the operations of the French tariff on American manu- 
factures, and on English goods of like character, I inclose a statement com- 
piled in this Department from the most recent tariffs procurable. 
Very respectfully 


CHAS. J. FOLGER, Seerelary. 
Hon. J. B. Beck, United States Senate. 


Information called for by Senator BECK in regard to provisions of the French tariff. 

The French tariff now in force was promulgated on May 8, 1881. 

Tt consists of two distinct parts, one of which is entitled “tariff conventional,” 
and the other “tariff général.” 

The conventional tariff is applicable to merchandise imported from countries 
having commercial treaties with France, such as Great Britain and Germany; 
and the general tariff applies to importations from countries having no treaties 
of commerce with France, such as the United States. 

The differences between the rates of duty imposed upon thesame goods by the 
two tariffs are very numerous, Insome instances the rates imposed upon goods 
coming from non-treaty countries are lower than upon the same goods from 
treaty countries ; thus, refined whale-oil imported from Germany or Great Brit- 
ain pays a duty of 52 francs per 100 kilos, while the oil imported from the United 
States (a non-treaty country) pays o: 15 francs per 100 kilos. 

In r instances goods imported from noa-treaty countries are free, while 


ions in France as to | the 


ord, onas oni krasy Ate gr tay abno thus, wool imported from 
the United States orany other non-treaty country is free, while woul from Ger- 
ns PAG Britain, or any other treaty country is liable to a duty of 25 francs. 
per jos. 

The most numerous discriminations between the two tariffs are, however, in 
favor of importation from preseg Coes asaguinst those from non-treaty coun- 
tries; thus, in the schedule of beverages the following items are found: 


- Conventional 
tariff. General tariff. 
Francs. Francs. 

Wines, a IE E E AA EAE 3.50 4.50 
Alcohol and brandy, per hectoliter ...........0...-- 15.00 30.00 

In schedule “ Yarns and threads:"* 
Cotton yarn ( to fineness), per 100 kilos.| 15.00 to 300,00 | 18.50 to 372.00- 
Woolen oyen, per 100 KilOs............ccve-ssseseceveeeeeree| 10.00 to 100.00 | 31.00 to 124.00- 

In ule 

un! 

Okis 62.00 to 625.00 
oa 73.00 to 620.00- 
Live oxen, each 15.00 
Hogs, each. 3.00 


*10 per cent. ad valorem. 


It will be seen from the above it happens that German alcohol about. 

$5 less per barrel than e ne on i 

` When the committee of the Senate to which I referred saw fit to call 
before them the alcohol exporters, Mr. Shufeldt appeared, as I stated. 
The Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] put the question and de- 
-a him to explain what all this trouble was about. Mr. Shufeldt 
said: , 

We have been rters largel 2 

ler said here, up ions t trae a Bai bonds tag eninge E eat 
Europe were rt. Now, we can do that no more, because Germany hus n 
a favored nation with France, and France has allowed her alcohol to come in 
there at fifteen francs per hectoliter; but France has charged us when we sent 
alcohols in there me | franes per hectoliter, thus discriminating against 
while we had in this aclause that if the President of the United States fo! 
that France had accepted us as one of her most favored nations our ane, he 
would reduce the import duty on imported ats a half dollar a gallon. an 
we thought, would appease ce, and we seen the French minister, 
had had a delegation in the chambers of Paris regarding it, and they said they 
thought France would accept; but that was also stricken out of our bill. We 
did not get anything. Those were two important points for the commerce of 
our country. 

Thatinvestigation developed the fact that ourimportation into France 
from about $15,000,000 fell off to $1,000,000, and the men of the West 
had to raise by subscription among themselves $700,000 to pay the losses. 
and have their exports sold there rather than have them come home 
and break the home market. 

But, Mr. President, Iam not going to discuss this question elaborately 
now. I only desire to show why the amendment I propose ought to 
be accepted, and when the debate comes on the other propositions per- 
haps I shall wish to be further heard. I desire to say, however, that 
the suggestion of retaliation is precisely what foreign and home pro- 
tectionists want. Retaliation will only have the effect of injuring our 
own people worse than they are injured now. The manufacturers of 
the United States have been prohibited under the French tariff system 
for fifteen years from selling any goods to France, and ship-loads of 
American goods have been confiscated because they were taken to Eng- 
Jand first and sent there. The volume [hold in my hand, the report 
to the British Parliament of 1881 on commercial treaties with France, 
shows that France is still complaining of these evasions, and that she 
had seized, as they show, a consignment of starch from Scotland be- 
cause it was claimed to have come from the United States. She had 
seized also American lawn-mowers which were said to have been made 
somewhere in England, and she bad seized quite a number of things. 
The way England had to operate to get around many of them was to 
state that they allowed Englishmen to establish American agencies, as 
Brown & Co. in London and elsewhere, and these agencies became the 
owners of the articles. France is still resisting that sort of evasion, 
ma which some of our manufactures are got through their custom- 

ouses. 

I repeat, sir, that our manufacturers have been excluded from French 
markets for many years. Why did we not retaliate because of that 
wholesale prohibition? The answer is. because the manufacturer did 
not want a foreign market; he could getall the money he wanted for his 
goods from his own people, and he did not care to go abroad and sell 
in competition with other people in open market; but when it comes to 
hogs, then we hear the cry of retaliation. I will explain the effect of 
that. Take the case of an Illinois farmer. A man with a thousand 
acres of corn in Illinois can not sell the corn; he can not transport or 
ship it as corn; he builds a distillery in Peoria and makes alcoho}; and 
he fattens a drove of hogs on the slop. He finds that Germany is the 
best market for his alcohol, and it isa good market for hogs. He char- 
ters a ship and takes his aleohol to Germany, and the hogsas well. He 
finds that the Germans have issued a decree, just as they did in France 
when they found the hogs were coming, saying, “ You shall not land 
them;’’ but the market for the alcohol is still the best in Europe. Of 
course he is aggrieved at the hog order and he complains to Congress. 
Congress feels aggrieved and says, “‘ We will not allow the importation 
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to this country of German wines.” The Western farmer at once says, 
“That would break me; I want tosell my alcohol; I can make a sale by 
taking wine in exchange, and I can not sell otherwise. I am offered 
Rhine wines cheaper than I can buy them elsewhere, and I can havea 
return cargo and sell it in Chicago ata fine profit. For God’ssake, be- 
cause I can not sell my hogs do not prevent me from selling my alcohol 
and having a return cargo of wine. The effect of that would be to 
make me still worse off than Iam now. In short, it issaying to men in 
Chicago and elsewhere, ‘Double up your prices on domestic wines. You 
have nocompetition with Germany now;’ they would of course sell their 
home-made wine for twice what they are selling it now, and it would 
be a worse article perhaps than would be brought from the Rhine.” 

Propositions are made now, seriously made, for Congress to abandon 
all its authority over this character of legislation and say to the Presi- 
dent that during the session of Congress or during the recess of Con- 
gress he may select who shall say what articles of import are 
deleterious, and prohibit such articles from coming into the country by 
way of retaliation. If he will select the men who are making wine in 
this country (and I can name them), they will pronounce every drop of 
wine that comes from the Rhine deleterious. If he will select men 

in the manufacture of blankets, they will prove that all of the 
dyestuffs used in the manufacture of blankets abroad are poisonous to 
the people. They will exclude anything that will put more money in 
their pockets and take it from the pockets of the people by forcing 
inferior home-made goods upon them; but the general consumer will 
suffer, everybody will suffer, except the men who make money by the 
retaliatory measuresand by the increased price of the articles prohibited. 
We had so called, on the tariff commission, and in making up 
the schedules on the tariff bill with which we are now afflicted we 
know what the effect was. 

But I am not going to bring up that subject now. What I desire is 
a thorough investigation of the’ causes which have led to these dis- 
criminations against us. We have prohibited other people from trad- 
ing with us, and they will not allow us to bring our goods to them if 
they can get them from people who trade with them. Do you think it 
is because of any love or affection on the part of France for Germany 
that induces the former to let German alcohol come into France for 
half the duty she puts on American alcohol going there, or is there any 
sentiment in her trading with England ata 10 per cent. tariff when she 
is prohibiting the goods of the United States? No. Why does shedo 
it? These people take what she has, and tradewith her. We will not, 
and she will not trade with us except to the extent that her necessities 
absolutely compel her, because we will not trade with her, will not 
swap, if you like to call it that, will not exchange articles. She had 
to pay a thousand millions of money to Germany. She does not want 
to part with her money; she does not propose to do it if-she can avoid 
it; but she proposes to let us take what she has got and she will take 
what wehavegot. Allsheasksis fairreciprocity. There isno sentiment 
about it, and no feeling of national ill-will. So we need not lose our 
temper. Germany trades with her; and if there is a country in the 
world that she would rather not trade with it is Germany; but it is her 
interest to do it, and therefore she does it. Itis not her interest to 
trade with us, and therefore she curtails her dealings with us all she 
can, having due regard to the wants and interests of her people. 

I can instance country after country whose action for years has been 
prohibitory or retaliatory against our products, or some of them, be- 
cause of our highly protective tariff, and we have never till now made 
any fuss about it. The theory of those who have been ing the 
affairs of this Government is, that every country ought to exclude for- 
eign competition with home industries; keep out foreign paupers; make 
what you want at home; keep other people and their goods away from 
you. Now, when other people are doing what we tell them we intend 
to do, are doing, and ought to do, surely what is good for us must be 
good for them; at least the men who are advocating that doctrine can 
not retaliate because they follow the advice we give and the course we 
pursue. I think when the report of the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions comes in it will show a condition of things built up by the action 
of this country, and it will prove that retaliation will aggravate all 
these evils and will be no remedy for any of them, but will simply 
further punish our own people. The ports of Germany and England 
and Portugal and all the other countries of the world will be as free 
to other people’s goods as they were before, but our own people will be 
unable to sell what they export, because they must take what other 
people have or they can notsell to any large extent for any great length 
of time. Retaliation will double the cost of many things in our own 
market, and at the same time destroy the revenues of the Government; 
it will not punish any foreign government, only our own people. The 
German Government or the French Government is not a trader; na- 
tions do not trade with each other as such; individual men trade. The 
case I gave of the Peoria exporter of alcohol and hogs is the case of 
every other man, and the custom-house returns are made up of these 
individual cases. 

Ido not wish totakemoretimenow. Iseek official data for the purpose 
of showing just what our relations are with the people of the world, 
and then see if we can not find some remedy that will extend our trade 
rather than curtail it, see if we can not find some better way than to 


narrow down the very limited circle we have for our manufactures; and 
I trust that we shall find some remedy that will not deprive the men 
who have to export their unprotected goods—90 per cent. of them are 
agricultural goods, that are unprotected—of the right to trade for the 
goods they need on fair terms, and at the same time make it impossible 
for home consumers to buy what they want without paying double 
price to somebody here who is authorized by law to sell things not as 
good or more deleterious than those prohibited from abroad, under the 
delusion that we are thereby retaliating on some foreign government 
that has nottreated usas wethinkitought. Thatisalll care tosay now. 

Mr. LOGAN. Mr. President, I hope this resolution will pass with 
the amendment that I offered. I ask to have the amendment read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FRYE in the chair). The Sena- 
tor from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] has offered an amendment. 

Mr. LOGAN. But I desire to have the amendment I offered, which 
is the pending question, reported. Let the resolution be read as it will 
stand if amended as I propose. 

The Cuter CLERK. The amendment is, in the second line of the 
resolution, after the word ‘‘into,”’ to strike out “‘ the expediency of” 
and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘ and report to the Senate;’’ so as to make 
the resolution read: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be instructed to inquire 
into and report to the Senate such legislation as shall enable the Executive to 
protect our interests against those governments which have prohibited or re- 
strained the importation of healthful meats from the United States. 

Mr. LOGAN. Ishall detain the Senate but a very few minutes in 
reply to whathas been said by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck]. 
The resolution, if amended as I think it desirable that it should be, 
would be to the effect that the Committee on Foreign Relations shall 
report legislation to the Senate for their consideration that will author- 
ize the President of the United States to take such action as will pro- 
tect the people of our country. In other words, I shall be fronk tosay 
that it means that the President shall be authorized -to exclude such 
articles from those countries from importation here as he may deem of 
an unhealthful character. ' 

I do not understand the effect of legislation of this kind, as represented 
by the Senator from Kentucky, to be injurious to ourselves. Whether 
or not France and Germany have been authorized in their action an- 
nouncing decrees that prohibit the exportation from this country of 
pork or any other kind of goods is not the question. The question is, 
have they done so, and have they done so for the purpose of retaliating 
on this country? The Senator from Kentucky admits that proposition. 
He admits that it is that character of legislation, but at the same time 
that he claims that it is that character of legislation he denies the jus- 
tice of legislation of a similar character on our part, because, as I un- 
derstand him, he thinks it would be injurious to the producers of wine 
or whisky or something of that kind in this country. I can not under- 
stand what injury would be done to the people of this country by ex- 
cluding goods that had been adulterated so that they were not consid- 
ered healthful, or goods of any character unfit for use on account of the 
fact that they might be adulterated in such a way as would produce 
disease or disorder in the systems of our people. 

Let me state the legislation I am for. Iam in favor of giving the 
President power to exclude winesor any other articles from any foreign 
country which after an inspection are shown to be injurious in their 
use to our people on the very principle that France and Germany have 
excluded our pork—not that they are justified in doing so from their 
statements, because they are nottrue. It is not true in fact that our 
meats are diseased as represented; it is not true in fact that they are 
any more so than their own pork, but they are less so than the pork 
produced in those countries, and ours is the most healthful meat pro- 
duced in the world, according to the reports of experts who have made 
the examination. 

But the Senator says that if the President of the United States should 
appoint wine-growers as inspectors they would prove that all the wines 
imported from those countries were adulterated wines. That is goi 
upon the presumption that the President of the United States would 
select persons who were interested in making a false report. I do not 
suppose that any one can presume that the President of the United 
States would do an act of that character, nor will any legislation in the 
direction suggested by this resolution bear upon its face anything of 
that kind as a desire on the part of the legislators or those having the ad- 
ministration of these laws in their hands. No dne would desire any- 
thing of that kind; no one would desire to exclude goods of a pure 
character for the purpose of encouraging the production of wines or en- 
hancing the value of wines grown in our country in competition with 
foreign wines. I do not know of any one who would desire anything 
of that kind; and itis not for that purpose that I have offered the 
amendment; butit is to show—and I think we ought to do so—that we 
have in this country sufficient courage at least to say to foreign countries 
that we will act in a manner just to ourselves and at the same time 
just to them by a fair examination of their products, and excluding 
such as are infected or such as are adulterated. If our country has not 
courage enough to protect itself in this particular, my judgment is that 
we fail in doing our duty.toward the country and toward our con- 
stituents. 
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This is all I desire to say. I hope the resolution, as thus amended, 
will pass, so that it may be fairly considered by the committee. I do 
not wish to discuss the proposition at length or to bring to bear facts 
that I have in my possession in relation to it, for I prefer to wait until 
a report is made from the committee tothe Senate of the United States 
that it may then come up for general discussion, and at that time I 


hope to be able to make some ions in regard to it based upon 
facts that we have and reports that we have which will carry some in- 
formation. I hope the resolution will pass, for the purpose of giving, 
as I said, this committee an opportunity of making a thorough investi- 
gation, but at the same time I hope that the amendment offered by the 

nator from Kentucky will be separated, or in other words that the 
questions will be divided, that the two resolutions may be acted upon 
separately by the committee so as not to detain them in reference to 
the investigation of the important matter that is now before the Sen- 
ate. The matter suggested by the Senator from Kentucky will require 
much more time to investigate than the matter suggested by the reso- 
lution of the Senator from Rhode Island, to which an amendment has 
been offered by myself. I hope that resolution will pass. I have no 
particular objection to the other, but I desire that they be passed sep- 
arately, so that the questions involved will be investigated separately. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, one of the principal exports of the 
United States has been, as we believe, unjustly attacked, interfering 
seriously with the business of a very large portion of the people of the 
United States. It is proper that we should take some steps to inquire 
into this matter; and if, on inquiry, we find that things have been im- 
porey done, retaliation, if it become necessary, should be resorted to. 

e matter has excited much attention; it is the one thing which is 
most prominently before the public; and I hope that the action of the 
committee will not be embarrassed by directing an inquiry into other 
matters which are not of such immediate importance, which are not 
now exciting any particular attention, and are of no more consequence 
now than they have been at any time during the last twenty years. 

Mr. BECK. Let the amendment I offered be read. I think there 
is no embarrassment about it. The committee can not make the first 
investigation without inquiry into the other things I s 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment of Mr. BECK. 

Mr. BECK. I have guarded that as carefully as possible, and at the 
same time seek to show that this is not new action, on the part of those 

ple, and that we must act by the general laws. I do not desire de- 

y; I want prompt action. I do not think the amendment will hurt 
the original resolution. 

Mr. LOGAN. I have no objection to both inquiries, ,but I want 
them provided for separately, so that one shall not delay the other. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Mr. President, the resolution now be- 
fore the Senate is one of great importance to all our people. The reso- 
lution, as originally worded by the Senator from Rhode Island, to my 
mind is entirely unobjectionable. It calls for a proper investigation 
by the proper committee and for a report to the Senate. The amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Kentucky is one to which I have no 
objection. The information which will be laid before the Senate and 
before the country upon such an investigation will be very valuable, 
although I do not at all concur in the reasons which the honorable 
Senator from Kentucky gives for presenting his amendment. But the 
amendment offered by the honorable Senator from Ilinois, if I under- 
stand it aright, goes very much too far at the presentmoment. I think 
itis committing the Senate to a proposition to which it is not yet ready 
to give its consent. Perhaps Iam mistaken in the scope and object 
of the amendment, but if I understand it rightly it is equivalent, if 
it shall be adopted, to declaring at this time that we should enter upon 
retaliatory legislation, and it is directing the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations to a re AY Na such retaliatory measures to this body. 

I agree substantially with all that the Senator from Illinois has stated 
in regard to the present condition of our foreign trade and in regard to 
what is believed to be the np gs exclusion of our meat products from 
Germany and France. But the executive department of this Govern- 
ment, through the State Department, is now engaged in diplomatic cor- 
respondence with both those countries in regard to this matter; and it 
seems to me that we are not yet prepared as the Senate and as a part 
of the executive in the matter of treaties to state to the country that 
we should absolutely enter upon retaliatory legislation. Ido not think 
that the Senate of the United States should act hastily and inconsid- 
erately upon this great question. 

If I understand the present condition of the diplomatic correspond- 
ence upon this subject, it is briefly this: The German Government dis- 
claims all idea of retaliation in the matter of her excluding our meat 

ucts from her country. She claims that our meat products are un- 
ealthy. She bases her judgment upon many wild reports which are 
published in American newspapers. She also objects that we have no 
sort of Government inspection of our meats, and therefore that she can 
not tell whether they are healthy or unhealthy, and for that reason she 
objects to their introduction into her country. It seems to me that at 
this stage of the proren naa mop Senate of the United States is not pre- 
pared to say to Germany she is not honest in the position which 
she takes, or to say to Germany that it isa mere pretense upon her part, 
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jected because experts found that they were unhealthy. 


and therefore that we are immediately to enter into retaliatory meas- 


ures, 

The condition in France to-day is somewhat different. The original 
prohibition of the introduction of our meat products into France was a 
measure of the executive government, but as a result of our diplomatic 
correspondence and of the course of our minister there the executive 
department withdrew from that position and withdrew the prohibition 
and issued an order for the free introduction of American meats into 
France, and immediately the legislative department took up the matter, 
and the legislative department of France, by a bill or by a resolution, 
has again prohibited the introduction of our meats. We see, therefore, 
that in France to-day the inhibition of our meats is the act of the leg- 
islatureand not of the executive, and in that particular direction Ihave 
no doubt that our committee would find that it might be necessary for 
our legislative department to at once take the matter in hand. 

There will be submitted to this body in a few days—I think it is not 
yet quite ready—the entire diplomatic correspondence between our 
Government and Germany on this question, and also the correspond- 
ence between this Government and France upon this question. That 
has been asked for, and it will soon be here; and I believe that this is 
a matter of too great importance to us to be able to express an opinion 
upon it to-day. We have not the matter before us. 1 have no doubt 
but what there may be something of a desire to protect the growers of 
meats in Germany and in France in this prohibition of our meat prod- 
ucts, but I do not think that we are prepared to officially declare 
that, and therefore I hope that the Senator from Illinois will either 
modify his amendment or withdraw it entirely, so that the question 
may be left substantially where the original resolution places it, that 
is to say, in the hands of the Committee on Foreign Relations, for their 
examination and for their report. Under the original resolution they 
can immediately report whether or not there should be any legislative 
action in theirjudgment; but I do not think that we are prepared to-day 
to that committee with the drafting of retaliatory measures. 
If we do that, it is tantamount to the adoption of a resolution that the 
United States should at once enter upon a legislative course of retalia- 
tion with these countries. If after a thorough examination of the 
matter the Foreign Relations Committee shall be persuaded and shall 
be convinced that the continued prohibition of our meat products in 
both these countries is of such a nature that it requires what may be 
termed retaliatory legislation on our then let us enter upon it after 
full knowl and full consideration. I have no doubt that that 
committee will do its duty fully and fairly in this matter without any 
further instruction than the mere instruction implied in committing 
the subject to its care. There is no doubt that we may, if we shall see 
fit, in our legislative capacity enter upon retaliatory legislation, but 
let us do it due consideration and after full and careful investi- 
gation. Let us do it in such a way that it cannot be charged that we 
have been trifling on so great a matter. x 

Mr. President, I will not go into any sort of discussion of what such 
legislation should be, further than to state what is the present condition 
of the laws upon some of these matters. The present tariff law of the 
United States prohibits the importation of live animals into this country 
at all, but it provides that the Executive, whenever he is satisfied that 
there is no disease and no of disease being imported into this 
country, may for the time being d that law, and that the im- 
portation of live cattle may be permitted, and to day this prohibition 
of the law is suspended toward nearly all countries, though it is less 
than two years since the prohibition was absolutely in force upon 
our Canadian border, and no cattle could be brought over; but the ex- 
ecutive department became satisfied that the disease of cattle had been 
crushed out in Canada, and the prohibition was raised. It has also 
been raised in regard to cattle from England and Germany and France, 
and they are to-day brought in freely, the only requirement being that 
they shall be quarantined for a period of sixty or ninety days. 

Undoubtedly it may be desirable for us to go further, and it may be 
desirable that we should protect the lives and health of our citizens by 
prohibiting the importation of any adulterated liquors or wines, and 
I have no doubt that if any retaliatory measures are entered upon 
we are very likely to go in that direction first. The Senator from Ken- 
tucky seems to think that any such legislation would be absurd and 
objectionable, but the Senator should not forget, and probably does not 
forget, that at the last session of this body we passed a law for the in- 
spection of all teas, and under that law all the teas imported into this 
country are inspected by experts, and since that bill went into operation 
last spring many thousands of chests of tea have been rejected at the 
port of New York, and have been taken out of the country, being re- 

ndoubtedly 
that law has done very much to bring about a condition of affairs where 
only absolutely pure teas are imported into this country. It might not 
be unwise that without any regard to retaliation we should establish an 
inspection of all kinds of food products coming into this country in 
order to protect the health of our people; and in the matter of the adul- 
teration of liquors and wines, you have only to go to the official records 
in France to find that investigations made by experts there show that 
more than 50 per cent. of all the wines and liquors produced in France 
are adulterated to a very great extent. How far that may be true in 
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regard to the wines which are imported into this country I do not know, 

and therefore I am not prepared to speak in regard to it, but I simply 
have spoken of this prohibition of the importation of phi Ar 4 
tration of how to proceed in this matter provided the Committee on 
Foreign Relations shall report to the Senate that some such retaliatory 
measures are necessary. 

The amendment of the Senator from Illinois might be construed by 
the committee to go much further, and they might bring in under it 
bills of various kinds bills which should not properly come from that 
committee at all, and therefore I think it better that they should re- 
port what legislation is necessary, if they find any to be necessary, and 
that then the legislation of whatever character it may be Soni eo to 
the proper committee. If it is to be a change of our tariff laws in re- 

to articles coming in from Germany and France, then of course it 
should go to the Committee on Finance; if it is to be legislation in re- 
gard to the examination of cattle and all our food products and their 
inspection, then certainly that should go to the Committee on Agri- 
culture, which now has those two subjects under consideration, and 
will before long present bills to this body for carrying out those ideas. 

The argument of the Senator from Kentucky, that this present action 
of Germany and France was retaliatory because we maintain a pro- 
tective tariff against their industries, and that we could not hope for 
any trade with them unless we bought from them, unless, as he ex- 
pressed it in common English, it was a matter of swap or exchange, is 
scarcely borne out by the figures, because we have a large trade with 
these countries now. The official records for the fiscal year ending 
June 30 last show that we are now buying of France more than we 

sell to her. The official figures are as follows: We exported to France 
last year of our domestic products of all kinds $55,965,191; we im- 
ported from France last year goods to the value of $97,989,164. In 
other words, we bought from France last year to the value of 
nearly or a little more than $40,000,000 worth beyond what we sold to 
France. So it seems to me that the cry that we can not expect to sell 
to a country unless we buy of her does not hold true in the case of 
France, because we are buying more from her than she buys from us, 
and that is to a certain extent due to the fact that she has during the 
past year excluded our meat products from her country. If she had 
admitted all our meat products into her country we should have sold 
to her perhaps very nearly as much in value as we have bought from 
her. 

As to Germany, we exported domestic products to the value of 
$64,340,000; we bought from her of her products $57,377,000, there 
being very little difference in the trade of Germany and the United 
States; and as between France and ourselves we are buying much more 
than we sell to her; but Iam entirely willing that all these differences 
should be brought out in this investigation which the Senator from Ken- 
tucky desires the Committee on Foreign Relations to make. 

My point is simply this: that we are not prepared to-day, in my judg- 
ment, to say in a resolution that retaliatory measures are necessary. I 
think we have not sufficient information for that, and I think we should 
act wisely and considerately upon this question. Therefore I hope the 
Senator from Ilinois, if his amendment bears the construction which 
I put upon it—and I think it is the right construction—will in some 
way modify it so that the resolution shall amount to an instruction to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations to inquire into this whole matter 
and to report to the Senate what, if any, legislation may be necessary, 
rather than instruct them to at once report bills to the Senate for the 
very purpose indicated. If the Senator from Illinois will consent to 
a modification of that amendment I shall be very glad to have him do 
so, and I do not see how any one in the Senate can object to it; but cer- 
tainly, for one, I am not prepared to-day without the diplomatic corre- 
spondence before us, and without a careful consideration of the whole 
subject, to say that we should be justified in entering directly upon re- 
taliatory legislation. Let us have the full facts, and I know of no com- 
mittee which can give them to usso quickly as the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. LOGAN. Mr. President, thetrouble that there seems to be about 
this resolution is the failure on the part of Senators to understand what 
it means. The discussion against this resolution as I propose to amend 
it, by the Senator from New York, is wholly upon the ground that it 
requires the Committee on Foreign Relations to report retaliatory meas- 
ures. The resolution requires no such thing, as I understand it. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Will the Senator read it? 

Mr. LOGAN. I will, certainly, and I will give what I think it means. 
As I propose to amend it, it reads: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be instructed to inquire 


into and report to the Senate such legislation as shall enable the Executive to 
protect our interests against those governments which have prohibited or re- 


strained the importation of healthful meats from the United States. 


Under this resolution the committee may report retaliatory meas- 
ures, it is true, but it does not require them to report measures of that 
character. They might report a bill authorizing the President to ap- 
point inspectors, under the supervision of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, to inspect all meats exported from this country to foreign coun- 
tries, and requiring that a certificate of such inspection should go along 
with the cargo or the meats. That is one character of legislation they 
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mightreport. So it merely comes tothe point that the President shall by 
law be authorized in some way to protect our country against the action 
of foreign countries. How? If in the diplomatic correspondence the 
Governments of France and Germany say to our Government through 
our Secretary of State that we have no inspection, that no certificate of 
a Government officer who has inspected our meats goes with them, and 
therefore that they have no evidence of their being pure and sound, 
then to provide for an inspection would be one way of protecting our 
country against the action of those governments, and that may be the 
best mode of doing it. 

The idea has grown out of what Isaid in my remarks, that I hoped, 
at least if the necessity arose—and I say so now—our country would 
have the courage to protect itself in all respects against the wrongs that 
foreign governments enacted against our right to export. I said that 
substantially, and I repeatit. But that is notin the resolution. I so 
amended the resolution, or tried so to amend it, that this committee 
should report legislation to the Senate for their consideration; but the 
character of the legislation is not indicated in the resolution except 
that it is to be of such a character as that the President shall be em- 
powered under it to give our people protection. Thatisall. It does 
not bear upon its face the idea that the committee must report retalia- 
tory measures. That grows out of the remarks I made in discussing 
the resolution, and certainly entirely out of those remarks. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I can only judge of what construction 
would be put upon this resolution by the construction which my mind 
puts upon it. To my mind the resolution as the Senator proposes to 
amend it is tantamount to declaring that retaliatory measures are now 
necessary with certain governments, and it instructs the Committee on 
Foreign Relations to determine what nations such retaliatory measures 
are necessary to protect ourselves against, and then to report that re- 
taliatory legislation to this body. Now, in order to bring this before the 
Senate so that we may all understand it, I ask to have the original 
resolution read, and then that the substitute—because it amounts to a 
substitute—the amendment offered by the Senator from Illinois be 
read. 

Mr. LOGAN. Ihave it right here. I can read it as. it was origi- 
nally offered and as it will read if amended as I propose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I hope the Chair will have the origi- 
nal resolution read and then the amendment. 

The SECRETARY. The original resolution reads: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be instructed to inquire 
into the expediency of such legislation as shall enable the Executive to protect 
our interests against those governments which have prohibited or restrained 
the importation of healthful meats from the United States. 

Inline 2, after the word ‘‘into,’’ it is proposed to strike out “the ex- 
pediency of’’ and insert ‘‘and report to the Senate;’’ so as to make the 
resolution read: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be instructed to iuquire 
into and report to the Senate such legislation as shall enable the Executive to 
protect our interests against those governments which have prohibited or re- 
strained the importation of healthful meats from the United States. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I think I am amply borne out in my 
criticism by the reading. That amendment assumes another thing 
which the legislative department of this Government may not be 
willing to concede. It assumes that we are to pass such legislation as 
will put this whole matter into the hands of the Executive and give him 
power to say what goods or products of foreign countries s be im- 
ported into the United States. It may be necessary to dọ that; we 
have already done it in the matter of the importation of live cattle. But 
what I object to is a decided expression at this time as to what shall be 
done. Let us have all the facts before us so that we can act intelli- 
gently and with due consideration, for certainly this is a very important 
matter, and we are all aware that it is already being treated diplo- 
matically between the various governments; that there is constant cor- 
respondence going on between our State Department and France and 
Germany. Of course any action had here to-day, if it shall be unwise, 
may greatly complicate those negotiations. 

Now Iam prepared to say that I fully believe in and I shall be pre- 
pared to support any measure which may be called retaliatory or oth- 
erwise, if it shall be found before the end of this session that these ob- 
jectionable prohibitions of our healthful meats are not removed by 
foreign governments. Iam prepared to go as far as the Senator from 
Illinois in protecting our foreign trade in all those products; but I 
want it done in such a way that it can not be charged that we have 
shown undue haste or undue consideration of the dignity or the free- 
dom of action of foreign governments with whom we have proper peace 
relations at the present time. We certainly at the present moment are 
not prepared to charge that all that Germany has said upon this mat- 
ter in the way of her diplomatic correspondence is insincere. I believe 
that the prohibition of the German Government against the introduc- 
tion of our meats is likely to be very much modifed in a very short 
time, if not entirely removed; and I think I have good reason for say- 
ing as much as that. Therefore I think that when we commit this 
whole matter into the hands of the Committee on Foreign Relations 
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we shall have gone as far as we should go until we have had an investi- 
tion. 

The Senator from Illinois has just intimated that the Foreign Rela- 
tions Committee might not find it necessary to do anything more than 
to prepare bills providing for an inspection of all our products before they 
are exported abroad. As I have already stated, that entire subject is 
now under consideration by the Committee on Agriculture, where it 
properly belongs, and for one I should object to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations taking that measure out of the hands of the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, where it belongs, and I do not for a moment 
suppose that the Foreign Relations Committee desires to do anything 
of the kind. Therefore, if the Foreign Relations Committee shall find 
that legislation is necessary, let it report that fact to the Senate, and 
then let the legislation which may be necessary be prepared by the 
proper committee and presented to this body in the proper way. 

For one I am not prepared to take any stronger ground upon that 
question to-day than such as I have indicated, and I believe that that 
is sufficient; I believe that will satisfy our people. I believe that the 
great mass of the farmers of this country do not expect that we are to 
make an exhibition of ourselves here by passing instanter and without 
consideration retaliatory measures upon Germany and France. Our 
treaty relations with both those countries are very important, and, as I 
have just shown you, the figures of our foreign commerce with them are 
very large, and for that reason I think it would be much better to leave 
the matter where the original resolution placed it. I still hope that the 
Senator from Illinois will agree with me upon that proposition, for I 
certainly do not desire to antagonize his views or the views of any of the 
Senators who represent the great meat-producing portions of our coun- 
try, but I do not think that we ought to be called upon to-day to go any 
further than the resolution offered by the Senator from Rhode Island 
calls for. If, however, the Senators upon this floor who represent the 
great West, and represent that portion of the country which produces 
and which sends abroad all these meat products, are willing to-day to 
put the Senate upon record by declaring that we must at once have re- 
taliatory legislation, then I hope some of them will say so, and as one 
of the representatives from the East I will try and make the best of it; 
but I do hope the Senator will agree with me and that the matter may 
go to the committee, as it was originally proposed it should. 

Mr. LOGAN. Ido not want to discuss this matter any further, but 
I certainly tried to make myself understood. I may have been unfor- 
tunate, however, in making that a success, but I do not want to be 
placed before the country in an improper light in reference to this sub- 
ject. From what has been said it might be inferred at least that I was 
trying to force legislation of a particular form on the Senate now. I 
have no desire of that kind. The only desire I have is that the com- 
mittee shall act and report something to the Senate for its action. We 
are not bound by the report that may be made by that committee; we 
are not compelled to vote for any bill they may report; nor is the charac- 
ter of the bill described or the character of the remedy described in the 
resolution; but I will say in reference to this question, in reply to one re- 
mark of the Senator from New York, that I do believe that the Congress 
of the United States ought to pass a general law au@horizing the Presi- 
dent of the United States when Congress is not in session to protect 
this country against embargoes laid on our exports to foreign countries. 
The power ought to rest somewhere at all times in this country to lay 
an embargo upon imports from other countries where they deal unfairly 
with us, and to treat them as they treat us. I do believe in that doc- 
trine, and always have believed in it, and I believe in it now. The 
power should be given; whether it will be exercised or not isa different 
question; but when the necessity arises for the exercising of that power 
it should be exercised, and not at any other time except when the ne- 
cessity does arise. I would not wish this country to impose an embargo 
upon products from foreign countries merely to show its power or au- 
thority, but only to protect our interests when our interests are in- 
volved and the power was required to be exercised for that particular 


purpose. 

So far as I am concerned I differ with the Senator’s constructions of 
this resolution as I have proposed to amend it. He honestly believes 
it means one thing, and I think it means a different thing; therefore I 
do not agree with him. If the Senator disagrees with my amendment, 
that is one thing. I only think it requires action, and no particular 
character of action is indicated except to report something to the Sen- 
ate that we may act upon; therefore I do not think it is going to throw 
anything hastily upon the Senate or the Congress of the United States, 
for we certainly have the whole session of Congress to consider this 
with other matters. But Ido think it is important enough to have it 
brought before the Senate and the House too at some convenient season 
and at some time very soon. For that reason I say to the Senator from 
New York that I do honestly believe he is mistaken in his construction 
of my amendment. If I thought as he does in reference to it I would 
agree to withdraw it, but I do not believe so, and therefore I would 
rather have the vote. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I have listened to this discussion with 
a great deal of interest, because when the matter goes to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations we shall have to examine the subject. I 
should like to ask a question. As I understand the Senator from Mli- 
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nois the construction of the resolution as amended by him would be 
that the Committee on Foreign Relations would be expected to inves- 
tigate the whole subject, and report what legislation is deemed neces- 
sary, either by bill or otherwise? 

Mr. LOGAN. Yes, sir, 

Mr. MILLER, of California. They are to report a bill if they find 
legislation necessary, which bill may be referred to another committee 
afterward if it is deemed necessary. 

Mr. LOGAN. Certainly, that is exactly the meaning of my amend- 
ment; at least that is what I intended to mean by it. The committee 
will report after examining into this question such legislation as they 
think is competent and proper to give authority to the President to pro- 
tect this country in the interest we have been speaking of, and that bill 
may bereferred to any other committee, say the Agricultural Commit- 
tee. I think in all probability that committee would be a very proper 
one for it to go to as it is examining this question, or it might be the 
Finance Committee that has to investigate the tariff question, and it 
would necessarily go there if that question wasinvolved. It might go 
to any committee the Senate should designate, for consideration. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I supposed that was the intention the 
Senator had, and that is one objection I had to it. I want the Foreign 
Relations Committee to report what it finds to be the facts, and then the 
proper deductions. If they find that legislation of a certain kind shall 
be necessary, if they find thatall we need do to have foreign nations, Ger- 
many and France, remove this restriction is to pass a proper inspection 
law, they will so report, but not report a bill for an inspection, They 
will simply report to the Senate what, if any, legislation is necessary, 
and then the appropriate committee will take up the subject and re- 
port the legislation. That is my idea. I do not believe the Foreign 
Relations Committee desires to go into the question of pleuro-pneu- 
monia an@the preparing of proper bills for the limiting of that evil or 
stamping it out; neither do I believe the Foreign Relations Committee 
is prepared or desires to go into the matter of perfecting legislation for 
the inspection of all our food products which are sent abroad. Let it 
report, as the original resolution intended it should do, what it finds 
to be the facts and the proper deductions therefrom. When that is 
done, then the Senate will be prepared to take up the whole question, 
discuss it, and refer the matter to the appropriate committee and in- 
struct the appropriate committee to report by bill the needed legisla- 
tion. That is the difference, and if the Senator from Illinois would so 
modify his amendment, I should be glad. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Ilinois [Mr. LOGAN]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next amendment is that offered 
by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN Wyck]. Ñ 

Mr. VAN WYCK. My amendment was withdrawn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then the question will be on the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BECK], which 
will be read. 

The SECRETARY. The amendment is to add to the resolution: 


And the committee is further instructed to report what discriminations are 
made against exports from the United States by the tariff laws of the principal 
countries of Europe and America, ly ce, Germany, Mexico, and 
Brazil, by reason of commercial or special treaties or ments with 


more favored nations, and to report the causes which led tosuch discriminations, 


the efforts, if any, that have been made to remove them, and what legislation, 
if any, is necessary to place the United States on an equal footing with the most 
favored nations. This investigation is not, however, to delay the action of the 
committee on the first branch of this resolution. 

The amendment was to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now is on the adoption 
of the resolution offered by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. AN- 
THONY ], as amended. 

Mr.SAULSBURY. Mr. President, asthe resolution has been amended 
it takes from the Committee on Foreign Relations the inquiry into the 
expediency of legislation on this subject, but requires of that commit- 
tee to report appropriate legislation of a retaliatory nature, as I under- 
stand it. 

Mr. LOGAN. Not at all. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. How does it read? 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be instructed to inquire 
into and report to the Senate such legislation as shall erable the Executive to pro- 


tect our interests against those Governments which have prohibited or restrained 
the importation of healthful meats from the United States. 


It vests the power in the President to adopt these measures, and it 
gives him full authority. The Committee on Foreign Relations is re- 
quired to report a law giving to the President and vesting in the Presi- 
dent a discretion which has been taken from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations in reference to the whole subject. 

I am in favor of maintaining the proper relations of this Government 
with all foreign powers; but when retaliatory measures become abso- 
lutely necessary for the purpose of vindicating the rights of this country, 
such legislation is entirely justifiable and proper. Butisit not a little 
dangerous for us to strike in the dark, to pass legislation that shall en- 
able the Executive or any other officer of this Government at his dis- 
cretion to adopt the measures which may be deemed necessary to vin- 
dicate the rights of the country against foreign powers? 


Mr. LOGAN. The Senator will allow me a word. There is nosuch 
obiect in the resolution. It is in the discretion of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations to report such legislation as they think will enable 
the President to do this, not as the President may think but as the 
Senate shall think proper afterward in voting. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. ‘Such legislation as shall enable the Execu- 


tive.” 

Mr. LOGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. If the committee reports that kind of legisla- 
tion and it is adopted, will not the President of the United States have 
the whole matter in his control whether or not he will exercise the 
power which is conferred on him? 

Mr. LOGAN. Itdependsentirely on the character of the legislation re- 
ported. The committee may report a bill to the Senate merely authoriz- 
ing inspectors to inspect our meats before they goabroad, and authorizing 
the President to appoint those inspectors, which would put into his 
hands the appointing of them and the direction of them about the in- 
spection. 1t may be that characterof legislation. The resolution does 
not require retaliatory legislation. It is merely for the judgment of 
the committee to report such legislation as they deem proper to protect 
our people, and then the Senate take it into consideration, and they 
amend it or do what they please with it. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I differ somewhat with the Senator from Ii- 
nois in his construction of the resolution. Still I desire now only to 
say that while retaliatory measures may become necessary in order to 
vindicate the rights of this country in its relations with foreign govern- 
ments, it is always legislation of adelicate character, and it ought to 
be cautiously and carefully examined before it is adopted. Iam in 
favor myself of fair, equal justice between this Government and other 
governments, and Í am willing to adoptany measure that may become 
necessary to vindicate the rights of this Government and ofthe people 
of this country; but we ought to deal with such a question cautiously 
and carefully before we adopt any measure that invests in the Presi- 
dent of the United States such a discretion. 

This is all I desire tosay. I shall not oppose the resolution, but at 
the same time we ought to be cautious in the matter. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 20’clock having arrived, 
under the rules the Calendar of General Orders is in order. The un- 
finished business is the bill providing a civil government for the Terri- 
tory of Alaska, 

Mr. MAXEY. I believe this resolution has reached a point where 
we can dispose of it in fifteen or twenty minutes, and I think itis very 
important to dispose of it. I ask unanimous consent that the consid- 
eration of the resolution be proceeded with for twenty minutes. 

Mr. HARRISON. I will not interpose an objection if the Senator 
will put a limitation on the extension. 

Mr. MAXEY. I have put the limitation of twenty minutes. ‘The 

position I made was to proceed for twenty minutes. 

Mr. HARRISON. I will not object to that, though I understood 
the Senator to say that it would probably be completed within twenty 
minutes. Ifthere is unanimous consent that it may proceed for twenty 
minutes, I shall make no objection. ° 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas asks unani- 
mous consent that further consideration may be had of the resolution 
which has been under discussion, not exceeding twenty minutes. Is 
there objection? The Chair hears none. The resolution is before the 
Senate. 

Mr. INGALLS. I move to amend the resolution by striking out the 
words ‘‘enable the Executive to,” so that the committee will be in- 
structed to report such legislation as shall be n: to protect our 
interests. That I think will remove one objection that has been urged 
against the adoption of this resolution, and leave the whole subject to 
the legislation of Congress rather than to the discretion of the Execu- 
tive. J understand that the Senator from Illinois has no objection to 
this amendment, and I hope it may be adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of thg Senator from Kansas to strike out the words “enable the Exec- 
utive to.” t 

Mr. INGALLS. If the Senator from Texas desires to speak on this 
subject, I wish to give notice of one other amendment. After this 
shall have been acted upon I will move to strike out *‘ healthful,” be- 
fore “meats,” so that the whole subject may come before the committee. 

Mr. MAXEY. That was the exact point I wanted to make, and I 
hope that amendment will be offered. 

Mr. LOGAN. I have no objection to that either. 

Mr. MAXEY. Ionly desire tomakea very few observations. Iap- 
proach with a great deal of caution and some timidity any resolution 
of a retaliatory character. All retaliatory legislation is in the nature 
of opposition to amity. This resolution, as it was originally presented, 
declares: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be instructed to inquire 
into the expediency of such legislation as shall enable the Executive to protect 


our interests against those governments which have prohibited or restrained 
the importation of healthful meats from the United States, 


That assumes upon its face that there are governments which do pro- 
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hibit the importation of healthful meats. Right there we raise an is- 
sue of veracity with France and Germany, because they insist they do 
not prohibit the importation of healthful meats, but of unhealthful 
meats. We assume it to be true that healthful meats are excluded or 
prohibited from importation into certaincountries. That is a question 
of fact, and upon that question of fact an issue is joined. 

If the Governments of France and exclude meats because 
they are unhealthy, they have an undoubted right to do it, and it is 
beyond all question their duty to do it if that be true. If that is not 
true and we believe there is a mistake about it, if we believe there is 
an error about it and that they have been misled, then we should not 
begin with an assumption that they are falsely placing restrictions u 
the importation on a ground which they know does not exist; so that 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Kansas to strike out 
“ healthful ” I think is a very correct amendment. 

When you put the doctrine of retaliation in action, that doctrine nec- 
essarily can bring back upon us as much retaliation as we send out. In 
the early Congresses, when the British Government was very oppressive, 
as we thought, especially in the matter of the shipping of American 
products to the West India Islands, it was deem = our Congresses 
proper to pass retaliatory measures. There was a fact of the greatest 
importance that you could not ship certain products in vessels from 
your State, sir [Mr. FRYE in the chair], and exchange them for molasses 
or other West India products. That being the fact, our Congresses 
thought it proper to engage in leas ea measures; but here, without 
any nation having assumed to keep healthful meats out of market or 
expressed a desire to keep out healthful meats, when the allegation is 
simply that they seek to protect the health of their people by exclud- 
ing unhealthfal meats, we assume that it is not true, and on the basis 
of that we start in upon retaliatory legislation. It occurs to me that 
that is an unwise proceeding. 

All that I desired to say was that the Committee on Fo: Rela- 
tions should go into this matter with great caution, with great delibera- 
tion, and know the ground on which they stand, because I say that if 
we start in with a retaliatory measure it may land on wheat, it may 
land on cotton, we cannot tell where it will Jand. While I would pro- 
tect the exports of the United States as vigilantly as any man in this 
body, I want to know the ground on which I stand before I see proper 
to charge that a nation has been falsifying in its action in order to ex- 
clude American products. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] to strike out the 
words ‘‘enable the Executive to.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. INGALLS. Now I move to strike out the word ‘‘healthful,’’ 
before ‘‘ meats.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the second amend- 
mentoffered by the Senator from Kansas, to strike out the word ‘‘health- 
ful ” before ‘‘ meats.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

kari ANON OFFICER. The question is on the resolution as 
amended. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let it be reported as it stands. 

The resolution as amended was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be instructed to inquire 
into and report to the Sena‘e such legislation as shall protect our interests 

inst those governments which have prohibited or restrained the importation 
meats from the United States. And the committee is further instructed to re- 
port what discriminations are made against exports from the United States by 
the tariff laws of the principal countries of Europe and America, especial]. 
France, Germany, Mexico, and Brazil, by reason of commercial or other achat 
treaties or agreements with more favored nations, and to report the causes 
which led to such discriminations, the efforts, if any, that have been made to re- 
move them, and what legislation, if any, is necessary to place the United States 
on an equal footing with the most favored nations. This investigation is not, 


honorer, to delay the action of the committee on the first branch of this reso- 
ution. 


The resolution as amended was agreed to. 
GOVERNMENT FOR ALASKA, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the unfinished business of yesterday, which is the bill (8. 153) provid- 
ing a civil government for the Territory of Alaska. It is before the 
Senate as in Committee of the Whole. The amendment pending is the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], which 
will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 7, section 8, line 9, after the word 
iy asses the amendment is to insert “‘or now claimed by them;’? 
so as to 3 


That the Indians or other persons in said district shall not be dis- 


turbed in the possession of any lands actually in their use or occupation or now 
claimed by them, but the terms under which such persons may acquire title to 
such lands is reserved for future legislation by Congress, 


Mr. PLUMB, Are the committee amendments of? 

Mr. HARRISON. The agreement was that that amendment should 
be passed over until the committee amendments had been disposed of 
and we got through the bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. That is the speech which I rose to make. I was 
about to inquire if the committee amendments had been disposed of. 


` 
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Mr. HARRISON. They have not been. The Secretary should go 
on with the bill where we left off the reading yesterday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments of the Committee 
on Territories will be proceeded with. 

TheCHIEFCLERK. The Committee on Territories propose, insection 
9, line 12, to strike out ‘‘said;”’ in line 13, to strike out “ said” and 
“í five hundred;’’ in line 14, to strike out ‘‘said ’’ and “‘ five hundred; ”’ 
i» line 15, to strike out ‘‘ said ° where it occurs twice; in line 17, to 
strike out ‘‘said;’’ in line 19, after ‘‘ Oregon,” to insert ‘‘ and such fees 
for recording instruments as are allowed by the laws of Oregon for sim- 
ilar services; ’’ in line 22, to strike out ‘‘said;’’ in line 25, to strike out 
“ said ” and “‘ of said deputies; ’’ in line 35, to strike out «l said ” where 
it occurs twice; and in line 38, to strike out ‘‘aforesaid;’’ so that the 
section as amended will read: 


Src. 9. That the governor, attorney, judge, marshal, clerk, and commissioners 
provided for in this act shall be appointed gihe President of the United States, 

y and with the ad and consent of the s PD Doae S 
ive offices for the term of four years, and until their successors are a) ted 
and goanen: They shall severally receive the fees of office by law 
for the several offices the duties of which have been hereby conferred upon 
them as the sameare determined and allowed in respect of similar offices under 
the laws of the United States, and in addition thereto shall receive respectively 
the following salaries: The governor, the sum of $3,000; the attorney, the sum 
of $2,000; the marshal, the sum of $2,000; the judge, the sum of $3,000; and the 
clerk, the sum of $2,000, payable to them quarterly from the Treasury of the 
United States. The commissioners shall receive the usual fees of United States 
commissioners and of justices of the peace for Oregon, and such fees for record- 
ing instruments as are allowed by the laws of m for similar services, and 
in addition a salary of 00 cach. The depay m ls, in addition to the usual 
fees as deputy United States marshals an constables in Oregon, shall receive 
each a sa of $500, which salaries shall also be payable quarterly out of the 
Treasury of the United States. Each of said officials shall, before entering on 
the duties of his office, take and subscribe an oath that he will faithfully execute 
the same, which said oath may be taken before the judge of said di or an 
United States district or circuit judge. And the clerk shall execute a bond, 
with sufficient sureties, in the ty of $10,000 for the faithful formance of 
his duties, and file the same with the Secretary of the Treasury before entêri: 
on the duties of his office; and the commissioners shall each execute a bon 
with sufficient sureties, in the penalty of $3,000 for the faithful performance 
their duties, and file the same with the clerk before entering on the duties of 
their office. 

to. 


The amendment was Y 

The next amendment of the Committee on Territories was, in section 
10, to strike out ‘‘so many and so much of;” inline4, to strike out ‘‘ of 
the same;” in line 10, to strike out “‘hereby created;’’ and in line 12, 
to strike out ‘‘said;’’ so as to make the section read: 


Sec. 10. That any of the public build: in said district not required for the 
eustoms service or military purposes shall be used for court-rooms and offices 
of the civil government; and the of the Treasury is hereby directed 
to instruct and authorize the custodian of said buildings forthwith to make 
such repairs to the jail in the town of Sitka, in said district, as will render it 
suitable for a jail and penitentiary for the purposes of the civil government 
mian À provided, and to surrender to the marshal the custody of said jail and 
the other public buildings, or such parts of said buildings as may be selected for 
court-rooms, offices, and officials, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 11, after “‘district,” in line 6, 
to strike out the following words : 


And so much of the general daws of the State of Oregon as is applicable to 
justices of the constables, jails, jailors, sheriffs,and keepers of jails, as 
also those of said State which relate to crimes and the punishment thereof, and 
the law and practice governing testamentary and probate proceedings, and the 
general practice in civil cases, appeals, writs of review, and bail, so far as the 
same are applicable, and deliver to the attorney of the United States for said 
district a ent number of the same for the purposes of this act. 


And to insert in lieu thereof: 


And shall furnish for the use of the officers of said Territory so many copies 
as may be needed of the laws of Oregon applicable to said district. 


So as to make the section read : 


Sec. 11. That the Attorney-General is directed forthwith to compile and cause 
to be printed in the English language, in pea form, so much of the gen- 
eral laws of the United States as is applicab eto the duties of the governor, attor- 
ney, judge, clerk, Is, and commissioners appointed for said district, and 
shall furnish for the use of the officers of said Territory so many copies as may 
be needed of the laws of Oregon applicable to said district, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to insert after section 12: 


Src, 13. That there shall be established in said Territory, at such places as may 
be designated 5 Bag Commissioner of Education, free publie schools for the in- 
struction of children and youths of proper in the common elementary branches 
ofstudy andin industrial pursuits. Such schools shall be open to all persons ofthe 
properage, without to race, under such rules as may be prescribed ra the 

mmissioner of Education. Where freeschools have already been established 
by private benevolence or by any religious society the Commissioner of Educa- 
tion may, with the consent of such persons or society, adopt said schools as a per 
ofthe school system of said district, on such terms as may be upon. Th 
Commissioner of Education shall designate one of the best qualified teachers of 
said schools as superintendent of education, who shall have a Seaver oversight 
and direction of all said schools, and shall annually reportto the governor. All 
ef the powers hereby given to the Commissioner of Education shall be executed 
subject to the approval of the Secretary of the Interior. 


Mr. PLUMB. I should like to ask the Senator from Indiana who 
has charge of this bill whether, under the general provision extending 
the statutes of Oregon over the Territory of Alaska, it is intended to 
provide any means of collecting taxes or that any taxes shall be col- 
lected for any purpose whatever. 

Mr. HARRISON. My response is in the negative. We have not 
provided any scheme for the assessment or collection of taxes within 
this district. We did not believe it was necessary in this preliminary 

v é 


bill to make such a provision. It will doubtless come in time with 
more settlements and the accumulation of property thefe; but as no 
legislature is given to the district we made no provision for the assess- 
ment and collection of taxes. 

Mr. PLUMB. ‘There are, as I understand, about four hundred peo- 
ple in Alaska other than Indians. They are there for purposesof profit, 
and in fact there is said to be some very profitable business carried on 
there. I understand they have provided schools at their own expense, 
as is entirely proper, and they are now being carried on; and I think it 
will be going a great way to select this community above all the other 
communities of the United States and educate their children at the ex- 
pense of the general Treasury without imposing on them any taxes 
whatever. Notonlyis this done, butall the expense of the Government 
over them, that is to protect them in their acquisitions, is also borne out 
of the Federal Treasury. 

If the Senator from Indiana will adapt his amendment to the In- 
dians who are there and who are the proper subjects of national charity, 
I shall have no objection to it, but I should like to hear some reason 
why the people in the employ of the Alaska Seal Company, or people 
who are there for their gain, should, by reason of their having volun- 
tarily gone there and become engaged in these profitable pursuits, have 
all the expenses of the Government over them paid by the General Gov- 
ernment and their children educated in the same way besides. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, the situation of this Territory or 
district is a peculiarone. The population there is so sparse and so scat- 
tered that the committee were of opinion that we ought not to attempt 
to give them a full Territorial organization. We have not provided for 
any legislative body in which they might be represented and which 
might provide for an assessment of the property of the citizens within 
the district and levying and collection of taxes for any pu 

Now, while it may be that there are some there who should in jus- 
tice and strictness be required to contribute to the educational 


of | which is to be expended under this bill for the education of all children, 


without reference to race, in the Territory, while that may be true tech- 
nically, yet there is no way that I can see or that the committee could 
see by which we could reach that end. We can not exclude them from 
the benefit of school privileges and limit the provisions of this bill to 
Indian children alone. That would practically be leaving them with- 
out any possibility of securing for the children of the American residents 
in this Territory any access to public schools unless they could combine 
among themselves and by voluntary contributions organize schools; 
and they are so scattered and in the main of such limited means that 
it would be impossible to secure education for their children by any such 
voluntary effort. 

So, then, while the Senator from Kansas is strictly right in saying 
that the burden of the education of the children of the white people 
there who are residents should at least be contributed to by an assess- 
ment of taxes upon the property possessed in the Territory by the par- 
ents of such children, yet I submit that in this preliminary skeleton 
organization of the Territory and in the present condition of things 
there it is scarcely worth while on the one hand to exclude these peo- 
ple from the educational advantages of this bill, or on the other hand 
to introduce the necessary racial A in order to collect taxes from the 
white residents there to maintain schools for them. 

Mr. PLUMB. It seems to me that the white people who are up 
there can be left to exercise their privilege of schooling their own 
children in their own way and out of their own money. ~I think it is 
entirely unnecessary to make this provision for the schooling of-the 
children of the white people who are there. If they are scattered, as 
the Senator from Indiana says they are, then of course the of 
the education is just that much greater to be paid out of the public 

I will venture this prophecy at all events, that if this sec- 
tion is literally carried out there will be a great many schools in a great 
many places in Alaska where they would not be considered necessary 
in any other portion of the habitable globe. This provision is a very 
wide one: 

That there shall be established in said Territory, at such places as may be 
designated by the Commissioner of Education, free public schools for the in- 
struction of children and youths of proper age in the common elementary 
branches of study and in industrial pursuits. 

There is no limitation there that there shall be one school to so many 
children. 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator from Kansas will allow me to sug- 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not think there is any suchlimitation. Schools 
are to be established, and then we may be called upon to pay for them 
afterward. If the Senator had been observant during the last ten or 
fifteen years of his life I think he would have ascertained that that is 
a very common way of doing things. 

In the next place these ‘‘schools shall be open to all persons of the 
proper age without regard to race,’’ and the Senator says that includes 
the Indian children. Then we are providing forthe education not only 
of all the white children in Alaska but the education of all the Indian 
children in Alaska. Mr. President, we have not done that with any 
other tribe of Indians under our jurisdiction. If we are to carry out 
the principle which is here established, what are we to do with thefifty 


e | gest that the limitation will be found in the appropriation. 
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thousand Indian children this side of the Rocky Mountains, and who 
have been heretofore very imperfectly provided for if this is to be the 
scale the Government is to adopt with reference to their education ? 

It seems to me that thissection opens up a door which it will require 
a great many hundreds of thousands of dollars to close, that we are 
setting up there, away from any reasonable control or supervision; a 
system which is going to be expensive, not only unjustly expensive, 
but which is going to be expensive beyond any chance that we have of 
results to flow from the expenditure. I have no objection to a reason- 
ableappropriation for the purpose of establishing schools for the Indians. 
I do object, however, that the children of white people up there, who 
are not to be taxed, but for whose benefit this government is to be pro- 
vided, shall also have their schools paid for out of the public Treasury. 

In the next place this bill cuts off the exercise of benevolence in that 
Territory. Under the operation of the very motive which I have spoken 
of as applicable to the white people up there desirous of educating their 
children, schools have already been established which this bill recog- 
nizes, but instead of recognizing them for the purpose of keeping them 
there in the position in which they now are, it recognizes them for the 
purpose of extirpating them. They are to be free schools—no longer 
maintained by benevolence; no longer maintained by the contribution 
of those whose children have the advantage of them. But the Govern- 
ment steps in and says, ‘We will not have any of these free schools 
kept up any longer by the contributions of people who are making 
money by their residence there, but we propose to take them away from 
them nilly willy, without their consent;”’ or, if not without their con- 
sent, at all events it will be with a-consent easily obtained, and put a 
burden, which now falls on the people of that Territory for the educa- 
tion of their own children, on the Treasury of the United States. 

The people up there are satisfied. I venture t@say there has not 
been a white resident of the Territory of Alaska who has ever asked for 
one dollar of appropriation to educate his children. They have gone 
there like sensible, prudent men, being relieved from all the other bur- 
dens of government, and have been perfectly willing to educate their 
own children at their own expense; and yet we come in here, according 
to the terms of this amendment, and propose to take away from them 
that obligation and to substitute for it the obligation of the Govern- 
ment of the United States to provide an education for their children; 
and in addition to that we provide that their schools shall be recognized 
and carried into the system of public schools provided for by this bill. 

This provision, as I said, is too wide, it is too ample, too expensive, 
too loose, and will lead to nothing but expense and trouble and annoy- 
ance. I therefore hope that this amendment in its present terms will 
not be adopted. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, if I were not in favor of the unifi- 
cation of this continent under American dominion, I should be willing 
to relinquish Alaska to any power that would undertake to carry on 
its government and provide for its future welfare. But the Monroe 
doctrine is written on the map; that is our first lesson in geography, 
and ‘‘manifest destiny” indicates that our northern shore is to be 
washed by the Polar Sea, and that oyy southern boundary will be the 
interoceanic canal that connects the Atlantic and Pacific. 

Aside from thisidea, Mr. President, I regard Alaska as the most worth- 
less territorial acquisition with which any government was ever afflicted; 
and what compensation, other than the gratification of the American 
idea, we have received for the $7,000,000 that we paid for it I am as 
yet without information. Separated from us bya dangerous and stormy 
sea, over which a voyage of many days must be taken to reach its near- 
est port, its gloomy and inhospitable shores are secluded by the condi- 
tions of its climate for many months fromapproach. Itsmountains are 
said to abound in theprecious metals; but so far as examination hasex- 
tended this claim is found to be utterly without foundation. It isal- 
leged that its mountains are clothed with timber, that far-bearing ani- 
mals frequent the islands along its coast, and that fish ure abundantin 
its streams; but hitherto these temptations have sufficed only to attract 
to that country a wandering and nomadic population of not to exceed 
four or five hundred adventurers, who remain there during the brief and 
hot summer, and then disappear when winter comes. 

I suppose that if there are twenty-five children of school age in 
Alaska at this time of European descent it would be surprising to 
the enumerator of the census. It is claimed that the white population 
at this time is about four hundred, consisting, I suppose, very largely 
of the employés of the Seal Company and of the fisheries that carry on 
their enterprises there during two or three months of the year. That 
class of people, if they migrate, do so only temporarily, and do not 
carry their families with them; and it is very doubtful whether there 
are any native-born children in Alaska at the present time other than 
those of Indian ancestry; so that if there are four hundred white people 
in Alaska at this time, I should say that it would be surprising if 
there were twenty-five children of the school age. The Senator from 
Indiana who has reported this bill leaves us without information on 
this subject, and calls upon us, without advising us whether there is a 
single child of Caucasian blood within those limits who has not been 
carried there with the intention of being removed as soon as its parents 
go away, to vote to introduce at an enormous expense a system of edu- 
cation under governmental instruction that is to endure for all coming 
time. 


He says that the limitation upon this system will be the appropri 
tion that may be made to support it. Butif the Com AEF Edu. 
cation, under this amendment offered by the committee, in search of 
objects over which his sensibilities can weep and his philanthropy can 
expand, goes to Alaska and introduces this system of common schools, 
establishing one institution of learning at Kodiac, a seminary at Wran- 

1, an academy at Sitka, and a college at the other point that has 

named, the title of which I forget, what will remain for Congress 
to do under this absolute authority conferred upon him by this act ex- 
cept to make the appropriations to carry them on? 

I think we have gone far enough when we have provided for the ex- 
tension of a system of laws over this wandering and nomadic popula- 
tion in Alaska, attracted there by the fisheries and by the fur trade, and 
enabled them to have a tribunal in which their wrongs can be redressed 
and their rights can be enforced. I am as much in favor of the educa- 
tion of the young as any man can be upon this floor; but it appears to 
me that this amendment of the Senator from Indiana is absolutely 
without foundation, as we are without information upon which to base 
our action upon it. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Mr. President, I understood the Senator 
from Indiana to say a while ago that the reason why nothing was pro- 
posed by the committee for the collection of a revenue in this Territory 
was because it would necessarily involve the inauguration there of a 
legislative system of machinery. Now, for one, I do not think that 
thatisa reasonable excuse. I am one of those who believe that the power 
of this Government over the Territories is precisely what it is over the 
District of Columbia, and that there is no necessity whatever for the 
institution of alegislative power in the Territory in order to inaugurate 
a system of reasonable revenue within it tomeet some of these expenses. 
Why, sir, it is a remarkable anomaly under our system to find a single 
individual living anywhere within the jurisdiction of the United States 
who contributes nothing. toward the support of the Government. I 
asked the Senator yesterday if the laws of the United States were ex- 
tended into that country. He hesitated upon the subject, and well he 
might, because I find by this bill, which he reported, that, while an 
oath is required to be taken by the officers provided for in this bill, it 
violates the Constitution of the United States in the important 
ular of not requiring one of these officers to take an oath to support 
the fundamental law of the Union. It is a most marked omission. 
Each one of the officers, whose salaries are to be paid by this Govern- 
ment, appropriated by this body and the other House, when it comes 
to the oath of office he has to take, is not required to take an oath to 
support the Constitution or the laws of the United States. Why was 
this omission? Where is there any authority for the oath provided for 
in this bill—an oath simply to discharge the powers of the office, as I 
understand. Of course, if the Constitution and laws of the United States 
have no force or operation in the Territories, it would be a work of su- 
pererogation to require any officer there to take an oath to support the 
Constitution, but he ought to be required to support the laws of Ore- 
gon, as it is proposed to carry them into this Territory. 

Now, sir, there is no difficulty in the world about providing a reason- 
able system of revenue under the authority of this Government if the 
people in this Territory are in a condition to bear it, because we have 
ample legislative power to establish a revenue system. If not, we have 
no authority to pass this bill. Therefore I think the argument of the 
Senator fails when he says it would involve the establishment of cum- 
brous machinery to provide any revenue system. I do not know what 
property is there, but this bill goes on to provide for a system of gov- 
ernment that presupposes very extensive property interests. Here you 
have a district judge at a salary of $3,000 a year; a governor, a clerk, a 

, four commissioners, and a lot of constables. I never heard 
of a constable under the authority of the United States before, but they 
are provided for in this bill. All this presupposes the existence of 
property there, and if there is property there and people capable of 
holding it, they ought to be made to contribute toward the expense, 
and there is authority in the legislative branch of the United States 
Government to impose it, without there being a Legislature there, which 
it seems it is not considered proper at this time to provide for. 

This is a most remarkable bill, because I do not think there is any- 
thing like it in our annals. I am not sure but it would be just as well 
to leave the people of the Territory in the condition they are in than 
to institute a measure of this kind. In all the Territorial bills hitherto 
passed by Congress provision was made for a legislative establishment; 
that is always the chief want of a people in a territorial condition, to 
have some authority near by them capable and competent to look into 
their wants, so as to legislate for them. Mere executive officers are of 
no consequence unless they have something to execute. But I under- 
stand the laws of the United States are not in force in this Territory, 
nor the Constitution of the United States, but the whole code of Oregon 
is carried in there by the force of this bill, while the laws of the United 
States are carefully excluded. I think it would be wise—I make this 


suggestion to the Senator who has the bill in charge—to follow in this 
case the course that has been followed in nearly all analogous cases, 
that the Constitution and laws of the United States not locally ina) 

plicable to this Territory should have full force and operation within 
its borders, and I think that what few people are there are entitled to 
that.- Iwould call the Senator’s attention to the provisions of*the 
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treaty between the United States and Russia, under which Alaska was 
acquired. in support of that view. This treaty, following the example 
of other treaties under which territory was acquired by the United 
States, provides for the rights of the inhabitants of that Territory. The 
third article goes on to declare: 

The inhabitants of the ceded territory, according to their choice, reserving 
their natural allegiance, may return to Russia within three years; but if they 
should prefer to remain in the ceded territory, they, with the exception of un- 
civilized native tribes— 


Mark you this language— 


they, with the exception of uncivilized native tribes, shall be admitted to the 
enjoyment of all the rights, advantages, and immunities of citizens of the United 
States, and be maintained and protected in the free enjoyment of their 
liberty, property, and religion. 

I do not know how many of these Russian subjects remained there 
after the ratification of this treaty, but I say that every subject of 
Russia who made the election to remain in that territory after the rat- 
ification of this treaty is entitled to the protection and the benefits of 
the Constitution of the United States, because how can a person be 
in any respect a citizen of the United States when he has not a single 
security under the organic law, and still I will take it as admitted from 
the other side that the Constitution of the United States has no force 
or operation in that Territory whatever, and that the officers proposed 
to be created are not required even to take an oath tosupport the Con- 
stitution. They can carry on a despotic system there, do pretty much 
what they please, without to conscience or to law. 

Mr. GARLAND. Mr. President, section 1891 of the Revised Statutes 
carries the Constitution and all the laws of the United States into or- 
ganized Territories and Territories that shall be organized. The com- 
mittee that had this bill in charge, in view of this section of the Stat- 
utes, did not deem it necessary to put in an express provision that “‘the 
Constitution and all laws of the United States which are not locally in- 
applicable’’ shall be carried into this Territory, because they are there 
under that section as soon as we organize the Territory. I believe that 
answers the statement made by the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Will the Senator, permit me to make a sug- 

ion? 

Mr. GARLAND. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I think this is a little evasion of that. T 
do not think it is plain that this is to be an organized Territory. It is 
a judicial district. 

Mr. GARLAND. No, it is not an evasion at all. When the word 
“ organized ” is used there, it does not mean organized in a particular 
way, but it means organized in any way Congress shall think proper. 
There is no law making it obligatory on Congress to organize the gov- 
ernment of a Territory with a governor and legislature. They can do 
it as they think proper. When Alaska becomes organized under this 
bill, or any other bill that Congress may pass, the Constitution and 
laws of the United States are carried by section 1891 into that Terri- 
tory and become operative there. There can not be any doubt about 
that. So I think that is a response to the statement made by the Sen- 
ator from Florida. 

I have somewhat shared the same feelings which the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] who last addressed the Senate expressed in 
reference to the abandonment of Alaska. I have never been satisfied 
in my mind exactly what we wanted with it and why the necessity of 
purchasing it, but we did buy it, and now the question is, what shall 
we do with it? This bill attempts to make some provision in the way 
of putting that Territory in some organized shape. The bill reported 
is not a usual bill; it is not a bill going the full length of the Terri- 
torial governments as we understand them, having a Delegate for in- 
stance in Congress; but it is a bill providing for the exigencies as they 
now exist there as the committee think, getting the Territory into 
some shape, looking to a better and more thorough and more perfect 
form of government after a while. 

Now, to come to the question ted by the Senator from Kansas 
(Mr. PLUME] who first addressed the Senate, I agree with him that 
this section 13 is not a necessity to the bill. It was suggested to the 
committee and discussed by the committee in view of the anomalous 
condition of that country, and, in fact, the somewhat anomalous form 
of government we are compelled in the first instance to provide for it; 
and it was thought best to put in some provision in reference to edu- 
cation in that Territory. There is one restriction in this section that 
failed to attract the attention of the Senator from Kansas, I think, or 
at least he did not allude to it. Independent of the authority given 
to the Commissioner of Education, the orders, the regulations estab- 
lished by him are to be under the supervision and subject to the ap- 
proval of the Secretary of the Interior, who has other very definite 
powers conferred upon him also in reference to this Territory. 

_Now, while I think the section is not an absolute necessity to this 
bill, yet it had bettez be incorporated here, because we have a restric- 
tion, and, as was said by the Senator from Indiana, the limit can be 
prescribed when we come to make the appropriation. Under thatand 
under the restriction as to the Commissioner of Education and the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, it seems to me by all the analogies in cases of 
this sort we have thrown every restriction about it that we can. Iam 


not afraid that this is going to be a precedent for the Government to 
educate the children of the country; and if it should become a prece- 
dent for that, so far as I am concerned I will not be opposed toit. A 
good deal can be said upon that subject. 7 

I think, though I admit it is not an absolute necessity to the Terri- 
torial organization of that Territory, that we should establish these 
provisions, and they are under restrictions sufficient by being put under 
the Commissioner of Education and the Secretary of the Interior. It 
was thought best by the committee to do that, while of course the bill 
might be perfect so far asthe Territorial government is concerned with- 
out the section. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, the question before the Senate is not 
the constitutional question raised by the Senator from Florida [Mr. 
JONES]. However weighty it might be in a proper forum, I do not 
think that we have occasion now to trouble ourselves with it. I think 
very much the same with the question raised by the distinguished 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS]. Whether it was wise in the 
beginning for us to acquire that Territory is not the question for us to 
determine in considering this bill. 

My views in reference to the original acquisition of the Territory 
were at the time it was acquired very much like those expressed by the 
Senator from Kansas to-day. I was in the House of Representatives 
and called upon to vote the money that purchased Alaska, For the 
reasons so much better urged to-day than any one urged them then I 
could not give my vote for it; but the constitutional majority of the 
Senate ratified that treaty, and the constitutional majority of both 
Houses of Congress appropriated the money, and Alaska became ours. 

It was not the mere territory, which is covered with mists and clouds 
and uncertainty and indefiniteness, that we acquired by that treaty, 
but we accepted obligations, expressed as well as implied. The ex- 
press obligations were that we should take upon us the care and pro- 
tection not only of all the people then residing there but of all who 
should go there under our flag. We expressly stipulated that so far as 
they were civilized people and chose to remain there, they should be 
treated in all respects as citizens of the United States; and such meas- 
ure as we meted out to our own citizens here, and had been meting 
out to them up to that time, we stipulated that we should mete out to 
those citizens; but as to the great body of them, larger or smaller (Ido 
not know at this distance of time, twenty years, any more than I did 
then how large that body is), we stipulated that we should treat them 
as we do others in the United States of like character. 

We have disregarded up to this time all our implied and expressed 
obligations to those people, all those obligations which we were bound 
to regard when we took that vast territory and made it a part of our 
domain on our western borders, and we have let it drift, content only to 
take into our from asingle source of revenue annually an 
amount just about equal to the interest upon the original purchase, 
gathering into our Treasury that amount yearly and yet forgetting that 
there was this large body of territory open to all our people for the ex- 
ercise of their enterprise and the investment of their capital, and that 
there were multiplying year by year in that section of country a body 
of uncivilized people upon out border coming upon us in some time to 
come, how near we could not tell, as an ignorant, uneducated mass of 
people whom we should perhaps be obliged to support as we are obliged 
to-day to support those of a kindred class here in our midst. 

It is quite time that we considered what our duty to that Territory 
is, and enlightened, comprehensive, what are the considerations by 
which we should address ourselves to this subject, and not count it by 
a few dollars and cents. Underneath it all lies the question whether 
those people over whom we have extended the Constitution and laws 
and flag of the country shall be educated enough to understand the in- 
stitutions under which they live and the laws they are called upon to 
obey. That is the question which we ought to answer, and which I 
believe the Senate are ready to answer and to furnish the means to an- 
swer, provided they can know that the money which they appropriate 
will be wisely and properly expended. Whether it will bring back 
fruit or whether it will be wasted and cast into the sea, is the only ques- 
tion in my mind. 

For one, I am prepared to appropriate money just so far, and I will 
go no farther, as I can be convinced that it will be wisely and econom- 
ically expended, bringing back in the effect it may have upon that 
people in elevating and making them better citizens of the United 
States, if I may not be permitted to use the word ‘‘subjects;”’ for every 
single one of them, who can be brought up in intellectual capacity to 
understand the value of the institutions under which we live is an 
actual donation of so much wealth to the nation itself. Otherwise, 
left to waste his intellect and his powers and his capacity, he be- 
comes, instead of a useful citizen of the United States, more than a 
dead weight upon the body politic and an actual sore, a corrupting in- 
fluence in our institutions. We should make haste to avail ourselves, 
if I may use the expression, of this raw material out of which it is 
possible for us to make valuable citizens of the United States. 

I somewhat sympathize with the Senator from Kansas on my left 
[Mr. PLUMB] as to the phraseology with which this section is couched. 
I do not like to see, with my present information, just one fixed method 
established by law through which whatever money we shall expend is 
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to be expended. It is true that it is to be under the direction of the 
Secretary of the Interior, but in the phraseology of the section it is to 
be expended only in the establishment of a particular kind of free 
schools and the building of school-houses. That may be wise, but it 
may not be wise also. I have no information whether $25,000, or 
$50,000, or $10,000 can best and most wisely be expended as in the 
particular manner specified in the section. As these are, like the In- 
dians of this country, under the Secretary of the Interior, who is car- 
rying on with them what seems to me now to be a very wise and en- 
lightened system of education, enlarging it from time to time and 
bringing within its influence more and more each year the children of 
the different tribes of Indians in this country with a wisdom which we 
do not even criticise here, why not extend the system he is thus carry- 
ing on to the Indians of Alaska and putin his hands what we may 
think a sufficient sum of money, and permit him to expend that as he 
does the $600,000 which we appropriate now each year for the educa- 
tion of the Indians within our borders? If after investigating all the 
facts and the coming interests, with the knowledge which we may not 
have, he may think it wise to inaugurate at once a system of free schools, 
as it is called in this proposed statute, or build school-houses upon any 
extensive plan, I am willing to furnish him with sufficient money for 
that p ; but I would rather put a limited sum into his hands and 
leave ii Sinoreionary with him how to expend that money. 

We appropriated some time since, I do not know now how many 

ago, $25,000 for education in Alaska, and not a dollar of it has 
papa cee ie I am told it has not been expended because the Sec- 
retary of the Interior was unable to find wise methods at that time by 
which he could expend it. I think he knows more about that Terri- 
tory now. We all know more about it to day, and are every day know- 
ing more and more about it. . A proper appropriation of money put in 
his hands for the general purposes of the education of those people 
would be wisely and economically expended, and better expended than 
if we tied it down to any particular mode of doing it. 
' Therefore, instead of the criticism made by the Senator from Kansas 
that this is too large and too broad I would make it more so. I would 
not impose upon the Secretary of the Interior the necessity which this 
pro; statute imposes, of expending whatever money we spend in 
free schools and free school-houses, but I would put a proper sum into 
his hands to expend in that way which seems to him most wise and 
expedient for the beneficent purposes for which it is appropriated. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. INGALLS, I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After 1 hour and 43 minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened. 

GOVERNMENT FOR ALASKA. 

Mr. HARRISON. I give notice that to-morrow I shall ask the Sen- 
ate to conclude the consideration of the bill providing a civil govern- 
ment for the Territory of Alaska. 

AMENDMENT To Ñ BILL. A 

Mr. MILLER, of California, submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed by him to the bill (S. 74) to enable the State of Colorado 
to take lands in lieu of the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections found to 
be mineral lands, and to secure to the State of Colorado the benefit of 
the act of July 2, 1862, entitled ‘‘An act donating public lands to the 
several States and Territories which may provide colleges for the bene- 
fit of agriculture and the mechanic arts;’’ which was ordered to lie on 
the table and be printed. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 53 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, January 22, 1884. 


The House metat 120’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. JOHN 
§. Liypsay, D. D. 

READING OF THE JOURNAL. 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I move, by unanimous consent, in the 
reading of the Journal that that portion which relates to the formal in- 
troduction of and reference of bills and joint resolutions be dispensed 
with. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The remaining portion of the Journal was then and approved. 

H. A. OLCOTT. 

Mr. EATON, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was referred to the Committee on Accounts: 

Resolved, That Henry A. Olcott be paid out of the contingent fund of the House 


the sum of $3.60 day for services as messenger in the office of the Clerk of the 
reg a to be ed to duty in the House library, until ordered by 
ouse. 


WILLIAM H. MILAM. 


-Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. 3927) granting a pension to William H. Milam; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM R. GIBSON. 


Mr. ROBERTSON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
3928) for the relief of William R. Gibson; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. BEACH. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa personal explanation. Yester- 
day, when the vote was taken on the resolution of the gentlemen from 
Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] in relation to the public lands, I was unavoid- 
ably absent. If I had present, I would have voted in favor of the 
resolution. 

PRINTING OF DIGEST. 


Mr. COX, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the adoption of the resolution which I send up to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That there be printed and bound, under the direction of the Journal 


Clerk, 250 copies of the Digest for the present session, for the use of committees 
of the House and officers of the two Houses and heads of Departments and 


The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution ? 
Mr. HOLMAN, I think all these measures should go the Committee 
on uiy 
Mr. COX, of New York. The Committee on Printing takes cogni- 
zance only of matters where the printing is over $500. This will cost 
$107. The work is already stereotyped, and there is a necessity mem- 
bers and officers should have the copies which are here provided for. 
It is the usual resolution, and I hope there will be no objection to it. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I retain the motion to object. I wish simply to 
say that every gentleman must see how enormous this item of printing 
and binding has become, and I think the whole subject should be re- 
ferred to that committee of the House having jurisdiction of it. 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman consent to its reference? 
Mr. COX, of New York. if the gentleman from Indiana objects, of 
course I can not help it. Let it be referred. 
_ The resolution was received, and referred to the Committee on Print- 
ing. i 
OLEOMARGARINE. 
Mr. PARKER. Iask unanimous consent to present the following 
preamble and resolution for action at this time. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Whereas it is alleged that the interests of the American agriculturists and 
en are greatly and unjustly injured by the manufacture, sale, and use 
of oleomargurine, butterine, suine, and imitation, artificial, and adulterated but- 
ters of different kinds, and of adulterated and imitation compounds and mixt- 
ures sold and consumed as dairy products; and 
Whereas it is alleged that fat and oils of hogs and cattle and of other animals, 
and also that vegetable oils, are used in the making and compounding of snine, 
oleomargarine butter, butterine, and adulterated and imitation dairy prod- 
ucts, also that such fats and oils are used and are imported and are exported 
to be used for the making and compounding of such artificial, adulterated, and 
imitation dairy products, and that such adulterated imitation compounds sre 
surreptitiously sold in this country and elsewhere in competition with genuine 
ona ucts, greatly to the injury of the agriculturists and dairymen of the 
pit 


States; and 
Whereas it is alleged that the man sale, and exportation and dispo- 


ufacture, 
sition of said compounds, materials, and commodities is so conducted as to avoid 
general publicity and to prevent the obtaining of accurate or desirable statistics 
in relation thereto, and to mislead and deceive the consumer as to the actual 
composition, and ingredients thereof: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Agriculture be, and hereby is, instructed to 
inquire into and investigate the said allegations and ascertain the facts patio 
thereto, and the facts and statistics of the adulterated and imitation compou 
and mixtures of dairy products, and of the materials composing the same. 


Mr. RANDALL. This matter has heretofore been referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I think the resolution should be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands objection is made to the 

t consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. PARKER. I ask unanimous consent, then, that the resolution 
be referred to the Committee on Agriculture. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the subject belongs under 
the rules to the Commfttee on Ways and Means, but the gentleman 
from New York has the right to submit his motion for its reference to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Mr. KELLEY. The subject was before the Committee on Ways and 
Means during the last Congress, and, in my judgment, certainly be- 
longs to that committee. 

Mr. PARKER. If I may be permitted to say a word—— 

The SPEAKER. This is not debatable. 

Mr. PARKER. I desire simply to answer a single suggestion of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. The bill of last year to which he re- 
fers provided for taxing oleomargarine. This rule provides for obtaini 


statistics and facts, not with reference to the effect upon revenue an 
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taxation, but with reference to its effects upon the interests of the farm- 

ing community generally. Therefore it is a subject that should go 

roperly to the Committee on Agriculture, relating, as it does, to that 
ch of our national industries. 

Mr. RANDALL. There seems to be a clear distinction between the 
two, and I am willing on my part and ready to recognize that distinc- 
tion. So far as my objection goes, therefore, I withdraw it. 

Mr. KELLEY. If this is a mere inquiry, I withdraw the objection 
which I have made. a 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the resolution will be referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. That is the child the Committee on Agri- 
culture takes the most pride in. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the reference requested? 

There being no objection, the resolution was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

DANIEL H. B. DAVIS. 

Mr. HUTCHINS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
3929) for the relief of Daniel H. B. Davis; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

IRON MOUNTAIN RAILROAD. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Missouri, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. 3930) to repeal section 1 of the act entitled ‘‘An act making a 
grant of lands in alterate sections to aid in the construction and exten- 
sion of the Iron Mountain Railrdad from Pilot Knob, in the State of 
Missouri, to Helena, in Arkansas,’’ approved July 4, 1866, and for 
other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. RYAN addressed the Chair. 

Mr. RANDALL. I must ask the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the gentleman from 
Kansas desires to ask the House to fix a special order. 

Mr. RANDALL. I will yield for that purpose. 


EULOGIES ON THE LATE DUDLEY C. HASKELL. 
Mr. RYAN. I ask consent of the House to present at this time and 
move the adoption of the order which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

That Thursday, the 28th of Fi it 2 o'clock p. m., be fixed 
ierk for delivering appropriate Paksat disaat: of the ioe DUDLEY 
©, HASKELL, late a Representative from the State of Kansas. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the order will be made. 
There was no objection. : 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. RANDALL. I now demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees for re- 
ports. A 

NORTHERN JUDICIAL DISTRICT, ALABAMA. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
reported, as a substitute for H. R. 24, a bill (H. R. 3931) to create an 
_ additional United States judicial district and to establish circuit and 

district courts for the northern district of Alabama; which was read 


a first and second time, referred to the House Calendar, and ordered to | the 


be printed. 
JUDICIAL DISTRICTS OF TEXAS. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
also reported back with favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2824) 
to amend sections 4, 5, and 9 of an act approved February 24, 1879, en- 
titled “An act to create the northern judicial district of the State of 
Texas and to change the eastern and western judicial districts of said 
State, and to fix the time and places for holding courts in said districts,” 

to provide for holding terms of the court of the western judicial 

istrict of Texas at the city of El Paso, and for other purposes; which 

‘was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 


SPANISH FERRY-BOAT NUESTRA SEÑORA DE REGLA. 


Mr. DORSHEIMER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back with favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2842) to carry into 
effect the decree of the district court of the United States for the south- 
ern district of New York in the case of the Spanish ferry-boat Nuestra 
cone de Regla; kisi va reaper to the Committee of the Whole 
ouse on the state e Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. r 


NORTHERN JUDICIAL DISTRICT, NEW YORK. 
Mr. DORSHEIMER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, also re- 
back with favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1090) to 
amend the Revised Statutes of the United States establishing the times, 
places, and provisions for holding terms of the district court in the 
northern district of New York; which was referred to the House Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE OF BILLS. 


Mr. TUCKER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
the bill (H. R. 646) to reform the civil service, with the recommenda- 
tion that said committee be discharged from its further consideration, 
and that the same be referred to the Committee on Reform in the Civil 
Service. 

The change of reference was so ordered. 

Mr. TUCKER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, also reported 
back the bill (H. R. 597) to aid in the supportof common sehools, with 
the recommendation that said committee be discharged from its fur- 
ther consideration, and that the same be referred to the Committee on 
Education. 

The change of reference was so ordered. 

Mr. TUCKER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, also reported , 
back the bill (H. R. 946) to reorganize the legislative power of Utah 
Territory, with the recommendation that said committee be discharged 
from its further consideration, and that thesame be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories. ’ 

The change of reference was so ordered. 

Mr. TUCKER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, also reported 
back the bill (H. R. 596) to lessen crime and human suffering from alco- 
holism by restricting the use of distilled spirits to scientific, mechanical, 
and medicinal purposes, with the recommendation that the said com- 
mittee be discharged from its further consideration, and that the same 
be referred to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

The change of reference was so ordered. 


RAILROAD. LAND-GRANTS. 


Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Committee on 
the Judiciary to report back a number of bills which were referred to 
that committee in reference to railroad land-grants, and for other pur- 

and ask to have read in this connection the report of the com- 
mittee submitting to the House the question as to the proper reference 
of these bills. > 

The SPEAKER. Does the committee ask to be discharged from the 
further consideration of the bills to which reference is made? 

Mr. TUCKER. The committee submit the question of reference to 
the House as to whether these bills are to be referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary as well as to the Committee on the Public Lands. It 
is the desire of the committee that the House shall determine to which 
they should be referred. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
The Committee on the Judi 
numbers 174,175, 176, 177, 178, 179, 
"ft seems that all of these bills have been referred to the Commtttee on the 

Public Lands and are now under consideration by that committee. 
That ittee has ferred a request to this committee asking that consid- 


comm: pref 
eration of these bills be referred to that committee. 
It is not desirable that two committees of this House should be in a 
ns may 


consideration of the same subject, upon which cont: conclus 

reached and thus present diverse views to the House for its action. 
While, therefore, this committee does not desire to take jurisdiction of any 

uestion n w powers, not willing ne a du’ 

q i ot clearly within its it is illing to decli: duty prop- 
oy devolving upon it. A 
his committee, therefore, reports back all of the foregoing bills to the House, 
that it may decide upon the conflict of jurisdiction between the two committees 


arising out of the reference of them to both committees; and this committee 
submits to the action of the House the question of the duty of this committee in 


rem. 
lof which is respectfully submitted. 


Mr. RANDALL. I would like to ask the gentleman from Virginia 
[Mr. TUCKER] what action he desires in reference to this matter. 

Mr. TUCKER. I desire the action of the House upon the question 
whether the Committee on the Judiciary shall consider those bills or 
whether the consideration of them shall be left to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

Mr. RANDALL. It is really a question of order and jurisdiction, 
and I think to that extent would be a privileged question. And I 
remember on a like occasion, if I am not mistaken, it was so held to 
be a question of privilege. In this instance the report might perhaps 
go to the House Calendar; or it might, to secure more speedy action, 
go to the Committee on Rules, which would have the right to report at 
any time thereon; or the report might be made after this hour and 
the House precipitated into a decision at once. 

I have no feeling on the subject except to have an early and intelli- 
gent conclusion reached. 

Mr. RYAN. I think there ought to be some action on this question 
by the House. 

Mr. PAYSON. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PAYSON, Is it not in order now, in the present condition of 
this report, to move a reference of these bills to the Committee on the 
Public Lands? j 

The SPEAKER. That is notin order. Such a motion would have 
been in order if the Committee on the Judiciary had asked to be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of these bills, but the commit- 
tee has not made such a request. 

The Chair desires to say that while he has no doubt this is a matter 


, to which have been referred House bills 
181, 182, 183, 184, 185, 186, 187, 188, ly 
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of privilege, yet it is like every other matter; the House can not act upon 
it unless some question is made, some motion is submitted; and up to 
the present time no motion whatever has been submitted; and-this re- 
port would go to the Calendar, as other reports. 

Mr. PAYSON. I desire to move that these bills be referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, 

The SPEAKER. These bills are still before the Committee on the 
Judiciary, as the Chair understands, that committee not having asked 
to be discharged from their farther consideration. 

Mr. REED. As I understand it the attitude of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee in regard to this subject is this: The House have referred a 
number of bills relating to this subject to the Judiciary Committee, 
having also referred a number of bills relating to this subject to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and everybody will recollect the action 

‘of the House yesterday. It is very desirable that all these bills should 
be referred to one committee, that there may be no conflict of jurisdic- 
tion upon the subject; and while the Judiciary Committee regard this 
as clearly and plainly a question within their jurisdiction under the 
rules of the House, as it must result in a judicial proceeding, neverthe- 
less they desire, under the peculiar circumstances of this case—and the 
House will see without further explanation how peculiar they are— 
that the House should take action on the subject without reference, as 
I understand it, to any formalities in to di ing the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary from the further consideration of these bills. 

If the House desires, as the indications seem to be, that these matters 
should go to the Committee on the Public Lands, it is for the House to 
decide immediately and to relieve the situation from its embarrassment. 
I believe I am expressing the ideas of the committee on the subject. 
While they regard it as a matter plainly within their jurisdiction, the 
House not having indicated thus far a decided disposition on the sub- 
ject, it was felt desirable it should be brought before the House in order 
that it might take ultimate action in regard to it undisturbed by any 
desire on our part, because we have no desire on the subject. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would further remark that if this report goes to 
the House Calendar it can be reached to-day by a motion to proceed to 
the consideration of the House Calendar, and that suggestion is in har- 
mony with the judgment of the Chair that it should go there. 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to inquire of the Chair whether it is in 
order now to move to di the Committee on the Judiciary from 
the further consideration of these bills. 

The SPEAKER. The House can now only deal with the reports 
made by the committee. 

Mr. RANDALL. And under the rule they go— 

The SPEAKER. To the House Calendar. The report will be 
printed and referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. PAYSON. Does the Chair decide that the motion is not in 
order at this time to refer these bills? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides it is not in order at this time to 
move to di the Committee on the Judiciary from the further 
consideration of these bills, because the committee itself has made no 
such recommendation. : 

Mr. RANDALL. It does not require a motion to send this report to 
the Calendar. It goes by force of the rule. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. PAyson] 
desires to have the bills referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. PAYSON. IfI may be pardoned for one suggestion, is not the 


report of the Committee on the Judiciary tantamount to a request to be’ 


from the further consideration of these bills? They report 
the bills back and ask the action of the House in reference to them. If 
that is not tantamount toa request to be discharged from their further 
consideration, then I do not know what it is. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands this report to be in the 
nature of a request to the House to instruct the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary whether or not it shall exercise jurisdiction over the subject. 

Mr. REED. That is it exactly. 

The SPEAKER. The report will go the House Calendar, and when 
reached the House can take such action upon it as it may desire. 

The report was accordingly placed on the House Calendar, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MARINE HOSPITAL BUILDING AT NATCHEZ, MISS. 

Mr. MOULTON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2334) to release 
the American Baptist Home Mission Society from the conditions of the 
sale of the marine hospital building and grounds at Natchez, Miss. ; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

CLERKS FOR COURTS IN GEORGIA. 

Mr. BISBEE, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 163) providing for 
the appointment of clerks in circuit and district courts in the south- 
ern district of Georgia; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

STATE NATIONAL BANK OF BOSTON. 
Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois, from the Committee on Banking and Cur- 


rency, reported back the bill (H. R. 2263) for the relief of the State 
National Bank of Boston, Mass., and moved that the committee be 
discharged from its further consideration, and that the same be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to, and it was ordered accordingly. 


BRIDGE OVER REPUBLICAN RIVER, KANSAS. 


Mr. REAGAN, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back 
Executive Document No. 21, first session Forty-eighth Congress, being 
the message of the President of the United States, transmitting a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War relative to a reconstruction of 
the bridge over the Republican River at or near Fort Riley, Kans., 
and moved that the cominittee be disc from its further considera- 
tion, and that the same be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to; and it was ordered accordingly. 

HENRY Z. BLINN. 

Mr. STEELE, of Indiana, from the Committee on Military Affai 
reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 351 
authorizing the muster-in and discharge of Henry Z. Blinn; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


BOUNTIES. 


Mr. MAGINNIS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back the following bills, and moved that the committee be discharged 
from their further consideration, and that the same be referred to the 
Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay: 

A bill (H. R. 1252) for the relief of certain enlisted veteran volun- 


teers; 

A bill (H. R. 1418) authorizing the payment of bounty to Patterson 

T. Campbell; ag i i 

Be ST R. 1050) directing the payment of a bounty to Thomas 
y; 

A bill (H. R. 1205) for the relief of William Elder. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Js the motion of the gentleman to dis- 
charge the Committee on Military Affairs from the further considera- 
tion of these bills and to refer the same to the Select Committee on 
Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay? 

The SPEAKER. That is the report of the Committee on Military 


Affairs. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Are they not simply claims? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not know what the bills are. The 
report of the committee is that it be di from the further con- 
sideration of these bills, and that the same be referred to the Select 
Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. The Committee on Military Affairs instructed ine 
to make that report. Of course we have no choice as to the committee 
to which these bills shall be referred. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes, from the titles of the bills, 
that they relate in some manner to the payment of bounties. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. Thty are all bounty bills. 

The motion of Mr. MAGINNIS was agreed to, and it was ordered ac- 
cordingly. 

JAMES M. THOMAS. 

Mr. DIBRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported a bill ` 
(H. R. 3932) directing the Adjutant-General of the United States Army 
to place the name of James M. Thomas on the muster-rolls of Company 
C, Second Regiment Tennessee Mounted Volunteers, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 


GENERAL WILLIAM W. AVERILL. 


Mr. BAYNE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
with an amendment the bill (H. R. 2487) authorizing the retirement 
of Bvt. Maj. Gen. William W. Averill, United States Army, with the 
rank and pay of brigadier-general; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Mr. COX, of New York, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, re- 
ported back the following bills, and moved that the committee be dis- 
charged from their further consideration, and that the same be referred 
to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill fe R. ora} for the relief of Davis W. Mullan; and 

A bill (H. R. 3314) for the relief of John Jordan. 

The motion was agreed to, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. COX, of New York, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, re- 
reported back the bill (H. R. 3318) for the relief of J. B. Cornell and 
others, and moved that the committee be discharged from its further 
consideration, and that the same be referred to the Committee on the 


Judiciary. 
The motion was to, and it was ordered accordingly. 
Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported back 


the bill (H. R. 2478) for the relief of Charles Perley, and moved that the 
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committee be di from its further consideration, and that the 
same be referred to the Committee on Claims. 
The motion was agreed to, and it was ordered accordingly. 
JOHN P. GREGSON. 


Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 257) for the relief 
of John P. Gregson; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

HEIRS OF LANGLEY B. CULLEY. 

Mr. TALBOTT, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1615) for the relief of 
the heirs of the late Langley B. Culley; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. 

LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF CAPT. JOHN G. TOD. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1567) for the re- 
lief of the legal representatives of the late Capt. John G. Tod, of the 
Texas navy; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 

rinted. 
á ASSISTANT ENGINEER JOHN W. SAVILLE. 

Mr. BALLENTINE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2240) authorizing 
the President of the United States to appoint Assistant Engineer John 
W. Saville a assistant engineer on the retired-list of the Navy; 
which was to the Committee of the Whole Houseon the Private 
Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


‘POSTAL CLERKS. 


Mr. REESE, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 
reported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 1325) authorizing 
the Postmaster-General to pay railway postal clerks detailed as chief 
clerks of railway mail service actual when traveling on the 
business of the Department; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

CHANGES OF REFERENCE. 


Mr. LEWIS, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported back 
billsof the following titles; when the Committee on the Public Lands was 
i from the further consideration of the same, and they were 
referred to the Committee on Claims: 
A bill (H. R. Ha} for the relief of William Fowler, sr. ; 
A bill (H. R. 114) for the relief of Thomas Guineau; and 
A bill (H. R. 76) for the relief of Jerome Madden, of California. 


TEXAS PACIFIC LAND-GRANT. 


Mr. PAYSON. The Committee on the Public Lands have directed 
me to report, as a substitute for sundry bills referred to them, the bill 
which I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. One bill can not be reported as a substitute for 
several bills, for that would be an attempt to amend various bills in 
one proposition. The committee to whom this subject has been referred 
report this as an original bill. A 

Mr. PAYSON, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported a 
bill (H. R. 3933) relative to the Texas Pacific land-grant; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the House Calendar, and, with 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

BOUNDARY BETWEEN INDIAN TERRITORY AND TEXAS. 

Mr. LANHAM, from the Committee on the Territories, reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 1565) to authorize the appoint- 
ment of a commission by the President of the United States to ran and 
mark the boundary lines between a portion of the Indian Territory and 
the State of Texas in connection with a similar commission to be ap- 
pointed by the State of Texas; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the State of the Union, and the accompanying re- 
port ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT GREENVILLE, 8. ©. 


Mr. DIBBLE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back without amendment the bill (H. R. 1458) for a public 
building at Greenville, S. C.; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, and the accompanying re- 
port ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT NEW ALBANY, IND. 


Mr. STOCKSLAGER, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. 
R. 337) to provide for the construction of a public building at New Al- 
bany, Ind.; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

RECOVERIES FOR INFRINGEMENT OF PATENTS. 

Mr. VANCE, from the Committee on Patents, reported a bill (H. R. 

3934) relating to recoveries for infringements of patents; which was 


RECORD—HOUSE. 571 


read a first and second time, referred to the House Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
SEPTIMIA R. MEIKLEHAM. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I desire to present at this time the views of 
a minority of the Committee on Pensions upon the bill (H, R. 999) 
granting a pension to Septimia R. Meikleham. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana, in accordance with 
the permission granted by the House, presents the views of a miy 
of the committee on the bill named by him, which will be printed wi 
the report of the majority. 

S. D. HOUSTON. + 

Mr. WOOD, from the Committee on Claims, reported back adversely 
the bill (H. R. 523) for the relief of 8. D. Houston; which was laid on 
the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed, 

DAMAGES BY CYCLONE. 

Mr. WOOD, from the Committee on Claims, also reported back ad- 
versely the bill (H. R. 520) for the payment of damages to officers sta- 
tioned at Fort Riley, Kans., for p y destroyed by cyclone April 7, 
1882; which was laid upon the table, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

JOSIAH H. PILLSBURY. 

Mr. WOOD, from the Committee on Claims, also reported back ad- 
versely the bill (H. R. 524) for the relief of Josiah H. Pillsbury; which 
was laid upon table, and the accompanying report ordered to be 


printed. 
JAMES H. AYRES. 

Mr. PRICE, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 723) for the relief of James H. Ayres; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

J. 0. RAWLINS. 

Mr. VAN A from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 116) for the relief of the sureties of the late 
J. O. Rawlins; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

RELIEF FROM CHARGE OF DESERTION. 

Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, reported, as a 
substitute for House bill 319, a bill (H. R. 3935) to relieve certain sol- 
diers of the late war from the charge of desertion; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

: BENJAMIN F. MILLARD. 

Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported, as 
a substitute for House bill 2604, a bill (H. R. 3936) for the relief of 
Benjamin F. Millard; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

WILLIS N. ARNOLD. 

Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported a 
bill (H. R. 3937) for the relief of Willis N. Arnold; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. t 

Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, also 
back adversely the following cases; which were severally laid on the 
table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 1477) to pay Hiram Johnson and other herein 
named the several sums of money herein specified, being the surplus of 
a military assessment paid by them and accounted for to the United 
States in excess of the amount required for the indemnity for which it 
was levied and collected; 

A bill (H. R. 861) for the relief of Mrs. Jane E. Limes; and 

Petition of Julian Bedford. 

HIRAM JOHNSON. 


Mr. TAYLOR, of ‘Tennessee. I ask that the reporton this case of 
the bill H. R. 1477 be referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the. Private Calendar. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

On motion of Mr. GEDDES, the Committee on War Claims was dis- 
charged from the further considerations of the following cases, and they 
were referred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (H. R. 1757) to empower Robert Adger to bring suit in the 
Court of Claims for rent alleged to be due him; 

A bill (H. R. 1758) to empower Mitchell King, executor, to bring 
suit in the Court of Claims for rent all to be due him; and 

A bill (H. R. 3480) for the relief of Bridget Leary. 

ANNA ELLA CARROLL. 


On motion of Mr. GEDDES, the Committee on War Claims was dis- 
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from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 3225) for the 
relief of Anna Ella Carroll; and the same was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 
ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. STORM, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back ad- 
versely the following cases; and the same were severally laid on the 
table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

Petition of Anna E. Connell; 

Petition of A. H. Gardner, of Pike County, Missouri; 

Petition of W. Ann Barnes, of Texas; and 

Petition of James A. Bowling, of Haywood County, Tennessee. 

* ELIZABETH TOOP. 

Mr. WELLER, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
adversely the petition of Mrs. Elizabeth Toop, of Shelby County, Ten- 
nessee; and the same was laid on the table, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

J. H. HAMMOND. 

Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on War A Te- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1327) for 
the relief of J. H. Hammond; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying re- 
port ordered to be printed. 

SANTIAGO DE LEON. 
Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on War Claims, also 
rted back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1724) for 
the relief of Santiago de Leon; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 
ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on War Claims, also 
reported back with adverse recommendation a petition and bill of the 
following title; which were severally laid on the table, and the ac- 
companying rts ordered to be printed: 

Petition of H. J. Cansey, of Corinth, Alcorn County, Mississippi, for 
horses, cattle, bacon, sugar, and lumber, amounting to $5,012.50; and 

A bill (H. R. 864) for the relief of Joseph A. Briley. 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back with an adverse recommendation petitions of the follow- 
ing titles; which were severally laid on the table, and the accompany- 
ing reports ordered to be printed: 

Petition of John O. Graves, of Fayette County, Tennessee; 

Petition of John A. Gwin, of Marshall County, Mississippi, for quar- 
termaster’s stores; and 

Petition of Indiana E. Hughes, of Colliersville, Tenn. 

Mr. EVERHART, from the Committee on War i reported 
back with adverse recommendations petitions of the following titles; 
which were severally laid on the table, and the accompanying reports 
ordered to be printed: 

Petition of John M. Priddy, of Lexington, Tenn. ; 

Petition of W. W. R. Elliott, of Hardeman County, Tennessee, for 
quartermaster’s stores; 

Petition of John E. Lewis, of Haywood County, Tennessee; 

Petition of John J. Hill, of Gibson County, Tennessee; and 

Petition of James E. Wood, of Trenton, Tenn. 

MRS. MYRA CLARK GAINES. 
Mr. COSGROVE, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, re- 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1000) 
tor the relief of Mrs. Myra Clark Gaines; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the ac- 
companying report ordered to be printed. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The call of committees was then resumed and concluded. 

The SPEAKER. The call of committees for reports has now been 
concluded. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Iwasnot present when the Committee on Labor was 
called, and desire to ask consent of the House for the reference of 
certain bills which were referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor before the division of the committee. I ask that they be referred 
to the Committee on Labor. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the request of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania will be complied with. 

There was no objection. 

\ CHANGE OF REFERENCE OF BILLS. 

On motion of Mr. HOPKINS, by unanimous consent, the following 
bills and joint resolution, heretofore referred to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor, were referred to the Committee on Labor: 

a bill (H. R. 2550) to prohibit the importation and migration of 
foreigners or aliens under contract or agreement to perform labor in 
the United States, its Territories, and the District of Columbia ; 

A bill (H. R. 1340) to establish and maintain a department of labor 
statistics; 

A bill (H. R. 1006) to settle accounts of laborers; 

A bill (H. R. 995) to prohibit any officer, agent, or servant of the 
Government of the United States of America to hire or contract out the 


labor of persons incarcerated for violating the laws of the Government 
of the United States of America; 

A bill (H. R. 894) to establish a bureau of labor statistics; 

A bill (H. R. 649) to establish a bureau of statistics of labor and 
industry; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 34) proposing an amendment to the Con- 
stitution of the United States. 

PRINTING FOR COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE. 

Mr. REAGAN. I want to ask unanimous consent of the House to 
adopt a resolution which I am instructed to offer by the Committee on 
Commerce, asking authority to have in their discretion certain printing 
done by the Public Printer. The discussions before the committee on 
the interstate-commerce bill will be commenced on Thursday next, and 
it is desirable to have them printed for the use of the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, subject to objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be authorized to have such print- 

done at the Government Printing Office as it may deem proper and may 
Q > 

Mr. RANDALL. Let it go to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. REAGAN. Iam instructed by the Committee on Commerce to 
ask the immediate fe tae of the resolution, in order that we may have 
the matter to which I have referred printed without delay. I willsay 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania that the discussion on the inter- 
state-commerce bill in the committee will begin on Thursday, and itis 
the desire of the committee to have such portions of it printed as they 
may deem advisable. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let the resolution be again reported. 

The resolution was again read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution ? 

Mr. RANDALL. I have no objection. 

The resolution was to. 

Mr. REAGAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
baba, ng to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. WILKINS. I ask unanimous consent to make a report from 
the Committee on Banking and Currency for present consideration. 
Several members called for the regular order. 
GREELY RELIEF EXPEDITION. 


Mr. RANDALL. I move that the House now resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. And I 
further desire to ask unanimous consent that when we are in Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union we may proceed im- 
mediately to the consideration of the joint resolution making an ap- 
propriation for the Greely relief expedition. 

The SPEAKER. That order can be made by unanimous consent. , 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks unanimous consent that when 
the House is in Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union prior orders shall be set aside, and that the committee shall pro- 
ceed immediately to the consideration of the joint resolution making 
an appropriation for the Greely relief expedition. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The motion that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union was to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. Cox, of New York, in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Houseis in Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. By order of the House all prior bills on the 
Calendar are passed over in order to reach the joint resolution which 
the Clerk will now report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution (H. Res. 119) making an appropriation for the relief of Lieut. A. 
W. Greely and party, composing what is known asthe Lady Franklin Bay 
expedition to the Arctic regions. 


and d 
ree Frankl e 
wW. Greely and pariy, 30A that for this the 
three vessels is aut d aae Rane n 
ping, and supplying them, and for any land journeys which ma; 
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hereby (i Rot oe out of any mone 
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Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, as other matters are pressing, I 
shall endeavor to be brief in explanation of the joint resolution just 
read, and shall ask the privilege of inserting in the RECORD quotations 
from the various reports of the Government officials in reference to this 
matter as they appear in the annual reports, and will also insert por- 
tions of the communications recently received from the President. 

In 1881 a vessel was sent by authority of law to Lady Franklin Bay, 
and reached there without difficulty, finding an open sea, which was a 
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most unusual event. The vessel (Proteus) that took the party known 
as the Greely expedition, numbering in all twenty-two persons, left 
Lieutenant Greely and his men at that point and then returned to the 
United States, the theory of the expedition being to establish a station 
there and to establish stations farther north, reaching such points by 
land, and thus approach nearer to the North Pole. 

They arrived at Lady Franklin Bay, I think, on the 11th day of Au- 
gust, 1881 The understanding between Lieutenant Greely and the 
Government officers was that a relief shoùld be sent to him in 1882 
and another in 1883. In the summer of 1882 a vessel called the Nep- 
tune was sent, but was unable, owing to the ice, to reach the point 
where they were ordered to go so as to supply the expedition with 
succor at some place on Grinnell Land; and not being able to reach 
that point, they took the precaution to leave a supply of provisions at 
Littleton Island and at Cape Sabine. 

Last year, in harmony with the agreement made with Lieutenant 
Greely, the Proteus was again sent to his relief; and in addition the 
Secretary of the Navy was given the discretion to send a naval vessel 
to accompany the Proteus. The Yantic did accompany the Proteus. 
At some point north of the mouth of Smith’s Sound the Proteus was en- 
veloped in ice and destroyed. Then became apparent the wisdom of 
the Yantic accompanying the Proteus, afterward destroyed, for she 
brought back officers and crew who were on board the Proteus, 

This appropriation is in obedience to humanity, to the agreement 
made with Lieutenant Greely; and it may result in promoting the ob- 
jects of these North Pole expeditions. 


[Extracts from annual report of Secretary of War.] 


The report of the Chief Signal Officer shows, somewhat in detail, the measures 
taken in pursuance of a provision in the sundry civil actof 1883 to bring back to 
this country the two Arctic expeditions, one at Lady Franklin Bay, and the 
other at Point Barrow. The report of the Chief Signal Officer, being for the year 
ending June 30, 1883, does not include the subsequent history of the relief expe- 
ditions, The Point Barrow party has safely returned. 

On June 29 last, a well-equipped relief party sailed on a hired steam-sealer, 
the Proteus, from St. John’s, Newfoundland, with instructions to reach Lady 
Franklin Bay, if possible, and to bring back Lieutenant Greely and his $ 
Arrangements were heré made with the Navy Department to haye the United 
States steamer Yantic accompany the sealer as far north as it was safe for the 
Yantic to go, so that it might render any assistance in what it was not improb- 
able would be a perilous voyage. It was contemplated thatin case the Proteus 
should not be able to reach Lady Franklin Bay, a well-provided relief station 
was to be established ata point near the entrance to Smith’s Sound, from which, 
as a base, Lieutenant Greely was to be sought for, with the expectation that 
both parties would easily be relieved and brought home in the year 1884. 

The Proteus, with the relief party and supplies on board, from the Yan- 
tic at the beginning of the yı and penetrated a short distance into Smith's 
Sound; was there caughtin ice and destroyed, with nearly all its stores. The 
party on board made its way southward; was finally taken up by the steamer 

antic and brought home, arriving at so late a season that, after careful consid- 
eration, it was determined that there was little if any chance of success for an- 
other expedition sent north this season, and that the probability of disaster to 
such an expedition was very . A copy of a memorandum of the views of 
the Secretary of the Navy and myself, e at the time, is a) ded. The gen- 
eral conduct of the relief e ition on the Proteus is being investigated by an 
Army court of inquiry now in session in the city of Washington. 

. It will be necessary that early provision should be made to fit out another ex- 
pedition for the relief of Lieutenant Greely and hisparty. Theirexactsituation 
and condition is only a matter of conjecture. They have had with them at Lady 
Franklin Bay a supply of food, clothing, and other necessaries entirely sufficient 
to last them until next summer; and there would be no reasonable apprehen- 
sion for their safety if it were known that they had remained and were now at 
Lady Franklin Bay. It is possible, however, that inasmuch as the relief e 
dition of the year 1882 did not in connecting with Lieutenant Greely, 
he, in pursuance of prearranged plans, late in the summer of this year, left Lady 
Franklin Bay to come southward to the entrance of Smith's Sound, and that, 
relying upon finding there an abundant sop ly of the necessaries of life, he 
negl to burden himself in the south wa: j Paiko Na with a greater quantity of 

rovisions and clothing than would be n to support his party on the 
5 epee Even in this case his condition would be by no means desperate, for 
at this point and farther north there are soppen; and if they should prove not 
sufficient to support him and his party until a vessel can reach him in 18%, itis 
thought that it would not be im ible for him to retrace his steps and reach the 
supplies left at Lady Franklin Bay, nonga such a journey would be disheart- 
pom te and very di t, even if his party should be in good condition. 


[Extracts from report of Chief Signal Officer of the Army for 1883.] 


One of the most important events of the year was the aing bis of the e: 
ve been at 


expeditions, which reached the Arctic a little more than two years ago, was to 
Ronen meteorological stations, 


three years. These observations were to be made simultaneously at similar 
stations established oo Governments of the Argentine Republic, Austro- 
Hungary, Denmark, land, France, Germany, Great Britain and Canada, 
Holland, Italy, Norway, Russia, Sweden, and the United States, 

These stations made a chain about the pole, and valuable discoveries, adding 
greatly to the world’s knowl of the laws that govern stormsin the northern 

emisphere, were anticipated them by all meteoro! No one yet 
knows what has already been accompl , but Congress cut short the 
time, and the officers and men who have been stationed at Lady Franklin Bay 
and at Point Barrow have been ordered to leave their stations and to return home. 

The records of the efforts of last year to reach Lieutenant Greely’s party and 
of the expedition to Point Barrow will be found in an dix. è party on 
the Neptune did all that could be done for the accompli nt of the purpose 
for which they were sent out, They made a brave but unsuccessful struggle 
against the elements, but the ice-barrier of the summer of 1882 was too strong 
and heavy to be overcome. It was im) ible to sail to the relief of the men at 
Lady Franklin Bay, and no provision been made for wintering in the Arctic 
or for sledging northward. Lieutenant Sir eis Sale supplied with provisions for 
another year, unless some unforeseen accident had destroyed them. The Nep- 
tune therefore cached lies as near as possi 


ble to the } teas directed 
the year fore by Lieutenant Greely. A cache was made at Littleton Island 
and another at Cape Sabine, while one established by Lieutenant Greely, and 
subsequently destroyed by bears, was rebuilt. Records and directions for find- 


ing the hidden provisions were left in prominent and signals 
to point out the spots where the directions for ameta stores were concealed. 
oint Barrow was reached after a stormy vo; in a small schooner, and 
Lieutenant Ray’s eer | was supplied. Its records of observations taken during 
the year will be found in the appendix. The detailed reportsof Lieutenants 
Ray and Powell, and the report made by Mr. Winslow Upton, computer, on the 
observations for the determination of the longitude of this station, have already 
been published in Signal Service Notes No. 5, and are omitted, therefore, from 
the appendices to this report. 

On June 29 of this year Lieut. Earnest A. Garlington, of the Seventh Cay- 
alry, sailed in the Proteus, the same vessel which carried Lieutenant Greely to 
his station, for Lady Franklin Bay. Through the courtesy of the Secretary of 
the Navy, the United States steamship Yantic accompanied the sealer which 
had been chartered by this service. Lieutenant Garlington had with him seven 
men; five from the line of the Army and two Signal Corps men. Lieutenant 
Garlington will make every effort to Lady Franklin Bay by steamer. If 
he fail, Lieutenant Greely and his party will doubtless start southward by 
boats as soon as the season pee not later than September 1. At all events 
it isthoroughly understood that they must be reached. The instructions tase 
to Lieutenant Garlington clearly and fully show him the necessity for doing 
everything possible to be done to reach Lady Franklin Bay with the Proteus. 

When Lieutenant Greely reached his destination he sent back instructions as 
to how a relief e ition should proceed and where stores should be cached. 
As nearly as practicable these instructions were followed in 1882, and there was 
pointed out to Lieutenant Garlington, before he left Washington, the course he 
should take to insure communication with the Greely party conformably to 
this plan should it be making its vay south as he proceeded north. To facili- 
tate communication, the members of Lieutenant Garlington’s command were 
instructed in signaling with flags and heliographs, and a supply of Very Signals 
were taken for use at night. 

Necessary provision was made as far as ible for giving Lieutenant Greely 
notice of the efforts making for his relief, by leaving records at all points where 
the party may land. If Lieutenant Garlington finds it impossible to reach Lady 
Franklin Bay with his vessel, he is directed to send back the Proteus to St. 
John's, Newfoundland, and to land at Life Boat Cove. He has been provided 
with materials for a house, and with sledges, and he procured the necessary 
dogs at Godhaven, Greenland. The house is large enough for the combined 
parties, those of Lieutenants Greely and Garlington, who will remain in this 
shelter until they can be relieved next year. As soon as the landing is effected, 
Lieutenant aes will north, taking his hardiest men as far as 
Cape Sabine, and if, by that time, he shall not have met Lieutenant Greely, he 

ill, with a smaller number, sledge still farther north until the object of his 


taken on board the Proteus at St. John’s, for the selection of whom the service 
is indebted to Consul Malloy. Esquimaux, as many as may be needed, were 
secured in Greenland. 


[Extract from the message of the girheseg aa recently communicated to Con- 
gress. 


In the plans for the relief of this party, as arranged with Lieutenant Greely, it 
was contemplated that an effort would be made to communicate with him and fur- 
nish him any needed assistance in 1882 and again in 1883. Subsequently legis- 
lation was enacted which required the expedition of 1883 to bring that party 
home. It wasa part of the arrangement that if communication should not be 
made with him on or before the Ist of September, 1883, he should, with his party, 
abandon his station at Lady Franklin not later than the above-mentioned 
date, and proceed southward, and would finda well-supplied relief station at the 
entrance to Smith's Sound, a point where it would not be difficult to reach him 
during a part of each year. 

The expeditions of 1882 and 1833 were sent; but neither one of them wasable 
ott pope be E O erie orb 
any o ol yond leaving a v: stores in the ne 
borhood of the entrance to Smith's Sound. k 

The situation of Lieutenant Greely and his party, under these circumstances, 
is one of great peril, and in presenting the preliminary views of the board ne 
pointed by me to take into consideration an e€ ition for their relief, lurgently 
recommend prompt action by Congress to enable the recommendations of 
Secretary of War and the Secretary of the Navy to be carried out without delay. 


War DEPARTMENT, 
Washington City, January 17, 1884. 

Sır: The board of officers of the Army and Navy, convened your order of 
the 17th of December, 1883, to consider an expedition to be sent for the relief of 
Lieut, A, W. Greely and his party, composing whatis known asthe aiy Frank- 
lin Bay e ition, of which order a copy is inclosed, has made a prelimin 
statement to the Secretary of War and the Secretary of the Navy, from which it 
appears that the board is of the opinion that the control of the e ition should 
be committed tothe Navy Department, and that it is indispensable that it should 
be on the ground at the earliest possible time. There is no record of a vessel 
having passed Ge a the northernmost tof Melville Bay, before the 
ist of June, and ore the expedition should arrive at Upernavik, the most 
northern Danish settlement in Greenland, not later than May 20, and should be 
fitted and in complete readiness to leave New York not later than May 1, 

The board is also of opinion that the relief expedition should have such an 
equipment that in any event it will be able to reach Lady Franklin Bay, and 
that it should consist of at least two vessels, each having supplies for a period 
of two years, not only for its own crew, but for the crew of the other vessel and 
for the men composing Lieutenant Greely’s party at Lady Franklin Bay. 

The board recommends the immediate purchase of two full-powered steam- 
whalers or steam-sealers of from five hundred to six hundred tons displacement, 
and that these vessels should be smorougsly Castres with boats and sleds. 

We have the honor to communicate t recommendations to you with our 
concurrence in them, and have further to express the opinion that it may also 
be deemed wise to dispatch a smaller and less completely oquipped vessel as an 
advance ship, which may be able to take greater risks in early spring naviga- 
tion than would be dered justifiable in the case of the two steam-sealers, 
upon which the ultimate success of the expedition may depend, 

e have therefore to recommend that Congress be requested tò authorize the 
President to prepare and dispatch an expedition to the coast of Greenland, 
Smith’s Sound, or Lady Franklin Bay for the purpose of relieving and bringing 
home Lieut. A. W. Greely and party, and that for this purpose there be 
ized the purchase of two or moresteam vessels, and alsoal!l expenditures neces- 


for manning ping, and suppl: them, and for any land journe: 
which may be required, the vessels to ba sold, if deemed LASED. after thelr 
return, and that such sums as may be necessary to effect this object may be ap- 


propriated. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servants, 


The PRESIDENT, 
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If there are any questions which gentlemen desire to address to me I 
shall be glad now to hear them, and thereafter I shall not further en- 
croach upon the time of the committee. 

Mr. DINGLEY. 1 desire to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
a single question with reference to the construction of the joint resolu- 
tion which has been reported. The resolutionauthorizes the President 
to purchase not exceeding three vessels. Is it understood by this lan- 
guage that the President is authorized not only to purchase three ves- 
sels that may be already built, but also, if he thinks it desirable, to 
enter into a contract to purchase vessels to be built? If the joint reso- 
lution grants full power in both cases, I am content with it; but if it 
does not, I desire to propose an amendment. 

Mr. RANDALL. I am only able to answer that question for my- 
self, and I will answer it in a few sentences. I believe the words 
‘purchase of not exceeding three vessels’? would embrace vessels 
built or vessels to be built. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is satisfactory. 

Mr. MILLS. I wish to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania if he 
can inform the committee about how much appropriation this joint 
resolution will cover? 

Mr. RANDALL. In reply to the gentleman from Texas I desire to 
say we have thought best, after the fullest consideration in the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, to make this an exception to the general rule 
and not make any limitation as to the amount appropriated; because 
if we were to restrict the President of the United States, whom we can 
all I think safely trust in this particular, we might find that that re- 
striction would be injurious and not in the direction of economy, in so 
far at least as the purchase of ships is concerned; and considering more- 
over the usual disposition of -hose fitting out these expeditions to go up 
to the maximum of a fixed appropriation, the committee concluded to 
trust it to the discretion of the President. We hope therefore we can 
rely upon the President in having these expenditures, in view of the 
past heavy outlays, brought to the most economical limits. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to ask the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia a question: Whether the sum desired by this bill is intended not 
only for the relief of Lieutenant Greely but for the continuation of the 
expedition ? 

Mr. RANDALL. We do not so understand it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I did not understand the resolution that way, but 
I did not know but it might be so construed. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have no such information as would lead to any 
forced construction of that sort. We understand that the President of 
the United States, acting by and with the advice of the Secretary of 
War and the Secretary of the Navy, will confine this appropriation to 
the relief of the former expedition. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I did not know but under the language of the res- 
olution it might possibly be construed otherwise. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think the language will not admit of that con- 
struction, because the joint resolution in its very language provides 
that these ships so long as they are in this relief service shall be owned 
by the Government, but on their return shall be immediately sold and 
the money covered into the Treasury.» If the gentleman will read the 
Janguagé of the joint resolution he will see that those words are em- 
braced in it. 

Mr. BUDD. I desire to inquire of the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia [Mr. RANDALL] if it would not be well to prescribe what kind of 
sailor shall have charge of this expedition? I believe that the expedi- 
tion (and men) under De Long was lost because of red tape and the fact 
that a drawing-room sailor was in of it. Nearly all the losses 
of this kind have been by reason of having these drawing-room sailors 
in place of old weather-beaten seamen who understand their business. 

Mr. RANDALL. I know nothing about the matters the gentleman 
from California [Mr. BUDD] complains of. I think we can safely leave 
the selection to the President of the United States; and I will here say 
that the President should give due consideration to all suggestions made 
in this House in relation to the administration of laws. 

If there is no further discussion desired, I move that the committee 
rise and report the joint resolution to the House with a recommenda- 
tion that it do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speakerhaving resumed the 
chair, Mr. Cox, of New York, reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union had had under consideration the joint 
resolution (H. Res. 119) making an appropriation for the relief of Lieut. 
A. W. Greely and his party, composing what is known as the Lady 
Franklin Bay expedition to the Arctic regions, and had directed him 
to report the same back to the House without amendment and rec- 
ommend its 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. f 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote just- taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. COBB. Ifit be in order, I now move that the House proceed to 
the consideration of business on the House Calendar. 


The SPEAKER. That motion is in order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Would it be in order to move to proceed to busi- 
ness on the Speaker’s table? 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules that motion would have preced- 
ence. 

The motion of Mr. SPRINGER was not agreed to. 

The motion of Mr. COBB was agreed to, 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the first business on the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. I would like to ask unanimous consent to sub- 
mit a resolution for reference to the Committee on Accounts. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the present order can not be in- 
terrupted for such purpose. 


JUDICIAL DISTRICTS OF ALABAMA. 


The first business on the House Calendar was the bill (H. R. 24) in 
relation to the district and circuit courts for the northern district of 
Alabama, reported back from the Committee on the Judiciary with a 
substitute, to create an additional United States district and to estab- 
lish circuit and district courts therein, in the State of Alabama. 

The substitute was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That there shall be, and is hereby, created an additional 
judicial district in the State of Alabama, to include and embrace the following 
counties, to wit: Sumter, Greene, Pickens, Tuscaloosa, Bibb, Shelby, Talladega, 
Clay, Lamar, Fayette, Walker, aea geno Saint Clair, Etowah, Calh 
Cleburne, Cherokee, and De Kalb, which judicial district shall be known 
styled the “ East and west judicial district of Alabama.” 

SEC. 2, That there shall be, and is hereby, established within said judicial dis- 
trict a circuit and district court of the United States, which said courts 
ively shall haveand exercise all such jurisdiction, original and appellate, within 
said judicial district, as are now conferred law upon the circuit and district 
courts of the United States within and for northern, southern, and middle 
judicial districts of the State of Alabama. 


trict of Alabama, shall do and perform all the duties and exercise all the powers 


established in the judicial district created by 

Src. 4. That a term of the circuit and district courts for the judicial district 
created by this act shall be held at the city of Birmingham, in the said county 
of Jefferson, twice in each year, on the first Mondays in March and September. 

Sxc,5. That the district attorney of the northern and middle districts of Ala- 
bama shall perform all of his lawful and appropriate duties and functions as 
such district attorney of the circuit and district courts in and by this act created 
as by law he is required and authorized to do and perform for the northern and 
middle district, circuit, and district courts of Alabama, 

Sec, 6. That the United States marshal of the northern district of Alabama 
shall do and perform all of his lawful and appropriate duties and functions for 
the judicial district, circuit, and district courts of the United States by this act 
created as by law he is authorized and required to doand perform for the north- 
ern district of Alabama. That the said United States marshal for the northern 
district of Alabama shall permanently reside and keep his office in the city of 
Huntsville, in the county of Madison, within the no: rn district of Alabama, 
and shall appoint a deputy marshal, who shall permanently reside and keep an 

the county of Jefferson, within the judicial 


office in the city of Bi ‘ham, in 
district hereby created, The said bean marshal, in the absence of the pri 
appertaining to his office in the ict 


pal, shall do and perform all the du 
created by this act, 

SEC. 7. That there shall be appointed for the district court created by this act, 
by the district j of Alabama, a clerk, who shall take the oath and give the 
bond required by law of clerks of the district courts, and who shall d 
all the duties and be entitled to all the fees and emoluments prescribed by law 
for clerks of the district courts, And there shall also be appointed for the it 
court for said judicial district, by the circuit judge of the circuit which embraces 
said judicial ct, a clerk, who shall take the oath and give the bond required 
by law of clerks of circuit courts, and who shall all the duties and be" 
entitled to all the fees and emoluments prescribed by law for clerks of circuit 


courts. 

Sec. 8, That this act shall not apply to or affect any suit, prosecution, or pro- 
ceeding, civil or criminal, commenced or pending in any of the United States 
district or circuit courts of Alabama on or before the Ist day of August, 1884. 

Sec. 9. That this act shall be in force from the Ist day of August, 1854; and all 
laws and parts of laws in conflict with this act are hereby repealed. 


The question was upon agreeing to the substitute. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would like to inquire, before the vote is taken, 
inasmuch as the original bill has not been reported to the House—— 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman has the right to have it reported. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Idonotask that. I desire to inquire what is the 
difference between this substitute and the original bill. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. The only difference is that the origi- 
nal bill provided fora new division of the State for the existing districts, 
and this substitute provides for a new judicial district. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to inquire of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
CULBERSON] at how many points in the State of Alabama Federal 
courts are now held. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. At three. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then this makes the fourth? 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I do not indulge the remotest hope 
that this bill will not pass, although I feel very confident that it ought 
not to pass. But experience has demonstrated the fact that the crea- 
tion of new Federal courtsis a policy which will steadily proceed, greatly 
to the detriment, as I think, of the State tribunals and to the ultimate 
enlargement of the Federal judicial powers. 

There are now in Alabama three points where Federal courts are held, 
and this bill proposesa fourth. In my own State the same condition of 
affairs exists; and yet there I know it to be against the public interest 
that the courts should be held at more thana single point. The addi- 
tional expense is entirely unwarranted. The main object of legislation 
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of this kind has been to advance certain local interests and to create 

arguments in fayor of additional Federal buildings. 

But the ground upon which I object to this species of legislation in- 
creasing Federal tribunals all over the country is that its tendency is to 
dwarf your State judicial system and to enlarge the Federal judicial sys- 
tem beyond the necessities and wants of thecountry. ‘The effect is to 
enlarge ultimately and steadily the jurisdiction of the Federal courts, 
there being a number of lawyers in each State interested in a large 
jurisdiction. 

The country is demanding and has been demanding for years past 
that the jurisdiction of the Federal courts be diminished; and the most 
considerate men in this country, I think, are in favor of restricting the 
jurisdiction of the Federal courts to questions arising under the Con- 
stitution and laws of the United States. But instead of restriction, 
the tendency since the epoch of the war has been toward enlargement 

ear by year. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. This bill does not enlarge the juris- 
diction of the Federal courts, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I with my friend that it does not. But any 
gentleman can very well see that with the enlargement of the number 
of courts—six or eight in Iowa, four in Alabama, four in Indiana— 
every local interest is toward ing rather than restricting the 
jurisdiction of the Federal tribunals, thus subjecting the citizen to a 
jurisdiction beyond the loeation where he ought to be compelled to 
answer. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. The effect of this bill is just the con- 
trary; it brings the courts nearer the people. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Not in view of the tendency to enlarged jurisdic- 
tion; for with the enlargement of jurisdiction the citizen is taken away 
from his county toa remote point, where the Federal court is to be held. 
In every State of this Union, so far as I know, it is an established 
pons in deference to the rights of the citizen that a defendant in a 

egal proceeding before the State court must be sued in his own county 
or vicinage; he is not compelled to answer elsewhere. One of the ef- 
fects of the tendency toward an increase of Federal jurisdiction is to 
deprive the citizen of this right, and take him to some remote point 
where the Federal tribunal is held. 

Now, my friend from Texas will permit me to say that if you are de- 
termined upon the policy of enlarging the Federal jurisdiction, if you 
- are intending still further to increase the jurisdiction of the Federal 

courts, then of course the larger the number of courts the better; for as 
you increase the number of courts you come nearer the vici of the 
defendant. But if you propose at any time to restrict the Federal 
tribunals to that jurisdiction which was contemplated in the beginning, 
then instead of increasing the motive for enlarged jurisdiction you 
should diminish it. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I agree with the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] in his opposition to i ing the 
jurisdiction of the Federal courts. I think those conrts have sufficient 
jurisdiction now. But this bill, as the gentleman admits, does not in- 
crease the jurisdiction of those courts at all. It only brings the court 
nearer to the litigant, nearer to the people. It enables a poor man, 
when required in one of these courts to make a defense, to defend him- 
self at less inconvenience and expense. 

. The Federal courts in Alabama are now held at Huntsville, within 
about fifteen miles of the Tennessee line; at Mobile, in the extreme 
southern end of the State; and at Montgomery, over a hundred miles 
from Birmingham. Huntsville is one hundred miles north of this point, 
and Mobile over two hundred milessouth. Now, if you establish this 
new district with a court at Birmingham, you do not increase the juris- 
diction of the Federal courts, but bring the court nearer to the people 
and make it more convenient for them when they are litigants. Nor 
do you increase the expenditure one cent. In fact you save money 
by bringing the courts nearer to the people; because the Federal Gov- 
ernment pays witnesses so much a mile for the distance they are com- 
pelled to travel, and the marshals receive mileage for serving writs. 
Thus by bringing the courts nearer to the litigants you decrease ex- 
penditures instead of increasing them. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that the objection inter- 

to this bill by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN ] would 

an excellent argument if the bill before the House was one for the 
enlargement of the jurisdiction of the Federal courts. But such is not 
its character. It is simply a bill for promoting the convenience of the 
people—not for any enlargement of jurisdiction. If there were a Fed- 
eral court in every county of Alabama or any other State, the jurisdic- 
tion would not thereby be enlarged, but the convenience of the people 
would be advanced. As every lawyer knows, no suit can be main- 
tained in the Federal courts unless the law gives such courts jurisdic- 
tion. It is the law that confers jurisdiction, not the number of courts. 

Hence I submit there is no force in the gentleman’s objection. 

Mr. HUNT. Mr. Speaker, I think it clear that the objections made 
by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] will not hold for one 
moment. The old rule or policy seems to have that the Congress 
of the United States would give to the Federal courts as little jurisdic- 
tion as the necessities of the times called for, and so that rule was pro- 
ceeded upon by Congress for a long time in the history of the Govern- 
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ment. But of late years the opposite rule has obtained, and now the 
jurisdiction of the courts of the United States is enforced by act of 
Congress in terms of the Constitution itself. In other words, sir, the 
jurisdictional power appears to have been exhausted. 

How, then, will the gentleman from Indiana persuade the House that 
by passing the bill under debate it is going to increase jurisdiction in 
the Federal courts, when, proceeding under the Constitution, 
has already made the jurisdiction commensurate with the judicial 
power of the Union? 

It happens, then, that what Chancellor Kent insisted ought to be 
done has been actually accomplished; and not only is jurisdiction given 
to the courts of the United States in terms as found in the Constitu- 
tion, but the grant extends apparently as far as the instrument will 
allow the Legislature to go. How, then, I ask again, can the gentleman 
from Indiana argue with success to the House that this is a bill to ag- 
gravate the tendency to enlarge jurisdiction in the Federal courts, since 
it would seem at the present time impossible, at least generally speak- 
ing, to enlarge this jurisdiction ? ‘ 

What, then, Mr. Speaker, is the bill before the House? It is'a bill 
for the convenience of the citizens of the State of Alabama; to allow 
the citizen to be sued with facility at his domicile; to permit the 
ess of the marshal to be served with small cost; to enable parties to 
attend the sessions of the court, and, if need be, to be put on trial with- 
out being dragged hundreds of miles, as was the case in the State of 
Louisiana in the recent memorable instance of the Grant Parish prison- 
ers. 

In the bill under consideration it is for the convenience of the citizen 
that he is to be sued at his domicile; in protection of his civil liberty 
and his civil rights; for the convenience of the people of Alabama, 
the security of their rights, their interests, their liberty, and, in the true 
sense, of their honor. I hope, therefore, there will be no objection what- 
ever to the passage of the bill, for there can be none in law, none in 
reason, none in fact, and none growing out of the principles of public 
convenience and correct practice. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. I demand the previous question on 
the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I trust the gentleman from Texas will permit me to 
put a question to the gentleman: from Louisiana. I wish to ask the 

tleman from Louisiana whether he indulges any hope that the juris- 

iction of the Federal courts will be diminished so as to confine that 

jurisdiction to questions arising under the Constitution and laws of the 
United States—— 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. I must insist on my demand for the 
previous question. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I ask the gentleman not to insist on his 
needs: for the previous question, and to let us have some debate on 

is bill. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. I demand the previous question on the 
adoption of the substitute. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I hope it will not be ordered until this 
bill has been fully debated. 

The SPEAKER. The question is not debatable. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The substitute was adopted. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. I now demand the previous question 
on ordering the bill as amended to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Iask the gentleman from Texas whether 
he will not allow some debate on this proposition. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. I can not yield. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. The gentleman has not offered any ex- 
‘planation of the bill which could be heard on this side of the House. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. I can not yield, 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. It is nothing but a proposition to assist 
in the erection of public buildings and to give away the public money 

Ynnecessarily, 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 124, noes 2. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. No quorum has voted. 

The Speaker appointed as tellers Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas, and Mr. 
WHITE, of Kentucky. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 156, noes 8. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. As this is a prize for public buildings at 
Huntsville and Birmingham, Ala., I think we had better have the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

So the previous question was ordered. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be en; and read a third 
time; and being en „it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I move to amend the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. That is not in order at this time. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I merely wish to add to this title that 
this is a prize for a public building at Birmingham. 

The SPEAKER. The title is the last thing considered. The ques- 
tion now is on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I move to amend the title of the bill 
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The SPEAKER. The motion is not in order. 

The previous question was ordered; and, under the operation thereof, 
the bill was passed, 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I move, sir, to amend the title of the 
bill, so that it will read—— 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. I move to reconsider the vote just 
taken, and move to lay that motion on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will first dispose of the motion of the 
gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. My motion is, Mr. Speaker, to amend 
the title of this bill, so that it shall conform to the facts in the case. 
This bill is entitled ‘‘ A bill to create an additional United States judi- 
cial district and to establish circuit. and district courts therein in the 
State of Ala .”’ Now I move to amend that title by adding, ‘‘and 
to secure an appropriation for a public building at Huntsville and Bir- 
“ningham. ” 

The SPEAKER. As many as are in favor of the motion—— 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentiicky. But I desire to discuss my amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is entitled to that privilege. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kenticky. Mr. Speaker, this House has refused but 
a short time ago, just before the holidays, to grant to one-half of the 
people of the United States a committee to which petitions on the 
political rights of women could be referred for a respectful hearing, and 
yet, sir, we are here hurrying bills through without due consideration. 
This bill is not intended to assist the Department of Justice in execut- 

the United States laws. 

tis a notorious fact that the laws of the United States are violated 
in the Southern States and no respect whatever is paid to them, Look 
at Danville, Va., and Hazlehurst, Copiah County, Miss., a short time 
ago, as an illustration of thefact. [Laughter.] Here is a bill reported 
from the Committee on the Judiciary, nominally to assist the people ot 
the State of Alabama in being heard in the United States courts. I 
assert, sir, that the billis for no such p A few years ago a United 
States court was established at Hun e, Ala., in the northern portion 
of that State, ostensibly for this same purpose; but if you read the Sen- 
ate bill now on your desks, you will see that a Senator from that State 
has but recently introduced a bill to provide for the erection of a public 
building at that little town of less 7,000 inhabitants. The object 
of getting a Federal court held there was not to see that the people of 
the United States exercised the immunities and privileges of citizens, 
as the right to vote and to have their ballots fairly counted; not to see 
that offenders against the laws of the United States were brought to jus- 
tice, but to enable these men to put their fingers into the Treasury of 
the United States and take therefrom all the money that may be neces- 
a to ye up a public building in the little town of Huntsville, Ala. 

ere is a report from the Committee on the Judiciary to be used as 
a prize to secure an appropriation for a public building at the growing 
town of Birmingham, of less than 17,000 inhabitants. Get your Fed- 
eral court first established there for the ostensible purpose of having 
justice done to the people of the State, for the ostensible purpose of 
beltaing offenders against your laws to justice, and, sir, before this Con- 
gress adjourns you will find that a bill has been introduced here or at 
the other end of the Capitol to erect a public building at Birmingham. 

Look at my own State. In the other wing of this Capitol a Senator 
from my State introduced a bill which is here on your files, if you will 
examine them, to divide the State of Kentucky into two judicial dis- 
tricts. There are several things covered up inthat bill, It is not only 
to divide the State into two separate districts, so that the President 
shall appoint, with the consent of our Democratic Senators, judges who 
may be the tools of the Democratic party to do justice in that State ac- 
cording to the rules of Democratic justice, but sir, it is to secure a 
gues building at Lexington, Ky. You will find on your files in this 

ouse a bill introduced by my colleague [Mr. BLACKBURN] to put up 
a public building within the new district proposed at the town of Lex- 
sngton, in the State of Kentucky. At the bottom of every one of these 
bills providing for the division of a State into separate judicial districts 
I believe you will find lurking another bill or bills for the erection of 
public buildings in one or more towns of that State. 

Now, sir, I return to the first remark I made, that it seems to me 
where there is a proposition to put the fingers into the public 
and bring out the money for these little schemes the other side of the 
House arises in solemn phalanx and this side retreats. as rapidly. 
{Laughter.] You either come up to the scratch and vote as out hens 
on the other side dictate, or else you march off into the cloak-rooms 
and avoid the issue, It is time, Mr. Speaker, that we should begin to 
understand the intentions and the policy which gain support to such 
bills as this. I wanted to see how the question stood in this House, 
and so I called for the yeas and nays. ya few men rose up and 
supported me. The country will judge of this matter. Sir, before this 
session closes there will not be less than forty public buildings sought 
to be built in little towns at the public expense where the interest on 
the money invested would ten times over pay for the rent of a suita- 
ble building in the very centers of such towns, Asa mere business 
transaction, following the same rule in reference to public affairs as I 
should follow with reference to my own private matters, I shall not 
indorse any such policy. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, permit me to ask leave 
for the gentleman from Kentucky to be allowed to print the remainder 
of his remarks. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. The gentleman from Alabama can print. 
his remarks if he desires. I have no such intention. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky that no discussion of the merits of the bill is in order on his mo- 
tion. The only question submitted by his amendment is whether or 
not the title of the bill shall be ¢ as he proposes. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I think I have been confining myself 
very closely to that. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman to be dis- 
cussing the merits of the bill. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. What I have been saying may not be 
in accordance with the wishes of the majority of the House; but the- 
RECORD will show I have confined myself very closely to the proposi- 
tion, which is that the title of the bill should be ch s0 as to show 
its real purpose. The intent is what makes the criminal, and not the 
act. 


I have not had time, Mr. Speaker, to go through the files of the Sen- 
ate bills and the files of the House bills introduced at this session to- 
show just how many of these bills have been introduced to divide a. 
State for the purpose given by the gentleman from Louisiana, that it 
would facilitate justice by bringing the court nearer to the people;. 
nor have I had time to count up the bills that have been introdu 
for the purpose of giving an appropriation to put public buildings in 
some of the towns in these sev: districts. But I venture to make 
this prediction, without any fear of successful contradiction, that be- 

ind every one of those bills for dividing a State for the convenience 
of the people is another bill, either introduced by a member of the House 
or by a Senator, for the purpose of taking money out of the Treasury to 
pr up a public building in a town that under no fair judgment of the- 

ouse would be entitled to it. And if such a bill passes the House it 
will do so as a kind of log-rolling measure, because there are so many 
of those bills and so many friends around each that nobody cares to vote 
against one for fear he would lose friends for his bill. 

I do not throw out any imputations of corruption on these men. Far 
be it from me to do so. I am willing to concede that the people in 
those towns want the public buildings; that they are willing to see the 
State divided if the post-offices or other public buildings can be had. 
And these members are perhaps doing the will of their constituents in 
urging such measures; but I claim thatit is not sucha policy as ought 
to receive our serious consideration or our votes. 

I ask the gentleman to allow the bill to be recommitted; and I ask 
also that the title of the bill be so amended as to show exactly what it 
is. The gentleman from Texas, representing that great State with many 
growing towns, may have bills for public buildings in that State. If he 

as not, some of his friends have. They have many growing towns in 
that State which want post-offices and custom-houses. I know they 
want improvement of rivers and harbors, for I was on the Committee om 
Commerce last year and heard their appeals, which were many and 
grievous. 

Let us amend the title of this bill so as to show exactly what it is; 
that it is a pivot; not a tribunal of justice for the le in your States, 
but a lever to prize money out of the Treasury of the United States. 
Label it as itshould be—a bill to get money out of the United States. 
Treasury to be spent in yourdistrict; to get money out of the Treasury 
to be spent in putting stone and mortar into public buildings where no- 
such buildings are necessary. 

This is not the first of such cases. They are numerous, In the last 
Congress I opposed many of them. I got tired. Perhaps this is the 
last time that I shall refer to this subject. I know you will not regret 
it, But I wish to place on record what, in my judgment, lies behind. 
this class of bills. I believe my predictions to-day will come true be- 
fore the close of the session. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas, rose, 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I do not yield to the gentleman from 
Texas. I call for a vote. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. I ask the previous question on the- 
motion of the gentleman from Kentucky. 

The previous question was seconded. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. WHITE, of Ken- 
tucky, to amend the title of the bill, it was not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The title will stand as reported by the committee. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 


TEXAS JUDICIAL DISTRICTS. 


The next business on the House Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2824) 
to amend sections 4, 5, and 9 of an act approved Feb 24, 1879, 
entitled ‘‘An act to create the northern judicial district of the State of 
Texas, and to change the eastern and western judicial districts of said 
State, and to fix the time and places for holding courts in said dis- 
tricts,’’ and to provide for holding terms of the court of the western: 
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judicial district of Texas at the city of El Paso, and for other p 
reported with a favorable recommendation by the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. i 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the fourth section of an poh ee February 24, 1879, 
entitled “An act to create the northern judicial ct of the State of Texas, 
and to gare, the eastern and western 1 
a time places of holding courts in said districts, 
ollows: 

“Sec. 4. That the courtsin the northern judicial district shall be held twice in 
each year at Waco and Dallas, and at in Young County ; and thecourts 
in the eastern judicial district shall be held twice in each P na! at Galveston, 
Tyler, and J: ; and the courts in the western judicial district shall be held 
twice in each year at Brownsville, San Antonio, the city of El Paso, and Austin. 
The courts shall be held at the city of Waco on the first Mondays in April and 
October; at the city of Dallas on first Mondays in June and December; at 
the town of G Young Co , on the first Mondays in February and 
At ; at the city of Galveston on the first Mondays in November and March; 
at the city of Tyler on the second Mondays in January and May; at the city of 
Jefferson on the second Mondays in February and September; at the city of 
Brownsville on the first Mondays in January and July; at San Antonio on the 
first Mondays in May and November; at the city of Paso on the first Mon- 
days in April and October; at Austin on the first Mondays in February and 
August, And the district judge of each of said districts shall have power to fix 
adjourned terms at all of said places, so as to dispose of the whole of the business 
of said courts.” 

SEC. 2. That anata § ot weld ak be dy patente DOs ab pronis aie 

residing idio. Tom Green, 
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defendants in the counties of El Paso, Pecos, 

Crockett, Andrews, Gaines, Yoakum, Cochran, Bailey, Parmer, Castro, Lam’ 

Hockley, Terry, Dawson, Martin, Swisher, Hale, Lubbock, Lynn. Floyd, Crosby 

Garena: Hotes Howard, Scurry, and Mitchell shall be returned to the city o; 
i roceedings now ding in the court at 

ies residing i the counties of Él Paso, Pesos, Presidio, Tom 
, ani ett, and now pending in the court at Graham parties 
residing in the counties of Andrews, Gaines, Yoakum, Cochran, Bailey, Parmer, 
pans, oto Hockley, Terry, Dawson, Martin, Swisher, Hale, Lubbock, Lynn, 
Floyd, roenn Garza, Bo Howard, Scurry, and Mitchell, as provided in 
the act to which this is amendatory, may, on the application of either 
to such actions or proceed be transferred to the court at the city of El ; 
and in case of such transft and files therein, with copies of all jour- 
nal entries, shall be transfe to the office of the ban gas clerk of the court at 
the city of El Paso,and the same shall proceed in respects as if originally 
commenced in said court. 

Src. 3. That the ninth section of said act be so amended as to authorize the 
clerk and marshal of the said western judicial district, respectively, to appoint 
a deputy clerk and deputy marshal, each of whom shall reside at El Paso, for 
said court at the city of El Paso. 

Sec. 4. That this act shall take effect and be in force on the Ist day of January, 
A. D. 1885; and all laws and parts of laws in conflict with this act be, and the 
ame are hereby, repealed. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr, CULBERSON, of Texas. I demand the previous question on 
the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation thereof 
the bill was i ; 

The SPEAKER If there be no objection, the title will stand as re- 
ported by the committee. 

There was no objection. 
~ Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I would like to submit a motion to 
amend the title. = 

The SPEAKER. The title has already been agreed to. 


NORTHERN JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF NEW YORK. 


The next business on the House Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1090) 
to amend the Revised Statutes of the United States establishing the 
times, places, and provisions for holding terms of the district court in 
the northern districtof New York, reported from the Committee on the 
Judiciary with a favorable recommendation. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

it enacted, &c., That that Paragraph of section 572 of the Revised Statutes 
an visions providing terms of the district 
court in the northern district of New York be amended so as to read as follows: 

“In the northern district of New York, at Albany, on the third Tuesday in Jan- 
mary; at Utica, on the third Tuesday in March; at Rochester, on the second 
Tuesday in May; at Buffalo, on the third Tuesday in September: at Auburn, on 
the third Tu y in November; at Binghamton, on the third Tuesday in De- 
cember; and, in the discretion of the j of the court, one term annually at 
such time and place within the counties of Onon Saint Lawrence, Clinton, 


Jefferson, Oswego, and Franklin as he may from to time appoint. Such 

appointment shall be made by notice of at least twenty days, pu in the 

A aoe and one newspaper published at the place where said court 
o 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. DORSHEIMER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
ma passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider belaid on the 
e 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


RAILROAD LAND-GRANTS. 


The next business on the House Calendar was the bill (H. R. 174) 
to declare a forfeiture of lands granted to the Texas Pacific Railroad 
Company, &c., and to enforce the same by judicial proceedings, re- 
ported from the Committee on the Judiciary without recommendation. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That all lands granted to the Texas Pacific Railroad Com- 
XV—37 
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entitled “An act to incorporate the Texas Pa- 


pany under the act of Co: 
cific Railroad Company and to aid in the construction of its road, and for other 

*approved March 3, 1871, and all acts amendatory thereof or supple- 
mental thereto, be, and they are hereby, declared forfeited, and that all of said 
lands be restored to the public domain and made subject to sale and settlement 


under existing laws of the United States; and the Attorney-General is instructed 
to enforce the provisions hereof by proper judicial proceedings. 


Mr. COBB. That I believe is one of the bals which was reported 
this morning from the Committee on the Judiciary without recommen- 
dation. I move that it be referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 

Mr. POLAND. This bill and several others of like character were 
referred by the House to the Committee on the Judiciary; and several 
bills of like character were also referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. The question was raised before the Committee on the Judici- 
ary as to which of the committees should take jurisdiction of the sub- 
ject; andl believe that a large majority at least of the members of the 
Committee on the Judiciary are of thesame opinion. I think the 
jurisdiction of these bills isin the Committee on the Judiciary. It 
has already been held by the'Supreme Court of the United States that 
these grants of land carry a title in presenti; that all the conditions in 
these grants are conditions subsequent, and therefore they can be for- 
feited only by judicial p. ing. Therefore, as it seems to me, the 
whole question resolves itself into a legal and judicial question. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Judicial or legislative? 

Mr. POLAND. It has been said that it would be entirely proper for 


| the Committee on Pubtic Lands to go so faras to report a bill declaring 


a forfeiture of these lands. That is a mere step, and whether that step 
should be taken depends upon considerations that are wholly legal and 
judicial in their character. 

The question of time in these grants is only material like the question 
of time as to the law-day in a morigage or a rent-day in a lease. Ido 
pre that the title which is given by these grants may not be for- 
eited. 

If there be an entire abandonment on the.part of the grantee or cor- 
poration to whom lands are granted, or if there be gross negligence to 
comply with the conditions of the grant, there may be very good 
grounds for a forfeiture. In relation to these grants, so far as I have 
any information, some of them are proper cases for a forfeiture, while 
in regard to others there ought not to be a forfeiture. I voted against 
the resolution which passed the House by so large a majority yester- 
day because it included all, both good and bad. 

I hardly , after the vote of yesterday giving instructions to the 
Committee on Public Lands to report certain bills, with leave to that 
committee to report them at any time, that there will beany doubt felt 
by a majority of this House in relation to giving that committee ju- 
risdiction over this whole subject. The only reason why I have arisen 
now is to say that for myself I do not entertain the slightest doubt that 
the proper jurisdiction for all these bills is in the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and although like many of my brethren on that committee 
I feel a very considerable joy —— 

Mr. COBB. I would like to propound a question to the gentleman 
from Vermont [Mr. PoLAND] if he has no objection. 

Mr. POLAND. I have none. 

Mr. COBB. I would like to ask the gentleman whether or not the 


‘| Committee on the Judiciary has taken any action with reference to the 


retention of the jurisdiction of this subject or the reporting to the 
House anything further than they reported this morning. Have they 
taken any action looking to any proposition fora settlement of this 
land-grant question ? 

Mr. POLAND. It is true that in the judicial committee we have 
not proceeded to any-hearing of any one of these cases, for the very 
reason that if the House should determine that these measures should 
properly go to another committee and be considered there, we did not 
desire to enter upon the useless ceremony of having the same subject 
considered by two committees: nor, until we should ascertain what 
was the judgment of the House in relation to the question of jurisdic- 
tion between these two committees, did we deem it advisable to go into 
a hearing. Not that the Committee on the Judiciary desire to shirk 
any labor which the House may determine properly devolves upon them 
or to ask the House to bestow any jurisdiction upon them which does 
not properly belong to them. : 

As I was about saying when interrupted by the gentleman, the argu- 
ment which I think prevailed with members of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee that it was desirable for us, as we had so much to do, to get rid 
of this very considerable amount of labor, was, I confess, one that ap- 

ed with some force to myself. I am not any more anxious than 
other people to do more than properly belongs to me; but at the same 
tihe, considering that the jurisdiction of these bills belongs properly to 
that committee, I desire to have it understood fas House that as 
one member of the committee I should not shrink from any labor prop- 
erly growing out of the consideration of these bills. 

Mr. COBB. Inasmuch as the Judiciary Committee has reported 
these bills back without any recommendation, I take it that commit- 
tee, or a majority at least of the committee, do not desire to take juris- 
diction of this question. The Committee on the Public Lands has 
taken jurisdiction of it. If I understand the reading of this bill, it has 
reference to the Texas Pacific grant, upon which a very full and lengthy 
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report was presented this morning from the Committee on Public Lands 
by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson], and that report was 
accompanied with a bill providing for the forfeiture of this very grant. 
In view. of these facts, and into consideration the resolution 
adopted in this House yesterday by so decided a majority, instructing 
the Committee on the Public Lands to report bills on this subject, it 
seems to me there is but one direction that these bills ought to take, 
and that is to the Committee on the Public Lands. Believing this 
must be the view of the House, I do not care to occupy further time on 
the question.” 

Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, a single word before this matteris dis- 
posed of. Questions have been asked as to the action of the Judiciary 
Committee on this subject and the opinions of the members of that 
committee. Of course it would be improper for me to refer to the 
opinion of ‘any individual member. The committee found-itself in 
this position: Bills of this character were referred to both committees. 
Each committee is the organ of the House. It was for the House to 
determine under its rules of proce which committee should take 
charge of these bills. But by the action of the House in referring 
them both committees were ordered to do so. We felt it improper 
that both committees should consider the same subject; that there 
should be hearings before each committee of the same parties, which 
would perhaps bring the two committees to diverse conclusions upon 
the subject-matter committed to each. In uence of this, and 
owing to the request preferred to us by the Committee on Public Lands, 
the Committee on the Judiciary determined to report back the bills to 


the House for the purpose of submitting to the House the decision of | jt shan 


a question which the Committee on the Judiciary did not desire to de- 
cide for itself. We mean, therefore, in the language of the report, to 
say that whatever may be our opinion as to the proper jurisdiction in 
this case, and while we are perfectly willing to perform any duty that 
the House may devolve upon us, we do not desire to assert a jurisdic- 
tien which the House seems to have left in doubt by making a double 
reference of these bills. Therefore we stand before the House neither 
asking to be di from their consideration nor asking the House 
to impose that duty on us to the exclusion of the Committee on Public 
Lands. We come before the House saying frankly that we are willing 
te submit to its decision as to the committee it desires shall consider these 
bills. We are willing to consider them and report them if the 
House so says; if the House says we are not to do so, but the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands is to discharge that duty, we are willing to forego 
the jurisdiction. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
paca Indiana [Mr. Cops] to refer the bill to the Committee on Public 


ne motion was agreed to; there being—ayes 111, noes 38. 
FORFEITURE OF RAILROAD LAND GRANTS. 


Bills of the following titles, relating to the forfeiture of railroad land 
grants, were taken from the Calendar and, on motion of Mr. COBB, 
arae to the Committee on the Public Lands : 

A bill (H. R. 175) to declare forfeited certain lands granted to the 
State of Mississippi to aid in the construction of railroads, &c., and to 
enforce the same by judicial proceedings; 

A bill (H. R. 176) to declare forfeiture of certain lands granted to 
the State of Alabama to aid in the construction of the Savannah and 
Albany Railroad, and to enforce the same by judicial p 

A bill (H. R. 177) to declare forfeited certain lands ted to the 
State of Arkansas to aid in the construction of rai &c., and to 
enforce the same by judicial proceedings; 

A bill (H. R. 173) to declare forfeited certain lands granted to the 
State of Mississippi to aid in the construction of railroads, &c,, and to 
enforce the same by judicial proceedings; 

A bill (H. R. 179) to declare forfeited certain lands granted to the 
State of Alabama to aid in the construction of railroads, &e., and to 
enforce the same by judicial proceedings; 

A bill (H. R. 180) to declare forfeited certain lands in the State of 
Michigan granted to aid in the construction of railroads, and to enforce 
the same by judicial 


proceedings; 
A bill (H. R. 181) to declare forfeited certain lands granted to aid in bill. 


the construction of a railroad in Oregon, and to enforce the same by 
judicial proceedings; 
A bill (H. R. 182) to declare forfeited certain lands granted to the 
State of Alabama, &c., and to enforce the same by judicial proceedings; 
A bill (H. R. 183) to declare a forfeiture of certain lands granted in 
aid of certain railroads named, and to enforce the same by judicial pro- 


ceedings 

‘A bill ‘on. R. 184) to declare a forfeiture of certain lands granted to 
aid in the construction of the Northern Pacific Railroad, and to enforce 
the same by judicial proceedings; 

A bill (H. Rt 185) to declare a forfeiture of certain lands granted to 
the State of Louisiana to aid in the construction of railroads, &c., and 
to enforce the same by judicial proceedings; 

A bill (H. R. 186) to declare forfeited certain lands ted to the 
State of Missouri to aid in the construction of railroads, &c., and to en- 
force the same by proper judicial proceedings; 
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A bill (H. R. 187) to declarea forfeiture of certain of the lands granted 
to the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Company, and to enforce the same 
by judicial proceedings; and 

Abin (H. R. 188) to declare a forfeiture of certain lands granted to 
the State of Alabama in aid of the Memphis and Charleston Railroad, 
and to enforce the same by judicial proceedings. 


TEXAS PACIFIC LAND GRANT. 


The next business on the House Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3933) 
relative to the Texas Pacific land grant. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. PAYSON. The attitude of that bill is this: Tt was reported 
this morning from the Committee on the Public Lands, accompanied 
by a voluminous report which has not yet gone to the Public Printer. 
If not inconsistent with the practice I move its further consideration 
be postponed without prejudice until that report can be printed and laid 
on our desks, 

The SPEAKER. If there be mo objection it will be passed over for 
the present, not to lose its place on the Calendar. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


INFRINGEMENT OF PATENTS. 


The next business on the House Calendar was the bill (H. se 3934) re- 
lating to recoveries for infringement of patents. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and E tra eieaa 20 6 United States of 
g profits A be Poser ghey 

wk atin a patent w. 
appear upon the trial that he was a mere user for his own benefit, and not 
in the manufacture of an article for sale, of any article or device purchased for 
a valuable consideration in open market without notice, and the same was sub- 

to the patent sued on; butin allsuch cases the manufacturer or vendoronly 
shall be liable for damages or profits: Trouided, INNI any such user shall be 
liable for damages and profits for es of such patent from and after the 
time he shall have ved notice that the article was subject to such patent if 
he continue to use the same, 

Sec. 2. That when in any case the use complained of was an article or de- 
vice made by the ——— or his employs, for his own use and benefit, and 
not in the manufacture of an article for sale, the measure of recovery shall be 
a license fee. If in any such case a license fee shall not have been sutablishen 
under the patent or patents sued on, then in ign forge at law the jury, and in 
ahy action in equity the court, shali ‘ascertain w t, under all the circumstances 
of the case, would od a reasonable license fee: Provided, That nothing herein 
contained shall a; ply to articles manufactured outside of the United States : 
Provided t nothing herein contained shall apply to machinery held 
for sale or to be used for any man ring process whatever. 


The report of the committee was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Patents, to whom was referred sundry bills numbered 419, 
1134, 311, 1956, 1250, report the following bill as a substitute for all: 

Much com t has grown up in the country from the practice of persons 
owning patents, or pretending to own them, around s the use of an — 
sometimes for here ears, and then sending an agent around and demanding dam. 
ages from the ders of the article. reat annoyance has been the result, The 

committee have drawn the substitute so as to Eronia the Enee ee of 
ch ager emia purchased in faith in t pga el 

The manufacturer and ot of & patented ton A is ie nee ter 
Sani to be held liable, and not the user of the article who bought and used it” 
innocently, or in other words who did not know he was a patent, 

The committee recommend the passage of the substitute. 

Mr. VANCE. I demand the previous question. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Is not this substantially the same as the bill 
we passed yesterday ? 

Mr. VANCE. Thi is not exactly the same bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I hope the gentleman from North Carolina 
will make an explanation of the bill and state the difference between 
the two propositions. 

Mr. VANCE. The other bill has been printed only in the RECORD. 
This proposition provides that no shall be recovered from in- 
nocent purchasers of patent-rights in good faith in open market and for 
their own use, and notforsale. In my judgmentit isthe better bill. I 
demand the previous quéstion. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the bill beagain read, as there was some confu- 
sion when it was read before. 

The bill was again read. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
, it was acco: y read the third time. 

Mr. VANCE. I demand the previous question on the passage of the 


assembled, That 
either in law or mie from any por he si for 


The previous question was ordered. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 81, noes 13. 

Mr. KELLEY. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER appointed as tellers Mr. VANCE and Mr. ANDER- 
SON. 

The House again divided; and the tellers ayes 114, nays 6. 

Mr. KELLEY. I withdraw the point S, i 

So the bill was 

Mr. VANCE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
posed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 

e. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
CLERKS FOR UNITED STATES COURTS, GEORGIA. 
Mr. BLOUNT. Iask, Mr. , that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union be 


from the further consideration of 
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the bill (H. R. 163) providing for the appointment of clerks of the circuit 
and district courts in the southern district of Georgia, and that the 
same be placed on the House Calendar. Itseems by some inadvertence 
that it had not been placed upon the calendar to which it belonged, but 
on some other calendar. It is of the same character as those that the 
House has already committed to the House Calendar. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair will state thatthe bill had on it amem- 
orandum from the committee, which indicatedits reference. The Clerk 
will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That in the southern Sirio o the circuit and dis- 
ri rors shall int two clerks, each of whom clerk of the circuit 
and rict courts for said southern district of One of said clerks shall 


office einen, apo t between said ju the appoint- 
ment of Mi clerks shall Sees y aie anoda Justice he rnani oust 
allotted to circuit which includes said district. 

Sec. 2. That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent herewith are hereby amended 
so far as is necessary to give effect to the provisions of this act. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I ask the immediate consideration of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the bill to be engrossed 
and read a third time. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. BLOUNT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moyed that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ASSIGNMENT OF COMMITIEE-ROOMS. 


Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds to present the following report and res- 
olution in reference to a subject referred to it a few days since, with 


reference to additional accommodations for the various committees of 


_ the House. I present the with the accompanying resolution, 
and ask that it be e House. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolution providing for the removal and safety of certain public documents, 
and for other purposes—— 


Mr. YOUNG. I desire the report to be read first. 

TheSPEAKER, The Clerk had better read the resolution first, which 
is the usual order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives, That the Secretary of War be, and he is 
hereby, requested to remove to some safe and suitable place the public records 
now stored in the room in the basqnent of the House side of the Capitol, 
and that said room, w. vacated, be assigned to the House Committee on Riv- 
ers and Harbors. 

The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to which was referred House 
resolution in respect to securing suitable accommodations for the committees 
and officers of the House, having had the same under consideration, 


rt: 

“Phat there is not a sufficient number of rooms in the Capitol building to give a 
separate one to each committee, and heretofore two or more committees have held 
their meetings in the same room, in pursuance of some ent and under- 
standing among themselves, and does not seem to have given rise to any very 
great inconvenience. The committee think that this method may be continued 
in respect to all committees of the House except that on Rivers and Harbors, but 
this being one of the largest and most important of the committees of the House, 
would require for its accommodation and the proper transaction of its business 
a large and commodious room. So that if they are assigned to any one of the 

resent committee-rooms, in connéction with another committee, one of the 
larger rooms would necessarily have to be taken, and the frequent meetin; 
which the Committee on Rivers and Harbors will be compelled to hold, would 
render it extremely inconvenient if not wholly impracticable for it to use the 
same room with one of the more important committees. 

It is deemed bse sie ay that all the committees should, if possible, have rooms 
in the Capitol building, and that if it should be n to procure rooms 
outside they should be occupied as far as practicable for the use of the Door- 
keeper and Clerk for folding and storage purposes. Conforming to this view, 
the committee have selected for the use and occupancy of the mittee on 
Rivers and Harbors a large room in the basement of the House side of the Cap- 
itol néar the entrance from the west terrace, which is the only room the com- 
mittee charged with the duty are able to obtain without appropriating for that 

urpose some other room already oopen and which would entail very much 
convenience in the transaction of public business. But this room isat pres- 
ent used for storing valuable public records, which are by sections 1808 and 1809 
of the Revised Statutes placed in the custody and under the charge of the Chief 
of Engineers, and should, in the ju ent of the committee, be removed tosuch 
place of safety as the Secretary of War may select. The committee believe that 
the Secretary of War has ample power under the laws cited to remove these 
records to a more suitable place at his own discretion without any action of the 
House on the subject, and they have reason to believe that he would be entirely 
willing to do so upon the mere request of the committee. Butit isdeemed proper 
for the House to pass a resolution requesting such removal, and the committee 
have pre then one and submit it at the same time with this report, 
and ask that it be adopted by the House. If this recommendation of the commit- 
tee should not be acceptable to the House then they have but one otheralternative 
to submit, which is, to rent additional rooms somewhere outside of the Capitol 
building. General Butler and Mr. A. W. Fletcher, owners of property near the 


Mr. YOUNG, The committee have encountered no little difficulty 
in discharging the very delicate task assigned us by the House. We 
discovered in the outset of our investigations in this matter that all 
the committee-rooms in the House available for the purpose of com- 
mittee meetings were already appropriated to some one of the different. 
House committees, and that in some of the rooms two or more commit- 
tees were holding their meetings. We conferred with the chairmen 
of many of the leading committees and with several officers and many 
members of the House, and we discovered that, however anxious we might: 
be to accommodate the Committee on Rivers and Harbors with a suit- 
able room convenient to the Hall of the House, to which members: 
might at any and all times have access, if we did so we should se- 
riously disturb committees already in the occupancy of the rooms and 
disarrange and retard very much the transaction of the business of the 
different officers. 

We endeavored to compromise this vexed and delicate question by 
getting gentlemen who were already occupying rooms large enough for 
the accommodation of this important committee to vacate them and 
occupy other rooms, but we have been unable to accomplish that re- 
sult. It was proposed at one time before our committee that some one 
of the rooms occupied at present by the Clerk of the House should be 
vacated by him and turned over for the use of this committee. Upon 
consultation, however, with that officer, his employés, and many mem- 
bers of the House, we discovered that to do this would most probably 
entail very serious inconvenience in the convenient transaction of the 
business which the members must necessarily have with the Clerk and 
his employés. 

Another proposition was suggested, and to some extent discussed: 
that we should go outside of the Capitol and rent rooms in some con- 
tiguous building, if it were manifest that there was not sufficient ac- 
commodation within the building for the committees and the transaction 
of the official business of the House by its officers. The committee, 
upon full consultation on that aspect of the case, was of the opinion that 
it would be better if possible to retain all the committees inside of the 
Capitol building, and if it should become absolutely necessary in order 
to the proper dispatch of the public business to obtain additional rooms 
and additional accommodation outside of the Capitol, it would be better 
that we should appropriate it for the use of the Clerk and Doorkeeper, 
for storage and folding purposes, in view of the vast number of docu- 
ments that are under their charge. 

We consulted very fully with the Architect of the Capitol and the 
Superintendent of Public Buildings and Grounds, Colonel Rockwell; 
and under all the circumstances, desiring as far as possible to accom- 
modate our recommendation to the convenience and wishes of all gen- 
tlemen interested, we found ourselves unable to make any better rec- 
ommendation for the immediate accommodation of the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors than is embraced in the recommendation and re- 
port I have just submitted. 

We were aware of the fact, and we fully appreciated its importance, 
that this committee, one of the largest in the House, is charged with 
the conduct of the most important business that will probably come 
before us and the country for consideration. We are anxious to give 
them such room and such accommodation as would be fitting and be- 
coming to a committee of its importance and dignity, and if we have 
failed in obtaining this end, it has not been for lack of a desire to do so. 

Under the embarrassments with which we were surrounded, and in 
view of the various conflicting interests which we felt it our duty as 
far as possible to meet and reconcile, we found it impossible to arrive 
at any conclusion or to make any definite recommendation that in our 
judgment would give more general satisfaction to the House than the 
one embodied in the report I have submitted. If, in the language of 
the report, ourrecommendation does not meet theapproval of the House, 
we submit but one further alternative, though our judgment isagainst 
its adoption if it can be avoided—that is, to go outsideand rent rooms 
enough for all the committees and for all the officers of the House not 
already supplied. The committee do not believe that this conrse is 
desirable. They believe it is better, if possible, that all the committees 
should be retained within the Capitol building; and if it becomes abso- 
lutely necessary, as we are of the opinion it will be, to seek rooms and 
accommodations outside, to appropriate those to the use of the Door- 
keeper and the Clerk of the House. 

The committee have no pride or special interest in maintaining this 
report. Bie Serer it with great deference to the judgment of the 
House. If should be against us, we will certainly have no com- 
plaint to make. 3 

One word further. We find that the room which we propose to FE 
propriate to the use of this committee is at present, and has been for 
years, used for the storage of very important public records—records 
affecting the title of all the Government in the District of 
Columbia, as well as a very large amount of that held by private indi- 
viduals. These have been stored there for years under the direction of 
various officers of the Government; and by direction of a law carried 
into the Revised Statutes, to which I shall presently call attention, have 
for all this time been under the tony an control of the Secretary ot 
War or his subordinate, the Chief of Engineers. While these records 
are stored away at this distance from the War Department and from the 
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subordinate officer charged with their care, very great inconvenience 


has resulted from carrying them into the different courts of the District | last 


to be used in determining questionsof title. In every litigation that has 
sprung up with reference to titles in the District of Columbia it has 
been n to transfer to the court-room, in the custody of an officer 
of the Government, whatever of these records it was necessary to use in 
determining the question involved in such litigation. 

We had before us this morning the representative of the Secretary of 
War, and it was his opinion that these records should be removed from 
the place of their present storage and transferred either to the Winder 
building or to such rooms as might be selected in the War Department 
building by the Secretary of War; and in that opinion the committee, 
I believe, unanimously concur. We have been unable to find any law 
upon the statute-book which forbids such action by the Secretary of 
War. The only provision we have been able to find that has any ap- 
parent application to the question is embraced in the two sections of 
the Revised Statutes to which we have called attention in our report. 
I send them up, and ask the Clerk to read, for the information of the 
House, sections 1808 and 1809 of the Revised Statutes. 

The Clerk read as follows: RIEN ai 

lef of Engineers furnished o; ents 
none oe the pe wi buildings in ‘he pe of Washington, as my be directed by 
the President, and shall be supplied by the Government the stationery, 
instruments, books, and furniture which may be required for the performance 


of his duties. 
o a complete record of all the lands and 
athar property somme wiin or teeing to tne Waakingiga Aguas and 
r + 
Sey pi araa ridire aod reservations in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. YOUNG. Being unable to find any other law upon this subject, 
the committee were of the opinion that under these sections of the 
Revised Statutes the Secretary of War had ample authority to remove 
these records to a place of safety without any action on the part of the 
House, but we deemed it saferand better to submit the question to the 
House, and if it should be of opinion that it is n to pass the 
resolution I have offered, then we ask that it shall be done. I have 
no doubt, from the information which we received this morning from 
his subordinate, that the Secretary of War, upon a mere request of the 
committee, would readily make this removal; but perhaps it may be 
better to pass the resolution. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman permit me to 
ask him a question ? 

Mr. YOUNG. Certainly. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I would like to ask the gentleman 
how the Clerk of the House would be so seriously inconvenienced by 
the occupation of any of the rooms now in his possession. 

Mr. YOUNG. I will answer that question as best I can. We have 
taken the judgment of a number of members of the House on that sub- 
ject, and we have consulted with the Clerk himself. Theinconvenience 
which has been pointed out to us would consist in this, the only room 
mow used by the Clerk in the transaction of his business that would 
De large enough to furnish adequate accommodations for this large com- 
mittee of the House is the room now occupied by the enrolling clerks— 
three or four clerks, occupying as many desks, and who are almost con- 
stantly employed enrolling bills; a very responsible and important duty. 

It may be asked, and I will answer the question in advance, why 
the enrolling clerks might not be removed to the room at present occu- 
pied by the Clerk hi . Theanswerto thatis that if the Clerk should 
be removed from that room he would necessarily be obliged to transfer 
his Office to an inconvenient. distance from the Hall of the House. Now, 
at almost every hour of the day some one of the members of the House 
has business with the Clerk, and it would involve very serious incon- 
venience and considerable loss of time if members should have to seareh 
throughout the Capitol to find his room. 

Mr. GIBSON. Will the gentleman permit me to ask a question? 

Mr. YOUNG. Certainly. 

Mr. GIBSON. Where did the Clerk have his office before the last 
session of Congress? 

Mr. YOUNG. I will answer that question as far as I am able. At 
former sessions the Clerk had the room now occupied by the Speaker, 
and the Speaker had a room in the west end of what is now the open 
lobby back of the Speaker’s chair. By a resolution of the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, which met the approval of the House, 
that lobby was thrown open, the partitions removed, and the room of 
the Speaker was transferred to its present location. 

I think the Clerk then moved into the adjoining room, which had 
been occupied by his Chief Clerk and various other subordinates, though 
I believe he had a private room somewhere in the basement where he 
transacted that portion of his official business which should necessarily 
be transacted somewhat in private. The room now occupied by the 
Clerk was, up to the Forty-seventh Congress, I believe, occupied by the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. By some arrangement made at the be- 
ginning of that Congress, the nature of which Iam notinformed of, that 
room was then assigned to the Clerk of the House and has since been 
occupied by him. 

Mr. TALBOTT. I have the impression that that wasdone by order 
of the Speaker before the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
‘was appointed. 


Mr. YOUNG. I do not know about that; it was done during the 
when I was not here, and the room is now occupied by 
the Clerk of the House. He there keeps his private clerk, transacts 
his private business, and confers with his subordinates. It is the caly 
place now abont the Capitol where the Clerk can transact business of 
that character. 

To remove the enrolling clerks from the room they now occupy to 
any great distance from the Hall of the House of Representatives would 
involve very serious consequences, which will be appreciated by every 
member of this House. Every one with any experience on this floor 
knows the haste with which business is transacted in the closing hours 
of the session, and the importance that bills should reach the enrolling 
clerks promptly and be returned to the Speaker for his signature. 
Bills have been lost which have passed both Houses, and failed to be- 
come laws because they could not be returned from the enrolling clerks 
in time to receive the signature of the Speaker. 

Iam myself of the opinion, and I think the majority of the com- 
mittee concurs with me, that to remove the Clerk of the House and 
his subordinates in the enrolling-room from the rooms they now occupy 
would involve perhaps more inconvenience than to select rooms out- 
side of the Capitol building for some of the less important committees. 

The committee believe that if the House shall decide to go outside 
of the Capitol building to secure additional accommodations it would 
be better to send to such outside rooms some of the committees now 
occupying rooms in the Capitol building which would be large enough 
for the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and appropriate some such 
room to that committee. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I would like to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion. i 
~ Mr. YOUNG. Very well. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I understand that the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds recommend that certain committee-rooms of 
the House be so assigned that there shall be two or more committees 
in a room. 

Mr. YOUNG. That has already been dong by action of former Con- 
gresses, and we found that arrangement in existence. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. That has been done? 

Mr. YOUNG. That is the custom now. There are one or two, per- 
haps four, of the smaller committees that have not yet been accommo- 
dated with rooms. If our recommendations contained in this report 
should meet the approval of the House, I think we can dispose of all 
the remaining committees in a manner entirely satisfactory to them. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, Has the committee recommended such as- 

i ent? « 

Mr. YOUNG. We have not yet. We have made partial recommen- 
dations, but we do not think it will be necessary to report to the House 
our conclusions in that becuse we think the chairmen of those 
committees not already provided with rooms will be content to occupy 
such rooms as we may be able to assign them. 

I yield to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS]. 

Mr. WILLIS. As a substitute for the resolution of the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. YounG] I offer the resolution which I send to 
the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

rape That the room now occupied as the Sees of the House be 
set apart for the-use of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors until the further 
order of the House, 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the fact that a very diffi- 
cult and delicate duty has rested upon the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, and I am not surprised, therefore, that they express 
in their report the conclusion that they have been unable satisfactorily 
to discharge that duty. I do not hesitate to say that no gentleman 
on this floor who is personally acquainted with the location of the room 
designated by the committee whose report has just been read would 
by his vote say that any committee of this House should be so assigned. 
There are questions of health and other questions which can not be 
discussed upon the floor of this House, but which are understood by 
all present, and which are conclusive upon the judgment of the com- 
mittee. They have therefore simply reported the fact that, while that 
is not a proper or desirable room, it is the only vacant room obtainable. 

Now, that brings us face to face with the necessity of making a 
judgment as to other rooms of the House; and while it would not be 
proper on a question of this kind for one committee to antagonize an- 
other, it is perfectly proper, as every gentleman will recognize, for us 
to look around and see what space may now be occupied by subordi- 
nate officers that can be utilized for the public necessities as existing 
in the demands of the committee named in my amendment. 

I state what is known to all the members of this House when I say 
that two things are to be considered in locating a room for the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. The first and the lesser of these two 
considerations is the convenience of members of the committee. The 
character of the work which they have to di is such as to re- 


quire their time night and day; and when the river and harbor bill 
is being prepared for the action of this House, that committee will be 
almost continuously in session, aa and day. Now itis not right— 

ill by 


and no gentleman on this floor his vote say it is right—to take 
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the members of this committee away from the Hall of the House so far 
that they can not be within easy call when important questions are 
pending here which demand their attention and their votes. The gen- 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr] now before me, who has served 
for many years as a member of the committee that has had this bill in 
will indorse what I say in this particular. That gentleman, 
as well as the former chairman of the committee and indeed every gen- 
tleman on the floor of the House, knows that it frequently becomes 
to send for members of the committee, that they may vote 
here upon legislation affecting their constituents or affecting their com- 
mon country; and it would not be right to place them in a remote 
part of this building, where they would be as ignorant of the proceed- 
ings going on here as if they were out of the Capitol altogether. 

That, I say, is a minor consideration. A greater one is the conven- 
ience and comfort of members themselves. Nearly every member on 
this floor, I predict—I hope my prediction will not be verified—will have 
some bill pending before that committee upon which he will desire, at 
the proper time, to be heard in behalf of his constituents. It has been 
customary to send pages to notify gentlemen of different delegations 
when the committee could hearthem for ten, fifteen, or twenty minutes. 
If they are compelled, when thus notified, to go from the floor of this 
House to where this hole or room designated by the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds is located, most of the members of this House, 
unless they had a guide, would never be able to ascertain the where- 
abouts of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors; and all of them would 


consume from ten to fifteen minutes in going to and fro. Isay, there- | gaged 


fore, that for the convenience of members of the House it is essential 
that the room of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors should be ac- 
cessible to them in a few moments, so that they can present their state- 
ments and return to the House to vote. 

Now, as to the proposition embraced in this resolution, I understand 
that the corner room, now occupied by the Clerk of the House, was 
never assigned by any order whatever-—— 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Willthe gentlemanallow mea question? 

Mr. WILLIS. Certainly. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I understand that there are five clerks’ 
desks in the room to which the gentleman’s resolution refers, the en- 
rolling-room. Now, what provision is made or contemplated for these 
if that room be appropriated to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors? 

Mr. WILLIS. My reply is that according to my understanding the 
Clerk of the House, in addition to the enrolling-room and the file-room 
and the corner room, has five other rooms in this Capitol. That is my 
information. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. But that does not answer fny question. 

Mr. WILLIS. Astothe enrolling-room, which, as I recognize, should 
be in close proximity to the Hall of the House, it will be easy for the 
Clerk to remove the enrolling officers to the corner room to which I 
have referred, which was taken, as I understand, without any resolu- 
tion and without any authority. It was formerly the room of the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, but during the last Congress was taken by 
the Clerk of the House, as I am informed, without any authority from 
this House to do so. 

A MEMBER. In the Congress before the last. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I rise to a question of order. I find it 
provided in Rule I that the Speaker— 
shall preserve order and decorum, and in case of disturbance or disorderly 
conduct in the galleries, or in the lobby, may cause the same to be cleared. 

He shall have PERT control, except as provided by rule or law, of the Hall 
of the House, and the disposal of the unappropriated rooms in that part of the 
Capitol assigned to the use of the House until further order. 

Now, sir, I make the point of order that this question of rooms and 
which committee shall have a room is for the Speaker to decide. The 
gentleman’s speech, therefore, would be more appropriate in the Demo- 
cratic caucus than before this House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman makes the point of order that it is 
the duty of the Speaker to assign appropriated rooms. The rule is as 
read, that the Speaker shall have control over unappropriated rooms. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. The point I make is this: At the be- 
ginning of this session, when the Speaker was elected it became his duty 
to assign to these committees—but allow me a moment, as I wish to 
read further in reference to the Speaker. ‘‘ Unless otherwise specially 
authorized by the House, the Speaker shall appoint at the commence- 
ment of each Congress the following standing committees,” and so on. 
Now, in this list of committees is the Committee on the Pacific Rail- 
road. What use have they fora room? Then we have the Committee 
on Labor. We also have the Committee on Mileage, which has already 
disposed of their work. 

Mr. WILLIS. _ I call the gentleman to order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman must confine himself to the point 
of order. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Iam confining myself to the point of 
order. And my point is this: that it became the duty of the Speaker 
at the beginning of the session to appoint to each one of these commit- 
tees, in accordance with its number and the proportion of work it had 
to do, such a room as is suited to it. This matter should have been 
settled in a caucus, and not brought here as an obstable to our proceed- 
ing with the consideration of the public business. 


The SPEAKER. Whatever may have been the duty of the Speaker 
is not, of course, the question before the House. The point of order 
can not be sustained here, because the House itself, by resolution adopted 
only a few days ago, has referred this whole matter to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, and directed it to make inquiry and 
report. And that committee has made inquiry, and its report is now 
under consideration by the House. The House itself referred this 
noe zui by resolution to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

roun! 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, I have listened with, I hope, becoming 
Christian resignation to the rebuke of my colleague, and I now merely 
mean to say that upon no question of law or propriety or of right will 
this House ever be compelled to take his judgment on the subject. 

Coming back, Mr. Speaker, to the point I was making as to the pro- 
priety of taking the enrolling-room, I ask gentlemen, then, if there is 
any question as to having that enrollment in close proximity to the 
House. It is easy to put the enrolling clerks into the room now occu- 
pied by the Clerk himself as a reading-room, and there are reasons why 
the enrolling clerk should be by himself. We know the necessity of 
his being accurate in the examination of bills, and we know grave 
errors have, through the rush of business and a crowdingof men around 
the enrolling clerk, occurred in the legislation of this country, and it 
is for that reason I have changed the resolution so as to permit the Clerk 
of the House to put the enrolling clerk in a room where he can lock 
the door and see no one has a right to enter that room while he is en- 
in examining laws. 

Mr. YOUNG. But where will the gentleman put the Clerk of the 
House, who now occupies that room ? 

Mr. WILLIS. Where he was formerly; that is, before the last Con- 


Mr. RANDALL. I think a committee of this House should have 
the preference over the Clerk of the House, provided the public busi- 
ness is not in any way injured thereby. ? 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. When did the Clerk of the House not 
have a room on this floor? i 

Mr. RANDALL, _ In the Forty-sixth Congress. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Unless for a brief time, I understand 
that the Clerk of the House always had a room on this floor. 

Mr. RANDALL, No, in the Forty-sixth Congress the Clerk was 
downstairs. The gentleman from Kentucky is correct in his state- 
ment that the room now occupied by the Clerk during the Forty-sixth 
Congress was the room which was occupied by the Committee on Naval 
Affairs; and that room was taken during the Forty-seventh Congress 
from that Committee on Naval Affairs and given to the Clerk, without 
any action on the part of the House. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. Is not that room now occupied by some com- 
mittee? 

Mr. RANDALL. It may have been, but during the Forty-sixth 
Congress, as I have already stated, that room was occupied by the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, and the Clerk of the House did not then have 
the benefit of a room on this floor. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. As I understand it that was merely tem- 


porary. 

Mr. WILLIS. I now yield the balance of my time to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE]. 

Mr. BAYNE. It is a matter of great importance to the House, and 
to the other members of the House as well as to the members of the 
Conimittee on Rivers and Harbors, that that committee shouid have a 
room convenient and accessible. There is no one committee of the 
House which sits so steadily as that committee. There is no onè com- 
mittee of the House that has so many delegations of citizens coming here 
to attend to the wants of their districts. At times there are delega- 
tions of twenty, thirty, and forty who come here desiring to appear 
before the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. That was formerly the 
case with the Committee on Commerce, and will be the case with the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. They come here for the purpose of 
presenting their claims or the claims of their districts to appropriations 
for rivers and harbors in their neighborhood. In consequence of that 
factit is necessary the rooms should be commodious and large, so as to 
accommodate the members of the committee as well as these delegations. 

It is also important to the members of the committee that it should 
be near the floor of the House. While the committee is in session it is 
frequently necessary they should come in to vote. And that is another 
reason why the room should be convenient and near the floor of the 
House. 

Now, sir, with reference to the accommodations, there is nota doubt, 
and I venture to assert that there is not a gentleman who will examine 
the question and give ita inspection who will doubt, but 
that the enrolling clerks can be abundantly accommodated by the 
present reading-room. If any gentleman chooses while this debate is 
in progress to go into the enrolling-room and see the room now occu- 
pied by the clerks of the House, he will find abundant accommodations 
there for the enrolling clerks; and the question resolves itself simply 
into this, whether or not the Clerk of the House shall occupy a single 
room as a ing-room, with the files of the newspapers before him, 
ora committee of the House shall be denied all proper accommoda- 
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tions. It narrowsitself rightdown to that simple question, and it strikes 


me that the natural order of things is that the committees of the House 
for the transaction of its work should receive first suitable ac- 
commodations, and that the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds should provide a room convenient, and one that will not in- 
terfere in any way with the progress of the business of the House, for 
the Clerk. 

I yield the remainder of the time to the gentleman from Michigan, 
(Mt. Horr]. 

Mr. HORR. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say simply to the members of 
this House that I am not advised as to the condition of the room now 
occupied by the Clerk, but I do know that the room selected by the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, if assigned as they pro- 
pose, would be a simple outrage upon the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors; and not only that, but it would be an outrage upon the mem- 
bers of this House; and not only that, Mr. Speaker, but upon the peo- 
ple of this country who present themselves. before that committee for 
the purpose of having a hearing. 

That committee, if it does its work, is compelled to sit for four long 
months on an average of from four to five days in the week, and towards 
the last part of the session they work from three to four evenings in the 
week, and also during the sessions of the House. I say, and I think 
the chairman of the Committee on Commerce of this present Congress 
will bear me out in the assertion, having had more experience than I 
have had, that of the old work of the Committee on Commerce more 
than four-fifths of it was in considering the river and harbor appropria- 
tion bill. It is not uncommon to have large delegations appear with 
maps, books, and illustrations, and they can not do the work of that 
committee without a large, well-lighted, properly arranged room. 

This, as I understand it, the report of the committee to whom the 
duty of appropriating these rooms was assigned does not contemplate. 
They provide a room in the basement of this House. It issimply doing 
a thing which the people of this country and the members of this 
House ought not to permit. That committee should be, if there is 


all for them. I certainly should not recommend the putting of them 
in the basement of this building, in a room where they could not per- 
form the duties safely. That is my idea. 

Mr. CANNON. The question is now, I believe, on the proposition 
of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS], to take the enrolling- 
room across the hallway. Does the gentleman think—the enrolling- 
room being for the convenience of the House, and itis a.great conven- 
ience to members to have it near the Hall when they have their records 
there—does he think it proper the House should discommode itself in 
that way for the purpose of accommodating this committee? I agree 
the committee should be located in a good room, but I do not think it 
should be at the expense of the convenience of all the members of this 
House. ‘ 

Mr. GIBSON. I desire to ask a question. 

Mr. HORR. And I want to ask the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
CANNON] a question. Will you tell me that the enrolling clerk can 
not be accommodated where he used to be before the last Congress ? 

Mr. CANNON. That place is occupied, as I understand. And I do 
not want you to turn the ost clerk with his records, that nearly 
all of us have to inquire about daily, out of his quarters, unless you find 
some good quarters for him to remove to where he can be properly ac- 
commodated. 

Mr. HORR. I yield to the guena from Texag [Mr. REAGAN]. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I make the point of order that the gen- 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr] has no time to yield. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Youna] is 
entitled to the floor for one hour. 

PE pox foo I yield first to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
TCH]. 

Mr. CALKINS. Before the gentleman from Tennessee yields I de- 
sire to get some information from him as to the number of clerks who 
now occupy the enrolling-room. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I am about to furnish that information. 
I have here a letter from the Clerk of the House which I desire to have 


any room in this building adapted to their purposes, supplied with the | read. 


very best one possible. And let me say further, that in the consider- 
ation by the committee of this river and harbor bill members here will 
want to be heard before it, During the last Congress we heard at least 
three-fourths of all of the members on the floor who came in to make 
their explanations and applications in support of what they believed 
to be'a proper distribution of the bill. They thought that the com- 
merce of their people ought to be understood. Now, sir, there are 
commitiees who have commodious rooms that do not meet on an aver- 
age once a week. These men here, if they do their duty, will be re- 
quired to sit hour in and hour ont for a long period of time, for the 
labor of that committee is simply enormous, and we should look to 
their health as well as their convenience, and not confine them toa 
basement room, where it is barbarous to expect and impossible for them 
to attend to their important duties. 

I can not see how the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
could have understood the enormous duties of this committee and con- 
fined them tosuch aroom. I suppose they had great difficulty in find- 
ing vacant room which might be occupied by the committee; but cer- 
tainly for the present it seems that no difficulty should arise from allow- 
ing the committee to occupy the room of the Clerk of the House to 
which reference has already been made, and make temporary provision 
for the Clerk. A committee performing the duties that this committee 
must perform, as I have said, under any circumstances should have the 
preference. It should have a committee-room near the House and in 
the most accessible part, and not a place where people can not find it, 
‘where members who have occasion to go will find difficulty in reaching 
it and objection to entering it. 

Now I wish to yield the remainder of my time, without request, to 
the gentleman the chairman of the Committee on Commerce of this 
House, who has had considerable experience on this subject. 

Mr. MILLIKIN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. HORR. Certainly. vad & 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman trom Michigan point out to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds some such room as he 
has described, which will accommodate the Committee on Rivers and 


Harbors? I wish to say to him that the committee has been as desir- | discharge their 


ous as he himself seems to be to find a room that would accommodate 
that committee. I fully recognize the necessity of their having a large 
and commodious room; and the only reason why the committee have 
not provided such a room is the simple fact that they have not been 
able to find it. Ifthe gentleman will point out such a room, or where 
it is to be found, to accommodate the committee in the way we wish 
and in the way we believe it should be accommodated, I have no doubt 
that the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, if they have any 
other duty to perform in that direction, will be exceedingly glad to do it. 

Mr. HORR. Iwas about to yield to the chairman of the Committee 
on Commerce, the gentleman from Texas, but I want to say to the 


gentleman from Maine that Iam not on the Committee on Public Build- 
but that if I was I should have found some room ad- 
for that committee or else I would report none at 


ings and Groun 
jacent to this H: 


Mr. YOUNG. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Missouri 
(Mr. HATCH]. 

The SPEAKER. There are seventeen minutes still remaining of 
the hour under the control of the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. GIBSON. I desire to ask the Chair a question. I desire to 
know whether the members of the committee have a right to be heard 
or whether the hour of the gentleman from Tennessee closes debate. 

The SPEAKER. The hour of the gentleman from Tennessee does 
= yE debate. Debate is not closed till the previous question is 
ordered. 

Mr. GIBSON. I desire as a member of the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors to be heard myself. i 

The SPEAKER. The letter sent up to the desk by the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] will be read as a part of his remarks, 

The Clerk read as follows: s 


Sm; Being advised that a resolution will be submitted inthe House 
one of the rooms now occupied by the Clerk’s office for use asa committee-room, 
I deem it proper, in the interest of the prompt and proper of the public 
b , to submit to the House for its consideration, thro ‘ou, the follow- 
ingstatement: From the occupation of the present Hall in the Phirty-titth Con- 
gress until the Forty-fifth Con; the Clerk’s office, with the exception of the 
rooms used on the lower floor for store and document rooms, was in rooms ad- 
jacent to the Hall. In the Forty-fifth Congress the room in the southwest corner, 
which had been occupied since 1858 by the Clerk, was smigead to the Speaker, 
and the room ining, occupied by the Chief Clerk and disbursing clerk, was 
assigned to the t-at-Arms, the Chief Clerk and disbursing clerk being as- 
signed their presentroomson the lower floor. Thatassi ent subjected mem- 
bers to some inconvenience, but the Clerk's office, with its very considerable in- 
crease of business in the past twenty years, to more. 

At present there are but three rooms on the floor adjacent to the Hall of the 
House occupied by the Clerk, viz: one occupied by the Clerk in the room for- 
merly occupied by the Committee on Naval ; one known asthe m, 
occupied by the file, journal, bill, and printing clerks, and their assistants, tally 
and reading clerks; and one known as the enrolling-room, occupied by the en- 
rolling clerk, assistant enrolling clerk, petition and resolution clerk, newspaper 
and document clerk, and distributing clerk, both of which last-named rooms are 
now aay occupied, and causing at times great inconvenience to the employés 
nam 


The file-room is filled i farce pe for files and records, and could not be taken 


for a committee-room withc ut seriously the files, and would require 
s very considerable e diture of money. 
The enrolling-room is fully occupied by the clerks named, who are required to 


They could not be transfe: to the file-room, for that is already overcrowded, 
and the small room known as the “ file-room annex ” could not be used for that 
oral ioe being not only occupied by valuable files and records, but it is not 


warmed. ; 
The only remaining room is that occupied by the Clerk, who, in the very nat- 
ure of the case, is required to have an office adjacent tothe Hall and T that 
room be taken from him and he be ed a room elsewhere, it will not only 
greatly inconvenience the members of the House and the public generally, but 
will seriously inconvenience the Clerk in the discharge of the duties devolving 

upon him by jaw and the rules and orders of the House. 
It is not a matter of mere nal inconvenience, but the consideration of the 
of my duties, that induces me to address you this com- 


JOHN B. CLARK, JR., 
Clerk of the House of 
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„The SPEAKER. Thetimeof the gentleman from Missouri has ex- 


Mr. YOUNG. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. KEIFER]. 

. Mr. KEIFER. Ido not rise for the sag of opposing the prop- 
osition to take the room occupied by the Clerk. I donot think it would 
be wise to interfere with any of the business rooms. I should only con- 
sent to the with reference to the Clerk’s room on the 
ground that it is possible he might be able to get along with his desk 
somewhere else with less inconvenience than a whole committee such 
as the Committee on Rivers and Harbors can get along without a suit- 
able room. 

Something, was said by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS], 
and I suppose accurately said, about there having been a change of the 
Naval Committee from that room without authority of the House. 
But what the gentleman said may have left the impression on the minds 
of some that the change was made without authority. ,The statement 
was exactly accurate. That change was made before the organization 
of the last Congress, before any committees were appointed, before any 
assignment had taken place. The doubt that has arisen is not relative 
to the power of the Speaker under the rules to assign committees, but 
it has been relative to his power to 
gone to their rooms. And that I understand to be the doubt in the 
mind of the pee Speaker and others. There was no doubt, I sup- 
pose, about the right to assign this room to the Clerk, and it was done 
on a theory of this kind, that it would accommodate notonly the Clerk 
but all the members who wanted to communicate with the Clerk there. 
He proposed to keep, and during the Forty-seventh Congress did keep, 
a reading-room there with newspapers on file where members could go 
and read them if they chose, and also where members could go and 
consult with newspaper correspondents and others on any subject they 
desired to talk about. It was in one sense a private room, but only in 
the way that there was no other room where members could go for such 
conference, leaving them only the halls, where it would be very incon- 
venient and sometimes unpleasant. 

Mr. YOUNG. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia [Mr. GIBSON]. 

Mr. GIBSON. Ifully concur with all that was said by the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS] in appreciation of the difficulty that the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds had in making an allot- 
ment of rooms. I recognize the fact that a number of standing com- 
mittees had heretofore been assigned the different rooms that were 
available in the Capitol; and I recognize the fact that however impor- 
tant or unimportant the business of a committee may be, yet the com- 
mittee, having been appointed, is entitled to a room to meet in, and hav- 
ing had a room assigned them, they do not like to be turned out and 
ought not to be turned out. The Committee on Rivers and Harbors, be- 
ing a new one, was left without a room, or rather was created without a 
room, and it became necessary for the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds to give to us some room that had been formerly oceupied 
for some other purpose. Like my friend from Michigan [Mr. Horr] I 
am surprised that the Committee on Public Buildings Grounds did 
not report absolutely their inability to accommodate that committee, 
rather than re to this House a proposition to put a committee com- 

of members of this body in a room which they themselves say 
not been occupied for years and that must be musty. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. That room is occupied now, and has been 
for a number of years. 

Mr. GIBSON. I understand that, but it is not occupied by people; 
it is a store-room for matters which render it unhealthful. — 

I desire to ask this House if they will permit a room in this Capitol 
building to be used as a loafing-room for the members of this House or 
for any officer of the House while an important committee has no 
room to goin? I would like the Clerk of the House-to have every 
convenience; I would like that every member of this House could have 


every convenience; I would be glad if every member on this floor: 


could have every convenience which this nation in its dignity and 
power can give them; but if some one must yield, we demand of this 
House, if they expect the River and Harbor Committee to discharge its 
onerous work, to consider intelligently and honestly the important 
pores that may be brought before us, to deal intelligently and 

onestly with great questions of public interest, that they shall give 
us a decent room in which we can meet and investigate. 

The‘ gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] asked the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. Horr] whether the membersof this House should 
not consult theirown convenience, and whether in consulting thatcon- 
venience it was not necessary that the room of the Clerk should be 
where they could conveniently go for consulting the records. I un- 
dertake to reply tothat question by saying that this House will consult 
its own convenience when it provides means by which every committee 
shall be capable of discharging the duties devolved upon it. There is 
no other or higher convenience belonging to this body than to properly 
equip and locate its committees so that they may discharge their du- 
ties. In the proper discharge of the duties of each committee will be 
found the convenience and honor of this House. 

Thope this House will have no hesitation in adopting the amendment 


reassign them after they have once’ 


of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS]. Itis notin the nature 
of an attack upon the committee submitting this report, for I under- 
stand that they frankly and usly say they have found themselves 
surrounded by these difficulties and do not desire to an either a 
subordinate officer of the House or a committee of the House. They 
therefore come here to the House and represent the true facts of the 
case and ask the House to relieve them by deciding the question. We 
now ask the House to relieve them of the responsibility and to give to 
this important committee a room where it can meet and where every 
member of the House can go and consult them. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Youn] has 
three minutes of his time remaining. 

Mr. YOUNG. I desire to occupy that time myself, though if other 
gentlemen desire to speak I have no wish to abridge debate. 

Mr. RICE. I desire to offer an amendment to the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the amendment the following: 

“And that the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds be instructed to 
inquire if other and additional accommodations can not Besa poene for the 


Library of Co: by which the space in the Capitol now for the Library 
can be utilized for committee-rooms, and report the same,” 


, Mr. RANDALL. Is that in order? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his point of order. 

Mr. RANDALL. It is not germane to the original proposition. 

Mr. RICE. The amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
WILLIS] provides that this room shall be assigned to the committee 
named until otherwise directed by the House. I desire to offer an 
amendment, im order that other space and more convenient may be 
provided at an oy day, not only for this committee but for other 
committees of the House which shall need that additional space. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. How does the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Ricr] take the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Youne] off the 
floor? He has three minutes left of his time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman did not take it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. He wants to take it. > 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman from Tem- 
nessee [Mr, YOUNG] to state that he did not desire to occupy the three 
minutes remaining of his time. ; 

Mr. YOUNG. The Chair misunderstood me. : ; 
ane SPEAKER. The gentleman did not proceed to address the 

ouse. 

Mr. YOUNG. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. RICE] said 
that he desired to offer an amendment, and I waited to hear it read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman to occupy 
the three minutes of his time remaining. 

Mr. YOUNG. The Committeeon Public Buildings and Grounds have 
no disposition to combat the views by any gentleman on this 
subject. They desire only to lay before the House the result of their in- 
vestigation, and to allow the House to dispose of the matter as it may 
see proper. 

But there is a part of the resolution reported by the committee which 
ought to be ad even though the amendment of the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS] shall prevail. Should the amendment 
be adopted by the House, the latter part of the resolution reported by 
the committee should be stricken out and the former part should be 
adopted, providing for the removal of these records to the War Depart- 
ment, in order that we may utilize that room for some other purpose. 
That room might be used by the Doorkeeper as a folding-room, and 
thus avoid the necessity of going outside of the Capitol building to pro- 
cure additional accommodatiens for him. Therefore, if the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Kentucky should be adopted by 
the House, I shall ask that the first part of the resolution of the com- 
mittee be also adopted. ; 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. RICE] 
has been recognized, and has sent up an amendment against which the 
point of order is made that it is not germane to the subject upon which ” 
the committee has reported. Has the gentleman anything to say upon 
the point of order ? 

Mr. RICE. A word, Mr. Speaker. It appears that the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds were only able to find an exceed- 
ingly inconvenient and ill-fitted room to assign to this important com- 
mittee, and they made their report accordingly. It was stated that if 
they could have found a better room they would have gladly assigned 
it to this committee. Then the gentleman from Kentucky | Mr. WIL- 
LIS] moved his amendment assigning another room, thereby crowding 
out important officers of the House with important records from space 
ve —* be — for the proper transactian of their business. 

t amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky onl vides, how- 
ever, that this room shall be i to this pore Se antil pesadi 
ordered by the House. Now, therefore, my amendment proposes to 
instruct thiscommittee to inquire whether thespace now occupied by the 
public library—most inconveniently occupied by that library because 
the library has outgrown its present accommodations—may not be con- 
verted into convenient committee-rooms at an early day by providing 
accommodations elsewhere for the public library. Let that be done, 
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and there will be at least eight or ten additional committee-rooms pro- | directs the Committee on Rivers and Harbors to occupy this room, and 
vided for committees of this House from thespace which would be thus | I ask the passage of the remaining part of the resolution. 


obtained. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. How long would it take to make provision for 
the library ? } 

Mr. RICE. It would take longer than I wish it would. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. And longer than this Congress will remain in 


session. 

Mr. RICE. But this House can commence the relief, so that in the 
next Congress the House may find space for its committees, and not be 
confined to the small and poorly fitted rooms in which now many of 
our committees are compelled to transact their business. 

Mr. RANDALL. Upon the point of order, I wish to say that the 
motion of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. RICE] proposes to 
instruct this committee upon a subject not within the purview of the 
original resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The matter now before the House is privileged, 
because it relates to the comfort and convenience of the committees of 
the House and to the transaction of the public business by the House. 


To attach to this proposition some matter which is not privileged, for | P 


instance, to instruct this committee, when the House has under con- 
sideration a privileged matter, to proceed to make inquiry as to the 
erection of a library building, would be in the opinion of the Chaira 
violation not only of the letter but the spirit of the rules of the House. 
The Chair therefore holds that the amendment is not in order. 

Mr. KASSON. I will detain the Honse but a moment, for I think 
it time that we should come to a vote on this question. It seems to 
me there is one proposition which has not been discussed, and which 
might solve this difficulty if the question were recommitted. Near to 
the room occupied by the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures is a room which is devoted merely to business about which there 
is never haste, the room known as the stationery-room. It is on this 
floor; it is convenient and large. 

As to the proposition submitted by the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. WILLIS], I feel, from some experience of the necessities of the 
business of the House near the close of a session, that it would be a 
very dangerous movement for us to remove any portion of the Clerk’s 
ofiice from the immediate vicinity of the Hall of this House. It does 
not matter now, when business is light, but when we approach the close 
of the session and business is hurried, when members of the House must 
trace their bills, and when upon a minute depends often whether a bill 
becomes a law or not, I feel it would be very dangerous if any portion 
of our Clerk’s office, having charge of such important papers, should 
be out of the immediate reach of every member. All the committees 
are interested in this element of convenience and safety. I know of 
no legislative or deliberative body that puts the clerks in charge of its 
important papers away from its immediate vicinity. 

I have myself been frequently obliged to go in great haste to these 
officers to refer to a bill or other paper while a debate was in progress 
here, and when every minute was important. I hayeseen clerks rush- 
ing to the other end of the Capitol at the close of a session, when the 
fate of important bills depended upon almost a moment. I believe 
these reasons to be important, and that every gentleman on the floor 
will feel their importance as the end of the session approaches. 

Mr. BAYNE. Do not the considerations to which the gentleman 
refers apply to only a very brief period of the session ? 

Mr. KASSON. But that brief period determines the fate of impor- 
tant measures. Your very river and harbor bill itself might depend for 
its passage upon immediate access to these clerks for the correction of 
some error in the last of the session. Every old member of the 
House, I pasty have had this sort of experience, and must appre- 
ciate the importahce of these considerations. 

Without desiring to say at all what disposition should be made of 
the rooms already appropriated to committees (for that is not my proy- 
ince; I do not wish to interfere with that), I believe there are other ar- 
rangements which could be safely made—possibly the one I have sug- 
gested. I simply desire to call attention to the fact that there will soon 
come a time in the last days of the session when, I believe, members 
will regret the removal of the clerks out of immediate reach; and I 
hear no arrangement suggested which preserves them in so convenient 
a location as they are now. 

Mr. YOUNG. I demand the previous question on the amendment 
of the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. JOHN 8. WISE. I would like to offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Itis not in order while the demand for the previ- 
ous question is pending. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon agreeing to the amendment 
offered by the.gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS] as asubstitute 
for the resolution reported by the committee. 

The substitute of Mr. WILLIS was adopted; there being—ayes 120, 
noes 62. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now upon agreeing to the resolu- 
tion as amended by the adoption of the substitute. 

Mr. YOUNG. I move to strike out so much of the resolution as 


The SPEAKER. The substitute has been adopted. 

Mr. YOUNG. I move to strike out so much of the resolution re- 
ported by the committee—— . 

The SPEAKER. It has been disposed of, as the House has adopted 
the substitute. 

Mr. YOUNG. I move an amendment to the substitute; to add so 
much of the resolution reported by the committee as relates to the re- 
moving of the records. Those records should be removed. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the words the gentleman pro- 
poses to add to the substitute. : 

The Clerk read as follows: 

nd the 
per epee 
ment on the House side of the Capitol. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move to add that this room be assigned by the 
Speaker to some committee of the House. 

Mr. YOUNG. That can bedone hereafter. It is needed for storage 


ested to remove tosome safe 
the large room in the base- + 


urposes. 
Mr. SPRINGER. I withdraw the amendment to the amendment. 
Mr. JOHN §. WISE. I wish to move an amendment to the amend- 
ment. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. Would that not be in the third degree? 
The SPEAKER. There is but one amendment pending, and this 
would be in the second di 
Mr. JOHN S. WISE. I ask that my amendment be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Rivers and Harbors having taken away all 
the business of the Committee on Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi 
Committee on 


River they take its committee-room also, and that the 
Improvements of the Mississippi River be abolished. 


(Laughter. ] : 

Several MEMBERS. All right; let us adopt that amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides the amendment is not in order. 

Mr. YOUNG. I demand the previous question. 

Mr. TALBOTT. I have an amendment to submit. 

Mr. YOUNG. Is it in order to offer an amendment when I have 
called for the previous question? , { 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland hasbeen i 

Mr. TALBOTT. I ask the Clerk to read my Samon ui 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And the Committee on Naval Affairs shall occupy 
committee in the Forty-sixth Congress, and the Check of the, piesta Pei pb 
a room now occupied by the Committee on Naval Affairs in the Forty-e! 

Mr.. WARNER, of Ohio. Is that amendment in order? 

The SPEAKER. Itis, as it isin relation to the assignment of com- 
mittee-rooms. ° 
Sea eirth Is it in order when the previous question has been 

The SPEAKER. The amendment is before the House. e 

Mr. TALBOTT. Mr. Speaker, that room is opposite the room of 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and prior to the Forty-seventh Con- 
gress was occupied for more than ten years by the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. It was taken away from that committee and the committee 
was removed upstairs by an order of the Speaker in the Forty-seventh 

before the appointment of the committees. The room should 
be restored to the committee as soon as it can be done. And if the 
Clerk wishes a room where the enrolling clerks can not be interrupted, 
where they can not be disturbed, that room upstairs is the very place 
for him to go. My amendment gives the room which belongs to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs to that committee, which occupied it for 
ten years before the Forty-seventh Congress. 

Mr. KELLEY. Yes; for more than twenty years. 

Mr. TALBOTT. Yes; for more than twenty years. It is opposite 
to the Military Committee room, where it ought to be. 

Mr. YOUNG. I call for the previous question. ` 

The previous question was ordered. 

The question first recurréd on Mr. TALBOTT’s amendment to the 
amendment. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 145, noes 29. 

So the amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to recommit the subject to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, as that committee can arrange the 
rooms better than it can be done here. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 80, noes 105. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I ask for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

So Mr. HoLMAN’s motion was rejected. 

Mr, YounG’s amendment as amended was then adopted. 

The resolution as amended was then adopted. j 

Mr. YOUNG moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BAYNE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 vadak and 45 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The tilet petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. J. J. ADAMS: The petition of Helen M. Fiedler, for relief— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BALLENTINE: The petition of J. B. Stacey, for relief—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BRAINERD: The petition of the Board of Trade of Erie, 
and of the resolutions of the select and common councils of Erie, Pa., 
relative to the land light-house at that place—severally to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

By Mr. J. H. BREWER: The petition of the letter-carriers of Tren- 
ton, N. J., for relief—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. CALKINS: The petition of T. E. Howard, J. P, Creed, and 
121 others, ex-soldiers of the late war, residents of South Bend, Ind., 
praying for the forfeiture of certain land grants and action by Congress 
to grant a portion of the public lands to soldiers of the late war—to the 
Outo o on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. CANDLER: Papers relating to the claim of Frank H. 
Nichols—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CLAY: The petition of James J. Lipscomb, for relief—to the 
same committee. 

My Mr. COSGROVE: The petition of citizens of Arrow Rock, Saline 
County, Missouri. for an appropriation to protect the landing at that 
place—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. W. W. CULBERTSON: Papers relating to the claim of Bath 
County, Kentucky—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: The petition of L. Jackman and 168 others, 
and of S: P. Kline, Edw. C. , and 62 others, residents of Mich- 
igan, praying Congress to declare the titles of purchasers of lands in- 
side the Ontonagon railway land grant valid—severally to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. G. R. DAVIS: The petitions of several thousand inventors, 
residents of forty-four States and Territories, for a reduction of patent 
fees as proposed in House bill 3104—severally to the Committee on 
Patents, 

By Mr. DOCKERY: The petition of Stephen A. Hurlbut Post, No. 
32, Grand Army of the Republic, of Hamilton, Mo., for equalization 
of. pay to soldiers and bounty and back pay—to the Select Commit- 
tee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: The petition of American shipmasters of 
Sen Francisco, Cal., relative to the American mercantile marine—to 
the Select Committee on American Ship-building and Ship-owning In- 
terests. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Reading, Pa., for an appropriation 
for the rebate tax on tobacco—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. FIEDLER: The petition of Margaret Callanan, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GOFF: Paper relating to the improvement of the Little 
Kanawha and Elk Rivers, in West Virginia—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. GREEN: The petition of citizens of North Carolina, in rela- 
tion to the French spoliation claims—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Sampson, Pender, Duplin, and New 
Hanover Counties, North Carolina, for thei improvement of Black River, 
in said State—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON : Paper relating to the pension claim 
of Henry B. Jay and of Melvin Pierce—severally to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the resolutions adopted at the annual reunion of the Iowa Pris- 
oners’ of War Association, held at Des MoinesSeptember 5, 1883, in rela- 
tion to pensions—to the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, 
Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. J. T. JONES: Papers relating to bill (H. R. 3560) to re- 
enact section 4596 of the Revised Statutes—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. LOVERING: The petitionof Thomas H. Berry, for the ex- 
tension of a patent—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the petition of William M. Jenks, of Chelsea, Mass., for relief— 
to the Committee on War 

By Mr. MAGINNIS: Papers relating to the claim of Paul McCor- 
mick—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MAYO: The petition of Isaac D. Ward, for relief—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Papers relating to the claim of the heirs of Mrs. 
M. A. Dull—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORSE: The petition of John C. Collins, for a pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


| By Mr. MULLER: The petition of John H. Grimes and others, bailiffs 
| of the United States courts for the southern district of New York, for 


compensation—to the Commi*tee on Appropriations. 

Mr. MURRAY: The petition of William Bolwork and of James 

A. for a pension—severally to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 


By Mr. CHARLES O'NEILL: Paper of Charity Robeson, of Phil- 
adelphia, Pa., suggesting the means of destroying pleuro-pneumonia 
and otherinfectious diseases among domestic animals—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, con the 
disposal of undelivered and dead letters—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. J. J. O'NEILL: Papers relating to the claim of G. B. Hor- 
ner—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PEELLE: The petition of Jesse Durnell, for pay as a pilot 
in the United States Navy during the late war—to the ittee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. PRICE: The petition of Stephen Roncliff and 72 others, and 
of William J. Vincent and others, for the improvement of the naviga- 
tion of the Mississippi River—to the Committee on Levees and Im- 
provements of the Mississippi’ River. 

Also, the resolutions adopted by the James Comfort Post, No. 68, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Chippewa Falls, Wis., in favor of ad- 
ditional pensions to soldiers of the late war—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. J.H. ROGERS: The petition of Wolf & Bro. and others, for 
an appropriation for the improvement of the navigation ef Petit Jean 
River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. C. A. SUMNER: Two petitions of citizens of Sacramento, 
Cal., for a tobacco-rebate appropriation—severally to the Committee 
on Appropriations. + 

By Mr. J. M. TAYLOR: The petition of J. D. Askew, administrator 
of the estate of Alex. Askew, deceased, for relief—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. TUCKER: The petition of citizens of Virginia, for an appro- 
priation to pay the rebate tax on tobacco—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

By Mr. WAIT: The resolutions adopted by the Westerly (R. 1) 
Business Men’s Association, asking for an appropriatio to improve the 
navigation of Pawtucket River and Narragansett Bay—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, the petition of L. A. Gallup, for a tobacco-rebate appropria- 
tion—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. WHITING: The petition of S+ Nelson Trask, for relief—tothe 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WOODWARD: The resolutions adopted by A. J. McNurlin 
Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Loyd, Wis., in favor of granting 
pensions to all soldiers of the late war who were once exposed to fire—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, January 23, 1884. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. ELIAS De Wrrr HUNTLEY, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following pill and 
joint resolution; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 1090) to amend the Revised Statutes of the United 
States the times, places, and provisions for holding terms 
of the district court in the northern district of New York; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 119) making an appropriation for the re- 
lief of Lieut. A. W. Greely and his party, composing what is known as 

the Lady Franklin Bay expedition to the Arctic regions 


JOHN ©, HARGRAVE. 


Mr. COCKRELL. The bill (S. 361) granting a pension to John U. 
Hargrave was yesterday reported adversely by the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. MITCHELL] from the Committee on’ Pensions, and in- 
definitely postponed. I did not hear the name at the time, and I 
desire to move a reconsideration of the vote by which the bill was 
postponed indefinitely, so that it may be placedon the Calendar. The 
bill was favorably reported at one or two Congresses and passed this 
body, andI am ata loss to know why it was reported adversely at this 


session. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri asks 
unanimous consent that the vote of the Senate yesterday postponing 
indefinitely the bill indicated by him be. Sei and hat the bili 
be placed on the Calendar with the adverse report. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 
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EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in compliance with & reso- 
lution of the 16th instant, the opinion of the Attorney-General of June 
22, 1883, on the so-called longevity clauses of the naval ap iation 
acts of August 5, 1882, and March 3, 1883; which was to be 
printed, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting, in compliance with the requirements of the river 
and harbor act of August 2, 1882, a letter from the Chief of Engineers, 
submitting copies of reports from Maj. A. M. Miller of the results of 
examinations and surveys of D’ Arbonne River and harbors at Monroe 
and Trenton, La., and a project and estimate for continuing the im- 
provement of Ouachita River, made under his direction. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter will be printed. The 
Chair will call the attention of the Senate to'the question whether the 
accompanying documents connected with a report from a Department. 
in answer to a resolution of the Senate or in pursuance of law should 
be printed under the direction of the Chair or whether the Chair is to 
await a motion. The rule provides that every motion to print shall, 
unless the Senate otherwise order, be referred to the Committee on 
Printing. The Chair has been in the habit of directing, by general 
consent, as the Chair understands it, that accompanying official papers 
be printed, together with the letter transmitting them. The Chair de- 
sires to call the attention of the Senate to the matter, as it is i 
every day, so as to understand whatis the wish of the Senate. Strictly 
and regularly the Chair should await a motion to print before he sug- 
gests the printing of anything besides the official communication, but 
the practice has for the Chair, unless the documents were very 
voluminous or supposed to be unimportant, to direct that the accom- 
panying official reports, with the main letter, be also printed. If there 

no objection, the Chair will direct that the letter of the Chief of En- 
gineers and the reports accompanying it be printed, together with the 
letter of transmittal, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. Is 
there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I was going to that the practice hereto- 
fore adopted be acquiesced in, and that the Chair follow that until the 
Senate otherwise directs. I am sure there will be no objection. 
Š ‘None. all | 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in compliance with 
a resolution of December 6, 1883, a report of the Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs, submitting copies of certain agreements with the Sioux 
Indians relating to cessions of land to the United States, with the cor- 
respondence connected therewith. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair calls the attention of the 
chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs [Mr. DAwzs] to the 
volume of the package of papers accompanying the Sioux ents, 
and i whether the chairman desires to suggest that hay should 
be printed. 

Mr. DAWES. Ido not know how voluminous the report may be, 
but I think it should be printed and referred to the select committee 
that were instructed by the Senate at the last Congress to consider the 
subject-matter. It was in obedience to the instructions of that com- 
mittee that the call was made for these papers. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Has that select committee made a 
report at this session? 

Mr. DAWES. It has not madeany report as yet. It has beenawait- 
ing these papers. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The select committee is still in exist- 
ence, the Senator understands? 

Mr. DAWES. I infer that it is still in existence. The members of 
the committee have acted upon that supposition themselves, 

The PRESIDENT pro On motion of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts, if there be no objection, the letter, with the accompanying 
papers, will be printed and referred to the select committee raised at 
the last Congress upon this subject, which has not yet reported. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 119) making an appropriation for the 
relief of Lieut. A. W. Greely and his party, composing what is known 
as the Lady Franklin Bay expedition to the Arctic regions, was read 
twice by its title. Ý 

The PRESIDENT pro If there be no objection, this joint 
resolution will be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which 
mos other propositions relating to the subject have previously been re- 

The bill (H. R. 1090) to amend the Revised Statutes of the United 
States establishing the times, places, and provisions for holding terms 
of the district court in the northern district of New York was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The bill (H. R. 3925) to regulate practice in patent suits was read 
twice by its title. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair calls the attention of the 
chairman of the Committee on Patents [Mr. PLATT] to this House bill 
in respect to the question of its reference. 


Mr. PLATT. The Committee on Patentsis considering bills 
of a similar nature. I think the bill ought to be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

The PRESIDENT pro . If there be no objection, the bill will 
be referred to the Committee on Patents. 

The bill (H. R. 3926) to repeal thé act of July 2, 1862, and such sec- 
tions of the Revised Statutes of the United States as perpetuate the 
oath prescribed in said was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of Mrs. S. Love- 
land, of Vermont, praying for an increase of her pension; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Mrs. Mariah W. Washburn, of 
Athol Center, Mass., praying for an increase of her pension; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also presented the petition of James H. A. Johnson, editor of the 
African Methodist, Baltimore, Md, poing for the passage of a bill 
which will secure to all citizens equal civil rights; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. > 

Mr. HARRISON presented a petition of Association No. 318 of the 
Knights of Labor, of Knightsville, Clay County, Indiana, praying Con- 
gress to enact such legislation as will forever prevent the importation 
into this country of foreign laborers under contracts made abroad; 
which was referred to the Committee on Edvcs*ion and Labor. 

Mr. HARRIS. On the 13thof December | introduced a bill (S. 695) 
for the relief of Rear-Admiral Carter, commodore in the Navy, which 
was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. I now present the 
petition of Rear-Admiral Carter, who was retired with the rank of 
commodore, but has since been promoted to the rank of rear-admiral. 
He asks that he may be allowed the pay of the rank that he now holds, 

I move that the petition and accompanying papers be referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR. I present a petition of the New Hampshire State 
Teachers’ Association, signed by Elliot Whipple, president, and Jose- 
phine F. Prescott, , in which they express the regret of the 
association that since the transfer of Alaska from Russia to the United 
States sixteen years have been allowed to pass without extending to the 
population educational privileges, and their shame as American citi- 
zens that any large section of our land should be worse off education- 
ally than when under the control of Russia, we having failed to con- 
tinue the schools which for many years were sustained by the Russian 
Government; and further expressing their approval of the recommen- 
dation of the President that there be an sd ge ecg of $50,000 made 
for the establishment and maintenance o ls in that Territory, 
especially asking the attention of the Committee on Appropriations of 
this body to the subject-matter. I move that the petition be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. ‘ 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. JACKSON presented the petition of Felix G. Gibbs, of Madison 
County, Tennessee, the petition of George H. Hunt, of Madison County, 
Tennessee; and the petition of Allen K. Jones, of Henderson County, 
Tennessee, praying compensation for property taken and used by the 
United States Army during the late rebellion; which were referred to 
the Committee on Clai 

Mr. BUTLER presented a petition of letter-carriers of Charleston, S. 
C., praying for an increase of compensation; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of James H. Goss, postmaster at Union, 
S. C., praying for relief for certain injustice done him under the pres- 
ent law; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Oflices and Post- 
Roads. 

Mr. ALLISON. I present two petitions, one from citizens of Red 
Cloud, Webster County, Nebraska, and the other from citizens of Wa- 
pello, Iowa, praying for an appropriation for an industrial school at 
Sitka and for common schools at such points in Alaska as may be des- 
ignated by the United States Commissioner of Education. These peti- 
tions seem to have a common origin, and at the head of each of them 
is a direction that it be filled up and sentto me. I move the reference _ 
of the petitions to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. . 

Mr. BECK. I present a similar petition of citizens of Richmond, 
Ky., which I desire to have referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. The petition which was sent to me does not contain the special 
request of that presented by the Senator from Iowa. I suppose my 
constituents did not deem it necessary. 

Mr. ALLISON. Probably it was torn off. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. : 

* Mr. MILLER, of New York. Ihave in my hand a memorial from 
the Board of Marine Underwriters of the city of New York, and si 

by a large number of the insurance companies of that city. They have 
made a request that the memorial be read to the Senate. It is only a 
page and a half in length, and will require not more than two minutes 
of time. I ask unanimous consent that it be read. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection ? TheChairhears| He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 


none, and it will be read. 

The memorial was read, and referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

us follows: 
To the Senate and Hi Representatives 
= Or the United States in Congress assembled : i 

The undersigned, marine underwriters of the city of New York, respectfully 

re 
in th il f 
wring: veanla: Ga EOC ORUNA qroster Gan that of the FODEL owners 
Tasman ; and by reason thereof thi ve sought to keep themselves advised 
ing the means best adapted to insure this safety. 

nce e them to commend bro pag system of the port of New 
York as in general safely and fairly condu: . The pilots have for a lon 
course of years under the aes Ce proved themgel skillful 
prompt, and attentive to their duties, and to be law-abiding citizens. Shed al 
centum of loss or disaster in anywise attributable to fault on their part is - 
itesimally small when compu! eae vast commerce which yearly passes 
through the shifting and intricate channels of the harbor. 

That the propriety and indeed necessity of ial guidance of sea-going ves- 
sels into and out of harbors have been generally conceded in commercial com- 
munities. is guidance should be duly regulated and enforced. Each ves- 
sel in a cargo intrusted to it by variousshippers, and the port channels 
are narrow highways over which other v must Neither the cargo 
nor the highway should be left wholly at the mercy of a vessel owner or master. 

‘That so far, at least, as concerns the laws of New York and New Jersey, the 

ilot system provided by these laws has worked well and with good results, and 

ae iyl She no good reason for its abolition, or for changes which will im- 
Pe aprini SA therefore respectfully ask that no material alteration of the 
system be enacted by Congress, and pcan fipa that the essential requirement of 
compensation for the offer of pilot service be not abrogated. 

JANUARY 11, 1884, « 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, presented a petition of Snyder Post, No. 
72, Grand Army of the Republic, of Waterloo, N. Y., praying that pen- 
sions be granted to the veterans of the late civil war; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the memorial of Richard B. Chapman, an owner of 
land in Iowa, remonstrating against the passage of the bill (S. 559) to 
quiet the title of settlers on the Des Moines River lands in the State of 
Towa, and for other purposes; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. SAWYER presented the petition of Messrs. Leopold & Austrian 
and 19 others, ship-owners and merchants of Chicago, Ill; the petition 
of Ira H. Owen and 19 others, ship-owners and merchants of Chicago, 
TiL; the petition of Alfred Chesebrough and 15 others, ship-owners of 
Detroit, Mich.; the petition of A. Bradley and 27 others, merchants 
and ship-owners of Cleveland, Ohio; the petition of Frank Prim and 13 
others, ship-owners and merchants of Buffalo, N. Y.; and the petition 
of R. F. Goodman and 19 others, ba Bet and merchants of Buf- 
falo, N. Y., praying for the passage of the bill (S. 730) to amend sec- 
tions 4233 and 4234 of the Revised Statutes, relating to steam and sail 
vessels navigating the ocean; which were referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. GROOME ted additional papers to accompany the bill (S. 
578) for the relief of Dennis W. Mullan; which were referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BROWN. I present the memorial of P. F. Lawshe; postmaster 
at Gainesville, Ga., in reference to accommodations for of 
the third class. It is addressed to me, but it was evidently intended 
for the Senate, as it is in the form of a memorial. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Georgia asks 
unanimous consent to present a paper in the nature of a memorial, re- 
lating to the subject of post-offices. If there be no objection it will be 
received and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (8. 830) for the relief of John Fraser, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
296) for the relief of Harriet W. Shacklett, submitted an adverse re- 
pa hares, which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed indefi- 
nitely. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I am instructed by the Committee 
on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S, 375) fortherelief of George 
H. Carlyle, to report it adversely. I call the attention of the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] to the report. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Let the bill be placed on the Calendar until I can 
“The PRESIDENT The bill will be placed on the Cal 

e pro tempore. e on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I am instructed by the same com- 
mittee, to whom was referred the petition of T. W. Tansill, praying 
fòr a readjustment of his accounts by the De ent, to ask 
that the committee be discharged from the further consideration of the 
pennon The petitioner is desirous of withdrawing his claim from þe- 

re Congress. 

The report was agreed to; and the petitioner was granted leave to 
withdraw his petition and 

Mr. JACKSON, from the Committee on pms ahi was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 87) for the relief of the heirs of ice Grivot, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


ves to be 


pee that, incurring responsibilities of many millions of dollars upon ves- |' 


170) for the relief of Thomas M. Redd, submitted an adverse report 
thereon; which was agreed to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. KENNA, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 8) for the relief of F. W. Peyton, administrator de bonis non 
of James D. Morton, deceased, submitted an adverse report thereon; 
which was agreed to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. PIKE, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 690) for the relief of Mary A. Lewis, widow of Joseph N. Lewis, 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SEWELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 158) for the relief of Fitz-John Porter, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HARRISON. I notice the absence of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs [Mr. LoGAan] and I desire to make a sta’ 
ment. There is committed to his care a minority report from the 
Military Committee of the Senate on the bill just by the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL]. I ask that when that report is 
submitted it may be printed with the majority report as the views of 
the minority. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana asks unan- 
imous consent that the views of the minority in respect of the bill for 
the relief of Fitz-John Porter, reported to-day from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, may, when presented, be printed. Is there objection ? 
The Chair hears none, and that order is entered. : 

Mr. GEORGE, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the petition of Ellen Call Long, praying payment of the claim of the 
heirs of the late Richard K. Call in accordance with the judgment ren- 
dered in the United States court for the district of Florida, January 
18, 1847, submitted a report thereon, accompanied by a bill (S. No. 
1233) for the relief of Ellen Call Long and. Mary K. Brevard. 

The bill was read, twice by its title. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
Se 276) for the relief of Perez Dicki the surviving partner of James 

wan, deceased, heretofore trading and doing business under the firm- 
name and style of Cowan & Dickinson, of Knoxville, East Tenn., sub- 
mitted an adverse thereon; which was agreed to, and the bill was 

med indefini “8 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 88) to provide for the payment of the claim of Jo- 
seph R. Shannon, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 539) for the relief of Francis B. Van Hoesen, re- 
ported it with an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
643) for the relief of A. A. Thomas, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom the 
subject was referred, the following bills; which were severally 
tead twice by their titles, and, on hismotion, recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs: 

A bill (S. 1248) to provide for the issuance of patents for certuin 
lands in the Indian Terrritory occupied by the Kickapoo, Iowa, and 
other Indians; 

A bill (S. 1249) to confirm certain lands in the Indian Territory to 
the Cheyennes and Arapahoes, and the Wichitas and 2ffiliated bands, 
provide for the issuance of patents therefor, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 1250) for the relief of the Mission Indians in the State of 


California. 
: BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S. 1234) to confirm the title to cer- 
tain lands in the Territory of Arizona to Charles P. Sykes and John 
Currey; which wasread twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Private Land Claims. : 

Mr. MORRILL introduced a bill (S. 1235) to establish an educa- 
tional fund, and apply a portion of the- proceeds of the public lands to 
public education, and to provide for the more complete endowment and 
support of colleges for the advancement of scientific and industrial ed- 
ucation; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. WILSON introduced a bill (S. 1236) for the relief of Richard 
Middleton; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. McPHERSON introduced a bill (S. 1237) for the relief of Betts, 
Nichols & Co.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, introduced a bill (S. apal pag far 
a survey of the Napa River, in California; which was twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 1239) to provide fop a port of 
delivery at Sturgeon Bay, in the State of Wisconsin; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, introduced a bill (S. 1240) for the re- 
lief of Sarah E. E. Perine, administratrix of the estate of William 
Perine, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 
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Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 1241) to amend certain sec- 
tions of the Revised Statutes of the United States relating to pensions 
and certain laws enacted since the revision of the Statutes, and for 
other ; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. MITCHELL. In relation to this bill I desireto say that it was 
prepared under the supervision of the Commissioner of Pensions. It 
is a very important bill, and I call the special attention of the Senate to 
it. I wish further to state that I do not by introducing it indorse the 
whole of it. However, I think it isan important measure. I move 
that it be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. A 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 1242) to reimburse Elizabeth Com- 
stock customs dues paid by her on articles donated for the relief of 
colored refugees; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Finance. i 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1243) for the relief of J. W. Patterson; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. BUTLER introduced a bill (S. 1244) for the relief of James W. 
Schaumberg; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. ; 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1245) for the relief of Robert Brigham, 
late postmaster at Franklin, Pa.; which was read twice byits title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Post-Oflices 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. BECK introduced a bill (S. 1246) for the relief of Frank P. 
Gross; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. f : 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 1247) to regulate bar-rooms in the 
District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title. ; 

Mr. HOAR. I introduce the bill by request. I have not read it 
through. It pet eres by a lawyer in this District, and the par- 
ties interested in the matter desire to have presented a petition, draw- 
ing up in form what they desire. I move that the bill be referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. , 

Mr. RANSOM introduced a bill (S. 1251) to authorize the purchase 
of a wharf for the use of the Government in Wilmington, N. C.; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. ANTHONY introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 44) directing 
the Public Printer to forward a copy of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
to each of the American legations abroad; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Printing. . i 

Mr. VANCE. I ask leave to introduce a joint resolution which I 
desire to have printed and lie on the table, and at an early day I shall 
ask the indulgence of the Senate to make a few remarks upon it. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 45) to provide for the commemoration of 
the landing of Sir Walter Raleigh’s colony on Roanoke Island, N. C., 
in 1584, was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 46) relative 
to a certain accepted draft in the Department of State; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. PENDLETON, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, re- 
ported certain amendments intended to be proposed to the bill (S. 343) 
to provide for the exercise of the jurisdiction conferred upon the United 
States in places out of their territory and dominion, and to repeal the 
Revised Statutes from section 4083 to section 4130, inclusive; which 
were ordered to be printed. 

Mr, McMILLAN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (S, 487) to regulate promotion in and to increase the 
efficiency of the Army of the United States; which was ordered to be 
printed, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, it was 
Ord That the in the claim of W. C. Dodge be taken from the files 
of the Senate and relerred to the Committee on Patenta. 
On motion of Mr. HOAR, it was 
That th in the claim of the State National Bank of Boston, 
bree ca token from ti e files aod referred to the Committee on Claims. 
On motion of Mr. BUTLER, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of Louisa H. Hasel be withdrawn from the 
- files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims. _ 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of M. C. Mordecai be withdrawn from the 
files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Ordered, ‘That the papers rela to the claim of Casimiro Ginesi be taken from 
the files of the Senate and ref to the Committee on Claims. 


On motion of Mr. BECK, it was 


Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw from the files of the Senate the 
papers in the case of John B. Davies, there being no adverse report. 


NAVY LIBRARY BINDING. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The bill (S. 1199) to amend an act entitled “An 
act making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government 
for the fiscal year oe 30, 1879, and for other purposes,’’ ap- 
proved June 20, 1878, which I introduced on Monday last, was by mis- 


take referred to the Committee on Appropriations. I ask that that 
committee be di from its consideration, and that it be referred 
to the Committee on Printing. It relates to the binding of books for 
the library of the Navy Department. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the change of 
reference? The Chair hears none, and the order is entered. 


ALLEGED ELECTION OUTRAGES IN VIRGINIA AND MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I offer for adoption a preamble and resolutions, 
and ask for their present consideration. 
The preamble and resolutions were read, as follows: 


Whereas am the expressed objects for which the Constitution of the United 
lates was eatabibhiad ware thoes to eathbligh justice aud IDEAE d tran- 
gunuys and 


ereas the Constitution provides for the security to all citizens of equal civil 
rights, and to all citizens the privileges and immunities that belong to the con-- 
dition of citizenship, and that the right of-citizens of the United States to vote- 
shall not be denied by the United Si or any State, on account of race, color, 
or previous condition of servitude, and further provides ‘that no State shalt 
er to any person within its jurisdiction the equal protection of the laws; ” 
an 


Whereas among the privil and immunities inherent in citizenship are the 
right peaceably to assemble for the consideration of questions of State and na- 
tional concern, and safely to discuss the same, and the right to exercise the elect-- 
ive in ined State freely and without molestation or intimidation ; and 

Whereas a general election was to occur, and did occur, in the State of Vir- 
ginia on the 6th y of November, 1883; and 

Whereas it is alleged and currently reported in the 
about the 3d day of November, 1883, at Danville, in said State, a large number- 
of ble citizens of the United States and of said State were aaa. as- 

led by an organized body of men and fired upon, and several of them killed, 
by said armed men conspiring to affect, and with the purpose of affecting, the 
result of said election so about to occur, by creating, by means of such unlaw- 
ful violence and homicide, a state of alarm on the part of peaceable citizens 
pach eke said State, which should induce them to refrain from voting or to 
vote differently from their previous intentions at said election; and 

Whereas it is alleged that all the victims of said attack were of one race and 
of one political party, and all their assailants of another; and 

Adasen seer rey that the oer ere of said State of Virginia or not 
brought any persons connected said alleged conspiracies, violence, 
and homicides before the courts of justice for examination pg hay whereby the 
equal rights of citizenship and the equal protection of the laws have not beem 
secured to all the people of said State ; ‘aa 

Whereas h election was to occur, and did occur, in the State of Missis- 
Epron the 6th day of November, 1883; and 

reas it is alleged and currently reported in the publio press that prior to 
said election, in the county of Copiah, State of Mississippi, there was an organ- 
ized movement by members of one party to prevent members of another party 
from voting at that election, and to prevent the free and open discussion and ex- 
pression o! popka opinions; that this purpose was carried into execution by 
organized plans of terror and violence; that the means used for that purpose 
were by lawless and organized mobs, moving by night and by day, assaulting, 
and in some cases killing, lawful voters, with a view, by terror and fear of vio- 
lence, to deter others from voting; that this violence was committed by one 
party upon the members of another y with a view to deprive the latter of 
their constitutional rights, and exten: throughout the said county of Copiah 
and into portions of other counties of that State; that,as a part of this 
lan and conspiracy, one J. P. Matthews, a peaceable and law-abiding citizen of 
Bopiah County, was warned not to yote,and upon his voting on the day of elec- 
tion was m at the place of election by a person selected for that purpose, 
and with the approval, express or implied, of the officers of election, and no effort 
was made to punish the murderers; that this knu was subsequently approved 
by a public meeting in said county, composed st y of members of one party, 
and the foll resolutions were adopted : 

“Whereas certain rumors are current that the relatives of the late J. P, Mat-- 

thews have abe pe be paS of society, in order toavenge his death, by kill- 


ublic press that on or- 


ing Democrats and d their property: Now, therefore, 
Be it resolved by the of Copiah y in mass meeting assembled this day 
at the court-house of said county, That if any person shall be injured, or an attem: 


made to injure him, either in person or in property, in any manner, by the i 
relatives or friends of said J. p Matthews, we hereby declare that we will hold. 
his said relatives and friends who participate accountable for the same, and 
that we will regard them as without the pale and protection of the law and 
common enemies of society, and that we visit upon them certain, swift ret- 


“Be it further resolved, That so long as the friends and relatives of the said J. 
P. Matthews obey the laws and become good citizens, we hereby pledge them 


Sis Ee er tet the opin: f this meeting it is hi 
X ¥ n opinion oi m necessary to the- 
safety of ame, and the welfare of all races and classes in fhis county that the 


Matthews family shall keep out of politics in iah County. 
Pi kcrsci gs inter: That from henceforth no pee or set of a shall organize- 


negro race against the whites in this county, and if it shall be attempted in 
the future, we hereby give notice that it shall be at the peril of the person or- 
persons attempting so to do. 

“ Resolved, t we do hereby pledge ourselves, each to the other, our livesand) 
fortunes and our sacred honor, that we will, all and individually, from hence- 
forth, hold ourselves in readiness to enforce the foregoing resolutions, and to 
meet at any time upon the call of the chairman of this meeting. 

= eter d That a committee of twenty-four from each supervisor's district be- 
appointed by the chair to present a copy of these resolutions tothe brothers and 
sons of the late J. P, Matthews, and that the same be published in the Copialx 
Signal and the Crystal Springs Meteor. 

“Resolved by the citizens of Copiah County in mass meeting ussembled, That the- 
honors heretofore worn,and worthily so, by beat No. 2 be, and the same are 
hereby, awarded to beat No. 3. 

“Be it further resolved, That this resolution is by no means intended to reflect 

mthe past and present services of beat, No. 2, but to show our appreciation of 

© result of the election of the ticket in beat No. 3. 

“I is also resolved, That the clubs continue their organizations, and consider 
themselves not disbanded, subject to the call of the chairman of the Democratic 
executive committee. 

“ Resolved, That the thanks of this meeting be extended to the Hazlehurst brass 
band for their services on this occasion. 

“J. L. MEADE, Chairman. 


“ JESSE THOMPSON, Jr., 


“O, J. ALLEN, 
“Secretaries. 
And whereas & is alleged that the authorities of the State of Mississippi have 
utterly failed and neglected to protect and preserve to the citizens of that State 
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the equal enjoyment of civil and political rights, but have in some cases con- 
tributed to their overthrow, and have failed to punish or bring to trial persons 
alleged to be guilty of the conspiracies, violence, and homicides above stated, in 
disregard of the equal rights of citizens! abe the equal protection of the law guar- 
auteed to all the people of that State: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections be, and it is hereby, 
instructed to inquire into all the circumstances of, and connected with, the said 
alleged events, and into the condition of the constitutional rights and securities 
before named of the people of Virginia and Mississippi, and that it report, by 
bill or otherwise, as soon as may be; and that it have the power to send for per- 
sons and papers, and to sit during the sittings of the Senate, and that it may 
employ a stenographer or stenographers. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be printed and lie over until to-morrow 
morning. I think the Senator from Ohio will want to add some more 
recitals to it; I do not think it contains quite enough. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the resolu- 
tion lies over under Rule XIV. . 


INDIAN TERRITORY LANDS. 


Mr. PLUMB submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed to 
vise the Senate of the present status of lands in the Indian Territory other than 
those claimed and occupied by the five civilized tribes; the extent of each tract 
separately; the necessity for or obligation to keep said lands in their t con- 
dition of occupancy or otherwise, and asto whether any portions of said lands, 
and, if so, what portions, are subject to entry under the laws of the United 


States; and as to what portion, if any, could be made so subject to entry by the 


action of the Executive. 
SPECIAL ATTORNEYS OF DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. I offer the following resolution, and ask for its 
adoption: 

Resolved, That the Attorney-General be directed to inform the Senate when 
and by whom the com: n for special attorneys in the star-route cases in 
the District of Columbia was fixed, and to furnish copies of any agreements or 
memoranda thereto; and ifin his judgment the com ion is unrea- 
‘sonable, why he and continued the same. Also, w. said attorneys, 
or any of them, are now in the employ of the Department of Justice, and at 
what com! ion. A 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. HOAR. Ihave no objection to its present consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection to the 
present consideration of the resolution, and the question is on agreeing 
to it. 

Mr. HOAR. It seems to me that that is hardly a respectful and 
proper form of direction to give to the head of a Department by the 
Senate. It isin the nature of a cross-examination, calling upon the 
Attorney-General to explain something which, as it is put, implies im- 

r conduct on his part, asking the Department why if a thing is 
mable he did it. I y suggest to my friend that he 
should modify that phrase and ask for the facts. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I think the Senator will readily see that by the 
most far-fetched construction or the most vivid imagination there can 
‘be in the language here used no sort of reflection upon or catechising of 
the Attorney-General. It has been stated, I suppose by way of apology, 
though as to that I know naught, that the compensation of one or more 
of these special assistants was fixed by the predecessor of the present head 
of the Department. Therefore it is competent to inquire as to that fact. 
The inference from that partly would be that as the compensation was 
fixed by his predecessor he had not the power perhaps to change the 
terms of the compensation. If that be the case, if the inference is prop- 
erly deducible that the compensation was too high, but was beyond his 
‘power to regulate and modify, then it is certainly competent for the 
Attorney-General to so inform this body, in order that when there shall 
‘be, as I trust there will at this session, some legislation restricting the 
“power of the Attorney-General in the employment of special assistants 
and regulating the mode of compensation, if there be any defect in the 
-old law and the Attorney-General will call our attention to it, the old 
law may be properly modified. 

It is the only object and purpose of the resolution, as it has been the 
only object and purpose of previous resolutions on this subject, to see 
wherein the law is defective, as it is conceded to be, to ascertain wherein 
‘the administration of the law has been defective, so that any abuses 
may be corrected in the future. If it be that the Attorney-General 
feels that he is bound by an arrangement made in a previous adminis- 
‘tration by his predecessor that fact ought to be known, so that the legis- 
lation in the future may be such as to leave authority with the head of 
‘the Department to change a contract when, in his judgment, it is unrea- 
‘sonable. My object is that heshall state these facts, in order that we 
may more intelligently modify the law and meet that which I think is 
‘the sense of the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to strike out from the resolution, at the end of 
tthe paragraph, the words, ‘‘and if in his judgment the com 
tion is unreasonable, why he ratified and continued the same,” and to 
insert, ‘and all facts relating to the reasonableness of such compen- 
sation and his reasons for paying the same.” 

Mr. VAN WYCK. That is almost the language, and it is precisely 
‘the idea incorporated in the resolution. 

Mr. HOAR. It struck me, and I think it will strike the Senator on 


reflection, that the language he has employed is in the nature of a 
cross-examination and making a charge against the Attorney-General 
which would not be civil. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I think the language suggested by the Senator 
incorporates the idea and is just as much catechising the head of the 
Department and a reflection upén him, if you choose to call it a reflec- 
tion when none is intended, precisely as the language I used; but if it 
is a matter of etiquette and whatever else one may choose to call it, I 
accept the amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. An incivility on the part of this body to the head of 
a Department does not injure the person to whom it is directed; it only 
injures the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 3931) to create an additional United States judicial 
district and to establish circuit and district courts therein in the State 
of Alabama; 

A bill (H. R. 163) providing for the appointment of clerks of the 
cireuit and district courts in the southern district of Georgia; and 

A bill (H. R. 2824) to amend sections 4, 5, and 9 of an act approved 
February 24, 1879, entitled “An act to create the northern judicial 
district of the State of Texas, and to change the eastern and western 
judicial districts of said State, and to fix the time and places for hold- 
ing courts in said districts,” and to provide for holding terms of the 
court of the western judicial district of Texas at the city of El Paso, 
and for other purposes. 

ENSIGN L. K. REYNOLDS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Are there further ‘‘ concurrent or 
other resolutions?’’ If there be none, that order of business is closed. 
The Chair lays before the Senate under Rule VIII the business on the 
Calendar, commencing at the point where under Rule VIII proceed- 
ings terminated on the last occasion, being Order of Business No. 14, 
Senate joint resolution No. 26. 

The as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
joint resolution (S. R. 26) granting permission to Ensign L. K. Rey- 
nolds, United States Navy, to accept the decoration of the Royal and 
Imperial Order of Francis Joseph from the Government of Austria. 

Mr. MORGAN. This joint resolution was examined and passed the 
Senate at the last session without any opposition. I do not care tore- 
peat the facts, as they are already in the RECORD. They do great honor 
to this young gentleman, in whom the people of the State of Alabama 
feel very great pride, as the people of the United States must naturally 
do. Ishall, therefore, unless some Senator desires an explanation of 
the case, say nothing further. 

Mr. INGALLS. _Is this an order of nobility, conferring a title? 

Mr. MORGAN. Ithink not, The Senator from Kansas may remem- 
ber that at the last session of the Senate he made an inquiry somewhat 
similar to that. 

Mr. INGALLS. Thad forgotten it. 

Mr. MORGAN. Isupposed at that time I had explained the sub- 
ject entirely to the satisfaction of the Senate, so that there was no ob- 
jection to the measure. 

Mr. INGALLS. Isit merely a decoration? 

Mr. MORGAN. Only a decoration. 

Mr. HALE. Has this resolution been before any committee? 

Mr. MORGAN. It has been twice before the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, and was reported at the last session by the Committee on 
Foreign Relation, and passed the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. And is it now reported by the present Committee on 
Foreign Relations? 

Mr. MORGAN. It is now reported by the present Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Mr. HALE. That is satisfactory. - 

Mr. PLUMB. Perhaps it isnot very gracious, but I want tosay that 
I hope the resolution will not pass. Jam rather of the opinion thata 
man who carries the commission of his own Government, especially so 
good a one as the American Government, ought to be satisfied with 
that. I think we have enough toadyism in all branches of our service 
that have contact with foreign people. I have observed something of 
that even in the diplomatic service. I think on the whole we have 
some men in the diplomatie service who are more proud of the dis- 
tinctions they get at the hands of the governments to which they are 
accredited than they are of the commission by which they were accred- 
ited. I think itis a good time to inculcate a wholesome American sen- 
timent, and have it understood that we shall not hereafter give per- 
mission to any one of our officials to be decorated by any foreign gov- 
ernment whatsoever. 

It seems to me, Mr. President, as though we are just getting as a na- 
tion into this condition, that the only things we import into this coun- 
try are the vices, the frills, the furbelows, and the fashions from abroad, 
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and the only thing that we export is a class of people who are but too 
glad to get out of this country and spend their money di ing them- 
selves among foreign peoples. I am told that we have consuls abroad 
who spend & deal of their time in berating the country whose com- 
mission they and whose salary they regularly draw. In fact, they 
draw it with a regularity equal to that which the late Mr. Phoenix 
commended so highly in the still later George Washington of his im- 
agination; and yet they pass the most of their time, as I am told, prac- 
tically and actually, in berating the Government which accredits them, 
and in doing all they can to show that they are less American citizens 
and more citizens of Great Britain or of other countries in which they 
happen for the time being to be: 
is may be a very little thing, but it is in this same line; itis a 
cultivation of the same idea that the American Government, the Ameri- 
can commission, the American ideas are not enough for all our 
people. I am a protectionist; I am in favor of protecting this country 
as much as I can against the importation of these ideas, against these 
un-American habits, and for inculcating in all branches of the public 
service a old-fashioned, wholesome love of American principles 
and American institutions. An American decoration is good enough 
/ any way, but it always palls on a certain class of people when it comes 
in competition with one which is conferred by some person who has 
had the kingly oil poured upon him. We ape the manners, the fash- 
ions, and the notions about rank that are prevalent abroad; and I think, 
Mr. President, it is high time thisshould end. I do not think it ought 
to have the sanction of law, of the resolution of either branch of Con- 
gress. I think it is puerile, I think it is un-American, and should be 
condemned rather than be commended. 
à nr CONGER. Let the resolution be read before there is further 
ebate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. INGALLS in the chair). The reso- 

~ lution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution. 

Mr. MAXEY. Mr. President, since I have been a member of the 
Senate a great many resolutions similar in purport to that which is 
now before us have been introduced and passed without formal oppo- 
sition. I have during all that time had the feeling that such meas- 

‘ures were un-American and anti-republican, and tended to the culti- 
vation of a spirit which in my judgment bodes no good to our country; 
but living as I do in a State that does not make any very great account 
of distinctions and titles, my notions might be somewhat different from 
the rest of the Senate and I said nothing about the matter. I am very 
glad indeed to hear the Senator from sas, who lives in the same 
character of country I do, express the same opinion. Inmy judgment, 
in all that region of country matters of this kind would be laughed at, 
and I think they ought to be. It is true that in many of our cities 
some of the people are aping foreign manners; there are dudes and a 
class who want to pronounce like Englishmen, to ride like English- 
men, to hold their arms like Englishmen, and all that thing. The 
whole of this is wrong. Whenever an officer of the Government of 
the United States is not satisfied with the honors which his own coun- 
try can confer upon him, he had better quit the service of his country 
and go into that of a country which is willing to confer its honors 
upon him. That is my judgment. 

Mr. MORGAN, Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will remind the Senator 
that debate is proceeding under Rule VIII, and he has exhausted his 
privileges under that rule. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iask unanimous leave to explain this resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the Senator 
from Alabama speaking a second time on this resolution for five min- 
utes? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I will send—I suppose it will not 
come out of my time—to the Secretary's desk and ask to have read 
the correspondence on this subject, which is to be found on page 1002 
of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, volume 14, part 1, Forty-seventh 
Con, second session. I respectfully ask the Senate to listen to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair’s interpretation of the rule 
would be that the Senator’s time expires at the end of five minutes 
from the time he takes the floor, whether the matter occupying the 
time is read at the Clerk’s desk or spoken by him in his place. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then I am excluded from having this correspond- 
ence read unless out of my time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator can ask unanimous con- 
sent. The Chair is obliged to enforce the rule. 

Mr. MORGAN. I am glad the Chair is so punctilious about the 
rule; it is a good idea; and therefore I ask unanimous consent to add 
to my time enough of the valuable time of this body to allow the cor- 
respondence to be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none. The Secretary will proceed with the reading. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: ; 

UNITED STATES FLAGSHIP TRENTON, 
Toulon, France, February 3, 1830. 
Sim: I have the honor to make the following report, in order to render tardy 
justice to a Energa 3 yor fice: 


ung officer: 
In my report of the tinea of the crew of the Austro-Hungarian bark Olivo 
I neglected to mention the gallant conduct of Ensign L. K. Reynolds. 


olds had of the first whaleboat and the onl, ho 
ate arenes E sb silica ane ey 
to get within hail. 


The second whaleboat, to the hea failed 
After makin; to the Constellation nine of the crew of 


otto the good sa jud n aod extn handling of the boat b; 

u and si of the 

is due the fact noaccident ned either to the resenest 
Very respectfully, your t servant, 


Ensign Reynolds 
or rescuing party. 


Hon. R. W. THOMPSON, ai Y 
Secretary of the Navy, Washington, D. C. 


Navy DEqarTMent, Washington, February 27, 1880. 
Sr: The ig petra has read with satisfaction the report of Capt. 
Henry Wilson, detailing your gallant conduct in rescuing the crew of the Austro- 
Hengaan bark Olivo while en route to the European station, 
Such heroic conduct commends itself not only to the consideration of the De- 
t but of the country, and the Department cheerfully tenders its thanks 


or it. 
The exhibition of such qualities by so young an officer gives assurance of a 
brilliant and useful future. 
Very y, 
R. W. THOMPSON, 

Secretary of the Navy. 

Ensign L. K. REYNOLDS, United States Navy, 

United States Flagship Trenton. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Washington, D. C., June 4, 1880, 


Sr: I have the honor to transmit herewith, in recognition of your heroismin 
saving, on the 24th of November, 1879, twelve ns from a vessel wrecked at 


sea, the gold life-saving medal authorized by the act of Congress approved June , 


21, 1874. 

it appears that on the above date, while the United States steamer Constella- 
tion, to which you were attached, was lying hove-toin the vicinity of the Azores, 
on account of the violence of the gale ien provning a vessel was-seen from 
her decks at daylight several miles astern with a of distress fiying. This 
vessel proved to be the Austro-Hungarian bark Olivo. Two boats were sent 
from the Constellation to her relief, one of which failed to get within hail through 
the heavy sea then running, but the other, which was under your command, 
succeeded in getting near her and in two successive trips took off nine of the 
twelve persons on . The day was consumed in these efforts, butalthough 
the danger of the enterprise was greatly increased by the setting in of darkness, 
it is shown that you volunteered to return to the sinking bark, and took off the 
remaining three men; On each occasion the sea wasso rough thatthe men from 
the bark were obli to jump overboard to be taken into the boat, which was 
unable, on the peril of being stove, to come up alongside; and after the last res- 
cue was effected, as the bark was in the track of passing vessels, and anges 
to na ion so long as her hulk floated, you performed the dangerous feat of 
swi ng to her through the violent sea, and getting on board, set her on fire 
in two places; you then swam back to your boat and returned to the Constella- 
tion late in the evening with the last of the crew of the Olivo, n 

It gives me particular pleasure to transmit to you the accompanying medal, 
the public recognition of a memorable day of labor and constant peril 
which you endured in the service of humanity. 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, 


JOHN SHERMAN, Secretary. 
Ensign L. C. REYNOLDS, United States Navy. 


Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington, June 7, 1880. 

Stir: It gives me great pleasure to transmit herewith a gold medal of the first 
class, awarded to you by the of the Treasury, under an act of Congress 
approved June 20, 1874, in recognition of your heroism on the 24th of November 
last in rescuing the crew of the Austrian k Olivo. The circumstances of the 
affair are minutely detailed in the letteraddressed to you by the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury on the 4th instant, also herewith transmitted. e Department has 
already expressed to you its high appreciation of your gallantry, which secured 
to you so handsome a ition by the Government.of your services. And it 
is with satisfaction that it finds i the um of transmitting to you the gold 
medal and the appreciative letter from the honorable Secretary of the . 
zor min please acknowledge to the Secretary of the Treasury the receipt of the 
m 
Very respectfully, 

R. W. THOMPSON, 

Secretary of the Navy. 
Ensign L. K. REYNOLDS, United States Navy, 4 
Flag-ship Trenton, European Station. 

WASHINGTON, June 20, 1882. 
Sm: Lieut. L. K. Reynolds, United States Navy, having displayed almost un- 
exampled bravery, this gallant officer having succeeded in 1890, while on board 
the United States Constellation, to save, at imminent peril to himself 
and during a furious gale, the whole crew of the Austrian bark Olivo (12 men), 
which heroic act has m reported by the Austrian naval board of Trieste tothe 
IR. of commerce, a cabinet council usly the reso- 
lution, subject to His Majesty’s approval, that the I. R, Order of Francis Joseph 
be awarded to Lieut. L. K. Reynolds, as an acknowledgment of his gallantry 
and noble intrepidity. : 

In consequence thereof the I. and R. foreign office had instructed this legation 
in Jan last to ascertain whether the said officer would be allowed to accept 
that position. 

Preliminary confidential and verbal ange barh been made concern- 
ing that question to the Secretary of the Navy, Hon. Mr. Hunt had declared that 
the United States Senate would have to grant that permission by-special act; 
that such permission would undoubtedly be given considering thec: ces. 
of the case, and the rtment saw no objection to Lieutenant Reynolds 
being made a Knight of the I. and R, Order aforesaid. 

I have consequently the honor to forward you hereby the said decoration, witi» 
the diploma and the bond attached to it, requesting you to inform me in due 
time whether Lieut, L. K. Reynolds has been permitted to accept that decoration. 

In that case he will have to sign the annexed bond, which you will be pleased 
to return to me for m to Vienna. 

Accept sir, the renewed assurance of my highest consideration. 


i SCHAEFFER. 
The honorable FREDERICK T. FRELINGHUYFEN, 
Secretary of State, d&c., Washington, 
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Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington, June 30, 1882, 
Srk: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 28th in- 


inclosure, and to request piahi parent be made to Co! for per- 

L. K. Reynolds, United States Navy, to accept the I. R. Order 
proposed to be conferred by the Government of Austria. 
sir, very y, your obedient servant, 

WM. E. CHANDLER, 
Secretary of the Navy. 

Hon. FREDERICK T, FRELINGHUYSEN, 
Secretary of State, 


THE LIFE-SAVING BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION OF NEW York, 
¢l Wall Street). 
New York, March 19, 1880. 
Sm: I take leave to send herewith the gold medal awarded by the Life-Sa’ 
Benevolent Association of New York to Mr. Lovell K. Reynol ensign, Uni 
States Navy, of the United States steamship Constellation, as a mark of appre- 
ciation of his skill and gallantry in rescuing the crew of the Austro-Hungarian 
bark Olivo, Captain Luciano Barbarovich, when in a sinking condition in mid- 
Atlantic Ocean, November ga bode i 
This association will feel s cerely obliged if you will be pleased to forward 
the medal and accompanying letter to Mr. Reynolds in such manner and with 
such Tyres of your approval or consent as may seem to you proper. 
Ihave the honor to be, respectfully, your obedient servant, 
ROYAL PHELPS, Vice-President, 
Hon. R. W. THOMPSON, 
Secretary of the Navy, Washington, D. C. 


NAvY DEPARTMEST, Washington, March 23, 1880. 
Sim: I have the pleasure of transmitting herewith an open letter addressed to 
you by Royal Phelps, esq., vice-president of the Epstein Benevolent Asso- 
ciation of New York, accompanied by the gold medal a ed to you by that 
association in appreciation of your gallant conduct in rescuing the crew of the 


ee bark Olivo, at sea, November 24, 1879. 
z ý R. W. THOMPSON, 
Secretary avy. 
Lovett K. REYNOLDS, U. S. N., 
nited States Steamship Trenton, European Station. 
BosTON, 90 Boylston Street, March 31, 1880. 
Dear Ste: Ata meeting of the Humane Society of Massachusetts holden March 
5, 1880, it was voted that the pa medal of the society be awarded to i 
Loveli K. Reynolds, U.S, N., for and su efforts in saving 


N., for his courageous ecessful 
and of the Austro-Hungarian bark Olivo in a severe gale of 
wind, at sea, November 24, 1879. 
In sending you this vote and the accompan medal the trustees wish to 
express to you their high sense of your heroism, self-deyotion, coolness, and 
by which so much good was accomplished and so many lives were 
gayi 


respectfull: Ld 
kia z! CHAS. D. HOMANS, 
LOVELL K. REYNOLDS, S me = ¥ 
Ensign, U. 8. Navy. 

Mr. MORGAN. Now, Mr. President, it will beseen from the reading 
of these letters from our own Secretary of the Treasury, from our own 
Secretary of the Navy, from the officer in command of the Constella- 
tion, upon which this young ensign was, that no man in the naval his- 
tory of the United States has ever performed acts of greater personal 
gallantry than these; and twelve men who were upon the high seas in 
the bark Olivo in the midst of a terrific storm, which lasted threedays, 
owe their lives to a young officer. Thereupon his Government, under 
our own laws, ord: a gold medal for him, expressive of its thanks 
ior his gallantry on that occasion. The Austrian Government seeks to 
participate in this sel waaay relative to the young ensign, and Sena- 
tors are found here who are so entirely democratic and represent such 
democratic constituencies in the West and Southwest that they can 
not afford to allow the Austrian Government to make this expression 
of its thanks to so gallant an American as this. Sir, indeed we are 
getting to be in the very drivel of democracy when we get to that low 

itch of it. 

: I think the honorable Senators could not have considered for one 
moment the condition of this case. This young American did not come 
in contact with the Austrian Government on the carpeted floor of roy- 
alty or in the midst of scenes of revelry. He did not claim a golden 
snuff-box from somebody because he had attended at a coronation; but 
he met the Austrian ship upon the high seas in the midst of a most terrific 
storm, and when the hearts of other men failed them, he took his boat 
and went on board that ship and saved the lives of those on it, and he 
had to throw himstlf into the sea and swim from his boat to the side 
of Bn ship before he could reach the point where he could furnish them 
relief. 

I, sir, feel proud of the young man, and especially proud that he is 
an Alabamian, and I think that I can claim from the Senate of the 
United States its co-operation with the Government of Austria in pay- 
ing a deserved compliment to a man of such high merit. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I am very sure that it was not with- 
outa so oe, erR the framers of the Constitution provided that no 
officer of the United States should without the consent of Congress re- 
ceive testimonials from foreign governments. It was intended that Con- 
gress should have the opportunity to accept for one of its citizens ex- 
pressions of commendation from other governments or other peoples. 

We do not confine our admiration for brave and gallant deeds to our 
own citizens, We take our examples of human virtue, of human ex- 
cellence, from every clime and-from every government and every race 
oY mankind; and the American Congress by refusing to pass their 


/ 


assent to this complimentary action of a foreign government, bestowed 
because of the gallantry of one of our citizens, undertake to exclude 
our own citizens from that roll of world-wide honor that the citizens 
of any other government shall be entitled to. Why, Mr. President, far 
from it. If an American citizen by unworthy conduct, by such apish 
tricks as the Senator from Texas has very justly condemned, should 
seek to obtain foreign approval, undoubtedly we can refuse our com- 
mendation of any such conduct; but God forbid that when honor is 
paid by a foreign people to American gallantry the voice of the Amer- 
ican Senate should be found in opposition to it. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President — 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas has once 
spok, and under the rule he can proceed again by unanimous consent 
only. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam waiting for somebody to object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the Senator from 
Kansas p: ing? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. PLUMB. I observe in the same line anumber of bills pending 
before the Senate, one of them to permit the present minister to Russia 
to receive a snuff-box, I think it is, for the dangerous service which he 
performed in standing at the side of the czar on the occasion of his late 
coronation. \ 

Mr. President, it is not the particular case that I object to, but it is 
this line of cases; and I believe now if there is any occasion for com- 
mending anybody in the United States Navy or the United States Army 
or in the diplomatic service of the United States for doing anything 
that is especially worthy of commendation, the American Govetnment 
ought to do the commending and not leave it to some foreign nation. 
It is the running into that sort of thing which I object to more than to 
the particular case. I object to this because it is in a line with the re- 
quest which has been preferred here in the name of our minister to 
Russia, and also with a request in regard to a gentleman who was re- 
cently abroad in some naval-commercial capacity—a commodore in the 
Navy, who was presented with certain Persian carpets and rugs and 
things of that kind while he was negotiating treaties of some sort. The 
trouble is, that we do not know where, and there is no proper line at 
which, to draw or enforce a rule of exclusion unless we adopt the rule, 
as I think we should, of excluding allof them. If we are to accept 
the judgment of the foreign countries tendering the decoration, then 
of course the testimony of the czar that our minister at his court 
stood in a very dangerous place and performed a heroic act in exposing 
himself to the volcanic difficulties and dangers with which royalty is 
attended in Russia ought to be recognized in the same manner. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. I wishsimply to say that if an officer in a foreign navy 
had rendered a gallant service of that kind to one of our vessels I 
think we should like to express in some simple but honorable method 
our appreciation of the act, and we should regard it asa great dis- 
courtesy if any foreign government compelled its naval officer to fling 
in opr faces our expression of gratitude. I think it would be almosta 
boorish act on the part of Congress to refuse this leave. 


The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, - 


read the third time, and passed. 
CLERKS FOR SENATORS. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the next 
bill on the Calendar. 

Mr. BUTLER. Would it be in order to ask the Senate to consider 
now a resolution which I had the honor to offer some time ago, and 
which stands as Order of Business No. 9 on the Calendar ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It would not be in order under the 
rule, 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I ask unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Carolina 
asks unanimous consent to consider thè resolution, which will be read 
by the Secretary. « 

The Chief Clerk read the following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
BUTLER December 10, 1883: 

Resolved, That each Senator, except the chairmen of standing or select com- 
mittees of the Senate, shall be entitled to a clerk or secretary, at a salary of 
$1,000 annually, the same to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Carolina 
asks unanimous consent, out of order, to proceed at this time with the 
consideration of the resolution just read. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none, and the resolution is before the Senate. 

Mr. BUTLER, I shall not detain the Senate more than a moment, 
and simply to say that there are now forty-one Senators holding the 
position of chairmen of committees, standing or select, in the Senate, 
leaving thirty-five without clerical assistance; so that if the resolution 
pass it would involve the appointment of but thirty-five additional 
clerks for the Senate. In offering the resolution I had no design of in- 
creasing what are known as the personal perquisites of Senators. My 
object was simply to increase the clerical force of the Senate, and in my 
judgment increase the efficiency of the public service. I simply ask a 
vote upon the resolution without further remarks. 

The ING OFFICER. The question is upon the adoption 
of the resolution. 
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The question being put, there were, on a division—ayes 16, noes 10— 
not a quorum voting. 

Mr. BUTLER. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered and taken. 

Mr, GARLAND. My colleague [Mr. WALKER] is paired with the 
Senator from Colorado | Mr. HILL]. I do not know how either would 
vote. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Iam paired with my colleague [Mr. 


FARLEY]. 
The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 13; as follows: | 
YEAS—30. 
Bowen, Gibson, Jones of Florida, Morgan, 
Brown, Gorman, Jones of Nevada, Palmer, 
Butler, Hale, Kenna, Pugh, 
Camden, sampon; r, Ransom 
Cameron of Wis., Hawley, Lapham, Sewell, 
Colquitt, Hoar, Mahone, Vance. 
Cullom, Jackson, Manderson, 
Fair, Jonas, Miller of N. Y., 
NAYS—13, 
Coke, Garland, McPherson, Vest. 
Conger, George, Platt, 
Edmun Harris, Plumb, 
Frye, Ingalls, Van Wyck, 
ABSENT—33. 
Aldrich, Dawes, Miller of Cal., Sherman, 
Allison, Dolph, Mitchell, Slater, 
Anthony, Farley, Morrill, Voorhees, 
Ba: 4 roome, Pendleton, Walker, 
Beck, n, Pike, Williams, 
Blair, Hill, Riddleberger, Wilson, 
Call, Logan bin, 
Cameron of Pa., McMillan, Saulsbury, 
1, ey, Sawyer, 
So the resolution was agreed to. 


ELIZABETH CARSON. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill regularly in order on the 
Calendar will be reported. 

The bill (S. 12) for the relief of Elizabeth Carson was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to direct the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury to pay to Elizabeth Carson, of Bourbon County, Kentucky, 
‘$2,630.42, in full satisfaction for subsistence, use of jail, fuel, fire, care, 
and attention furnished by her to conscripts, deserters, and rebel pris- 
oners confined in the jail of Bourbon County, Kentucky, by order of 
the military authorities of the United States, in the years 1862, 1863, 
1864, and 1865. 

Mr. CONGER. Let the report in that case be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. MAN- 
DERSON December 19, 1883: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 12) for the relief 
of Elizabeth Carson, ha considered the same, beg leave to report: 

That this committee had this case under consideration during the Fortieth, 


Forty-first, and Forty-fourth Congresses, and at each of said sessions made a 
favorable report thereon, which upon reconsideration they now adopt, as fol- 


ows: 
That Mrs. Carson is a widow, Saga 5 in Bourbon County, in the State of Ken- 
tucky, and was from August, 1862, to the latter part of the year 1865, the keeper 
of the jail in said county; that during that time the mili authorities of the 
United States, then stationed in said county, took control of said jail as a mili- 
tary prison, and compelled her to furnish subsistence for conscripts and for 
‘deserters from the United States Army and prisoners taken from the rebel forces; 
that during said time she furnished subsistence, amounting in all to 4,334 days’ 
subsistence for prisoners D gener in said jail by said military authorities; that 
said authorities never paid a cent therefor; that said petitioner kept an accurate 
account of the number of rt ed subsistence thus furn which is filed with her 
petition, with evidence of the justice and truth thereof; t she also claims 
compensation for fire furnished in the prison for a portion of said time, and also 
for fuel furnished to the guards around the jail, and also for rent of said jail; 
and her cha: for subsistence are at the rate of 75 cents per day and for fire 
$ cents per day, which were the rates allowed by law in that jail for keeping 
persons confined therein under the civil law. Her total claim, thus made out, 
amounts to the sum of $4,618.70. 

Upon examination of the facts, and upon consideration of the ease, the com- 
mittee are of opinion to allow her 60 cents for each day's subsistence, making the 
sum of $2,630.40, in full discharge of her account, Accordingly they report the 
accompanying bill, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
‘be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FRANCES E, STEWART. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
‘pill (S. 47) for the relief of Frances E. Stewart, administratrix of Mi- 
chael 8. Stewart, deceased. 

It proposes to direct the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to Frances 
E. Stewart, administratrix of Michael S. Stewart, decease, $3,160.50, 
in fall of all balances due the estate of Michael S. Stewart, growing out 
of a contract made on or about the 10th af December, 1864, between 
Stewartand Capt. George B. Hibbard, then assistant quartermaster at 
Nashville, Tenn., by which Stewart agreed to cut and deliver 10,000 
cords of wood at the Cumberland River for the use of the Army. 

Mr. GARLAND. Let us have the report read in that case. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The report is very long. 

Mr. GARLAND. Then let there be an explanation of the case. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I think I can stateina moment the 

int in the claim. The bill was reported by the Senator from Oregon 

Mr. DoLpH] who is now absent. 


On the 10th of December, 1864, Michael S. Stewart entered into a 
verbal contract with a quartermaster named George B. Hibbard, by 
which he, Stewart, agreed to deliver to the United States 10,000 cords 
of wood on the banks of the Cumberland River at a point not exceeding 
twenty-five miles from the city of Nashville at $6 acord. Mr. Stewart, 
for the pep of carryingout the contract, purchased timber land adja- 


centto theriver, hired choppers, and cut 2,000 cords of wood, which 2,000 
cords of wood were delivered to the United States, received by the proper 
officer, and paidfor. Healso at that time, in addition to the 2,000 cords 
of wood, had cut 903 cords, but after the United States had received the 
2,000 cords he was notified that they would not receive any more. Mr, 
Stewart, when he became satisfied that the United States would not 
receive any more wood, sold the 903 cords on the best terms he could. 
He sold that wood at $2.50 a cord. The occasion for the use of wood 
had passed, and consequently he could not obtain any more forthe wood. 
This bill proposes to pay him for the actual expense that he was put 
to, less the amount that he received for the wood, in cutting and de- 
livering on the banks of the river 903 cords. The amount is about 
000, 


Mr. MILLER, of California. When did this transaction take place ? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The contract was entered into on 
the 10th of December, 1864. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. When was the contractor notified that 
the wood would not be received ? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I think it was in May, 1865, the 
next spring. 

Mr. MCPHERSON.. I should like to ask the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin, what evidence there is in this case. He speaks of the contract being 
a verbal contract. Does the contract call for a large number of cords? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Here is the statement of the quar- 
termaster who entered into the contract: 


To whom it may concern: 

Mr. M. 8, Stewart has contracted to deliver me 10,000 cords of wood on the 
Cumberland River for the use of the Government. He will need all of his hay 
and grain to feed his teams used in delivering said wood; therefore I request 
all persons whomsoever to leave his crops unmolested, 

GEO, B. HIBBARD, 
Captain and Assistant Quartermaster. 

There is no question that,he entered into a verbal contract with this 
quartermaster, to whom he agreed to deliver that amount of wood. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to ask the chairman of the committee 
whether the amount they have reported is the difference between 
$2.50 on 903 cords of wood and the $6 a cord ? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. It is the difference between the act- 
ual cost of the wood to the contractor and the $2.50 a cord which he 
received—the actual damage that he suffered. ’ 
cas CONGER. Does that give the United States the land that he 

t? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. No, sir, it does not; it has nothing 
to do with the land. 

Mr. CONGER. Then what is the amount per cord, less the $2.50 
allowed by this bill? Is it more than the original contract price? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. No, it is less than the original con- 
tract price of $6 a cord. The bill was reported favorably in the last 
Congress, and the report was concurred in by my distinguished friend 
se Michigan, who at that time ‘was a member of the Committee on 

ms. 

Mr. CONGER. I suppose that simply means that there is no evidence 
of record that there was any dissent. I have no recollection about the 
case. I do not recollect that it was everreferred to me for examination. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. It was not reported by the Senator, 
but by another member of the committee. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WRIGHT & FAHNESTOCK’S PATENT LINCHPIN. 

The bill (S. 297) for the relief of Mrs. S. A. Wright and Mrs. C. 
Fahnestock was considered asin Committee of the Whole. It provides 
for the payment to Mrs. S, A. Wright, widow of the late George Wright, 
deceased, and Mrs. C, Fahnestock, widow of the late S. 8, Fahnestock, 
deceased, of $5,000, in full consideration for the entire past and 
future use by the Government of the United States of the patent 
linchpin of George Wright and 8. 8. Fahnestock, on condition that 
a fall, sufficient, and legal transfer and license is executed and 
deposited with the War Department, for the Government purposes, free 
of all charges of royalty. 

Mr. GARLAND. Let the report be read or an explanation be made 
of that bill. 

Mr. PLATT. The report issomewhat lengthy, and it will takesome 
time to read it. I have no objection to the reading of the report. This 
bill has passed the Senate twice and the House once after a full inves- 
tigation, and I did not sappose it would be necessary to take up time 
in 


ing it or reading the report. 
The PRESIDIN G OFFICER. Does the Senator from Arkansas in- 
sist on the reading of the report? 
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Mr. GARLAND. Idonotcare about it, The bill has been reported 
and acted on once before, according to the statement of the Senator. 

Mr. PLATT. It has been passed twice by the Senate and once by 
the House. k 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARGARET CASSIDY. 


The bill (S. 298) for the relief of Mrs. Maggie Cassidy was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole, 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Patents with an amend- 
ment to strike eut all after the enacting clause and insert: 

Thatthe Secretary of the Treasury be, and ke is hereby, authorized and directed 
to pay to Marguret Cassidy, widow of Peter A, Cassidy, deceased, $2,500, in full 
FEAE NN for the past, present, and future use of the patent of suid Peter A. 
Cassidy fer his invention of machine for cutting vellum cloth, 

The amendment was a; to. ; 

Mr. GARLAND. Let the bill be explained by some ene. I see the 
Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] made the report. 

Mr. CALL. The billis a very plain one. The Committee on Pat- 
ents reported it favorably to the Senate and the Committee on Claims 
of the House have reported a similar bill. It is recommended by the 
Auditor of the Post-Office Department, and the amount of compensa- 
tion named is recommended, The facts of the case are all certified by 
the Department. I apprehend there is no doubt about the propriety 
of the bill. The Government has had the nse of the property, and the 
bill gives the Government a right to its future ‘use. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Arkansas in- 
sist on the reading of the report? 

Mr. GARLAND. No, sir. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and then.wendment 
was concurred in, = 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reacling, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read, “A bill for the relief of Marga- 
ret Cassidy.” 

CLERKS FOR SENATORS. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair takes this occasion to call 
attention to Rule XXV, where the following language occurs: 

A Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to 
consist of three Senators, to which shall be referred all resolutions directing the 
payment of money out of the contingent fund of the Senate, or creatinga charge 
upon the same. 

The resolution that was offered by the Senator from South Carolina 
(Mr. BUTLER] is in the following language: 

Resolved, That each Senator, except the chairmen of standing or select com- 
mittees of the Senate, sliall be sntitied to a clerk or secretary, ata salary of 
$1,000 annually, the sume to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 

The attention of the Chair was not called to the rule at the time 
when the resolution was before the Senate. Obviously the action of 
the Senate was out of order under the rule. The resolution should be 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate. 

The hour of 2 o'clock having arrived, it is the duty of the Chair to 
lay before the Senate the unfinished business. 

Mr. BUTLER. In reference to the point made by the presiding 
officer of the Senate, it strikes me that the Senate having considered 
the resolution by unanimous consent and having passed upon it by a 
yea-and-nay vote, ifs action has certainly cured whatever irregularity 
may have resulted from the resolution not having been referred to the 
committee. I was not aware of the existence of such arule, or if I was 
aware of it it did not occur to me, and I had no purpose whatever of 
avoiding that committee in asking for the consideration of the resolu- 
tion by the Senate, It seems to me that the Senate having considered 
it by unanimons consent and having passed it by a yea-and-nay vote, 
that action cures whatever defect may have occurred. I therefore 
think it is now the law of the Senate; it is indeed the law of Congress 
really, and it is too late to refer it to the committee now. I should 
not have the slightest objection to its going there, if that were desired; 
but I see no necessity for a reference. I shall, therefore, as faras I am 
concerned, allow it to remain as it is. 

Mr. RANSOM. Mr. President, I voted with great pleasure for the 
resolution of the Senator from South Carolina, and I shall do so again, 
for I appreciate the absolute necessity of the relief which such action 
by the Senate would afford to members of this body. Iam satisfied 
that in parliamentary law the rule just read from the Chair does not 
affect the validity of the action of the Senate, because the final vote 
upon the resolution after it was received and considered without ob- 
jection cured all defects which might have been taken advantage of by 
entering an objection under the rule. But while thatis my judgment, 
] still think it best under thecircumstances that the vote by which the 
resolution was passed should be reconsidered. Such a resolution may be 
supposed by the public to affect Senators specially, and it may be re- 
garded by persons who are too apt to criticise our actions as some- 
thing of a personal favor to ourselves. In view of that I think it is 


decidedly best and most proper in every sense that it should go through 
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every form which has been prescribed for such legislation. I shall con- 
tinue to give it my support, and I have no donbt every other Senator 
who voted for it will; but for the present I move to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was passed, with a view to its reference to the 
committee, d 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator from North Carolina 
[ Mr. Ransom] moves to reconsider the vote by which the resolution of 
the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] was agreed to. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

Mr. BUTLER. Now I move the reference of the resolution to the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, 

The motion was agreed to. 

GOVERNMENT FOR ALASKA. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (S. 153) providing a civil government for the Territory of 
Alaska, the pending question being on the amendment reported by the 
Committee on Territories to insert after section 12 the following addi- 
tional section: 

Sxc, 18, That there shall be established in said Territory, at such places as may 
be designated iy the Commissioner of Education, frev publio schools for the fi- 
struction of childrenand youthsof properage in the common elementary branches 
of study and in industrial pursuits. Such schools shall be open to all persons of 
the peace nge, without regard to race, under such rules as may be prescribed 
by the Commissioner of Education, Where free schools have already been estab- 
lished by private henevolence or by any religious society the Commissioner of 
Education may, with the consent of such persens or society, adopt. said schools 
asa part of the school system of said district, om such terms as may be agreed 
upon. The Commissioner of Education shall designate one of the best qualified 
teachers of said schools as superintendent of education, who shall have a general 
oversight and direction of all said schools, and shall annually report to the gov- 
ernor. Allof the powers hereby given to the Commissioner of Education shall 
be executed subject to the approval of the Secretary of the Interior. 


Mr. JONES, of Florida, Mr. President, I did not have an oppor- 
tunity before the Senate adjourned yesterday to reply to wliat was said 
by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND] touching this bill. 
He contended that section 1891 of the Revised Statutes, title 23, was 
applicable to this Territory. I entirely disagree with the Senator in 
regard to that, and T take the position here that not one provision 
under this title relating to the Territories of the United States can be 
said to apply to the Territory embraced in this bill, and I say more- 
over that it was not intended that it should. There is, as I said to the 
Senate when I last had the floor on this subject, a special provision 
here requiring an exceptional oath to be taken by the officers who are 
to execute the laws in Alaska. It is in the following words: 

Each of said officials— 


Including the governor, the judge, the commissioners, the special 
constables, and all other officers in this Territory provided for in this 
bill— 

Each of said officials shall before entering on the duties of his office take and 
subscribe an oath that he will faithfully execute the same, which said oath rong A 
he amici before the judge of said district or any United States district or circuit 

These officers are to be nominated by the President and confirmed by 
the Senate. They are to be paid out of the public Treasury like all 
officers of the United States. Article 6 of the Constitution of the United: 
States declares: 

The Senators and Representatives before mentioned, and the members of the 
several State Legislatures, and all executive and judicial officers koth-of the 
United States and of the several States, shall be bound by oath or affirmation to 
support this Constitution, 

Now, I say that title 23 of the Revised Statutes, relating tothe Ter- 
ritories, will not operate within this Territory under this bill; and let 
me put a test to ascertain whether I am right or not in this position. 
If it be contended that section 1891 applies to this Territory, let me 
ask whether it is intended that section 1862 shall apply to this Terri- 
tory, Both of these sections are to be found underthe very same title, 
Section 1862 reads as follows: 

Every Territory shall have the right to send a Delegate to the House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States to serve during each Congress, who shall be 
elected by the voters in the Territory qualified to elect members of the Legiala- 
tive Assembly thereof. 

I could read a great many more provisions under this title relating to 
the Territories which are mandatory in their character, but which, in 
my judgment, haveno application to this Territory, any more than the 
provision referred to by the Senator from Arkansas, or that other pro- — 
vision under the same title requiring all officials to take and subscribe 
an outh to support the Constitution of the United States. 

It is very evident, Mr. President, that this bill does not intend to 
organize a Territory so as to bring it under the provisions of this title. 
I would ask the Senator from Indiana who has the bill in eharge if in 
his opinion under the section I have read this Territory, after this bill 
passes, will be entitled to a Delegate in the other House? 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I think I can answer in general 
terms the question of the Senator from Florida. I think the general 
laws of the United States contained in the chapter of the Revised Stat- 
utes to which he has referred would have application to the Territory 
or district of Alaska as organized under the pending bill, except where 
they were inconsistent with the pending bill itself. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Anybody can readily see how far that an- 
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swer fallsshort of meeting the question addressed to the Senator. There 
is nothing in this bill inconsistent with the idea that a Delegate from 
the Territory should be in the other Honse. There is no provision made 
for an election whatever, no machinery looking to the carrying out of 
this provision of the Revised Statutes which I have read and which is 
just as obligatory as the one read by the Senator from Arkansas; and I 
say if that provision of the Revised Statutes which he read and the other 
relating to oathsand aflirmations of officers in the Territory are operative, 
that relating to a Delegate must be operative too, because it says every 
Territory shall have the right to send a Delegate. Now the question 
is whether this Territory comes within the classifications embraced in 
the Revised Statutes as an organized Territory, I say that it does not, 
a SERER ieS eee a face that it was not intended to come 
within it; otherwise this special oath would not have been incorpora 

into this bill, Te dis 

The question is whether anybody who receives a commission from this 
Government to discharge the functions of a judge, or a governor, or a 
clerk of a court, can be permitted to enter upon the duties of his office 
by taking the special oath provided for in this statute reported by the 
committee. Isay that he can not. If there is any force in what was 
said by the Senator from Arkansas, then all the provisions of this title 
23 apply to this Territory. There is no provision made in the bill 
mnder consideration for a legislative assembly, and still the Revised 
Statutes, title 23, declare that every Territory organized under the au- 
thority of the United States shall havea legislative body. There is no 
legislative body provided for in the bill now under consideration. There- 
fore there is nothing inconsistent between the bill and the Revised 
Statutes; and I again ask the Senator if he thinks that the provisions 
of the Revised Statutes relating to Territories which provide for legis- 
lative assemblies in the Territories of the United States and fora Dele- 
gate from each Territory will apply to the ‘Territory of Alaska? 

This is either an organized Territory or it isnot. If it is to be an 
organized Territory, I do not suppose that anybody will deny that the 
Territory would have a right to claim Territorial representation by a 
Delegate in the other House; and if that be true, this bill is greatly 
defective in not providing for the election of a Delegate to represent 
the people the Territory in the other end of the Capitol. 

I read yesterday from the treaty under which this Territory was ac- 
quired, the third article of which guarantees to the citizens of the Ter- 
ritory all the rights and privileges of citizens of the United States. I 
presume the proper constraction of that would be that the people in 
the Territory would have all the rights and privileges of people simi- 
larly situated in the Territories. It is well for us to understand ex- 
actly what we are doing, because this Territorial question is looming 
up to be a very important one: We are brought face to face at the 
present time with this mammoth Mormon question, about which there 
is considerable difference of opinion as to how far our power goes over 
that Territory. As we go on, it is well, I say, for us to understand 
exactly what we are doing. I have no hesitation in restating and re- 
asserting that if the provision read by the Senator from Arkansas is 
operative in this Territory every one of the provisions of title 23 of the 
Revised Statutes must operate there that is not inconsistent with this 
special law, and there is nothing inconsistent in setting up a legislative 
power there. 

If it be true that the oath required from officers of Territories in title 
23 of the Revised Statutes is the one to be administered, why did the 
Committee on Territories incorporate this special oath in this bill? What 
necessity was there for putting a special oath into this bill which the offi- 
cers of this Territory are to be required to take? Does not everybody 
know that when it comes to the discharge of their duties under this act of 
organization they never will go beyond this bill? It clearly indicates, as 
I said yesterday, that nobody had any idea that the Constitution or the 
general laws found in the Nevised Statutes would have any force or op- 
erationin this Territory; and there is another provision in this bill which 
clearly carries out that idea—that is the one relating to the mining laws. 
If the general laws of the United States by their own simple force and 
operation went into this Territory without any action on the partof Con- 
gress, why was it necessary to specify particularly in this bill that the 
mining laws of the United States should have force and effect there, while 
nothing is said about any other description of laws? 

This shows what was in the mind of the committee when they were 
considering this measure, that the general laws of the United States do 
not operate within a Territory unless carried there by the authority of 
Congress, and that is the true position. That has been the position 
held by the best minds in this Government from the time the question 
was first agitated. The Constitution of the United States, as appears 
by its preamble, was made for the States, and not for the Territories. 
It declares upon its face that ** we, the people of the United States,” or, 
to put it more tersely, the States united, “do ordain and establish this 
Constitution for the United States of America.’’ It is well known to 
every thinker in the land that it was not intended at the time of the 
ratification of the Constitution that it should have any force or opera- 
tion beyond the States whose delegates created it and whose people rati- 
fied it in their conventions; and when any new territory was. subse- 
quently acquired under the treaty-making power it was well settled that 
if the people were to get any advantage from the Constitution of the 


United States, thus created and ratified by the people of the States, they 
could only get it through the action of Congress in its legislative eapac- 
ity in extending over them the benefits of this great organic law. 

Now I say that title 23 of the Revised Statutes does not extend the 
Constitution over this Territory; neither does the bill under considera- 
tion; and the question is whether under the provisions of the treaty to 
which I called attention yesterday the people there have a right to it 
or not, I think they have; and I think that the usual provision incor- 
porated in the Territorial bills ought to be in this, that the Constitation 
and laws of the United States not locally inapplicable shall be extended 
to this Territory, and each of the officers there ought to be required to 
take the oath of office required from every oflicer of the United States, and 
the special oath provided for in this bill ought to be omitted from it, 
because it is calculated to deceive and delude. There is but one oath 
of office required of officers of the United States, and that is provided 
for by the Constitution. It does not leave it to Congress to say what 
oath shall be taken. The Constitution says that al} officers of the 
United States shall take an oath to support the same, and it leaves 
nothing for Congress to do on the subject so far as that matter is con- 
cerned except possibly to regulate the details of reducing it to writing; 
or something of that kind. 2 

This proposed statute brings up a ial oath that the officers of this: 
Territory shall be required to take inconsistent with the other, as I 
went on tosay. If the provisions of the title relating to Territories- 
apply to it, then I am free to say that my objection is not well taken; 
bat the moment the friends. of this bill, and fam not its ememy by any 
means, admit that the section referred to by the Senator from Arkansas 
extends to this Territory, then they must admit that every other pro- 
vision in this title not inconsistent with the act under consideration will 

there too. t 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRISin the chair), The ques- 


_tion is on the amendment reported by the Committee on Térritories as 


a thirteenth section. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr, President, I always listen with interest to 
the constitutional discussion in which the Senater from Florida engages, 
and I have listened to this impractical discussion of some suysposed dif- 
ficulties which he has found im this bill with interest. If the Senator 
has any doubts upon these questions which did not raise dowbts in the 
mnimls of the members of the Committee on Territories, and is not an 
enemy to this bill, ashe says—— 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I am not. 

Mr. HARRISON. Then I suggest that he endeavor to forward the 
purposes of the friends of the measure by some practical amendments 
which shall avoid the difficulties that he finds in this bill. To me 
they are very shadowy ; they do not seem to be real at ull. But ifthe 
Senator from Florida finds any difficulty in what is said in this bill 
as to the form of oath which shall be administered to the officers to be 
appointed under it, I suggest that he propose an amendment at the 
proper time, striking out the words which require an officer to swear 
to faithfully discharge the duties of his office and inserting that he 
shall take the oath required by law. To such an amendment there 
could be no possible objection. Indeed, the general statutes of the 
United States now specifically declare what oath every officer shall take, 
and there was no intention on the part of the committee of providing 
any special or peculiar oath to be taken by these officers, and if the 
phraseology is such as to be subject to the criticism of the Senator 
from Florida, that is a mere matter of phraseology which the commit- 
tee wonld readily correct upon a suggestion. 

Now, Mr. President, upon the other point, If the Senater has any 
trouble upon the question whether the inhabitants of this Territory, 
when this bill shall be passed, will be living under the Constitution 
and general laws of the United States not locally inapplicable, I sug- 
gest that when the proper time comes he endeavor to give force to that 
suggestion by some appropriate amendment which will show his friend- 
liness to the bill and that this discussion was not one to embarrass its 


ssage. 

par Mr. President, I want to say to the Senate that we are attempt- 
ing here some legislation that is sui generis in some ts in the or- 
ganization of this great Territory of Alaska. It was not believed that 
we should confer upon the few people residing there a full territorial 
organization. We have described this Territory as a civil district, and 
have organized for it a government simple in form, inexpensive in its 
character, and yet one that we believe will be efficient to bring to every 
resident of the Territory, and to every home that is established there, 
the reasonable protection of life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness, 
and that will banish that reign of lawlessness which has existed there 
since the great Empire of Russia surrendered its control to the Govern- 
ment of the United States, We have made it simple and inexpensive 
becanse we supposed it would better meet the views of those who feel 
the necessity for some government for Alaska, but do not believe that 
we should go to the expense of a full Territorial organization. 

That there are difficulties connected with framing such a government 
we all realize, We have given to this Territory an executive head; we 
have given to it a judicial officer, with four subordinate judicial officers 
in the form of United States court commissioners; we have given it « 
marshal and a clerk and an attorney, so that the Government may 
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properly be represented in those courts in the defense of its interests, 
and thateachone of them may beaccessible to every citizen of the Terri- 
tory in the assertion of his own personal rights and in the defense of 
his person against and criminals. 

Mr. President, I did not believe, I do not believe now, that it is nec- 
essary to r any argument to the United States Senate in favor of 
a civil government in Alaska. As the committee say in the brief report 
which was submitted, the duty is so obvious that it can not be made 
more forcible or plain by any discussion. We are under treaty obliga- 
tion, as the Senator from Florida has said, to provide these people with 
such a government. If there were no treaty, I insist that as a Govern- 
ment we are under a duty on every foot of American territory to extend 
over every American home and over every American citizen the full 
protection of the laws, and to provide for every such citizen, however 
remote he may live from the great centers of population, a reasonably 
convenient access to a properly constituted court for the arbitrament of 
his differences. I did not suppose when this bill was brought to a 
hearing in the Senate that I should at all advance the interests of the 
cause of Alaska by introducing it by any elaborate defense of its pro- 
visions; and though there was here a not uninviting opportunity for an 
oration, one that had been availed of ii earlier times by the distin- 
guished Senator from Massachusetts in a most masterly and classical 
oration, one that had been availed of by the distinguished Senator and 
Secretary from the State of New York in speeches made out of the 
Senate, I supposed I should best advance the interests of this measure 
by allowing it to come at once to the attention of the Senate without 
any preliminary discussion at all. 

I was surprised to hear yesterday from the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. 
INGALLS] a reopening of the question whether we had done wisely in 
purchasing Alaska. I know that for years after the purchase it was 
called ‘‘Seward’s Folly.” I know there were many who regarded it as 
a great waste of public treasure that we should have procured this 
which was supposed to bean utterly barren and inhospitable and frozen 
region by the expenditure of $7,200,000 of the public money, but I 
had supposed that we had so far penetrated those misconceptions, the 
lack of knowledge and ignorance which invested Alaska at the time of 
its purchase to the common mind, that the question would not now be 
raised whether there might not be found better reasons for the purchase 
of Alaska than those of geographical symmetry and manifest destiny. 
I believe that as a mere commercial bargain this Government has rarely 
made a better one. We have already received from the Alaska Com- 
mercial Company, from a single source, the only one that has been laid 
under any tribute to the national Treasury, more than.one-half of the 
original expenditure, and there are awaiting there now sources of Gov- 
ernment revenue that, when they are brought in, will vastly add to this 
annual income which we are receiving from Alaska. 

Mr. President, Alaska can hardly be described, either as to its di- 
mate or resources, ina phrase or two. The Territory is said to be 
1,500 miles one way and 2,000 miles the other, and that gentleman who 
would undertake to describe it in asingle phrase, in a single epigram- 
matic sentence, must have better facility even than the Senator from 
Kansas has in that direction to state correctly the climatic and azri- 
cultural and mineral resources of that great country. 

Mr. President, I am not to be enticed now into any detailed discus- 
sion of the resources of Alaska. I am here putting the application for 
civil government for its people not upon the ground that we made a 
gan bargain, not upon the ground that there are resources there to be 

eveloped which will add to the national wealth, but solely upon the 
ground that we owe it asa duty to the population that resides there. 
When we speak of that population as being only the four or five hun- 
dred white citizens who were resident there in 1880, when the census 
returns were made up, we are not taking a large enough view of the 
question. The Senator from Kansas supposed these to be those annual 
visitors for gain to the Territory of Alaska who return in the fall sea- 
son to homes in a more pleasant clime. 

Mr. President, these were enumerated four years ago as the actual 
white residents of the Territory, and I have been informed by those 
who know that the class the Senator describes amounts tò several 
thousand annually, who go to that Territory into its mines, who go 
there into its lumber camps, who go there into its fisheries, and who 
spend the season that may be given to these pursuits and then return 
to their homes southward on the Pacific coast. But, in addition to 
these, there is a large Indian population there and, as the Secretary of 
the Interior says in his report, at least as to one class of these Indians, 
if they cannot be classed as civilized, neither are they savage. They 
are a peaceful, industrious, laboring population; they live upon the 
coast; they build houses; they are the laborers in’ the lumber camps 
that have been established there ; they are not at all of the description 
of Indians that we are in the habit of dealing with in the central por- 
tions of this continent; they are not Sioux or Apaches, but they are a 
class of Indians who are ready to take hold of every opportunity that 
is offered for honest employment out of which they can earn a living. 
Now to these we owe a duty, the duty of giving them government. 

Mr. President, when the Russian schools were established there, itis 
of record that several of the native boys were brought so far forward 
in the higher branches of study that one of them actually made the 
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triangulation of the sea-coast and the coast of those islands upon which + 
our present surveys are based. It is believed by those who have been 
brought in contact with them that they are capable of a speedy and 
rapid development if schools are established among them. And, Mr. 
President, they do not have to be into the schools. * I have 
seen it stated in a book upon Alaska, published by the Presbyterian 
Board of Home Missions, as having been said by a sailor who had lived 
at Sitka, speaking of these people, that they were a people mad after 
education. I have heard from a missionary who has been there several 
times that every school-house which has been built by private benev- 
olence or the associated efforts of the churches has been filled immedi- 
ately after it was completed, and has been found inadequate to contain 
those who pressed into it for instruction. 

Mr. President, the assault here has been chiefly made, at least it has 
developed, upon that section of the bill which provides education for 
Alaska. I have been surprised that it should be so. I am sure the 
distinguished Senators from Kansus do not intend to put themselves in 
opposition to that which is certainly the most beneficent provision of 
the bill. Isay to the Senator [Mr. PLUMB] that the committee are 
not at all wedded to the phraseology of this bill, that if the section 
now under discussion seems to him to be too broad, to involve too much 
the idea of a school system, the committee have no possible objection 
that it shall be simplified and limited in its terms. They only desire 
that there shall be here a suitable appropriation for education, and that 
its expenditure and use shall be committed to the Commissioner of 
Education under the supervision of the Secretary of the Interior. I . 
understood the Senator from Massachusetts to suggest that possibly 
this should be coupled with the general appropriations for Indian educa- 
tion, and should be used as those appropriations areused. The Senator 
disaffirms my impression of his remarks. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator will allow mea word. I did not have 
in mind that this expenditure should be according to the method by 
which money is expended among the Indians in our own land here par- 
ticularly, but under the same general supervision, so that there may 
not be two conflicting systems; that wasall. I recognize as well as 
the Senator from Indiana the difference between these Aleutians and 
the Indians, those who go by that name in this country. I recognize 
the fact that they must be treated in a different manner; but to me the 
trouble is that I do not know what the best manner is, and I suggest 
to the Senator whether he and his committee are quite certain that 
they have got the best mode. I go hand and heart with the Senator 
and his committee as far as they desire to go in the expenditure of 
money to accomplish the very purposes the Senator desires. I am only 
troubled lest the Senator in undertaking to prescribe a cast-iron rule 
will find when he gets it there that it is inapplicable to the condition 
of things for which it was designed. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I fail to see what there is in this 
bill or in its provisions relating to education that can beaptly described 
as prescribing any iron rule. It is provided in the section under dis- 
cussion that the Cominissioner of Education, under the direction of 
the Secretary of the Interior, shall establish free public schools. As I 
have already said in addressing myself particularly to the Senator from 
Kansas, if it is thought best that all that shall be left out and that we 
shall have simply a provision making an appropriation of a given sum 
of money to be expended by the Commissioner of Education under the 
direction of the Secretary of the Interior, as one of the committee I see 
no objection whatever. I would not care to antagonize such an amend- 
ment, and it seems to me that perhaps that suggestion—I do not know 
how my associates on the committee may feel—may meet and obviate 
the objections which have been made by the Senator from Kansas to 
this section. 

Mr. PLUMB. If the Senator will indulge me a moment I will say 
that I have drawn an amendment, which I will read now in order to 
ascertain whether it covers the point according to the opinion of the 
Senator from Indiana: 
the education of the children of school age in the Territory of Alaska, without 
reference to race, until such time 2s paman provision shall be made for the 
same; and the sum of $25,000 is hi y appropriated for that purpose. 

Mr. HARRISON. I see no objection to that. 

Mr. HOAR. Is that amendment a substitute for the thirteenth sec- 
tior? 

Mr. PLUMB. A substitute for the thirteenth section. 

Mr. HARRISON. It would be a substitute for the thirteenth and 
fourteenth sections. À 

Mr. PLUMB. It would take the place of both. It obviates the 
complaint I made yesterday in regard to thissectionas authorizing par- 
ticular specific things to be done without reference to the existence of 
the knowledge which would enable those things to be done properly, 
or at all events enable Congress to know the fact those were the par- 
ticular things proper to be done, besides uprooting, as I thought un- 
necessarily, the system of private schools existing in the Territory. In 
addition to that, the system of Indian education is now carried on un- 
der the direction of the Secretary of the Interior. The question as to 
how far we shall spend money in this direction ought to come upin the 
report provided for in section 12. Besides, the Commissioner of Edu- 
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cation has never yet had deposited with him any such function as to 
directly interfere with or concern himself about the teaching of any- 
body, the anying on of schools; but it has been his duty to collect 
ray renan diffuse information, &c., and it is a question to my mind as 
to how far we ought in this way to depart from that general law. 

Mr. HARRISON. Will the tor either read or send his amend- 
ment to the desk to be reported, that I may understand it exactly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, Harris in the chair). The Sec- 
retary will report the amendment for information. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

That the Secre! of the Interior shall make needful and pae provision 
for the education of the children of school age in the Shoes er paee without 
reference to race, until such time as ponnanens provision be e for the 
same; and the sum of $25,000 is hereby appropriated for this purpose, 

Mr. DAWES. I ask the Senator to make that $40,000 instead of 
$25,000, so that it may be understood that no effort to change phrase- 
ology here is animated by a spirt of cramping at all the purposes of 
the committee. 

OEC Whatis the Senator’s suggestion, that the amount 
he $40,000? ‘ 

Mr. DAWES. Forty thousand dollars instead of $25,000. 

Mr. BUTLER. The committee agreed on the sum of $25,000 after 
a full discussion on that point, and it seems to me that is quite enough 
to begin with. I think the amendment of the Senator from Kansas 
will meet the difficulties on all sides, and I trust, therefore, the chair- 
man of the committee will accept it. As far as I am concerned asa 
member-of the Committee on Territories I entirely concur with it. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam glad to sayin regard tothe amount that I have 
no objection to any amount which anybody can show with any degree 
of reason will be necessary; but I do not believe it will be ible to 
prudently expend more than $25,000 in the time that will elapse until 
the matter can be brought before Congress, accompanied by the report 
which is provided to be made to enable us to go ahead. If it shall be, 
however, I have no objection to a larger sum than that named by me. 

Mr. HARRISON. As the Senator from South Carolina has said, 
$25,000 was agreed on in the committee as the amount which I was 
instructed to move to fill this blank with. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not desire to press an excessive sum, If the 
committee have determined that $25,000 is as far as can be prudently 
and wisely expended, I withdraw any suggestion of any increase of 
thatsum. My own opinion is that in the handsof the Secretary of the 
Interior not a dollar will be expended beyond the limitations of wisdom 
and prudence in the administration of the fund. 

Mr. HARRISON. Now, with reference to the amendment of the 
Senator from Kansas which has been read for our information, I make 
no objection to it except in ene icular: The committee did believe 
that the control of these schools and the expenditure of this money 
should be in the hands of the Commissioner of Education rather than 
that the fund should be expended through the Indian Department. 
These Indians in Alaska have never yet become public charges. We 
have not been asked to make any appropriations in the way of annui- 
ties for them. If the question is wisely dealt with we shall never be 
asked to do so. Now as the ment of Indian schools under the 
Indian Department has connected itself with the system of annuities, 
treaty annuities or annuities by special grants of Congress, I believe 
that it would be wiser to put the subject of education in Alaska in the 
hands of the Commissioner of Education, under the direction of the 
Secretary of the Interior; and if my friend from Kansas will make his 
amendment read that the Commissioner of Education, under the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, shall do so and so, I will cheerfully accept it. 

Mr. PLUMB. I cannot do that with my conviction as to the proper 
method of legislation, and for this reason, if for no other: I think it 
has been found by experience to be unwise to deposit discretion directly 
with a subordinate, as I have observed the increasing disposition of 
this body and of Congress to give directions to the heads of Depart- 
ments, to put the responsibility diréctly on them for the exercise of 
power, and not name the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office, or the Commissioner of Education 
for the performance of particular duties, but to deposit the responsibil- 
ity along with the power in the Secretary of the Interior, and let him 
supervise the subordinate so as to make it affirmatively his business in 
the first instance, and not let the whole machinery be started and car- 
ried on in a certain way, and only come to his notice in the way of find- 
ing out whether he approves it or not. 

- Mr. HARRISON. As a general observation what the Senator from 

Kansas has said is well; but where can it be inappropriate that here, 
when there are two agencies in the Department of the Interior to 
which this may be committed, Congress should in this shape indicate 
its preference between the two? I think there is in what I have sug- 
gested a reason why it would be better that the control of these schools 
in Alaska should be separated from the general system of Indian schools 
connected with our annuities and should be under the management of 
the Bureau of Education. 

Mr. PLUMB. In response to that I would call the attention of the 


Senator to the fact that the Bureau of Education has never yet had 
given to it the authority to carry on a sc).>l: it is entirely foreign to 


the purpose of its creation, and unless we are prepured now to begin 
to graft on to that system the particular management of individual 
schools, of individual children, the selection of teachers, and things of 
that kind, it seems to me we ought not to deposit that authority there 
in to this exceptional case. The of the Interior kav- 
ing both of these agencies under his control, and having besides both 
classes of scholars to provide for, to wit, Indian scholars and wh. te 
scholars, can say which of these two he will use, or perhaps he may u. ẹ 
both; but we certainly are not in as good condition to appottion tha} 
responsibility as he is. We can not tell, as I think, so well as he which 
side will be the preponderating one, whether that of the Indians or of 
the whites, and we can not very well apportion that ourselves and say 
so much for this purpose and so much for the other. 

I think the most natural and proper disposition of the money is to 
give it to the Secretary of the Interior, and we then have got it ina 
place where we have some one directly responsible to us, who reports 
to us and who is amenable to our jurisdiction more particularly and 
perfectly, I think, than the Commissioner'of Education is or can be. 

Mr. HARRISON.” Well, Mr. President, we have come so far toward 
an agreement upon this question and the sense of the Senate will be 
presently tested by a vote upon it. Ihave expressed my views, and I 
do not care to detain the Senate longer. Iam glad that we have come 
so near to an agreement as to what should be done. 

It is true, as the Senators from Kansas have said, that there are very 
few white children there, and they being so few and being so widely 
scattered, it seemed to me, as I said yesterday, that any limitation upon 
this educational provision that should exclude them from the benefit 
of the schools in this transition and temporary condition in which we 
place this Territory of Alaska would be unreasonable and unfair. 

We provide in this bill for a report from some of these officers who 
are appointed, who are constituted a commission. When we have 
derived the information which their first report will give us it, will 
doubtless then be in a condition where we can inaugurate such legis- 
lation as will bring under contribution in the Territory that class of 
property to which the Senator from Kansas yesterday referred as being 
appropriately subject to such burdens as a school tax. But as we are 
now, with no titles established in the Territory, and without any sys- 
tem of assessment or vollection, it would be futile for us to attempt to 
inaugurate such a system. I hope, therefore, that the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Kansas, with the amendment which I 
have suggested, may finally meet the concurrence of the Senate. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Before the Senator takes his seat I should 
like to ask him a question as the chairman of the Committeevon Terri- 
tories. What is there of an exceptional character with respect to the. 
population of this Territory that requires the intervention of this Gov- 
ernment more than in any other Territory ? 

Mr. HARRISON, Ido not know any other unorganized Territory 
that this country has. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Well, this bill proposes to organize it. If 
the people there are in an exceptional condition so as to require this ex- 
penditure of money for their education we ought to understand it it 
it is not to be'a general rule. We have a great many other Territories. 

Mr. HARRISON. I respond to the Senator from Florida that I believe 
the Congress of the United States and the educated sentiment of this 
country has already, not only in thought, but in the legislation which 
has been adopted by Congress, come to the conclusion that there is a duty 
with reference to the Indian tribes, certainly on the part of the Gov- 
ernment, to provide educational facilities; that instead of warring with 
them as savages, as a mere matter of economy it would be cheaper fo 
educate them, and every year in our appropriation bills—the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES] can correct me if I am wrong—I 
think in the last appropriation bill nearly half a million dollars was 
appropriated. Ispeak now outside of treaty stipulations; it seems to 
me it was $400,000, outside of any treaty obligations we were under, 
that we appropriated for the education of Indian children. This is di- 
rectly in line with that legislation, and the only ground of exception 
at all is that it includes whatever white children there may be now res- 
ident in the Territory temporarily. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, Do I understand the Senator te speak then 
of the Indian children? t 

Mr. HARRISON. Undoubtedly. The Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
INGALLS) was right yesterday in saying that as to the white children 
there were few there; he may have been right in his guess that there 
were not more than twenty-five; but the smaller the number the smaller 
the occasion that we should so frame the bill as to exclude them. 

Mr. HOAR. What is the number of Indian children? 

Mr. HARRISON, The Senator from Massachusetts asks me the 
number of Indian children. I have been told that in the schools al- 
ready established in southeastern Alaska by private benevolence and 
by the churches there are now 1,000 scholars, and that the limit of the 
schools is simply the limit of the buildings and the capacities of the 
teachers to take care of them. 

Mr. HOAR. It seems to me, if that be true, the Senator should 
have insisted on the $40,000 suggested by my colleague rather than the 
$25,000,. which must be an entirely inadequate provision, because we 
have not only to provide for instruction, but provide in the first in- 
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stance school buildings and ap 
the cost of one of probably twen 
ie toe our populous towns or cities. 

N. I agree that the appropriation is inadequate ; in- 
deed, I am willing to confess upon the challenge of almost any Senator 
here ‘that all the provisions of the bill are inadequate. It is a mere 
shift ; it is a mere expedient ; it is a mere beginning in what we believe 
to be the right direction toward giving a civil government and educa- 
tion to Alaska. I hope more will follow, but the committee in con- 
sidering this matter adjudged what they believed to be the probable 
limit of the generosity of the Senate. If we have undervalued their 
generosit , I regret Ta For myself I would rather have seen $40,000 
in tke "than $25 

Mr. HAWLEY on President, the condition of Alaska has occu- 
pied much attention, especially in the religious and educational press 
of the country, for several years, and there is no doubt among the best 
citizens of the United States a feeling that the Government has neglected 
its duty, not alone its ordinary duty to the people who are within our 
jurisdiction, but its covenanted duty under the treaty with Russia to 
the people of that region. 

Since this bill came up for consideration there has been put in my 
hands a very interesting paper, with a request that I present it to the 
Senate, but it was useless to offer it and refer it to the committee, for 
the bill was before us. I therefore take this occasion to present it, 
and shall ask the Senate that I may, out of order, submit it now as a 
memorial and lay it on the table, and I hope it may be published in the 
RECORD. It is a memorial from the General Assembly of the Presby- 
terian Church in the United States of America. I need not say any- 
= about the poate of that body be its influence. 


ali Mast this sum of $25,000 is not 
ty school-honses that you can find in 


tenth poe ak tee rin: Nae 18 a special com > pecans 
consisting of. Rey. Drs. Herrick Johnson, of Chea: J. Addison Hen 
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; and ieee. C. Roberts, of New Jersey; 

g of Wi gton, and Hon. John Hill, of New Jersey, to 
wait on the President of the United States and the Secretary of the Interior 
in relation to civil government and industrial schools for Alaska. 

These gentlemen were instructed to ask of the Government ‘‘ thees- 
tablishment of civil government among these people of Alaska, and 
pesing upon it the necessity of establishing industrial schools in that 

erritory.’’ 

They very briefly and compactly arene the question, submitting some 
facts upon the very points that have been discussed during*the past 
halfhour. Their resolution presses two considerations: first, the need 
x civil government; and, secondly, the need of industrial schools in 

aska. 

Under the first head they say, and it may suffice as an answer to what 
the Senator from Florida [ Mr. JoNES] has just said, that weshould estab- 
lish a civil government in Alaska, because we promised Russia that we 
would do so in these words: 

The inhabitants of the ceded reserving 
their natural allegiance, may return to but if they 
should prefer to remain in the ceded territory, they, va Se exception of unciv- 
ilized native tribes, shall be admitted to a 
tages, and immunities of citizens of the U; 

and protected in the free ymentof their liberty, property, and religion. The 
uncivilized tribes will be subject to such laws and regulations as the United States 
may, from time to time, adopt in regard to aboriginal tribes of that country, 


Tt need not be set forth here that we have totally neglected confer- 
ring upon those people therights or allowing to them the privileges that 
citizens of the United States enjoy. Secondly, they ask for a govern- 
ment on the ground that the President of t è United States has re- 
peatedly recommended it, a fact with which the Senate is familiar, and 
on the ground that certain companies and enterprises ‘‘ organized to de- 
velop the resources of Alaska have found it impossible to secure their 
rights without courts of justice.” I have this very day heard from a 
citizen that certain would-be settlers in Alaska have been driven out 
from, and heen compelled to abandon certain mining operations, driven 
out by a lawless, diso body of men from British Columbia. 
They had no resource but to eit eh their work or open fire upon their 
aggressors. There are no courts; no marshals. The mob came down 
after they had established their mills and their water-works in order to 
conduct what they believed would be a successful system-of mining. 
There are no courts, no officers to maintain our own citizens in their 
rights in the Territory. The memorialists ask for this government 


to their choice, 


On the ground that and influential bodies of Christians, besides those 
represented by this ittee, feel the need of it, 

These gentlemen do not urge it upon any ground chargeable to sen- 
timentalism. It is because they have considered the subject, and be- 
cause they have organized successful schools there and conducted them 
at very considerable expenditure of money, having partially redeemed 
the obligation of this Government through the pose aipa of private 


benevolence. They give an extract in this memorial from one of the | ihe 


reports of the Secretary of the Interior, which answers an inquiry just 
made by a Senator concerning the population of Alaska. 


It appears that— 
The total phe TOIT OE NORE ne Peles oe pe Of this 
eon gone nae es Sa Rae ia dg they are notof the high- 


The Senator from Indiana stated that— 
Before the cession— 
Mark this— 
Before the cession by Russia good schools were maintained among them, but 
since the cession the schools have been discontinued, and the adult Aleut who 


received hiseducation under the Russian Gov ernment, and atits expense, sees 
his children growing up without education. 


The Commissioner of Indian Affairs in his very last report says: 

If the published statements in reference to Alaska be true we are doing much 
less for o civilization of these people than was done before we took possession 
of that country. The Russian Government gave them Pare choreis, and 
schools; the American Government has done nothing in that direction 

The Commissioner of Indian Affairs asks for $25,000 for the support 
of industrial schools there. Other considerations these gentlemen set 
forth. They say that it is a matter of justice that we should give these 
people a form of government and support these industrial schools, be- 
cause we have obtained a very considerable revenue fron: that region. 

The Senator from Indiana roughly estimated our receipts at half 
what we had given for the Territory. I understand, from those who 
know precisely, that over $4,000,000 have been paid into the Treasury 
by the Fur Seal Company. Of course there are no facilities for educa- 
tion there except such as the Government may provide, excepting a few 
schools established by missionary effort and by the Fur Seal Company. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent out of order to present this 
memorial and lay it upon the table, and that it may appear in the 
RECORD. 

Mr. INGALLS. I should like to hear it read. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have summarized it sufficiently, I think. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kansas insist 
on the reading? 

Mr. INGALLS. I wanted to be more definitely advised than the 
Senator from Connecticut had been able to inform us as to the actual 
number of the white and Indian population in the Territory of Alaska, 
and I thought perhaps the reading of the petition in extenso might give 
us that enumeration. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The memorial does not attempt to reproduce the 
census, but it quotes from the Secretary of the Interior that there are 
30,000 inhabitants there, of whom 5,000 are Aleuts in a somewhat ad- 
vanced state of civilization. 

Mr. INGALLS. And are the other 25,000 whites? 

Mr. HAWLEY. The other 25,000 are chiefly the so-called unciv- 
ilized tribes. None of them, however, I think, are in the condition of 
the extremely barbarous Indians. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to receiving the 
memorialat this time? The Chairhearsnone. Itis received, and wil! 
lie on the table and be printed in the RECORD. 

The memorial is as follows: 

To the Senate and the House of Representatives: 


GENTLEMEN: The General Assembly va boven lag fay Church in the United 
States of America, in session at Sarat a Ppringa May, 1883, inted a 
committee, consisting s Rev, Drs. ck Johnson of cago, J. A 
Henry of Philadelphia, Byron Sunderland of Washin; “seat nee L. S pag 
of Cleveland, and, Henry Kendal of of New York, and W. Roberts or New 
Jersey, J Strong o! f Washington, and the Non John Hill of New 
Jersey, to wait on the President of the United States and the Secretary of thu 
Inte: or in relation to civil government and industrial schools for Alaska. 


THE RESOLUTION OF THE ASSEMBLY, 


The General Assembly of the Eae atez Church in the United States of 
America, in session at Saratoga ae . May, 1883, took the following action : 
“In view of the pressing needs of A aska, where our missions have been sin- 
y successful, we recommend that the general assembly sous acommit- 
tee of tight persons, who shall wait upon the President of the United States and 
the Secretary of the Interior, asking of the Governan througb them the estab- 
lishment of civil government among these le of Alaska, and pressing upon 
them the necessity of establishing industrial schools in that Territory.” 
The above resolution contains two items: First, the need of civil government ; 
and, secondly, the need of industrial schools in Alaska. 
The committee would urge upon the Government to grant the people of Alaska 
a government, 
rst, On the ground that it is promised them in the treat, 
ans United States and his majesty the Emperor of all the 
follows; 


existing between 
ussias, which is as 


‘The inhabitants of the ceded territory, according to their choice, reserving 
their natural allegiance, may return to Russia within three years, but if they 
pean on, gered to remain in the ceded territory, they, with the exception of un- 
civili native tribes, shall be admitted to the enjoyments of the rights, ad- 
van and immunities of citizens of the United States, and shall be main- 
tained and protected in the free enjoyment of their liberty, i property, and relig- 
ion. The uncivilized tribes will be subject to such laws om aie oons as the 
United States may, from time to time, adopt in regard to riginal tribes of 


that coun’ 
rora Ont the a that his excellency the President of the United States, 
in ieee ee of functions of his office asthe Chief Executive of the nation, 
thinks that Alaska should have a government, and has so stated in his messages 
to Co December 4, 1882, and December 4, 1883, 

lent Arthur's message to Congress, December 4, 1882: 

“Alaska is still without any form of civil government. If means were pro 
vided for the education of its people, and for the protection of their lives and 
property, the immense resources of the ion would invite permanent settle- 
ments and open new fields for industry and enterprise.” 

President Arthur's raabe pa to Congress, December 4, 1883: 
“I trust that Cı not fail at Stine present session to put Alaska urder 
m rags law. Its people have repeatedly remonstrated against our 
neglect to afford them the maintenance and protection expressly guarante1 
the terms of the treaty whereby that Territory was ceded to the United 
Si For sixteen years they have pleaded in vain for that which they should 
have received without the asking. They haveno law for the collection of debts, 
the support of education, the conveyance of property, the admi tion of es- 
tates, or the enforcement of contracts; none, indeed, for the punishment of crimi- 
nals, except such as offend against certain ‘customs, commerg¢e, and navigation 
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acts. The resources of Alaska, especially in fur, mines, and lumber, are consid- 
erable in extent and capable of large development, while its geographical situ- 
ation is one of political and commercial importance. The Promp snes of inter- 


est, therefore, as well as considerations of honor and good faith, demand the im- 
mediate establishment of civil government in that thet peat OY 

Third. On the nd that certain companies o to develop the re- 
sources of Alaska have found it impossible to secure their rights without courts of 
justice, and have petitioned the honorable Secretary of the Interior to protect 
them in the following words: 

* Alaska has never been organized by cece cba into a Territory, It has no 
government, no laws (excepting those eain ng to customs and to intercourse 
and with the Indians), no court, no judicial or executive officer; and therefore 
the undersigned have no means whatever of enforcing their rights, or protect- 
ing or developing their property, or of preventing its spoliation at the hands of 
unauthorized persons. Under the treaty with Russia, by which the Territory 
was ceded to the United States, the United States guaranteed, at least as far as 
the Russian subjects were concerned, protection to life, liberty, and property ; 
and the undersigned are led to believe, and are so advised, that in the absence 
of any government, or soy. other method of redressing their wrongs, the Depart- 
ment of the Interior, with its general jurisdiction over the lands of the United 
States, has the jurisdiction to determine the rights of the undersigned as citizens 
of the United States, and to enforce these rights.” 

Fourth, On the ground that large and influential bodies of Christians besides 
those represented by this committee feel the need of it. 

The Baptists, at their annual meeting in May, 1883, ordered the following to 
be sent to the President of the United States and the Secretary of the Interior: 

“ Resolved, That as Alaska is the only section of the United where gov- 
ernmental or local aid has not been furnished for the education of the peo e; 

“ And as the establishment of schools will assist in civilizing the native popu- 
lation, prevent Indian wars, and pre them for citizenship : 

“ Therefore the American Baptist Home Missionary Society, in session at Sara- 
toga Springs, May, 1883, would respectfully petition you to renew your recom- 
mendation to Congress for an educational appropriation for Alaska.” 

The committee of the General Assembly urge, secondly, the need of industrial 


schools in Alaska: 

First. On the ground that the people do not enjoy, as promised them by the Gov- 
ernment, the advantages of education enjoyed under the Russian Government. 
(See extracts from the reports of the honorable Secretary of the Interiorand the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs.) 

Extract from annual report for 1883 of Hon. H. M. Teller, Secretary of the In- 
terior, pages 47 and 48: 

“The total popuistion of the Territory of Alaska is not far from 30,000. Of this 
number about 5,000 are Aleuts, who are not barbarians, if they are not of the high- 
est order of civilization. Before the cession by Russia good schools were main- 
tained among them, but since the cession the schools have been discontinued, 
and the adult Aleut who received his education underthe Russian Government, 
and at its expense, sees his children growing up without education, Suitable 
provision should be made for the education of the children of the Aleuts, which 
ean be done without t expense. Also an appropriation ought to be made 
forthe maintenance of at least two manual-labor schools for the education of the 
children of the less civilized Indians.” 

The Commissioner of Indian Affairs, in his annual report, December, 1883, to 


Congress, says: è 5 

“Attention should be again called to the need of schools for the Indians in 
Alaska. From the best information that can be obtained the Indians of Alaska 
number about 20,000, and since that country came into on of the United 
States these hig py have had no aid for schools from this Government. * * è 
If the publis statements in reference to Alaska be true, we are doing much 
less for the civilization of these people than was done before we took possession 
of that country. The Russian Government gave them laws, churches, and 
schools; the American Government has done nothing in that direction. 

“In my estimates for the next fiscal year I have asked for an SOROA of 
$25,000 for the support of industrial schoolsin Alaska, I earnestly hope that this 
very modest sum will be granted. These Indians need no subsistence, no cloth- 
ing, no implements, no agencies, but they beg for an education. and it is dis- 
creditable to an enlightened Government to longer deny their request.” 

Second. On the ground that the Indians of Alaska, like Indians elsewhere, 
are the wards of the nation, as far as their education at least is concerned. 

Extract from General Eaton's report: 3 

“From the census of 1880 we learn that there are about 30,000 people in Alaska; 
and of these it is believed there are about 10,000 children or young people, who 
ought to have some school privileges. 

i regard to this people, it may be observed— 

“ (1) That they are docile, ul, and have here and there some knowledge 
of useful industries; are apt in the mechanical arts, and anxious for instruction. 

“ (2) They are a self-supporting people, needing no annuities, clothing, or ra- 
tions from the Government, but do need teachers, that they can not procure for 
themselves. These teachers should instruct them not only in letters but in the 
arts of civilized life and the duties of American citizenship. 

“ (3) If given an opportunity for this kind of instruction for a few years they 
would, it is believed, make good progress in throwing off tribal relations and 
in pre tion to become an integral portion of the American people, thus con- 
tributing to the common wealth and prosperity of the country. 

“ (4) It is well known that civilization in approaching an untutored people ma 
be their destruction by sending its vices before its virtues. It is equally well 
known that various weeds spring up spontaneously where useful plants must be 
cultivated, and that not PA Sei but pains-taking care is necessary to the im- 
provement of the human mind. 

“The people of Alaska, having received some measure of aid from the Russian 
Government, have expected the same from the United States. The natives, al- 
ready to a limited extent demoralized by the introduction of intemperance and 
disease, it is shone would, by the introduction of schools, be prepared better 
to resist these e and stand a far better chance to be a permanent and prosper- 


ous race. 

“(5.) The development of the fishing interests, the discovery of gold, and the 
increase of commerce in that region are now calling public attention to it, and 
the time seems to have arrived when school privil: should be immediately 
provided. In 1870 Congress aj 7 ht pe a ,000 for educational purposes in 
Alaska, which, on account of difficulties of administration at that time, was not 
expended there, This amount could now be expended there, I am sure, with 
most satisfactory results, 

“Tn acco therefore, with these considerations, and in order not to come 
short of any duty required of me by law, I haye the honor to recommend that 
Congress be requested to appropriate $50,000 for the establishment and mainte- 
nance of schools for instruction in letters and binacee ys d at such points in Alaska 
as shall be designated by the honorable Secretary of the Interior.” 

Third. On the ground of justice, as a return for revenue received by the Gov- 
ernment from that part of the country. n 

Extract from a letter by Mr. Wendell Phillips: 

“ Alaska has poured millions into the Treasury, and one-third of what we have 
annually received would suffice for the whole expense of a government and 
schools. If we were called upon to make a beginning and introduce law and 
education, there might be a shadow of an excuse in this delay. But Russia 
provided for both, and when we bought the province we had but to continue 
what she had established. From eve: pors of view the condition of Alaska is 
a disgrace to our Government, and calls for immediate action. Cease to receive 


revenue from Alaska, or give her an equivalent by protecting life and property, 
prts peace, and offering to every man, woman, and child the means of fitting 
th ves for citizenship and their duties.” 

mts On the ground that there are no other schools near which they can 


nd, 

Extract from Dr. Sheldon Jackson's address: 

“ The nearest school of the kind to Alaska is at Forest Grove, Oreg. But For- 
est Grove is 1,500 miles distant from southeastern Alaska and 2,500 miles away. 
by. present routes of travel, from southwestern Alaska. Then the resources ani 

haracter of the two countries are different, Oregon is largely agricultural, 
while Alaska has very little agricultural interests. 

“As the object of an industrial t is to enable the boy, pon arri at 
manhood, to earn a support that will sustain his family in a civilized way, it is 
important to train him to utilize the resources of his own country. 

“The resources of Alaska, in addition to her fur-bearing animals, are her vast 
supply of fish and great forests. 

“Therefore the training-school of her children should be on the coast, where 
they can be taught na tion and bacon Maer handling of boats and sails, 
sen gh oor of fishing Rand heading fish-nets, improved mesuoda of salt- 

ng, canning, and preparin; or market; asaw-mill, a carpenter-shop, cooper- 
shop, boot and shoe shop, &c.—a school where they can be taught both the theory 
and practice under such conditions as they shall meet with when they shall be 
able to support themselves.” 

In view of the fact that the President and the Secretary of the Interior have 
already recommended a civil government and industrial schools for Alaska, this 
sori gr gaon ten wia woul Bdge and ma m i their appointment to 
present the matter to ve depertmen! e Government. 

GEO. L. SPINNING. 
J. ADDISON. HENRY. 
B. SUNDERLAND. 
W. STRONG. 

H. KENDALL, 

JOHN HILL, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Committee on Territories as section 13. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have offered a substitute for the thirteenth section. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas sent to thé 
desk an amendment that was read for information. Does the Senator 
now propose it? 

Mr. PLUMB. I now move it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Letit be reported. 

Mr. HARRISON. I suggest to the Senator from Kansas that his 
amendment would cover the provisions both of sections 13 and 14. 

Mr. PLUMB. I supposed that if my amendment was agreed to now. 
when we reached section 14 it simply would not be adopted, and would 
be dropped out. 

Mr. HARRISON. I desire then to move an amendment to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Kansas. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The amendment of the Senator from 
Kansas will be reported, and then it will be in order to propose any 
amendment the Senator from Indiana desires. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out sections 13 and 14, as 
reported from the committee, and to insert: 

That the 
tho eduestion of the children of ochool age tur the Tertitors of alaska, withost 
reference to race, until such time,as permanent provision ìl be made for the 
same; and the sum of $25,000, orso much thereofas may be necessary, is hereby 
appropriated for this purpose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] to. the 
amendment of the Committee on Territories, 

Mr. HARRISON. In the first line of the amendment, after the word 
‘‘the,’? I move to insert ‘‘ Commissioner of Education, under the direc- 
tion of the;’’ so as to read: 

That the Commissioner of Education, under the direction of the Secretary of 
the Interior, shall make needful and proper provision, &e. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on ing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON] to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment of the Committee on Territories, proposed as section 
13, as amended, was agreed to. s 

The next amendment of the Committee on Territories was to insert 
as an additional section: 


Sec, 14. That the prorsns of chapter, title 23, of the Revised Statutes ofthe 
United States, relating to the unorgan Territory of Alaska, shall remain in 
full force, except as herein specially otherwise provided; and the President of 
the United States shall also be authorized to restrict, goon Se rohibit the 
manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors in said district under the penalties 
which are provided in section 1955 of the Revised Statutes for the wrongful im- 
portation of distilled spirits, 


Mr. PLUMB. I think that is rather an onerous duty to be de- 
volved upon the President, putting upon him the responsibility of regu- 
lating or prohibiting the manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors 
in that Territory, I therefore move in line 5, after the word “‘ the,” 
to strike ont down to and including the word ‘‘the” in line 6, in the 
following words: ‘‘ President of the United States shall also be author- 
ized to restrict, regulate, or prohibit the;” and after the word ‘ dis- 
trict,’’ in line 7, to insert the words ‘‘is hereby prohibited;’’ so as to 
read: 


And the manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors in said district is hereby 
prohibited, under the penalties which are provided in section 1955 of the Re- 
vised Statutes for the wrongful importation of distilled spirits, 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. HARRISON. Chapter 3 of title 23 of the Revised Statutes, to 
which reference is made in the section under consideration, reads as 
follows:, 

Sec. 1955, The President shall have power to restrict and regulate or to pro- 
hibit the importation and use of fire-arms, ammunition, and distilled spirits into 
and within the Territory of Alaska. 

This bill simply enlarges the powers which are conferred by section 
1955 so as to provide for the regulation or prohibition under the same 
terms as the manufacture and sale of distilled spirits within the Terri- 
tory. We thought that would accomplish practically all that we ought 
to undertake, and therefore placed the section in the condition in which 
it is found in the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Would it not be better to prohibit it altogether? 

Mr-HARRISON. Ifso, I suggest to the Senator from Kansas whether 
his amendment is not so framed that it takes from the President the 
discretion which he has here as to the importation? It would be vain 
to prohibit simply the manufacture within the Territory if the Prtsi- 
dent’s views as to importation should be in conflict with the law as to 
the manufacture and sale. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will modify my amendment by inserting the word 
‘importation ™ before ** manufacture; so as so read: 

And the importation, manufacture, and sale of intoxicating liquors in said 
district is hereby prohibited. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be so modified. 

Mr. PLUMB. Now, I wish to say a few words in regard to this 
matter. The population is an Indian population. Of the 35,000 peo- 
ple in that Territory, according to the census of 1880, all except four 
hundred and thirty were Indians. The President has no discretion as 
to the introduction of intoxicating liquors into any Indian country any- 
where. No matter how many white people may be there, the law ab- 
solutely prohibits the introduction of intoxicating liquors; and it seems 
to me that we can not do any less for this Indian population than we 
haye assumed to do for the other Indian populations of the United 
States. 

Mr. HARRISON. I desire to say that there is no question that the 
evils of the traffic in intoxicating liquors have been more conspicuous 
in Alaska than perhaps among any other Indian tribes. I believethose 
tribes have inherited by tradition or received from Russia the knowl- 
edge of a process by means of which they manufacture a very vile and 
intoxicating form of liquor, There have been several instances where 
the lives and property of residents at the mission stations were put in 
great peril by intoxication resulting from the use of those liquors. 
For one I shall vote for the amendment of the Senator from Kansas. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas to the amendment of the com- 
mittee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr: PLUMB. I think perhaps it would be better to insert, after the 
word **the,’’ in line 7, the words *' provisions and,"’ so as to carry the 
provisions and penalties of section 1955, I therefore move to insert 
those words, 50 as to read: 

Under the provisions and penalties which are provided in section 1955 of the 
Revised Statutes for the wrongful importation of distilled spirits. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 

The Secretary read the amendment. 

Mr. PLUMB, On the suggestion of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
EpmUNDS], I ask permission to withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 1 think the section is safer as it is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendmentiswithdrawn. The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment of the committee as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This concludes the amendments re- 
ported by the Committee on Territories to the bill. 

Mr. HARRISON. It has been suggested to me by some of those who 
are familiar with the administration of the mining laws, which it was 
the intention of the committee to extend to the Territory by the bill, 
that the provisions of the bill are inadequate npon that subject, as no 
surveyor-general for the Territory is provided. I have prepared an 
amendment which in my judgment meets that objection. I move to 
insert, after the word ‘‘aforesaid,"’ in line 17 of section 8, the following: 

The Secretary of the Interior shall appdint suitabie persons to make surveys 
of mining claims; and the commissioners provided for by this act shall dis- 


charge the duties now required by law of registers and receivers of public lands 
in relation to such claims. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Would it not be better to have them appointed 
by the President? It is a very extensive jurisdiction. 

Mr. HARRISON, The Senator from Vermont suggests to me that 
if these powers are conferred upon the commissioners, as proposed by 
the amendment, ‘they should be appointed by the President of the 
United States. The commissioners are to be land officers. The amend- 
ment constitutes them ex officio registers and receivers. Under section 
2334 of the Revised Statutes it is now provided that the surveyor-gen- 
eral of a Territory may appoint persons to make surveys, the fees for 
the surveys being paid by the parties for whom the service is rendered. 


My amendment provides that the Secretary of the Interior, there being 
no surveyor-general, may designate those surveyors, and then it consti- 
tutes the commissioners named under this act ex officio registers and 
receivers of the land office, so that they may discharge those functions 
after the surveys have been made, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. _ I wish the Senator would modify it and have them 
appointed under the direction of the Commissioners, so that there may 
not be two conflicting jurisdictions. 

Mr. HARRISON. ‘These are the identical commissioners the Sena- 
tor from Vermont will understand. I propose to make the four com- 
missioners ex officio registers and receivers of public moneys. The bill 
provides that those commissioners shall be appointed by the President. 
The surveyors are not commissioners; they are private surveyors, desig- 
nated and appointed by the Secretary of the Interior simply to make 
surveys, which are paid for by the persons for whom the service is ren- 
dered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think it is satisfactory on the whole 

Mr. HARRISON. I propose, therefore, the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. BOWEN. I wish to offer a substitute for the amendment of the 
Senator from Indiana, to cover the same ground, but in a different way. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thesubstitute proposed by the Sena- 
tor from Colorado [Mr. Bown] will be reported. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed before the first word in section 
8 to insert: 

The said district of Alaska is hereby created a land district, and a United 
States land office for said district ishereby located at Sitka, The commissioner 
provided for by this act to reside at Sitka shall be ex officio register of said land of- 
fice, and the clerk provided for by this act shall be ex officio receiver of public mon- 
eys, All orders for the survey of mining claimsshall be issued by the Secretary” 
of the Interior, whoshall likewise appoint one deputy mineral surveyor for said 
district, who shall hold his office until removed by said Secretary ; and all plats 
and fleld-notes of surveys of mining claims shall be transmitted to the Secretary 
of the Interior for approval, who shall, if he approve the same, certify to the 
fact in the same mauner as is done by bag Pah fg he pa in districts or Terri- 
tories having surveyors-general; and he shall likewise certify the amount ex- 
pended in money or labor on each claim the plats and fleld-notes of the survey 
of which he approves, and shall transmit three certified copies of such plats and 
field-notes, together with one certificate of labor and improvements, to the reg- 
ister of said land office, who shall flle and preserve. in his office one copy of such 

lat and one copy of such field-notes, and shall deliver in each case the remain- 

ng copies of such platsand ficld-notes to the claimant ofthe mining claim, who 
may proceed to apply for and obtain patent from the Government of the United 
States in the same munner and with like effect as if such survey had been or- 
dered and the plats and fleld-notes thereof had been approved, and the certifi- 
cate of labor and improvements made by a surveyor-general; and. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. BowEn] as a substitute 
for me amendment proposed by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HAR- 
RISON |. 

Mr. BOWEN. Mr. President, if I can get the attention of the Sen- 
ator from Indiana and of the members of the committee for a few mo- 
ments I think I can explain my amendment to the satisfaction of those 
Senators. 3 

Section 8of the bill proposes to extend the mining laws of the United 
States to the district of Alaska, which is created by this act. That is 
right, and I am very much in favor of it, because I know from infor- 
mation derived from seyeral Senators on this floor familiar with the sub- 
ject that Alaska comprises one of the best mining Territories belonging 
to the United States. It is a fact not generally known, but it isnever- 
theless true, that in Siberia, just beyond that country, the annual prod- 
uct of gold from the mines is between $24,000,000 and $26,000,000 
each year, and the methods of reducing their ores are very crude indeed. 

The mere act of extending the mining laws of the United States to 
the Territory of Alaska will be of no earthly importance unless we fur- 
nish the machinery by which those laws can be carried into execution. 
The first thing that it is necessary to do is to get a title toa mining claim, 
a thing very much to be desired, because as a rule in all new mining 
countries when a person discovers a good mine it results either in a law- 
suit orina small war, usually the latter. It is very desirable, therefore, 
that a person who finds a mining claim in a Territory over which the 
mining laws of the United States have been extended should be fur- 
nished the machinery with which to make good his title. 

The first thing to be done to procure a title to a mining cluim is to 
get an order of survey from the surveyor-general of the Territory. Not 
one single step can be taken toward procuring a title until that order 
is received from the surveyor-general. In this measure by which there 
is an attempt to make askeleton government, which is all rightenough, 
there has been no provision inserted fora suryeyor-general, Therefo: 
unless there is some one who can discharge his duties in the one regu 
which I have just presented, of course the claimant to a mining claim 
can not take the first step toward getting a patent for his property. 
After the order is issued by the surveyor-genera! it is transmitted to the 
deputy mineral surveyor, who makes the survey. After he has made the 


survey he makes out a copy of the plat and field-notes and forwards it 
tothesurveyor-general of the Territory. 
that can not be done. 

All of the details I shall not attempt to enumerate, having enumer- 
ated enough to show the Senate that it is necessary to have some pro- 


If there isnosurveyor-general, 
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vision in this regard, because when a man attempts to procure a title 
under the statutes he must be able to pursue that title, he must have 
some mode and manner pointed out very clearly by which he can pur- 
sue the statute, or he will have no title. 

My amendment proposes to let the Secretary of the Interior do the 
acts which a surveyor xeneral in that Territory might do if there were 
one. There isno provision for one, and I am not inclined to offer such 
an amendment, because the theory of the committee has been to make 

, thisa skeleton governme:it. If the Senate will adopt my substitute for 
the amendment of the Sunator from Indiana there will be one officer 
who can do all the acts which are done under the law and the regula- 
tions of the Department by the surveyor-general. 

The amendment of the Senator from Indiana, I submit, is not ade- 
quate to this emergr.icy. It simply provides for the appointment of a 
surveyor to survey. ‘There can be no survey until theclaimant can get 
an ordertosurvey. Nobody isprovidedin the amendmentof the gentle- 
man from Indiana to approve the platand field-notes. Unless the survey 
is ordered in a regular way, unlessthe plat and field-notes are approved 
by a surveyor-general or by some competent authority which does not 
exist now, unless we give this authority to the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, the party who ownsa mining claim cau not even apply fora patent, 
he cannot get an order to publish his notice to the world in a news- 


paper. 

Therefore, I say the amendment offered by the Senator from Indiana 
is wholly inadequate to meet the emergency of this case, and I believe 
upon consideration the committee will accept the amendment offered 
by me. I could explain the matter more fully, but I have mentioned 
just enough to show that there is no machinery furnished by this bill 
to sarin into effect the mining law and extend it to the Territory of 
Alaska. 

Mr. HARRISON. Iask that the amendment of the Senator from 
Colorado be read again for information. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. HARRISON. I noticed the remarks of the Senator from Col- 
orado as to the methods under the law of procuring title to a mining 
claim. I understand that the officers whose functions are called into 
exercise in getting such a title are, first, the surveyor-general of the 
Territory, who is called upon either to make, by himself or deputy, or 
by some surveyor appointed by him, a survey of the claim. The next 
officers, I suppose, are the receivers and registers of the land office, 
and the third, the confirming power upon their acts, is the Secretary 
of the Interior. 

In the amendment which I have proposed I have conferred upon the 
Secretary of the Interior the power that is given by section 2334 of the 
Revised Statutes to the surveyor-general to designate the persons upon 
applications to survey the claims. .That section provides just how it 
shall be done, just what notice shall be given, and how the fees shall 
be paid by the persons for whom the service is done. Under my amend- 
ment an application is made to the Secretary of the Interior; and he 
designates a surveyor to survey the claim; These commissioners are 
constituted registers and receivers of the land office, and may discharge 
all the functions that would be discharged by those officers if they were 
constituted as such and no other functions given tothem. The case 
comes then to the Secretary of the Interior precisely as it would do if 
there was a surveyor-general aud a register and receiver in the Terri- 


tory. 

When the general laws of the United States prescribe the methods 
for doing this thing I can notsee why all the machinery which the Sen- 
ator has incorporated in his amendment can be necessary. I do not 
like the phraseology of ‘land district’ as the amendment stands, and 
believing that the amendment which I have proposed meets all of the 
requirements under the mining law, I am not inclined to adopt or ac- 
cept or to favor the amendment offered by the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. BOWEN. I submit that the argument of the Senator from In- 
diana does not meet the points which I made in the remarks I sub- 
mitted. I ask for the reading of the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Indiana, 

The Cuter CLERK. Itis proposed to insert in section 8; line 17, after 
the word “aforesaid: i 

The Secretary of the Interior shall appoint suitable persons to make surveys 
of mining claims; and the commissioners provided for by this act shal] discharge 
the duties now required by law of registers and receivers of public lands in rela- 
tion to such claims. 

Mr. BOWEN. The amendment, it will be seen, provides that the 
Secretary of the Interior shall appoint the surveyor to make a survey 
of a miningclaim. My amendment makes the same provision, but the 
Senator does not providein his amendment for the procurement of the 
order by which the survey shall be made. His amendment, I submit, 
is wholly inadequate to meet the emergency of the case. You can not 
start the machinery unless some one is empowered to make the order, 
so that the amendment is utterly inadequate. 

The amendment also provides that the commissioners shall act as 
registers and receivers of the land office. I should like to know which 
commissioners. A commissioner living in Sitka and a commissioner 
living at Wrangel cannot hold a land office; they cannot run around 
with the papers in their hats. There must be a land office established, 
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and Alaska must be declared a land district. If you are going to ex- 
tend the mining laws to that Territory you must create a land district. 
If you do not intend to do that, then do not attempt to doit. The 
amendment of the Senator from Indiana is utterly inadequate to meet 
the emergencies of this case. You will have no land office, noBody to 
order the survey, and nobody toapprove the survey. The purportand 
extent of the amendment of the Senator from Indiana is simply to ap- 
point deputy mineral surveyors to make the surveys. How are they 
going to make the surveys? Who will order them to muke the sur- 
veys? Until such time as they get the orders, and the surveys are 
made, and the platsare furnished and approved, there can be no appli- 
cation under the mining laws for a patent. 

Mr. HARRISON, I suggest to the Senator from Colorado that if 
there is anything in his point that under my amendment the Secretary 
of the Interior would not have authority to order a survey, he can 
simply put those words in the amendment. After the power conferred 
by it on the Secretary of the Interior to appoint surveyors he can in- 
sert éhe words ‘‘and to order surveys of mineral claims.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Indiana so 
modify his amendment? 

Mr. HARRISON. Iam willing to make that modification to meet the 
views of the Senator from Colorado, Let the words ‘‘ and to order the 
survey of mineral claims” be inserted after the words ‘‘ mining claims" 
in my amendment. n 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Indiana will be so modified. 

Mr. HARRISON, The commissioners will have defined districts. 
It is made the duty of the judge to define the districts over which their 
jurisdiction extends. The sole objection, so far as I can see, is that 
the functions of receiver and register are committed to the same man. 
I know that that is anomalous, like everything else in the bill; we are 
trying to aveid too much machinery; but I can not but believe that jt 
will be just as efficient as all the machinery that is provided for in de- 
tail in the amendment of the Senator from Colorado, 

Mr. BOWEN. We have now one concession. The Senator proposes 
to amend his amendment by allowing the Secretary of the Interior to 
make the order for the surveys. Two of the points covered by my amend- 
ment have been conceded. Now, there is one more point: o shall 
approve the surveys? I should like very much to have the Senator 
explain how a land office can be run by a commissioner. How are you 
going to make the register of a land office a receiver of publie moneys? 
I can very readily see how the commissioner to be appointed under this 
act residing at Sitka could be ex officio register of the land office; I can 
readily understand how the clerk to be appointed under this act could 
be receiver of public moneys; but how are you going to let the com- 
missioners act as a land office? Alaska is 1,500 miles long and 2,000 
miles wide, and I do not see how you are going to do the business. 
These things can not be carried around in people’s hats. As perfect a 
record of all the proceedings from beginning to end will have to be 
kept in these cases as in any case you can imagine, from the simple 
fact that it is the case of a man attempting to get a title to a piece of 
land under a statute. Every lawyer knows that when you attempt to 
get a title under a statute, the provisions of the statute must be fol- 
lowed strictly and absolutely and literally; nothing is taken by impli- 
cation. 

I submit to the Senator from Indiana that my amendment covers the 
very suggestion that he has now proposed to put in his amendment, 
and that it covers the whole case. What objection can there be to 
naming the commissioner at Sitka to be ex oficio register of the land 
office? What objection can there be to designating the clerk to be ap- 
pointed under this act as the man to be the receiver of public moneys? 
Then you virtually have a United States land office at Sitka; you have 
no additional officers besides those provided by the bill as reported 
from the Committee on Territories, and you have all the machinery to 
carry out what is intended to be done under the mining laws. 

I say Without this amendment you will run against obstacles which 
you can not overcome, You will not get to the fourth stepin your at- 
tempt to get a title to these Jands until you find yourself in a place 
where you can proceed no further legally. I undertake tosay that you 
can not proceed to get a title under a statute unless you pursue the 
statute, and you can not pursue astatute which is vacant, so to speak, as 
to important and material details which go to the essence of the title 
itself. ‘ 

I think the amendment to the amendment ought to be adopted, 

Mr. PLUMB. It seems to me that the amendment of the Senater 
from Colorado does not go any too far, and that if we are to provide for 
the adjustment of rights on the mineral lands of Alaska we ought to 
have at least as much machinery and as much authority as is given in 


that amendment. If there is no way of making authentic surveys of 


the claims, of practically deciding between contesting claims for the 
same piece of property, there will be trouble there, and trouble liable 
to be of the most serious kind, whiçh will go far toward preventing the 
accomplishment of the object which we have in view in this bill Un- 
less there is security of title there can be no social order. There is no 
form of property about which such serious contests arise, and contests 
which are 80 liable to lead to bloodshed, as mining claims, e 
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After listening to the second reading of the amendment of the Sena- 


tor from Colorado, I think it is admirably designed to accomplish the 
object which the Senator from Indiana has in view, and which I think 
should be the object also of the Senate. 

Mr. HARRISON. I can not see why the detail that is provided for 
in the amendment of the Senator from Colorado in reference to the 
manner of securing title to a mining claim is necessary unless the 
present statutes of the United States are wholly inadequate on the sub- 
ject. When we have a surveyor-general practically (for those duties 
are confided by the bill to the Secretary of the Interior, and it author- 
izes him to do what that officer does), and when we have a register and 
receiver of the land office, have we not all the machinery provided now 
by law for settling mining claims? For one, I wish, in the simplest 
and safest way we can, to put in a provision here that will allow proper 
‘surveys and proper records and the securing of properand safe titles to 
mining claims in that Territory. If I did not believe that the amend- 
ment which I have proposed is ample to that end I would consent to 
something else; but it seems to me that it is. 

Mr. M of California. I wish to call the attention of the Sen- 
ator from Indiana to the fact that by his amendment he makes the Sec- 
retary of the Interior the surveyor-general of Alaska. The Secretary 
of the Interior is a long way from that ‘Territory; it will take a month 
to communicate with him. Suppose a man has found a mining lode. 
He makes application for an order for a survey under the mining law. 
According to the amendment of the Senator from Indiana, to comply 
with the land laws, and to get that order from the Secretary of the In- 
terior, the order will have to go back before it can be applied, and that 
would occupy not less than two months; and if the claimant should be 
unfortunate about reae! the first steamer it would take three months. 
In the mean time a great deal of confusion, jumping of claims, perhaps 
fighting, would take place, and the party who first discovered the lode 
might be deprived of his possession. 

A mining claim, if worth anything at all, is worth a great deal. 
‘There is no other kind of property in regard to the title of which there 
should be so much care taken in the law. We want to make it so that 
the title can be procured speedily and perfectly, and that there may be 
no loop-hole, no difficulty, no chance for litigation. The vice of our 
whole mining region is the litigation over mining claims. That leads 
to more trouble and confusion in the mining regions than ull else. 
Nearly all the personal conflicts and difficulties in new regions come 
from that source. 

I really think the amendment of the Senator from Colorado meets 
the case exactly, and I shall vote for it. 

Mr. HARRISON. In response to the suggestion of the Senator from 
California, I wish to make a suggestion to him. There is force in his 
statement that the Secretary of the Interior, who is to order the sur- 
veys, is very remote from the place where they are to be made. Would 
it not, then, meet all the requirementsif the amendmentshould be put 
in this shape : 

The marshals provided for by this act shall be ez officio surveyors-general of said 
district, and the commissioners provided for herein shall be ez officio registers 
and receivers of the land office within their several districts. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. If you establish a land office there 
must be land districts. 

Mr. HARRISON. The commissioners are located. They are not 


land districts, but their districts are to be designated by the judge, and | 


they are to be assigned by districts. 

Mr. HOAR. Each of them is to be a land officer? 

Mr. HARRISON. Yes, each one is to be a register and receiver. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Indiana pro- 
pose to modify his amendment? 

Mr. HARRISON. No, sir; I do not; I was simply making a sugges- 
tion. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. The land district must be defined by 
law in order to have a register and receiver. 

Mr. HARRISON. I say to the Senator from California that the dis- 
tricts of these commissioners are defined by law, or are at least to be 
defined under law, because the bill provides that the district judge 
shall define the districts of the commissioners. The amendment which 
is offered by the Senator from Colorado may be without objection; I 
am willing that the Senate shall vote upon it; but it seemed to me that 
the amendment which I moved was sufficient. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Bowen] in lien of that 

posed by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON ]. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. Mr. President, I suppose the object of giv- 
ing to Alaska a civil government is to promote order there; it is to pro- 
tect life and property. Itisa fact that if any disordershall arise thereit 
will be by reason ofa conflict over titles tomininggrounds. Nine-tenths 
of the white population of Alaska are miners, bold prospectors, who have 
gone to that distant country in search of lodes of the precious metals. 

I for one would have preferred that this bill should have followed the 
usual course, and have provided all the machinery which is provided 
for other Territories in the United States for the survey of mining titles, 
and have prescribed the methods and means of getting titles to mining 
grounds. That system has been longin vogue, and has proved not only 


the most efficient but the mosteconomical. I have noticed thatallleg- 
islation devolving the duties of one office upon another officer has proved 
not only expensive butinefficient, and has lacked celerity and precision, 


‘and done nothing but bring about confusion. 


Although Alaska was charged yesterday with being the poorest country 
on the face of the earth and its purchase by the United States as one of 
the worst bargains ever made, it must be remembered that Alaska has 
already paid into the Treasury of the United States about $4,000,000 
out of the $7,000,000 that it originally cost, and there are left to-day 
more fur-seal upon the Aleutian Islands than were there when the Ter- 
ritory was acquired by the United States. That source of revenue is 
not likely ever to be cut off if the United States shall wisely protect 
that industry and that enterprise as it has done heretofore. Why 
should there be any little cheese-paring business in setting up rules 
and regulations for governing a most important industry? 

I have a case in mind of a dispute that has arisen there within the 
last year. Nearly three years ago a company formed in San Francisco 
entered upon mining ground on Douglas Island, one hundred miles 
north of Sitka. They discovered a quartz ledge whose proportions I 
think have never been seen in the United States. If the precious metals 
shall continue in depth on that lode as rich as they appear on the sur- 
face, it will be the greatest gold mine that ever was discovered on the 
face of the earth. After having erected a quartz-mill upon that ground, 
conducted avater to it in iron pipes at great expense, and fitted out a 
ship to go,there, prospectors from British Columbia went over there and 
made the excuse that the pulverized material on top of the lode, the 
decomposed quartz that was found there, made a placer mine, and they 
immediately passed resolutions in a town meeting that placer mining 
was more sacred than quartz mining; they took possession of the prop- 
erty, and according tothe best of my information they have washed off 
about $180,000. f 

The first discoverers, the owners, those who had put a great deal of 
money in the enterprise, sat by, and there was no law to appeal to, no 
method of asserting or defending their rights except by violence and 
force. A short time after this invasion of their rights had taken place, 
a revenue-cutter steamed in and anchored close to the disputed posses- 
sion, but the captain of the revenue-cutter had no judicial functions, 
and he simply declared that he would maintain the statu quo. The 
statu quo was that those people were in possession, and nothing could 
be done; and I believe that is the condition ‘it is in to-day. that 
island, with a quartz lode measuring between five aud six hundred 
feet in width, a lode almost unprecedented in its extent and wealth 
and running from ten miles on the island, the ownership all along its 
line is subject to what are called “jumpers,” people who without a 
shadow of fitle or law have passed resolutions in a town meeting that 
the property is theirs. The property promises to be one of very great 
value; and on the mainland, two or three miles from the shore, per- 
haps five miles from the island where this lode occurs, there is another 
great lode halfa mile wide and some three or four miles long, upon 
which there are hundreds of locators. 

It seems to me that in order to give civil government to Alaska, in 
order to give protection to this main business ef that Territory—for 
there is no other being prosecuted there—the people should be pro- 
tected by all the safeguards, by all the laws, and by all the precision 
given to any other Territory of the United States. What is the ef- 
fect? If the land laws are not extended there and no man can ac- 
quire a title to land, and if you do not extend the machinery for per- 
fecting title to mining claims, and if those who go there to establish 
fisheries can not get title to enough land to build their canneries upon, 
what is there for anybody to stay there for and what is this law about? 
There is nothing. What are your judges for? What are they.to de- 
cide on? Nobody has any property; nobody owns a foot of land; no 
one has a title to anything; and yet we are here providing a magnifi- 
cent goverpment, with a governor, judges, commissioners, justices of 
the peace, &c., to decide about what? 

Sir, I only have to repeat that nine-tenths of the white men who are 
there are there for the business of mining, and they are very liable to 
find in Alaska the greatest mines ever discovered in the United States. 
In proportion to their richness will be the disputes about them. For 
my part, I would much rather see that Territory organized with a 
surveyor-general, with a register and receiver, and all the safeguards 
that have been thrown about the prospectors in all the Territories of 
the United States heretofore. 

If we can do no hetter I should prefer the amendment of the Senator 
from Colorado; but better than that, wiser than that, in my opinion, in 
order that the surveys there may conform to the surveys elsewhere in 
the United States, and in order to act in consonance with the dignity 
and wealth of this country, in making provision for that Territory we 
should not adopt a line of departure from the provisions made heretofore 
for all the other Territories of the United States. 

Mr. GARLAND. This feature of the bill that we are now on isa 
very important matter. The amendment offered by the Senator from 
Colorado is one that goes considerably into detail on this particular sub- 
ject of surveys, and it ought to be examined, I think, very carefully. 
It can not very well be examined in manuscript at this particular time, 
and I should like for this matter to go over in order that the amend- 
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ments may be printed. TheSupremeCourt has intimated several times 
in several very important cases in reference to surveys of mining lands 
generally very grave difficulties in dealing with that subject. In a 
quite recent case that came from California they made several sugges- 
tions which might very well be covered by any amendment that comes 
in now. Iask that this matter may g over and that the amendments 
may be printed so that we máy have them before the Senate to-morrow, 
and then I will move an executive session. There is some executive 
business, I understand, that it is necessary to transact. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I wish to offer an amendment that it may 
go over with the rest, to come in after the word “‘judge,”’ in line 31 of 
section 9, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be printed and 
lie on the table. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I desire to offer an amendment to the bill in order 
that it may be printed. 

Mr. GARLAND. I make the suggestion that all amendments so far 
as Senators have offered them be printed. 

Mr. BOWEN. If that is to be the order I have several amendments 
to offer to other sections of the bill, and if amendments are to be printed 
I will offer them in omnibus, 

Mr. SAULSBURY. My amendment is to b#added to section 5 of 
the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Delaware will be printed and lie on the table. 

Mr. BOWEN. I offer the amendments which I send to the Chair, to 


be printed. = 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments will lie on the table 
and be printed. 


Mr. CULLOM. Do I understand that the proposition is that this 
order shall close out any farther amendments? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By no means. 

Mr. HARRISON. I desire to offer an amendment that it may be 
printed. If the amendment of the Senator from Colorado should be 
adopted, I should want the amendment I now offer to come at the end 
of section 8. à 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Indiana will lie on the table and be printed. 

Mr. GARLAND. I now move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to. 


FITZ-JOHN PORTER. 


Mr. LOGAN. While the doors are being closed, as I believe author- 
ity was given this morning to make a minority report on the bill (S. 
158) for the relief of Fitz-John Porter, I ask now the privilege of sub- 
mitting the views of the minority upon that bill. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to receiving the re- 
port at thistime? The Chair hears none, and the views of the minority 
will be received and printed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. S 


TheSenate proceeded to theconsideration of executive business. After 
15 minutes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 
4 o'clock and 15 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, January 23, 1884. 


The House met at 120’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. JOHN 
8. LINDSAY, D. D. ‘ 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
RESOLUTION OF THANKS. 


Mr. LONG. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to offer for im- 
mediate consideration a joint resolution which I send to the desk. 
The SPEAKER, The joint resolution will be read, after which objec- 
tion will be asked for. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Joint resolution (H. Res. 120) giving the thanks of Congress to the men who 
rescued the survivors of the wrecked steamer City of Columbus. 


_ Resolved, &c., That the thanks of Congress are given to Capt. Eric Gabrielson, 
commanding the United States steamer Dexter, and the officers and men under 
his Peen $ and to the men who manned the life-boats from the shore, for their 
brave and humane conduct in saving the survivors of the wrecked steamer Cit 
of Columbus, in Vineyard Sound, off Gay Head, in ong ener on the L 
of January, 1854; especially to Lieut. Jobn U. Rhodes, who, at the imminent 
peril of his life, twice swam to the steamer through the heavy seas and floating 
wreckage and rescued the two men who were cl. to the rigging. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the joint resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 120) was read a second time, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and $ 

_ Mr. LONG moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint resolu- 

tion was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSENGER FOR COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS, 

Mr. ROSECRANS. Iask now unanimous consent to present a res- 
olution for reference. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, subject to objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the Committee Affairs be ed at 

A at ret eed carmen hn uot Kuan Stent A DORE 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the introduction of the reso- 
lution for reference? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was referred to the Committee on Accounts. 


JACOB BOGERT. 


Mr. VALENTINE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
3938) for the relief of Jacob Bogert; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


INVESTIGATION BY COMMITTEE ON ACCOUNTS. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, by the unanimous vote of the Com- 
mittee on Accounts I am instructed to submit the following report, and 
recommend the adoption of the accompanying resolution, and also to 
ask its present consideration by the House. 

The SPEAKER. The reportand resolution will be read, after which 
the Chair will ask for objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Accounts, to which was referred the joint resolution of the 
House (H. Res. —) giving one month's pay to certain employés of the House of 
Representatives, with instructions to inquire and report to the House whether 
there were persons turned out of their positions at the close of the last session 
of Con; and others put in their places who have performed no service, are 
of opinion that it is desirable that the House should be in possession of all the 
facts and circumstances connected with such removals or resignations, and to 
wane rt the following resolution and recommend its adoption : 


ved, the Committee on Accounts or any su ee thereof be 
and are authorized and empowered to send for persons and papers, and that 
the chairman of said committee or of any subcommittee th be empowered 


minister oaths to an n or ms wh l appear = 

arran ji its subcommittee to testify bay saniae tate y intas nt gg aka 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this resolution ? 

Mr. CALKINS. Let me ask if this requires an appropriation or 
provides for it? p 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not, although the Chair did not 
observe closely the reading of the report. 

Mr. CALKINS. {ask that it be reported again. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. REED. Does not this necessarily involve an expenditure ? 

TheSPEAKER. Thatis nota parliamentary question. Itisaques- 
tion that each member must determine for himself. 

Mr. REED. Does it not involve an expenditure within the purview 
of the rule? 

The SPEAKER. Unanimous consent is asked for its immediate con- 
sideration. Is there objection to its present consideration ? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. i 

Mr. DOCKERY moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. s 

The latter motion was agreed to, 


IMMEDIATE APPROPRIATIONS FOR CERTAIN INDIANS. 


Mr. ELLIS. Mr. Speaker, under instructions from the Committee 
on Appropriations Iam directed to report the following joint resolution 
and ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

The joint resolution was read by its title a first and second time. 

TheSPEAKER. The resolution will be read at length, after which. 
the Chair will ask for objections to its present consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution (H. Res, 121) appropriating $50,000 for the su: of certain des- 
tate Indians eee. 


Resolved, &c., That the sum of $50,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated 
out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the same to be 
immediately available, to be applied to the support and maintenance of the In- 
dians at Crow agency, at Fort Belknap, Fort Peck, and Blackfeet agencies, in 
Montana Territory. 

Mr. ELLIS. I ask unanimous consent that this resolution may now 
be considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Louisiana asks unanimous: 
consent that the report. just made may be considered in the House as: 
in Committee of the Whole at the present time. Is there objection? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I hope there will be some explanation of 
the resolution. 

Mr. ELLIS. I propose to give an explanation. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this report by the House as in Committee of the Whole? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ELLIS. A deficiency, Mr. Speaker, is reported to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations by the Secretary of the Interior; and by his re- 
port, as also by the report of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, based 
upon the reports ef the Indian agents at these various places, and also 
of the Indian inspectors, it appears that these Indians are in a most de- 


1884. CONGRESSIONAL 


plorable and destitute condition, being absolutely in a state of starva- 
tion. . : 

On the 16th day of November, for instance, the appropriation for their 
support had run so low that their rations were as follows: They were 
receiving at that date per week about one and a balf pounds of beef 
and 2.42 pounds of flour, or one-fifth of a pound of beef and one-third 
of a pound of flour per day. The result was that the weak ones, the 
little ones, and the sick ones were actually dying of starvation and 
destitution. 

For the first time in their history the buffalo have disappeared from 
the hunting grounds. There is no longer any of the game, upon which 
these Indians formerly subsisted, on their hunting-grounds. Their 
crops, owing to the drought and the frost, and owing to their being 
placed in a country and on soil that absolutely needs irrigation for pur- 
poses of agriculture, have utterly failed, and the result is their utter 
destitution. 

There are 15,000 of these Indians at the four reservations named in the 
resolution. And we may soon expect to hear, if we do not act promptly, 
that these people have gone upon the war-path; and then, in addition 
to the reflection that we have not discharged our duty, we will have 
the comforting fact of an Indian war on our hands and the large ex- 

of an Indian war as the penalty of our parsimony and niggard- 
liness in this matter. If gentlemen desire further information, I am 
prepared to give it. : 

Mr. REAGAN. I would be glad if the gentleman from Louisiana 
would tell us what the amount appropriated last year was and how 
this deficiency comes at so early a period. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Is this appropriation asked for by the De- 


partment ? 

Mr. ELLIS. It is asked for by the Interior Department. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Ohio. I sincerely hope, asan act of humanity, 
this resolution will be passed. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the gentleman from 
Louisiana {Mr. ELLIS] has not yielded the floor. 

Mr. ELLIS. In reply to the gentleman from Texas, I will state 
that in 1880, when there was plenty of game on the hunting-grounds 
of these people, we gave them 800,000 pounds of beef. In 1881, when 
there was also game, we gave them 632,000 pounds. In 1883 we gave 
them some 400,000 pounds. But this year, when there is no game at 
all and when the crops have entirely failed, we have given them but 
about 300,000 pounds of beef. The appropriation for the current year 
is within $5,000 of the appropriation for last year. But for some cause 
which is not explained, either the high price of beef, the scarcity of 
provisions, or something of that kind, the amount has not been found 
to be sufficient. 

Mr. REAGAN. It appears from the statement of the gentleman 
from Louisiana [Mr. ELLIS] that the appropriation for the present year 
is within $5,000 of the appropriation for last year, and the deficiency 
occurs, it seems, when only half the year has expired., There is some- 
thing in the statement made, it appears to me, which might very well 
arrest the attention of the House in connection with this Indian policy. 
Here we speak of issuing rations of meat and bread regularly to anum- 
ber of Indians—will the gentleman from Louisiana state how many ? 

Mr. ELLIS. Fifteen thousand. 

Mr. REAGAN. We have here the statement that regular rations of 
bread and meat are issued, besides, of course, blankets, clothing, appro- 
priations for schools, for agricultural implements, workshops, tools, &c. 
Now, sir, it has all the time seemed to me that there ought to be some 
limitation placed upon the appropriations of Congress for this purpose. 

I would not have any one think that I was influenced by any want 
of humanity or by any want of a sense of justice. But, sir, whyis it? 
Here are about 15,000 Indians. Altogether there are some 300,000 In- 
dians in the country, and we are supporting the most of them outof the 
public Treasury and by the labor of men as poor as they are. Why is 
it? Yon can pick out 300,000 white people as poor as these Indians are, 
white people who need help as much as these Indians, who are as little 
able to work for a living as these Indians are. But we appropriate no 
six or seven or eight millions of dollars for their relief. Why is it? 

I heard a very distinguished gentleman, who occupied a position in 
the other end of the Capitol, say once that our policy of teaching the In- 


dians to read and write as a means of civilization was all wrong; “‘for,”’ | 


said he, ‘‘ when you teach the Indian to read and write you unfit him to 
be either an Indian ora white man. If you will commence at the basis 
of all civilization, and teach him patient labor and industry, teach him 
to support himself as other people have to support themselves, then you 
may add to that profitably instruction in learning at the schools. But, 
sir, to take up the wild savages, teach them eternal idleness, teach them 
to continue to despise labor by which all men are instructed that they 
shall earn their living, it seems to me that is a policy which is all wrong,” 

I think that the committee having charge of Indian affairs ought to 
show to this House why itis that we are called upon from year to year to 
spend from six to eight millions of dollars in carrying out the policy of 
feeding lazy vagabond Indians who ought to be made to go to work for 
their own support. Why should wedo that? Who has a right to call 
upon me or u my neighbors and constituents to contribute from the 
fruit of our labors to feed a parcel of idle, lazy vagabonds who will not 
work i 
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Now, if the Government will adopt a policy which will teach these 
Indians to work for a living I shall have no objection. But when it 
teaches them that they should live off of the fruits of the labor of other 
people while themselves in idleness, that is wrong to the people of the 
United States and to the Indians themselves. 

It was said by a distinguished citizen of New York that as a matter 
of economy the Government could afford to board these Indians at the 
Fifth Avenue Hotel at $5 a day each, and the bill would not be near 
as great as the expense now of supporting these Indians in idleness and 
maintaining a horde of thieving Indian agents. It is time, I think, 
that some reform should take place in this matter. 

I call attention to what appears here, that at the expiration of one- 
half of the fiscal year there comes in here a deficiency of $50,000 for the 
support of 15,000 of these Indians. There will have to be a very strong 
case made out before I will consent to vote for this appropriation. 

Mr. ELLIS. I now yield five minutes to my colleague on the com- 
mittee, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr KEIFER]. 

Mr. KEIFER. In the confusion prevailing here I was not able to 
hear all that was said by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] in 
opposition to this appropriation. But as nearly as I could understand 
him he is opposed to making this appropriation in midwinter because 
he would first begin the work of reform in the matter of training and 
taking care of these Indians. 

I wish things were different in regard to these Indian tribes, but in 
the centuries that we have been acquainted with them we have failed 
to bring about that desirable state of affairs which the gentleman from 
Texas now thinks should be brought about before we appropriate any 
money for these starving Indians whom we have undertaken to provide 
for by furnishing them suitable supplies. 

The United States has entered upon a well-defined policy, whether 
wise or not need not be discussed in the consideration of this appropria- 
tion. The fact is made clearly to appear to the Indian Department and 
to the Government that for want of the supplies which were solemnly 
promised to them by sacred treaty stipulations these Indians are now 
actually starving to death, that they are carrying their little children 
from their huts, if youcan call them such, and laying them away inout- 
honses actually to die, while we are hesitating here whether or not we 
shall carry out the sacred obligations of the Government of the United 
States towards them. I do not think we will stop to enter upon a dis- 
cussion of any great length in reference to a new policy before we at 
least try to do our duty toward these people. 

I want to state one thing to the House, that members may under- 
stand how -we have acted toward these Indians, A few weeks ago, 
when upon the Crow Indian reservation, I was told that the United 
States Government obtained from the Indians the right to sell to the 
Northern Pacific Railroad the right of way through and a certain por- 
tion of the lands of the Indian reservation. The United States, having 
obtained this right, sold it to the Northern Pacific Railroad, with the 
understanding that the money obtained therefor was to go to the Crow 
Indians. The Government obtained $25,000 of the Northern Pacific 
Railroad Company for that right, and then quietly and neatly put the 
money into the Treasury, and up to the present hour has never made a 
single motion toward paying it over to these Crow Indians who are 
starving out there to-day. And we are considering here now whether 
or not we will send them money or supplies to support them. That is 
the way we act toward these Indians. We persuaded those on this 
reservation to give the United States authority to sell a portion of their 
reservation and a right of way through it to a railroad company, and 
when we have made that sale we take the money and keep it, and have 
it yet. 

I think a very proper reply was made on the part of the chiefs of the 
Indians on this Crow reservation when distinguished Senators of the 
United States went out there last summer to treat with them concern- 
ing ceding a portion of their reservation. The chiefs folded their arms 
and said that they would consult with no person upon the subject of 
selling any portion of their reservation until they obtained from the 
United States the money for the portion which they had consented al- 
ready should be sold and had been sold. They took that position, and 
I hope they will always stand on it, until the Government of the United 
States through Congress shall deal justly and fairly with these people. 

I wish things were as the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] says 
they ought to be, but they are not. Because these people are feeble, 
because they are far away from us, because they are powerless even 
when they go to war, we at least ought to be careful in our dealings 
with them to keep faith with them and to carry out our treaty stip- 
ulations honestly and faithfully. I hope there will be no vote given 
against this appropriation. * 

Mr. ELLIS. I now yield to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. ROBIN- 
son] for five minutes. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Ohio. I sincerely trust this appropriation will 
be made, and that there will be not a single dissenting vote against it. 
It was my fortune last summer to d some time on this reservation. 
I was there when that disastrous t came which destroyed all the 
vegetation in that section of country. It is absolutely true, Mr. 
Speaker, that those people to-day are destitute. There is no game left 
upon the reservation. The annuities to those tribes amount to $14 per 
head, A thousand head of cattle purchased in Iowa by the agent for 
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the Crow Indians last year are now absolutely starving upon that reser- | the resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
vation. Itis an act of justice that this Congress should make this ap- | sider be laid on the table. 


\propriation, and make it at once. The same kind of suffering exists 
among all those tribes in that northern latitude, owing to the severity 
of the winter and the short crops of last seasen. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Will the gentleman state what Indians these 
are, and where they are situated ? 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Ohio. They are the Crow Indians, situated in 
Montana. 

A MEMBER. And the Blackfeet Indians. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Ohio. And the Blackfeet Indians, and I pre- 
‘sume the Ute Indians, 

The joint resolution was ordered to be Coie for a third reading; 
-and was accordingly read a third time. 

. The question being taken on the passage of the joint resolution, there 
-were—ayes 128, noes 28. 

So the joint resolution was passed. 

Mr. ELLIS moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint resolu- 
tion was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
-on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


_ IMPROVEMENTS ON HOT SPRINGS RESERVATION, ARKANSAS. 


Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I ask unanimous consent to introduce 
for immediate consideration the resolution which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Whereas Congress at its last session appropriated the sum of $78,035.96, to be 
ded Sadas the: the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, for the 
‘htening, walling up with stone, and otherwise improving Hot 
“Creek along its course agh the Hot reservation, in the State of Ar- 
kansas, the said amount so appropriated g arisen from zonis collected on 
property situated upon said nand sk of lands ; and 
reas said work was commenced and prosecuted until the Toth day of the 
t month, when the pra became exhausted, leaving one-half of 
work unfinished, and that already constructed, Serb with all the plant 
-and appliances, in a condition to be greatly injured; an 
Whereas it should be completed as pods as oobi, and can not be prose- 
-cuted during the summer months without endangering the health of those em- 
ployed in its construction and that of visitors to and citizens of the town of Hot 
Spena: Therefore, 
ot 


the result of euch elhet e Hees by eal ill or oth: 
wise at as early a day as practicabl 

The SPEAKER. Is there ques to the present consideration of 
this resolution ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not rise tomake objection, but to suggest that, 
as a question has been raised whether the money already appropriated 
for this purpose has been wisely expended and doubts have been thrown 
on the integrity of some of the expenditures, it seems to me this inquiry 
should be made broad enough to ascertain whether there has been any 
improper expenditure of the money already appropriated. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. That is one of the objects of the resolu- 
tion—that the Committee on ditures in the Interior Department 
may investigate that matter and furnish to the Appropriations Commit- 
tee such data and statistics as will enable them to act intelligently when 
they come to act on this subject. If it be thought desirable to add an 
amendment of that kind to the resolution, I have no sort of objection, 
though I think the resolution in its present form embraces that subject- 
matter. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If it does I have no objection to the resolution; but 
I think it does not. 

Mr. CASSIDY. Will the gentleman from Arkansas allow a question ? 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. CASSIDY. Does this resolution call for information as to why 
there was a change in the plan of this improvement? 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. Ona former day of the present session 
I introduced a resolution calling for that specific information. That 
resolution was adopted, and will be answered to-day, as I understand, 
by furnishing the original contracts and all the modifications, with any 
suggestions upon the subject that the Secretary of the Interior may de- 
sire to make to the House. 

That communication will be referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. This resolution covers the whole of the remaining ground. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I propose that the resolution be amended by in- 
serting—— 

The SPEAKER. The first question is whether there is unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the resolution. The Chair 
hears no objection, and the resolution is before the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to have the resolution amended by insert- 
ing near the close of it, after the words ‘take effect,” the words 
s£ PT part of the moneys appropriated have been improperly 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. Ihave no objection to accepting that 
amendment as a modification of the resolution. 

The resolution, as amended, was adopted. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas, moved to reconsider the vote by which 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
ALLOWANCE TO UNION SOLDIERS AND SAILORS. 


Mr. WELLER. I desire to present at this time the resolution and 
petition which I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. This seems to be a resolution adopted by some 
post; it is not a subject of legislation. 

Mr. WELLER. Mydesire, Mr. Speaker, is simply to have this res- 
olution reported and put upon the record, in accordance with the re- 
quest of soldiers of the late war. They desire to have this done in 
a interest. Papers of this character are coming to me by the hun- 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman did not state at first what he de- 
sired. As the Chair now understands, he asks unanimous consent to 
present these resolutions, that they may be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Yon do not want the names printed. 

Mr. WELLER. No, sir. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolution, as follows: 

Preamble and rpente: Departm 
Grand Army of i saouta et 2 ai Sikes pie pr lawn te carved dure the 
late war for the suppression of the rebellion and were honorably discharged 
shall receive $8 a mouth in lieu of any less allowance, 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Resolutions of this character are coming 
in, I suppose, to every member of the House; and if they were all 
printed in the RECORD we should have a voluminous RECORD. It 
seems to me that the proper place for them is the petition-box. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. WELLER. I hope the gentleman will withdraw his objection. 
The soldiers of the country desire to be heard. There is this way they 
can be heard by having these resolutions printed in the RECORD, It 
is a poor boon that they ask. I hope the gentleman will withdraw his 
objection and not slap the soldiers in the face. 

Mr. W. of Ohio. Thatisall buncombe. [Laughter.] There 
are hundreds of these resolutions. I have a great many myself, as I 
presume they are sent to all the other members of the House, and if it 
were desired to printa single resolution Ishould not object, but to print 
in the RECORD all such resolutions as they come in would unnecessarily 
lumber it up, and would do no 

Mr. WELLER. I only ask that this resolution be printed in the 
RECORD. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. They will all reach the proper committee 
in the ordinary way. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, and the resolution is not before 
the House, and further debate is not in order. 


GOVERNMENT FOR ALASKA. 


Mr. KELLEY, I ask unanimous consent to present the memorial 
of the Presbyterian General Assembly of the United States asking for 
a government for Alaska and to provide for schools, and that it be 
printed in the ROCORD. 

Mr. RANDALL. Without knowing what this is it had better be 
objected to. 

Mr. KELLEY. I ask that the title be read. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not wish to object, but all these things should 
take the regular course. 


KANSAS RAILROAD GRANT. 


Mr. ANDERSON, by unanimous consent, submitted the following 
preamble and resolution; which were referred to the Committee on the 
ae Lands: 


act of Congress approved March 3, 1863, there was granted to 
my State veep lh Aender for the purpose of aiding in the construction— 

First. Ofa railroad and telegraph from the city of -Leavenworth, by the way 
of the town of Lawrence, and via the Ohio City crossing of the Osage River, to 
the southern line of the State in the direction of Galveston Bay, in Te: with 
a branch from Lawrence, by the valley of the Wakarusa River, to the point on 
eae Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fé Railroad where said road in terescts the 


Bacto Of a railroad from the city of Atchison, via Topeka, the capital of said 
FEN. to the western line of the State, in the direction o! Fort Union aianei Santa 
Mex., with a branch from the point where this ed road 
Neosho, 'down said Neosho Valley to the point where the rade eee fastened 
at enters the said Neosho Valley, every alternate section of land designated 
odd numbers for ten sections in width on each side of said roads and each of 
its branches ; and 
Bek Sacer it was provided by said act as follows: “ That if any part of said roads 
d branches is not completed within ten years from the of this act, no 
further sale shall be made, and the lands unsold shall revert to the United States; ” 


Whereas it is alleged that bac whole ofsaid roads and branches were not com- 
pleted within ten years from the ocr Ye of said act, to wit, that the road from 
the city of Leavenworth to the town of wrence, the branch from Lawrence, by 
ev 
Atchison, polat w and Santa Fé road crosses the Neosho, down said Neosho Val- 
where the Leavenworth, Brey (ea cg and Galveston road enters 
m col 
that the the Secretary of the Interior, on or about October 
1883, merr ine to the State of Kansas a list of about 189,384 aara for the benefit o 
the said Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fé Railroad Company: Therefore, 
Resolved, That the of the Interior be, and a heatiy: uested to im- 
mediately inform the House of Representatives whether or not the roads and 
branches above mentioned were onary within ten years from the passage of 
said act; and if not so completed by what au! or under what law the list 
of lands above specified was certified to said State as aforesaid, 
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PUBLIC BUILDING, HELENA, ARK. 

Mr. DUNN, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 3939) 
for the erection of a public building at Helena, Ark.; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, on Monday I was 
prevented by an accident on the railroad from being present in time to 
vote on the resolution of pA aig pen from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] 
in reference to the public I telegraphed to my colleague [Mr. 
SNYDER] to procure me a pair, but he found it impossible to do so. I 
wish to state now that if I had been present, I would have voted in 
favor of that resolution. 

HEAD OF NAVIGATION, MINNESOTA RIVER. 

Mr. WAKEFIELD, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint reso- 
lution (H. Res. 122) fixing the head of navigation of the Minnesota 
River, in the State of Minnesota; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

CAMPAIGNS OF MAJOR-GPNERAL BUELL. 

Mr. CLAY, by unanimous consent, submitted the following resolu- 

tion; which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, That 1,000 copies of the proceedings and finding of the commission 
appointed to investigate the campaigns of Maj. Don os Buell in 1862 be 
printed for the use of the members of this House. 


> MARY M. BLECKEN. 

Mr. WASHBURN, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
3940) for the relief of Mary M. Blecken; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

REFUNDING OF DUTIES. ; 

Mr. WASHBURN, by unanimous consent, also introduced a bill (H. 
R. 3941) authorizing the ekani Ao duties paid on six statues from 
Munich, Bavaria, by St. John’s University, of Collegeville, Minn. ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. SARAH E. B. SMITH. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. 3942) for the relief of Sarah E. B. Smith; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE MAXWELL. 

Mr. PERKINS (by request), by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. 3943) for the relief of George Maxwell; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

ADAM STUBER. 

Mr. PERKINS, by unanimous consent, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
3944) granting a pension to Adam Stuber; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A. L, DICKERMAN AND OTHERS. 

Mr. PERKINS, by unanimous consent, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
3945) for the relief of A. L. Dickerman and others; which was read a 
` first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. A 

REPRINTING REPORT OF CHIEF SIGNAL OFFICER. 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the 
Committee on Printing to report back a joint resolution and ask unani- 
mous consent for its present consideration. 

TheSPEAKER. The report will be read; after which the Chair will 
ask for objections. 

The Clerk read as follows: & 


The Committee on Printing, to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. 
Res. —) authorizing the printing and binding of additional copies of the report 
of the Chief Signal Officer, submit the following report: " 

That the estimated cost of printing the 5,000 additional copies of the report in 
question is $8,825. The joint resolution received the indorsement of the Com- 
mittee on Printing in the Forty-seventh sip: Pye but was reported too late for 
action by the House of Representatives. e recommend the passage of the 
accompanying joint resolution, 


The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 123) authorizing His pending and binding of addi- 
tional copies of the report of the Chief Signal Officer. 

The joint resolution was read by its title a first and second time. 

It is as follows: 

Resolved, &c., That the Public Printer be, and he is hereby, authorized to print 
and bind, for the use of the Signal Office, 5,000 additional copies of the annual 
report of the Chief Signal Officer for the year 1882; and the Public Printer is 
hereby authorized to contract for the illustrations the person now furnish- 
ing the illustrations for the Congressional edition. 

Mr. RANDALL. , Is that privileged? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unanimous 


consent to make the report for present consideration. Is there objec- 
tion to the present consideration of the report? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. REED. I would like to have some explanation of this matter. 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York. The report gives the explanation, and 
I ask the Clerk to read the executive document which accompanies. 
the report. g 

The Clerk read as follows: 
To the Senate and House of ives: 

I transmit herewith, for the consideration of Congress, a copy of a communica- 


tion from the Secretary of War, dated the 8th instant, in: one from Capt. 8. 
M. Poe tenet ery, indorsed by the Chief Signal Officer of the Army, recom- 
m 


authorize the printing and bin „for the use of the 
cans rena Sae ai e aana or martha ae Si robo 

fiscal year ani osing a of a joint resolution for the 
z: = CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 


EXECUTIVE Mansion, December 13,1883. z 
WAR DEPARTMENT, 


Washington, December 8,1883. 
Sır: I have the honor to transmit herewith, with uest for their transmis- 
sion to Co a letter of the 26th ultimo from Capt. S, M. Mills, Fifth Artillery, 
bearing an rsement of approval by the Chief Signal Officer of the Army, 
recommending that Congress authorize the printing and binding, for the use 
the Signal ce, of 5,000 copies of the annual report of the Chief Signal Officer 


for the fiscal year ended June 80, 1882, together with a draught of a joint resolu- 
tion for that purpose. 
I am, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servan: 


RO; T T. LINCOLN, 


Secretary of War. 
The PRESIDENT. 
Wak DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE CHIEF SIGNAL OFFICER. 
Washington, November 26, 1883. 


ease find duplicate copies of draught of resolution, that 
the Printing Committee of the House of Representatives and of the Senate may 
each be supplied with a copy, to enable simultaneous action to be taken by both. 
A request was made*December 22, 1882, for 10,000 copies of this report, and a. 
joint resolution was introduced in the House of tatives February 19, 
1883, referred to the Commitice on Printing, and died in committee; hence the - 
E for nawng request, which, however, is for one-half the number - 


o y askı 
V ur obedient servant, 
ery respectfully, yo aa 
United States Artillery, 
a 


z Property nd Disbursing Officer, 
: Signal Service, U. 8, A., Acting Signal Oficer. 
The CHIEF SIGNAL OFFICER, UNITED seg ed ARMY, 


ington, D. C. 
[Indorsement.] 
SIGNAL OFFICE 


Washington, D. C., November 30, 1883. 
Respectfully forwarded to the honorable the Secretary of War, a ved, 


EB 
: Brig. and But. Maj. Gen., Chief Signat Oficer, U. S. A: 

Mr. REED. That does not giveany reasons why this should be done, 
nor does it give any explanation as to the reasons which prompted the - 
committee. It simply shows that some gentleman wants it to be done. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I hope that some reason will be given by the gen- 
tleman from New York for this matter. We last year ah iyi 
constantly for this and similar purposes, and in consultation with those 
persons who are acquainted with the facts it was ascertained that there - 
was an amount of this fragmentary prinitng done during that Congress 
in excess of what was ever done before. I hope we will not enter upon 
that course during this Congress, 

Mr. REED. I hope the gentleman from New York will at least give - 
us an explanation of it. 

Mr. McoMILLIN. I, like the gentleman from Maine, would wish to 
be informed as to the necessity for this printing. The report is by no- 
means clear. 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York. I only know, Mr. Speaker, that this - 
request was submitted to the Committee on Printing by the War De- 
partment, and thatthe committee, having considered the matter, deemed 
that it was proper to grant the request, and have authorized me to make 
the report. As has been stated, this was reported favorably in the - 
Forty-seventh Congress, at the heels of the session, but no action was 
taken upon it. It is reported here again for the action of the House. 
This. printing is done for the use of the Chief Signal Officer, as he has - 
expressed a wish to have it done, for distribution. 

Mr. REED. I should think it would be wise for the gentleman from . 
New York to withdraw the report until he is in a condition to furnish 
the House the information required. This expenditure may be entirely 
proper and a suitable thing to do, but I would like to have the infor- 
mation which I have asked upon the subject. 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York. The Committee on Printing, in their - 
consideration of such matters, have adopted the rule not to report to. 
the House favorably upon any matter without first ascertaining the 
cost. They report that this will cost a little over $8,000. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let me suggest to the gentleman ing this 
measure that it would be better perhaps to permit it to remain in its . 
present condition, or let it go over-—— 

Mr. RANDALL. Let it go to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Yes, I think that would be proper, because if the - 
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libraries have been already furnished I hardly see any necessity for 
printing a new edition of a work now almost two years old. 

Mr. RANDALL, I make that suggestion to the gentleman from 
New York. . 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York. What is it? 

Mr. RANDALL. Let it go to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York. Individually I have no objection to 
that. Ihavethus far, however, only obeyed instructions from the com- 
mittee. : 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to referring the report and joint 
resolution to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union? 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


TRADE BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES AND MEXICO. 


Mr. HEWITT, of New York, by unanimous consent, introduced the 
following resolution of inquiry; which was read, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce: 

Resolved, That the of the Treasury be ested to transmit to thi 
House such O rok may be ails Gy communicate, atan bie ee in 


regard to the trade between the United States and Mexico and to the traffic 
over railroads connecting the two countries, 


INDIAN-DEPREDATION CLAIMS, 


Mr. GEORGE. I rise to make a privileged report from the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. I am directed to report back, with the recom- 
mendation that it be adopted, the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows : 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, requested to 
furnish this House with a list of all claims allowed in his Department for depre- 
dations committed by tribes of Indians who now have annuities or treaty or 
other funds due to them from the United States, with a statement of the names 
and addresses of the claimants and the amounts allowed. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of theresolution. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I wish to inquire if there is a report 
accompanying the resolution. I understand the rule requires a writ- 
ten report on all measures reported by committees. 

The SPEAKER. The rule so requires. The Chairis informed the 
report is here. Does the gentleman from Indiana desire to have it 


read? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. No, sir; I only wished to know if 
there was a report. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The resolution was not distinctly heard. 
that if may be reported again. 

The resolution was again read. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. GEORGE moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

SAMSON GOLIAH. 

Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R, 3946) for the relief of Samson Goliah; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 


I desire 


JOSEPH RAIBLE. 


Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana, also, by unanimous consent, introduced.a 
bill (H. R. 3947) granting a pension to Joseph Raible; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed, 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

‘Mr. WARNER, of Tennessee. I desire to introduce a bill for refer- 
ence. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I do not wish to object to the introduction 
of bills, but we have a day set apart for that purpose, and I must de- 
mand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded, which is the call 
of committees for reports. Before the call is proceeded with the Chair 
asks consent to submit certain executive communications. 

There was no objection. 


EXPENDITURES FOR RIVERS AND HARBORS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States; which was read, referred tothe Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Hurbors, and ordered to be printed: 

To the House of Representatives : 


I transmit herewith, in response to the resolution of the House dated Janua: 

11, 1883, a letter, dated the 21st instant, from the Secretary of War, wi 
a report submitted to him by the Chief of Engineers embodying the information 
so far as the same can be furnished from the records of his ofice, and a statement 
respecting the expenditures for rivers and 


pare in the Treas Depam 
far rs, called for by tha wad beer ae e ping 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 22, 1884. 
IMPROVEMENT OF HOT SPRINGS CREEK. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Interior, transmitting a copy of the original contract and other pa- 
pers touching the work of improving the Hot Springs Creek, in the town 


ee SS Se ets 


of Hot Springs, Ark.; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 
CLAIMS UNDER ACT OF JULY 4, 164. ‘ 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting one hundred and seventy-one claims 
arising under the act of July 4, 1864; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a statement showing expenses 
incurred on account of coast and geodetic survey for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1883; which was referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, and ordered to be printed. 


E. J. PHILLIPS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Post- 
master-General, transmitting papers filed in the claim of E. J. Phillips, 
postmaster at Oberlin, Ohio; which was referred to the Committee on 


POST-OFFICE, WASHINGTON, D. 0. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Post- 
master-General, transmitting a communication from the of 
Washington, D. C., suggesting a new building for the post-office for 
Washington, D. C.; which was referred to the Committee on Publie 
Buildings and Grounds. 


CIVIL EMPLOYES IN THE NAVY DEPARTMENT. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Navy, transmitting a report of the civil employés of the Navy 
Department during the calendar year 1883; which was referred to the 
Committee on Expenditures in the Navy Department. 

HARBOR OF REFUGE, JERRY’S POINT, NEW HAMPSHIRE. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting reports relating to the improvement of the shoal 
in the channel of the harbor of refuge, near Jerry’s Point, New Hamp- 
shire, in answer to a resolution of the House of Representatives; which 
was referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, the leave of absence granted to Mr. BLACK- 
BURN was extended indefinitely. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] 
to withdraw the demand for the regular order to allow a report to be 
made from the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I withhold the demand for the regular 
order for that purpose. 

DEFICIENCY, REBATE ON TOBACCO TAX, ETC. 

Mr. BURNES, from the Committee on Appropriations, reportedea bill 
(H. R. 3948) making appropriations to supply deficiencies on account 
of appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, in regard to 
rebate of tax on tobacco, and to provide for the expenses of the meeting 
of the Legislature of the Territory of New Mexico, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JUDICIAL DISTRICTS OF MISSOURI. 

Mr. BROADHEAD, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported, 
as a substitute for House bills 877 and 2359, a bill (H. R. 3949) to 
amend an act dividing the State of Missouri into two judicial districts, 
and to divide the eastern and western districts thereof into divisions, 
and to prescribe the times and places of holding courts therein, and for 
other purposes; which was read a first and second time, placed upon 
the rool Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 

rin 
x MAP OF TRANSPORTATION ROUTES. a 

Mr. WOODWARD, from the Committee on Commerce, reported ad- 
versely the joint resolution (H. Res. 19) to authorize and require the 
preparation of a map showing all rail and water transportation routes 
in the United States; which was laid on the table, and the accompany- 
ing report ordered to be printed. 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 


Mr. AIKEN, from the Committee on Agriculture, reported back with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 1457) to establish a department of agricult- 
ure; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. AIKEN, from the Committee on Agriculture, also ad- 
versely the following; which were severully laid on the table, and the 
accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 508) to enlarge the powers and duties of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture; 

A bill (H. R. 868) to enlarge the powers and duties of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture; 
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A bill (H. R. 871) to enlarge the powers and duties of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture; 

A bill (H. R. 1224) to provide for the reorganization of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture; and 
` A bill (H. R. 2218) to enlarge the jurisdiction of the Department of 
Agriculture. 

POSTAGE ON SECOND-CLASS MAIL MATTER. 

Mr. BINGHAM, from ane ee on the ee me Post- 
Roads, reported back with a favorable recommendation the following; 
which was placed upon the House Calendar, and the accompanying re- 
port ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 1323) fixing the rate of postage to be paid upon mail 
matter of the second class when sent by persons other than the pub- 
lisher or news agent. 

MRS. MARGARET CASSIDY. 


Mr. MOREY, from the Committee on Patents, reported, as a substi- 
tute for House bill 1370, a bill (H. R. 3950) for the relief Mrs. Mores 
‘Cassidy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. STORM, from the Committee on War Claims, reported adversely 
upon the following; which were severally laid on the table, and the 
accompanying report ordered to be printed: 

A bill (II. R. 863) for the relief of Sarah M. Thomas; 

Petition of Elizabeth Higgins and others, for compensation for prop- 
erty used by the United States Army; and 

Petition of Robert H. Cleer, for compensation. 

Mr. ROWELL, from the Committee on War Claims, reported ad- 
versely the following; which were severally laid on the table, and the 
accompanying reports ordered to be printed: ` 

A bill OR 347) for the relief of Joseph Hole; 

Petition of William D. Wilson for compensation for rent and occupa- 
tion of building; and 

Petition of Melchisadeck Robinson, for payment of stores taken by 
the United States Army during the war. 


MARGARET CALLANAN. . 


Mr. FIEDLER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 3951) 
‘for the relief of Margaret Callanan; which was read a first and second 
-time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
‘be printed. 7 

REPORT OF MISSISSIPPI RIVER COMMISSION. 

Mr. WILLIS, by unanimous consent, submitted the following; which 
was read, and referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there be 
printed 1,000 additional copies of the last report of the Mississippi River Com- 
mission, and also 100 additional copies of said npo with the piates bound sep- 

:arately, for the use of the said commission, to be done under the direction of 
-its secretary. 
LOOMIS’S AUTOMATIC FILTER. 

Mr. FINDLAY, by unanimous consent, submitted the following res- 
olution; which was read, and referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds be instructed 
to inquire whether a filter known as “ B.T.Loomis’s patent automatic filter” could 
not be advantageously introduced into the Capitol building for the purpose of fil- 
tering the water used therein, and that said committee report thereon at the 
-earliest practicable moment what will be the cost of introducing the same. 


DANIEL PARKER. 


Mr. WARNER, of Tennessee, by unanimous consent, introduced a 
bill (H. R. 3952) for the relief of Daniel Parker; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PRIVATE CLAIMS. 

Mr. OATES, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 

lution; which was read, and referred to the Committee on Rules: 


Resolved, That the rules of the House be so amended that no private bill shall 
‘be considered by any committee upon which a committee of any previous Con- 
pon bas made an adverse report which was concurred in by the House, unless 

t be first shown to such committee that there is subsequently discovered evi- 
-dence of n material character tending to show that such claim is just. 


STANDARD TIME FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. BARBOUR. Task unanimous consent to take from the Speaker’s 
table Senate bill No. 616 for reference or consideration. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman ask for the reference of the 
bill or its present consideration ? 

Mr. BARBOUR. I will ask for its present consideration, if there 
be no objection. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Let the bill be read. 

The bill (S. 616) to establish a standard of time in the District of Co- 
Jumbia was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c,, That the standard of time in the District of Columbia 
shall hereafter be the mean t of the seventy-fifth meridian of longitude 
west from Greenwich. 

Sec, 2. That this act shall not be construed to affect existing contracts. 

at Sane of Kentucky. Iobject to the present consideration of 
that bill. 


Mr. BARBOUR, Then I will ask that it be referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I do not object to that. 

The bill was accordingly taken from the Speaker’s table, read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

Mr. BARBOUR. I suppose it is not in order to say anything on that 
bill at this time. 

The SPEAKER. It has gone to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 


ACCOMMODATIONS FOR ENROLLING CLERKS, ETC. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair has received an official communication 
from the Clerk of the House with regard to the accommodation of the 
enrolling clerks; and as the Chair is not aware of the existence of any 
unappropriated room about the Capitol he thinks it best to lay the 
communication before the House, that it may be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildi and Grounds or take such other course as 
the House may decide. The communication will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: : 

3 HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., January 23, 1884. 


Sır: In view of the action of the House on yesterday in relation to the assign- 
ment of committee-rooms, I deem it my duty to call your attention to the 
that the action taken lcaves the enrolling and assistant enrolling clerk, the 
resolution and petition clerk, the ne per and nt clerk, and the dis- 
tributing clerk without a room in which to perform their respective duties. 

The room assigned the Clerk, now occupied by the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
is too small for occupation by the clerks above designated, there being in the 
enrolling-room six large desks, two cases containing materials and records, 
including originals of all bills and joint resolutions passed and of all amend- 
ments thereto for the galt gol years, a table and a wardrobe which can not 


even be got in the room 
more clerks to the flle-room, it now being overcrowded, 


It is impossible to 
and in this connection I deem it proper to state that it is of the test impor- 
ximity to the Jour- 


pro) 
tance that all of the clerks named should be in immediate 
nal Clerk and bill and printing clerk, whose desks are in the file-room, the work 
of the enrolling clerks, resolution and petition clerk, and newspaper and docu- 
ment clerk pene entirely dependent on the Journal, and are required to be 


promptly d 
I res y submit the matter for your consideration, 


ery yY, 


Hon. Joun G. CARLISLE, 

Speaker House of Representatives. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. - In connection with the communication 
just read I submit the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the letter of the Clerk just read be referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, with instructions to inquire and*report what 
3 beard required to be made to furnish the Clerk with proper accommo- 

ions for the necessary transaction of the official business of the House. 

Mr. KEIFER, Is this resolution broad enough to allow the com- 
mittee to consider whether or not the room now occupied by the en- 
rolling clerks shall continue to be so occupied ? 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I think it is broad enough to cover the 
whole ground. 

Mr. KEIFER. If the resolution is not broad enough for that pur- 
pose it should be made so. 

Mr. YOUNG. Should not this matter be referred to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors or the Committee on Naval Affairs? 

The resolution of Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, was adopted. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. RANDALL. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the siate of the Union for the consideration of 
business on the general Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. CONVERSE in the chair. 


AMERICAN MERCHANT MARINE. 


The first bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2228) to remove 
certain burdens on the American merchant marine and encourage the 
American foreign carrying trade. 

Mr. DINGLEY. In the absence of the gentleman from New York 
(Mr. SLOCUM] who reported this bill, I am requested by the commit- 
tee to say that an understanding has been reached by which the bill is 
not to be taken up until to-morrow. In order that the bill may be 
laid aside in accordance with this arrangement, I object to its present 
consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection being made to the consideration of the 
bill, the committee, under the rule, will rise and report the objection to 
the House. i 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. CONVERSE reported thatthe Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the public 
Calendar, had reached the bill (H. R. 2238) to remove certain burdens 
on the American merchant marine and encourage the American foreign 
carrying trade, when objection was made to its consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Shall the bill be passed over in 
the Committee of the Whole? 

The question was decided in the affirmative. 

The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 


JNO. B. CLARK, JER., Clerk. 
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FORFEITURE OF RAILROAD LAND GRANTS. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3520) declaring for- 
feited certain grants of land made to certain States in aid of the con- 
struction of railroads. 

The bill was read, as follows : 

it and Hou: i the United 
aaae ts Gare eaii Taek min ote ere tas ad part of 


acts of Con as are below recited be, and they are hereby, repealed, namely: 
Chapter 83, eleventh Statutes at Large, 30, approved A 11, 1856, en- 
titled “An act granting public lands in alternate sections to the State of Mis- 


sissippi to aid in the construction of railroads in said State, and for other pur- 
ayy Wor tte much of said act as relates to a grant of land in aid of “a rail- 
road from Jackson to the line between the State of Mississip) ere aoa the State of 
Alabama,” which road was completed within the time p by said act. 

Also, so much of chapter 4l, eleventh Statutes at Large, page 17, approved 
June bce entitled “An act granting public lands in alternate sections to the 
State of Alabama, &c.," as relates to a grant of lands in aid of the construction of 
railroads from Elyton tothe Tennessee River at or near Beard’s Bluff, Alabama. 

Also, to aid in the construction of the Memphis and Charleston Railroad, in 
section 6 of said act. 

LALEA pegs iil, waking A grant to the tease of Alcbaren tn ald oF the Bavactah 
page 197, ng a grant to the te o! in o! v 
and Albany Railroad Company, as recited in said section. 

Also, so much of chapter'42, eleventh Statutes at Large, page 18, entitled “An 
act making a grant of lands te the State of Louisiana to aid in the construction 
of railroads in said State,” as re! toa from New Orleans to State 
line in the direction of Jackson, Miss. 

Also, so much of chapter 165. fourteenth Statutes at Large, page 83,as makes 
a grant of lands to the of Arkansas to aid in the construction and exten- 
sion of a railroad from the point where the Iron Mountain intersects 
the southern boundary of Mi to a point at or near the town of Helena, on 
the Mississippi River, 

That all ts, titles, and I aiidas as to any of the public lands granted or 
conferred by, through, or under the said several provisions of law be, and they are 
raha p po tha forfeited and determined; that all the lands within the terms 
and sco} 


in, 
such sales, and in issuing patents, certificates, and lists thereon, are hereby rath 
fied and validated, and the rights and titles of pes or persons holding patents 
or claiming right or title under certificates or lists of lands issued or certified by 
the of the Interior, the Commissioner of the General Land Office, or 
certificates issued by the officers of the local land offices, or who have made 
homestead entries or pre-emption settlements or claims upon an; i 


in any way affected by said grants, are hereby confirmed and le valid to the 
same vient as though said grants had By etic Da made. 

Mr. COBB. I ask that the report of the committee be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Public Lands, to which was referred sun: bills relating 
to the forfeiture of lands ted to certain States and companies to 
aid in the construction of railreads, desire to make the following report as to a 

as and ask further time in which to report as to remaining 

Your committee find, by act of Congress passed August 11, 1856 (11 Statutes 
at Large, page 30). that loots rere paenied to the State or Mi į, to be dis- 

of by said State in aid of the construction of three rail one from 


ackson to the line between the States of Mississippi and Alabama, one from 
few = poe » the Mobile Railroad in Mississippi, and one from Brandon to the 
ulf of Mexico, 

The first-named road was completed within the time prescribed by the act 
of Congress, as we are informed, and therefore we do not interfere with it in 
any way by this bill. 

o aid in the construction of each of these roads ev alternate section of 
public land, pean pecs by even numbers, for six séctions in width, on each side 
of the line of said roads, was granted to said State, with the right that in case of 
prior disposal of any of said sections or parts thereof by the United States to 
select other sections in lieu thereof within fifteen miles of said line of road. 
These grants were made available by the following section of said act of Con- 


gress: 

“Sec, 4. That the lands hereby granted to the said State shall be di of 
by said State only in manner following, thst is to say, that a quantity of land not 
exceeding one hundred and twenty sections for each of said roads, and included 
within a continuous length of twenty mites of each of said roads, may be sold; 
and when the governor of said State shall certify to the Secretary of the Interior 
that any continuous twenty miles of either of said roads is comp!) |, then 
another like quantity of land hereby granted, not exceeding one hundred and 
twenty sections for such road, may be sold; and so from time to time until said 
roads are completed; and if said roads are net completed within ten years, no 
ouer sales shall be made, and the lands unsold shall revert to the United 

tates.” 

Your committee find that no portion of these roads has been completed, and 
no work ever done thereon, and no land has been approved to the State of Mis- 
sissippi on account of the same. 

By the sixth section of said act of August 11,1956, a like grant, on like condi- 
tions, was made to the States through which said road should pass, “for a rail- 
road from Mobile to New Orleans.” 

The road contemplated by this section has never been built or begun. 

The road from Brandon to the Gulf of Mexico was to be called the Gulf and 
Ship Island; that from Mobile to New ae ee Mobile and New Orleans; 

that from Tuscaloosa to the Mobile was not named, it not having 
big pepe far enough to require a name. 

The sixth section of the act making these its, which is set forth above, re- 
quired the roads to be completed by "August 11, 1868, more than seyenteen years 


e lest paxt of said OET as follows: 

“And pd ph Fad mpeg rp ot poser pe ge debe By ya game hrc 
and the lands unsold shall revert to the United States.” 

Under the true construction of this act, the sale at 

ver 


to the State in presenti, and could only be regained by an act of legislation. 
ee E Eae ooon aN P Ha oo 

n ecision it becomes nevessary for Congress to pass an which. 
shall assert ownership in the lands in question, in order to repossess and have: 
them restored to the public domain, 

The lands now can not be sold by the United States, as it has only aright of re- 
met a right which can not be sold orassigned, and can only be made available 
by the original grantor, as the United States can have no heirs, and, we trust, 
no successors. 

If, therefore, we desire these a poe in the reach of actual settlers, we 

partment has the power to do it. The 


u 
United States could well affo: to 
railroad, 


country. 

In the case of Shulenburg vs. Harriman, above referred to, it is held that the 
title to the land may be reinvested in the Government after the iration of” 
ten years by an act of Congress to that effect; and it is intimated in thisdecision 
that the sales may go on until such action on the part of Congress is had. Yet, 
even if that intimation be accepted as a settled rule of law, Congress can inter- 
pose at any time and terminate the grant with the railroad half completed. The- 
road can have only alimited advantage from this grantas itnow stands. Capital 
will therefore be unwilling to invest to carry out the terms of a grant which, so 
far as these lands are concerned, is determinable at the pleasure of 
Especially is this true when there is such a growing sentiment in the minds of 
the people in favor of the forfeiture of all land ted to railroad companies- 
where such ae anor have failed to comply with the terms of the grant, and a 
growing feeling in opposition to granting subsidies of lands, &c., to corporations- 
gen y. 

Your committee state that the claim is made that under the act creating this- 
grant sales of land must cease at the end of ten years, whether Co 
an act equivalent to re-entry or not; or, if made, the conveyance is su! to 
the same right of forfeiture the act of re-entry as if it had not been made. 

If this view should prove to be correct, and those who favor it insist thatany- 
thing tothe contrary in Shulenburg vs. Harriman is obiter dictum, then this grant 
in its present shape is of such value as to no longer justify its presence an 
the be eae books, and the only business-like course for Congress to adopt is to 
repeal 


ELYTON AND BEARD’S BLUFF. 


On June 3, 1856, Congress passed an act similar to the one we have just been 
corsidering, by which lands were granted to the State of Alabama to aid inthe 
construction, among others, of a railroad “from Elyton to the Tennessee River 
at or near Beard’s Bluff, Ala.” The Secretary of the Interior reports as to this- 
road that no map of location has ever been filed and no part of the road has 
ever been constructed. So far as. known no corporation or company has ever 
been organized under this act. The time fixed for the completion of this road 
by the terms of the act was June 3, 1866. What has been said in regard to the 
grants heretofore named is also applicable to this one. 


MEMPHIS AND CHARLESTON. 


The State of Alabama refused to accept the t for this road, and the lands- 
were restored to market Feb: 19, 1858. Your committee deem it prudent, 
however, to repeal the gran act so far as it refers tothis road, and have pro- 
vided for it in the bill presented. 


TRON MOUNTAIN RAILROAD IN ARKANSAS, 


By act of July 4, 1866 (14 Statutes, 83), this grant was made. The act pro- 
vided that the road must be compl within five years from July 1, 1866, or by 
ae 1871. The road was to have run from the southern boun of the State 
of Missouri, where it was to be intersected by the Iron Mountain road, toa 
point at or near Helena, Ark. No portion of this road has ever been located 
or constructed. 

NEW ORLEANS TO THE STATE LINE. 


This grant was made 7 aed of Congress June 3, 1856 (L1 Statutes, page 18), and 
consisted of alternate odd-numbered sections for six sections in width on each 
side of the road, with the right to take in place of any lands which were disposed 
of by the Goyernment by entry or pre-emption, within the said six miles, the 
alternate sections within fifteen miles of said road. This was made to the 
State of Louisiana to aid in the construction of a railroad from New Orleans to 
the State line, in the directiqn of Jackson, Miss. No part of this proposed road 
has ever been co: id the lands were restored to the public domain, sœ 
far as the Department could do it, July 27, 1857. Previous to such restoration, to- 
wit, on the 6th of February, 1857, the pera of Louisiana advised the Land 
Office by tel that he did not think the grant would be accepted. 

In face of facts which surround this grant your committee deem it prudent 
to repeal so much of the act as made said grant, providing, as the second sec- 
tion of the bill does, for the protection of persons holding patents from the Gov- 
ernment and bona fide settlers, &c. 

Your committee, therefore, in view of the facts set forth in this report, recom- 
mend the forfeiture of all the lands named therein, and for that purpose report 
the accompanying bill as a substitute for all the bills relating to the forfeiture 


of said grants, and recommend its passage. 


VIEWS OF THE MINORITY. 


I dissent from the report of the majority of the committee, so far as relates to 
t pan to the State of Mississippi for the Gulf and Ship Island Railroad, for 
act 
he 


e following reasons, among others: 
mile was made to the State 


he 
of A 11, 1856, a grant of six sections 
of i for a road from Brandon to the Gulf of Mexico, commonly known 
as the Gulf and Ship Island Railroad, with provision of sale by the State of the 
lands siented; it was also provided that if the road was not completed in ter 
years lands unsold should revert to the United States, 

It is admitted thatthe State has not sold any of said lands, and that no portion 
of the road has been constructed. The time expressed in the act for the unsold 
lands to revert in case the road was not completed of course expired August 11, 
1866, more than seventeen years since, and now it is proposed by the majority 
report to forfeit the grant, and for the United States to resume title to these 


ds. 

A map of definite location of the road was filed in the office of the Secretary of 
the Interior November 27, 1860, a little over four years after the of act; 
pdt A rw ontn aptamer VD HOE A EDA ait ois MDS we taken to 
a ae 

‘The condition of affairs in this country in November, 1860, and for thesix years 
following is matter of history; it was not an era of railroad building, and {nthe 
South the construction of new roads was out of the question. After the grant, 


` nected with grants 
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and prior to November, 1860, it was not possible to make all arrangements and 
do all things necessary or requisite to perfect the grant, make surveys, locate the 
road, pre and file maps and lists,and completetheroad, It would probably 
require that time to make all preliminary arrangements and get ready to 
commence building the road, and, as above remarked, after the latter date, and 
up to August 11, 1866, there was no possibility of doingany railroad work in that 
section, so that when the time came for the lands to revert under the act it was 
plainly no fault of the beneficiaries that the road had not been built. Butweare 
told seventeen years have ela) since August, 1866, and the road is neither 
completed nor commenced, eand I contend that neither is that the fault of 
the State nor the incorporators of the road; and for this reason. After the ten 
years had ela in which the road was to be completed or the lands revert, 
eer. re lands) could not be sold or mortgaged, or in any way availed of in the 
building of the road, for the obvious reason that purchasers and capitalists were 
afraid of the title. Let it be borne in mind all the time that the t was not 
made to a ag en pers but directly to the State of Mississippi; and it is a fact that 
theState and her people, in the seventeen years in which negligence is charged, 
have done all in theis power to make the grantavailable; the people from time 
to time, in convention assembled, have called upon the Legislature to take all 

roper and possible means to have Congress renew or extend the grant, and the 
P re, time andagain, have memorialized Congressaccordingly. Nothing 
has left undone on the part of the people or the State in the premises. And 
it is not venturing too far tosay, had their petitions been granted the road would 
now be a fixed fact, So much on the subject of negligence, 

Again, the line of the road, as surveyed, runs ugh vast bodies of finel 
tim lands, the timber for the most part yellow or long-leaf pine, exceed- 
ingly valuable for lumber, but which can only be made available by means of 

lroads, The country for the most part isthinly settled; just such a country as 
presents the most ous obstacles to the construction of a road by private 
means, and where, if ever, a public grant is both requisite and proper. 

The usual argument holds good in this case with unusual force, that the Gov- 
ernment, so far from being a loser in any respect, would be greatly the gainer 
from the 1 ly increased value of the public lands nae gat ee Y In addition to 
the vast timber resources, the lands when cleared would affo © best of past- 
ures for unlimited stock, in addition to its great agricultural resources, and all 
in the most genial of climates, 

‘The grant in the first instance was not only right but in respect one em- 
inently proper to be made, and all the reasons in its favor then exist in even 
greater force and abundance to-day. Other sections have been abundantly fa- 
vored in this respect, ours in comparison but little. Itis not a corporation strug- 
gling to retain its grant, but a State seeking to give her people an outlet to the 


sea. 
The approximate estimate of the quantity of the land in the t, as origi- 
nally e, was 652,800 acres; since then much of it has been sold, and thereare 
remaining in the grant at this time probably not over half a million acres. The 
line of the road, as s: and located, is 170 miles long, being less than 3,000 
acres to the mile; a bed fpr appro} ion compared w. th many other 
roads which have profi the bounty of Congress, 
and serious abuses have grown out of and been con- 
aid of railroads, but in the case of the Gulf and Ship Island 
road no complaint or suspicion in this can be made or entertained; in 
almost respect it stands a: from the great roads or corporations so much 
complained of in connection with their vast land grants. It should be judged 
by itself, and if it could be so judged with respect solely to its own merits, its 


friends could ask no more. 

Enorig as I do how much the people of i have the construction of 
this road at heart, that thefe is no purpose or desire in connection withthe grant 
foreign to the object for which it was made—the buil of the road and the gen- 
eral the J peor! of the com- 


I am aware that 


point aged ene te elt and Ship Talal Ralio 
H.S. VAN EATON, 

Mr. COBB. I desire to say that a majority of the Committee on 
Public Lands are anxious to go on with the consideration of this bill; 
but the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. VAN Eaton] who made the 
minority report tells me that he is unable to-day, on account of some 
personal affliction, to discussthis question. It would be agreeable to the 
committee, if it be the wish of the House, that this bill be laid aside 
until the health of the gentleman is recovered. We desire to hear from 
him, as he is the only member of the committee who dissents from the 
views of the majority. That gentleman being unwell to-day, we are 
willing that the bill be passed over, so that’ he may be heard when it is 


taken up for consideration. Thisis our only reason for consenting that 
the bill be passed over. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. COBB] 


object to the present consideration of the bill? 


Mr. COBB. I desire simply to have the bill laid aside, not losing 
its place. 
The CHAIRMAN. Therule requires that objection be made. That 


is the only way in which the bill can be laid aside. 

Mr. COBB. I will make the objection pro forma, though I might 
make the motion that the bill be laid aside. 

The CHAIRMAN. That motion would not be in order. 

Mr. RICE, Upon the statement which the gentleman makes I ob- 
ject to the present consideration of the bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Why may not unanimous consent be given 
that the bill be laid aside? I have seen that done in Committee of the 
Whole time and again, 

z The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opinion that it can not be 
one, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It has been done. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection having been made to the present con- 
sideration of the bill, the committee will rise and report the objection 
to the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I trust unanimous consent will. be given that the 
bill be passed over informally. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Nobody will object. 

The CHAIRMAN. That cannot be done by unanimous consent. 

The committee rose; and the Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. 
CONVERSE reported that the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, having had under consideration the Public Calendar, had 

- reached the bill (H. R. 3520) declaring forfeited certain grants of land 
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made to certain States in aid of the construction of railroads, when ob- 
jection was made to its consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Shall the bill be passed over in 
Committee of the Whole? 

The question was decided in the affirmative. 

The Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union re- 
sumed its session. 

LEVEES OF MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 


The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3504) to close 
the gaps in the levees of the Mississippi River, and other structures for 
the improvement of the navigation and protection of the commerce of 
the said river. 

The bill as amended by the Committee on Levees and Improvements 
of the Mississippi River was read, as follows: , 

Be it &nacted, &c., Thatthe sum of $1,000,000 be, and is hereby, ap riated, or 
so much thereof as may be , out of any money in tha Tressary not 
otherwise appropriated, for the improvement ofthe Mississippi River, which said 
sum shall be expended, under the direction of the Secretary of War, in accord- 
ance with the plans, specifications, estimates, and recommendations of the Mis- 
sissippi River Commission created by an act entitled “An act to provide for the 
appointment of a Mississippi River ission for the improvement of said 
z ver ee head of the passes, near its mouth, to its headwaters,” approved 

une X 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I hope, Mr. Chairman, we will hear 
some explanation of this. 

ARNES of Ohio. I object to the present consideration of 
the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection being made to the further considera- 
tion of the bill, under the rule the committee will rise and report the 
objection to the House. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. CONVERSE re that the Committee of the A 
House on the state of the Union having under consideration the b 
(H. R. 3504) to close the gaps in the levees in the Mississippi River, 
and other structures for the improvement of the navigation and pro- 
tection of the commerce of the said river, objection was made to its 
further consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The chairman of the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union reports that when the bill which he 
has indicated was reached in its order objection was made, and under 
the rule that fact has been reported to the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Isit now in order to move that the bill be laid on 
the table? ’ 

The SPEAKER. The bill is not before the House. 

The objection was sustained, and the bill was passed over for the 
present. 

SPEEDY DELIVERY OF LETTERS. 


The committee resumed its session, Mr. CONVERSE in the chair. 

The next business in order was the bill (H, R. 1071) to provide for 
the more speedy delivery of letters at free-delivery offices and a special 
stamp to secure said delivery. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now report the amendments rec- 
ommended by the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In section 1, line 3, before the word “cents,” insert “10,” and strike out 
“shall” and in lieu thereof insert *“ may ;” soit will read: “that a special stamp 
of a face valuation of 10 cents may be provided,” &e. 

Be sequin ya a out “10” and insert “‘12;” so it will read: “up to 

In aeons, lines, insert “ $15;” so it will read: "not to exceed $15per month,” 


The CHAIRMAN. The bill will now be read as it is proposed to be 
amended by the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it ena é&c., That a special stamp of a face valuation of 10 cents may be 
provided pneg peace Dy in such form and Dearing such device as may meet the sae 
raperda required 40 be pinced tnsreco bo prepay. ties drop dour rated ae 

e 4 n to pre} e o 
or the rate required on letters mailed, and Siden final delivery is to be at a free- 
delivery office, shall be regarded as entitling such letters to immediate delivery. 

Sxro,2. That such extra-stam letters shall be delivered up to 12 o'clock p. m. 

eerie That ee Ernadi Fig e immediate delivery of oat Se mar this 
special stam; on e regular postage rates, parties shall be emplo; 
at a salary not to exceed $15 month, to Pen pipe isabsolutely cin de 
at each free-delivery office, for such delivery, who, upon the delivery of such a 
letter, will procure a receipt from the party addressed, or some one author’ 
by him to receive such letter, in a book to be furnished for the purpose, which 

l be kept in the post-office, and at all times subject to examination by an in- 
spector of the Department. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Ifit be in order, I will withdraw my ob- 
jection in the case of the preceding bill, so it may be reported to the 
House and laid upon the table, 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis too late, as the House has already (disposed 
of the case and the bill has been passed over. 

Mr. COSGROVE. Let the report of the committee on the pending 
bill be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: , 


The Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, to whom was referred bill 
H. R. 1071, having had the same under consideration, submit the following re- 


port 
The of H. R. 1071, entitled “A bill to provide for the more speedy d 
livery of letters at free-delivery offices and a special stamp So insure oni dos 
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livery,” is to authorize the Postmaster-General to issue a special stamp, printed 
in such manner as to attract immediate attention, under such as he 
may prescribe, the price thereof to be fixed at 10 cents each, which, when at- 
tached to a letter, in addition to the stamp required to be placed thereon to pre- 

y the regular prescribed by law and the final delivery of which letter 
Bt be at a free-delivery office, shall entitle said letter to immediate delivery up 
to 12 o'clock midnight. 


m. 
“As stated in my last report, this service meets the general demands of business 
and social life, but fails to meet the dispatch required in the delivery of letters 
of exceptional importance. ; 

“Letters are now delivered by carriers at stated hours during the day from 


about 7 a. m. to 6 p. m., the frequency of Kipa venne in different cities, andalso 
in the same city, more uent deliveries being made in the business and less 
frequent in the SENA istricts. ares Sapas Reap hina shirts or three hours 
frequenty intervene in the r cities, and a longer time in smaller ones, 
where the deliveries are fo, eran Letters received, therefore, after the 
carriers go out on their trips, whatever their importance, must lie in the office 
till the next trip. After the close of the deliveries for the day carriers’ letters 
must lie over till the next morning delivery, which delay in many ces 
fails to meet the wants of the writer or the object of the communication. Out 
y delivery have grown up in several of the large cities 
pri ch are now conducted in ea, soa ra with this service. 
and are diverting from the legitimate revenues of the Department thousands of 
dollars yearly. ‘the patronage bestowed on these en rises evinces a pub- 
lic demand for a more speedy delivery of a certain class of correspondence. To 
meet this want and oe secure the ane porer oe of this Sous. Seip 
roperly belo: to ent, it va <i ta p be pro- 
Pided, Tish, shen affixed to a letter, whether mail or } in addition te the 
ordinary postage-stamp, shall be ed by the office addressed as entitling 
the letter to immediate Loraine? À up to 10 o'clock pa : 
“To provide for the instant delivery of letters ing this special stamp it is 
ed that boys be employed and required to procure receipts from the party 
ressed, or some one authorized by him to receive such letters, in a book to be 
furnished for the purpose, which shall be kept in the office, and at all times sub- 
ject to examination by an Loon ppm of the Department.” 3 
The advantages which would result from the adoption of this special-delivery 
stamp are fully set forth in the extract above given. That it would be a con- 
venience to the public which would be fully appreciated and liberally patronized 
the committee fully believe; that when the ple become ay acquainted with 
the system and its advantages it would yield a handsome surplus revenue to the 
Post-Office De ment. 
In view of advantages believed to exist in the adoption of this stamp the 
committee recommend its passage. 5 


Mr. COSGROVE. I move that the amendment be agreed to and the 
committee rise and report the bill to the House with the recommenda- 
tion that it do pass. Ido not know that I can add anything to what 
is contained in the report. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I hope the gentleman will make some expla- 
nation of the matter. 

Mr. COSGROVE. The explanation of the bill is fully set forth in 
the report which has been read in the hearing of the House. It pro- 
vides that in addition to the ordinary postage-stamp put on every let- 
ter, in order to insure delivery up to 12 o’clock at night, there shall 
be affixed an additional stamp of 10 cents, which shall be regarded as 
entitling such letter to immediate delivery. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. To whom is that 10 cents to go? 

Mr. COSGROVE. To the Government, as in the case of ordinary 


stamps. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Will not such additional duty necessitate an 
increase of the free-delivery force? 

Mr. COSGROVE. In some instances I presume it will. It has been 

by the First Assistant Postmaster-General that, to provide 
for the instant delivery of letters bearing this special stamp, boys be 
employed at asalary of $15 a month. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Has the gentleman any information from the 
Department as to the probable cost of this additional service? 

Mr. COSGROVE. We have information that the income derived 
from this special stamp will be largely in excess of any cost which may 
be caused by this additional service. It isexpected that it will afford 
a handsome revenue to the Government over the cost of carrying out 
the provisions of this bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Upon what information is that opinion based ? 

Mr. COSGROVE. I suppose the officers of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment based their opinion upon their judgment and experience of the 
free-delivery system. We also are informed that the profits derived 
iN acess parties now engaged in various cities in transacting the very 
b which this bill provides for are very large. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I wish to develop that fact, whether there are 
private parties now engaged in doing this very thing. 

Mr. COSGROVE. My information from the Post-Office Department 
is that private parties, to a large extent, are engaged in this work, and 
derive from it handsome remuneration. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Are they engaged in it in any other city than 
the city of New York? 

Mr. COSGROVE. I understand that they are so engaged not only 
in the city of New York. but in the cities of Brooklyn, Philadelphia, 
Chicago, and Saint Louis, as well as in other places. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. This extends to avery large number of offices. 
It extends to every free-delivery office in the United States. 


Mr. COSGROVE. The bill, as the gentleman will perceive, leaves 
it discretionary with the Postmaster-General, as I understand it. The 
word “‘shall,’’ which appeared in the original bill, has been stricken 
out. The original bill provided that the Postmaster-General should do 
this, whereas the amended bill specifies that he may, leaving it of cagrse 
discretio: with him to establish the service or not. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Would it not be better to say, if the Post- 
master General “shall” deem it advisable, in place of using the word 
ae may ? 

_Mr. COSGROVE. I think the word “may” is sufficiently discre- 


tionary. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. That is true, but some of the courts have de- 
cided that it means the same as ‘‘must’’ or ‘“‘shall;’? in other words, 
that in certain conditions it is peremptory. 

Mr. COSGROVE. Under certain conditions, and under some stat- 
utes, I think so too; but evidently not in this case. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Ishould much prefer, and I think it would 
meet the sense of the House, to have it so worded as to leave it discre- 
tionary with the Postmaster-General, by the insertion of the words “if 
he shall deem it advisable.” 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. There ean be no objection to that. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. If the gentleman from Illinois will 
allow me for a moment I will answer the proposition which he makes 
to insert the words suggested by him instead of the word ‘‘may.’? The 
word employed in the bill carries withita discretion on the part of the 
Post-Office Department. As an illustration of that fact let me state that 
a few Congresses ago the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. MonrEy], the 
present chairman of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 
introduced a bill providing that the Post-Office Department should issue 
double postal cards. The language of the bill was, ‘‘The Post-Office 
Department shall issue,” &c. But the Post-Office Department has not 
used such a card. They certainly used discretion in that case where 
the word ‘shall’? was employed. The reason that the word ‘‘ may”? is 
employed here was that the Post-Office Department might exercise dis- 
cretion in the matter. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. In order, Mr. Chairman, to avoid any ambi- 
guity on this point, which I regard as of considerable importance, I move 
to amend by striking out the word ‘“‘ may” and inserting the words 
“if deemed advisable by the Post-Office De ent.” 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Thereshould be no objection to that amend- 
ment. 

Mr. KEIFER. Let me ask, Mr. Chairman, if we have come to the 
time for considering this bill under the five-minute rule fordebate and 
amendment ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair supposed the bill to be open to amend- 
ment at this time, not understanding that it was desired to have gen- 
eral debate upon it, and in view of the fact that a motion had been 
made to report, the bill to the House with a favorable recommendation. 
If it be desired to debate the bill under the five-minute rule the Chair 
will cause the bill to be read by sections. 

Mr. KEIFER. That time, however, has not yet arrived until after . 
the general debate has been concluded. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. My object in making the motion at the time 
I did was for the reason that a motion bad been made, as the Chair- 
man has suggested, to report the bill to the House with a favorable 
recommendation. 

Mr. KEIFER. But that motion could not be entertained at this 
time. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. That is for the Chair to decide. 

Mr. KEIFER. There will be a time of course when the gentleman 
will have an opportunity of offering his amendment or submitting his 
motion. But we desire to consider this bill under the rule. _ We have 
Sede rep icge that it is being considered now under the five minutes’ 

e 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri made a motion 
that the bill be reported to the House favorably. 

Mr. KEIFER. I make the point of order that the bill is before the 
committee for general debate; and if the Chair will recognize me I 
would like to be heard upon that subject. 
ice CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 

0. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Will my amendment be pending? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman at the 
proper time to offer his amendment. 

Mr. KEIFER. There will be, of course, a time when the gentleman 
can submit his amendment. 

It is difficult, Mr. Chairman, to hear what is being said, and was 
impossible to hear what was said by the gentleman who presented this 
bill. For my part, I doubt the policy of the measure, though I live in 
a city where there is a free-delivery cffice. I am not prepared to goso 
far as to favor a special delivery of letters by messengersin these offices 
alone, to the exclusion of all of the rest of the country. If it bea wise 
policy to enter upon at all, I would say that it ought to apply to all 
cities, whether they be free-delivery offices or not. I have now for- 
gotten the number of free-delivery offices in the United States. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It is quite large, over 150. 
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Mr. KEIFER. Iam told by a gentleman sitting near me that it is 
152. It has grown from 88, then, afew years ago, to 152 at the present 
time, and perhaps that number is not likely to be very largely in- 
creased for some time to come. 

These 152 offices, each of them, must have either a population of 
20,000 inhabitants or more, or else under the existing law must pro- 
duce a gross revenue of at least $20,000. That is the double test under 
which free-delivery offices are established by the Post-Office Depart- 
ment. Then this bill would apply to those officesalone, and every other 
office in a city contai a population of less than 20,000, or which 
does not produce at least $20,000 of gross revenue, is to be left entirely 
outside and can by no possibility under this proposed measure obtain 
the benefit of this m x system. That is what it amounts to. Is 
it wise, then, to undertake to do the business that is now done by special 
messengers in these large cities, for out of that mode of doing the busi- 
ness and delivering notes or letters has grown this policy? I think not. 
The regulation of the Post-Office Department will have to be changed 
as to all these free-delivery offices if this bill should become a law. 

I think none of them are required to keep open for the transaction of 
business so late as 12 o’clock at night. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Irise to a question of order. There is a great deal 
of confusion. I can not hear the gentleman from Ohio, and I should like 
to hear him. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair requests gentlemen engaged in conver- 
sation to retire to the cloak-room. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
KEIFER] will proceed. 

Mr. KEIFER. The bill in its second section provides— 
that such extra-stamped letters shall be delivered up to 12 o’clock post meridian. 


This would require the expense of keeping open, with suitable and 
trustworthy clerks, each of the free-delivery offices up to the hour of 
midnight. That is not essential under the present system at all. And 
it is not wise; it is extending the privilege of these free-delivery offices 
further than I think it ought togo unless the same privilege is extended 
to other offices not free-delivery offices. Extra clerks would have to be 
employed for all the drop-mail that came there. Al the letters of this 
kind would have to be carefully examined each day and each evening 
and on up to midnight. To be sure that this law was complied with 
in the matter of the delivery of the extra-stamped letter there would 
be involved a very considerable expense. 

The enormous sum that is proposed by this bill to pay to the messen- 
gers or carriers of $15 a month seems to indicate that it is the policy of 
those advocating this measure to employ some small boys, some chil- 
dren, to carry these important m about in the day or at night. 
Boys to be employed at the rate of $15a month would have to be on duty, 
if they continued during the entire day, unless they were relieved, from 
7 o’clock in the morning till 12 o’clock midnight. There would have 
to be a number of them, as a matter of fact, or they would’ be unable 
to perform this duty. There might be a single letter at the hour of 
11.30 p. m. come in to be delivered at a remote part of the city, perhaps 
in a city like New York, Philadelphia, or Chicago, or other large city, 
many miles from the point where it was delivered in the post-office. 

Upon the whole I think the measure is not a wise one. I think itis 
one that would be impracticable. And while I am always in favor of 
extending every facility that can be afforded to benefit the business in- 
terests of a large city and the convenience or comfort or pleasure of the 
people, I still think this is undertaking to do what people had better 

ve done through private enterprise. Therefore at present I do not 
feel in favor of this bill. 4 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I question the wisdom of this measure. 
In the first place, the moment these stamps are issued ahd service be- 
gins under this act the Postmaster-General must provide for this special 
delivery in all the free-delivery offices of the whole country. The act 
does not require it, but the fact of issuing the stamps and authorizing 
such delivery would authorize me or any one else to place such stamp 
upon a letter going to a free-delivery office; and then it would become 
the duty of the Department to employ immediately at that free-delivery 
office a special messenger. 

The salary provided by this bill for the messenger is $15 a month. 
Well, that we understand very well is nota salary that would long 
continue. Before this service had existed one year Congress would be 
asked to increase the salary to something near the salary of regular-de- 
livery messengers. The benefit to be gained by this additional service 


it seems to me is not commensurate at all with the cost it would in- | Offi 


yolve. 

I would like to ask the gentleman from Missouri if this service has 
been recommended by the Postmaster-General ? 

Mr. COSGROVE. It is; and his recommendation is set forth in the 


report. 

E ee aaa of Ohio. Is it a unanimous report from the com- 
mittee? 

Mr. COSGROVE. I was instructed to make the report as a unani- 
mous one from the committee. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I still think it is not wise now to under- 
take this service in this way. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The report of the Postmaster-General will 


show that out of one hundred and fifty four free-delivery offices—that 
is the aati I think as stated by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
KEIFER ]}— < 

Mr. SKINNER. Yes, sir; one hundred and -four. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. There are -only fourteen that are self-sustain- 
ing from local postage receipts, so that there are in reality one hundred 
and forty free-delivery offices heavily burdening the Treasury of the 
United States. Mr. Chairman, itstrikes me that cities of 20,000 popu- 
lation and over to which free delivery is limited enjoy so much greater 
facilities than those of smaller cities and towns and of people who live 
in rural districts, that we ought to pause before we entail upon the 
people increased taxation to extend those facilities. 

There are probably not more than four or five cities in which this in- 
creased service will be self-sustaining; in all others it will increase the 
already heavy burdens upon the tax-payers. New York, Brooklyn, 
Philadelphia, Chicago, Saint Louis, Boston, and possibly one or two 
other cities, may furnish sufficient employment for a service of this 
kind to make it self-sustaining, or rather the revenue from this new 
10-cent stamp as provided in the bill may be sufficient to pay for the 
increased force employed in those cities. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I fear this will be simply the entering-wedge to 
an enormous increase of the cost of our postal department. The time 
will soon come, no matter how much the Postmaster-General may re- 
strain them, when every town or city. in the land which enjoys the free- 
delivery system will be petitioning Congress to have this very privilege 
extended to them. And, as has been well said by the gentleman from 
Ohio on my left [Mr. WARNER], the salary of $15 per month will grow 
till it becomes as much as the salaries of the ordinary free-delivery mes- 
sengers are to-day. As I have already indicated, it seems to me we 
are entering upon a course that will result in an enormous increase of 
the present immense expenditures of the postal service. 

Why, sir, do gentlemen forget the fact that the expenditures of the 
Post-Office ent have in twenty years grown from about eleven 
millions of dollars to the vast sum of about fifty millions annually ? 

I am fully aware that the rapid increase of our population, area of 
settlement, and commerce has necessarily increased the cost of the 
service in the past, as it will undoubtedly in the future. While I am 
one of those who do not believe that we ought to insist that the postal 
service shall yield a profit to the Treasury, yet at the same time I be- 
lieve that its advantages to those who use it are such as to require of us 
that we shall endeavor to put it upon a basis where it shall at least be 
as nearly self-sustaining as possible. ‘ 

I am opposed to this bill. I do not believe it isa wise measure. I 
believe it will result in an unnecessary and enormous increase of the 
expenditures of the postal service. If the bill is adopted at all, it 
seems to me that we should put a provision in it, in such plain terms 
that neither the Postmaster-General nor any one else can misunder- 
stand, requiring that the privileges granted by this bill shall be limited 
aloneto such cities as shall bring in a sufficient revenue from this serv- 
ice to pay for the expense to be incurred by it. Perhaps we had bet- 
ter leave the establishment of the service discretionary with the Post- 
master-General, and for that reason I have offered the amendment I 
have indicated. 

For many reasons not stated I do not believe this bill should be 
adopted. I believe the service at which it aims should be left, as here- 
tofore, to private enterprise. But if the bill shall pass at all weshould 
put in it the guard that I have already intimated, requiring the Post- 
master-General to limit this service to such offices as will show that it 
can be self-sustaining. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. Mr. Chairman, I will ask how much 
time I have. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can have an hour. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. I do not want that much. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. SKINNER. I do not object to the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND]. I am perfectly willing 
that every safeguard shall be thrown around this bill. 

I am a believer in the present postal service of the United States. I 
want that service to be self-sustaining, and to reach out and benefit 
every one of the 50,000,000 of people who live under our Government 
to the best-of its ability. 

The fact is that if the last Congress had not reduced the on 
letters from 3 cents to 2 cents (a great benefit to the people) the Post- 

ce Department to-day would have poured into the Treasury a sur- 
plus of $2,000,000 annually. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TowNSHEND] speaks of the enor- 
mous increase in the expense of running the Post-Office Department. 
That is true. But does he not remember that the amount of postal 
matter has increased in like proportion? Consult to-day the records in 
regard to any post-office in the ‘nation, and com the amount of 
mail matter now received and sent out from that office with the amount 
received and sent out twenty years ago. In one city alone during the 
last twenty years the increase I believe has been eighty-fold. 

Now I will revert to some of the objections made to this bill by the 
pona from Ohio [Mr. KEIFER]. Idisagree with him, because I be- 

ieve it to be a wise measure. The Committee on the Post-Office and 
: ‘ 
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Post-Roads disagree with him, because they recommend the passage of 
this bill as a wise measure. : 

It will not interfere with any class of business whatever. It is true 
that in the large cities there are companies for supplying messenger 
service, and it is also true that those messenger companies in the large 
cities are making independent fortunes out of this system of delivery. 
Why not, then, allow the Government of the United States, through 
its agents, to extend privileges of a like character, provided those who 
wish to enjoy them are willing to pay all the expense ? 

As has been stated, there are one hundred and fifty-four free-delivery 
offices in the United States. It is to be considered that those one hun- 
dred and fifty-four free-delivery offices comprise a very large share of 
the business interests of the country. Those one hundred and fifty- 
four offices receive and deliver a large amount of all mail matter received 
and delivered in the United States. 

I say, further, that a free consultation has been had with the Post- 
Office Department, and that Department is willi 
and see whether this service will pay or not. e discretion was put 
in this bill that the Department might do so. I believe it will be the 
purpose of the Department to introduce this system whenever and wher- 
ever it can be assured that the receipts will cover the expenses. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question ? 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Hasthe Postmaster-General recommended this 
measure in his annual report? 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. The report of the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral includes the rt of the First Assistant Postmaster-General, who 
does recommend this bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Butthe Postmaster-General himself, as I under- 
stand, does not recommend it in his annual report. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. I am not prepared to say about that. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I donot recollect seeing any such recommend- 
ation in his report, and I have read it carefully. X 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. Not perhaps in special terms, but 
by implication he does recommend it, 

The objection has been urged by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
KEIFER] that this bill will require the large post-offices to be kept 
open to a very late hour. Not any more than they are to-day. They 
are obliged to be kept open to receive the mails whenever they shall 
arrive, and a clerk or an agent is obliged to be present at that time. 
Now, what is to prevent him from opening the mails and if he finds a 
letter with a special-delivery stamp on it have it delivered at once? 

If members will reflect a moment they will find that every one of us 
may have occasion to use a special-delivery my almost any time in 
the week. When we desire to send letters to our homes that may reach 
there at night or on a Sunday, if this special stamp is provided, which 
we buy ourselves and which will pay the expense of delivery, what is 
the objection to allowing the agents of the Government tosend that let- 
ter at once to our doors? ‘ 

It is a step in advance; it is one element of progress in postal facil- 
ities. 

The objection is made that boys are to be used to make these deliv- 
eries, and we are in a certain sense censured indirectly for want of gen- 
erosity, the allowance of $15 a month being urged as proof. Do not 
gentlemen remember that all these t delivery companies in the large 
cities use boys for the delivery of their messages? We employ boys to 
deliver our messages on this floor. The recommendation of the First 
Assistant Postmaster-General is that boys shall be employed for this serv- 
ice, because they can be obtained at reasonable expense in almost any 
city. I know that in the city in which I reside boys who will not be 
required to use their whole time in this business may be obtained; they 
ean be readily reached when required to be sent upon these errands. 
In the larger cities they will have constant employment. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I would be in favor of extending this system, 
if it were h mirar to every post-office in the United States. The 
purpose of the introduction of the bill is to testits practicability; to 
put in the hands of the Postmaster-General this simple discretionary 

wer. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Would the gentleman permit an amend- 
ment cect this system to offices in towns of four or five thousand 
inhabitants? I see no reason why this special delivery should be lim- 
ited to free-delivery offices. Why not extend it to towns of four or 
five thousand inhabitants? 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. So long as the provision is contained 
in the bill that the Postmaster-General may extend the system if he 
deems it advisable, I see no objection to the amendment suggested by 
the gentleman from Ohio. But the bill as presented embodies the 

views of the First Assistant Postmaster-General as well as the views of 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

I ae yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. CAN- 
won]. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I am of opinion that the proposed 
legislation is in the right direction. In all free-delivery cities letters, 
drop-letters or others, are delivered by carriers for two cents postage. 
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Of course these letters are delivered at stated times, It frequently hap- 
pens that persons desire letters to be delivered at once, and to meet that 
demand private persons do a large business in making such deliveries, 
especially in New York. This bill enables the writer of a letter, who 
desires its immediate delivery through the post-office, to secure the 
same by the affixing of a 10-cent stamp thereto. I believe the rev- 
enues from the extra postage will more than pay the cost of the extra 
service. 

Mr. REAGAN. Will the gentleman state whether this is intended 
to apply only to free-delivery offices? 

Mr. CANNON. I understand it applies only to free-delivery offices. 

Mr. REAGAN, Why is it that a 10-cent stamp must be placed on 
the letter? 

Mr. CANNON. 

Mr. REAGAN. 

Mr. CANNON. 


To secure its immediate delivery. 
Those that have not a 10-cent stamp upon them—— 
They will be delivered just as they are now deliv- 


Mr. REAGAN. Would not this involve necessarily the deferring of 
the delivery of other letters until the delivery of these 10-cent letters? 

Mr. CANNON. Not at all. 

Mr. MILLS. Who would deliver these 10-cent letters? 

Mr. CANNON. The persons spoken of in the bill. 

Mr. MILLS. Would not the carriers be taken away from their regu- 
lar work to attend to this business? 

Mr. CANNON. No, sir; these special deliveries would not be made 
by the regular carriers. I did not report this bill, yet as I caught its 
provisions during the reading it provides that boys, at $15 per month, 
shall be employed to make these special deliveries. 

Mr. REAGAN, I do not see anything about boys in the bill. 

Mr. CANNON. At any rate it of employés at $15 a month, 
Pept m iain pana ead vaaan | ed by boys, and 
if this bill passes I have no doubt boys will do most of the special 
service. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. CANNON. I would like a few moments longer. 


to test the question | ered. 


Mr. SKINNER, of New York. I yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. TOWNS The bill does not say anything about boys. 


Mr. REAGAN. I would like to ask the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Cannon], who is familiar with this subject, whether provision is 
not now made by which letters are delivered many times daily in these 
free-delivery cities? 

Mr. CANNON. I understand that in the city of New York there 
are many deliveries of letters during the day; in other cities deliveries 
are not so frequent. 

Mr. REAGAN. 
New York city? 

Mr. CANNON. That may be, and from the efficiency of the service 
in New York there is a large surplus of revenue from the free-delivery 
service. The more efficient the service the larger the revenue. In 
other cities the delivery is not so frequent as in New York. 

Mr. REAGAN. Butin all of them there are deliveries more than 
once a day—several times a day? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. . 

Mr. REAGAN. These special deliveries are to be made by a new 
corps of employés? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly, as I understand the bill, by additional 
employés; the carriers have their hands full with the present service. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. No, if the gentleman will allow me, 
not by a new corps, but by assistants called in to secure a more speedy 
delivery after the other carriers have gone off duty for the night or 
perhaps in the morning before they come upon duty. 

Mr. REAGAN, We now have telegraphs and telephones and mes- 
senger service in all the principal cities, which can be used for imme- 
diate service in case of necessity and at a cheap rate. 

Mr. CANNON. This bill does not interfere with the telegraph or 
telephone. It is a matter of public notoriety, as the gentleman from 
Texas knows, that private persons in New York have heretofore suc- 
cessfully established private post-offices, with corps of messengers, to 
make immediate delivery of letters at times when the carriers of the 
post-office could not be utilized, thereby embarrassing the Department 
and seriously affecting itsrevenues. I think it wise for the Government, 
as long as it is in the post-office business, to furnish facilities to do that 
business, and I have no doubt it will be profitable, not only in conven- 
ience to the people, but in dollars and cents to the postal revenues. 

Mr. SKIN of New York. I will yield for five minutes to the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. STEVENS]. 

Mr. STEVENS. Mr. Chairman, the intent of the provisions of this 
bill evidently is not to abolish any service now in use but is to afford 
additional service, and a service for which those who employ it are to 
pay out of their own pockets. way 

It is true there are now three daily mail deliveries in a large num- 
ber of cities, but that free delivery is not of sufficient importance in 
many places to warrant deliveries at different hours from those when 
deliveries are now usually made. The purpose of the bill, as I under- 
stand it, is to provide more frequent, or at least later, deliveries of let- 


Are not letters delivered a dozen times every day in 
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ters. This matter of delivery is now done by private parties in several 
cities of the United States. If you are a resident of the city of New 
York, by giving the key to your box toa private corporation you can 
have your letters delivered up to 12 o’clock at night by the payment 
of the charge of 25 cents for each letter so delivered. The object of 
this bill is to provide for the same delivery at the same hour by the 
carriers of the Government, and that the Government shall be paid an 
additional sum of 10 cents for each letter. I see no objection toit. I 
believe it will be self-sustaining. If those who choose to avail them- 
selves of this system are willing to pay the expense thereof, what ob- 
jection can there be thereto ? 

It is said the Government will be necessitated to employ more men. 
Suppose itis. Is there any objection now to the employment of men 
to discharge the duties required by them in affording the postal facili- 


ties required by the citizens of the United States? It seems to me it is- 


the duty of the Government to go on step by step, as they have gone in 
this post-office business, and from day to day and year to year afford 
such facilities in that line as shall be adequate to the business and 
social wants of every citizen. 

It has been said that in but a few cities will it pay to any extent. 
Grant it. It is the cities which now pay a large proportion of the net 
revenue of the Governmentso far as the post-office isconcerned. If only 
such places and States as are self sustaining so far as the Post-Office De- 
partment is concerned were to have mail facilities, I take it a large por- 
tion of the population of the United States would be deprived entirely 
of any such facilities. i 

This bill takes a step in the right direction. It enables the Govern- 
ment to afford to its citizens, to the business men of the country espe- 
cially, such facilities as they demand and such facilities as their business 
requires. It is to allow the Government to do that which is now done 
by private individuals and corporations, The local express companies 
would be execedingly glad to have the carrying of letters in New York, 
Philadelphia, and other large cities. Perhaps they would carry them 
cheaper and more promptly than the Government now does. But the 
whole business should be in the hands of the Government for obvious 
reasons. The intent of the bill is to save the people from the necessity 
of going to private corporations to have this service performed, and to 
enable the Government to do it to the extent which may be deemed 
necessary. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. I yield now five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Kansas [Mr. PETERS]. 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Chairman, I feel a great interest in this measure, 
and had prepared an amendment to extend the provisions of the bill 
with the idea of making it applicable to certain cities in my own dis- 
trict in which I feel a personal interest; but after being informed by 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. papel b that such a provision 
might somewhat jeopardize the passage of the bill, I decided to with- 
hold it. 

I believe that this measure is a step in the right direction. There 
are many persons upon this floor from the West who know that the 
Wells-Fargo Express Company in addition to carying packages of 
money also provide for carrying letters, and upon the payment of a 
small sum in addition to the cost of carriage will deliver letters imme- 
diately upon the arrival of the mails. Any person, for the small sum 
of 5 cents, can have his letter taken* by the Wells-Fargo Company 
and delivered immediately in any of the small cities lying along the 
line of the railroads in the West. Now, it seems to me if the Wells- 
Fargo ress Company can for this small amount of 5 cents deliver 
a letter, that the United States agency for the sum of 10 cents 
could deliver a letter, especially in all of the free-delivery offices in the 
United States where the machinery is already partly supplied. The 
amendment that I had prepared contemplated the striking out of the 
words in line 9 of on 1, ‘‘a free-delivery office,” and the inser- 
tion of the words ‘‘in any office in a city of four thousand or more in- 
habitants,” thus carrying it to those cities that have now no free-de- 
livery system. But I believe with the gentleman from New York that 
this is in the nature of an experiment and that the bill as proposed 
will demonstrate the practicability of the undertaking, and therefore 
I favor giving it a fair trial first. 

Now when you come to the objection that has been urged that these 
boys of 15 years of age can not do this business—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Thereis nothing in the bill about the employ- 
ment of boys of 15 years of age. 

Mr. PETERS. That these boys, for the sum of $15 a month—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. There is nothing in the bill about the employ- 
ment of boys at all. 

Mr. PETERS. The gentleman will understand, and the committee 
will understand, and the inference is plain from the bill itself and the 
arguments of the gentlemen which have already been made upon it, 
that this delivery will necessarily be made by boys who may be em- 
ployed at the rate of $15 a month, for that is the limit fixed by the bill 
for their compensation, and it could scarcely be expected that any other 
than boys could be employed at any such rate. But the point I am 
going to make is this, and it is well known to all business men, that 
this system could be safely intrusted to boys of that age, because the 
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bill itself provides, as I understand it, that when letters are delivered 
in accordance with thissystem a receipt shall be taken from the person 
who shall receive the letter showing that it has been delivered, and 
therefore it renders the delivery system perfectly safe and secure. 

Everybody knows that in those cities where the free-delivery sys- 
tem prevails boys can be obtained for $15 per month who can deliver 
and do deliver promptly and safely messages and letters; and it is no 
objection to the m r system that they are so employed. It is 
said that this will be an additional force. That is very true, and there- 
fore it imposes no additional labor upon the present messengers of the 
Post-Office Department; and I do not believe that there is a man on 
this floor who will say that the revenues to be derived from this system 
will not be more than ample to pay the additional outlay. It there- 
fore imposes no additional expense upon the Government. The num- 
ber of persons employed for the service will be only the number ac- 
tually required, and certainly the fee charged will provide an ample 
fund for their compensation. 

For these reasons, Mr. Chairman, I certainly can see no objections to 
the bill; and as it has come to us recommended by the high authority 
of the First Assistant Postmaster-General, and recommended also by 
implication ‘by the Postmaster-General himself, I think it is in the 
nature of such legislation as we should cordially indorse. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. I yield now five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Colorado [Mr. BELFORD]. 

Mr. BELFORD. Mr. Chairman, I think the policy of this Govern- 
ment has been radically wrong and is radically wrong to-day. We go 
upon the theory that the Post-Office Department and all matters con- 
nected with the transmission of the mails and their delivery to the 
people should prove to be self-sustaining. Do we expect the Army to 
be self-supporting? Do weexpect the Navy to be self-supporting? Or 
could you by any stretch of the imagination expect the Treasury De- 
partment to be self-sustaining? So far as regards these offices it ought 
to be. But what is the proposition here? To allow a citizen to pay 
10 cents to the end that he may have his letter prompily delivered. 
Now, I am, for instance, a dilettante gentleman from the city of New 
York. Under the present system I get a love-letter from my sweet 
inamorata while I am sitting at the table at breakfast. That comes 
by a carrier. My business letter goes meanwhile to my office, all in 
the hands of a carrier. Out in the West are hundreds of thousands of 
men who have blazed the trail on which the path of empire has gone. 
Why should they not have the privileges and advantages of one of 
these elegant, effeminate, rich gentlemen of the city of New York or 
Philadelphia? [Laughter]. 

This is a general bill as I take it, and I have read it carefully through, 
a bill to accord Government privileges to the good people of this 
country. 

The miner who rests at night in his cabin on the mountain side, with 
his tallow dip, is just as much entitled to receive by a carrier a letter 
sent by his wife as any gentleman living in any city in this Republic. 
And I say that whether the Post-Office Department is self-sustaining, 
or whether we have to contribute money to carry it on, it is our duty 
to doit. And I hope in the name of God that this House will have 
the sense to realize that fact that it is our duty to get out of the 
Treasury of the United States the hundred millions that are kept there 
in idleness. 

A MEMBER. Put your four feet in. [Laughter]. 

Mr. BELFORD. You gentlemen may smile. But next year when 
you go before the people of this country, and are met with the fact that 
there are failures all over it, and that the Secretary of the Treasury is 
hoarding up the money in close yaults, you will have to struggle for 
some argument to defend the Republican party on apolicy of that kind. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. I yield five minutes to my colleague 
on the committee the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WHITE]. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I shall not occupy half that time. 

I do not know that I can add anything to what is stated by the re- 
port. If gentlemen listened carefully to the reading of the report they 
will have all the information they will need on this question. It is not 
denied that this is an experiment. The objection that it would take 
away partof the private messenger business, as seems to be apprehended 
by the gentleman from Ohio on my right [Mr. KEIFER], was not con- 
sidered a serious objection by the committee. On the contrary, it was 
argued, as an advantage of the measure, that it would take a part of 
that business to the post-office, where it properly belongs. Thatitwill 
be self-sustaining is the report of the Post-Office officials. Whether it 
will be so or not is a matter of experiment; but it is such an experi- 
ment as we are perfectly willing to try. 

A record will be kept, and I suppose will be honestly kept, of just 
how much it costs to run this particular service; and at the next Con- 
gress if it is found this is an expensive luxury it will be done away with 
entirely, 

The fact that it will be extended to all free-delivery offices ought not. 
to alarm any gentleman on this floor. That same argument would cut 
off all mail service in remote localities in this nation. It is a well- 
known fact now that in large cities the regions densely inhabited pay 
for the service in localities which are sparsely populated. You may 
argue this is to be a luxury that may be paid for by New York, Philadel- 
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phia, Brooklyn, Chicago, Boston, and a few of the large cities, but that the 
rest of the cities where there is free agi will enjoy this Aragi 
without paying anything to keep it up. e same argument wo 
do away Kiih nine-tenths of the service that is now being enjoyed by 
this great nation. 

The First Assistant Postmaster-General recommends this experiment. 
The bill provides for a 10-cent stamp. Perhaps 8 cents, perhaps 5 cents 
will be sufficient. The committee in agreeing upon 10 cents is quite 
sure that will pay more than all theexpenses. Butif it shall be found 
that 5 cents will pay this delivery, then the next Congress can direct 
that that rate shall be reduced to 5 cents, or that the privilege shall 
be extended to all first and second, and, if you please, third class post- 
offices. 

There is not a single one of these free-delivery offices in the district 
which I represent.- But, sir, I believe that my constituents remotely 
situated from these great centers I have named will enjoy the benefit 
of this free delivery as much as the cities in which it is located. As 
well might the fingers say to the lungs or to the heart, ‘‘I have noneed 
of thee,” as for the country offices to say ‘‘ because New York, Brook- 
lyn, Philadelphia, and a few other large cities are the cities that will 
sustain this system they alone are to be the beneficiaries; therefore 
we will not try it.” This isa national work. And if you will hear 
the report of the First Assistant Postmaster-General again read I think 
without any doubt you will give the proposed system a fair trial. I 
ask the Clerk to occupy the remainder of my time in reading that por- 
tion of the report which is the recommendation of the First Assistant 
Postmaster-General. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In view of the excess of postage on local matter alone over the entire 
service ($1,021,894.01), and in view of the fact that experience has 
demonstrated that local poy ee sere ony is increased in proportion, especially in 


n nor in ad 
practicable standard in cities 


general demands of busi- 


liberal pone to bring it up to the hig! 
where it 


ters of exceptional importance. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. Iyield now five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON]. : 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. This bill has only come under my eye 
since we took it up in the Committee of the Whole; but its provisions 
commend themselves to my mind with great force. In the first place, 
Mr. Chairman, I am glad we have before us a proposition that will not 
disturb in my judgment the hundred millions which so constantly at- 
tract the genius of my friend from Colorado. I amalso glad we have 
a proposition which does not invite partisan debate. I believe we have 
before us a question which as American Representatives we can meet 
honestly, and fairly discuss from the standpoint of the interests of our 
common country. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, one thing is settled by this Government, and 
that is that the United States shall carry the letters of the people. 
That proposition is settled and has been crystallized into legislation for 
years. Innovations are attempted, as has been developed by debate 
already on this floor; but the people want the mails carried by the 
Government, and I believe that this legislation is in that direction. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Will the gentleman from Iowa permit me to 
ask him this question: Is there a single town or city in his district that 
would enjoy the privilege of this bill ? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. My own city, the beautiful city of 
Dubuque, I will inform the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] 
will enjoy the privilege. 

Mr, TOWNSHEND. Are there any other cities — 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I had sincerely hoped that a gentle- 
man of his learning, living in the adjoining State of Illinois, would 
have known more about the State of Iowa than he seems to do. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. This is the first time I ever knew the gentle- 
man lived in Dubuque. y ; 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. There is the city of Dubuque, in my 
district, and in the State the cities of Davenport, Burlington, Keokuk, 
Muscatine, Des Moines, Council Bluffs, and I think Sioux City. 

Mr TOWNSHEND. I was not aware, in the first place, that the 
gentliman lived in Dubuque; and I was certainly not aware that all 
the cities he has named were in his district. 

Wr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I did not say they were in my district. 
I mentioned the city of Dubuque, in my district, and then I mentioned 
other cities in the State. I am unfortunate in that the gentleman does 
not know where I live. I hope that during our future intercourse in 
this House we shall become better acquainted. [Laughter. ] 

„Now, in the few minutes I have left I desire to say that Iowa is not 
like Illinois, or like New York, or like Massachusetts, with one great, 
towering metropolis. Iowa is a State made up of a great many 
ealthy, vigorous cities, and the one in my district which I have named 
is one of them. I believe that all those cities will be benefited by this 
legislation. 

We are a commercial country, and this bill is to benefit the commer- 

cial interests of this country, and I believe the commercial interests 


will pay for it. If we can now carry letters for 2 cents, it seems to me 
that 10 cents additional will pay all the extra cost of their prompt de- 
livery, and at the same time furnish employment to a great many 
boys who will be glad to discharge the duties under this bill faithfully 
and well for $15 a month. : 

This measure is needed. Right here in the capital city of the nation 
I have mailed letters that did not reach their destination in Washing- 
ton within forty-eight hours, and I have been compelled to pay 20 or 
25 cents to insure the prompt delivery of a letter in this city. Now, 
if right here within the sight of the Dome of this t Capitol I can 
not insure the delivery of a letter within forty-eight hours without 
being compelled to pay 20 or 25 cents fora special messenger, I certainly 
would be glad if some means were provided that would enable me to 
insure its prompt delivery for 10 cents. 

I have no feeling on this subject. When I read the bill I was glad 
to observe its provisions. I believe it will be of service to the t 
living, throbbing, commercial interests of this country, who will have 
to pay for the expense of this benefit. Iam heartily in favor of the bill, 

Mr. REED. I desire to make a suggestion to the House. It seems 
to me that this bill has arguments all on one side. If it so be that let- 
ters can not be delivered under it in the small towns, it does happen, 
on the other hand, that if a man lives in a small town, no matter how 
unfriended or alone it may be, and he wants a letter delivered in New 
York or Chicago before midnight, this bill will facilitate his business 
as much as it will the business of the man in Chicago or New York who 
receives his letter. Consequently in giving this advantage to the man 
living in a large city we also give it to his correspondents all over the 
country. > 
We extend these facilities as we go along; we can not extend them 
except in proportion as population increases. It seems to me that it is 
a sort of dog-in-the-manger argument to say that because we can not 
have all the advantages of this thing therefore nobody else shall have 
them; especially when you consider that we will get at least half the 
advantage that the man who lives in a large city, because by means 
of the plan which this bill proposes we can communicate with him 
promptly. It seems to me that this bill ought to pass. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. How much time have I remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentlemen has fifteen minutes of his hour 
remaining. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. I desire to reserve that time until 
later in this discussion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] as entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I will yield to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 

MCMILLIN] five minutes of my time. 
- Mr. MCMILLIN. I think there are reasons, and sufficient reasons, 
why this bill should not become a law. It is admitted, even by the 
most enthusiastic advocates of the bill, by the author of the bill him- 
self, who so far has had control of the time during which it has been 
discussed, that it isan experiment. I undertake to say that as an ex- 
periment it will prove a failure in the main. 

What does the bill provide? It provides that you shall go out and 
employ parties to deliver this mail matter—at what cost? At $15 a 
month! Now, if any member upon this floor can show me a class of 
employés of the Government of the United States who are serving it at 
even $40 a month I will give up the question. There is no such class, 
and to expect that we can obtain them is altogether Utopian. 

If we pass this bill we will start the entering-wedge, and next year 
they will come before us with the most pitiful pleas ever heard, stating 
that we ought to increase the compensation of these fifteen-dollar em- 
poyés; that they have to serve the Government at late hours, until 
midnight, and therefore we ought to increase their pay. 

Reference has been made to the fact that our pages here are nothing 
but messengers of this kind. Now, to illustrate what this will cost, 
let us consider what our messen; here cost us. We pay them $60 a 
month. I do notsay that complainingly; they serve us faithfully and 
well. ButI refer to that fact to illustrate that we can not obtain these 
services for $15 a month. 

I can readily see, Mr. Chairman, how any man who desires to extend 
the office-holding class of this Government, the patronage of the party 
in power in this Government, be that party Republican or Democratic, 
can go enthusiastically to work for this measure. We havealready had 
too much of that. The officers of the United States number to-day, I 
believe, 110,000. What is the consequence? They are as unwieldy as 
the Mississippi that pours its watersupon the Gulf. Already the clamor 
has come up from that innumerable host seeking to serve the Govern- 
ment at a price which can not be obtained in privateemployment. Al- 
ready we have had one President shot down by a representative of the 
gang of office-seekers, Whatmore? It has grown to be the case that 
the party which created the offices can not control them, and in order 
to get rid of this trouble you have had to call in the aid of a commis- 
sion and provide that the recommendation of a member of Congress 
shall go for naught. i : 

Now, the true theory of government is to protect the citizen in the 
enjoyment of life, liberty, and Sno yani of a Sos and let him 
do all else for himself. We shall violate that principle if we under- 
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take to do this work. New York already has a letter delivery éleven 
times daily. Let any man who wants his mail delivered more fre- 
quently than that pay the messenger. 

Mr. COSGROVE. I would like to ask the gentleman from Tennes- 
see one question. I understand the gentleman to say that these mes- 

can not be obtained at $15 month. If that be the fact, will 
it not in effect defeat the operation of the bill? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Ah, you may start the system at that rate, but he 
who has watched the course of legislation here knows that a tempting 
bait in the way of low compensation is always held out until the office 
is created; and then all the power of Congress can not abolish the office. 

One word in addition. The gentleman from New York complains 
that these messenger companies in the large cities are making fortnnes 
out of their business. It isa legitimate business. It isa fair business 
enterprise; and we saw the gentleman complaining here last Congress 
because the Government was not lending aid enough to business men 
in enabling them to make fortunes. Now, I do not wish to interfere 
with the carrying of the mails; but I do say that when a man’s busi- 
ness requires such expedition that from four to eleven mail deliveries 
daily will not satisfy him he ought to employ at his own expense mes- 
sengers to do the work; and those who are engaged in meeting such 
demands in the way of the delivery of letters are not to be complained 
of because they are earning their legitimate wages. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Inow yield five minutes to the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. REAGAN]. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Chairman, what is the object of the bill asshown 
by the bill itself and the arguments offered in its favor? I take it that 
one of its objects is to create a new class of Government employés; and 
I have no doubt the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON ] was right 
from his standpoint in suggesting that it would furnish employment to 
a great many people, to be paid by the Government. One of the ob- 
jects of the measure, it seems, is to help to make this a great paternal 
government, that is to take care of the fortunes and interests of all 
classes, rich and poor, old and young. We have already Government 
employés numbering over a hundred thousand. That member of Con- 
gress who can devise a system which would reduce this number would 
be a patriot and a benefactor to his country. He who devises a system 
to fasten new classes of employés upon the Government—employés 
useless and unn —is doing his country a detriment. 

What is the object of this bill? Simply to organize a messenger serv- 
ice by the Government in competition with private messenger service. 
Why not have a Government service extending to the furnishing of 
hacks and drays, the men in charge of these vehicles being paid by the 
Government? Why take the messenger service away from private in- 
dividuals? 

As suggested by my friend from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN], there 
are in the city of New York eleven daily deliveries of mails. That, it 
seems, is not enough. There would appear to bea fear that some letter 
might not reach its destination by midnight. 

If this be so, then the service is inefficient and unequal to the object of 
its organization. But I takeit, itis unjust to that service to assume that 
it does not deliver all the mails daily with necessary promptitude. The 
object of this bill must really be to create a new class of public officers. 
It is said that the employés under the bill are to receive only $15 a 
month; but what the compensation may be hereafter under another bill, 
if this measure be now adopted, no man in this House can tell. But, 
sir, if the salaries of these Government messengers at $15 a month, or 
$180 a year, are not paid out of the proceeds of these messenger stamps 
at 10 cents each, the deficiency is to be paid from the public Treasury. 
What does that mean? It means we are to organize a messenger serv- 
ice for cities of 20,000 inhabitants or more, that service not to be paid 
for by its beneficiaries, but to be paid for, in large part at least, out of 
the public Treasury. Why should we adopt such a measure?) We 
seem to have forgotten that we in this country are not authorized to 
take money from one man to giye it to another without consideration; 
that we are not authorized to enrich some at the expense of others; 
that the very object of our Government is to protect all alike and to 
give exclusive privileges to none. 

Yet we must now have a paternal government to go one step further 
and add five or ten thousand more to the list of employés. I do not 
know how many it will take, but it must certainly take a great many 
messengers to carry these letters around in all free-delivery cities hav- 
ing a population of 20,000 inhabitants and over. 

Where is there any limitation in the bill? None at all. Take the 
city of Washington, with its one hundred and seventy or one hundred 
and eighty thousand people. Under this bill how many messengers 
may he employ at $180 a year to do this service? Who can tell? It 
will depend on how many friends he has or how many cases of chari 
may appeal to his sympathies and whom he can aid at the Govern- 
ment ex 

I wish to protest against this character of legislation; against this 
paternal system which takes away from private individuals the busi- 
ness which properly belongs to them and puts it into the hands of the 
Government; against the system which taxes one part of the public for 
the exclusive benefit of another part of the public ; against anything 
which indicates a disposition to make this a paternal Government; 
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against anything which tends to show this is to be a Government not 
for the welfare of the whole people, but merely for the benefit of priv- 
ileged classes. 

‘The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. REAGAN. Iask the gentleman to yield to me for a minute or 
two longer. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iwill yield to the gentleman the time he requests. 

Mr. REAGAN. ‘One word further, Mr. Chairman. Another thi 
to be suggested in the history of our Government is this: We 
out with the idea that privileged classes and monopolies should not 
be permitted to exist within our limits. And yet what is our condi- 
tion? To-day there is not a government beneath the sun, not except- 
ing Italy, that is so monopoly-ridden, so-class-ridden as the Government 
of the United States. Yet we go on step by step piling up burdens on 
the masses of the people for the benefit of classes. What made Italy 
recently a land of impoverished nobles, bandits and beggars? It was ’ 
because that government undertook the paternal business of absorbing 
all the business into its own hands. And whenever we leave the safe 
mooring of the common law, where each individual man is left with 
his sterling manhood to protect his rights, and undertake to make a 
law which shall absorb all business of young and old, male and female, 
into the hands of the Government, we prepare to take away the spirit 
of independence, the spirit of reliance from our people—that spirit 
which has made usthe energetic and prosperous people weare. I pray, 
sir, we may not go further in that line. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND]. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. . Chairman, the one hundred millions of 
surplus revenue in the Treasury of the United States is likely to work 
great evil to this country. It excites the cupidity of every man who 
has an itching palm. It breeds extravagance on every hand. 

Now, Mr. Chai the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. BELFORD], 
it seems, never takes the floor during this session without clamoring 
for some sort of legislation which will distribute the surplus now in the 
Treasury. If that gentleman was as careful of the interests of the tax- 
payers as he seems to be of the tax-eaters of the country he would be 
in favor of inaugurating legislation which would not increase the tax- 
eaters, but would seek to reduce the surplus in the Treasury by the 
only way it can properly be accomplished, and that is by the reduction 
of taxation. The best blessing you can bestow upon the overburdened 
tax-payers of the country is to leave the surplus in their pockets, and 
not take it from the laborers who are working in the fields and mines. 
Instead of taking the money from them which forms this surplus you 
would confer a blessing upon them by lightening their taxes and cost 
of living. Let us ina a new era in the country. Let us do 
away with the old policy of ‘‘ addition, division, and silence.” Let us 
enter upon a career of reduction of expenditures, reduction of taxation. 
Let us proceed at once to retrench by cutting off the sources from which 
this t surplus comes. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Let me ask the gentleman a question, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I can not yield, as I -have only five minutes. 
This billis a step towardavery largesystem of extravagance. Takethe 
free-delivery service as it is. It started in 1863. At the beginning 
there were but 685 carriers employed by it, at an annual expense of 
$317,000. What is itto-day? Imtwenty years it has grown until the 
carriers number 3,680, ata cost, last year, to the tax-payers, of $3,173,636. 
The Postmaster-General, in his annual report, certifies to us the fact 
that out of the 154 free-delivery offices in the country only 14 are self- 
sastaining. Isay to you that if you now enter on this legislation you 
will put in an entering-wedge which will, in all probability, result in 
duplicating the present number of salaried employés of the free-deliv- 
ery system. You will not only have to increase the number of car- 
riers, but you will probably have to increase the clerical force in every 
free-delivery office. i 

I would be glad if every miner in camp in Colorado who, as the gen- 
tleman from Colorado has said, is lighted to his work by the aid of a 
tallow-dip, should have the privilege of enjoying the benefit of the free- 
delivery system. I would be glad if every farmer in my Congressional 
district could have his letters delivered to him daily or nightly at his 
door, as the gentleman from Colorado seems todesire. But what would 
be the iture for so furnishing such facilities to persons living re- 
mote from the centers of population? The immense cost can not now be 
conceived. This bill, which is apparently so harmless, will, if adopted, 
grow like thesmall beginning of a stream which has swollen into a large 
and lengthy current. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BRUMM. Does not the gentleman know that the free-delivery 


ty | system pays over a million of dollars surplus into the Treasury every 


year? Why then talk of taxing the people for this thing? 

Mr. BELFORD. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BELFORD. Iwant to know whether this bill isdebatable un- 
der the five-minute rule, or whether members of this House have to go 
down on their knees and ask the consent of the gentleman from New 
York or the gentleman from Illinois or the gentleman from Georgia 
to discuss this measure? 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that it will be debatable 
under the five-minute rule when we come to the proper point. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to this bill for the 
reason that this committee is not fully informed, certainly notinformed 
to such an extent as would justify it in acting upon this subject at all 
as it hasundertaken toact. Whathave we, sir, upon the subject? The 
gentlemen who are advocating this bill and representing the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads tell us that there has been an 
estimate made by somebody, and that it is thought it will pay ex- 
penses if the system be adopted. I have before me the report of the 
Postmaster-General made to the present Congress. I have examined 
that report very carefully, and I undertake to say that while the Post- 
master-General has recommended many other ions to our con- 


sideration for legislative action and has pointed out certain needed im- | self. 


provements in the postal service, he has abstained from it in this respect, 
and certainly, has not thought it worth while to place it in his report. 
But, say the gentlemen representing this measure, and they are driven 
to the acknowledgment the First Assistant Postmaster-General says 
so and his views accompany those of the Postmaster-General himself, 
and therefore we understand that what is recommended by the First 
Assistant Postmaster-General bears also the indorsement of the Post- 
master-General. 

Now, if gentlemen will take the trouble to examine on page 104 
of this report of the Postmaster-General, containing a portion of that 
report of the First Assistant Postmaster-General, it will be found that 
he, the First Assistant Postmaster-General, is insisting upon the re- 
duction of postage on local letters, while if they will turn to page 27 
of the Postmaster-General’s report proper, they will find the Post- 
master-General combating the views of the First Assistant in that re- 

t. May that be called also an indorsement of the recommendation. 

ow often does it happen that subordinates make recommendations in 
their reports to Congress which the heads of Departments find it neces- 
sary to antagonize? I remember once in the report of the Second As- 
sistant Postmaster-General, who recommended certain changes which 
he proposed in the compensation allowed to railroads for carrying the 
mails, when the matter was taken up in the committee-room the Post- 
master-General saw so much danger in it that he came to the room of 
the committee himself and protested against it as injurious to the great 
masses of the railroads in the country, as well as an increase in the ex- 
pense of the service. Do gentlemen, in view of these facts, expect us, 
when the Postmaster-General omits to make recommendations on the 
subject, when there is nothing for our guidance except ten lines in the 
report of the First Assistant Postmaster-General—do they expect us to 
assume the responsibility of such legislation as this? Are we to adopt 
it without recommendation or estimates? There is not a word of dis- 
cussion of estimates save one, and I beg leave to call attention to it. 
This is about all we have in the way of cost or of economy of the 
service or its importance; and I ask your attention toit while I read it: 


Letters are now delivered by carriers at stated hours during the day, from . 


about 7 a.m. to6p.m., the uency of tri; 
in the same city more frequent deliveries being made in the business and less 
frequent in the suburban districts. Between these deliveries two or three hours 
frequently intervene in the larger cities, and a longer time in the smaller ones, 
where the deliveries are less frequent. rs received, therefore, after the car- 
riers go out on their trips, whatever their importance, must lie in the office till 
the next trip. After the close of the deliveries for the day carriers’ letters must 
lie over till the next morning delivery, which delay, in many instances, fails to 
meet g wants of the ee or Te object of S RAE ETES Out x this 
want of a more speed, very have grown up in several of the large cities pri- 
vate ente: hich are now conducted in com: ion with this service and 
ae dive: : from the legitimate revenues of the Department thousands of dol- 
yearly. 


Mr. Chairman, that is all we haye, absolutely all, touching the ques- 
tion of necessity or of economy; and when we look a little further to 
the discussion of the question of interfering with the revenues of the 
people of this country, let us see whether the people have been injured. 
On the next page, in considering the subject of the reduction of post- 
age on local letters, we find: 

Reports made by inspectors of the Department in their investigation of the 
unlawful dispatch companies, which have been doing business in igati York for 
many years, show that the Department is losing thousands of dollars annually 
by the competition of these companies. It is true that the courts have decided 
the business being carried on by these companies to be illegal, and writs are now 
pending in the United States court against a number of s companies. The 
argument advanced by the ietors of the private dispatch companies and 
some of their patrons that they give a better service than the Department is able 
to give us is not borne out by the facts. The private companies make but from 
two to three deliveries a day, while in one portion of New York city the De- 
partment makes nine deliveries, and in many parts of the city five, and in no 
portion of the city less than three deliveries per day. The only thing— 


And I ask the committee to mark it well— ` 


that can be gained by the patrons of the private dispatch companies is the sav- 


ing of money, these companies charging but 1 cent, while the Government 
ts local postage. . 


varying in different cities, and also 


Will you take the position, to get hold of these revenues, of arguin, 
that these companies shall be eyeing out of existence wins the Posts 
master-General declares that they are delivering the mails at one-half 
the price the Government itself charges? 

Now, sir, I say that we have no information, no estimates, upon 
which we can act. The gentleman who seems to be the special advo- 
cate of this bill, the gentleman from New York [Mr. SKINNER], in- 


troduced it on December 11, before any of the committees had been 
created. We met after the holiday adjournment on the 7th January. 
This bill on the 16th was reported back to the House. And this ex- 
tract from the report of the First Assistant Postmaster-General is all 
we have to act upon. Iaskif it comports with the public interests 
that we should take this subject up with so little of the information 
necessary to enable us to determine intelligently upon a measure of 
this importance ? 

As the gentleman from Connecticut sitting near me [Mr. Eaton] 
suggests, where is the Postmaster-General all this while, when itis his 
duty to make recommendations upon this subject? It is not the duty 
of the First Assistant Postmaster-General tomake such a recommenda- 
tion, or if he does it should simply go to the Postmaster-General him- 


These gentlemen, in the matter of estimates, have told you further 
that this experiment will pay, that it will not cost the Government any 
thing. Yet not one of them will undertake to tell you what will be 
the extent of the privilege, and how many cities it is to operate in. 
There are now, and I state this on the authority of the report of the 
Postmaster-General himself—there are now only fourteen offices where 
the local postage exceeds the cost of the free-delivery service. How 
many cities is this service to gointo? Is it going simply to those cities? 
A gentleman on the other side of the House a few minutes com- 
plained we had not this service here in this city. What is to be the 
rule? Where is it to go? Is it to be confined to a few cities? 

The city of New York has no right to complain. From this report 
it appears that that city is having nine deliveries of mail a day. The 
gentlemen who report this bill tell you, as a matter of cost, they do 
not p to allow more than $15 a month to be paid to the persons 
who deliver the extra-stamped letters. And one of the gentlemen tells 
you that when they fixed it at this sum they did not calculate on get- 
ting men to do the work, but proposed to pick up little boys and give 
them of the delivery of these letters all over the city—these 
important letters, which have to be delivered instantly upon their receipt, 
because of their importance. You propose that this most important 
service shall be confined to those little boys, so far as regards the delivery. 

I say, sir, such service as that will not be accepted by the business 
interests of the country; it will be repelled by the common sense of the 
country. And for one, if I had no other reason for opposing this bill, 
I would consider it a sufficient reason that these gentlemen propose to 
do this identical thing. 

I trust, therefore, we are not at this time to pass this bill. I think, 
as the Postmaster-General himself says in discussing the matter of drop- 
letters, where he antagonizes the First Assistant, we may well reserve 
this suggestion for future consideration. The Postmaster-General says 
in his report: 

It would seem to be prudent to wait until the deficiency— 

Arising from the reduction of postage— 5 
shall have been recovered, or at least more definitely ascertained, before mak- 
ing a further inroad upon the revenues through a reduction of the present rates 
of . The carrying of the mails should not be looked to as a source of 
revenue, but the service should be rendered as nearly self-sustaining as possible. 

That is all the Postmaster-General says on this question. He says 
substantially, ‘‘ You have taken a large step in reducing the postage 
from 3 cents to 2 cents, and my suggestion is to stand still till you see 
the effect of this reduction.” 

I trust the committee will heed the suggestions of the Department, 
and that especially this side of the House, which has for so many years 
declared itselfin favor of economical ditures, will see to it we shall 
not rapidly, as soon as we have assembled, before committees have had. 
time for deliberate action, without recommendation from any Depart- 
ment, adopt measures of this sort which are to cost we know not what. 

Mr, CHACE. I have listened with considerable care to the argu- 
ments adverse to this bill. I may be mistaken, but it seems to me 
that no argument has been advanced here that will not apply adversely 
to the existence of the Post-Office itself. 

Gentlemen say this is making this Government a paternal govern- 
ment because you are giving to it private business. It might as well 
be said that carrying mails, delivering letters, is private business. Gen- 
tlemen say, again, this will cost more than the Department will collect 
for it. Why, sir, upon that ground you would have to set aside three- 
fourths of all the post-offices of this country. 

Gentlemen say this is increasing the patronage of the Government. 
Every new post-office you establish increases the patronage of the Gov- 
ernment, 

This is a question whether we will avail ourselves of every possible 

cy to improve the methods of delivery, to facilitate intercommn- 
nication, to provide the means for the circulation of intelligence. That 
is the whole question in a nutshell. Our Government, great as it is, 
is the cheapest government among all the great nations of the earth. 
And it is the most liberal. But if we are to pursue the policy of gen- 
tlemen opposed to this bill we must go back step by step till we have 
relapsed into a state of almost barbarism. 

Mr. KEIFER: I have been classed from what Ihave said as being 
opposed to this bill. The general principle and policy I am not so 
much opposed to as I am to its very loosely guarded character in de- 
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tails. Therearea greatmany objections, that have notatall been stated, | Mr. PETTIBONE. He can get that in the five-minute debate. 


to the bill, Gentlemen about going into opposition to or driving 
out, by means of this system, private parties who are engaged in deliv- 
ering letters. They say people desire to have this delivery in the cities; 
and they propose that the Government, as a business proposition, shall 
charge 12 cents on each letter, while the private parties have been long 
engaged in delivering them at 10. I supposethey will next ask for the 
legislative power of the Government to exclude the private parties from 
delivering these messages at a lower rate than the Government is doing 
under the postal system. I suppose we have the power to do that. 

Now, I do not,subseribe fully to the doctrine expressed by the gen- 
tleman from New York, who says that because certain private parties 
are making a large sum of money out of the business of delivering letters 
the United States Government ought necessarily to go into the business. 

Then I suppose it is to be the policy of the Government, wherever 
you find that private parties have built up a business and an occupa- 
tion, built it up before the Government had the foresight, either through 
its Legislature or otherwise, to undertake such business—you are then 
to seize upon it and overthrow the parties engaged in it and take it for 
the benefit of the Government. That rule as a general policy will not 
do. While I admit itisa prime duty of the Government to deliver 
all mail matter and with due promptness, I:do not think any such 
principle as that should prevail. , 

Let.me refer to another thing to show the loose manner in which this 
bill has been drawn. By the very terms of the bill, every letter that 
may go to a free-delivery office, having upon it this extra 10-cent stamp, 
must be delivered to any person within the bound of the delivery of that 
office, although he may live ten or fifteen miles from the office. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. Will the gentleman permit me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. KEIFER. Certainly. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. I wish to ask the gentleman if he 
knows of any post-office in the United States, excepting perhaps New 
York city, which has subpost-offices all over it, where the limit is ten 
or fiftéen miles? 

Mr. KEIFER. The gentleman asks a question that has no sort of 
application to my statement. I say that the limit of free-delivery 
offices in many cases is ten or fifteen miles. Some of the patrons of 
the post-office in the town in which I reside live more than that dis- 
tance from the office. According to the loose terms of this bill all the 

trons of all free-delivery offices are to have their letters delivered 
immediately up to the hour of midnight. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. Allow me again—— i 

Mr. KEIFER. The gentleman misunderstands the question. This 
bill is not drawn so as to provide that these letters shall be delivered to 
those who are entitled to the benefit of the free-delivery system. The 
gentleman who drafted the bill did not use language that would re- 
quire that. These letters are to be delivered to all persons who receive 
mails at a free-delivery office; they are to be entitled to have delivered 
immediately such letters as are here indicated, although they may live 
along distance in the country. I do not suppose the committee in- 
tended that, but that is the plain language of the bill. 

Now, I may be bronght to a point where I can vote for this bill if its 
advocates will place it upon a business basis, but as it stands now it is 
full of objections. It is only a signal for the Government to start upon 
a project that will fail. 

If we are to have this at all, I would suggest that where a letter is a 
drop-letter there should be required only a 10-cent stamp upon it, so 
that the Government: may deliver that letter as cheaply as it can be 
done under the messenger system. Then in the city of New York, or 
Philadelphia, or in any city having the free-delivery system, persons 
putting letters in the office to be delivered within the bounds of that 
office should not have to pay more than 10 cents. If that is done, you 
can then fairly compete with and drive out these private ee 

I would suggest that.change at least, and some others. I am not 
prepared to say that we can require messengers to deliver these letters 
to be employed from 7 o’clock in the morning until 12 o’clock at mid- 
night for $15a month. The gentleman from New York [Mr. SKIN- 
NER] and others say that we have boys here to deliver our m 
True, but we pay them from sixty to seventy-five dollars a month to 
run about the floor here and deliver our messages. 

It is proposed by this bill to select boys to travel through the streets 
and alleys at late hours at night and to take receipts for important 
messages and to be paid the enormoussum of $15 a month. Weshould 
put the pay high enough to be at least fair to the class of persons who 
= 5 be required to perform this duty in all kinds of weather and at 

urs. 

If the bill shall be amended and put in proper shape I am willing 
that the Department may try the experiment, as it seems desirous to 
undertake this duty. l 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, reporting this bill, have certain amendments. If no 
further general debate is desited the bill will now be read by sections for 
amendment. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. I have promised the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. O'NEILL] five minutes of my time. ` 


Mr. SKINNER, of New York. I understand the gentleman can get 
the time he desires under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I do not know whether the Chair can 
hear anything, but we can not hear anything that is going on. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will come to order. The Clerk 
will now proceed to read the bill by sections for consideration and 
amendment under the five-minute rule. ; 

The first section was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That a special stamp of a face valuation of— cents shall be 
provided and issued, in such form and bearing such device as may meet the ap- 
proval of the Postmaster-General, which, when attached to a letter, in addition 
to the stamp required to be ee to prepay the drop-letter rate of post- 
age, or the rate required on letters mailed, and whose final delivery is to be at a 
hit a office; shall be regarded as entitling such letters to immediate de- 

The Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads recommend that 
the section be amended by filling the blank before the word ‘‘cents’” 
with the word “ten,” and after the word “‘ cents” strike out ‘‘ shall’’ 
and insert ‘“‘may;’’ so that it will read: 

That a special stamp of a face valuation of 10 cents may be provided and 
issued, &c. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the amendment reported 
by the committee. é 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Is the bill now open to amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. There is an amendment pending, reported by 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I desire to offeran amendment, to some extent 
an amendment to the amendment reported by the committee. It isto 
insert after the word ‘‘cents,’’ in Jine 3, the words ‘‘ whenever deemed 
advisable ;’? so that it will read : 

That a special stamp of a face valuation of 10 cents, whenever deemed ad- 
visable, may be provided and issued, Xe. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. That is all right. 

Mr. BELFORD. Mr. Chairman, the excitable and distinguished 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] has taken occasion to assail 
me on the floor of this House—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentlemon is mistaken if he thinks I in- 
tended to assail him. 

Mr. BELFORD. Because I had the honor to allude to the honest 
miners who have built up the Western States. I expect before this ses- 
sion of Congress is over that we shall sce strange spectacles here. We 
shall see the distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RAN- 
DALL] posing as an economist; and we shall see the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] posing as the great objector; be- 
cause they are rival candidates for the Presidential nomination next fall. 


I do not know exactly what attitude or position my friend from Illi- 


nois will occupy when that time comes; but I desire to say to him that 
it was the miner in 1859 who blazed a pathway for the march of em- 
pire, and then enlarged it into a highway by which the commerce of 
the East is drifting to the West and by which the wealth of the West 
is coming to the East. It was in 1859 that the fires on the top of the 
Rocky Mountains were built in Colorado; and this year we have pro- 
duced in silver alone over ‘$26,000,000. Talk about ‘tallow dips!” 
The gentleman used to be a page in this Honse, and from that he has 
grown up to be a member of this council of the nation. What right 
has he to reflect upon honest men who build their cabins upon the tops 
of the mountains, who dig into the bowels of the earth, and who con- 
tribute to your Treasury over $26,000,000 yearly, The gentleman was 
out in that country; probably he was not successful in his mining oper- 
ations [laughter]; probably because he did not happen to fall into 
the hands of honest men dealing honestly. But I do not believe he 
found a citizen of Colorado connected with any mine who ever cheated 
him outofonepenny. God bless the honest miners! They have made 
that Western country to blossom and bloom. They have opened up the 
very bowels of the mountains. They have led the way for the con- 
struction of railroads, the building of churches and school-houses and 
towns, while the gentleman had not the courage to cross the plains ex- 
cept in a Pullman palace car. [Laughter and applause. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, I venture the assertion that no 
other gentleman who heard me to-day will say that I uttered a single 
word which could be construed as in the slightest degree a reflection 
upon the gentlenian from Colorado or upon any citizen of Colorado, be 
he miner, lawyer, or anything else. I simply alluded to a figure that 
he himself had used; but I used it no more by way of criticism or re- 
flection than did the gentleman himself. Hence there was no occasion 
for the gentleman to repeat a speech that I have heard him deliver on 
this floor every session since I have been a member with him. I have 
heard him tell in past Congresses how in years agone there were men 
in Colorado who had blazed a way for the path of empire. Ihave got 
that speech by heart. 

Mr. Chairman, I entertain none but the kindest feclings toward the 
gentleman. I desire to disclaim any intention to reflect upon him or 
the people of his State. But ashe has intimated that I may have had 
some speculations in his State, I will venture the assertion (without re- 
ferring at all to any of my experiences or admitting that I have had any 
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in that direction) that if my friend will go upon the prairies of Ilinois 
or elsewhere in this country and ask those who have invested in his State 
what has become of their investments among the ‘‘honest miners ” of 
Colorado, he will learn that in nine cases out of ten they have put down 
ten dollars where they have taken up ten cents. Laugier 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in regard to my amendment. I have offered it 
simply for the purpose of giving the Postmaster-General the discretion 
to establish this delivery system in cities where he may deem it ad- 
visable, When the amendment has been voted on, I shall offer a pro- 
viso at the end of the section limiting the service to those cities only 
where it shall be found to be self-sustaining. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. TOWNSHEND, it 
was agreed to; there being—ayes 91, noes 25. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The question is now upon agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the committee as amended. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I desire to offer an amendment to come 
in at, the end of the first section. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not in order now. 

Mr. BLAND. I rise to a question of order. Is it in order to move 
to strike out the enacting clause of the bill? Ifitbe in order, I make 
that motion. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I presume that motion is not in order 
until the bill has been perfected by amendments. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion properly stated would be that the 
bill be reported to the House with a recommendation that the enact- 
ing clause be struck out. 

Mr. BLAND. Imake that motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. That motion, under the rules, takes precedence 
of the motion to amend. 

Mr. BINGHAM. [had not thought, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. BLAND. Is this debatable? ; 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. KEIFER. Does the Chair rule it is not debatable? 

The CHAIRMAN. There is no rule on the subject. 

Mr. KEIFER. It has been ruled to be debatable in several instances 
during the past two or three Congresses. 

Mr, HOLMAN. It has been held that the motion to strike out the 
enacting clause in the Committee of the Whole stands upon the same 
footing as the motion to lay upon the table in the House, which is not 
debatable. That was the old rule and the old practice. 

Mr. BLAND. The motion to strike out the enacting clause should 
be decided without debatein accordance with the practice of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has referred to the former decisions 
on this point, and finds debate has been allowed on the motion to 

«strike out the enacting clause. He will therefore recognize the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania for five minutes. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I had not thought, as one of the 
members of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads of this 
House, there would be any question here as to the propriety and wisdom 
of this legislation. It was a bill fairly discussed in that committee and 
had met with the approval of the officials of the letter-carrier division 
of the Post-Office Department. 

So far as the drawing and wording of the bill go, if any words of quali- 
fication are needed to confine the delivery to the free-delivery offices, 
there can be no question in my mind as to the wisdom of their inser- 
tion. 

I desite, however, to answer several statements made in this debate, 
One was made by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT], that the 
Postmaster-General had not made this recommendation. The gentle- 
man is familiar with the fact that past legislation has been had without 
favorable recommendations on the part of the Postmaster-General and 
upon the counter recommendations made by his Assistant Postmaster- 
General and upon the counter recommendations of the President. You 
know that in reference to the reduction of postage to 2 cents the Post- 
master-General made no recommendation. It was the President who 
recommended the reduction of postage to 2 cents. And on the tele- 
graph question the Postmaster-General has declined to make any rec- 
ommendations to the effect that all telegraphic communication should 
be under the Government. The President in his annual message has 
made a protest against it. Therefore I arose to answer the gentleman 
from Georgia, because the First Assistant Postmaster-General and the 
Postmaster-General differ on this question is no reason why the judg- 
ment of the House should be counter to the proposed legislation. 

Mr. BLAND. Let me ask the gentleman—— 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will yield only on the condition it is not to be 
taken out of my time. 

In reply to the gentleman’s criticism about trusting the mails to 
boys of 15 or 16 years of age, I wish to say that now in most of the 
large cities the most important communications which go by the mes- 
senger service are intrusted to boys from 10 to 15 years of and 
they traverse the city in every direction, not only during the day but 
during the night. At any hour of the night you can get a messenger 
boy togo to any section of the city. Those boys receive a compensa- 
tion of $3 or $4 a week. 

Now, one word more, You have to-day in your postal service a reg- 
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ister system. If I desire to transmit to any portion of the country a 

coni valuables or papers of Le, aaa I will send it , 
through the registered mail. How will I send it? I have to put ona 
ial stamp of 10 cents to meet that additional protection afforded by 
the Government. If I desire to transmit money from one sction to 
another I go and get a money-order and pay for it, and by a system of 
debits and credits in the post-office system the one to whom I send it 
is able to go and collect it at the place where he resides. And this 
bill provides for precisely a similar special stamp. If I desire to com- 
municate with a correspondent in Philadelphia and feel that my letter 
may reach there after the hour for delivery of letters, I may, by the pay- 
ment myself, not to come out of the Treasury but out of my own pocket, 
for a special stamp, and by placing that stamp on the letter, have it de- 
livered up to 12 o’clock at night. It is the same in principle as the 
registered letter. I have to puton a specialstamp. So, too, I have to 
pay extra when I wish to transmit money through the money-order 
service. If I puta special stamp on my letter under this bill it will 
be immediately delivered by special messenger, although the regular 
hour has passed for the delivery of letters. 

That will take nothing from your surplus revenues, and I venture 
the suggestion that in a very short time your service will be a paying 
service. Standing to the credit of the letter-carrier service to-day in 
the Post-Office Departmant is over a million of dollars surplus for the 
last fiscal year, and every estimate signifies the further assurance that 
this year it may run from $1,700,000 to $2,000,000. 

Mr. Chairman, you have to commence this service of special delivery 
of important letters just as you commenced the delivery under the 
letter-carrier system, the same as you commenced the registered-letter 
system, and the system under which you established the money-order 
service, every one of which, as branches or additions to the Post-Office 
Department, to-day return a revenue to the Government, and which 
the gentleman refers to as a surplus. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to occupy the time of 
the committee in further discussing the merits of this bill. * I had 
supposed some time since that the subject was debated until it was 
fully understood by the committee, all the merit there was in it, if any. 

The third section of the bill in my opinion contains the meat and 
all that there isin the whole measure. That provides for the employ- 
ment of as many ‘‘parties’’ as may be deemed necessary by those in 
authority to perform this service. Who is to judge of the necessity of 
this number to be paid at the rate of $15 per month, and who will per- 
form the service for $15 per month? It was suggested by the gentle- 
man from Ohio that it would be n: to increase that amount if 
the service is ever performed at all, But, sir, in the approaching elec- 
tion we can understand that a great many employés may be necessary 
under the provisions of this bill, and notwithstanding your civil serv- 
ice commission and laws, it may be found necessary in certain quar- 
ters to have quite a percentage of these’ employés for the purpose of 
carrying that election, This bill then, in my judgment, is simply a 
measure to increase the number of employés in this Government, when 
in fact they could be decreased in number, and when these cities already 
have ample facilities for the delivery of their local mail. It is unneces- 
sary, therefore, at this time to go to further expense, increasing the 
employés of the Post-Office Department, and diverting the revenues of 
the Government for other purposes, and especially in consideration of 
the fact that we have reduced the postage on all letters from 3 cents to 2 
cents, and there will be thereby created a deficiency, I have no doubt, 
in the revenues of the Post-Office Department for the current year. 

Tyield the remainder of my time to the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. BLount]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has three minutes of his time re- 
maining. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I do not know that I care to employ 
half that amount of time. Iwish to makea single remark in response 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] who has just 
taken his seat. He commends this bill to the committee by a plausible 
statement that he, in Washington, if he wants to send a letter to Phil- 
adelphia and to insure its delivery after the regular delivery of the 
mails has closed for that day, has simply to pay an additional sum of 
10 cents out of his own pocket, and not, as he claims, out of the Treas- 
ury of this Government. The statement made by the First Assistant 
Postmaster-General, to which I have before alluded, showing that the 
private companies are doing that very work cheaper than the Govern- 
ment can do it, in connection with the arguments which have been 
used in favor of this measure on this floor to-day, show to my mind 
that this is only an effort to stop it and to get hold of the revenues that 
on from that class of business. That is the only argument that there 

in it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman from Georgia understands that I 
can not through a private’ company send my letter from here to Phila- 
delphia. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I decline to be interrupted by the gentleman. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman should state the argument clearly. 
I referred to the business as carried on only in the larger cities. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ido not yield to the gentleman. 
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Furthermore the gentleman says, in the course of his argument, that 
I have argued that because the First Assistant Postmaster-General had 
recommended one thing and there had been a failure on the part of the 

ent to recommend another, it does not follow that it is wrong. 
I made no such argument; but the gentlemen favoring the bill them- 
selves have argued that because the First Assistant Pogtmaster-General 
had recommended it, and that because his report is embodied in the re- 
port of the Postmaster-General, therefore it comes before Congress with 
the indorsement of the Postmaster-General and his recommendation. 
I say that that does not follow by any means. It does not follow that 
the Postmaster-Gegeral (because itis embodied in his report) must be 
understood as indorsing or recommending it. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Missouri to strike out the enacting clause. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 90, noes 92. 

Mr. REAGAN, Mr. BLAND, and others demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 

Mr. BLAND and Mr. BINGHAM were appointed tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 108, 
noes 105, ‘ 

So the motion to strike out the enacting clause was agreed to. 

Mr. COBB. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and theSpeaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. CONVERSE reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the bill (H. 
R. 1071) to provide for the more speedy delivery of letters at free- 
delivery offices, and a special stamp to insure said delivery, had in- 
structed him to report the same back to the House with the recom- 
mendation that the enacting clause be stricken out. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Will the House agree to the 
recommendation of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union? 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York, and Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, demanded 
the yeas and nays. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I move to non-concur, and on that 
motion demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Pending that, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from theSenate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had bills and a joint resolution of the following 
titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 12) for the relief of Elizabeth Carson; 

A bill (S. 47) for the relief of Frances E. Stewart, administratrix of 
Michael 8. Stewart, deceased; 

A bill (S. 297) for the relief of Mrs. S. A. Wrightand Mrs. C. Fahnes- 


tock; 

A bill (S. 298) for the relief of Margaret Cassidy; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 26) granting permission to Ensign L. K. 
Reynolds, United States Navy, to accept the decoration of the royal 
and imperial order of Francis Joseph from the Government of Austria. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The motion of Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, was then agreed to; and ac- 
cordingly (at 4 o’clock and 55 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETO. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. AIKEN: The petition of the National Grange, asking for a 
restoration of the tariff on wool—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. BAGLEY: Memorial of Frank Foster and others, shipmaster, 
in port atSan Francisco, relative to revision of the navigation laws— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BAYNE: The petition of Joseph S. Finch and 20 others, and 
of J. M. Davidson and 19 others, business firms of Pittsburgh, Pa., for 
ihe extension of the bonded period on distilled spirits—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BRAINERD: Three petitions of citizens of Pennsylvania, for 
a tobacco-rebate appropriation—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. J. H. BREWER: The petition of citizens of Trenton, N. J., 
for a tobacco-rebate appropriation—to the same committee. 

By Mr. W. W. BROWN: The petitfon of citizens of Bradford, Pa., 
for an appropriation to pay the rebate on tobacco—to the same com- 


mittee. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Memorial of officers of the Second Regiment 
Michigan State Troops, proposing a nationalencampment of militia—to 
the Committee on the Militia. Í 

By Mr. G. R. DAVIS: The petition of H. H. Shufeldt & Co. and 
others, of Chicago, Ill., for the extension of the bonded period on dis- 
tilled spirits—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DEUSTER: Paper relating to the pension claim of Sophie F. 


Kampf and of Peter I. Reuss—severally to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. EATON: Memorial of the Connecticut State Teachers’ Asso- 
ciation, relative to an appropriation for the establishment of schools in 
Alaska—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. HART: Memorial of Joe Henley Post, No. 303, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Department of Ohio, in relation to the pension laws— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Gibson Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Greenfield, Ohio, praying for passage of bill (H. R. 1190) granting 
pensions—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HERBERT: The petition of Hobbie & Teague and others, 
for a tobacco-rebate appropriation—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. HITT: The petition of Peter 8. Crawford, for reduction of 
patent fees and against abolition of oath—to the Committee on Patents, 

By Mr. HOLTON: Papers relating to the claim of Kelita Suit—to 
the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. HOUK: Papers relating to the claims of Thomas B. McElwee 
and of T. B. McElwee—severally to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, papers in the case of the private land claim of the legal repre- 
sentatives of Lewis N. Shelton—to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims. 

By Mr. KEAN: The petition of the Orford Copper and Sulphur Com- 
pany, for relief—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of the Orford Copper and Sulphur Company, fora 
reduction of duty on sulphur ore—to the same committee. 

By Mr. KELLEY: Memorial of the General Assembly of the Pres- 
byterian Church in the United States, praying Congress to establish 
civil government and industrial schools in Alaska—to the Committee 
on the Territories, 

By Mr. LONG: The petition of J. H. Hamlin and 68 others, members 
of James B. Brainerd Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Eaton 
Rapids, Mich., asking to grant one hundred and sixty acres 
of land to each soldier, sailor, and marine who served in the late war— 
to the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Paper relating to the claim of Henry Adams, 
of J. R. Adams, of Benjamin Amin Brown, of Samuel Emmert, af 
Thomas N. Heskett, of William Householder, of George Snyder, and 
of Jonathan Joste—severally to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MULLER: The petition of Patrick Farrelly and of Marcus 
Julian and others, for a tobacco-rebate appropriation—severally to the 
Committee on Appropriations, 

By Mr. MUTCHLER: The resolutions of the council of the city of 
Allentown, Pa., in relation to the proposed Indian policy—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, 

By Mr. NELSON: The petition of Charles E. White, relative to the 
timber-culture act—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. OURY: Papers relating to the claim of H. C. Hooker—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PARKER: The petition of Marsh Post, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Potsdam, N. Y., for pensions to the soldiers of the late war— 
to the Select Committee on Paymentof Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. PEELLE: Papers relating to the pension claim of Emma 
Gierhart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POTTER: The petition of Mary J. Baker, executrix, for re- 
lief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RANDALL: The petition of the National Education Associa- 
tion, for an appropriation for an industrial school in Alaska—to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. OSSIAN RAY: Memorial of the New Hampshire State 
Teachers’ Association, praying that an appropriation be made for the 
establishment of common schools and an industrial training school in 
Alaska—to the same committee. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: Thepetition of Alexander Logsdon and others, 
for an appropriation for the improvement of the Green River—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. ROSECRANS: The petition of citizens of California, rela- 
tive to the tariff on lamber—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Reni E. De Russy—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. SINGLETON: Pa relating to the claim of J. D. Ryan 
& Co.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STRAIT: The petition of Mrs. L. R. Wellman and 14 others, 
of Farmington, Minn., for the removal of their political disabilities— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. ; 

By Mr. TULLY: Papers relating to the claim of R. M. Bowler—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. VANCE: Papers relating to the claim of Polly Tatham, ad- 
iek of Thomas C. Tatham, deceased—to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, 

Alsò, papers relating to the claims of George C. Hayne and of James 
Washington Brank—severally to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers relating to the claims of Newman & Tatham and of P, 
B. Tatham—severally to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, papers relating to the claims of Samuel H. Fleming and of 
Pinkney Rollins—severally to the Committee on Claims. 
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Also, the petition of William M. Moore, for relief—to the Committee 
on War Claims, 

By Mr. RICHARD WARNER: Papers relating to the claim of Dan- 
iel Parker—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WELLER: The petition of Hassendenful Post, No. 146, and 
of Sisco Post, No. 178, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of 
Towa, in favor of granting pensions to all honorably discharged soldiers 
of ths late war—severally to the Select Committee on Payment of Pen- 
sions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. WINANS: The petition of Edward E. Andrews and others, 
of Hebor Le Favour Post, No. 181, and of James M. Greenfield and oth- 
ers, of Ransom Post, No. 89, Grand Army of the Republic, Depart- 
ment of Michigan, praying Congress to equalize the bounties of soldiers 
of the late war pat ye grantthem 160 acres of land—severally to the 
same committee. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, January 24, 1884. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. ELIAS DE Witt HUNTLEY, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 

tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter from the 

of the Territory of New Mexico submitting an estimate for 

needed repairs of the | ive halls and committee-rooms in the 

Adobe Palace at Santa Fé, in that Territory; which, with the accom- 

panying papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary: 

A bill (H. R. 163) providing for the appointment of clerks of the 
circuit and district courts in the southern district of Georgia; 

A bill (H. R. 2824) to amend sections 4, 5, and 9 of an act approved 
February 24, 1879, entitled ‘‘An act to create the northern judicial dis- 
trict of the State of Texas, and to change the eastern and western judi- 
cial districts of said State, and to fix the time and places for holding 
courts in said districts,” and to provide for holding terms of the court 
of the western judicial district of Texas at the city of El Paso, and for 
other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 3931) to create an additional United States judicial dis- 
trict and to establish circuit and district courts therein, in the State 
of Alabama. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of Frederick H. 
Wales and 15 others, citizens of Tulare City, Cal., praying forthe repeal 
of the act of May 15, 1820, and acts supplemental thereto, now embodied 
in sections 769, 1864, 2217, 2244, 2613, and 3830 of the Revised Stat- 
utes, by which the constitutional term of many administrative officers 
was changed and fixed at four years; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

Mr. CONGER presented the petition of John Q. Adams and others, 
citizens of Negaunee, Mich., praying for the passage of the bill to quiet 
the titles to certain lands in the Upper Peninsula of Michigan ; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. WILSON presented a petition of the executive committee on 
“age = Ha ng pa ern of —— citizens of the United 

tates, held at Louisville, Ky., September 24, 1883, praying for an 
amendment to the Constitution and such legislation as will protect 
citizens in their civil rights ; which was referred to the Committee on 
ite SHERMAN. I 

Mr. . I present a petition signed by W. A. Pledger 
chairman, and Jesse Lawson, pil for sha coma tine Sotia bt 
the colored national convention held at Louisville, Ky., September 24, 
1883, praying that provision be made for the due execution of the laws 
for the protection of the colored people of the United States, and for 
such additional laws as Congress may think proper for that purpose. I 
move that the petition be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

. The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR presented the petition of G. H. Wilkinson and others, 
citizens of Saint Louis County, Missouri, praying for national aid to 
the common schools; which was referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 

Mr. CULLOM. I present the petition of John McNellis, of Grundy 
County, Illinois, praying for the refunding of internal-revenue taxes. 
I move that the petition and the accompanying papers be referred to 
es Committee on Finance, to which has been referred a bill on the same 
subject. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. I present the memorial of Charles G. Lundborg, for- 
merly of the royal Swedish navy, relating to his inventions and im- 
provements in steamships. As it is a memorial setting forth some im- 
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portant facts, I move that it be printed and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HAMPTON ted a petition of letter-carriers of Charleston, 
8S. C., praying that they be allowed a leave of absence for thirty days 
in each year without loss of pay; which was referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented the petition of Dalrymple, Bard & Co. 
and others, citizens of Port Allegheny, Pa., praying for a tobacco-re- 
bate appropriation; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. è a 

Mr. LAPHAM presented a petition of Jay Gould Post, No. 145, De- 
partment of New York, Grand Army of the Republic, praying that 
pensions be granted to all those who served in the war of the rebellion; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


LADY FRANKLIN BAY EXPEDITION. 

Mr. HALE. Yesterday the Housejointresolution (H. Res. 119) mak- 
ing an appropriation for thereliefof Lieut. A. W. Greely and his party, 
composing what is known as the Lady Franklin Bay expedition to the 
Arcticregions, was sentto the Committeeon Naval Affairs, quite natur- 
ally, as other papersrelating tothatsubject-matter had gone to that com- 


`| mittee. I was not present at the time. Knowing what I did of the 


measure, that it was an appropriation bill reported by the Committee 
on Appropriations in the other House and sent here as such, I should 
have asked that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations in- 
stead of the Committee on Naval Affairs, in order to save time and 
because such bills commonly go that way. 

It was, however, as I have said, referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and this morning that committee considered it, having before 
it the Secretary of War and the Secretary of the Navy; and in view of 
the necessity for immediate action upon this subject-matter, so that if 
any expedition is sent out to relieve the men who have been there in 
northern cold and darkness for two years and more it may be done at 
once, the committee has directed me to report the, joint resolation 
back, with the further direction that I take the suggestion and counsel 
of the chairman or any other members of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions as to the advisability of sending it to the Committee on Appro- 
priations now, thereby making some little delay, or passing it at 
present. 

I may only say here (the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations is present and listening 
to me) that it is very important that whatever is done in this case be 
done at once. If an expedition be fitted eh it ought to start from New 
York at no later day than the 1st of May. Itought to be at Upernavik 
by the 15th or 20th in order to enter upon what must be the final search 
for Lieutenant Greely and his party, for since the earlier part of 1881 
no sound or token or sign has come from that party. Everything that 


‘has been sent out has failed. The objects in view in the last expe- 


dition of establishing a relief station at Littleton Island failed entirely, 
and there is the greatest danger that with the early summer, even if it 
has not taken place already, the party may have been scattered, not 
finding relief, so that every hour, I may say, is important. 

Mr. ALLISON. I was present yesterday when the joint resolution 
was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs by the presiding officer. 
I see no special reason why it should now be referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. I think every member of the Senate is perfectly 
familiar with the situation of Lieutenant Greely and his party. I 
suppose there is no doubt of the necessity of an appropriation, and, for 
myself, Iam perfectly willing that it sball be now reported from the 
Committee on Naval Affairs and acted upon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state, with the per- 
mission of the Senate, that the Chair referred the joint resolution to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs without having read it in extenso, under 
the impression that the chief point in the measure was not so much the 
appropriation of money, which was of course necessary, as the methods. 
to be provided for sending out an expedition. The Chair, therefore, 
thought the Committee on Naval Affairs was the appropriate committee 
to consider it at first, at least. 

Mr. HALE. I have said that I considered the reference quite nat- 
ural. Iwill, then, under these circumstances, by direction ofthe 
Committee on Naval Affairs, the joint resolution, and under the pecu- 
liar and pressing conditions surrounding the subject-matter I ask that 
it may be considered now. I think it will take but very little time, 
and every day, as I have said, is precious. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, TheSenator from Maine asks unani- 
mous consent that the joint resolution be now considered. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. INGALLS. Let it be read for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be reported for information. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, &c,, That the President be. 
orized to prepare and dispatch an expedition to the coast of 
i i 4 d ; and for this 
pple nang gor Lissa A. y reely and party purpose 


n for manning, equippi and supplying them, and for any land jour- 
S which many, be required; aod aan sums as may be necessary to effect the 


1884. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


621 


object of this resolution are hereby 


appropria out of any moneys in the 
Treasury not otherwise appro) $ 


ich sale bovered into the Treasury, 
i cov: e 6 
ye the uen and Eho TORRY ai to ae =e the first Monday of December, 
1884, a full and detailed account of all expenditures and outlays made on ac- 
count of this appropriation. i 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

Mr. INGALLS. Does the joint resolution state what the amount of 
the appropriation is to be? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
sary ” is the phrase used. ; 

Mr. HALE. The joint resolution does not name a specific amount 
for the reason that the service required is of that kind that it can not 
be told precisely how these vessels shall be fitted, where they shall be 
obtained. Everything, I will say to the Senator from Kansas, is done 
under stress of weather. It isa House appropriation measure, reported 

‘by the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations of the House. 
‘When the same question was very fittingly asked there that has been 
asked by the Senator from Kansas, if the Senator will look at the record 
of the debate he will see that it was stated, as I state here now, that it 
is impossible to fix the amount that will be required; and it was thought 
in view of the purchase of some vessels that will be required for this 
purpose it would be better not to state any sum, however large, as a 
limit, but that all that could be safely left to the President. 

Mr. INGALLS. Can the Senator state what the probable expense 
will be? 

Mr. HALE. No, I cannot. This, all Senators must bear in mind, 
is the last expedition that can be sent. Unless Lieutenant Greely and 
his party are found this summer, they will doubtless pass away and we 
shall never hear more of them. r 

Mr. VEST. I could not catch the words of the Senator from Maine 
exactly. Does he say that this is the last expedition that will be sent 
to the North Pole or the last that will be sent to rescue the Greely ex- 


ition ? 
Pte HALE. I was speaking directly upon the expedition for the 
relief of Lieutenant Greely and his party. The circumstances aresuch 
that I believe that if this does not sueceed, everything relating to that 


py will be looked upon as hopeless and they must needs be aban- 
oned. 


As to the further question suggested by the Senator from Missouri, 
whether any more expeditions will be sent for adventures and scientific 
and semi-scientific purposes to the northern regions, I believe fully 
that this will be the last; that we shall never have for years to come 
any more of them. There is no disposition on the part of the War or 
Navy Department, I think, to send any more expeditions. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, whatever secrets are secluded in that 
mysterious region that surrounds the North Pole, they are guarded by 
nature with the most zealous solicitude. The results of the disposition 
of man to penetrate every mystery upon the surface of this planet has 
been one uninterrupted succession of failures and disasters. Expedi- 
tion‘after expedition has followed into that dangerous and tempting re- 
gion with simply one result, and that is an absolute failure to discover 
any of the mysteries that are alleged there to exist, and with a loss of 
life that is appalling to contemplate. 

It appears to me that the principle recognized in the joint resolution 
is one of very great danger and of doubtful propriety. I suppose no 
one will deny that under the provisions of the joint resolution if the 
Secretary of the Navy sees fit to expend $10,000,000 we shall be com- 
pelled to make the appropriation necessary to pay it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It ought to be amended. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from Missouri says it ought to be 
amended. I think it ought to be amended. 

The Senator from Maine says that it is impossible to impose any lim- 
itation upon the discretion of the Secretary of the Navy that will not 
apee the efficiency of the measures that arecalled for by this humane 
and benevolent enterprise. I am paa u one member of this 
body to commit Congress to the declaration that any amount of money 
that may be thought necessary shall be spent by the executive officer 
of that Department without limitation upon an errand that is under- 
stood in advance to be fruitless and hopeless. 

I should be very-glad if there might be an expression of opinion on 
the part of the Senate and of both p of Congress that it is the be- 
lief of those who have charge of the finances and of the resources of this 
country that these expeditions should cease, and that if there are any 
adventurous spirits who desire to tempt the mysteries and dangers of 
that region hereafter, they shall do so at their peril. I do not think 
that humanity requires us to send men from the Navy or to permit 
volunteers to be allowed to go there year after year to know that the 
only result will be disaster and death. 

Mr. HALE. There is no desire for secrecy with reference to this ap- 
propriation on the part of either of the Departments that have been 
intrusted with this search. If this joint resolution had been originally 
framed with a limitation I do not know that any serious mischief 
would have resulted; but it was considered, so imminent was the pres- 
sure, purchases of vessels n to be made, an impossibility to tell 
what would be asked by owners of vessels required for this service if 


No; “such sums as may be neces- 


they knew the Government needs and knew the amount of money ap- 
propriated—all of those things considered, it was thought better not to 
limit or fix any sum. There is no danger of its ever going into any 
domain of extravagance that would be alarming. 

Mr. INGALLS. Will -the Senator allow me one interrogatory ? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. INGALLS. I should like to ask him, when he speaks about 
the expenditure that may be incurred, what guarantee there is that 
this expedition, disappearing in that profound abyss, not being heard 
of for two years, it may be, after they departed, is not to be followed 
by pthers upon which the same vast expenditure is to be entailed? 

Mr. HALE. I will say to the Senator that I for one am prepared to 
meet that emergency. Here are these men confined in those northern 
regions, as I have said, with no sound or sign coming from them. It is 
a question whether the American Congress will abandon them now or 
seek once more to relieve them. 

It is a wonderful story, the story of this Greely expedition, sent up 
there in the early part of the year 1881 for the purpose of making ex- 
plorations and examinations for certain effects in science, and establish- 
ing or trying to establish meteorological results and stations, left there 
by the ship which took them, with abundant supplies to last for two 
years or more, at Lady Franklin Bay, with imperative orders on Sep- 
tember, 1883, to come south as far as Littleton Island, atthe mouth of 
Smith’s Sound, and there await communication from the United States. 
From that day to this nothing has been heard from that little band. 
In 1882 an ition was sent up to communicate with them, in the 
Neptune, which failed entirely of its purpose, blocked by ice as it was, 
finding the waters entirely different from what Lieutenant Greely did 
when he went up in 1881, for he had an almost clear passage up to Lady 
Franklin Bay. In 1882 another expedition was fitted out. The Pro- 
teus, theship that had originally taken Lieutenant Greely and his party, 
was sent up sopr supplied with provisions for a long time for the 
crew and for the relief of the Greely party, with instructions to estab- 
lish a relief station at Littleton Island, in Smith’s Sound; but the 
water was so clear that the commander of that expedition di ed 
those instructions and pushed on for Lady Franklin Bay, hoping to 
meet and pick up the Greely party. Unfortunately, soon afterward he 
got into ice, the vessel was crushed and destroyed, with all its store of 
precious provisions sent there for the Greely party, and the crew of the 
Proteus, scattered and drifting in different directions, struck out in open 
boats, and at last, worn out almost, landed at Upernavik, on the coast, 
some hundreds of miles below. : 

The result is that Lieutenant Greely stands to-day under the orders 
left with him at the time when he was left there to come south in the 
late summer or early fall of 1883, fully expecting to find a relief station 
established at Littleton Island, where he would remain till succor 
reached him, if there succor can reach him; but owing to the failure 
of the Proteus there is little or nothing there; and what is the fate of 
that party, what has become of them, no man can conjecture. Whether 
they came out, and, finding no relief and no provisions, attempted to 
retrace their steps to Lady Franklin Bay, where they have provisions, 
or whether they scattered and attempted to get to the shore farther 
south, or whether they have been overcome by the rigors of the winter 
there and have ceased to be, no man can fell. 

But while that uncertainty exists, and while there is a prospect, 
small or great, of relieving that party that we sent up there, I for one 
am not prepared to consume time in considering the question or to delay 
by considering the expenditure of money. 

I will say further, in answer to the Senator from Kansas, that while 
I do not believe any more scientific or semi-scientific expeditions will 
be sent up there, that should it happen that the expedition we send 
now is crushed in the ice, and a doubt arises whether the men that we 
send now are there needing relief, I should then believe it was the duty 
of the American Congress to appropriate the money necessary to bring 
themback. Until it is established, so faras anything can be established 
about these expeditions, that the effort is hopeless and that the brave 
volunteers have gone and are dead and it is useless for us to attempt 
succor, I would be in favor of attempting it; but that is a question of 
the future; we are not confronted with it now. We are confronted 
with the other necessity of at once doing something for these men. 

Now, as to the details—it is very proper that they should be ex- 
plained—the Secretary of War and the Secretary of the Navy in a letter 
which is in the documents that go with this resolution, dated January 
17, 1884, go into this whole subject-matter. They declare that the 
board which they provided for has reported to them and they indorse 
its report, and the opinion of the board is that the relief expedition 
should have such an equipment that in any event it will be able to reach 
Lady Franklin Bay, and that it should consist of at least two vessels, 
each having supplies for a period of two years, not only for its own crew 
but for the crew of the other vessel and for the men composing Lieu- 
tenant Greely’s party at Lady Franklin Bay. 

The board recommends the immediate purchase of two full-powered steam 
whalers or steam sealers of from 500 to 600 tons displacement, and that these 
vessels should be thoroughly equipped with boats and sleds. 

There are only a few such ships in the world. There is only asmall 
number from which these can be bought. They stand in value ranging 
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from $75,000 to $130,000 or $140,000 each. There is no time to build, 
because the tion must start as early as May 1. With this mod- 
erate purpose in view of fitting out these two or three yessels at a cost 
something like what I have stated for each, although I appreciate the 
force of the point made by the Senator from Kansas and should be op- 
dinarily the first to stand in indorsement of that point, I do not think 
here that we ought to delay or to send this resolution back amended to 
the House. 

Mr. BUTLER. I wish to call the attention of my friend from Maine 
to the language of the jointresolution. TheSenator from Kansas makes 
the point that this money is to be expended by theSecretary of the Navy. 
I do not so understand the joint resolution. The money is to be ex- 
pended under the direction of the President, It says so in terms. 

Mr. HALE. It has been heretofore a joint affair of the War and 
Navy Departments. 

Mr. BUTLER. It reads: 

to prepare and dispatch an 
Aiia Rappin, een are ee or Lady Franklin Bay for 
the purpose of relieving and bringing home Lieut. A. W. Greely and party; and 
ee for this poposa the paroon a not arpa riza Meerpaal egiie 
and for any land journeys which may be required. oe £ 

Further on it says: 

And the President shall submit to Congress on the first Monday of December, 
1884, a full and detailed account of all expenditures and outlays made on account 
of this appropriation. 

* The entire appropriation, as I understand, is to be expended under 
the immediate direction of the President. 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. BUTLER. Andit seems to me that we can trust the President 
of the United States in a matter of this kind when we consider the exi- 
gencies that are surrounding the Greely party, now isolated. There- 
fore upon the Committee on Naval Affairs I gave my assent to this 
resolution without any hesitation. 

Mr. HALE. With the exception of the limitation in amount sug- 
gested by the Senator from Kansas, the joint resolution is as carefully 

ed as it can be. Whatever comes back of stores or of these 
ships is to be sold at om¢e and turned into the Treasury. I may say 
here that the expenses can not be enormous under any circumstances. 

Mr. FRYE. I desire to ask my colleague a question in relation to 
to this matter. He speaks of the difficulty of finding vessels suitable 
for these voyages, and I do not think he underrates the difficulty at 
all. I desire to ask him whether or not the committee considered at 
all the question of building two or three vessels? 

Mr. HALE. ‘That question was asked the Secretaries, and the an- 
swer was that that was carefully considered, and it was hoped that it 
might be safe to provide for the construction of those ships here at our 
own shores, in our own yards, and get them out in time; but consider- 
ing the necessity of starting the expedition at so early a date, it was at last 
concluded that that would not be by any means safe, and that ships al- 
ready built must be purchased. I donot think myselfit would be safe. 
Ishould be very glad to see one or two of these vessels built in my own 
State, as I know my colleague would, but I do not think it would be 
safe. 

Mr. FRYE. I simply desire to say to the Senator that there is in 
his own State one ship-yard which could build all three in sixty days 
from the time the specifications were madeand the contract entered into. 

Mr. HALE. Butif any accident should take place at the last and 
they should fail, then we should be entirely without ships and the 
season would be gone and the party dead. That is the trouble, Mr. 
President 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, I move to amend, by inserting after 
the word ‘‘ necessary,” in line 11, the words “not exceeding one mill- 
ion dollars.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. a. 

Mr. HALE. I hope that will not be adopted; first, becanse it will 
send the resolution back to the House and make a delay; and secondly, 
because the sum put in there is very much larger than either Secretary 
contemplates that this will cost, probably more than double; and under 
the conditions I do not think it is necessary to make the limitation. I 
hope the Senate will not adopt the amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator from Maine 
Hdl amount was appropriated for the last expedition, that proved a 

ilure? k 

Mr. HALE. Ithink it was thirty-odd thousand dollars. 

Mr. ALLISON. Thirty-three thousand dollars. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move, then, to strike out of the amendment of 
the Senator from Kansas the words “‘one million” and insert ‘‘ one 
hundred thousand.” 

Mr. HALE. That would be utterly inadequate to dispatch the ex- 


tion. 
Penne PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state the question. 
TheSenator from Kansas moves to limit thisappropriation to $1,000,000. 
The Senator from rapa moves to amend that amendment by limit- 
a Prag By oe sig to $100,000. 


ELL. If$100,000 will not do I should like the Senator 


to give us some idea as to whether $150,000 will do, or $200,000. Let 
us know something about what we are appropriating. 

Mr. HALE. I do not think either $150,000 or $200,000 will do. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Well, will $250,000 do? 

Mr. HALE. Idonotthinkso. I do not know but that there may 
be something like a half million dollars expended before we get through. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Then I withdraw my amendment of $100,000 
and move to put in $500,000. 

The PRESIDENT .pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri moves 
to amend the amendment of the Senator from Kansas by striking out 
the words ‘‘one million”’ in the amendment and inserting the words 
‘five hundred thousand.” The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment to the amendment. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have no idea that it will take $500,000, but the 
objection I have to designating that amount is that it is an invitation 
to expend that amount of money, when perhaps if it is left to the dis- 
cretion of the President not more than $400,000 might be expended, or’ 
perhaps $350,000, or perhaps $450,000. Therefore it seems to me to be 
not wise to put in any limitation whatever, in view of all the circum- 
stances surrounding this appropriation. Ishould prefer to see the joint 
resolution passed as it came from the House of Representatives. 

Mr. HALE. I think we shall get these vessels a great deal cheaper 
if we do not put in a limit of $500,000 than we shall if we put in that 
limit. I do not think economy, a real limitation of the expenditure of 
money on this matter, will be reached by putting in the limit of half a 
million dollars. If we put that in the expense will be likely to go to 
it by the price of the vessels being raised. But that is for the Senate 
to choose. If it thinks it is advisable to put that limitation in, I think 
it is money enough. 

Mr. FRYE. Iam not going to move an amendment to this resolu- 
tion; neither do I wish to criticise it to any extent; but I presume that 
the Secretary of War and the Secretary of the Navy can not find to-day 
a half-dozen whaling steamers or seal steamers carrying the United 
States flag that can be purchased for this purpose, and I do not know 
that they can find any fit vessels suitable for a successful voyage into 
these waters carrying thé provisions and coal necessary. 

Mr. HALE. They believe that they can. They have been investi- 
gating and searching, and have vessels now in mind—I would not like 
to state what they are because that would make it public—but they 
have been investigating, and ‘believe that they can purchase, 

Mr. FRYE. I believe if authority were given to purchase or to 
build, this expedition would cost a good many thousand dollars less 
than it will now. As tothe building there is not the slightest diffi- 
culty on the face of the earth in doingit. Thereareadozen ship-yards 
in the United States that would build all three vessels in sixty days 
after the contract was entered into. 

Mr. HALE. They could do it if everything favored, but it is not a 
question for us to decide how that is to be done; the Departments have 
taken that upon themselves. Suppose contracts were made for the de- 
livery of these ships all completed on the last day of April, and sup- 
pose anything should happen in the last two weeks or the last four 
weeks, as if a fire were to break out or there should be some failure 
to perform the contract, all would be gone. In view of that exigency 
neither the Departments nor I decide that these ships can not be built 
in Maine’s ship-yards, for I agree fully with my colleague and I should 
like to see them built there, but both Secretaries concluded that it was 
not safe to run that risk. 

Mr. FRYE. I do not believe in the risk. There is no more risk of 
accidents happening in the building of these vessels than there is of 
accidents in the purchase of the two or three vessels they can select 
under this resolution. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I think we are bound in honor to 
make whatever appropriation is necessary to rescue Greely and his com- 
rades. Their expedition was sent out in 1880 in pursuance of an act 
of Congress which wes passed on the Ist day of May, 1880, by which 
the expedition was directed to Lady Franklin Bay. That measure 
came into this body by a report from the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
and it was contemplated at the time that the expedition would last for 
three years, and when Lieutenant Greely went out there he went out 
with that purposein view. In 1881 and 1882 appropria were made 
for this purpose. Last year on investigation of the subject the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations decided that this expedition should be brought 
home, it having first, been sent out under the direction of the Signal 
Service Bureau. 

Mr. HALE. That was put into the statute. 

Mr. ALLISON. That was put into the appropriation bill of last 
year. An appropriation of $33,000 was made for the purpose of bring- 
ing this party home, and the Proteus, I believe, was sent out for that 
purpose, and was wrecked on the way. Now I think we are bound to 
make such appropriation and to provide such an expedition as will, if 

ible, secure the return of Lieutenant Greely and his comrades, and 
when that is done I think our duty ends. I am glad to see that this 
joint resolution is an appropriation for the purpose of bringing them 
home, and not continuing these explorations and scientific examina- 
tions at Lady Franklin Bay. My own impression is that the amount 
of expenditure will reach nearly a half million dollars if the plan be 
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carried out as suggested by the naval board. As I believe, this whole 
bill is in accordance with the recommendation made by the naval 
board. 


ed, giving the President discre- 
tion and requiring him to report in detail the amount expended under 
this expedition, yet I can see no great harm in limiting the amount to 
half a million dollars, if the Senate think that isa wise thing todo. I 
have no doubt it will cost very nearly that and I think we ought 
not to appropriate a less sum than half a million; and yet, whether 
the sum is limited or not, I have no doubt the expenditures will be 
reasonably and economically made. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, the s ions of the Senator from 
Iowa recall the circumstances under which these previous expeditions 
have been sent forward. The testimony that has been taken and the 
investigations that have been made disclose in my judgment a blunder- 
ing incapacity and want of comprehension of what was required and 
a stupidity that amounts almost to imbecility which do not hold out 
any very brilliant expectations of advantageous results if this expedi- 
tion is to be continued under the auspices under which the former went 
forward. 


The Senator from Iowa says that this is to bethe end. I wish to in- 
quire if in pursuance of the instructions that have hitherto been issued 
and the measures that have been hitherto adopted and the conflicts that 
have ensued, the want of harmony that has arisen is to follow this, and 
the expedition that is here authorized goes into those mysterious regions 
and is heard of no more, whether we shall not under thesame aspect be 
called upon to appropriate another million or another half million to go 
in search of these who are now to be sent forward? Sir, it is useless to 
talk about this being the end of it. T have no doubt that this expedi- 
tion that goes forward will be subject to exactly the same disasters and 
the same dangers as those that have preceded it, and I am unwilling in 
the present aspect of this situation to say that the President or any of 
his officers shall be allowed the absolute control of any sum of money 
they see fit to expend for this p 

What has hitherto been done does not encourage Congress, it does 
not excite any very warm anticipations in public opinion that t re- 
sults will follow the expedition which is here to be authorized; and if 
the Senators from Missouri think that $500,000 will be sufficient, I am 
willing that my amendment shall be so modified. One object that I 
had in view was to ascertain from the Senator from Maine what amount 
he thought would be necessary, and I submit that the Committee on 
Naval Affairs were not justified in presenting a measure of this im- 
portance to the Senate without some inquiry, without some statistics, 
without some advice as to what was necessary, and the amount that 
would be required to render that necessity effectual, 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator bear in mind that I stated that I be- 
lieved the expense of buying these ships at the rates which I mentioned 
and fitting them out and the cost of the expedition would come some- 
where near a half million dollars. 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes, sir; I remember that, but that statement was 
only made after I had offered my amendment. I interrogated the Sen- 
ator very strictly in advance as to what he thought it would cost, and 
he said he was unable to give any estimate of what it would cost. 

Mr. HALE. Ishould not want to give an estimate. 

Mr. INGALLS. I then offered an amendment that it should not ex- 
ceed $1,000,000. He said that was too large. The Senator from Mis- 
souri then said it might be $100,000. He said that was too small; and 
between the balancing of opinions we finally obtained from the Senator 
from Maine the statement that $500,000 would probably be the amount 
that would be required to render this expedition effectual. 

Mr. HALE. And yet I would not pretend to make that as an esti- 
mate. I do not think anybody can do that. I donot think the Secre- 
taries can. I believe that that limitation will cover it; but if I were 

ing to make an estimate and look into it carefully, I might find that 
$100,000 less than that would cover it. Ido not think anybody can 
make an estimate. It is only conjecture on my part that it will not 
reach over a half million dollars, but I think we are safe in leaving it 
with the President without limitation. 

Mr. INGALLS. I have no hesitation in saying that humanity and 
patriotism require that an expedition shall be sent forward under proper 
auspices, reasonably manned and equipped, for the purpose of bringing 
back the Greely expedition; but I say that it is utterly in defiance of 
the principles that ought to regulate the expenditure of the public 
money to vest in the President or in any of his subordinate officers un- 
limited discretion for any purpose whatever. We are just as compe- 
tent to decide what is necessary as the President is, and we are the guar- 
dians and custodians of the public resources. It is not in accordance 
with the rules that have always been observed here, it is notin accord- 
ance with the suggestion of business or of practical affairs to place in 
the hands of the President, subject as he may be to pressure from vari- 
ous humanitarian sources, to fit out an expedition that may involve us 
in an expenditure which, as the Senator himself has admitted, may be 
more than a million dollars without any limitations or guards whatever. 

I therefore hope, sir, that whatever sum, and that shall be the largest 
sum, that the Senator from Maine or the committee think is requisite 
‘will be placed in this bill as the limit beyond which they are not to go. 


Although it seems to be well 


Mr. HALE. Now let us have this matter, which has occupied so 


much time, out of the way. It was only by ind ce of the Senate 
that it came under the morning hour, and I would not have asked it 
had I supposed so much time would have been taken. I hope we may 
have a vote now and di of the matter. 

Mr. BECK. Before the vote is taken I desire to know, as some 
hundreds of thousands of dollars will be n to carry out this 

urpose, whether the Committee on Naval Affairs has inquired of the 

etn B of the Navy, or of the proper authorities, anything in regard 

to the probable cost, or as to the plan, or as to the manner in which 

this money is likely to be expended; and, ifnot, why not? If the com- 

mittee has made that inquiry, why is not the information before us a 
deal more accurate than we have it? x 

I should like to know also whether there can not be an estimate 
made, according to the best information the Navy Department now has, 
as to what this is going to cost us, to be furnished by to-morrow morn- 
ing, so that somebody will be responsible for the action taken. Why 
should we be called upon as a matter of philanthropy to be spending 
money without estimates, without responsibility, and without any 
cause shown, when all this information can be had, and at least one 
Department of this Government can make itself responsible to Congress 
for the call which it now makes? I propose to vote all that is neces- 
sary, but no more. 

Mr. HALE. Let me say, in answer to the Senator from Kentucky, 
that the Committee on Naval Affairs inquired fully into all these things. 
They had the Secretary of War and the Secretary of the Navy before 
them, and went into the subject fully. 

The only.thing that is sought here is a limitation in amount. That 
is the only thing upon which information can not be given closely; 
Neither the Secretary of War nor the Secretary of the Navy can tell 
perhaps within $50,000 what this expedition will cost. Ican very well 
see how that is. They do not know, first, what the vessels will cost, 
That is impossible to be ascertained now, for they have no authority ta 
buy until after an appropriation is made and they are furnished with 
the money. 

It is not the fact that the Committee on Naval Affairs comes here 
without information. All the papers and documents, and they are 
quite numerous, are here in my hands or on my desk, and I propose to 
put them in, or if the Senate requires that more time be taken, th 
may be read from the desk. The Senator from Kansas [Mr. MAALTA] 
is now I think reading a communication from the two Secretaries joint- 
ly, in which they state how this is to be done. There is no desire to 
make it mysterious in any way. It is only, as I understand it, this 
question of limitation of amount that any onecaresabout. The n- 
sibility that the Senator from Kentucky talks about would not be 
changed by putting in a limitation on the amount. They would have 
to go on just the same at the Departments, purchase ships, fit out the 
expedition, select officers to command it, send them off with a God- 
speed, and then trust to the winds and the waves and the ice of that 
undiscovered region as to what the result would be. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] to the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS]. 

Mr. HALE. Was it not accepted ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Did the Chair understand the Sen- 
ator from Kansas to accept the amendment to his? 

Mr. INGALLS. No, sir. 3 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas moves to 
limit the appropriation to $1,000,000, and the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Missouri limits it to $500,000. The question is on the amend- 
ment to the amendment. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, the amount of money is 
serious; but there are other matters connected with this expedition and 
other considerations that I believe are even graver—I refer to the risk 
to human life and happiness which is involved in this continued send- 
ing forth of human lives for these objects and upon ill-considered 
journeys—which I hope this resolution may impress upon the Senate 
and upon Congress. I do not doubt that, whether this expedition cost 
half a million or several millions of dollars, itis the duty of the Gov- 
ernment that ordered these officers and men to this scene of peril and 
disaster, to do all it can to protect their lives and to bring them in safety 
to their homes, if that be possible. But while this is done, it seems to 
me it should operate as a restraint upon expeditions which, although 
they may have science for their object and philanthropy in some de- 
gree for their basis, are both serious and disastrous in their effects upon 
human happiness. 

I have read, as I suppose most members of this body have read, the 
dreadful journals of Captain De Long. The recital of his sufferings 
and of those of the men who died under him is enough to chill the 
hearts of men and should make them very careful how they shall give 
public assent to any further expenditure in suchdirections. It is true 
it may teach the great lesson of heroism, but it is done at enormous 
human suffering, anxiety, and sorrow to those who survive and almost 
untold suffering to those who perish. 

We are compelled, I by every consideration, to do all that 
money may fairly do to bring back the survivors of these expeditions, 


but I say that they should teach us more caution in the future how we 
lend our assent to future expeditions of this disastrous kind. 
Mr. CONGER. Mr. President, this Greely expedition did not orig- 


inate with any of the Departments of the Government or from the rec- | 


ommendation of any particular Department. It was a measure origi- 
nating in and passed through Congress. A small appropriation was 
made for the original expedition and the law required that such stores 
as could be furnished by the Navy and by the Army should be fur- 
nished for the expedition. It provided for sending a body of men to 
explore the northern regions of this continent and of the world, num- 
bering twenty-two. They were to be volunteers. They were expected 
to go through a channel usually open in the summer season to Lady 
Franklin Bay; and to avoid the danger and the great risk to human 
life which had accompanied all these expeditions from the beginning 
down to the present time, the plan proposed that this band of men 
should be landed at the most northern point, where it was supposed in 
each year vessels could be sent without any great danger, and that the 
expedition from Lady Franklin Bay should be by land and not by 
water, on sledges and snow-shoes and not in boats, that it should pro- 
ceed as far northward upon the land as ible; and for the safety of 
those engaged in the expedition a building was taken already con- 
structed to be placed at Lady Franklin Bay as a home station, a start- 
ing-point for the exploration. It was intended that every ten, fifteen, 
or twenty miles as the party should proceed onward similar stations 
should be constructed, from point to point, with supplies passing along 
from one to another, so that there should be as little risk and as little 
danger of loss of life and of suffering as possible for the men engaged in 
the expedition. a 

Our Government was not alone in fitting ont such an expedition. 
There were five different expeditions by five different governments con- 
templated and provided forand sent to different points around the circle 
of the unexplored regions toward the North Pole. These expeditions 
were sent by all these governments, and from that time to this have 
been engaged in the survey with more or less success. 

These volunteers were called for by this Government and by its law 
to come and make these explorations for our Government. They ex- 

to remain there three years. Provisions and materials were sent 
for their support during that time. At this location there is one of the 
finest coal-beds in the world, immediately adjoining the buildings that 
were sent and erected there, to supply fuel not only for that station but 
for the advancing stations of the northern survey. The faith of our 
Congress and of our Government is pledged to those men to send them 
supplies and at the end of three years to send proper provision for their 
return. 

I desire in this connection to correct an error which was stated by 
one of the Senators, that in the expedition of last year the instructions 
were imperative to make a depot of provisions at Littleton Island. The 
records do not show that that was the order, and it is only fair to that 
gallant officer who commanded the expedition, Lientenant Garlington, 
that such a statement should be contradicted here upon the floor of the 
Senate. Examination shows that he had no instructions to deposit at 
Littleton Island the provisions which were contemplated to be leit there, 
but was to press forward to Lady Franklin Bay, and if they failed to 
reach that point, if the ice obstructed the of the vessel to that 
point, then the deposit was to bemadeat Littleton Island. Itisdue to 
the officer in command that thatstatement should be made here, for the 
testimony proves that to be the truth. 

Now, sir, I submit to the Senators in this Chamber that the world 
will notepermit these men to be unthought-for. This Governmentmay 
fail to send a suitable expedition for their relief; but there are other 
governments that will send an expedition if we do fail, and fail to send 
a sufficient one, to the dishonor and disgrace of thisRepublic. Already 
preparations are being made in England to send such an expedition for 
the relief of these men, and, sir, we all can remember how often the 
Government of the United States at great expense has fitted out expe- 
ditions and expended money in the search for exploring parties for other 
nations lost in the wilds of the Arctic regions. 

1 am opposed to inserting any limitation in this resolution. Let 
it cost thousands or hundreds of thousands or millions of dollars, 
this nation cannot afford in the face of the whole civilized world to 
leave its volunteer explorers in the unknowz seas and in the storms 


and tempests of an unknown land to perish there, until every effort has | Bo 


been exhausted to recover them and bring them back to their country 
and their homes. It is not one of those subjects about which econo- 
mists and those desiring retrenchment can discuss very eagerly without 
reproach. The imperative duty rests upon the Congress who sent these 
men into that wild wilderness of ice and waters to return them if possi- 
ble, to find out their condition and send them succor, and if this Gov- 
ernment fails to do it, other governments, to the disgrace of our own, 
will do it for us. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I hope we may have a vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on ing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri (ifr. CooK REIL] to 
the amendment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS]. 

Mr. HALE. Allow me to make a parliamentary inquiry. This is 
an amendment proposing a half million of dollars in place of a million 
dollars, is it not? 
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The amendment of the Senator from 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
e appropriation to $500,000. That is the pend- 


Missouri is to limit 
ing question. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 22, noes 22, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘There being an equal division of the 
Senate, the noes have it. The question recurs on to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] to 
limit the appropriation to $1,000,000. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 8, noes 26; 
not a quorum yoting. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the call for a division will be withdrawn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will put the question 
again, as there is undoubtedly a quorum present, without going through 
the formality prescribed by the rule of calling the roll. 

Mr. BROWN. If it be in order, I should like to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out ‘‘ one million” and inserting ‘‘ six hundred thou- 
sand dollars,” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Georgia moves to 
amend the amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas, by strik- 
ing out ‘‘one million,” and inserting ‘‘six hundred thousand,” as the 
limit of the appropriation. The question is on the amendment of the 
Senator from Georgia to the amendment of the Senator from Kansas. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected; there being on a 
division—ayes 24, noes 26. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS]. 

Mr. MAXEY. I now move, in order to have a limitation, that the 
words ‘‘one million’? be stricken out and “seven hundred thousand’? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas moves to 
amend the amendment of the Senator from Kansas by striking out 
‘fone million” and inserting ‘‘seyen hundred thousand.” 

Mr. HOAR. I propose to vote against that amendment, because it 
seems to me that the fixing of that sum by Congress is an invitation to 
the persons concerned to work up to it. It will be more economical to 
leave it without limit than to put in an unnecessarily large sum. 

Mr. MAXEY. My own judgment has always been that these 
ditions have been an attempt to defy the laws of nature, and every one 
of them inaugurated by any government has proven a disastrous fail- 
ure. This last one was, toa certain degree, encoufaged by Congress, 
I remember very well one of the officers who was urging the action 
taken here was by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BECK ] introduced 
tome. I opposed it, I thought it avery poor thing for a bright young 
officer, as he was, to pursue such an ignis fatuus; and the Senator from 
Kentucky took the same view. And yet these men were sent out. I 
admit that humanity demands that we shall send for them; but I 
believe, in view of the statement made by the Senator from Maine, 
from the Committee on Naval Affairs, and his estimate of half a million 
dollars, the putting forward the amount as I have put it to $700,000 
will unquestionably be enough, and it leaves the appropriation re- 
stricted to what is fair and reasonable, taking the best testimony we 
have from the Naval Committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Texas to the amendment of the Senator 
from Kansas, limiting the amount to $700,000. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 18, noes 28. 
Mr. MAXEY. I ask for the yeas and nays, so as to settle the ques- 
tion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted-~yeas 
30, nays 35; as follows: 


YEAS—30. 
Bayard, Garland, Jonas, Saulsbury, 
Beck, h Gibson, : Kenna, Vance, ` 
Brown, Gorman, Lamar, Van Wyck, 
Cama cnet mies eo, No A 
en, n, ey, ‘oor! 
i er Mo; Walker, 
Coke, Ingalls, Pugh, 
Colquitt, Jackson, . " 
NAYS—35. 

Aldrich, Edmunds, Jones of Nevada, Palmer, 
Allison, Fair, Lapham, Pike, 
Anthony, Frye, n Platt, 
Blair, Hale, McMi S Plumb, 

wen, Harrison, Mahone, Riddleberger, 
Butler, Hawley, Manderson, Sawyer, 
Cameron of Wis., Hill, Miller of Cal. Sewell, 
Conger, Hoar, Miller of N. Y, Wilson, 
Cullom, Jones of Florida, Morrill, 

ABSENT—I11. 

Cameron of Pa, Farley, Pendleton, Slater, 
Dawes, rge, bin, Williams 
Dolph, Mitchell, Sherman, 

So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 


ment proposed by the Senator from Kansas to limit the appropriation 
to $1,000,000. ii 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I desire to offer an amendment, after the word 
Bea Spence in line 4, to insert ‘‘to be composed of volunteers for the 
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As I understand the resolution, it gives the President power to dis- 
patch an expedition, and it may be that he will order Army or Navy 
officers to go. I am unwilling to vote to give the President the power 
te assign to this service whom he pleases, without reference to their 
wishes in regard to it. Doubtless there may be individual men in the 
Navy ready to volunteer for the service, but I am unwilling to force any 
man, contrary to his will, when the great probability is that he will 
meet with the fate which the expeditions which have gone before have 
met. Though I think the amount of money appropriated is larger than 
is necessary, yet I shall cheerfully vote for the resolution provided the 
provision which I have suggested is incorporated in it; but I will not 

t to the President the power to assign whom he may please to this 
ul service, so that he may select men whoare unwilling to go, be- 
cause of their connection with the Navy. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Delaware proposes 
an amendment, which will be read. 

The SECRETARY. In line 4, after the word “expedition,” it is pro- 
posed to insert ‘‘ to be composed of volunteers for the service.” 

Mr. HALE. Iwill not take any time, but ask for the vote of the 


Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Delaware. 

The amendment was to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the joint resolu- 
tion to be read a third time. 

The joint resolution was read the third time, and passed. 

HAWAIIAN RECIPROCITY TREATY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Reports of standing and select com- 
mittees are still in order. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam instructed by the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations to report back the joint resolution (S. R. 27) as to giving notice 
to terminate the convention of June 2, 1875, with his majesty the King 
of the Hawaiian 
= be indefinitely postponed. 1 submit the report of the committee 
and accompanying papers. 

Mr. SHERMAN . The Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown] and 
myself not being able to concur with the views of the majority of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, I desire to present the views of the 
minority, to be printed with the majority report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio, from a mi- 
nority of the same committee, asks leave to present the views of the mi- 
nority, and that they be printed in connection with the report of the 
majority. That order will be entered if there be no objection, and the 
joint resolution will be placed on the Calendar with the majerity and 
minority reports. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ireportback, by the order of the same committee, the 
joint resolution (S. R. 33) as to giving notice to terminate the convention 
of June 3, 1875, with his majesty the King of the Hawaiian Islands, with 
the same recommendation, remarking that this resolution and the one 
just reported upon are in identical lan throughout; and of course I 
suppose the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. GIBSON ], who introduced this 
resolution in the same terms as the previous one offered by his colleague, 
will not desire to have both resolutions on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama 
adversely Senate joint resolution No. 33. This joint resolution, if there 
be no objection, will be indefinitely postponed, it being identical with 
the one reported before and which was placed upon the Calendar. 


CLERKS FOR SENATORS. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. Iam instructed by the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate to report back the 
resolution providing for clerks to Senators, which was referred to it, with 
a substitute, and with the recommendation that the substitute pass. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask for the immediate consideration of that matter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Carolina 
= ene consent that the resolution just reported be now con- 
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Mr. INGALLS. Let it be read for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read and then 
the amendment. 

Phd Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. BUTLER, as 
ows: 
sites of the Becht, MOIL Ue anthted to a cask te seavtarh ava mney of 
ol en 
$1,000 annually, the same to be paid out of the peii at fund of y 3 

The amendment of the committee was to strike out all after the word 

‘resolved’? and insert: 


That each Senator, except the chairmen of standing or select committees, ma’ 
appoint a clerk to serve during the sessions of Congress, who shall form su 

erical work as may be assigned by the Senator appointing him in aid of the 
discharge of his official duties, and shall be paid out of the contingent fund of 
the Senate at the rate of $6 a day. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of this resolution as amended? ‘The Chair hears none, 
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adversely, and recommend that the resolu- | Camden, 


and the question is on agreeing to the amendment reported from the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution isstill open to amend- 
ment, / 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask for the yeas and nayson the of the 
resolution. I have no desire to debate it. I should like to have the 
committee who reported it state the number of additional clerks this 
will involve. 

Mr. BUTLER. I stated yesterday, thirty-five. 

Mr. SHERMAN. For the ordinary average session of Congress what 
would the compensation be? What is the amount per annum accord- 
ing to the average sessions of Congress? 

. BUTLER. As I originally introduced the resolution I provided 
for a salary of $1,000 a year; but the committee have recommended 
that these clerks receive $6 a day during the session of as clerks 
of committees are paid. I do not know exactly what that would 
amount to, but I suppose perhaps $1,000 a year or a little more. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The pem nays were ordered and taken. 

Mr. LER, of California. I am paired with my colleague [Mr. 
FARLEY]. He would vote “‘yea’’ if present, and I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. PLATT. Having been absent from the Chamber momentarily 
when this resolution was reported, I had no opportunity to say that as 
a member of the Committee on Contingent Expenses I did not concur in 

e report. 

I say this in explanation of the vote I am about to give, being on the 
committee. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 35, nays 19; as follows: 


YEAS—S. 

Anthony, Gibson, Jones of Nevada, Pike, 
Blair, Gorman, Kenna, Pugh, 
Bowen, Hale, Lamar, Ransom, 
Seot; a on, Lapham, rece A 

er, wiey, Mahone, wyer, 
Call, ` Hoar, Manderson, Sewell,’ 
EAEE Jackem, MOR ee: 

3 onas, organ. ilson. 
“4 Jones of Florida, Palmer, 
NAYS—19, 

Coke, Geo: McPherson, Sherman, 
Conger, Herc,” Maxe Van Wyok, 
eee 

? n, er, 
Garland, MeMillan, Pie, 

ABSENT—22. 
Al Cockrel Hill, Sa ' 
i Gallon,” , S, 

Ba; Dawes, Miller of Cal. Voorhees, 
Beck, Dolph, oN. Y, W 
Cameron of Pa., Farley, Pendleton, 
Cameron of Wis., Groome, Sabin, 


So the resolution as amended was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following joint reso- 
lutions; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 120) giving the thanks of Congress to the 
men who rescued the survivors of the wreck of the steamer City of 
Columbus; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 121) appropriating $50,000 for the sup- 
port of certain destitute Indians. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HILL; from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1482) making all public roads and 
highways post-routes, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 462) to provide for the removal of obstructions to 
the free navigation of the navigable waters of the United States, re- 
ported it with amendments. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 356) for the relief of Millie E. Hays, widow of” 
John Hays, deceased, submitted a report thereon, accompanied by a 
bill (S. 1252) for the relief of Millie E. Hays, widow of John Hays, 
deceased; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. CAMDEN. I desire to return from the Committee on Military 
Affairs the bill (S. 143) for the relief of Willis N. Arnold, and ask its 
reference to the Committeeon Claims. From the character of the bill 
it is proper that it should go to the Committee on Claims. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am instructed by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 117) to cor- 
rect an error in the enrollmentof the act making appropriations to sup- 
ply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 3), 
1883, and for other years, approved March 3, 1883, to report it without 
amendment. As it is a matter of small moment I ask that it may be 
considered now, 
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Mr. SHERMAN. I think the joint resolution had better go over, 
at any rate until after the morning hour. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the joint res- 
olution will be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There will be no objection to its consideration 
after the conclusion of the morning business. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 1253) to fix the salaries and pre- 
scribe certain duties of district judges of the United States; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Healso introduced a bill (S. 1254) referring the claim of Apollos Hale, 
administrator, to the Court of Claims; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BROWN introduced a bill (S. 1255) to appropriate $10,000 for the 
improvement of the Oconee River, in the State of Georgia, between Skull 
Shoals and the Georgia Railroad bridge; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. LOGAN introduced a bill (S. 1256) providing for the removal of 
the remains of the late Maj. Gen. Ed O. C. Ord, United States 
Army, from Havana, Cuba, to Washington, D. C.; which was read twice 
by its title. 

ae LOGAN. I ask for immediate action on the bill. I will state 
by way of explanation that it requires no appropriation, being merely 
to authorize the Secretary of War to pay the expense out of the con- 
tingent fund that he has in his charge. | 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let it go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. LOGAN. It will not take a minute. I do not think there will 
be any objection to it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If only a few minutes it stops business, and the 
time has been so much occupied already. ; 

Mr. LOGAN. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. To what committee does the Senator 
from Illinois wish to have the bill referred? 

Mr. LOGAN. Let it lie on the table. Idesire tu call it up as soon 
as possible to have it acted upon. I do not think there will be any ob- 
jection to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Somedisposition must be made of the 
bill. It must be laidon the table, or referred, or placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. LOGAN. I will ask that it lie on the table for the present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will lie on the table, if there 
be no objection. 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (S. 1257) referring to the Court of 
Claims the claim of Smith & Hine; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 1258) for the preservation of 
the woods and forests of the national domain adjacent to the sources 
of the navigable rivers and their affluents in the United States; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Agricult- 
ure and Forestry. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1259) granting arrears of pension to W. 
N. Berkley; which was twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PUGH (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1260) granting fot ad 
sion to William J. Duley; which was read twice by its title, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1261) for the relief of Will- 
iam J. Duley; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (S. 1262) to provide for the sale of cer- 
tain lands of the Eastern Band of Cherokees in North Carolina; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 
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Mr. COKE introduced a bill (S. 1263) for the relief of Fred. Phillips; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1264) for the relief of the heirs of Black 
Beaver; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Claims, š 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 1265) to grant drawback on im- 
ported materials used in the manufacture of articles for exportation; 
which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will state that this bill is similar in its subject-mat- 
ter to a bill introduced by me early in the session, and which is pending 
upon the Calendar. I have obtained in connection with the bill a let- 
ter from one of the officers of the Government having special knowledge 
upon the subject, which I think contains information pertinent and 
which will be useful to the committee. I ask that the bill be referred 
to the Committee on Finance, and that the letter be printed in the 
RECORD. It will occupy perhaps twenty lines. 

The PRESIDENT ges The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. Senator from New Hampshire asks that the 
paper which he has described upon the subject of the bill be printed in 
the RECORD. Is there objection ? 

Mr. HARRIS. I should like to know from anybody what the prob- 
able length of the paper is. 
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Mr. BLAIR. It will occupy probably twenty printed lines. 

Mr. HARRIS. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order to print in the RECORD 
will be entered, if there be no objection. 

The letter is as follows: 

Custom-Hovusg, New YORK 
Collector's Office, January 15,1884. 

Sre: In compliance with your request, I have the honor to submit the follow- 
ing relative to drawback on articles of domestic manufacture. It would be im- 
practicable to name the different articles wu which drawback rates have been 


established by the Treasury Department. For such information youare 
fully woe nsf to the printed schedule of drawback rates, dated Daswoaber 15, x 
and to rtment decisions since that date. 


New articles are constantly being added to the list, but none are so admitted 
without act of Congress, unless made wholly from imported materials. 

Upon all articles of domestic manufacture exported with benefit of drawback 
under existing law 10 per cent. of such drawback is retained for the nse of the 
United States, with the exception of refined sugar, upon which article but 1 per 
cent. is retained. Itis understood that this retention is intended to cover ex- 
penses of refunding, by way of drawback, the amount of duties paid on the im- 
ported materials used in making the exported articles, 

In my opinion the amount so retai is largely in excess of the expenses in- 
curred. It is impossible for me to determine what the actual expenses are, and 
I hesitate to express an opinion on the subject, but venture to say that such ex- 
penses are no greater on many of the articles of domestic rear Giono than on 
manufact cles impo; from Canada and elsewhere and exported in 
bond, upon which this Government receives only the usual custom-house fees. 

Very respectfully, 


Chief Clerk Drawback Department. 
Hon. H. W. BLAIR, Washington, D. 0. seg! 

Mr. JACKSON introduced a bill (S. 1266) for the relief of the farmers 
of the United States by extending to them the benefits of the Signal 
Service; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. GARLAND introduced a bill (S. 1267) for the relief of Alfred 
Huckaby; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Mili 

Healso introduced a bill (S. 1268) for the relief of Sydney L. Skaggs; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 1269) for the relief of Caroline 
T. Bancroft; which was read twice by its title, and, with the papers on 
file relating to the case, referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. BECK introduced a bill (S. 1270) for the benefit of Mrs. Mary H. 
Chawning; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning hour has expired, and 
the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business of yesterday's 
sitting, being the bill (S. 153) providing a civil government for the Ter- 
ritory of Alaska. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I ask unanimous consent at this time 
to introduce a bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. By unanimous consent the bill may 
be received. Is there objection? e Chair hears none. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, introduced a bill (S. 1271) in relation 
tothe Chinese indemnity fund; which wasread the first time by its title. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I ask that the bill be read at length. - 

The bill was read the second time at length, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to pay over to the Government of China the fund now under the control 
of Rap Boexenany OC Pinte of tae United States known as the Chinese indemnity 


Mr. MILLER, of New York. I simply desire to say in relation to 
the bill that it is in direct line with an act which was passed by Con- 
gress at its last session for the return of the Japanese indemnity fund. 
The present Chinese indemnity fund, which is in the ing of the 
Secretary of State, grows out of a convention between and the 
United States concluded November 8, 1858, under which China paid 
over three-quarters of a million dollars into our hands for the purpose 
of indemnifying citizens of the United States for losses which occurred 
during the war of Great Britain and France against China in 1856 and 
1857. This money was given for the express purpose of as ee 

ed claims. These claims have been liquidated, I understand, an 
there is still a large sum of money remaining in the hands of the Sec- 
retary of State for which there are no claimants. This money un- 
doubtedly belongs to China, and should be returned. I move the 
reference of the bill to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. LOGAN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 47) for printing 
the annual reports of the Bureau of Ethnology; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Printing. 

He also introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 48) for printing the an- 
nual reports of the United States Geological Survey; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Printing. 

ALLEGED ELECTION OUTRAGES IN VIRGINIA AND MISSISSIPPI. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question on the unfin- 
ished business is the amendment proposed by the Senator from Colo- 
rado [Mr. BOWEN] to the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. HARRISON]. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Before that is proceeded with I ask the Chair 


1884. 
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whether it will not be in order now to proceed to the consideration of 
the resolution I offered yesterday ? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is in order under the ninth rule, 


-the Chair believes, for any Senator to move to proceed to the consider- 
tion of anything on the Calendar. Theresolution offered yesterday by 
the Senator from Ohio is not on the Calendar. If the morning hour 
had not been exhausted before the order of resolutions was reached it 
would have been the duty of the Chair, as the Chair thinks, to lay the 
resolution before the Senate (as a resolution objected to yesterday) for 
itsaction; but as the hour of 2 o’clock arrived before the order of res- 
o’ations was reached the Chair was unable under the rule to lay it 
before the Senate. He will therefore or bp before the Senate to-mor- 
row, just as he would a House bill read first time in a similarcase. 

Mr. SHERMAN. All right. I only desired for the information of 
myself and also of Senators on the other side to know when the resolu- 
tion would come up in order. z 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It will come upin order when “‘reso- 
lutions” are reached to-morrow. It is the first thing under the head of 
‘‘ resolutions.” ‘ 

Mr. BAYARD. Will the Chair be good enough to repeat the dispo- 
sition made of the resolution offered by the Senator from Ohio? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state, that, on exam- 
ining the rules, not in reference to that resolution, but all resolutions, 
though the rules are not very clear on the subject, the Chair came to 
the conclusion that a resolution objected to, like the second ing of 
a bill being objected to, would go over on the desk of the Chair until 
the next day, and then, like a bill having been read a first time, would 
be laid before the Senate when the order of resolutions was reached. 
But as the order of resolutions was not reached to-day at 2 o’clock 
when the rules require the Chair to lay the unfinished business before 
the Senate, the resolution still remains on the table of the Chair, and 
when the order of resolutions is reached to-morrow it will be laid before 
the Senate. 

Mr. BAYARD. Will it be presented to the Senate before 2 o’clock 
under the ruling of the Chair? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BAYARD. At what time? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. After the introduction of bills and 
joint resolutions is ended and the order of resolutions is reached, the 
Chair, under his construction of the rules touching all resolutions, 
would lay it before the Senate, the Chair thinking that the theory and 
principle of the rules about bills and resolutions is that every Senator 
should have an opportunity to have a bill or resolution once presented 
to the Senate, and if not then disposed of it goes upon the Calendar. 

Mr. BAYARD. I merely desired to know the order of business. It 
will be treated then as capable of being put on its passage when the 
call for resolutions is made? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be laid before the Senate for 
such disposition as the Senate chooses to make of it. 


J. J. M’ELHONE. 


Mr. ALLISON. Before the unfinished business is proceeded with, I 
ask unanimous consent to pass a little joint resolution (H. Res. 117) 
which I reported this morning. It relates to the convenience of the 
reporters of the House of Re tatives and will take but a minute. 

Mr. HARRISON. I not interpose an objection to that, but I 
am anxious to proceed with the unfinished business. 

The PRESIDENT pro If there be no objection, the joint 
resolution indicated by the tor from Iowa will be read for infor- 
mation. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 117) to correct an error in the enroll- 
ment of the act making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the 
appropziations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, and for other 
years, approved March 3, 1883, was read; and, by unanimous consent, 
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, ed to its consider- 
ation. It appropriates $1,000 to pay J. J. McElhone, chief of the corps 
of official reporters of the House of Representatives, for extra services 
and for clerk-hire paid out by him during the second session of the 
Forty-seventh Congress. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GOVERNMENT FOR ALASKA. 


The Senate resumed, asin Committee of the Whole, the consideration 
of the bill (S. 153) providing a civil government for the Territory of 
Alaska, the ing question being on the amendment of Mr. BowEN 
to the amendment of Mr. HARRISON. 

The amendment proposed by Mr. HARRISON was, after the word 
“ aforesaid,” in line 17 of section 8, to insert: 
of canine claims Wats ae TAA EVIA Soc ty nee shall discharge 
the duties now required by law of registers and receivers of public lands in re- 
Jation to such claims, l 


The amendment to the amendment was, after the word ‘‘ That,” in 
line 1, section 8, to insert: 
The said district of Alaska is a land district, and a United States 
The commissioner pro- 


hereby created 
land office for said district is hereby located at Sitka. 


vided for by this act to reside at Sitka shall be ex officio of said land of- 
fice, and the clerk provided for by this act shall be ex receiver of public 
moneys. All orders for the survey of mining claims be issued by the Sec- 


retary of the Interior, who shall likewise appoint one big oud mineral surveyor 
for said district, who shall hold his office until removed by said Secretary; and 
all ts and field-notes of surveys of mining claims shall be transmitted to 
the of the Interior for approval, who shall, if he approve the same, cer- 
tify to the fact in the same manner as is done surveyors-general in districts. 
or Territories having surveyors-general ; and he likewise certify the amount 
expended in money or labor on each claim the plats and field-notes of the sur- 
vey of which he approves, and shall transmit three certified copies of such plats 
and field-notes, together with one certificate of labor and improvements, to the 
register of said land office, who shall file and preserve in his office one copy of 
such plat and one copy of such fleld-notes, and shall deliver in each case the re- 

g copies of such plats and field-notes to the claimant of the mi claim, 
who may proceed to apply for and obtain t from the Government of the 
United in the same manner and with like effect as if such survey had 
ordered, and the and field-notes thereof had been approved, and the certifi- 
cate of labor and improvements made by a surveyor-general; and, 


Mr. HARRISON. I think I can save some time by suggesting to the 
Senate now a modification of these amendments which has been agreed 
upon between me and the Senator from Colorado [Mr. BowEN]. Ipro- 
pose taking the amendment offered by the Senator from Colorado in re- 
lation to the establishment of a land district, to insert, after the word 
‘t moneys,” in his amendment, in line 6, the words ‘‘and the marshal 
provided for by this act shall be ex officio surveyor-general of said dis- 
trict; and” and to strike out all the rest of the amendment of the 
Senator from Colorado. 

The amendment as I now propose it provides a full complement of 
officers for the administration of the land laws by conferring upon the 
commissioner the duties of register, upon the clerk the duties of re- 
ceiver, and upon the marshal the duties of surveyor-general of the Ter- 
ritory, and makes unnecessary all the detail which follows in the amend- 
ment as presented by the Senator from Colorado. This modification 
has been agreed upon between the Senator from Colorado and myself, 
and I suppose the record might show that my amendment was with- 
drawn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS inthe chair). Does the 
Senator from Colorado withdraw his amendment to the amendment ` 
and does the Senator from Indiana withdraw his amendment? 

Mr. BOWEN. The proper way I think would be for the Senator 
from Indiana to withdraw his amendment and accept my substitute 
with the amendment which he proposes tothat. Isuppose that would 
make the record read right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheChairsimply desired to know that 
the two pending amendments were withdrawn, and the Chair would 
then entertain the amendment suggested by the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. HARRISON. I see no objection to that course. 

Mr. BOWEN. There being the office of surveyor-general provided 
for, it obviates the necessity for all the great detail that was embraced 
in the rest of my amendment. In fact there was no surveyor-general 
necessary if an existing officer could be made such ex officio. The gen- 
eral Jaws of the United States are ample; they point out the details. 

Mr. HARRISON. The record may then show that the amendment 
I offered to section 8 is withdrawn and that the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Colorado to that amendment is withdrawn, and that 
I then proposed the amendment which I have just outlined. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The two amendments heretofore of- 
fered, one by the Senator from Indiana and the other by the Senator 
from Colorado, being withdrawn, the Secretary will report the amend- 
ment now proposed by the Senator from Indiana. 

The CHIEF CLERK. After the word ‘‘that,’’ the first word in sec- 
tion,8, it is proposed to insert : 


The said district of Alaska is created a land district, and a United States 
commissioner 


land office for said district is hereby located at Sitka. The pro- 
vided for by this act to reside at Sitka shall be er officio of said land 
and the clerk provided for by this act shall be ex o; receiver of pub- 


fe this act shall be ex rveyor- 

_— the Por for by be ex officio surveyor- 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Indiana. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. HARRISON. I now ask that the amendment proposed by me 
a while age to come in at the end of section 8 may be adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. At the end of line 22, section 8, it is proposed 
to add: 

But nothing contained in this act shall be construed to put in force in said dis- 
trict the general land laws of the United States. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. PLUMB. In section 8, line 9, after the word ‘occupation,’’ I 
move to insert ‘‘or now claimed by them,” being the amendment 
which I proposed day before yesterday; so as to make the proviso read: 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr. HARRISON. As I said to the Senate yesterday, it was the in- 
tention of the committee to protect to the fullest extent all the rights 


of the Indians in Alaska and of any residents who had settled there, 
but at the same time to allow the developmentof the mineral resources 
of that Territory, if there are such resources, as seems to be believed. 
As the amount of territory that could be taken up under the mining 
law would be very small, and as the prospectors or claimants under the 
law could not in under this bill, the actual territory occupied by 
any one, we su the provisions of the bill were sufficient; but I 
do not care to antagonize seriously the proposition of the Senator from 
Kansas. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. BOWEN. The first amendment which I proposed to offer after 
the one just disposed of is to section 1. At the end of section 1 I move 
to insert: 
Pi soa aii seat of government of said district is hereby established at 

No seat of government is fixed in the bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. In regard to the proviso in section 8 of the bill as 
reported from the committee, giving absolute title to 640 acres of land 
surrounding each missionary station, I am advised by those who claim 
to know, by reason of personal inspection, that that would work a 
very great injustice; that there are located near the missions not only 
Indians who claim title, but also white men, and thatto spread out the 
mission reservation to the extent of a mile square would undoubtedly 
dispossess a great many people and lead to a great deal of trouble. As 
the bill is merely tentative, I suggest that instead of that the proviso 
be so amended as that those people may be permitted to occupy what 
they are now occupying until we get the report called for in section 12, 
instead of confirming to them absolutely 640 acres of land, which, as 
J am informed and believe, would result in dispossessing persons who 
are on the ground, and who are entitled to just as much consideration 

as the missionaries themselves. 

I therefore move to amend the last proviso of section 8 by striking 
out in line 17 the words “‘title to the” before ‘‘land;’? in line 20, in- 
shee ; “shall” after “‘societies,” and striking out the words ‘‘con- 

and established in,” and inserting ‘‘ continued in the occupancy 
of;’? and adding at the close of the proviso the words ‘‘until action by 
Congress; amending the proviso in such a way that the missionary 
stations shall remain with the precise boundaries and holdings that 
they have now temporarily confirmed to them until such time as Con- 
gress can be advised and determine exactly what they shall have per- 
manently. 

Mr. HARRISON. Do I understand the Senator from Kansas to 
move to substitute the word ‘‘ possession’? for ‘‘ title?” 

Mr. PLUMB. I propose to make the proviso read: 

That the land, not ex 640 acres at any station now occupied as mis- 
sionary stations among the n tribes in said section, with the improvements 
thereon erected by or for such societies, shall be continued in the 
the several religious societies to which said missionary stations 
long until action by Congress. 

That is to say, they shall simply be permitted to occupy the land as 
they are now occupying it until such time as we come with knowledge 
to settle their rights permanently. 

Mr. H N. I think the criticism of the Senator from Kansas 
is probably just. The provision which he seeks to amend is similar in 
kind to provisions inserted in the ZALES Jee 5 both Oregon and Wash- 
ington as Territories; yet as the theory of the bill isto keep open all mat- 
ters of claims to land until the report can be received, it would perhaps 
be more in harmony with the general scope of the bill if the proviso were 

t in some such shape as the Senator suggests. I su to him, 

wever, that the word ‘ ion” be inserted i of “title,” 
and that it be made to read, ‘‘ the possession of the land now occupied.” 

Mr. PLUMB. I have no objection to that or any other form of lan- 
guage which will carry out the idea. 

Mr. HARRISON. Perhaps the Senator’s amendment will be found 
to cover it if he will have it reported. 

Mr. PLUMB. My amendment simply provides that the land shall 
be continued to them in their occupancy. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Kansas as proposed to be modified will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. “In section 8, line 17, it is proposed to strike out 
the words ‘‘title to’’ and insert “‘ ion of;’’ in line 20, to insert 
“shall ” after ‘societies ;’? in line 21, to strike out the words ‘‘con- 
firmed and established in” and insert ‘‘continued in the occupancy 
of;” and in the last line of the proviso, after the word “belong,” to in- 
sert ‘‘until action by Congress.” 

Mr. HARRISON. Excuse me; the clause would not read properly. 

Mr. PLUMB, I will ask the Secretary to read the proviso as I origi- 
nally proposed to amend it, and I think it will be seen that that 
answer the purpose just as well. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

And provided also, That the land, not exceeding 640 acres at it faari now 


several religious 
y belong until action by Congress. 
Mr. HARRISON. I see no objection to that in its present shape. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BOWEN. I have several other amendments to propose, and I 
should like to keep the floor until all of them are placed before the 
Senate. In section 3, line 8, after the word ‘‘shall,’’ I move to insert 
“during his term of office;’’ so as to read: 

And a district ju shal 
Peng poe ty Sates shal be appointed for said district, who shall, during his 

Mr. HARRISON. Ihave no objection to that amendment. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. BOWEN. In section 4, line 3, after the word “‘shall,’’ I move 
to insert ‘‘during their terms of office;’’ so as to read: 

That a clerk shall be appointed for said court, who shall be ex 
and treasurer of said district, a district attorney, and a 
shall, during their terms of office, reside therein. 

Mr. HARRISON. I have no objection to that amendment. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. BOWEN. In section 4, line 14, after the word “mortgages,” 
relating to the duties of the clerk of the court, I move to insert ‘and 
certificates of location of mining claims;’’ so as to read: 

He shall be ez o; recorder of deeds 
tion of mining and p pera epis tote Aaaa aa 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. BOWEN. In section 7, line 20, after the word ‘‘court,’’ Imove 
to insert the words ‘‘or judge.” That is where the section provides 
that a certain length of time shall be given for an appeal, and the 
appeal bond it seems by the bill is to be approved by the court. Of 
course there will be no court out of the Territory. I have proposed to 
add the words ‘‘or judge,” so that the judge in vacation may approve 


an appeal bond. 
The court referred to, from which the appeals 


all of whom 


Mr. HARRISON. 
are to be prosecuted, is the commissioner’s court which is constituted. 
I do not think the term ‘‘judge’’ would perhaps correctly describe 
that officer. He is to discharge judicial functions, those of a justice 
of the peace and those of a commissioner under the laws of the United 
States. ‘‘Or the commissioner’? would be more appropriate than 
‘tor judge,” or perhaps ‘‘to be approved by the commissioner ” would 
be still better. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Indiana pro- 
pose an amendment? 

Mr. HARRISON. I suggest to the Senator to substitute the word 
“ commissioner ” for ‘‘judge.’? The appeal referred to is an appeal 
from the commissioners. That part of section 7 reads: 


In all civil cases, at common law, any issue of fact shall be determined by a 
ury at the instance of either y; and an shall lie in any case, civil or 


criminal, from the j of said commi ners to the said district 
where the amount Ti aey is $200 or more, filing of a sufficient ao s 
bond by the party appealing, to be approved by the court, 


Mr. BOWEN. Then let the words ‘‘or commissioner” be inserted 
after ‘‘court.’? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado modifies 
his amendment by striking out the word “‘judge’’ and inserting the 
word ‘‘commissioner;’’ so as to read: 

n the of a sufficient 
i or E 5 retin aes at bre ect breton He 

The question is on agreeing to the amendment so modified. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I submitted an amendment yesterday intended 
to be proposed to the bill. I desire now to make a verbal change in 
the amendment. I used the term ‘‘Alaska Fur Seal Company.” I am 
told that the name is the Alaska Seal Fur Company. I desire to make 
that modification in the amendment, and I desire also after the word 
t‘ Congress,” in the fourth line of my amendment, to add “‘ the results 
of such inquiries and.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Delaware will be reported as modified. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 5, at the end of line 28, it is pro- 
posed to add: 

The governor and comm: provisions 
act shail, from time to rieg reeter e pper me ot the Alaska rv} ne 
Company, and shall annually report to conareee the results of such yakiri 

o ween 


and any and all violations by compan the agreement existing be 
the United States and said company. f s 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I understand that there is a contract between 
that company and the United States by which the co.apany pay for 
certain privileges granted to them the sum of $300,000, or something 
over that. The operations of that company are principally at the 
islands on the coast of Alaska, several thousand miles from the seat of 
this government. I understand that the supervision of that contract 
is by a Treasury agent appointed by that Department; and it occurred 
to me that as we are providing officers adjacent to the scene of their 
operations we ought to confer upon those officerssome supervising power 
toinguire intoand ascertain the operationsof the company, and whether 
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any violation of the contract existing between the Government and 
the company has taken place or does take place. 

I have therefore offered this amendment. I do not know that it 
reaches the result I desire to reach, bat I think the Government ought 
to have complete supervision over that company or any other company 
that is invested with remunerative privileges under any agreement with 
the Government, and I offer this amendment as the best I could. 

Mr. HAR N. I have no objection in the world to using any of 
the officers provided for by the bill for the purpose of exercising any 
just supervision over the relations of the Alaska Fur Seal Company to 
the Government of the United States. I suggest, however, to theSena- 
tor from Delaware that he has coupled here the governor and the com- 
missioners, making a board of five. The commissioners and the gov- 
ernor will be residing—I hesitate to say how many miles apart, but 
certainly they will not be more convenient to each other for conference 
in relation to a matter of this kind than a m resident in New 
York would be to one resident in Saint Louis, I think I am not exag- 

ting perhaps as to the extremes of the stations that are fixed; at 
Tass they are very widely apart. That being so, and this amendment 
constituting five a sort of commission to make such an inquiry, it 
would involve an expense for which we have no appropriation in get- 
ting them together. 

I therefore, to the Senator that he strike out the commis- 
sioners and devolve the duty upon the governor, and then we should 
have it devolved upon a single individual, who would be able to exer- 
cise some such supervision. That would be in harmony with the pro- 
visions of the bill, which require the governor to report through the 
President to Congress upon all subjects affecting the interests of the 
Territory. I do not think anybody can make an objection to that, 
but coupling the commissioners with the governor would make a very 
awkward commission for this purpose. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I have no doubt that there is wisdom in the 
suggestion of the Senator from Indiana. I did not know what might 
be the locations of the commissioners. I inquire of the Senator from 
Indiana whether it might not be proper to associate with the governor 
the district judge who is to be appointed for that district? : 

Mr. HARRISON. I should object to that, for the reason that the 
judge is designated to perform judicial functions and this would con- 

fer upon him a ministerial function. Cases might come before his own 
court to try as a judge which he would have already investigated as a 
commissioner under such a provision, and which would disqualify him 
for that sort of service. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Ido not understand that anythingin connection 
with that service would ever come before his court, for the amendment 
requires that the report shall be made to Congress, However, I will 
adopt the suggestion of the Senator from Indiana and so modify my 
amendment. 

Mr. HARRISON. I think the Senator had better do that, 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I will modify my amendment by striking out 
the words ‘‘and commissioners,” so as to leave the matter with the 


governor. 

Mr. HARRISON. I suggest then to strike out the words “‘and com- 
missioners to be,” so as to read simply ‘‘the governor appointed under 
the provisions of this act shall, from time to time, inquire into the 

tions,” &e. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Laccept that suggestion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be so modified; 
and the question is on agreeing to the amendment as modified. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. PLUMB. In section 12, line 6, after the word ‘‘use,” I move to 
insert ‘‘what provision should be made for their education and sup- 
port;’’ so as to make the section read: 

That the Secretary of the Interior shall select two of the officers to be appointed 

with the governor, shall constitute a commission 
to examine in ee upon the condition of the Indians in said 
Territory, what lands, if any, should be reserved for their use, what provision 
should be made for their education and ent ng what rights by occupation of 
settlers should be recognized, and all other that may be necessary to en- 
able Congress to determine what limitations or conditions should be imposed 
when the land laws of the United States shall be extended to said district; and 
to defray the expenses of said commission the sum of $2,000 is hereby appro- 
priated out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

I want simply to enlarge the subject of the report to be made by the 
governor and the commissioners in regard to the Indians. The report 
called for by the section as it now stands refers simply to the land to 
be reserved for their use andoccupancy; butin view of the action taken 

y I desire that we shall have the report broad enough to en- 

hten us upon what our relations ought to be in other respects, I 
refore move the amendment, 

. HARRISON. I ask the Senator from Kansas to strike out the 

words “‘ and support.” 

Mr. PLUMB. I consent to that. 

Mr. HARRISON. I do not think we ought to introduce that sug- 

on. 

Mr. PLUMB. Probably not. I accept the modification. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be so modified, 
and so modified the question is on agreeing to the same. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. VEST. I should like to have the Secretary of the Senate read 


section 15 of the bill as now amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The will report the fifteenth 
section of the bill. It isnow section 14, the former fourteenth section 
having been stricken out. 

Mr. VEST. I refer to the last section of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Sec. 14. That th 
the United States, tiene ear Nea en an = i ton lle: Penida pees samt 
in full force, except as herein y otherwise provided; and the importa- 
tion, manufacture, and sale of intoxicating liquors in said district is hereby pro- 
hibited, under the penalties which are adorn er in section 1955 of the Revised 
Statutes for the wrongful importation of distilled spirits, y 

Mr. VEST. Is that section now open for amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole and is open to amendment, every section of it. 

Mr. VEST. I move to strike out the words “‘and the importation, 
manufacture, and sale of intoxicating liquors in said district is hereby 
prohibited,” and to insert: 

And the commissioners appointed under this act shall be authorized to restrict, 
regulate, or prohibit the manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors. 

So as to read: 

And the commissioners appointed under this act shall be authorized to restrict, 
teia under the penalties which are provided fa seetion 1965 of the Revised Stat- 
utes for the wrongful importation of distilled spirits, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST]. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I do not propose to go into the irritating 
question of prohibition or the temperance agitation, but I simply want 
to say that we ought to be consistent, and we ought not to practice a 
little hypocrisy here among ourselves. We have to-day a statute in 
regard to Indian reservations which prohibits the selling or giving of 
intoxicating liquors to any Indian, but the Secretary of War, I believe, 
in the language of the statute, is permitted to allow intoxicating liquors 
to be introduced into any reservation at his discretion. Section 2139 
of the Revised Statutes reads: 

Src, 2139. No ardent spirits shall be introduced, under any pretense, into the 
Indian country. Every person, except an Indian, in the Indien country, who 
sells, exchanges, gives, barters, or disposes of any spirituous liquors or wine to 
any Indian under the charge of any Indian superintendent or agent, or intro- 
duces or attempts to introduce any spirituous liquor or wine into the Indian 
country, shall be punishable by imprisonment for not more than two years, and 
by a fine of not more than $300. Butitshall be a sufficient defense toany charge 
of introducing or attempting to introduce liquor into. the Indian country, that 
the acts charged were done by order of or underauthority from the War Depart- 
ment, or any officer duly authorized thereunto by the War Department. 

In the act referred to in the bill relating to the unorganized Terri- 
tory of Alaska the provision is as-follows: 

The President shall have power to restrict and regulate or to prohibit the im- 
portation and use of firearms, ammunition, and distilled spirits into and within 
the Territory of Alaska, : 

In the first place, this is not an Indian reservation. This is a Terri- 
tory; it is an inchoate State. If we propose now to establish the prin- 
ciple of prohibition, let us do it in a fair, just, and manly way. Do 
not let us sneak in the doctrine as to a country which is hibernated for 
eight months in the year and force the inhabitants, whether American 
citizens or not, in the midst of thick-ribbed ice to live on ice-water, 
while in the rest of the Territories the inhabitants are drinking any 
quantity of alcoholic stimulants at their own sweet will and pleasure. 

We are now about to prepare these people for admission as a sover- 
eign State; and the argument I presume for this extraordinary provision 
is that that country is populated almost entirely by Indians. I see 
upon my desk this morning, and I presume it is upon the desk of every 
other Senator, a statement of the native tribes of Alaska. This paper, 
coming from the superintendent of the Presbyterian missions in Alaska 
(and I take it that proceeding from so reverend and ecclesiastical a 
source the statement must be correct), states that— 

The native population of Alaska is about 34,019, including 1,683 ereoles or half- 
breeds. Of these, 19,698 are classed as Orarians and 12,698 as Indians, 

Then it goes on with the subdivisions of the Orarians and the Indians. 

More than that, this amendment is the most extraordinary that ever 
has prevailed upon this continent. While serving upon an Indian 
committee last summer it was my fortune to be found in the north- 
western province of Canada, the other side of what is known as the 
Dominion. There the council has established a prohibition law the 
most stringent I believe ever enacted on the continent of North Amer- 
ica or anywhere else. They prohibit the importation, the sale, the 
manufacture, the giving away, or the drinking of liquor except for 
medicinal purposes; and in order to get a drink you must have not 
only the certificate of a physician, but he must certify that he has 
physically examined the person and found that alcohol is absolutely 
necessary as a medicine. But this amendment goes further than that. 
This amendment prohibits the use of alcoholic stimulants even for 
medicinal purposes. It prohibits the importation or use for any pur- 

whatever. It takes away all discretion from the authorities of the 
nited States or of the Territory of Alaska. I do not propose to say 
whether that is right or wrong. I have my opinion on prohibition, 
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which I have openly announced, and which I propose to announce at 
the proper time, but I do not choose to go into that now. 

If the friends of this bill, and I am not inimical to it, propose to in- 
augurate this principle as to the Territories of the United espe G the 


name of fair play, consistency, and honest dealing with each other, let 
us apply it to all the Territories. Let us make it at once what I think 
the mover of this provision incorporated in the bill intended it to be, 
an affirmative approval of the doctrine of prohibition everywhere that 
the authority of the United States extends. : 

I shall vote against the bill with this provision in it. With my 
opinions in regard to the principle of prohibition I shall vote against 
it, although I am on the committee that reported the bill to the Sen- 
ate. I shall vote against the doctrine wherever I find it to the extent 
that it is laid down in this bill. The attempt by legislation of the 
United States Congress or by any other tribunal to stamp out the ex- 
istence of what is an article of commerce and to say that it shall not 
be used for medicinal or any other purposes is so foreign to my ideas 
of the rights of American citizenship and of the Constitution of the 
United States even, that I shall never be found in favor of it at any time 
or at any place. 

For these reasons, sir, I have moved the amendment. 

Mr. FRYE. I do not think that even with prohibition those In- 
dians will suffer a great deal, for I find on page 120 of the tract which 
the Senator spoke about that the people of San Francisco are exceed- 
ingly hospitable to them. They have a gathering place at Noyatiig 
River, where they meet in force to sell skins, &c. It says: 

It is to these area, chee the traders come in schooners fitted out at San 
Francisco or Sandwich ds, with cargoes of whisky labeled “Florida water,” 
“ Bay rum,” “ Pain-killer,” “Jamaica ginger,” &c. “The finest furs of Alaska 
are obtained at these fairs, 

So that the medicines even with prohibition will get in as ‘‘Bay 
rum,” ‘‘ Florida water,” and “‘ Jamaica ginger.” In to the 
frozen water, which seems to arouse the sensibility of the Senator from 
Missouri a little bit, my judgment is from what occurs on the next 
column that frozen water will not be quite so bad for those poor In- 
dians as rum that is not frozen: 

Di south of Behring Straits is the large island of Saint Lawrence. For- 
merly it a population of eight hundred, They are the largest and finest- 
formed people of the Innuit race—but slaves to w! s 

In the summer of 1878 they bartered their furs, ivory, and whalebone to the 
traders for rum. And as long as the rum lasted they spent their summer in idle- 
ness and drunkenness, instead of preparing for winter. The result was that 
over four hundred of them staryed to death the next winter. In some 
not a single man, woman, or child was left to tell the horrible tale. 

If under a prohibitory law they were deprived of their ™ Bay rum ” 
and ‘‘Florida water,’’ I do not believe they would suffer from disease 
any more than those poor Indians of Saint Lawrence suffered from the 
California whisky which they received in exchange for their furs. 

Mr. PLUMB. I stated yesterday the theory upon which I proposed 
the amendment to the clause which the Senator from Missouri seeks to 
amend. We are legislating for a Territory in which a large majority 
of the people are Indians. I do not care whether you call them Aleuts 
or Sioux, or what you call them, they are still Indians according to a 
proper application of that generic phrase. They are subject ially 
to the vice of whisky-drinking, which has been so recognized from the 
time when the white man first came to deal with them. It is an of- 
fense now under the statutes of the United States (and I do not think it 
has ever aroused the sensibilities of anybody before) to take a drop of 
liquor into the Indian Territory. There are more white people to-day 
living under prohibition, whatever the effect of it may be, in the In- 
dian Territory by ten to one (and when I say the Indian Territory I 
mean that Territory set apart and known as the Indian Territory lying 
west of the States of Missouri and Arkansas) than there are in the Ter- 
‘ritory of Alaska, or probably will be for years to come. I hope that 
when the bowels of compassion of the Senator from Missouri are moved 
for the people living under the shadow of the Arctic circle in Alaska, 

: he will give some of his sympathy to thé people who are living in the 

Indian Territory. If he appeals to me to know why we shall not make 
the same rule in regard to the other Territories of the United States, 
I hope that he will himself respond to the inquiry which I now pro- 
pound: Why not extend the rule which he seeksto establish in Alaska 
also to the Indian Territory? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Will the Senator permit me to put a ques- 
tion to him on that subject? 

Mr. PLUMB. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I would ask him if there is any treaty stip- 
ulation between this and any other government in the world - 
teeing to the citizens in the Indian Territory the rights of citizens of 
the United States? 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from Florida need not have asked me 
that question, because he could have answered itbetterthan I. Itan- 
swers itself. As a matter of course we have no treaty relations with 
any foreign power in regard to the people living in the Indian Terri- 
tory; but the inference from the inquiry is that we are not permitted 
to deal with this question at all in Alaska; that we can not put any em- 
bargo upon anything which we regard as injurious to the Indians in the 
Territory of Alaska. If the Senator from Florida is willing to put him- 
self upon that position, I am ready to meet him there. 


It is in evidence not only from the testimony which the Senatorfrom 
Maine has read but testimony which is in the mouth of every person 
who knows anything about that Territory, that there is no Indian popu- 
lation on the North American continent so susceptible to the bad in- 
fluences of intoxicating liquors as the Indian population of Alaska. 
The entire that arisen there to the white people by reason 
of their contact with them has grown out of the fact that they use in- 
toxicating liquors, which madden them, which excite them to murder, 
which place human life and property and every other thing that is de- 
sirable under a system of social order in peril. 

Therefore, following the example that I find put down under section 
2139 of the Revised Statutes, to the effect that no ardent spirits shall 
be introduced under any pretense into the Indian country, I proposed 
the amendment which was adopted yesterday. If when we come to 
deal with this question at large the white people there shall find 
themselves deprived of some privilege which they regard as valuable 
they can make their wants known, but pending that I simply desire to 
establish the same rule in regard to the Indians in Alaska that we have 
established everywhere else on this continent where we had to deal with 
Indians by law. 

I do not care now to be drawn into the general question of prohibi- 
tion, which the Senator from Missouri seems to hanker after. He and 
I both will have occasion, no doubt, to talk about that question to peo- 
ple who are as fully enlightened and a great deal more cognizant of its 
practical effects than the people of Alaska. I welcome him to, all he 
can make out of it here or elsewhere. This is not the time nor is it 
the occasion for the introduction of that question in its large aspects, 
but it is simply the question of our relations to the Indian population, 
as to whether in dealing with them we shall extend the same rule of 
humanity in the exclusion of intoxicating liquors from them that we 
have applied to all the other Indians elsewhere. 

Mr. VEST. Using the euphonious and classic 1 of the Sen- 
ator from Kansas, I amnot ‘‘hankering’’ after a debate on prohibition; 
nothing of the sort. I simply called the attention of the Senate to the 
fact that for the first time in the legislative history of the United States 
we are applying a rule to the Territory of Alaska which we have never 
applied to any other. ` 

The Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] was pleased to read some ex- 
tracts from a Presbyterian tract to which I had referred, and with the 
usual facility of gentlemen who come from prohibition States, he as- 
sumed to put me, as that interesting class of e alwaysdo in 
to their opponents, in the category of those who are defending the rav- 
ages the use of alcohol has made in the human family, both savage and 
civilized. That is about as logical as the rest of the remarks made by 
him and the Senator from Kansas. The difference between those gen- 
tlemen and myself is that I plead for alittle consistency and for honest 
and fair dealing on this question, without any discussion of the proper 
way to stop or diminish the evil effects of the use of alcoholic stimu- 
lants inthe United States and its Territories, and I will go as far as any 
Senator in an honorable and legitimate consistent attempt to leg- 
islate against that evil whenever and wherever I properly cano: Do 
these Senators mean to say that they will vote foran amendment which 
prohibits the use of alcoholic liquors for medicinal purposes in any part 
of the Territories of this country? Find me the State where such ex- 
treme legislation has ever been had. Isitin Maine? Is it in 
the youngest daughter? Even in those States aleoholic liquors for 
medicinal purposes are recognized as a portion of the pharmacopoeia and 
used under the law. 

The Senator from Kansas asks, why not apply this to Alaska as well 
as to the Indian Territory? Why, Mr. President, we must look to 
reason. The Senator ignores in the statutes of the United States the 
clause in regard to the Indian country, which provides that the Secre- 
tary of War may allow the introduction of alcoholic liquors into the 
Indian country. It is allowed under the statute. The Senator says 
why not apply the same rule? I ask him why do you not apply the 
same rule to Alaska? The Indian Territory is down at the lower ex- 
tremity of the temperate zone, where cattle the year round graze on 
the natural grasses, and there the use of alcoholic stimulants is permit- 
ted; but by this section it is absolutely prohibited even for medicinal 
purposes in a country where the thermometer goes to 50 or 75 
below zero, and where men are hibernated like bears for eight months 
in the year. 

The Senator from Maine has chosen to be facetious about ice-water 
and my choice of ice-water. Mr. President, I simply mean to say if 
you have ice-water in Alagka, have itin the other Territories. Ido 
not want to make fish of one and flesh of the other. The Indian Ter- 
ritory, of whith the Senator from Kansas speaks, has always had a lib- 
eral supply of alcoholic stimulants. There never has been a time 
when they could not be had in any portion of that Territory, notwith- 
standing the prohibitory law. 

I oppose this amendment#of the Senator from Kansas frankly be- 
cause I will not be committed on this floor to a principle in which Ido 
not believe. I will not be committed here to afflicting the peoples of 
any portion of the territory of the United States with legislation which 
I would not apply in every other portion of it and in my own State. I 
do not believe in the principle, and I shall not by my vote assent to it. 
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I am not hypocrite enough, thank God, or coward enough to sit here 
and vote for this bill with such aclause in it. The Senate of the United 
States has put its approval on this doctrine, because these people have 
no representative on this floor and are under the shadow of the 
North Pole, as the Senator expressed it. 

Mr. GARLAND. I wish to make a few remarks, but I want to hear 
the proposed amendment read along with the context before I proceed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSecretary will report the amend- 
ment. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend the amendment agreed 
to as section 14 by striking out the words ‘‘importation ’’—— 

Mr. HARRISON. Inorder thatthe Senator from Arkansas may fol- 
low the reaging, let me say that it is section 15, as he has the bill be- 
fore him in print, section 14 having gone out. 

Mr. GARLAND. Section 15? 


Mr. HARRISON. Section 15 as printed. 
Mr. GARLAND. That is what confused me. Now let the Secre- 
tary read. 


The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out in line 6 the words 
‘importation, manufacture, and sale of intoxicating liquors in said 
district is hereby prohibited,’’ and to insert after the word “‘the,’’ in 
line 5, the words: 

Commissioners Neg easel under this act shall be authorized to restrict, regu- 
late, or prohibit the importation, manufacture, and sale of intoxicating liquors 
in said district. 

Mr. GARLAND. Mr. President, as I stated yesterday in reference 
to the features of this bill, commencing with section 13 and going to 
the end, I think they are not necessary elements of the bill to provide 
a Territorial government for Alaska, but it was thought proper to put 
them in so as to prevent a double labor and to accomplish everything 
we want there in the way of a Territorial government and the educa- 
tion of these people in one measure. In the committee I agreed to 
that, although at first I thought it was better to have the provisions 
separated. 

I think in the minds of some Senators there is a misapprehension as 
to the purport of this bill. The bill does not undertake to provide 
what we call technically a Territorial government for Alaska, but 
under the power of Congress to make all needful rules and regulations 
for the government of the territory and the other property belonging to 
the United States we deemed that Congress had the power to provide 
just such a government as it saw proper there, anything short, if you 
please, of a regular Territorial government, as we understand it techni- 
cally. 

This is somewhat of a mixed form of government that we provide for 
the Territory under this bill. The argumentof the Senator from Mis- 
souri would have some force in it if this bill were a bill providing the 
ordinary government of a Territory. We have now a kind of mixed 
government in the Indian Territory. We have asomewhat more mixed 
government under this bill for the Territory of Alaska. Therefore, I 
think the suggestion of the Senator from Kansas is perfectly correct that 
on account of the large number of Indians in this Territory we simply 
carry out and enforce there in reference to this matter of distilled spirits 
what we enforce in the Indian country proper by the non-intercourse 
act between the United States and the Indian country, which non-in- 
tereourse act has been in force for many years, is very stringent, very 
rigid, and is rigidly and strictly interpreted by the courts when that 
act comes before them. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. GARLAND. Yes, sir. 

Mr. VEST. Does the intercourse act apply to Alaska? A 

Mr. GARLAND. No, sir; I did not say it applied to Alaska. I 
said that parallel with what is done in the Indian Territory we apply 
to this mixed government in the Territory of Alaska on this subject of 
ammunition and distilled spirits the same provisions. What provis- 
ions? The provisions that have been in force really for sixteen years 
in reference to the Territory of Alaska. We do not tell the President 
that he must prohibit the use of spirituous liquors there, but we permit 
him, as section 1955 permits him, to regulate or to prohibit as he sees 
proper. Thatis the statute which that country has been under for six- 
teen years, since July, 1868. If I understand the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Missouri; he simply changes it from the President 
to a commission. I do not see the importance of that difference, and 
I must beg the Senator’s pardon if he says this is throwing before the 
country the somewhat troublesome question of prohibition in all its 
length and breadth. It is simply permitting what has been going on 
for sixteen years in that country, and as far as it is applicable is the 
same provision that we enforce in the Indian country under the non- 
intercourse or intercourse law, as you choose to term it. 

When it comes to the matter of prohibition I concur with the Sen- 
ator from Missouri to the fullest extent that itis all bosh; it does not 
prohibit, and it ought not to be undertaken. You might as well, in 
my judgment, talk about taking a defective eyelash out of a man’s eye 
with a pair of tongs. You may put out the eye, but you will never get 
at the trouble with the tongs. I think the Senator has mistaken the 
purport of this bill on that proposition. It simply leaves the President 
where section 1955 does and where the intercourse or non-intercourse 


act between the United States and the Indian country leaves that. 1] 
think the amendment of the Senator from Missouri is not proper. 

Mr. VEST. «Allow me another question. 

M. GARLAND. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator was on the subcommittee that prepared 
this bill for the Committee on Territories. Now, under the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Kansas which we have adopted can alcoholic 
stimulants be introduced into Alaska under any state of case whatever, 
even for medicinal purposes? I ask the Senator as a lawyer has he any 
doubt about that proposition? 

Mr. GARLAND. I do not understand the question. 

Mr. VEST. I ask the Senatoras a lawyer whether under the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Kansas which we have adopted alcoholic 
stimulants can be introduced into the Territory of Alaska for any pur- 
pose, even for medicinal purposes? 

Mr. GARLAND. Unless I have very much misunderstood the 
amendment, I believe they can. 

Mr. VEST. Let it be read again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report that clause 
of the bill as it stands. 

Mr. VEST. By that amendment I say they can not; not a drop can 
go there for any purpose whatever; no drug store can sell spirits. Let 
the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the bill as 
amended. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Sec. 14. That the provisions of chapter 3, title 23, of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, relating to the ee Territory of Alaska, shall remain in 
full force, except as herein specially otherwise provided; and the importation, 
manufacture, and sale of murctaeaen liquors in said district is h prohibited, 
under the penalties which are provided in section 1955 of the Rev Statutes 
for the wrongful importation of distilled spirits, 

Mr. GARLAND. I misunderstood the amendment. 

Mr. VEST. I say that under that provision not a drop of any sort 
of alcoholic stimulants, intoxicating liquors, can be carried to Alaska, 
even to save human life. 

Mr. GARLAND. I misunderstood the amendment of the Senator 
from Kansas. My impression was that it left the matter where section 
1955 of the Revised Statutes leaves it. : 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Ithink the Senator from Kansas has fallen 
into a grave error in classifying the Indians of Alaska with our Indians. 
The condition of the two classes is very different. It is the policy of 
the Government with respect to the one to keep the Indian Territory 
entirely for the benefit of the Indians, and it is its policy to exclude as 
far as possible white people from going amongthem. In the other case 
we have a Territory the dimensions of which almost baffle human cal- 
culation. It is being sput down as being as large as six hundred thou- 
sand rga gee wi . Grae aves i. the whole of the United 
States on the Atlantic an ific together, running close up to Asia, 
with a population variously estimated from fifty to eaka thou- 
sand souls, who from the time of its discovery by the Russians, I think 
in 1741, up to the present have got along pretty well without govern- 
mental interference. The Russians, as we know, established trading- 
houses there and gave power to a great trading corporation, under whose 
authority the Territory was governed up to the time that we acquired 
it; and I believe from all I have heard or read about the Territory that 
those Indians in that severe climate have got along far better than the 
Indians that have been under the protection and guardianship and care 
of this Government. 

There was a great deal of force in what was said the other day by 


‘| somebody on the other side of the Chamber with respect to extending 


our Indian policy to those Indians, I say that if you study the interest 
of those Indians and of this Government you will let them alone. They 
have proved for years back that they are capable of taking care of them- 
selves and their tribal relations, and this attempted interference on the 
part.of the Government now to regulate them necessarily will prove 
unwise. 

This Territory is not in the condition of the Territory known as the 
Indian Territory. Beside that we have asolemn treaty stipulation here, 
by which we guarantee to the Russian people there the rights of citizens, 
which provides for their continuance in the Territory. At the timethe 
Territory was acquired the number of Russians and creoles in the Ter- 
ritory was estimated at about 3,000. The number of employés under 
the control of the Russian company was put at as high as 8,000, all 
civilized; and the pamphlet to which reference has been made by the 
Senator from Missouri, and which is on the desk of every Senator, speak- 
ing of the Indians in that Territory, says of them, on high authority, 
that they will compare favorably with any class of immigrants that are 
daily landed on these shores from E countries, If that be true, 
I say their condition is not like the condition of the wild Indians of 
America with whom we are accustomed to deal and for whom we are 
in the habit of legislating so severely. One high authority has said 
that the effect of the introduction of brandy into Alaska was to do away 
with the practice of using a there which was regarded as even 
worse than intoxicating drinks. do not know how that may be; but 
Isay I do not think it is wise to undertake to legislate on this high 
plane for these people, and that the amendment proposed by the Sena- 
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tor from Missouri is eminently wise to leave a discretionary power some- 
where to regulate this matter and qualify the rule of prohibition as cir- 
cumstances may warrant. : 

I think we are bound, Mr. President, to give to the people in this 
Territory some rights. This Government has delayed for sixteen years 
to do what it was bound to do after we acquired the Territory, to give 
them some kind of government. It has been delayed. 

The Senator from Indiana the other day intimated that I was an 
enemy of this bill, Iam not. I want to know exactly what we are 
doing, and I think now it would be wise to give some authority either 
to legislate for these people, to take into consideration their local wants, 
to adopt reasonable rules of conduct for their Indians, and not to carry 
into that Territory the entire code of Oregon, which is propesed by this 
dill, and putit in force and operation over a community to which it may 
be in no respect adapted. I think if there is anything in the wisdom 
of legislation it is in accommodating the laws to the condition of the 
people to whom they apply. There may be circumstances in Alaska 
that render the application of the Oregon law in many particulars emi- 
nently unfit. Still, without knowing what the Oregon law is—and I 
imagine there are very few Senators here who can tell the outlines of 
that code—by a few lines in this statute we just put it in force over the 
entire Territory of Alaska from the confines of Asia down to its south- 
ern parts. I donot think that is exactly wise, butstill I am not going to 
antagonize the measure. It may be the best thing we can do just now. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, the Committee on Territories in- 
tended in the provision which was reported as section 15 of the bill as 
it was reported, to avoid, if possible, the discussion of this question as 
a question of prohibition or license er whatever other phase it may take 
in the different communities of this country. ` The statuteof the United 
States, that has been in force for a great many years, gave the President 
full authority to prohibit absolutely the importation into Alaska of any 
spirituous liquors. Italso authorized him, in line with our legislation 
upon the Indian question, to prohibit the introduction of fire-arms and 
ammunition. That was the state of the statute as we found it relat- 
ing to Alaska when we came to frame this bill, but that discretion did 
not extend at all to the question of the manufacture or sale of intoxi- 
cating liquors within the Territory, and such a manufacture of a de- 
based and injurious liquor had grown up to some extent in the Terri- 
tory itself. The committee, therefore, proposed in this fifteenth section 
to extend the powers of the President over this question so as to enable 
him to restrain or to regulate or to prohibit, if he pleased, within the 
Territory the manufacture and sale of spirituous liquors. I donot know 
what regulations, if any, the President of the United States has made 
under the power which has been lodged in his hands for some years. I 
do know upon report that there has been very grave and serious trou- 
bles originating from the use of intoxicating liquors in the Territory; 
and so yesterday, when the Senator from Kansas proposed his amend- 
ment, I explained somewhat less in detail, but still fully, what I have 
said to-day as to the position of the committee, and saidalso for myself 
that I did not care to antagonize the proposition if the Senate should, 
as applied to this Territory, as an expedient and temporarily make the 
prohibition itself. There was no objection, and that amendment was 
adopted. 

Now, Mr. President, while it is true, as the Senator from Missouri 
says, that Alaska is not an Indian reservation, it is equally true, as the 
Senator from Arkansas has said, that it is not in the ordinary sense an 
organized Territory of the United States, even after we have passed this 
pill. We have no Indian reservations; they have not yet been set apart. 
If they are to be set apart, we have no provisions there by which we can 
give the white man any rights with reference to the use or importation 
or manufacture of spirituous liquors and at the same time save the na- 
tive populations from the debasing effects of the use of them. 

The legislation of this country has for years and from a very early 
period recognized the fact that it was unsafe for the Indians themselves, 
unsafe for their white neighbors, that fire-water in the form of any of the 

irituous liquorsshould be introduced among them. We havesaid so. 

ow, here is a Territory that is in a condition where we can not dis- 
-criminate between any white settlers that may temporarily be there 
and the Indians who reside there. There are no separate bounds as yet 
for their habitations; they are mingled in towns and villages along that 
coast; and whateverregulation we make as to the importation or manu- 
facture and sale of intoxicating liquors there must be common to both 
races. 

Now, Mr. President, without at all committing ourselves upon the 
question of prohibition or license as a general proposition applied to 
such communities as the Senator from Missouri represents or such as I 
represent here, may we not all agree that, temporarily, seeing the evils 
and dangers that result, seeing the mixture and intercommingling of 
these classes of people who inhabit that Territory —may we not agree 
that for the present and until the white settlements there shall be 
further developed and until we shall have had the report of the officers 
of the Territory as to what rules and regulations should be made for 
it—may we not agree until then at least, without putting at peril any 
serious interest of any citizen of the Territory of the white race or the 
Indian race, to prohibit thesmanufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors 
in the Territory. 


JANUARY 24, 
Mr. VEST. May I be permitted to ask a question? 
Mr. HARRISON. Certainly. 
Mr. VEST. Does the Senator propose to amend this amendment pro- 


hibiting the importation or use of alcoholic stimulants so as to allow is 
for medicinal ppoe 

Mr. HARRISON. Iwascoming to thatin one moment, and I hope to 
make a suggestion upon which the Senator from Missouri will meet me. 
Itis that that exception shall beincorporated in the amendment adopted 
on the motion of the Senator from and that we shall also add 
the words “that the President of the United States is authorized to 
make such regulations as may be naga for carrying out the pro- 
visions of this section.” I think we can all agree without reference to 
the differences we may have as applied to such communities as we live 
in upon the temperance question, or the question of prohibition, that 
temporarily as applied to this community as it stands now, where nearly 
its entire population is Indian, which is being debased and destroyed 
by the use of intoxicating liquors—we may all agree, acting upon the 
basis of the legislative policy of this country, to keep these fire-waters 
away from the Indian temporarily. Let this bill stand as now amended 
with such an amendment as I have suggested, and leave to the Presi- 
dent of the United States the formulation of such regulations as may 
be necessary to carry it out. Iask the Senator from Missouri if that 
will not meet his concurrence ? 

Mr. VEST. Why not leave that power to these commissioners? 

Mr. HARRISON. Ianswer the Senator, simply because the com- 
missioners are located in widely separated parts of the Territory, and 
it seems to me it were better that the power should be lodged in the 
hands of some one person, so that the regulations for the entire district 
may be uniform, rather than to lodge it in the hands of four commis- 
sioners, who might make different regulations for the different districts. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. HARRISON. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Has the Senator any information as to what 
regulations the Russian Government had on that subject? 

Mr. HARRISON. I have not. I have no informatian upon that 
matter. [ask the Senator from Missouri if he will not propose, in the 
proper place, an amendment excepting the use of liquors for medicinal 
purposes. If he will not, I propose the amendment at the appropriate 
pa in the amendment offered by the Senator from Kansas, ‘‘except 
or medicinal uses;’’ and at the end of the section to add the words: 

And nt shall uch 
r A ed fot 

Mr. CALL., Mr. President, I suggest to the Senator from Indiana 
who has charge of this bill whether or not this provision of the Consti- 
tution has not some relation to the prohibition which is proposed here. 
Section 8 of Article I provides that— 

The Con; shall hay 
exces, ana e butali daden posts and oxties shall bs uniforar uroughout 
the United States. 

It appears to me that the Territory of Alaska is already within the 
United States, and that a prohibition in one part of the territory of the 
United States of an impost or excise or duty while there is such aduty 
or excise or tax in another is not uniform; and in a Territory like 
Alaska, coming to us under a treaty, paying to us a revenue of $2,000,000 
within a few years, with established commercial intercourse with differ- 
ent parts of the world, with a Russian population guaranteed under 
the treaty the same rights of commercial intercourse that the citizens 
of the States haye, I do not perceive how you can have a uniform duty 
or impost upon the importation of liquors at one rate in one portion of 
the territory of the United States and prohibited in another. 

The case of the Indian reservations has no relevancy to the one be- 
fore us. The Government of the United States has always i 
the territorial sovereignty, to a limited extent, of the Indian tribes who 
inhabit this country. The theory of our sovereignty and that of the 
governments of the Old World, from which we derived: it, has been rec- 
ognized, but with a qualified recognition, and in the extinction of the 
Indian title, dating back to a period before the occupation and assertion 
of territorial sovereignty by European nations on this continent until 
the present time when that sovereignty was exercised by this country 
over the Indian tribes, there remained a recognition to them of a re- 
served right of occupation and a reserved right of government in their 
tribal capacity; there was the idea of reservations of country in which 
the Indian governments, by statute, were allowed to prevail. ButIap- 
prehend that the case of Alaska, coming to us under the provisions of a 
treaty guaranteeing to the inhabitants the same commercial rights that 
the people of this country have, is different. And, with a conrtitu- 
tional provision on our part that duties and imposts and excises «hall 
be uniform throughout the territory of the United States, we may not 
establish a different rate of imposts or duties in Alaska from that ox- 
isting in other parts of this country; and surely prohibition in one part 
and admission in another can not be uniformity. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I do not care to debate the con- 
stitutional question, but out of respect to the Senator who has proposed 
it, I can not see what application the constitutional provision he has 
cited has to this question. We are not laying duties or imposts here 
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Certainly the power of the Government. over the Territories and over 
the District of Columbia and over the districts ceded to it for forts and 
arsenals is absolute upon the question of the manufacture and sale of 
liquors. 

Mr. GARLAND. The question raised by the Senator from Florida 
[Mr. CALL] has been adjudicated by Judge Deady in the district court 
of Oregon on the constitutionality of section 1955 of the Revised Stat- 
utes in the case of the Louisa Simpson, in2Sawyer’s Reports. He held 
that it was within the power of Congress to pass such an act and that 
it was in the power of the President to make the regulation contem- 
plated by that act. I will not detain the Senate by the case, 
but the same point was made there that is now made by the Senator 
from Florida. 

Mr. CALL. The proposition is avery plain one. The Senator from 
Indiana will not contend that in the District of Columbia or in the 
Territories of the United States there may be a different rate of imposts 
and duties and excises from those laid elsewhere, The language of the 
Constitution is plain and emphatic. A uniform excise, a uniform duty, 
is plainly demanded. Itcan not be different. Prohibition in one place 
and admission in another with a specific taxcan not beuniform. There 
can be no question, I think, in regard to that. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam surpised at the sympathy here for the people 
of Alaska in regard to the use of liquor. This power has been made 
use of in regard to the prohibition of the introduction of ammunition 
and fire-arms. There was no prohibition sentiment as such, no ques- 
tion of the application of prohibition in any unusual way, until it was 
brought into this debate by the Senator from Missouri. My remarks 
yesterday in regard to my amendment were simply to the effect that I 
sought to apply the same rule we had applied before to the Indian 
tribes. I believe now that rule is wise, and there is no exception prac- 
tically except such as is necessary to enable the military establishment 
to carry into the Indian Territory the various medical supplies neces- 
sary for the use of the medical department of the Army. That is all 
the exception that section 2139 is meant to cover and all that ever is 
covered. I have in mind now an application that has been made re- 
cently to the Secretary of War for permission on the part of individuals 
to carry liquor into the Indian Territory, which has been denied, with 
the statement that so far as the present incumbent was concerned the 
power had never been exercised except for the purpose of enabling reg- 
ular military supplies to go along with the military establishment. 

If there is anything in the point the Senator from Florida makes, 
that these people have got some rights there by reason of the treaty, I 
think, on the whole, they inhere as fully in the matter of arms and 
ammunition as they do in regard to liquors. I do not think these 
people need any more the use of intoxicating liquors than they do in 
the Indian Territory, and my proposition was simply to put them upon 
the same footing with other Indians and other Indian tribes. But we 
are not letting them alone, as the Senator from Florida [Mr. JoNES] 
implored us to do; weare interfering with them now in a most material 
way. If they were left toremain there as Indians freed from intercom- 
munication with whites it would be a different thing, but we are open- 
ing the Territory now to the irruption of miners. Nota very large 
population probably will go there, butsome will go, and the contact be- 
tween the white race and the Indian race has always been followed by 
the introduction of vices of a certain character which it has been the 
policy of the law to prevent. 

The question now is how much of that we shall do, in what form of 
words, by what provision of law; and the matter of sentiment which 
the Senator from Missouri brought in here I think is entirely unneces- 
sary and has nothing to do with the case. It is simply a question of 
the proper adjustment of our relations with these people in view of the 
fact that we are establishing certain rules and regulations there which 
are calculated for the whites, who carry along with them the vices and 
the disturbances and the disorders which have accompanied heretofore 
the intermingling between the two races of people. 

If the suggestion of the Senator from Indiana can be properly carried 
out and properly limited, I have no objection to that; but the Senator 
from Missouri will not find any comfort in that, because he means that 
there shall be no prohibition whatever, and yet he shelters himself be- 
hind a prohibition; he provides that somebody else may prohibit. After 
vaunting himself on his courage here on this question he is not willing 
himself to do it, but he says, ‘‘I will put up a board of commissioners 
or somebody else and they may do it, and I will hide behind theirskirts 
while they are doing it!” 

Mr. VEST. That is about as fair an argument as we can have on 
that side of the question. The Secretary of the Interior can permit the 
oeie of spirits in the Indian Territory, and I think it has been 

ie. . 

Mr. PLUMB. I referred to the Secretary of War. 

Mr. VEST. The Secretary of the Interior, on the part of this Gov- 
ernment, has control over that Territory explicitly and positively by 
statute. The Senator from Kansas says he wants to put this Territory 
on the same footing with other portions of the territory of the United 
States occupied by Indians. I wantthatSenator now to point me to one 
pa pa of the territory of the United States where any such prohibition 
as this ever obtained. Hecannotfind it. Look atthe Revised Statutes. 


I say the Secretary of War or any officer of the Army can give a permit 
to take intoxicating liquors into any Indian reservation, much less Terri- 


tory. The Territories regulate that matter by their own Territorial 
laws; but the Secretary of War, like a second lieutenant of the Army, 
can send as much liquor as he chooses into any Indian reservation under 
the provisions of the statutes now. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator has not read with his usual care the 
final clause of section 2139. Itis only such officers as are expressly 
authorized by the Secretary of War who can do that thing. 

Mr. VEST. Isay the Secretary of War can give that power to a 
second lieutenant and does do it. He can give it to any officer of the 
Army if he pleases. But what does the Senator from Kansas do? He 
prohibits the importation or the use of alcoholic liquors in Alaska even 
to save human life. You can not sell them for medicinal purposes, you 
can not use them in the practice of the profession of medicine. Aman 
may be at the point of death, in articulo mortis, but not one particle of 
alcohol can be used by any physician under any state of case whatever. 

He says I am bringing in here the question of prohibition unneces- 
sarily. Surely not. It was brought in by the Senator from Kansas, 
It was brought in by this most extraordinary provision, the most strin- 
gent ever introduced into the Senate of the United States or into any 
legislative assembly on this continent. Never in the most extravagant 
flights of fanaticism did anybody before propose such a provision as this 
striking at alcohol for medicinal uses, saying that no man should go 
into the Territory with a flask of brandy in his pocket, no physician, no 
clergyman even, should take it there in order to alleviate the pangs of 
that Arcticregion. There never before was such an amendment offered, 
and yet the Senator says I brought in the prohibition question. He 
offered the most stringent prohibition ever known anywhere. 

The Senator from Indiana appealed to me to know if I would not con- 
sent to a modification of the amendment permitting the introduction 
of alcoholic liquors into the Territory of Alaska under the regulations 
of the President, as I understood him. 

Mr. HARRISON. Ido not understand what the Senator says. Ican 
not hear him. 

Mr. VEST. I understood the Senator to ask me if I would consent 
to modify this amendment so that alcoholic liquors might be introduced 
into Alaska for medicinal purposes under such rules and regulations as 
the President might prescribe. 

a SANN . Yes, sir, that was the question. eal 

T. Ido not proj to be hypercritical in regard to thi 
bill. I voted for the bill in the Committee on Territories with the sec- 
tion which the Senator from Indiana reported, but the Senator had left 
this power in the hands of the President, as the Revised Statutes had 
left it for sixteen years, and I was satisfied with that provision. I am 
not now convinced against that provision except that since the question 
has come up, I believe if we are going to establish a local government 
in any shape or form in the Territory of Alaska, we ought to give to 
that local ren the power of regulating this essentially domestic 
matter. I believe that if we are about to make a board of commission- 
ers there, that board of commissioners should have the power to say 
whether alcoholic stimulants should be introduced there for medicinal 
purposes or otherwise and under what rules and regulations. If the 

urpose of the committee in reporting this bill is not to give that people 
ENI self-government, I am at a loss to know what was the purpose for 
which the bill was reported from the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. HARRISON. If the Senator from Missouri will allow me, the 
bill as reported from the Committee on Territories did not confide to 
any officer of this civil district discretion in reference to this question 
of intoxicating liquors. 

Mr. VEST. I know that. 

Mr. HARRISON. It confided it to the President, where we propose 
to confide it now. 

Mr. VEST. And I was satisfied with that provision; but that was 
stricken out, and the amendment of the Senator from Kansas put in. 
Now I believe upon reflection and after this debate that this power 
should be given to the commissioners. I presume they meet as a 


Mr. HARRISON. The Senator misconceives the scope of the bill. 
They do not meet as a board; they only have the function of commis- 
sioners of the circuit court of the United States and of justices of the 
State of Oregon. They may exercise judicial functions, but there is 
no provision in the bill for their assembling or meeting as a board om 
any question. 

Mr. VEST. Then, Mr. President, let them regulate this matter as 
to the respective districts with which they are officially connected. 
They are the best judges; they aresent there for that purpose. They 
are given these powers with the distinct design to enable them to judge 
of the condition of that people and to carry out the laws that we enact. 

Mr. INGALLS. Imovetoamend the amendment by inserting, after 
the word ‘‘district,”’ the words “except for medicinal, mechanical, and 
scientific purposes.” 

Mr. HARRISON, I accept that amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HALE in the chair), The Sena- 
tor from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] moves to amend the amendment. 

Mr. HARRISON. I accept the amendment without a vote, if the 
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Senate will consent that it may be so, as an amendment to my amend- 
ment. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let it be reported. 

The SECRETARY. In line 7, section 14, after the word ‘‘district,’’ 
it is proposed to insert: 

Except for medicinal, mechanical, and scientific purposes. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I ask the Senator from Kansas who is to 
determine the question? 

Mr, INGALLS. I would allow the Senator from Florida to deter- 
mine it. > 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Oh, that will not do. 

Mr. HARRISON. Ifthe Senator from Florida will allow me to give 
another amswer besides the very satisfactory one which the Senator 
from Kansas has made, I would say that I have added a provision that 
the President shall have power to make such regulations as are needed 
to carry out the section. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Now, if youare attempting to legislate for 
these people, why not go into the subject of polygamy? 

Mr. INGALLS. And slavery, which also exists there. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Slavery and polygamy I believe exist in 
this Territory under existing usage, I will not say law. I should like 
to see some wise provision adopted that would have the effect of pre- 
serving the morals of the people, although I am free to say that every- 

ing that I have read about them is in their favor, and it shows that 
the Indian population of Alaska to-day, without any Congressional leg- 
islation, is in a better position than the Indian Py erp that has 
been commanding for years the special attention of Congress. Now it 
is said the whites are going in there to demoralize them. Well, “‘suf- 
ficient unto the day is the evil thereof.” 

What I complain of is that the Indian population of Alaska are to be 
regarded as in the same situation as the wild Indians with whom we 
have been in the habit of dealing. Every information on that subject 
shows that they are entirely a different class. The great majority of 
the Indians so called in Alaska have an Asiatic origin. They are known 
as Eskimo, A copper-colored face, black eyes, and shining ivory teeth 
are qualities of the Indians in Alaska. They are not to be compared 
with the wild Indians of the Everglades or of the regions of the West. 
In looking into their history it will be found that they have given the 
Government of Russia no trouble; that while she ruled that Territory, 
from 1741 down to 1867, when we acquired it, that Indian population 
gave to her as little trouble as any other kind of people of the class in 
the world ever gave to a government. 

I am not one of those who believe that it is always wise to keep in 
motion the legislative power of this Government. I believe with the 
celebrated Chief-Justice Marshall, as he expressed in his opinion in the 
great case of Gibbons vs. Ogden, that some subjects are best regulated 
when they are let alone, and I see very clearly from the indications 
given out here that we are about to enter upon a policy which after a 

ew years will bring within the jurisdiction of this Government the 
sixty or seventy thousand Indians of Alaska, hunting Federal corn- 
cribs, houses of refuge, stores of supply, and blankets all over that 
country, and millions of dollars will be called for annually from this 
Government to meet their wants; a people who up to this time have 
never asked the Russian Government for a dollar, living in a climate 
tenfold more severe, where the struggle for life is tenfold harder and 
more difficult than any region of country occupied by asimilar class of 
people on this continent. And yet that people, thus situated in the 
ice and snow almost summer and winter, have never had a want pro- 
vided for by the authority of the government that preceded us in its 
jurisdiction over them. The authority in that Territory was left to the 
control of a hard-hearted trading corporation organized at St. Peters- 
burg, that planted itself there and made many of the people slaves in 
reality; but they toiled and they labored, they wore the skins of wild 
animals for clothing, they lived on the fish of the seacoast and the 
berries of the mountain, but they asked no supplies from government. 
But now, in the very incipiency of the exercise of our authority over 
that country, the first step that is proposed to be taken is to pass a law 
on the subject of prohibition under the authority of Congress. It may 
be wise; it may be that the miners, to the introduction of whom this 
Dill looks, may demoralize these people; but I say that the history of 
the Indians of Alaska is an instructive one to this Government, and 
that it onght not to be ignored. It shows that nature, even in so bar- 
ren regions as that, does not absolutely disinherit her children. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRISON. In that same connection, and as part of the orig- 
‘inal amendment as I offered it, there is another clause, to come at the 
-end of the section. I do not know whether the Secretary has it. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert åt the end of the section: 
~ ‘And the President of the United States shall make such regulations as are 

necessary to carry out the provisions of this section. 5 
_ The amendment was agreed to. 
“Mr. BOWEN. ' T offer the following amendment: After the word 
_‘‘dollars,” in the fourteenth line of section 9, insert: 
a sum 000 
apt a pae of $1,000 per annum during the time he may perform 


So as to read: 

The marshal the sum of $2,000, and in addition, the sum of $1,000 per annum 
during the time he may perform the duties of surveyor-general. 

Mr. HARRISON. I donot think this addition tothe salary is justi- 
fied. This officer has fees, and will have some, I suppose, in the new 
duties which are ex officio devolved upon him; and it seems to me 
the increase is not n . After all, the work of surveying is not 
to be done by him, but there issubmitted tohim simply the duty under 
the statute of designating a mineral surveyor, who makes the survey 
at the expense of the parties for whom the work is done. 

Mr. BOWEN. I will simply say that the surveyor-general’s duties, 
whatever they are, are devolved upon the marshal. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. BowEn]. 
The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. HARRISON. There are oneor two other amendments pending, 
which I hope the will report. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Michigan [Mr. ConGER]. 
The CHIEF CLERK. At the close of section 8 it is proposed to add: 
And provided also, That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
to cause such surveys as are necessary to carry out the provisions of 


directed 
this section to be made, 

Mr. HARRISON. I do not think that amendment ought to be 
adopted. We ought to have no surveys at all of any lands in the Ter- 
ritory with a view of establishing the rights of any individuals there 
until we have first had from the officers who are to be appointed under 
the bill the preliminary report which they are to make. I do not 
think we ought to adopt this amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. é 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I offer the following amendment. Section 
9, line 31, after the word ‘‘judge,’’ insert: 

That all officers appointed for said Territory, before entering upon the duties 
of their offices, shall take an oath to support the Consfitution of the United 
States; and the Constitution and laws of the United States not locally inap- 
plicable to said Territory are hereby extended thereto, 

Mr. HARRISON. I wish to ask the Senator from Florida to accept 
a change or two in that amendment which he has proposed, and the 
first is that the word ‘‘Territory,’’ in the first line of his spana 
be to ‘‘district,”’ as this geographical subdivision is 
throughout the bill a civil district. The second is that instead of say- 
ing they ‘‘shall take an oath to support the Constitution of the United 
States’’ he shall say they ‘‘shall take the oath required by law.” 
The third is in the next clause, ‘‘and the Constitution and laws of the 
United States not locally inapplicable to said district and not incon- 
mns with the provisions of this act are hereby extended thereto,” 
to ; 

But there shall be no I assembly in 
giron Lopes. ines indy y in said district, nor shall any Dele- 

I think that covers all the Senator wants. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. My amendment does not provide anything 
about a Delegate. 

Mr. HARRISON. I know. 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator from Florida whether he sup- 
poses he can extend the Constitution of the United States to a Terri- 
tory by act of Con, ? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Yes, it is the only way it can be done. 

Mr. HOAR. I thought it extended itself. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. No, itdoes not. I beg leave to differ from 
the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HARRISON. Iwill say to the Senator from Massachusetts that 
I was trying to avoid a controversy which I thought would be some- 
what wide if we entered upon it. I hope the Senator from Florida 
will accept the modifications I have suggested. f 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I see no substantial difference, and I ac- 

t the Senator’s amendments. 

. HARRISON. I will state them so that the Secretary can get 
them. In the first line of the Senator’s amendment I propose to strike 
out ‘‘Territory”’ andinsert ‘‘district;”’ then, in line 5, to strike out the 
word ‘Territory’? and insert ‘‘district;’? and after the word ‘“‘ dis- 
trict” to insert these words, ‘‘and not inconsistent with the provis- 
ions of this act;’’ and then at the end of the amendment to add, “‘ but 
there shall be no legislative assembly in said district, nor shall any Del- 
egate in Congress be sent therefrom.” 

Mr. INGALLS. Now may we hear the amendmentread as amended ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the amend- 
ment as amended. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I presume the Senator means to refer to 
‘*the oath required by law.” 

Mr. HARRISON. I should have added that. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Being the oath prescribed in the Revised 
Statutes of the United States. 

Mr. HARRISON. Instead of saying “take an oath to support the 
one of the United States,” say “‘take the oaths required by 

W. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the amend- 
ment as modified. 
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The Chief Clerk read as follows : 


That all officers inted for said district, before entering n the duties of 
their offi shall e the oaths required by ‘law; and the Constitution and 
laws of the United States not locally inapplicable to said district, and not in- 
consistent with the provisions of thisact,are hereby extended thereto; butthere 
shall be no legislative assembly in said district, nor shall any Delegate be sent to 
Congress therefrom. 


a HOAR. I move to strike out the words ‘‘the Constitution 
an n 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts to the amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. It does not seem to me that we could put into language 
a more absurd provision than to say that the Constitution of the United 
States not locally inapplicable is extended by an act of Congress to a 
portion of the territory of the United States, which the present amend- 
ment as it is phrased does. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Well, Mr. President, it only shows that 
great minds will differ. I do not speak of myself, but of the mind of 
the Senator from Massachusetts and the mind of Mr. Webster. I would 
remind the Senator that in the great controversy —— 

Mr. HOAR. On the contrary, Mr. Webster declined even to extend 
the laws of God to a Territory. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I remember the debate on that subject, 
and I think I have authority for saying almost in the of my 
amendment that there is no way in which the Constitution of the 
United States or the general laws thereof can find their way into a Ter- 
ritory except by the action of Congress. Thatis just what this amend- 


ment proposes to do so far as it can do it consistently with the provis- p 


ions of this bill. 

As I said in the debate yesterday, the Constitution was not made for 
the Territories, it was made for the States of this Union, and it is upon 
that ground that I:have found myself at full liberty to support the 
measures hitherto reported by the distinguished Senator from Vermont 
{Mr. EDMUNDS] with regard to Utah, and I never felt myself in the 
least embarrassed by any argument made by the distinguished Senator 
from Georgia before me [Mr. Brown] on that subject, because I feel 
that when this ional authority was legislating for a Territory 
it had all the power over it that the people in their organic capaci 
possess in a State, and that the Constitution of the United States does 
not operate in the Territories unless expressly extended there by the 
positive provisions of an act of Congress. The distinction between the 
Territories and the States is plain on this point. A citizen of a Terri- 
tory, as we know, can not sue ina court of the United States under that 


clause giving jurisdiction to a citizen of one State to sue a citizen of | q 


another in the United States courts. He has no such constitutional 
right. The Constitution of the United States allows a citizen of one 
State to sue a citizen of another State in a United States court; but a 
citizen of a Territory can not do it. This has been the accepted theory 
as I understand. I want as far as I can to give to these people under 
the provisions of the treaty the benefit of our organic law. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. Hoar ] to the amendment of 
the Senator from Florida [ Mr. JONES ]. 

Mr. HOAR. The amendment of the Senator from Florida provides 
that the Constitution of the United States so far as the same is not 
locally inapplicable shall extend to this Territory. I move to strike 
that out. That is the whole of it. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I say ‘‘the Constitution and laws of the 
United States. ” ; 

Lek amendment to the amendment was agreed to—ayes 28, noes not 
counted, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now is on the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Florida [ Mr. JONES ] as amended. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Let it be read as it now stands. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported as 
it now stands. 

The CHIEF CLERK. As amended the amendment reads: 


That all officers appointed for said district, before entering upon the duties of 
‘their offices, shall take the oaths required by law; and the laws of the United 
States not locally inapplicable to said district, and not inconsistent with the 

rovisions of this act, are hereby extended thereto; but there shall be no legis- 


ative assembly in said distri j 
see re y ct, nor shall any Delegate be sent to Congress 


Mr. JONES, of Florida. Now, we can understand exactly the pur- 
pose of the Senator from Massachusetts in moving to strike out that 
portion of my amendment relating to the Constitution of the United 
States. I would say to him that the language I adopted was the lan- 
‘guage that has been adopted in nearly all the organic laws of the Ter- 
ritories of the Union. As to Florida, I can cite the law—I copied it— 
that the Constitution and laws of the United States not locally inap- 
plicable to the Territory were to be thereby extended. That was the 
purport of my amendment; and whether the Senator made a mere 
technical objection whether the Constitution could be severed or not is 
for him to say. My amendment related to the laws of the United 
States not locally inapplicable, and not to the Constitution in that re- 
gard. It was not open to hismere grammatical criticism. If he thought 
there was any point in that, the language of my améndment was clearly 
and distinctly written, and written in the way that has been usual in 


such cases. In adopting a sentence of that kind I could not see any 
objection to the that the Constitution and laws of the United 
States not locally inapplicable should be in force in that Territory. 
Now the Senator by his amendment has stricken out the Constitution; 
he can have it that way. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Florida as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRISON. There are no further pending amendments, I 
think. z 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is still open to amendment. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I offeran amendmentin section 9, to strike out, 
in lines 10 and 11, the words ‘‘and in addition thereto,” and to insert 
“which fees shall be reported to the Attorney-General and paid into 
the Treasury of the United States.’’ 

Mr. HARRISON. Let the Senator read it as it will appear. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Yes, sir. The compensation is fixed for the of- 
ficers mentioned here, to be appointed by the President, and who are 
to hold their respective offices for the term of four years. 

They shall severally receive the fees of office established by law for the sev- 
eral offices the duties of which have been erg: Se none upon them, as the 
same are determined and allowed in respect of ilar offices under the laws of 
the United States, and in addition thereto— 

I propose to leave out “‘in addition thereto ’’ and insert: 
which fees shall be reported to the Attorney-General and paid into the Treasury 
of the United States. 

Then in line 11, before the word ‘‘shall,’’ to insert ‘‘they.”” The 

urpose of the amendment is that here on the very outskirts we shall 
seek to do that which, if the Senate have not intended to do, a very 
large proportion of them have been very strongly in favor of doing, and 
which the Attorney-General recommends shall be done throughout the 
United States. He recommends that marshals and that class of offi- 
cers shall not be allowed to receive fees, but shall receive a salary. 
That has been ized and acknowledged, and by examinations made 
by the Attorney eral into the marshals’ offices in the different 
States in this Union he has been led to denounce the fee system most 
bitterly. If the Senate will indulge me a moment, I will read from 


ty | the report of the Attorney-General a few lines which show the injus- 


tice of the course of officers of this kind far more strongly than I can 
put it: 

The practice of jpensating the United States marshal by fees is an expen- 
sive cue. Examiners of ine be rtanent of Justice who have been detailed to 


lar's emoluments of the marshal. us it 
interest of the Government to give the marshal a fixed compensation, so as to re- 
move all inducements to practice frauds upon the Government on the one hand 
or wrongs upon the citizen on the other. If the deputy were to be = fees 
for executing process, it would insure the same efficiency as the present fee sys- 
tem, and at the same time relieve the Department of the extraordinary expense 
—— of,as the marshal would have no interest in encouraging such 
p 

If that be true in the older States, and it is entirely proved from an 
examination by the i of the Attorney-General, and it is prob- 
ably true within the knowledge of nearly every Senator on this floor, 
it will be far worse in Alaska, a Territory so distant from us as to be 
outside of the inspection, toa very great extent, of the inspect- 
ing officers of this Department. To place three or four officers in com- 
mand of that Territory and give them a license which will be unchecked 
and uncontrolled to a very great extent to collect fees for themselyes 
will lead ig erang abuse than has been reported to us by the Attorney- 
General. If they are to go there with this power they will encourage 
litigation unjustly, as it is said such officers do in many of the States. 
They may greatly encourage litigation, to the annoyance of the people 
and make the execution of the law odious, as they have done in very 
many of the States of the Union, not only South but North and not 
only North but West. In that way they will do an injustice to the 
people, because here is proof of it, and they will do great injustice to 
the Government. If the salary fixed here be not enough forthe officers 
named, let it be increased; but I desire that part of the section which 
allows the receiving of fees as part of their compensation to be dis- 
pensed with. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN Wyck]. a 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Mr. President, I have nothing to say about 
this amendment, but I want to say just a word in reply to what’ was 
said by the Senator from Massachusetts not now in his seat: `“ 

Mr. HARRISON, [I raise the point of relevancy. - © : 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Iam not confined to any particular question. 

Mr. HARRISON. . I believe the Senator is right). _.- -` 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. It was obvious from the tone and manner 
of the Senator from Massachusetts that he characterized “my amend- 
ment as little less than absurd—the idea of carrying the Constitution 
into the Territories by an act of Congress. I said to him that that was 
the language usually adopted in all the organic laws of the’ Territories, 
and that it could be found in the body of laws known as the Revised 
Statutes. The little play that he made upon the words was not up to 
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the standard that he ought to e: He thought that my language 
contemplated the provisions of the Constitution and that it was gram- 
matically incorrect, and he brought forth his amendment and it was car- 
ried by his friends on that side of the Chamber, and I imagine that his 
purpose was to prevent the Constitution of the United States from hav- 
ing any operation in this Territory. 
said in my lace in the Senate yesterday that it was no part of the 
purpose of this bill to give effect to the organic law of the United States. 
Now I will read that provision of the Revised Statutes relating to the 
Territories, almost in the very words I employed in my amendment, 
and it can be found in nearly all the organic laws providing for the or- 
ganization of the Territories of the Union. Section 1891 reads as fol- 
lows: 
The Constitution and all laws of the United States which are not seals inap- 
plicable shall have the same force and effect within all the o sey 


a Bow every Territory hereafter organized, as elsewhere within 

Now, I do not suppose that the compilers of this great code contem- 
plated the use ofany surplusage, as we lawyers term it; and if the Con- 
stitution, as the Senator suggests, operates within the Territories with- 
out any legislation, this provision was entirely unnecessary; but, find- 
ing this provision in the Revised Statutes, and finding a like provision 
in the organic law of nearly every Territory that has been organized 
under the authority of this Government, and knowing, as I knew, that 
it was not anything that this title relating to the Territories should 
operate in Alaska, I felt justified in bringing up the amendment and 
proposing to extend the Constitution and the laws of the United States 
to that Territory as far as those laws could apply. The language was 
clear; the purpose was obvious; there was no disguise aboutit. But 
the Senator from Massachusetts got up in his place and deliberately 
moved, in the face of this provision of the Revised Statutes showing 
that my amendment was necessary to accomplish the end, to have the 
word ‘Constitution ’’ stricken out, so that the people of that Terri- 
tory, notwithstanding the treaty made with Russia, which stipulates 
in their behalf that they shall enjoy the privileges of American citizens 
in their property, their lives, and their liberty, are not to have the 
benefit of the Constitution in that Territory. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN moe): 

Mr. HARRISON. I agree with the recommendation of the Attorney- 
General and with the remarks of the Senator from Nebraska that it 
would be much better if all these officers were put upon the basis of a 
fixed annual salary; but we have not yet adopted that as the law in 
relation to similar officers to those constituted by this bill, and I do not 
think this is a good place toinaugurate it. Iam free tosay to the Senate 
that the committee were very much at a loss to know what salaries to 
fix for these offices which are created in the Territory of Alaska. It 
will be very expensive to get there; the cost of traveling from any place 
in this country to the place where one’s official functions are to be dis- 
charged will be very expensive. We donot know what the expense of 
living there may be; so it was very difficult to agree in advance what 
sie | be a reasonable compensation for these several officers. We 
have fixed $2,000 for the marshal, striking off $500 which was provided 
as the bill was introduced, and allowed fees under the laws as they 
exist in relation to similar officers in the States. I suggest to the 
Senator from Nebraska that we leave this bill as it is until these 
matters now in doubt shall have been demonstrated as to what is a fair 
compensation for the officers who are to serve us in these capacities in 
that Territory, and that he limit his amendment, if that is needed at 
all, to a provision requiring them to report under oath to the Attorney- 
General the amount of fees received by them. Then when the first 
report comes in at the end of the first year we shall be advised of the 
amount of fees thus received, and will have that intelligent information 
which will enable us to fix their salaries with relation to their fees or 
to abolish fees altogether and give them a stated salary. 

I suggest, therefore, that this amendment be not agreed to, as this 
bill is experimental, and as it is to be developed by the ience of 
a year there what can be done under it? I hope the Senator will de- 
fer this provision until we have general legislation upon the subject or 
at least until the end of one year. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Mr. President, there would seem in the sugges- 
tion of the Senator to be no reasonable difficulty in the way of estab- 
fishing the compensation by a fixed salary. The governor is to receive 
no fees which he can appropriate to himself, I take it, but the bill 
fixes the governor’s salary, and there seems to be no difficulty in mak- 
ing a calculation as to the expense of reaching Alaska, and the expense 
of subsistence after he reaches there, because he is not to receive any 
fees, and it is as easy to fix the compensation of the marshal and of the 
district attorney at a stated salary as to fix it for the governor of the 
Territory. 

I knew that the Senator would concede the necessity of making this 
reformation; it is demanded all over this broad land that this reforma- 
tion should be made. There are cases in the different States where cit- 
izens have been subjected to outrages by reason of the cupidity of men 
clothed with a little brief authority who wanted to add to the amount 
of their compensation. It has, as I said before, reached all sections of 
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this Union, and honest homesteaders in the West have been dragged 
from their homes under the pretense of cutting a stick of timber which 
they needed for firewood, in order that a marshal might have fees for 
serving process and an attorney for commencing suit. Under the in- 
ternal-revenue laws outrages have been perpetrated and committed upon 
citizens who were not intending to violate, and did not violate the law, 
solely that gentlemen clothed with authority might be able to wring 
from honest citizens a compensation which did not properly belong to 
them. That has become a growing and a crying outrage in this land, 
so much so that the Attorney-General has thrown all the possible force 
of the administration of his office, first, into the examination of these 
outrages, and then into a brief and elegant recital as to the necessity 
of a reform, not only to protect the citizen but to protect the Govern- 
ment, for he says that every dollar that is added to the com 

tion of an officer costs the Government ten. When you submit 400 
whites and the 1,500 half-breeds and the 30,000 Indians in the Terri- 
tory of Alaska who are living now comparatively peacefully and in- 
dulging in the rites of Christianity, as this report says—when you put 
them in the hands of a Federal ring of six or eight men, with nothing 
to hold them in check but their avarice and cupidity, which even in 
the surroundings of the law’s strong arms can not be held in check, we 
are doing that people an injustice. If this system be wrong, and it is 
impossible for the United States to correct it in all the States, at least 
we have power to protect that handful of whites and those Indians 
there from introducing upon them a mess—although it may be small— 
of office-holders who may fasten their clutches upon them, either to 
wring out the subsistence of their honest earnings or to arraign one 
citizen against another. 

I am glad tosee that the chairman of this committee is really in favor 
of this proposition, and I again repeat that it is as competent and as 
easy to fix the salary of the marshal and the district attorney as it is 
to fix the salary of the governor of the Territory. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr, President, I do not think it is probable the Sen- 
ate will complete the consideration of this bill this evening, and I move 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. HARRISON. I hope the Senator will withdraw that motion. 
I think it is entirely practicable for us to complete the consideration 
of this bill within a few minutes. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator insists on it, I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. HARRISON. I shall be obliged to the Senator if he will do so. 
This amendment and one more are all I know of. 

Mr. MORGAN. I concur in the proponon made by the Senator 
from Nebraska about the necessity of changing our judicial system so 
as to compensate the clerks, marshals, and commissioners by salaries 
rather than by fees, and I am afraid we shall not possibly reach the bill 
to which the Senator from Indiana refers, providing a general system for 
the control of these officers in the particulars to which I allude. The 
evils are visited upon every part of this country, and they are very 
serious. They have provoked the people in some parts of the United 
States almost beyond measure. The Attorney-General has made a very 
diligent research through his special agents and other employés into- 
this abuse, and has made representations to Congress which ought to 
demand our immediate attention, for we find that these officers who 
are put among the people for the administration of justice are not only 
abusing ae administration, but are scandalizing the administration of 
i rrp and the ued pame of me law itself and of courts of justice 

y their procedure in the matter of charging up fees against the people 
and makina occasion to get a chance to tn Bo 

As long as I am a member of this body I will never vote for any bill 
of this kind that does not contain this provision. I intend by my vote 
to meet it every time it comes up, and I hope that the chairman of 
this committee will find himself entirely authorized to accept the 
amendment of the Senator from Nebraska, It is a sensible amend- 
ment, and it is just as easy, as he remarked, to fix the salary of a mar- 
shal or of any other officer in the Territory of Alaska as it is to fix the 
salary or compensation of the governor. Let us remove this tempta- 
tion away from these men; let us begin now and at least set to o ves 
a good example that we shall follow hereafter when a general bill comes 
up. Letus dispose of this matter as we go along with it, and so provide 
in this bill as that the officers connected with the administration of jus- 
tice shall have a fixed salary, and shall not any longer be tempted to com- 
mit the abuses and outrages of which the whole country is complaining. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Van Wyck]. 

Mr. FRYE. What does that leave the salary? 
Mr. VAN WYCK. The governor $3,000, and the other officers at 


$2,000. 

Mr. FRYE. That can not be sufficient. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. It is competent for the committee to amend by 
increasing the salaries. I only want the salaries fixed. 

. The question being put on the amendment, there were on a division— 

ayes 29, noes 9; no quorum voting. 

Mr. HARRISON. I am satisfied we have a quorum of Senators 
rag pines Lae or in the cloak-rooms. 

r. HARRIS. I suggest that the Chair count the Sena resen 

without the necessity of calling the roll. ae . 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has no doubt a quorum is 


present. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask that by unanimous consent there may be a 
recount, 

Mr. INGALLS. Let the vote be taken again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the vote will 
be retaken. 

The question being again put, the ayes were 32. 

Mr. HARRISON. I believe a majority of the Senate is in favor of 
the proposition; I will not contend further about it. It makes neces- 
sary at once some amendment which I shall propose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment is adopted. 

Mr. HARRISON. I suppose, Mr. President—I do not know whether 
we can get at it in an orderly fashion, the committee having reduced 
the salaries proposed by the original bill—— 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I would suggest to the Senator thatif my amend- 
ment di the ideas of the committee as to the amount of the 
salary it will be competent for the committee to give that matter con- 
sideration. 

Mr. HARRISON. It would only be competent for the committee to 
do it by recommitting the bill, which we desire to avoid. Itis not ad- 
visable at this stage of it to do that. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator from Indiana, as it becomes 
necessary for him to prepare an amendment fixing the salaries, that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business, and we can 
finish this matter to-morrow. 

Mr. HARRISON. I have been afraid, as the consideration of this 
bill has protracted itself for some days, that the Senate would become 
impatient of its consideration. It is not a matter of my own conven- 
ience at all, and I am willing to defer, in this respect, to the wishes of 
the Senate; but I do not like to be holding the attention of the Senate 
so long upon this bill if it can be avoided. I think by restoring the 
salary of these officers to $2,500, as proposed by the original bill, that 
would be sufficient to start with; but in that event we should have to 
increase largely the salaries of the commissioners, who are given a very 
small salary, whose compensation was to be largely from fees, and also 
to make some provision as to whether the fees which are earned under 
the State law of Oregon, which is put in force, are also to be included 
or whether these officers are enly to report such fees as accrue to them 
under the laws of the United States. These questions are involved. 
As to a motion to adjourn or to go into executive session, I am willing 
to defer to the wishes of the Senate in regard to it. 

Mr. HARRIS. With that conditional assent of the Senator from In- 
diana, I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 


Mr. LAPHAM. I desire to offer an amendment, that it may be 

inted, to come up for consideration to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York asks 
consent to offer an amendment. 

Mr. HARRISON. It is to be printed merely, I understand. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let it be printed and lie on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will beprinted and lie on the table. 

Mr. HARRISON. Now, with the permission of the Senator from 
Tennessee, I simply desire to say that I hope no Senator will feel that 
I have been neglectful about pressing this bill to consideration and we 
shall have no complaints if it occupies another day. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam sure no Senator can so feel in view of the energy 
the Senator from Indiana has exhibited on the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Senator from Tennessee moves 
that the Senate now proceed to the consideration of executive business. 


REMAINS OF GENERAL ORD. 


Mr. LOGAN. Before the motion is put I ask—if there isany objec- 
tion to it I shall withdraw the request—to have the bill, which was laid 
en the table this morning, to remove the remains of Major-General Ord 
from Cuba to Washington city taken up and passed. I think there 
will be no objection to it whatever. 

Mr. HARRISON. If business intervenes between the consideration 
of the bill that we have had up and the adjournment, I ask that before 
there is an executive session it may be again laid before the Senate, so 
that it shall not lose its place by any technical rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the unfinished 
business is not to lose its place. TheSenator from Ilinois asks unani- 
mous consent to take up the bill indicated by him. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 1256) providing for the removal of 
the remains of the late Maj. Gen. Edward O. C. Ord, United States 
Army, from Havana, Cuba, to Washington, D. C. It directs the Sec- 
retary of War to cause the remains of the late Major-General Ord to be 

rted from Havana to Washington, and to pay the n: ex- 
pense of the transportation and interment of the remains out of the àp- 
propriation for contingencies of the Army. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PROPOSED ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 

Mr. HARRISON. I ask that the unfinished business be laid before 

‘the Senate. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senate bill 153, in relation to Alaska, 
is now before the Senate. The question is upon the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Pending which I move that when the Senate ad- 
journs to-day it adjourn until Monday next. 

Mr. HARRISON. I hope not. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I hope we shall agree to this motion, and I will 
give my reasons. The Senate has been in session a much greater num- 
ber of hours I think than usual since the holidays, and I am sure that 
many Senators feel as I do that their committee work is being neglected. 
I should like a day or two in orderto catch up. I say that for myself, 
and I believe there are ethers in the same condition. I therefore make 
the motion that when the Senate adjourns to-day it be to meet on Mon- 
day next. 

Mr. HOAR. We have nearly completed one-third, as it is now the 
24th of January, of the proper time for a long session of Congress, and 
we have made very little progress. There are plenty of measures upon 
the Calendar which are ready and matured for the consideration of the 
Senate on which the country expects action; and now anything re- 
ported froma committee by my friend from Connecticut to-day would not 
be reached in the order of the Calendar fora great many weeks, There 
is no hurry, therefore, whether such measures come in on hag on 
Tuesday. It does seem to me that to give two of the legislative days 
of every week to committee work when we have so much legislative 
work ready is a great waste, and we shall have to pay for it after mid- 
summer. I hope we shall finish this Alaska bill to-morrow. 

Mr. HARRISON. I unite ia that hope. I trust the Senate will be 
in sessien to-morrow and finish the Alaska bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Connecticut that when the Senate adjourns to-day it be to 
meet on Monday next. 

ae ee not agreed to; there being on a division—ayes 23, 
noes 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. HARRIS. Iinsist on my motion. 

Mr. HARRISON. I would ask the Senator from Tennessee to yield 
fora moment. I desire to ask that the bill pending be printed as 
amended, so that it may be upon our desks in the mi 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Isthere objection tothat order? The 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Tennessee that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After 11 minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at4o’clock and 55 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, January 24, 1884. 


The House met at 120’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. JOHN 
S. LINDSAY, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. BRAIN- 

ERD, for to-day. : 
LEGISLATIVE HALLS, ETC., NEW MEXICO. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a let- 
ter from Hon. M. W. Joslyn, Acting Secretary of the Interior, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the secretary of New Mexico, submit- 
ting an estimate for repairs to legislative halls and committee-rooms, 
&c.; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

ASSIGNMENT OF ROOMS. 


Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I submit a privil report from the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, which I ask the Clerk to read. 
The Clerk read as follows : 


Your Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the 
letter of the Clerk of the House of January 23, instant, in relation to the neces- 
sity for supplying rooms to the enrolling and other clerks now occupying a 
Tutus wile: has beac aiian by the House to the Committee on Rivers and 

Tat oamnombicianatar agi YEE E EET J inspection of 

t your committee, ra. nation and persona! n of every 
Soak eet i space in the south wing of the Capitol, have unanimously arrived at 
the conclusion that the only solution of the difficulty consists in the following 


arrangements: 

That the enrolling and other clerks in above-named room be to the 
rooms now occupied the stationery clerks and that department; that the 
stationery clerk and ts, and apaty in their be removed to the 
rooms now occupied by the superin! ent of the clerks’ document-room, and 
that the room opposite the room of the on Agriculture, now occu- 
pied as a lumber-room by the , be assigned as a store-room for sta- 
tionery; and that the superintendent of the clerks’ document-room and clerks 
therein be removed to the room now occupied by the Doorkeeper as an office; 
and that the room occupied by the War ent records, ordered vacated 
by the House, be assigned to the Clerk of House for filing and storage os 
documents, which will have to be removed to make room for the stationery de- 
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out the above ar- 
necessary incurred in these 
and removals and for constructing shelving and cases and caring for the ic 
property and for furnishing the new offices be out of the contingent fund 
of the House under the direction of the Committee on Accounts. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I desire to say to the House that we found 
considerable difficulty in making a suitable arrangement such as would 
furnish sufficient accommodations for the enrolling clerk and other 
clerks now in the enrolling-room, and at the same time have them in 
close proximity to the members of the House. That was deemed im- 
portant by all the members we consulted and by the Clerk himself. 

The arrangement recommended by the committee seems to be en- 
tirely satisfactory to the Clerk of the House, to the Doorkeeper, and to 
all the persons who are affected in any way by the changes. It will 
furnish, we think, sufficient accommodations for the enrolling clerk 
and other clerks in his room in the room that is now occupied by the 
stationery department, which is adjoining to the room of the Committee 
on Enrolled Bills. 

The stationery department will be removed to the rooms now occu- 
pied by the superintendent of the clerks’ document-room at the west 
entrance on the floor below. The superintendent of the clerks’ docu- 
ment-room will remove his office to the room near the elevator, now 
occupied by the Doorkeeper as an office. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Downstairs? 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. Yes, sir. The Doorkeeper will remove his 
office to the office of the superintendent of the folding department. 

The room below in the basement, which will be vacated under the 
resolution passed by the House requesting the Secretary of War to trans- 
fer the records now kept there to the War Department or other safe 
place, will be used by the Doorkeeper for storage The small 
room just opposite the room occupied by the Committee on Agriculture, 
now occupied as a storage-room by the Doorkeeper, will be used by the 
stationery department. 

This arrangement, the committee think, will give sufficient accom- 
maa to the Doorkeeper, to the Clerk, and to all the other em- 
ploy 
aa TOWNSHEND. It is satisfactory to all the departments of the 

ouse? 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. It is satisfactory, as I understand, to the 
Clerk, the Doorkeeper, and all concerned. 

Mr. KASSON. I wish to inquireif I correctly understand the report 
as respects the room for the enrolling clerks, which is the point that 
seems to me the most important. Are those clerks to have the room 
on this floor that is now occupied by the stationery department? 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KASSON. Just off the old Hall of the House of Representatives? 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. Yes, sir, that is the ent; and the 
Committee on Enrolled Bills have theadjoining room, which will be very 
convenient, as everybody must know. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. There wasso much confusion in the Hall while 
. the resolution was being read that I think few members heard it in its 
entirety. I ask that it be again read. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution itself does not explain the matter 
sufficiently. If there be no objection the whole report with the accom- 
panying resolution will be again read. 

There was no objection, and the report and the resolution were 
again read. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iask the gentleman from Indiana what will be 
the probable of these changes? Has any estimate been made? 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I will say to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania it was impossible to make any precise estimate. There will 
have to be some shelving transferred perhaps tothe present stationery- 
room and the shelving of that department will have to be transferred 
to another room. 

Mr. YOUNG. I understand the will cost in all about $200. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I trust as it will not cost much to make this 

ent, and as it seems to be satisfactory to everybody concerned, 
the House will agree to the resolution. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


COUNTING ELECTORAL VOTES FOR PRESIDENT, ETC. 


Mr. EATON. Iask unanimous consent to take from the Speaker's 
table Senate bill No. 25, to fix the day for the meeting of electors of 
President and Vice-President, and to provide for and regulate the count- 
ing of the votes for President and Vice-President, and the decision of 
questions arising thereon, for reference to the Select Committee on the 
Law respecting Election of President and Vice-President. 

There being no objection, the bill was taken from the Speaker’s table, 
read a first and second time, and referred accordingly. 

PENSIONS. 
Mr. COOK, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 3953) to 


abolish all distinctions in the pension laws on account of rank in the 
service; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HARDIE HOGAN HELFER. 

Mr. YORK, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 3954) 
for the relief of Hardie Hogan Helfer; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JOHN FOLEY. A 

Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. 3955) for the relief of John Foley; which was read a first and 
second time. 

The question was upon the reference of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. e Chair thinks the bill should be referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 


Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana. This bill requires no ap iation; it 
simply authorizes the Postmaster-General to credit the cath cant with 
certain moneys overpaid. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair thinks that under the rules it should go. 
to the Committee on Claims, . 

Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana. I desire that it shall go to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and will make that motion. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was referred accordingly, and 
ordered to be printed. 

GLOUCESTER CUSTOMS DISTRICT. 

Mr. STONE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 3956). 
to amend section 2527 of the Revised Statutes, relating to the district 
of Gloucester; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

L. R. WORTHAM. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
3957) to vest the Court of Claims with jurisdiction to consider and de- 
termine the claim of the personal representatives of L. R. Wortham, 
deceased; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MARY BULLOCK. 

Mr. HARDEMAN, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
3958) for the relief of Mary Bullock; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

BETSEY CRANDALL. 5 
Mr. HISCOCK, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 3959) 
ting an increase of pension to Betsey Crandall; which was read a 
t and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 
SIGNAL SERVICE. 

Mr. SUMNER, of California, by unanimous consent, introduced a 
bill (H. R. 3960) to increase the efficiency of the Signal Service; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ADMISSION To THE HALL. 


Mr. BEACH. I ask consent for the present consideration of a privi- 
leged resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I reserve the right to object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr BEACH} 
states that it is a privilegėd resolution. Itwill be read, and the Chair 
will then determine that question, and if it be not a privileged reso- 
lution, will ask for objections to its present consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Doorkeeper be directed to keep the doors closed to those 
not entitled to the privilege of the floor for ten minutes after each adjournment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks this is a privileged matter, as it 
relates to the proper conduct of the business of the House, 

Mr. BEACH. I will state briefly the object of the resolution. It 
is to prevent the confusion, annoyance, and discomfort to which mem- 
bers are now subjected upon every adjournment of this House. The 
moment that the doors are open outsiders rush in here, choking up the 
entrances and aisles and passage ways so that it is almost impossible 
for members to get out of this Chamber. 

The resolution simply provides that the doors shall be kept closed 
for ten minutes, until members have an opportunity to get out of the 
Hall. I trust it will be adopted. 

Mr. NUTTING. I move to amend the resolution so as to make the 
time twenty minutes instead of ten; ten minutes is too short a time. 

Mr. BUCKNER. The resolution should provide that the doors be 
closed to the entrance of outsiders, not that they should be kept closed. 

Mr. BEACH. If the gentleman had heard the resolution read, he 
would have seen that it provides that the doors shall be closed for ten 
minutes after each adjournment to those not entitled to the privileges 
of the floor. 

Mr. BUCKNER. That is right. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Imove to make the time five minutes. Isym- 
pathize with the object of the resolution of the gentleman from New 
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York, but as it seems to be designed to enable members to escape from 
the Hall before the outside public can get at them, I think five minutes 
is enough. That will enable any member to put on his overcoat and 
leave the Hall. 

Mr. KASSON. Do not quarrel about five minutes. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. There may be persons outside the Hall or in the 

ies whom we may want to see at once. 

Mr. BEACH. My answer to that is that it will be much easier for 
any member to go outside and see: his visitors than it will be to allow 
all the visitors to come in here immediately upon adjournment and block 
up the doors and passage ways of the Hall. 

Mr. KASSON. That is so. 

The SPEAKER, The question is upon the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] to the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Nurrmxa], to insert “ five minutes” in- 
stead of ‘twenty minutes.” 

The amendment was not to. 

The amendment of Mr. NUTTING, to insert ‘‘ twenty minutes” in- 
stead of ‘‘five minutes,” was not agreed to. 

The resolution of Mr. BEACH was then adopted. 

Mr. BEACH moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
koe at igi and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 

table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

RIVER AND HARBOR IMPROVEMENTS. 


Mr. BLANCHARD, from the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the following resolution: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War be ed to report as early as prac- 
ticable on the necessity of making appropriations for continuing 
work on important river and harbor improvements until the a m for 
the next fiscal becomes available, and to make such recommendations as 
may be dacannd roon to protect the interests of the Government. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. BLANCHARD moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was ted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


. Mr. RANDALL. I call for the regular order. 
- The SPEAKER. The regular order being called for, the Chair will 
to call the committees for reports. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Does not the unfinished business coming over 
from yesterday take precedence? 

The SPEAKER. That will come up after the morning hour. The 
regular order now is the call of committees. 

FRENCH SPOLIATIONS. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 745) to provide for th 
ascertainment of claims of American citizens for spoliations committed 
by the French prior to the 31st day of July, 1801; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the 
accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

GULF, COLORADO AND SANTA FE RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. WELLBORN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported, 
as.a substitute for House bill 1576, abill (H. R. 3961) to grant to the Gulf, 
Colorado and+Santa Fé Railway Company a right of way through the 
Indian Territory, and for other purposes; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT PITTSBURGH, PA. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. 
R. 1339) to enlarge the appropriation for the public building at Pitts- 
burgh; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the — of the Union, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
prin 

i PUBLIC BUILDING AT CHATTANOOGA, TENN. 

Mr. YOUNG, from the Committeeon Public Buildings and Gro 
reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1484 
for the erection of a public building at Cha’ Tenn. ; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT AUGUSTA, ME. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. 
R. 702) for the erection of a public building in the city of Augusta, 
Me. ; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

JURORS IN UNITED STATES COURTS. 


Mr. OATES, from the Committee on Revision of the Laws, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3346) to amend 
section 819 of the Revised Statutes of the United States and regulate 
the standing of jurors to the foot of the panel; which was referred to 
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the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and the ac- 
companying report ordered to be printed. 
TENSIONS TO SOLDIERS OF MEXICAN WAR, ETC. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, from the Committee on Pensions, re- 
ported, asa substitute for House bill 26, a bill (H. R. 3962) granting pen- 
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Mexican other wars 
therein named, and for other purposes; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

SERGT. A, B. VAN HEUSEN. 

Mr. KASSON, from the Committee on Waysand Means, reported, as 
a substitute for joint resolution 90, a joint resolution (H. Res. 124) 
authorizing the collector at the port of New York to deliver, free of 
duty, a silver cup won by Sergt. A. B. Van Heusen, as a member of 
the American rifle team at Wimbledon, in July, 1883; which was read 
a first and second time. 

Mr. KASSON. ‘I ask that this resolution be placed on the House Cal- 
endar and ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution proposes to remit duties, and in the 
opinion of the Chair should go to the Committee of the Whole on thé 
state of the Union. 

Mr. KASSON. It does not propose to refund anything. 

The SPEAKER. But to remit. 

Mr. KASSON. To deliver a certain article free of duty. 

Mr. KELLEY. It should go to the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks so. 

Mr. KASSON. Very well. 

The joint resolution was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

SPEEDY DELIVERY OF LETTERS. 

The SPEAKER. The call of committees being concluded, the regu- 
lar order is the unfinished business under consideration at the adjourn- 
ment yesterday. The question is, Will the House agree to the recom- 
mendation to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
to strike out the enacting clause of the bill (H. R. 1071) to provide for 
the more speedy delivery of letters at free-delivery offices and a special 
stamp to secure said delivery ? 

Mr. COSGROVE. I move that the bill with the amendments be 
recommitted to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

The motion of Mr. COSGROVE was agreed to; there being—ayes 134, 
noes 24. 

STATISTICS RELATING TO CUSTOMS DISTRICTS, ETC. 


Mr. BLOUNT. I desire to make a privileged report from the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means; and in this connection I wish to submit a 
parliamentary inquiry. The matter which I propose to report back is 
a resolution of inquiry, and the question has been raised in the com- 
mittee whether or not it is necessary to accompany such a resolution 
with a report in writing, as is usual in other cases. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair remembers the rule does require reso- 
lutions of inquiry when reported back shall be accompanied by reports 
in writing. The Chair will cause the rule to be read and the gentle- 
man from ia will see it is very comprehensive. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

oa bill, petition, memorial, or resolution referred to a committee, or re- 


„for printing and shall be brought back into the 


t, 

, ples on a motion to reconsider; and all bills, petitions, memorials, or resolu- 
tions rted from a committee shall be accompanied by reports in writing, 
which be printed. 


Mr. BLOUNT. I have so thought, and merely raise the question so 
as to have a ruling of the Chair and to have the matter settled. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia has the floor to sub- 
mit a privileged report. 

Mr. BLOUNT, from the Committee on Ways and Means, reported 
back the following resolution, with the recommendation that it be 
adopted: 
ed to furnish this House 


in 
of revenue collected in and the amount of fees and perquisites, the 
number of custom-houses and their cost of construction, and the cost of collec- 
tion in each district of the revenue from such customs duties. Also, the numberof 
internal-revenue districts in each State and Territory and the District of Colum- 
bia, the number of officers and employés in each district, with their respective 
rank and pay, the amount of revenue collected in each district from each source, 
the amount paid out forrents for buildings, and the costs of collecting the inter- 
nal-revenue tax in each district. 


The resolution was adopted. 
Mr. BLOUNT moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 


was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 


the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD FOR AMERICAN LEGATIONS. 
Mr. SCALES, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint resolution 
(H. Res. 125) to gora each of the American legations abroad with 
one copy of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD; which was read a first and 
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second time, referred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be 
printed. 
PRINTING ADDITIONAL NUMBERS. 

Mr. SCALES, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was referred to the Committee on the Rules: 
Resolved, That the rules be amended by the adoption of the following: 

“* Motions to print additional numbers of any bill, report, resolution or other 
public document shall be referred to the Committee on Printing, and when the 
<ommittee shall report in favor of printing additional numbers, the report shall 
‘be accompanied by an estimate of the probable cost thereof, and when the cost 
of printing such additional numbers shall exceed the sum of $500, the concur- 
Nana of thea ODAIG shall be necessary for the order to print the same.” 


SPEECHES NOT DELIVERED. 
Mr. SCALES also, by unanimous consent, submitted the following 
resolution; which was referred to the Committee on the Rules: 


area ADAS DATOME ON the House be amended by the adoption of the fol- 
towin e: 

"That no speech printed by consent of the House in the RECORD, but not de- 
livered, shall ex one column in the RECORD.” ‘ š 


ENCOURAGEMENT OF AMERICAN MERCHANT MARINE. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, by unanimous consent, introduced a 
dill (H. R. 3963) for the encouragement of the American merchant 
marine; which was read a first.and second time, referred to the Select 
Committee on American Ship-building and Ship-owning Interests, and 
ordered to be printed. 

DEFICIENCY TO PAY TOBACCO-TAX REBATE, ETC. 


Mr. BURNES. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself | + 


into the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the pur- 
pose of considering the bill (H. R. 3948) making appropriations to sup- 
ply deficiencies on account of the appropriations for the fiscal year 
ee to rebate of tax on tobacco, and to 
provide for the expenses of the meeting of the Legislature of the Ter- 
ritory of New Mexico, and for other purposes; and I further move that 
all other bills be passed over for the purpose of reaching that appro- 
priation bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri moves that the 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union for the purpose of considering the bill which he has indi- 


cated. 

Mr. BURNES. I also moved that all other bills be passed over for 
the purpose of reaching that deficiency appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has stated the question, that the gentle- 
man moves to go into committee for the purpose of proceeding to the 
consideration of the bill which he has indicated. 

Under the practice of the House heretofore established these defi- 
ciency bills have been treated as though they were general appropriation 
bills. The Chair perhaps would not so decide if it were an original 
question, but conforming to the ice the Chair states the question, 
Will the House now resolve i into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union for the purpose of considering the bill indicated ? 

The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly resolved itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. 
SPRINGER in the chair. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. BURNES. Iask that the Clerk read the report of the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee Appropriati in ting the bill mak! propria- 
tions supply pr ApEn on ENOAR, of l jdpg onn Aar a Tor ng fiscal year 
ending June 30, 18%, in to rebate of tax on tobacco, and to provide for the 
expenses of the meeting of the Legislature of the Territory of New Mexico, and 
for other p submit the following report in lanation thereof: 

The total amountrecommended to be appropriated by the bill being $3,771,965. 
Of this sum, $3,750,000 is to pay audited ims for rebate of tax on tobacco, as 
provided by section 4 of the act of March 3, 1883, entitled “An act to reduce inter- 
nal revenue taxation, and for other = The sum recommended being 
the amount that it is estimated by (he DORADA of Internal Revenue as 
necessary to pay these claims. 

The letter of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue is printed herewith. 

The sum of $21,965 is recommended to meet the expenses of a session of the 
sare of New Mexico to be held on the third Monday in February, 1834. 

letter from the Secretary of the Interior and telegram from the governor ot 
New Mexico are printed herewith in explanation of this appro on. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, January 5, 18%4. 

Sır: In reply to your communication of the 2d instant, requesting an examina- 
tion and rt on House bills 650 and 733 for the appropriation of money for the 

yment of the rebate of taxes on tobacco allowed by the act of March 3, ips 

have the honor to transmit herewith a report e by the Commissioner o; 
meian Revenue, on the 28th ultimo, upon the subject, which receives my 
appro’ 

Very respectfully, 


Hon, SAMUEL J. RANDALL, 
Chairman Committee on pis Peete ge me 


CHAS. J. FOLGER, Secretary. 


louse of Representatives. 
Y DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF INTERNAL chug PA 
We gton, December 28, 

Sır: I have the honor to transmit herewith a copy of House bill No. 650, en- 
titled “A bill to out the roviakma ex adision Cf sha dat of Harok 31a 
in regard to rebate of tax on Eoas" also copies of House bill No. 

Senate bill No, 771, all introdu it for the same purpose, 

I would suggest the pome the attention of the respective Com- 
ee on Appropriat zn to the following points: 

amoun 


.55—named in these bills and in my annual report will 


mot suffice for payment of all the claims, tional claims haye been received 


since my annual report was made up and others may be received. I would 


therefore that the priation be fixed at a round sum of $3,750,000. 


Spin the su eye of doen in aoa a ean fod in Senate etn es 
, those would appear well calculated ve designed effect 
the provisions of section 4, act of March 3, 1883. 


Hon. CHAS. J. FOLGER, 
Secretary of the 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIO 
Washington, January 8, 
Sm: I inclose a telegram from the Governor of New ee the 
members-elect of the Territorial Legislature are assembled and to com- 
mence a session, but that no provision has been ete ky Oe pares of a 


H. M. TELLER, Secretary. 
CHAIRMAN COMMITTEE OX APPROPRIATIONS, 
House of Representatives, 
Santa FÉ, N. MEX., January 7, 1884. 
Hon, H. M. 


TELLER, 
Secretary of the Interior, Washingion, D. C.: 

The members-elect of the Legislature are here ready to commence a session, 
but no Seca has been made i at ata Lrespectfully urge that Con- 
gress make e appropriation immedia’ y. 

L. A. SHELDON, Governor. 


_ Mr. HISCOCK. I would like to have some explanation in reference 
to a provision in this bill declaring who are the legal members of the 
Legislative Assembly of one of the Territories. I notice there is such a 
provision in this bill, and would be glad to have some explanation of 


its p rt. 

Mr. BURNES. Mr. Chairman, it has not escaped the attention of 
members on this floor that the bill reported by the Committee on Ap- 
propriations is a substitute for several other bills which have been in- 
troduced from time to time during the present session to supply defi- 
ciencies caused by the failure of the last Congress to make appropria- 
tions for obligations payable during the fiscal year. This ill follow- 
ing the fourth section of the act of March 3, 1883, provides that the 

uction in the tax upon tobacco, cigars, cigarettes, and the like shall 
inure to the benefit of the holder of such commodities who, having 
paid the tax under the provisions of the internal-revenue laws, were 
placed in competition with those who on the 1st day of May had paid 
one-half'of the tax. That was doubtless a wise provision of the law; 
but whether it was wise or not, it was an obligation created by the Gov- 
ernment, and one that must be provided for as deficiences are ordi- 
narily provided for. The Committee on Appropriations have therefore 
unanimously, in accordance with the request of the Secretary of the 
Treasury and the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, reperted this 
bill, and have instructed me to ask that the House will give it favora- 
ble consideration. 

In so far as the appropriation for the payment of the Territorial Leg- 
islature of the Territory of New Mexico is and in further 
consideration of the question with to the rebate of the tax upon 
tobacco, cigars, snuff, &c., I now yield the floor to my esteemed col- 
league on the committee, Mr. CALKINS, of Indiana, who will explain 
the subject fully. 

Mr. CALKINS. Mr. Chairman, it is not my intention or my de- 
sire to speak upon the first appropriation penans for in this bill, 
namely, the appropriation for thè purpose of paying the rebate upon 
tobacco, snuff, cigars, &c., to the holdersof such commodities. I shall 
confine my remarksentirely to that part of the bill having reference to 
the meeting of the Legislature of the Territory of New Mexico and 
providing compensation for its members, 

By the organic act of the act organizing this Territory 
among other things it was provided thata Legislature should be elected 
by the people of the Territory, whose session should not exceed forty 
legislative days inany one year. The com on of the members or 
the Territorial Legislature was also fixed by thatact. Afterward the 
Legislature of that Territory fixed by Territorial enactment the sessions 
of the Legislature, providing thatthey should be biennial. This re- 
mained the law up to the year 1882, the legislative sessions occurring 
in the even years, that is to say, 1876, 1878, &e. 

In 1882 the Territorial Legislature attempted to the time 
from even toodd years for the meeting of the Legislature. ey there- 
fore -passed a law providing that the next legislative session should be 
in February, 1883. 

That would be one year from its previous meeting in 1882. Congress 
for some reason—certain reasons have been expressed both to the com- 
mittee and in the public press—failed to make the appropriation to 
carry out the Territorial law. 

I may stop here to say that from time immemorial—if you can use 
that term in reference toa country existing for so short a period of time 
as ours has existed—it has been the recognized doctrine of the country 
that where there is noadverse oraffirmative legislation by set- 


ting aside the laws passed by the Territorial Legislature such laws are 
assumed to bein force and binding upon the people. 
a failure to make an appropriation by the last 

Mr. CANNON. Will my friend permit me just there a suggestion? 

Mr. CALKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. The failure of the last Congress to make an appro- 


Now, here was 


1884. 


priation for this Legislature, itis but just to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations as well as to the last House to say, was for the reason that no 
estimates were submitted for the expense of the Legislature of the Ter- 
ritory of New Mexico. The reason is obvious: they had attempted 
themselves to change the time of holding the sessions of the Legislature 
without any ratification of the time by Congress, and now for the first 
time that change is to be ized and an appropriation made. 

Mr. CALKINS. Mr. Chairman, I did not intend, in the remark I 
made that the last Congress refused to make the appropriation for rea- 
sons that had been stated in the committee and in the public press, to 
cast any reflection upon the committee or to criticise the action of that 
Congress, because that is immaterial to the present question. It isnot 
necessary in the construction of this bill to inquire what were the rea- 
sons that influenced the failure of Congress to make the appropriation. 
The fact alone remains that there was a failure, and that is enough for 
our present purposes. 

Under the law as it existed before it was attempted to be changed by 
the Territorial Legislature this month would be the regular time for 
holding the session of that Legislature. Congress having failed to make 
an appropriation for the holding of that session last year, this would be 
the biennial session of the Legislature under the old law. But this 
curious question of law intervenes, namely, What effect did the law of 
1882 of the Territory have upon the meeting, convening, calling to- 
gether, or assembling of the Legislature without some affirmative action 
by Congress? It would be worse than useless for Congress to appro- 
priate $25,000 to pay the members of the Territorial Legislature for this 
session if it should turn out by judicial decision that the Legislature 
was illegally convened. To save any question, therefore, and give 
them their regular biennial session, the Committee on Appropriations 
have reported to this House a proviso in effect setting aside the legisla- 
tion of 1882 providing that the Legislatdre should meet in 1883 and 
biennially thereafter, and fixing the time of meeting on the third Mon- 
day in February of this year, and thenceforth biennially. 

‘As to the wisdom of that action I have nothing to say. The fact, 
however, is that if this bill passes in its present shape it gives to the 
Legislature its biennial sessions in the even years, but provides that at 
the next session of that Legislature it shall fix the time for holding its 
session in 1886. 

I may say here that if the Legislature that convenes under this act 
shall again fix the odd years for the meeting of the Territorial Legisla- 
ture it will depend upon the next Congress to ratify that action by mak- 
ing the appropriation for their meeting. It is enough now to say that 
two years have elapsed since they had a legislature. The Territory is 
new. There is a great influx of immigration to the Territory. Need- 
ful laws are required and prompt action on the part of the Legislature 
to meet certain emergencies is necessary. And I think every gentleman 
will agree with me that in these Territories where immigration is flow- 
ing in, and which are being settled up rapidly, legislation once in two 
years is certainly required and n ‘ 

Therefore, Mr. Chairman, I may end what I have to say by remarking 
that Con makes a provision in this bill saying that the members of 
the Legi elected in 1882 shall be valid and legal’members of the 
Legislature of New Mexico subject to all just and rightful contests. I 
think that would be so any way. But it was to save any question with 
reference to this Territorial law which was passed in 1882, ordering the 
sessions pr 1883, 1885, 1887, and thereafter. That is the reason and the 

of it, 

Mr. MAGINNIS. I would suggest to the gentleman that he might 
also state that similar action has been taken in relation to other Terri- 
tories. á 

Mr. CALKINS. Oh, yes; this is not new at all. Though I have 
not had time to hunt up any of the precedents, still as a matter of his- 
tory I know that generally Congress has taken thisaction or like action 
in regard to Territorial legislation heretofore. 

I had designed to yield to the Delegate from New Mexico. But he 
informs me he will engage in the five-minute discussion, which will 
meet his views. I yield to the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. BEL- 
FORD] five minutes. ` 

Mr. BELFORD. Mr. Chairman, I want to call the attention of the 
House tọ one fact, and that is that while in the East they are manu- 
facturing baskets and boots, we are trying to make commonwealths in 
the West. Weare building up great States that will constitute an im- 
portant portion of this Republic in a few years. 

I understand from reliable and authoritative sources that there has 
been no meeting of the Legislature of New Mexico during the past three 
years for want of an appropriation made by this Government. I think 
that such a proceeding upon our part is absolutely shameful. I think 
we should recognize to the broadest extent and in the largest terms the 
people of the West; and we should enable them when they are incapa- 
ble of enacting laws through Congress to enact their own laws, to secure 
the promotion of their own welfare, and to advance their own interests. 
I sincerely hope the House will pass this bill. 

Mr. CALKINS. I now yield the floor. I presume the chairman of 
thecommittee, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL], will 
probably desire to make some further explanation with reference to this 
rebate matter, which I have not gone into, and as to which I might 
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simply say that the law passed by the last Congress provided for this 
rebate and did not make any pe eres to carry it out. I do not 
want to go into the discussion of that matter, but yield the floor for 
that purpose to the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BurNEs] will 
explain as to that. 

Mr. BURNES. I yield five minutes to the Delegate from New 
Mexico [Mr. Luna]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was informed by the gentleman from 
Indiana that the Delegate from New Mexico did not desire to speak 
now but proposed to speak under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. BURNES. Then I yield to my friend from Maryland [Mr. 
FINDLAY]. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I hope the gentleman from Missouri will allow me 
to suggest to him that the true reason and probably the only reason 
why this rebate upon tobacco was not appropriated for in the last Con- 
gress was because the bill which provided for the rebate was only 
passed the 3d day of March; and the sundry civil bill had passed both 
Houses at that time and was in committee of conference, and there was 
no time to make the appropriate legislation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland is entitled to the 
floor. 

Mr. RANDALL. I want to say that the law was passed during the 
past fiscal year, and that the indebtedness accrued during the past fiscal 
year. The claims had to be presented within sixty days following the 
3d of March. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Thelaw which created this indebtedness was passed 
in the last Congress, beyond question. 

Mr. FINDLAY. It is a matter of little moment how the bill was 
passed in its present shape. What we want is relief in this case; and it, 
does not make any difference why there was not an appropriation made 
at that time in so far as the persons who wish this relief are concerned. 

By act of Congress approved March 3, 1883, there was provision made 
for a reduction in the tax on tobacco, on cigars, on cigarettes, and 
cheroots. It is not necessary to state the precise amount of the reduc- 
tion on those articles; but it was made, and then there was a provision 
made that a rebate or a drawback equal to the amount of the reduction 
should be allowed. It was clearly the intention that both the manu- 
facturers and dealers of the country should get the benefit of that re- 
bate on tobacco. But by some omission, brought about by what cause 
it does not now make any difference, while there was provision made 
to pay the manufacturers in stamps there was no provision made to 
pay the dealers, who could not get the stamps. The provision in the 
act was that the manufacturers should get the benefit of the rebate in 
stamps; but inasmuch as dealers do not get stamps and can not use 
stamps under the law, they were therefore bound to get the benefit of 
the act in money if they got it at all, and as there was no provision in 
the act to pay them money they failed to get the relief intended. That 
is the meaning of the provision. It simply makes an appropriation 
which should have been made by the last 

Mr. BURNES. I now yield to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
WILLIS] for five minutes. 

Mr. WILLIS. As my constituents are very largely interested in 
this bill, and as the bill reported back by the committee is in themain 
one which was introduced by myself in this Congress, I trust that I 
may be permitted to make one or two remarks. 

And first, as to this bill, I would suggest to the gentleman having it 
in charge whether it would not be well to insert the words ‘‘orso much 
thereof as may be necessary.” I do not know that that is needed, but - 
my understanding from the Commissioner of Internal Revenueis that 
there will not be needed the full amount here named of $3,750,000, 
but that that amount will cover all that will be needed. I suggest to 
the gentleman the propriety of inserting those words, which were in 
the original bill when introduced by myself. 

Mr. BURNES. I have no objection to inserting those words. 

Mr. WILLIS. Now, as to the question of the propriety or necessity 
of this appropriation I do not think there is any doubt. There is no 
question but that the law was intended to include and did include 
dealers in as-well as manufacturers of tobacco. The reason why the 
appropriation was not made in the last has not yet been given. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] undertakes upon that 
point, to which I desire to call the attention of the House for a mo- 
ment, to explain the omission by reference to the fact that this bill was 
passed in the concluding days of the last session of Congress. It is true, 
as he states, that the law was passed in the hurry and confusion of the 
last few days of the last Congress. 

But will the gentleman state whether there is any reason why pro- 
vision could. not have been made in the law for the dealers in tobacco 
as well as for the manufacturers of tobacco? Why could not the law 
have provided for the payment of the rebate to dealers as we are now 
called upon to provide? 

What has been the result? In my own district and in many other 
districts throughout the country hundreds of poor men, dealers in un- 
broken who come within the provisions of the law, not 
being familiar with the law, have been compelled to employ attorneys; 
and circulars were sent out from this city informing them that they 


CONGRESSIONAL 


642 


RECORD—HOUSE. JANUARY 24, 


must send their claims to attorneys here, and that from the amount 


of their just claims a deduction must be made. Even should this bill 

they will get their money with a loss in the aggregate of $40,000, 
$50,000. or perhaps $100,000, because of the failure of the last Congress 
to discharge its duty. 

I call attention to this matter now as an injustice, one that we should 
avoid in the future, for these men have been compelled to wait this 
long time for their money, and many of them will get it only through 
the agency of paid attorneys. ; 

Mr. CANNON. Will my friend permit me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. WILLIS. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. My friend was a member of the last Congress ? 

Mr. WILLIS. Iwas. 

Mr. CANNON. Did my friend make any effort or motion to have 
such an appropriation made? 

Mr. WIL It was the misfortune of my friends and myself to be 
in the minority in the last Congress> And it was your fortune to bring 
in this bill as a conference report, affecting all these great interests, 
during the very last hours of the last Congress, which prevented amend- 
ment or debate; otherwise the bill never would have passed. That is 
my answer. 

Mr. CANNON. My friend says he was in the minority; still, as I 
understand it, he was a member of the House. 

Mr. WILLIS. Does the gentleman say that Ihad any right to offer 
an amendment to the conference report ? 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman will allow me I will state what I 
intend. The gentleman was in the last Congress. I agree with him 
that this appropriation ought to have been then made. The gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Hiscock], then the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations, has explained why it was not made. 

The bill passed on the 3d day of March, after the sundry civil ap- 
propriation bill had been acted upon by both Houses. The Committee 
on Appropriations, therefore, had no authority under the rules of the 
House to make this appropriation. The Committee on Ways and Means 
reported this bill and submitted the conference report upon it. I will 
admit, if the gentleman chooses, that practically neither he nor I nor 
any other member of the House, owing to the lateness of the session 
at the time the bill was passed, had power to move this appropriation. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time ofthe gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
WILLIS] has expired. 

Mr. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] has 
asked me a question and leaves me no time to answer. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BuRNEs] is 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. WILLIS. The law provided for paying the rebate to manufact- 


urers. 

Mr. KELLEY. And would have included the dealers if the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr, WILLIS] had it to the chairman 
ef the committee reporting tf bill, because it was intended to cover all. 

Mr. WILLIS. The gentlbman knows that we were put under the 
iron-clad rule of a conference report. 

Mr. BURNES. I take g pleasure in yielding now to the distin- 

ished gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock], because I do not 

ire that in this debate anybody shall be censured or wronged. We 
all comprehend that there was no wrong intended and no wrong done. 
We simply statethe fact that this Congress is providing for deficiencies 
hiris the last; that is all. 

Mr. KELLEY. [I ask the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] 
to yield to me for a moment. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I will do so. 

Mr. KELLEY. I wish to say that while it is true that no sugges- 
tion of amendment could be made to the report of a committee of con- 
ference, that conference sat for two days, and its chairman and the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS] were not strangers to each 
other, and the kindest relations existed between them. If he had sug- 

ted an amendment it would unquestionably have been adopted, for 
it was the desire of the committee to make the rebate absolute and 
ful 


l. 

Mr. WILLIS. The gentleman knows that neither I nor any other 
member of the House was aware what the report of the committee of 
conference would be until that committee entered this Hall. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The gentleman from Kentucky will allow me to 
say that the omission to provide for the payment of this rebate was 
not the fault of the committee of conference. Does he undertake to say 
that the bill went from the House into the conference with that pro- 
visien in it? The bill was considered here in the House; and no gen- 
tleman on the otber side suggested that it should carry an appropria- 
tion to pay this rebate. Noone noticed the omission. Am I notright 
in this? I ask the chairman of the Ways and Means Committee of the 
last House. 

Mr. KELLEY. Entirely so. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The provision never was considered in the House. 
If such a provision had gone upon the bill into the conference it would 
never have been struck out. The bill was also considered in the Sen- 
ate; and it went from the Senate into the conference without any pro- 


vision of the kind. The committee of conference had no jurisdiction 
over the subject whatever. There was no disagreement in the com- 
mittee of conference upon this question. Thedistinguished gentleman 
who now presides over this House as its Speaker was at that time a 
member of the Committee on Ways and Means. The distinguished 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] now chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations was then a member of the Committee on 
Ways and Means. ‘There were also members on this floor taking great 
interest in this question. And yet it never occurred to any of them 
that there was an omission of this kind in the bill. Itis one of those 
matters for which noone is to blame. So far as the Committee on Ap- 
propriations of the last House was concerned, I have explained that the 
committee did not consider it. The general appropriation bills were all 
in conference before this bill had passed; it was utterly impossible for 
the Committee on Appropriations to make any provision of this kind. 
But they did not think of it; no one thought of it. 

Now, a single word in reference to the second provision of this bill. 

As I understand, the last House adopted a provision for the payment 
of this sum of money for the legislative government of the Territory of 
New Mexico. The Legislature of that Territory had changed its time 
of meeting. A bill making provision to that change into effect 
went to the Senate of the United States. But that body did not indorse 
the change of the time of the meeting of that Territorial Legislature, 
and struck it out. In conference the prevision went out of the bill. 

Mr. CALKINS. That is correct. I had forgotten the fact. 

Mr. HISCOCK. These are the facts with reference to that matter. 

I have only desired, Mr. Chairman, to speak of this question because 
I have thought there was undue interest manifested on the other side 
of the House upon very small matters in reference to these deficiencies 
which have been presented here, and as to which there certainly was 
no intention on the part of the last Congress to omit full and ample 


provision. i : 
Mr. BURNEs resumed the floor. 
Mr. BLOUNT. I desire to ask the gentleman in charge of this bill 


a question, if he will yield. 

Mr. BURNES. I have no objection to yielding for a question. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I presume it isa matter of regulation in the Depart- 
ment, but I want to ask the gentleman, for my own information and 
that of my constituents, as to the mode in which these claims will be 
paid after the appropriation shall be made. Will parties be paid by 
draft? 


Mr. BURNES. ' The Secretary of the Treasury has made rules and 
regulations for the proving of these claims and the payment of the 
money. Various claims have been filed and approved or rejected. 
Where they have been approved, they will be paid to the party entitled 
by draft upon the Treasury of the United States. q 

Mr. BLOUNT. When this appropriation shall have been made? 

Mr. BURNES.- Undoubtedly. 

Mr. MILLS. But we ought tọ provide that the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall mail the draft directly to the claimant. 

Mr. BURNES. I apprehend, Mr. Chairman, that we are all of one 
mind on this question; that there is no difference between us upon it. 
Whatever may have been the question in the Forty-seventh Congress, 
we find these obligations now due by the Government. The money is 
in the Treasury to pay them; the people to whom the money is due need 
it; and the people at large need to have the money in circulation rather 
thaninthe Treasury. This is an indebtedness which must be paid; and 
no doubt we are all in favor of paying it at once and being done with it. 
Under these circumstances and apprehending that the Committee of the 
Whole is new ready to rise, I move that the committee rise and report 
the bill to the House. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Before that is done I wish to ask a 
question. In reference te claims reported by the Quartermaster’s De- 
partment to the Secretary of the Treasury, and by him submitted to 
the House, has it not been the custom to have a list of such claims 
printed and laid on our desks? I ask the gentleman whether any list 
of these rebate claimgcan be had by members? 

Mr. BURNES. No such list by name has been furnished. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WHITE] ought 
to bear in mind that this is not technically paying a debt of the Gov- 
ernment; it is virtually returning to these parties money which belongs 
to them; and there is no reason why they should be aoaved until the 
Department can submit a list of the parties, with the amounts due 
them. 

Mr. CALKINS. My friend from Kentucky, if he will reflect a me- 
ment, must see that to prepare and print a list ef all these retail dealers 
who have small claims upon the Government would entail an expense 
which would not be compensated by the information afforded. 

Mr. RANDALL. I wish to say further, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I hope the gentleman from Pernsylva- 
nia will yield to me for one moment. 

Mr. RANDALL. Certainly. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 


The gentleman from Indiana must see 
his argument is an ap 


1 to me personally and not founded in reason. 


These war claims to which I allude, after twenty years’ investigation by 
the War Department, must be reported to the Treasury and by the 
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Treasury to us. They are printed and considered in the committee and 
by the House with just such a list of them before the members. . Now, 
does the gentleman from Indiana mean to say a list of the men, an item- 
ized list, who present these claims, will be such an enormous volume 
we can not have it laid on our desks? 

Mr. CALKINS. I will say to my friend from Kentucky that there 
can be no difference between us at all in reference to this matter. Of 
course Congress has a right to the list if it so desires, but if the gentle- 
man will look at the provision adopted at the last session of Congress he 
will see we gave to the Secretary of the Treasury certain directions in 
reference to paying these claims under rules and regulations to be es- 
tablished by himself. He did establish rules and regulations, but of 
course whatever his action may be is subject to review by this House 
at any time. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I wish to make a further statement to 
my friend from Indiana, if I have the permission of the gentleman from 
Missouri. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri is entitled to the 
floor. 

Mr. BURNES. Now, Mr. Chairman, there is no limit to my endur- 
ance, and I trust I may never find a limit to my courtesy and kindness. 
But I will say to the gentleman from Kentucky thatin reference to this 
plain matter of business I do not wish to see the House wander off to 
collateral and disconnected questions. I hope, therefore, he will waive 
the further consideration of the questions to which he alludes. The 
Secretary of the Treasury and the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
have furnished the Committee on Appropriations with a full and om- 
plete report of the number of these claims and the amount of all which 
have been approved and rejected. Every sort of information has been 
furnished to the committee which could be deemed of any sort of irter- 
est in this connection. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Allow me to say in regard to the ex- 
Commissioner of Internal Revenne—— [Cries of ‘‘ Order!’’] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri is entitled to the 
floor. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I wish to ask the gentleman to yield 
to me for one moment. š 

Mr. BURNES. Certainly. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I wish to say that gentlemen should 
bear in mind the bill under which these rebate claims come in here was 
prepared under the recommendation of the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue, who has since resigned to become a claim agent, and that the 
fact he was to resign forthat purpose was published all over the country 
before he sent in his resignation to the President and before the Pres- 
ident fell upon his neck and wept, and that another Commissioner of 
Internal. Revenue has since been appointed to do that which the ex- 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue recommended should be done. 
These claims, therefore, come in here in a very suspicious manner, and 
I should like to see a printed list of them and their amounts laid upon 
the table. I thank the gentleman for his courtesy # yielding to me. 

Mr. BURNES. It would afford me pleasure to hear the gentleman 
from Kentucky speak on the matter to which he has alluded, but it is 
not my duty at this time to go into that subject, and I trust the House 
therefore will pardon me if I refer it to other gentlemen and to a more 
Deoria occasion. I now move that the committee rise and report 

e bill to the House with the recommendation that it do : 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill is now before the Committee of the 
Whole House under general debate. If the gentleman desires to close 
` general debate he can ask unanimous consent for that p 

Mr. BURNES. I ask unanimous consent that general debate be 
closed on the pending bill. ; ‘ 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I object. 

Mr. BURNES. I move the committee rise for the purpose of going 
into the House to close general debate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill 
(H. R. 3948) making appropriations to supply deficiencies on account of 
the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, in regard to 
rebate of tax on tobacco, and to provide for the expenses of the meet- 
ing of the Legislature of the Territory of New Mexico, and for other 
purposes, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. BURNES. I move that all general debate on the deficiency bill 
in the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union be 
closed in five minutes after its consideration shall be resumed. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Do I understand the gentleman to pro- 
pose that general debate on the entire bill shall be limited to five 
minutes? 

I do. : 


Mr. BURNES. 
Mr. SPRINGER. After that the debate will proceed under the five- 
to. ` 


minute rule, 
Mr. BURNES’s motion was agreed 
Mr. BURNES. I move that the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 
The motion was agreed to. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House-on the state of the Union (Mr. SPRINGER in the chair). 

The CHAIRMAN, The committee resumes the consideration of the 
deficiency bill, and, by order of the House, all general debate has been 
limited to five minutes. 

Mr. BURNES. I now yield the floor to the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. BLOUNT]. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I simply want to have read in this 
connection, from the regulations concerning the rebate on tobacco, snuff, 
cigars, and cigarettes under section 4 of the act of March 3, 1883, a pas- 
sage which I have marked and which I will send to the Clerk’s desk. 
This paper was handed to me by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr, 
RANDALL], and as it is of interest to each of us on this floor as well as 
to our constituents, and as it verifies a statement made by the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. Burnes], I ask that it be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will read the extract indicated. 

The Clerk read as follows : : 


On receipt of the claims by the Commissioner, they will be recorded and exain- 
ined, and when found to be satisfactorily established will be forwarded directly 
to the Fifth Auditor of the Treasury, who will audit and send them to the First 
Comptroller, When an appropriation has been made by Congress for the pay 
ment of the claims, the Comptroller will, if they be found correct, certify them 
to the Secretary of the Treasury for the issue of warrants for payment. The 
draft drawn upon such warrants will be sent by the Commissioner to the collect- 
ors, who wä] deliver them to the claimants in the usual manner of payment of 


refunding claims. 
rs, and cigarettes held by the manufacturer 


The rebate on tobacco, snuff, ci; 
thereof may be paid in stamps, but on pried jopas held by a dealer the rebate 
make an appropriation therefor, 


will be paid inmoney whenever Congresss 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Is the bill now open for amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN, There remain four minutes of the time allowed 
for general debate. If any gentleman desires to be heard, the Chair 
will ize him to occupy that time. If not, the Chair will direct 
the Clerk to read the first clause of the bill for debate and amendment 
under the five-minute rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Beit enacted, d&c., That the following sums be, and the sameare hereby, appro- 
priated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri , for the 
objects hereinafter stated, namely : 

‘or the purpose of paying the rebate claims as provided by section 4 of the act 
of March 3, 1883, entitled “An act to reduce internal-revenue taxation, and for 
other purposes,” $3,750,000. = 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I wish to offer the amendment to this 
section which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend dete at the end of the tenth line of the bill, the following words : 
“Which shall be paid to the various claimants whose are approved b 
warrant, sent directly to the claimant at his place of residence or bual- 
ness,” 

Mr. HISCOCK. I make the point of order against that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. My point of order is that it is new legislation and 
does not tend to retrench expenditures. 

Mr. RANDALL, Reserve the point of order, so that the gentleman 
from Georgia may be heard. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I,do not desire, Mr. Chairman, particu- 
larly to be heard upon the point of order. I feel sure, however, that 
the amendment I have suggested, if adopted, may tend to reduce ex- 
penditures on the part of the claimants to this fund. It is no part of 
the proposed amendment to increase expenditures. The purpose is 
simply to secure to these claimants, under the very regulations which 
the Secretary of the Treasury or the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
prescribes, the amounts to which they are severally entitled under the 
operation of the law providing for this rebate; and instead of having the 
revenue office regulate the manner in which this money shall be dis- 
tributed among tke claimants, I propose to embody into the statute the 
very recommendation the Commissioner of Internal Revenue himself 
proposes. At present we would be dependent entirely upon such regu- 
lations as that officer may prescribe. My amendment is intended to 
make it a part of the existing law. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Chairman, certainly the amendment which the 
gentleman from Georgia proposes is new legislation, and there is noth- 
ing in it which would necessarily decrease the amount covered by the 
bill. It is therefore, within the terms of therule, subject to the point 
of order. 

The Committee on Ways and Means of the last Congress when this 
question of rebate was before them considered carefully the manner in 
which this money should be paid out, and I may be pardoned now for 
diverging from the point of order and addressing myself for a moment 
to the merits of the proposition the gentleman submits when I say 
that the Committee on Ways and Means of the last Congress consid- 
ered the manner in which this rebate should be made, and considered 
it carefully, certainly, for the members of that committee whose con- 
stituents were specially interested in the measure, then in the minority, 
now in the majority, were prompt and careful men and looked thor- 
oughly into the operations of the law then proposed to be enacted. I 
am opposed, therefore, to changing that regulation, since up to the pres- 
ent time we have acted under it; the claims have been filed and they 
have been already examined and allowed under its provisions. 
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I am not afraid to allow parties in this day and generation to make 
contracts with their agents or attorneys for the collection of their claims; 
and the circumstances surrounding the application for rebate in these 
cases is entirely different from those cases where an old claim is revived 
or dug up to be again presented. There is nota man in the United 
States interested in this matter, I presume, who does not know just 
what he wants to do in this connection; who knows what he is to expect 
from the operation of the law, and is fully aware of the cireumstances 
surrounding the matter. Hasty legislation may emba them. These 
claims have already been audited, I understand, under the regulations 
of the Treasury Department itself, and the money is ready to be paid 
out. No doubt in many cases powers of attorney have been given for 
its collection. 

I say this much as to the merits of the amendment; but I insist upon 
the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to inquire of the gentleman 
from New York what would be the manner of payment of these claims 
under existing law? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Under the existing law, under the revenue bill 
which passed last year, provision was made as to the manner in which 
this rebate should be refunded to the parties under certain rules and 
regulations to be made by the Treasury Department. Now, here by an 
affirmative provision we are providing something new, and adding a 
new regulation, which is an addition to the law of last Congress. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Hiscock J, as I understand, insists this is already provided for. Then 
if it be already provided for, how is it new legislation to put it again 
in this bill? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I said the manner in which the money is to be paid 
out is provided for. The regulations of the Treasury Department have 
already been made and promulgated to the country and these claims 
have been acted upon under those regulations up to the present time. 
What effect it might have on these tions I do not know. It 
might be to make a halt in the payment and defeat the very object the 
gentleman from Georgia has in view; that is, prompt payment. 

Mr. RANDALL. I will say to the gentieman from Georgia that 
the adjustments are going on smoothly, and there will be no delay I 
think in the immediate payment. I think it will be perhaps better 
to leave the matter to the regulations rather than to attempt a change 
of law which may be subject to the pointof order. I have myself no 
objection to the amendment, but the committee have not, of course, 
authorized the acceptance of any such amendment. Ido not think 
the object the gentleman from Georgia has in view will at all suffer if 
the amendment is not adopted. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I yield with great deference to the sug- 
gestion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, of course; but I would 
like to ask him if his attention has been called to the statement of the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] that the matter of my 
amendment is already provided for by existing law ? 

Mr. RANDALL. I would not say that. I wouldsay on the point of 
order that this chan; oeng law, because it makes new law. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Ithasbeen frequently held by the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, and by all the authorities which I haye been 
compelled to ize as a member of this House, that the making of 
new law, affirmative legislation, is a change of law. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have not said anything to the contrary of that. 
That is, in effect, what I did say. $ 

Mr. WILLIS. Here is the law, if the Chair will allow me to read it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kentucky desire to 
speak on the point of order ? 

Mr. WILLIS. Yes, sir; on the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. WILLIS. This is the law: 

It shall be the duty of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the ap- 

roval of the Secretary of the Treasury, to adopt such rules and regulations and 

o prescribe and furnish such blanks and forms as may be necessary to carry this 
section into effect, 

That is section 4, which has reference to these rebate claims. 

Mr. CALKINS. So that any rules and regulations made under that 
law have the effect of positive law. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. As I understand the statute just read 
by my friend from Kentucky certain regulations which have been read 
by my colleague [Mr. BLOUNT] are all part of the existing system and 
the existing law. And I make the point that my amendment simply 
earties into this appropriation bill that portion of the existing law which 
I desire to be put there, and, so there may be no mistake about it, takes 
away irom the Commissioner of Internal Revenue the power to alter 
these regulations which have been read in the hearing of the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opinion that this amend- 
ment would change the law as it now stands with regard to the pay- 
ment of amountsappropriated by Congress to individuals, and in so far 
as it changes the existing law in that is new legislation which 
does not retrench expenses. Therefore the Chair holds the point of 
order is well taken. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I offer the amendment which I send to 
the desk. J 


The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 9, strike out the words “three millions;” so that it will read: 

For the Led go of porate rebate claims as porca for by section 4 of the 
act of March 3, 1883, entitled “An act to reduce internal-revenue taxation, and 
for other purposes,” $750,000. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, in the last Congress a 
bill was passed to take certain taxes off banks and off tobacco dealers, 
match manufacturers, and manufacturers of proprietary medicines, 
perfumery, &c. -I called attention at that time to the fact that that 
would not give relief to the growers of tobacco; that at that time we 
had over one hundred millions of dollars in the Treasury; that the tax 
on tobacco, which was part of a war necessity, was bringing in more 
money than there was present necessity for; that it could all be taken 
off, and that any effort to resist the removal of all tax on tobacco was 
an effort that was being made by certain manufacturers in certain cities 
and their agents here in Washington. 

I desire to call the attention of this House to the fact that this bill 
is a verification of the words I uttered on that occasion, and of what 
was stated not only by myself, but by other gentlemen on both sides 


of the House. Here we have a proposition to appropriate $3,750,000— 


for what? To give relief to the farmer? No, sir; but to aid the 
monopolists and manufacturers, who still control the tobacco markets 
and the price of tobacco raised on the farm. The reduced tax on leaf- 
tobacco has not helped the farmer much. This is a proposttion to put 
money into the hands of the clients of the late Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue, on whose recommendation a Republican House passed the bill 
that produced the enormity presented to us to-day. 

I suppose I need notappeal to this House to wait until we get a report 
of the items which make up this $3,750,000. There isa disposition to 
a aig so, and the larger the appropriation the more speedily it is 
rushed. 

Mr. RANDALL. Will the gentleman from Kentucky allow me to 
direct his attention to the fact that while this is in the nature of a rebate, 
yet it grows out of reduction of tax on tobacco of every description? 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Exactly; it is a reduction of tax to the 
amount of one-half. 

Mr. RANDALL. Ifyou will introduce a bill for taking off the other 
half I will go for it. s 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. But Congress did not do it last session 
when I urged total abolition of the tobacco tax, and it will not do it 
this session. 

Mr. RANDALL rose. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. The gentleman from Pennsylvania will 
allow me. What I am now trying to say is that, the reduction of one- 
half of the tax on tobacco, which we made at the last session of Con- 
gress, was not for the benefit of the people who most deserve it, of the 
farmers and the growers of tobacco, but it was for the benefit of the 
manufacturers who held these unbroken packages, and who come here 
to-day for the payment of this rebate. The farmer will receive not 
one farthing benefit from that rebate legislation. The same influence 
that reduced the tax on tobacco to 8 cents a pound can reduce it again 
to 4 cents a pound, and it may be reduced to 2 cents a pound. 
But the farmer will not be benefited until the entire tobacco tax is 
wiped out. , 

t relief has the abolition of the tax on patent medicines given 
to any one who buys patent medicines? Has it cheapened the article 
atall? Not one cent. What relief has the reduction of the tax on 
banks given to the men who borrow money? None at all. 

This is a practical question, in which are interested the people who 
live in the mountains of Tennessee, Virginia, North Carolina, Georgia, 
and Kentucky, people in remote localities who can do nothing but sub- 
mit to the dictation of these large manufacturers. 

The law of the last session was passed to please the manufacturers. 
It was recommended by the then Commissioner of Internal Revenue, 
who afterward resigned his place to take the position of lobbyist, of 
log-roller, of claim agent for the very men who are interested in this 
bill. Now, I want to see their names on paper; I want tosee the amount 
of each claim put down opposite each name. I want to know in what 
city or what town each claimant lives. 

The poor man who in the last war lost a pair of bed blankets or a 
horse, or whose cattle or corn was taken for the use of the Federal Army, 
must prove up his claim and must prove his loyalty. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
RANDALL] agreed to give me a part of his time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair allowed for the interruption of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL]. 

4 Mr. RANDALL. I thank the Chair for doing so. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I desire to say that there are a large num- 
ber of tobacco manufacturers in my district, and I am daily receiving let- 
ters urging the speedy passage of this bill. The most of these men are 
poor men; and they have feit very severely the want of this money. 
They are very impatient and are importuning me constantly to do some- 
thing to aid the passage of this bill. They feel that they have been 
wronged. 
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It seems to me that it is trifling with this class of people to delay 
any longer the passage of this bill. I hope, therefore, that it will be 
passed in its present shape, and passed promptly. I see no need what- 
ever of any delay. 

Tam unable to comprehend the remarks made by the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. Warre]. They seem to me to be wholly inapplicable 
to this bill. The law was passed last year, and in it there was an 
omission by mistake. This bill proposes to rectify that mistake, and 
to make up to these people the money to which they were then entitled. 
I hope there will be no further delay. 

Mr. RANDALL. I want to say that this appropriation bill is com- 
pulsory by reason of existing law. I am sorry that the law did not go 
further. But I do not agree with the logic of the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. WHITE] that objects to taking off one-half of the tax, 
because all that he wants taken off has not been repealed. Iam willing 
that one-half shall be taken off, so that I may more easily and speedily 
secure the abolition of the other half. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. RANDALL, Certainly. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I desire to say simply that the system 
of espionage that is now enforced is fostered and maintained and will 
continue until the tobacco tax is entirely wiped out. Toleave the tax 
at 8 cents a pound is no relief to the farmer, and is as great a protec- 
tion to the manufacturer as a tax of 16 or 24 cents a pound. 

(Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time for debate upon the pending amend- 
ment has been exhausted. 

The question was taken upon the amendment of Mr, WHITE, of Ken- 
tucky; and it was not agreed to, 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I desire to move an amendment, to come 
in after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ in line 10; to insert what I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

' The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That ri ah r claims for rebate under said act which were depos- 
ited in the mail wi Tie Bye following the date of the reduction, addressed 
to the proper officer, shall lowed and paid as if presented within the time 
allowed by law. 

Mr. BURNES. -I make a point of order on that amendment. 

* The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BURNES. It comes under the decision made by the Chair a 
moment ago. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Will the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
BurNEs] withhold that point of order so that I may make a very brief 
statement? 

Mr. BURNES. I have no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. That can be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Of course reserving the right to make 
the point of order. 

Mr. BURNES. TI will do so. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. The law as passed last Congress reduc- 
ing internal taxes and giving this rebate required that claims for the 
rebate should be presented within sixty days from the passage of the 
act, 

Now, in portions of Alabama and elsewhere in the United States 
the mails were very irregular, particularly the country mails. In many 
cases merchants made out their claims and put them in the mail in time 
to have reached the proper officers within the sixty days; but through 
the fault of the Government, or the agents of the Government engaged 
in carrying the mails, these claims did not reach the proper officer 
within the sixty days, so that without any fault on their part these 
parties are deprived of the benefits of this rebate. 

Now, it seems to me that the claims of these men afe just as meri- 
torious as any others. All that my amendment provides is that if per- 
sons having proper claims for rebate deposited those claims in the mails, 
addressed to the proper officer, within the sixty days, such parties shall 
be permitted to enjoy the benefit of this rebate. It seems to me the 

tleman from Missouri ought to admit the amendment. 

Mr. BURNES. It would afford me great pleasure, indeed, to ac- 
commodate the gentleman from Alabama; and he will allow me to say 
that the legislation proposed is not by any means such as I should feel 
inclined to oppose if it should come to this House from the Committee 
on Ways and Means. I trust he will present the cases of grievance of 
wes ae to the House in another form. I must insist upon the point 
of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that the amendment is 
subject to the point of order. 

The Clerk read the remainder of the bill, as follows: 

For the legislative expenses of the Territory of New Mexico, namely : 

sah ae} pes or mem Jaga officers ys a Legislative ces wipen ed mileage of 
AALE DIDA town, 304. Ournais of the Tegisiai sscmbly, $21,965. 0 

That the members el to the Territorial Legislature of New Mexico in No- 


vember, A. D. 1882, and all vacancies legally filled since that time, if any, are 
jared to be the legal members of the ure hereby authorized, 
subject to all valid contests, The said T ture convene on 


the third Monday in February, 1884. and shall not continue in session rere 


Mr. BLAND. I move to amend by adding to the bill the provision 
which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


For the transportation of silver coin, as required by law, $5,000. 


Mr. CALKINS. I make the point of order that this amendment is 
not germane to the bill—— 

Mr. BLAND. This is a deficiency bill. 

Mr. CALKINS. And that it is new legislation. 

Mr. BLAND. Not at all. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] 
will be heard upon the point of order, 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, at the last session of Congress we ap- 
propriated, for the purpose of transporting minor coins, the sum of 
$10,000. This amendment is simply for the purpose of carrying out 
that existing law. The.amendment proposes to provide for a defi- 
ciency; and this is a deficiency bill. As will be remembered, a law was 
enacted in the Forty-fifth Congress by which provision was made for the 
redemption of the subsidiary coinage. Under that law railroad com- 
panies and others receiving large amounts of these coins have the priv- 
ilege of presenting them in amounts of $100 at any Government depos- 
itory and obtaining for them legal-tender money. Deposits of these , 
minor coins have been made under that law; and the effect has been toac- 
cumulate in the various subtreasuries and in the Government vaults here 
in Washington various sums, reaching now $27,000,000. In order to 
distribute the accumulations of fractional coins in the various sub- 
treasuries, appropriations have been made from time to time by Con- 
gress, The amendment I now submit is for a deficiency occurring un- 
der the law passed at the last session. 

When I first came to Washington this winter I met Mr. Wyman, the 
Treasurer of the United States, and I spoke of the great difficulty ex- 
perienced in my section in obtaining for purposes of business these 
smaller coins; and he remarked that the difficulty arose from the fact 
that last October the appropriation for distributing these coins through- 
out the country had become exhausted. I have here a telegram from 
Mr. Wyman to the effect that $5,000 is the amount estimated as neces- 
sary to distribute these coins until the beginning of the next fiscal year. 

It seems to me there can be no objection to this proposition. Twenty- 
seven million.dollars of these coins are now locked up here in the Treas- 
ury. The people want them, the law requires that they shall be sent 
out. My amendment merely provides the necessary appropriation for 
this purpose. This being a small matter, and the Committee on Ap- 
propriations having other measures under consideration, I suppose they 
have not taken up this subject; but certainly no gentleman on this floor 
can object to this small appropriation of $5;000 which is asked for to 
meet the necessity of sending out these subsidiary coins, in accordance 
with the demand of the business interests everywhere throughout the 
land. 

Mr. RANDALL. The Committee on Appropriations have not for- 
gotten this matter. They have had it under consideration. They have 
received a communication in relation to it from a subordinate officer of 
the Treasury Department, but have had no communication in reference 
to it from the Secretary of the Treasury. In the absence of any esti- 
mate for this object we have desired to know what is his judgment. 
The committee-will give the matter due consideration, and an appro- 
praen of this kind will probably be inserted in the smaller deficiency 


; Mr. BLAND. The general deficiency bill does not take effect until 
uly next. 
å Mr. RANDALL. Appropriations for deficiencies take effect imme- 
iately. 

Mr. BLAN D. Ifthe gentleman will allow me, I will have a telegram 
from the Treasurer read. 

Mr. RANDALL. We have a letter from him. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair reminds gentlemen that discussion is 
not in order except upon the point of order. 

Mr. RANDALL. I thi t the point of order was waived, so as to 
allow the merits of the proposition to be discussed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that the point of order 
is insisted upon. 

Mr. CALKINS. Itis. 

Mr. BLAND. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania can assure us 
thatan appropriation of this kind will be reported by the Committee—— 

Mr. RANDALL. We have taken the matter into consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] 
withdraw his amendment? 

Mr. BLAND. If it be in order I should like to have a vote on my 
amendment. It is a matter of public interest, and it has been delayed 


too long already. 
ai HAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it does not change existing 
W. 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I appeal to the gentleman from Missouri 


to let it come in regular order on the report of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

Mr. RANDALL.. Do not let us embarrass this bill with anything 
not in order. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion the amendment is in | Taylor, J. D. 


order. It is as much in order as the other partsof the bill. It pro- 


vides for supplying a deficiency in an appropriation made at the last | Thom 


session which was inadequate in amount. 

Mr. RANDALL, Let us have a vote, 

Mr. BLAND. I should like to ask the chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations the necessity for deferring it. 

Mr. RANDALL. We wish to consider it at the proper time with 


similar matters. We have not yet heard from the Secretary of the | 


Treasury ahd whether he approves of it or not, 

Mr. BLAND. Let it go, then, to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. RANDALL. An additional reason is we do not wish to see this 
bill embarrassed in that way 

Mr. BLAND. Lwithdraw the amendment. 

Mr. BURNES. I move the committee rise and report the bill to the 
House with the recommendation it do pass. 

The motion was agreed, to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed. 
the chair, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Committee.of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union had, according to order, had under 
consideration the bill (H. R. 3948) making appropriations to supply 
deficiencies on account of the appropriations for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1884, in regard to rebate of tax on tobacco, and to provide for 
the expenses of the meeting of the Legislature of the Territory of New 
Mexico, and for other purposes, and had directed him to report the 
same back to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. RANDALL. In accordance with thes tion made in the 
committee, I move to insert the words, in line 10, ‘* or so much thereof 
as may be necessary;’’ so it will read: 

nih of Mason L160, laed “An nck tg CAUA talorneLaveenie AEREN and 
for hee epera $3,750,000, or so mnch thereof as may be necessary. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. BURNES. I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation thereof 
the bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being , it was accordingly read the third time. 

The SPEAKER, On the passage of the bill, in accordance with the 
practice, the Chair will direct the yeas and nays to be taken. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
271, nays 1, not voting 48; as follows: 


YEAS—271. 

Adams, G. E. Davis, R. T. Hutchins, Parker, 
Adams, Deuster, Jam Patton, 
Aiken, Dibrell, Jeffo Payne, 
Alexander, Dock Johnson, Payson, 
Arnot, Dorsheimer, Jones, B. W Pierce, 
Atkinson, Dowd, Jones, J. H. Peel, 8 8. W. 

ley, Dunham, Jones, J. T Peelle, Bea: 
Beficctine, Eaton n, Perkins, 
Bar! e, El . Kean, Peters, 
Barr. Elliott, Keifer, Pettibone, 
Beach, Ellis, Kelley, Phelps, 
Belford, Elwood, Kellogg Poland 
Belmont, ee LN =o i heaves 
Bennett, ver! einer, T, 

i Evins, J. Lacey, Price, 
Blanchard, Ferrell, Laird, Pryor, 
Bland, Fiedler, Lamb, Pusey, 
Blount, Findlay, Lanham, Randall, 
Boutelle, Finerty, Lawrence, Rankin, 

le Follett, Le Fevre, Ranney, 
Breckinridge, Foran, Lewis, Ray, G. W. 
Breitung, Forney, Long, Ray, Ossian 
Brewer, F.B Fyan, Lore, Korgan; 
Brewer, J. H. Geddes, Lovering, $ 

ead, George, wry, Reese, 

Browne, T. M. Gibson, Lyman, Rice, 
Brown, W. W G ; eCoid, Riggs, 
Brumm, Goff, McComas, nson, J. S 
Buchanan, Green McCormick, Rogers, J. 
Buckner, Greenleaf, McKinley, Rogers, W. F. 
Budd, Guenther, MeMillin, 
Burleigh, Halsell, Matson, Rowell, 
Burn Hanback, Millard. Scales, 
Cabell, Hardeman, Miller, J, F. Seney, 
Caldwell, Hardy, Miller, S.H Seymour, 
Calkins, Harmer, Milliken, Shaw, 
Campbell, Felix Hart ills, Shelley, 
Campbell, J. M. Hatch, H. H. Mitchell, Singleton. 
Candler, teh, W. H. Money, Skinner, Ù. R. 
Cannon, Haynes, Morey, Skinner, T. G. 
Chace, Hemphill, organ, Slocum, 
Clardy, Henderson, D. B. Morrill, Smith, 
Clements, Henley, Morrison, Spooner, 
Cobb, Hepburn. Morse, Spri 
Collins, Hewitt, A. S Moulton, Steele, 
Connolly, Hill, Muldrow, Stephenson, 
Converse, = a Laser Sorens 
Ese at g o urphy, wart, Charles 
Co abt al Hoblitzell, Murray, Stewart, J. W. 
Cox, W. R. olman, Mutchler, Stockslager, 
Crisp, Holmes, Neece, Stone, 
Culberson, D. B. Hooper, Nelson, Storm, 
Culbertson, W. W. Hopkins, Nicholls, Strait, 
Cullen, Orr, Nutting, Struble, 
Curtin, Houk, Sumner, 
Cutcheon, Howey, O'Hara, Sumner, D., H 
Davis, G. R. Hunt, O'Neill, Charles Talbott, 
Davis, L. H. Hurd, O'Neill, J. J. Taylor, E. B. 


Turner, Oscar Washburn, Wilson, W. L. 
ylor, J. M. Valentine, Weaver, Winans, E. B. ` 
ators an Alstyne, Wellborn Wise, G. D. 
Vance, Weller, Woolford, 
Throc aion, Van Eaton, Wemple Woodward, 
Tillman, Wait, White, Milo Worthington, 
Townshend, Wakefield, il Yaple, 
Tucker, ard, a York, 
Tully, Warner, A. J. Willis, Young. 
Turner, H. G. Warner, Richard VAi James 
NAYS—1. 
White, J. D, 
NOT VOTING—4s8. 

Anderson, Dargan, Hewitt, G. W. Pai, 
Barbour, Davidson, Holton, Mats ison. 
Bayne, Dibble, - Houseman, Robinson, W. E. 
Bingham Dingley, Jones, J. K. Russell, 
Blackburn, Duncan, Jordan, Ryan, 
Bowen, Dunn, Ketcham, Snyder, 
Brainerd, Ermentrout, Libbey, ringer, ' 
Carleton. Graves, Mackey adsworth, 
Cassidy Hammond, McAdoo Whiting, 
Clay, Hancock, Maybury Winans, John 
Cook Henderson, T. J, Mayo, Wise, J. 8. 
Cox, 8. 8 Herbert, Ochiltree, ‘ood, 


So the bill was passed. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Mr. Cox, of New York, with Mr. RUSSELL, 
Mr, WARNER, of Ohio, with Mr. KercHam. 
Mr. BLACKBURN with Mr. Winson, of Iowa. 
. HEWITT, of Alabama, with Mr. Mayo, 

. MONEY with Mr. WADSWORTH. 

. DAVIDSON with Mr. VALENTINE. 

. ERMENTROUT with Mr. BINGHAM. 

. PAIGE with Mr. PETTIBONE. 

. CLAY with Mr. MOREY. 

. JORDAN with Mr. ROBINSON, of Ohio. 

. DARGAN with Mr. JAMES. 

. DIBBLE with Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I am announced as being paired with the 
gentleman from New York (Mr. KircHam]; but as I assume that my 
vote on this question is not in v paran of that pair, I shall let it stanfl. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. ired with the gentleman 
from Kentucky ‘TM. ROBERTSON }; but believing that he would vote 
‘ay’? on this question, I have also voted. 

Mr. MOREY. Iam paired with the gentleman trom Kentucky [Mr. 
Ril on all political questions; but not considering this a question of 
that character, I have voted. 

, Mr. MORGAN. | I desire, Mr. Speaker, to have my name recorded 
as voting on this bill. 

The SPEAKER. Did the gentleman answer when his name was 
called? 

Mr. MORGAN. I was in my seat, but did not hear my name called. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules of the House no member is per- 
mitted to vote after the second call of the roll unless his name was 
omitted from the call by accident. 


Mr. MORGAN, Then I will ask unanimous consent to record my 
name. 
The SPEAKER. That has beensometimes allowed where the Chair 


understands the gentleman to say that he was in his seat giving atten- 
tion. The Chair will therefore ask unanimous consent of “the House 
that the gentleman’s name be recorded. 

Mr. RANDALL. What is the rule on the subject? ` 

The SPEAKER. The rule is very clear that after the completion of 
the second roll-call no member's vote can be recorded. 

Is there objection to the request of the gentleman from Missouri? 

There was no objection. 

On motion of Mr. HOLMAN, by unanimous consent, the reading of 
the names was dispensed with. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

Mr, BURNES moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
oe and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. RANDALL. I move to proceed to business on the Speaker’s table 
with a view of referring the bills there to appropriate committees. * 
The motion was agreed to. 


SAMUEL H. LOCKETT. 


The first business on the Speaker’s table was the bill (S. a to re- 
move the political disabilities of Samuel H. Lockett, of Alabama; which 
was read by its title a first and second time. 

Mr. RANDALL. If there be no objection we might as well dispose 
of that bill at once by y patting it upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER, e bill will be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


SOR AEON ERRI an deny farse Jen aseptic 
toa in Congress assembled (two-thirds House con: 
litical disabilities im 


of the United States of Amer- 
curring therein), That all 
by the fourteenth amendment tothe Constitution of 
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United States be, and the same are hereby, removed from Samuel H. Lockett, of 
Alabama. 6 
There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be read a third time; 
and being read the third time, was passed (two-thirds voting in favor 
thereof). 
IRON MOUNTAIN RAILROAD. 

The next business on the Speaker’s table was the bill (S. 353) to re- 
peal section 1 of the act entitled “An act making a grant of land in al- 
ternate sections to aid in the construction and extension of the Iron 
Mountain Railroad from Pilot Knob, in the State of Missouri, to Hel- 
ena, Ark.,’’ approved July 4, 1866, and for other purposes; which was 
read by its title a first and second time. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the bill will be referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

SPANISH FERRY-BOAT NUESTRA SENORA DE REGLA. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table was the bill (S. 652) to 
carry into effect the decree of the district court of the United States 
for the southern district of New York in the case of the Spanish ferry- 
boat Nuestra Sefiora de Regla; which was read by its title a first and 
second time. 

Mr. POLAND. I desire to say, Mr. Speaker, that a bill of a similar 
character has been before the Committee on the Judiciary and was 
reported to the House unanimously by the committee, and therefore I 
move that this bill be put uponits passage. The bill to which I refer 
was reported by the gentleman from New York [Mr. DorsHEIMER], but 
he is not present, and I therefore move that the bill be put upon its pas- 


sage. 

Mr. RANDALL. The report accompanying the bill had better be 
read, so that it may go into the RECORD. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let us have the bill and report both read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that there is no report ac- 
companying the Senate bill. Does the gentleman desire to have the 
report upon the House bill read? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Let that be read. 

Mr. POLAND. I will state that thesubstance of the bill is to carry 
into effect a judgment of the United States court. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will first ascertain whether the report 
accompanying the House bill is here or at the Printing Office. 

Mr. RANDALL. The report ought to be read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is advised that the report has not yet 
been returned from the Printing Office. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I suggest to the gentleman from Vermont, then, 
to let the bill remain in its present condition until the report has been 
printed. 

Mr. POLAND. Then I move that it be laid aside informally. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objections, it will be so ordered. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

THOMAS B. SHANNON. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table was the bill (S. 332) for 
the relief of Thomas B. Shannon; which was read afirstandsecond time, 
and referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


RETIRED ARMY OFFICERS. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table was the bill (S. 346) to 
amend section 1860 of the Revised Statutes so as not to exclude retired 
Army officers from holding civil offices in the Territories; which was 
read a first and second time. 

Mr. REED, I would inquire if there has not been some such bill 
as that reported here in the House. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair is not advised. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What was the gentleman’s question? 

Mr. REED. Has not some such bill been reported by a committee 
of the House? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I will say to the gentleman that we had that 
question up during the last Co 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed there is such a bill now 
pending in committee. i 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


ENSIGN L. K. REYNOLDS. 

The next business on the Speaker’s table was the joint resolution (S. 
R. 26) granting permission to Ensign L. K. Reynolds, United States 
Navy, to accept the decoration of the Royal and Imperial Order of 
Francis Joseph from the Government of Austria; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


MARGARET CASSIDY. 

The next business on the Speaker's table was the bill (S. 298) for the 
relief of Margaret Cassidy; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Patents. 

MRS. S. A. WRIGHT AND MRS. C. FAHNESTOCK. 
The next business on the Speaker's. table was the bill (S, 297) for the 
Fahnestock 


relief of Mrs. S. A. Wright and Mrs. C. ; which was read a 
first and second time. 3 r 


Mr. VANCE. Let that bill also go to the Committee on Patents. 
The bill was referred to the Committee on Patents. 


FRANCES E. STEWART. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table was the bill (S. 47) for the 
relief of Frances E. Stewart, administratrix of Michael S. Stewart, de- 
ceased; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

ELIZABETH CARSON. 

The next business on the Speaker's table was the bill (S. 12) for the 
relief of Elizabeth Carson; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on War Claims. è 


JOINT RULES. 


The SPEAKER. There are also on the Speaker’s table joint rules 
of the Senate and House of Representatives adopted by the Senate and 
communicated to the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. Imove that they be referred to the Committee on 
Rules. - 

, The motion was agreed to. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. This completes the business on the Speaker’s 
table. 
Mr. RANDALL. If no one objects, I would like now to move that 
the House adjourn. 
MEETINGS OF COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE. 


Mr. REAGAN. [ask the gentleman to withhold themotion toadjourn 
for one moment. I have been instructed by the Committee on Com- 
merce to ask that that committee have the permission of the House to 
sit to-morrow and next day during the sittings of the House. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

: AMENDMENT OF RULES. è 

Mr. HOLMAN, by unanimons consent, submitted the following res- 
olution; which was read, and referred to the Committee on Rules: 

Resolved, That the first paragraph of clause 7 of Rule XXIII be amended so 
as to read as follows: 

“A motion in a Committee of the Whole House to strike out the enacting 
clause of a bill shall have precedence of a motion to amend, and shall not be 
debatable, and if carried shall be considered equivalent to its rejection.” 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
e Mr. WELLER. Iask unanimous consent to present the resolutions 
and petition which I send to the desk. And I wish to say that I have 
fully apprised the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] of the nature 
and contents of these resolutions and the desire of the parties repre- 
sented by them, and that gentleman has signified his assent. 

TheSPEAKER. Forwhatpurpose does thegentleman send up these 
papers? 

Mr. WELLER. For the purpose of having them read at the desk, 
printed, and referred to the appropriate committee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WELLER] asks 
unanimous consent to present certain resolutions; and alsoasks that they 
be printed in the RECORD and referred. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I would like to know what they are? 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolutions. 

Mr. STEELE. Iobject. Those petitionscan reach the committees in 
the regular way through the petition-box. : 

, MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the House that the Senase had passed without amendment the joint 
resolution (H. Res. 117) to correct an error in the enrollment of the act 
be ing appropriations for supplying deficiencies in the appropria- 
tions for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, and for other years,” ap- 
proved March 3, 1883. 

The message further informed the House that the Senate had passed, 
with an amendment in which the concurrence of the House was re- 
quested, the joint resolution (H. Res. 119) making an appropriation 
for the relief of Lieut. A. W. Greely and his party, composing what 
is known as the Franklin Bay expedition to the Arctic regions. 

GREELY RELIEF EXPEDITION. 


Mr. RANDALL. I ask consent to take from the Speaker’s table the 
joint resolution of the House making an appropriation for the Greely 
relief expedition, which has been returned from the Senate with an 
amendment. 

There was no objection; andaccordingly the joint resolution (H. Res. 
119) making an appropriation for the relief of Lieut. A. W. Greely 
and his party, composing what is known as the Lady Franklin Bay ex- 
pedition to the Arctic regions, was taken from the Speaker's table. 

The amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 

In line 2, after the word “e tion,” insert the words "to be com: 
volutes ton hA ATEA me AA Mill reed a 

“That the President be, and is hereby, authorized to prepare and an 

ed anak = be composed of volunteers for the service, to the coast of Green- 


or Lad n Bay, for the purpose of relieving and 
home Lieut. A. W. Greely and party,” &. 


Mr. RANDALL. I move to non-concur in the amendment of the 
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Senate. having been requested so to do by such members of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations as I have been able to confer with. Itis not 
clear to my mind what the effect of that amendment will be. I am 
advised that it may embarrass the officials of the Government in the 
management of the expedition, and I have been asked that the House 
be allowed opportunity to understand the subject fully before it acts 


upon this amendment. I therefore move to non-concur in the amend- 
ment of the Senate. 
Mr. BELFORD. I desire to state now, what I-have stated many 


times already, that we who sit out here in the rear can not hear what 
is going on in the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. If the remark of the gentleman from Colorado 
(Mr. BELFORD] is in relation to this joint resolution, I can only say 
that I was unable to hear it. 1 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the difficulty under which 
the gentleman labors is occasioned in a great part by conversation im- 
mediately in rear of the outer seats of the: Hall. The Chair appeals 
to gentlemen on both sides of the House, and especially in the rear of 
the seats, to stop conversation, as it interferes with members, espe- 
cially those who are unfortunately located far from the Clerk’s desk. 

The motion of Mr. RANDALL to non-concur in the Senate amend- 
ment was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be Jaid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

PAYMENT OF COMMITTEE CLERKS. 

Mr. THOMPSON, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint reso- 
lution (H. Res. 126) fixing the date on which the payment of the thirty- 
two clerks of committees of the House of Representatives,who are paid 
during the session only, shall begin; which was read_a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Accounts, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC LANDS IN ALABAMA. 


Mr. HENLEY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, by unani- 
mous consent, reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill 
(H. R. 27) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to exclude the public lands 
in Alabama from the operation of the laws relating to mineral lands,” 
approved March 3, 1883; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

FRAUDULENT CLAIMANTS OF PATENTS, ETC. 


Mr. VANCE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 3964) 
to make fraudulent claimants of patents and fraudulent vendors o 
patented articles guilty of a misdemeanor; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ALONZO GESNER. 
Mr. LEWIS, by unanimous consent, reported from the Committee 
. on the Public Lands with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. 
R. 1299) for the relief of Alonzo Gesner; which was. referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. 
CIVIL-SERVICE COMMISSIONERS ON THE FLOOR. 


Mr. HOPKINS. I ask unanimous consent to submit for present 
consideration the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resol That the Commissioners of the Civil Service be admitted to the 

. privileges of the floor of the House of Representatives, 

Mr. RANDALL. If that resolution is for reference, I will not object 
to it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. If there is objection to its immediate considera- 
tion, I will ask that it be referred to the Committee on Rules. 

The resolution was accordingly referred to the Committee on the 
Rules. 

STANDARD TIME FOR SEAPORT TOWNS, ETC. . 

Mr. KING, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 3965) to 
iar for transmitting standard time from the Naval Observatory at 

yashington to ports of entry and other cities, and for placing time-balls 
on custom-houses for the protection of commerce, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

REV. ANDREW W. GREY. 


Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. 3966) for the relief of Rey. Andrew W. Grey; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

DETAIL OF PENSION CLERKS FOR HOUSE COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MATSON, by unanimous consent, igtroduced a joint resolution 
(H. R. 127) authorizing the Secretary of Interior to detail from 
that Department two clerks to act as assistant clerks to certain House 
committees; which was read a first and second time. 

The question was upon the reference of the joint resolution. 

Mr. MATSON. I ask unanimous consent that the joint resolution 
be now considered. x 


The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be read. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: : 

Resolved, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be. and he is hereby, author- 
ized, if in his opinion the public interest will not suffer aroos Spon request 
of either of the Committees hereinafter named, to detail from partment 
one clerk to act as assistant clerk to the House Committee on Pensions, and one 
clerk to act as assistant clerk to the House Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I do not object to the immediate con- 
sideration of the joint resolution just read, but I would like to hear 
some explanation of it. 

r. MATSON. Iwill explain itin a moment. The object and pur- 
pose of the joint resolution is to authorize the Commissioner of Pensions: 
to detail from his office one person to act as assistant clerk to the Com- 
mittee on Pension; of this House and one person to act as assistant 
clerk to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, who are to take charge of 
the important papers brought from the Pension Office for the considera- 
tion of those two committees. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Is the proposition to employ additional 
clerks or to detail clerks from the Pension Office? 

Mr. MATSON. To detail them from the Pension Office, if in the- 
opinion of the Secretary of the Interior it can be done without injury 
to the service. The whole matter is left to his discretion, and the de- 
tail is not to be made except on the request of the committee. There- 
certainly can be no objection to it. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Isit not the fact that during the last Congress, 
without a resolution of this kind, there was a man detailed for this 
pu ? 

Mr. MATSON. My friend is mistaken. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I know that during the last Congress Mr. Van- 
gruder was detailed and served. - 

Mr. MATSON. He served as a regularly employed clerk of the com- 
mittee, pang furloughed from the Pension Office. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Furloughed without pay? 

Mr. MATSON. Furloughed without pay. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Why can not that be done now? The manner in- 
which he di the duty there was very satisfactory. 

Mr. MATSON. That might be done now, but the better way is to- 
authorize the detail of a clerk from the bureau. The pay of a man as- 
clerk of the committee is greater than the pay of one as clerk in the 
Pension Office. The joint resolution is preferable on account of economy. 

Mr. BELFORD. Mr. Speaker, I shall vote for this resolution; but 
I take this occasion to call attention to the ut manner of conduct- 

-the public business of this nation. I think that every member of” 
this House ought to be provided with a clerk. 

A MEMBER. At the public expense? 

Mr. BELFORD. At the public expense, because each member is 
here charged with the transaction of public business. Every day of my 
life I receive a hundred letters from my constituents, which Iam com- 
pelled to answer; and it takes my entire salary to pay my clerk-hire. 
If I had not an independent income, I should be a pauper or out of” 
this House. [Laughter.] You have had the heroic courage to take 
away from us the franking privilege; yet it costs me a dollar a day, or 
more, to pay my postage. Why do you not have the courage to act as 
the representatives of a heroic, a magnificent, and a generous nation ? 

Now, Mr. Speaker, instead of detailing two clerks from the Pension, 
Office, why does not this House appoint these two clerks and. pay their 
salaries out of the contingent fund provided by law? Why go to the 
Secretary of the Interior and ask him to diminish the clerical force of” 
his Department in order that he may send clerks to this House? Are 
you going to pose as economists? Are you going to play the rôle of” 
parsimonists? Or are you going to be generous in the use of the money 
that is in the Treasury of this nation? [Laughter and applause. ] 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the joint resolution to « 
be engrossed for a third reading. 

The question was decided in the affirmative; there being—ayes 146, 
noes 3. 

The joint resolution was then passed. 

Mr. MATSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint reso- 
lution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid - 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. NEECE. I move that the House adjourn. 

Pending the motion the following business was transacted by unan- 
imous consent. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. DORSHEIMER, by unanimous consent, it was- 
ordered that the documents relating tothe bill (H. R. 5839) of the last 
Congress to refund excessive duties caused by overvaluation of the- 
Austrian paper florin be withdrawn from the files of the Committee on: 
Ways and Means of the last Congress and referred to the Committee: 
on Ways and Means, there having been no adverse report. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. FINDLAY, for to-morrow, on account of important business; 

To Mr. DARGAN, for one week, on account of important business; and 

To Mr. DoRSHEIMER, until next Monday, on account of important 


! business. 
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The motion of Mr. NEECE that the House adjourn was then agreed 
to; and accordingly (at 3 o’clock and 30 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 
journed. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARBOUR: Papers relating to the claim of Thomas Ayre— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BRENTS: The petitions of gitizens of Seattle and of Walla 
Walla, Wash., for a tobacco-rebate appropriation—severally to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: The petition of Joel A. Haycock Post, No. 34, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Maine, on behalf of a pen- 
sion for Robert L. Willey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUDD: The petition of citizens of Stockton, Cal., for an ap- 
propriation to pay the rebate tobacco tax—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

Also, the petition of citizens of San Joaquin Valley, California, and 
Stockton Board of Trade, for the improvement of the San Joaquin 
River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CONVERSE: The petition of J, W. Merrill and 54 others, 
citizens of Ohio, praying restoration of tariff of 1867 on wool—to the 
Committee on Ways and Mcans. i 

By Mr. COSGROVE: The petition of 45 wool-growers of Pettis and 
Cooper Counties, Missouri, for restoration of the tariff on wool—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. G. R. DAVIS; Memorial of shipmasters of the port of San 
Francisco, Cal., for a change of existing navigation laws—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Also, the petitions of Hon. T. M. Bradley and others, of Hon. Cal- 
vin De Wolf and others, of A. C. Heesing and others, and of A. H. 
Robinson and others, for passage of bill (H. R. 3105) for the relief of 
Peter Swanson—severally to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FORNEY: Papers relating to theclaim of Richard L. Kirby— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr: GEORGE: Memorial of the Board of Trade of Portland, 
Oreg., for the improvement of Cowlitz River, Washington Territory— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Oregon, for a tobacco-rebate appro- 
priation—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, the petition of citizens of for the forfeiture of the As- 
toria Jand grant—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HALSELL: The petition of John A. Dicker, for the estab- 
lishment of a post-route—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. ' 

By Mr. W. H. HATCH: Papers relating to the claim of Mrs. Sarah 
E. B. Smith—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HISCOCK: Paper relating to the pension claim of Betsey 
Crandall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUK: Papers relating to the pension claim of William 
Robinson—to the same committee. > 

By Mr. LACEY: The petition of Mrs. E. A. Caine and 14 other 
ladies of North Waterloo, Mich., for an amendment to the Constitution 
of the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LOWRY: The petition of Catharine Gifford, to increase the 
pension of soldiers’ widows—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of A. C. Trentman and 39 others, tobacco dealers of 
Fort Wayne, Ind., -for tobacco-rebate appropriation—to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

By Mr. LYMAN: The petition of the Associated Charities of Ded- 
ham, Mass., for the establishment of a postal savings depository—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McCOID: The petition of Todd Post, No. 115, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Columbus Junction, Iowa, for an amendment of 
the pension laws—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Papers relating to the claim of John H. King, 
and of William Matthews—severally to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORGAN: The petition of Henry P. Harding Post, No. 107, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Saint Louis, Mo., in relation to - 
sions, equalization of bounties, &c.—to the Select Committee on Pay- 
ment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. NICHOLLS: Paper relating to the improvement of Darien 
River, and harbor of Darien and of Romley Marsh—severally to the 
. Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. PAYNE: The resolutions adopted by the Grand Army of the 
Republic post at Waterloo, N. Y., in favor of pensions to all veterans 
of the late war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PEELLE: Paper relating to the claim of Andrew W. Greeg— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RANNEY: The petition of William H. Carson and others, 
of William K. Hall and others, of J. T. Headly and others, of S. J. 
Holton and others, of William L. Morse and others, of John B. Odom 
and others, of F. B. Savage and others, and of William H. Welch and 
others, in relation to the Piute Indians—seyerally to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 
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-By Mr. ROSECRANS: The petition of General P. V. Hagner, for re- 
lief—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. THOMAS: Papers relating to the claim of John R. Bige- 
low—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. THROCKMORTON» The petition of citizens of Denton 
County, Texas, for a change in a mail-route in that county—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. VANCE: Papers relating to the claim of P. B. Tatham—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, papers relating to the pension claim of Sarah A. Burchfield, of 
Daniel Lucas and others, and of A. B. Sams—severally to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Ephraim J. Ammons, of James 
N. Davis, of Wesley Henseley, and of H. R. Rhea—severally to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. ; 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Julia A. Duncan and of William 
D. Whetted—severally to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. VAN ALSTYNE: Papers relating to the claim of Mrs. Mar- 
garet Faber, of Thomas G. Markie and the heirs at law of William 
A. Hyde, of H. J. Phelps, and of G. Alexander Ramsay—severally to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Henry Ware and of G. P. Work— 
severally to the same committee. 

By Mr. WELLER: Papers relating to the claim of Mrs. Anne Lucas, 
of David Miller, and of Matilda Shields—severally to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIS: The petition of George H. Thomas Post, No. 6, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Louisville, Ky., in relation to pensions, 
equalization of bounties, &c.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. W. L. WILSON : The petition of Mrs. Henrietta B. Lee, for 
relief—to the Committee on War Claims. č 

By Mr. YOUNG: Papers relating to the claim of Henry 8. French— 
to the same committee. ; 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, January 25, 1884. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. ELIAS DE Wrrr HUNTLEY, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, showing, in compliance with 
the requirements of a resolution of the 14th instant, the amounts of 
gold coin and bullion and silver dollars deposited in the Treasury, sub- 
treasuries, and designated depositoriesof the United States in ex 
for silver certificates during the years 1880, 1881, 1882, and 1883, and 
the portions of said period such exchanges were refused, with reasons 
therefor; which, on motion of Mr. COCKRELL, was ordered to lie on 
the table and be printed. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The joint resolution (H. Res, 120) giving the thanks of Congress to 
the men who reseued the survivors of the wreck of the steamer City of 
Columbus was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. f 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 121) appropriating $50,000 for the sup- 
port of certain destitute Indians was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. COKE. I present a concurrent resolution of the Legislature 
of Texas, now in session, requesting the Senators and Representatives 
from Texas to urge the passage of a bill now pending before Congress 
that has for its object the granting of the right of way through the 
Indian Territory to the Gulf, Colorado and Santa Fé Railway Com- 
pany. I move that the resolution be referred to the Committee on 
Railroads, that committee having charge of the right-of-way bill to 
which it refers. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I present resolutions adopted by the 
Merchants’ Association of Milwaukee, Wis., in which they resolve— 

That it is the immediate duty of the American Government to retaliate 
against the French, German, and other nations that refuse toreceive sound and 


wholesome American meats, especially to prohibit the importation of their 
wines and liquors, that are known and acknowledged to be so extensively adul- 
tera 


I move that the resolutions be referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. . 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I present a memorial to Congress 
adopted by the board of supervisors of Saint Croix County, Wisconsin, 
in which that body respectiully request that Congress will enact a law 
providing that railroads in ing commodities from one 
State to another shall not charge more by the car-load Tor a shorter 
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distance than the same company charges for a longer distance. I move 
that the memorial be POESI t to the Committee on Railroads. 

The motion was to. 

Mr, PLUMB. I present the petition of a large number of citizens 
of the State of Kansas, praying that portion of the Indian Territory 
known as Oklahoma may be opened to settlement. 

I have observed that the Committee on Indian Affairs have reported 
back similar petitions heretofore réferred to them with a recommenda- 
tion that the prayer of the petitioners be not granted ; but I will vent- 
ure to ask that this petition be referred to the same committee, and 
to say that if that committee will give to this subject in all the aspects 
of it which are suggested by this petition that attention which I think 
it is entitled to, they will find that, whether the prayer of the petition 
should be granted or not, something at least should be done to limit 
the Indian holdings in the Indian Territory and prepare for the inevi- 
table extension of white settlement into that Territory, and which if 
it do not come under the authority of law within a reasonable period 
of time will undoubtedly come, as it has heretofore on Indian reserva, 
tions, by the irruption of men who, hungering for homes, will not longer 
be denied. 

I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented the petition of Electa W. Jacobs, of Mount 
Airy, Ohio, praying to be granted a pension on account of her son Na- 
than Jacobs, late tirst lieutenant Twelfth Kentucky Volunteer In- 
fantry; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. JACKSON presented the petition of Moses Smith, of Henderson 
County, Tennessee, the petition of John A. Greer, administrator of 
William Daniell, deceased, of Madison County, Tennessee, and the peti- 
tion of Galen G. Green, attorney for the legal representatives of John 
W. Robinson, deceased, of Madison County, Tennessee, asking com- 
pensation for property taken and used by the United States Army 
during the Jate rebellion; which were referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also presented the petition of Robert I. Chester, of Tiptonville, 
Tenn., praying that a portion of the fund appropriated for improving 
the Mississippi River be set apart for the construction of a levee from 
Hickman, Ky., to Island No. 10, Tennessee; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Improvement of the Mississippi River and Tribu- 
taries. ; 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I presenta memorial of the Chamber 
of Commerce of San Francisco, Cal., relating to an increase of the naval 
force of the United States. It is a matter of importance, and the case 
is stated here in very vigorous l Thave been requested to ask 
that this memorial be read to the te. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from California’ The Chair hears no objection, and the 
memorial will be read. 

The memorial was read, and referred to the Committee on Naval 


Affairs, as follows : 
THE CHAMBER OF COMMERCE OF SAN FRANCISCO. 


Memorial to the honorable Senate and House of Representatives 
in Congress assembled : 
Your memorialists, the Chambet of Commerce of San Francisco, desire re- 
lly but urgently to call your attention to the absolute necessity for a 
rompt and increase in the naval forces of the United States by the addi- 
Bo the: of heavy and full-powered armored vessels, as well as iron cruis- 
ers developing the highest ; both classes to be armed with the heavy 
sy ne now accepted among maritime powers as a necessity for effect- 
ve service, 

With a coast line of thousands of miles on the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans 
everywhere exposed to the attack of a naval force, with fortifications armed 
with useless smooth-bore guns, with rich and prosperous cities defeaseless 
against any power aaiae y of a few fi modern war vessels, our coun- 
try has for years done comparatively nothing for the national defense afloat, 
and at the initiation of a maritime war would be at the mercy of the enemy. 

We respectfully submit that such a condition of affairs is d ful to our 
country, wanting in patriotism, and devoid of the prudence which should char- 
acterize nations as well as individuals, 

With an overflo Treasury and a patriotic people, our Government has 
depended upon the -will of foreign nations, without a respectable naval 


si either to protect its citizens abroad or to enforce a national policy in case 
necessity. i 
We apo urge upon our fellow-citizens in Con that an adherence 


to sucha policy is a crime against our country. This 


we su 
Your fellow-citizens, 
THE CHAMBER OF COMMERCE OF SAN FRANCISCO, 


h great respect, 


Adopted January 15, 1884. 


Mr. HARRIS. I present severally the petitions of W. E. Matthews, 
executor of the estate of William Clements, deceased, of Gibson County, 
Tennessee; of George T. Taylor, of Tipton County, Tennessee; of Altha 
Thomas, administrator of John B. Thomas, deceased, of Madison 


County, Tennessee; and of Wiard W. Wilkinson, of Haywood, Tenn., 
all praying compensation for property taken and used by the United 
States Army. I move that the petitions be referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

The motion was to 

Mr. CALL presented an affidavit of Caroline Clarke in support of the 
application of Jane Latham Donelly, only surviving child of Amos La- 
tham, a soldier of the Revolutionary war, for a bounty land-warrant, 
claimed to be due said Latham; which was referred to the Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims, to accompany Senate bill No. 965. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 352) for the relief of Thomas H. Reeves, submitted 
an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was post- 
poned indefinitely, 

Mr. BAYARD. Iam instructed by the Committee on Finance to 
report back favorably the bill (S. 1155) to provide for the issue of cir- 
culating notes to national banking associations; and as it is a short 
bill and relates to a matter of interest and importance before the coun- 
try, I ask that it be read and placed upon the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Delaware asks 
that the bill be read at length. If there be no objection, it will be 
read. 


The bill was read at length, as follows: 


_ Be it enacted, &c., That upon a deposit of any United States bonds bearing 
interest, in the manner required by law, any national banking association 
making the same shall be entitled to receive from the Comptroller of the Cur- 
rency circulating notes of different denominations, in bi , registered and 
countersigned as provided by law, not exceeding in amount the par value of 
the bonds deposited: Provided, That at no time shall the total amount of such 
notes issued to any such association exceed the amount at such time actually 
paid in of its capital stock. And that all laws and parts of law inconsistent 
with the provisions of this act be, and the same are hereby, repealed, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed upon the 
Calendar. 

Mr. LAPHAM, from the Committee on Patents, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 638) for the relief of George Milsom, Henry Spen- 
delow, and George V. Watson, reported it with an amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. CONGER introduced a bill (S. 1272) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Sarah E. Canfield; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, introduced a bill (5. 1273) for the relief 
of the State University of California; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. FRYE (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1274) for the' relief of 
Reuben B. Clark and Sayles J. Bowen; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr, BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 1275) to provide for the free circu- 
lation of newspapers and other periodical publications within the State 
where the same are published; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the, Committee on Post-Offices and ,Post-Roads. 

Mr. VEST (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1276) authorizing the 
construction of a bridge across the Mississippi River at or near the 
Chain of Rocks, in the northern part of the city of Saint Louis, State of 
Missouri; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. ; 

Mr. PIKE introduced a bill (S. 1277) granting a ion to Harriet 
P. Dame; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mitteg on’ Pensions, 

Mr, GIBSON introduced a bill (8. 1278) to facilitate the reform of 
the civil service; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

Mr. RANSOM introduced a bill (S. 1279) to provide for the erection 
of a public building at Asheville, N. C.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 1280) to extend the provisions 
of an act approved March 2, 1855, entitled “An act for the relief of 
purchasers and locators of swamp and overflowed lands,” and forother 
purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. ; 

Mr, CALL introduced a bill (8. 1281) for continuing work on im- 
provement of the harbor of Tampa, Fla.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MAHONE introduced a bill (S. 1282) to provide for the erection 
of a public building in the city of Portsmouth, in theState of Virginia; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 


ANTONIO BARRIOS AND JOSE VICTOR ZAVALA. 


Mr. LOGAN. I ask leave at this time to call up the joint resolution 
(H. Res. 113) authorizing the Secretary of War to receive for instruc- 
tion at the Military Academy at West Point Antonio Barrios, of Guate- 
mala, and José Victor Zavala, of Nicaragua. It will take but a mo- 
ment. I think there will be no objection to it. I had a request from 
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the Secretary of State yesterday in reference to it, it being a matter in 
relation to citizens of a foreign government. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution? 

Mr. INGALLS. Let it be read for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not want that to stand in the way of the 
resolution which is to come up this morning 

Mr. LOGAN, Notatall. Ifit creates detale I will let it go over. 
There is nothing in it to cause debate. 

The joint resolution was read; and, by unanimous consent, the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HQUSE. 


A message from the Houseof Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its Clerk, 
announced that the House had the bill (S. 713) to remove the 
political disabilities of Samuel H. Lockett, of Alabama. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bill and joint resolution; in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 3948) making appropriations to supply deficiencies on 
account of the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, 
in regard to rebate of tax on tobacco and to provide for the expenses 
of the meeting of the Legislature of the Territory of Hone Mexico, 
and for other purposes; and 

A joint resolution (E. Res. 127) authorizing the Senar of the 
Interior to detail from that Department two clerks to act as assistant 
clerks to certain House committees. 


LADY FRANKLIN BAY EXPEDITION. 


The message further announced that the House had di to the 
amendment of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. Res. 119) mak- 
ing an appropriation for the relief of Lieut. A. W. Greely and his 
party, composing what is known as the Lady Franklin Bay expedition 
to the Arctic regions. 

Mr. HALE. I ask that the action of the House of Representatives 
be laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives di ing to the amendment of the 
Senate to the joint resolution (H. 119) making an appropriation 
for the relief of Lieut. A. W. Greely and his party, composing what is 
known as the Lady Franklin Bay expedition to the Arctic regions. 

On motion of Mr. HALE, it was 

Resolved, That the Senate insist on its amendment to the said joint resolution 

to by the House of Representatives, and a conference with the 
House of Representatives an the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

By unanimous consent, it was 

Ordered, That the conferees on the part of the Senate be appointed by the Presi- 
dent pro tempore. 

The PRESIDENT pro appointed Mr. HALE, Mr. MILLER of 
California, and Mr. SAuLsBURY the conferees on the part of the Senate. 


ALLEGED ELECTION OUTRAGES IN VIRGINIA AND MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. BECK and Mr. SHERMAN addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky. 

Me BECK. I rosea little while ago, but per way to other matters, 
intending to call up a bill which I had lai the table for the pur- 
pose of referring it to the Committee on Finance after saying a few 
words in to it. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I call for the regular order of business for the 
present. I have no doubt that I shall be able to give way after a lit- 
tle while. I call for the regular order of business now reached under 
the morning hour. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made to the request of 
the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ishall not delay the Senator long 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays Before the Senate 
under the head of “‘concurrent and other resolutions” the resolution 
offered by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] on the 23d instant, 
relating to alleged election outrages in the States of Virginia and Mis- 
sissinpi; which was laid over for consideration under the rules. 

Mr. LAMAR. I would respectfully inquire of the Senator from 
Ohio if he desires to press the consideration of that resolution this 
morning. If not, there are Senators around me who would prefer to 
have it postponed until Monday by unanimous consent. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ihave no objection at all to postponing ft until 
Monday if that is the desire of the Senate or the general desire of the 
Senators on the other side of the Chamber, because when it is called 
up I propose to have a vote upon it. In order that every one may hgve 
an opportunity to consider it, I am perfectly that by unani- 
mous consent the resolution shall be ed until Monday, Tavba 
it. does not leave its present position in the order of business. 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to ask the Senator from Ohio if it would not 
oe quite as well, in view of the fact that there is already a special order 


for Monday, that at some later day in next week the resolution be by 
unanimous consent, or by any other method, taken up? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I did not hear the Senator quite. 

Mr. HARRIS. I simply inquired if it would not be better to fix 
some later day in the week than Monday, as there is already a special 


order for that day. 
Mr. SHERMAN. [I will ask what that special order is? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senate bill No. 19, reported by the 


Senator from Delaware [Mr. BAYARD] from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, to ascertain and settle certain private land claims, was 
made the special order for Monday next at 2 o’clock. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This is a resolution directing a committee of this 
body to proceed with a certain investigation, and I think it would be 
better to letit come upin the morning hour on Monday and to proceed 
with it. I hope we can get a vote on it in a short time. J do not de- 
sire to debate it myself, and I hope that we shall be able to dispose of 
it without interfering with other business. 

Mr. BAYARD. I hope that no action will be taken by the Senate 
tending to displace the consideration specially ordered by the Senate at 
2 o'clock on Monday for the general bill relating to the settlement 
of private land claims. It is a bill of public importance, and I trust 
that whatever may be the action of the Senate now in respect to the 
present resolution it will not be allowed to disturb in the least the dis- .« 
position already made by the Senate in assigning as the special order 
Senate bill No. 19 for Monday. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam disposed to accede to the request of the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi [Mr. LAMAR] to postpone this resolution until 
Monday, without a displacement of its present position, to be taken 
up then in its order when resolutions are reached; and I hope the Sen- 
ate will then adhere to it and consider it until it is disposed of, although, 
as a matter of course, it is at any time within the power of the Senate 
by a majority vote to take up the special order; or perhaps it would 
come up at 2 o’clock, and the Senate could then choose as to whether 
it would proceed to dispose of the resolution or not. With that under- 
standing L will agree to have the resolution go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the suggestion 
of the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. BAYARD. Will the Chair be kind énounh to state it? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.. It is that the resolution lie over in 
its present order on the Calendar, to be laid before the Senate on Mon- 
day morning at the beginning of the call for resolutions, which is its 
present position. 

Mr. BAYARD. Does the Senator by that mean to displace the spe- 
cial order made for Monday? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It would not have that effect. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It would not have that effect. The special order 
comes up at 2 o’clock on Monday, but I give the Senate notice that 
unless the resolution is disposed of at 2 o'clock I shall seek to have it 
continued under consideration till a vote is reached. But the bill 
which the Senator from Delaware has in charge is the special order and 
will come up on Monday. 

Mr. BAYARD. I trust sincerely that whatever notice may be given 
the Senate will not revoke its action upon a bill of so important achar- 
acter as the one which has already been assigned as the special order 
for Monday. I will further ask the Chair for information: Does the 
present suggested arrangement bring the resolution under the five- 
minute rule? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Itdoesnot, in the opinion ofthe Chair. 

Mr. BAYARD. I made the inquiry because as none but unobjected 
cases can be considered under that brale it would be scarcely worth while 
to pe the resolution in that category. ` 
i Mr. SHERMAN. It will follow the ordinary course of such reso- 

utions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the suggestion 
of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] that the resolution lie over 
until Monday in its present gam the table of the President, to be 
laid before the Senate with the same rights it has to-day? The Chuir 
hears none. 

Mr. BAYARD. With the distinct understanding that it in no way 
affects the action of the Senate in regard to the bill which has been in- 
trusted to me by the Committee on Private Land Claims, I make no 
objection; otherwise, I do. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
none, and it is so ordered. 


PURCHASE OF UNITED STATES BONDS. 


Mr. BECK. I desire to call up the bill (S. 1070) to prohibit the 
Secretary of the Treasury from purchasing the bonds of the United States 
above their par value, and for other purposes, which is now on the table, 
in order to have it referred to the Committee on Finance, desiring, how- 
ever, to say a few words about it, not occupying over five minutes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky asks 
unanimous consent that 1 the bill indicated by him be now taken up for 
reference, with some remarks to be submitted by the Senator now. Is 
there objection? - The Chair hears no objection. The bill is before the 
Senate, and will be read for information. 


Is there objection? TheChair hears 
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The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, &c., That section 2 ofan act entitled a Ee pa AREN 
forsundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year une 30,1882, 
and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1881, which provides “` the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury may at any timeapply the surplus money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, or so m thereof as he may consider proper, to the 
pu or redemption of United States bonds: Provided, That the bonds so pur- 
chased or redeemed shall constitute no part of the sinking fund, but shall be 
canceled,” shall not be so construed as to authorize the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to purchase at a premium any of the outstanding bonds of the United States 
in advance of the time when they 
States under existing law. 

Mr. BECK. “Mr. President, the object I have in calling the atten- 
tion of the Senate to this bill now is, first, because the Committee on 
Finance this morning has reported a bill which will pass, in some form or 
other, I presume, for the purpose of settling what the rights of national 
banks shall be in the futute as to their bonds and circulation. Sup- 
plementing that, and I think as a necessary part of it, the Senateought 
to determine whatis the true construction of the act of March 3, 1831, 
relative to the right of the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase bonds 
not payable at the option of the Government at any premium he sees 
fit to pay beyond such bonds as are required for the wants of the sink- 
ing fund, if that thing is to be perpetuated. If our rate of taxation is 
to be kept up to $80,000,000 or $100,000,000 in excess of our needs, and 
purchases of bonds are to be made by the Secretary in his discretion at 
any premium he pleases, there will be quite as much instability in the 
bonds of the United States and the circulation of banks based upon 
these bonds as exists now. Indeed, all our efforts to secure a stable 
hasis for bank circulation is destroyed by the construction now given to 
the act of March 3, 1881. 

My bill assumes that the purpose of Congress in passing the act of 
March 3, 1881, was simply to provide for a then existing exigency and 
not to give to the Secretary authority to go into the market for all time 
and buy bonds of the United States not due nor payable at our option 
at 20, 22, 24, or any other per cent. premium that the holders of them 
might ask, when we are seeking to secure stability and certainty in 
those outstanding obligations and asking banking corporations to buy 
them because most of them are permanent until the year 1907. 

I hold in my hand the RECORD containing what occurred in relation 
to the of that bill. It was an amendment or section added to 
the sundry civil bill of that year, which I had in charge, and I con- 
sented to that section being added to the bill because of the then press- 
ing exigency for that particular action. The Senator from Delaware 
[Mr. BAYARD], who was then chairman of the Finance Committee, 
presented it. 1, as a member of the Finance Committee, had agreed to 
it and thought it was right upon.a very urgent letter sent us by the 
then Secretary of the Treasury, now the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHER- 
MAN]. The RECORD shows this: 


Mr. BAYARD. I am instructed by the Committee on Finance to offer the fol- 
lowing as an additional section to the bill—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kentucky consent to the 
amendment eg Se on now? 

Rai ERATAN The amendment has been submitted to the Senator in charge of 
the $ 

Mr, Beck. This may as well be acted on now.  ' 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to insert as an additional section : 

“SEC. -—. That the of the Treasury may at any time apply the surplus 
money in the Treasury not rwise appropriated, or so much thereof as he ma 
consider proper, to the purchase or redemption of United States bonds: Provide & 
That the bonds so purchased or redeemed shall constitute no part of the sinking 
fund, but shall be canceled.” 

Mr. Locas, I desire to inquire of the Senator if that applies to all the different 
character of bonds, the fours, four-and-a-halfs, fives, and sixes? 

Mr. BAYARD. It will apply to any bonds which it is optional with the Govern- 
ment to pay, 


These were the only bonds that the mover of the amendment thought 
it would apply to or ought to apply to. Some other remarks were made, 
and Mr. McDonald, then a Senator from Indiana, asked: 

Ought it not be limited to the purchasing of those bonds? 

After having been assured by the Senator in charge of the amend- 
ment thatthat was what he intended and what I, who was in charge of 
the sundry civil bill, believed, no objection was made and it became a 
law. ThethenSecretary of the Treasury had written to the Committee 
on Finance this Jetter: 


me redeemable atthe option of the United 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
March 2, 1881. 

Sim: If there is any possibility of the defeat of the refunding act it is of vital 
importance that the Recretary of the Treasury be authorized by law at the pres- 
ent session to apply the surplus revenue to the purchase or payment of bonds. 
Incl I send you a statement of the sinking-fund account for the P hor ending 
June 30, 1881, from which it appears that the deficiency in that fund will proba- 
bly be made good by the Ist of July next. 

_ There are grave doubts whether the Secretary of the Treasury will be author- 

ized to apply the surplus revenue in excess of the sinking fund to the payment 

of either the fives or sixes of 1881, because they are not duo in the I sense of 

that word, but are only payable “at the pleasure of the United States,” a dis- 

— which the Secretary could not exercise except by express authority of 
aw. 

I have the honor to request, therefore, that, if consistent with the rules of the 
Senate, an amendment be made to an ropriation bill authorizing the applica- 
tion of all surplus revenue to the pure! of bonds. The inclosed provision 
copied from the pending ehegue H will answer the purpose. Intheabsence 
of such provision a dangerous and unnecessary accumulation of money in the 
sama may eer Sore, the next fiscal year. 

ery respectfully, 
JOHN SHERMAN, Secretary. 

Hon, THOMAS F, BAYARD 


Committee on Finance, United States Senate. 


While the language is broad enough toentitle that section to the con- 
struction which is now given to it of conferring absolute power and an- 
thority on theSecretary of the Treasury to purchase any bonds anywhere, 
the words of the then Secretary of the Treasury that ‘‘in the absence of 
such provision a dangerous and unnecessary accumulation of money in. 
the Treasury may occur during the next fiscal year,” show beyond doubt 
that his intention was only to authorize the purchase of such bonds as: 
it was optional with the Government to pay, 

Mr. BAYARD. May I state to my friend from Kentucky as an ele- 
ment of further certainty in that direction, that the Secretary who writes 
this letter states that the amendment suggested by him was copied from 
the refunding bill. The-refunding bill of course had relation only to 
those bonds which were subject to the option of the Government, and 
none others. 

Mr. BECK. It is plain that when this bill was passed it was not 
intended by the mover of the amendment nor by the Senate to vest the- 
Secretary of the Treasury with any other power than he then had over 
bonds not payable at our option, especially not to extend the power to- 
go into the open market and purchase bonds not payable at any pre- 
mium he pleased. It was simply to allow the surplus revenue that would 
be in his hands to be applied beyond the necessities of the sinking fund 
to the purchase of any bonds of the United States then outstanding and 
payable, so as to prevent a contraction of the currency and loss of in- 
terest by an accumulation of surplus revenue before Congress could 
again meet. The language, however, is now construed to mean that he- 
shall havea right beyond the necessities of the sinking fand, and, going 
beyond the bonds which are payable at the pleasure of the Government 
and withoufarther authority from Congress, to purchase any outstand- 
ing bonds, whether due in 1891 or 1907, with surplus revenue at any 
premium he sees fit to give. In verification of that I desire to call at- 
tention to a few facts. One is this: We had a discussion on the 13th of 
December, 1883. When I was disputing the power to purchase bonds. 
and arguing against the policy of allowing the Secretary, unless author- 
ized by law, to go into the market and buy bonds, the Senator ‘from 
Ohio, who had been the Secretary of the Treasury from whom we re- 
ceived the letter I have just read, said: 

There is now no question about his power to purchase bonds, A law passed 
ata time when this Senate was Democratic, a law that was properly passed, 
upon the motion of the Senator from Delaware [Mr. BayArp], authorized the 
Secretary of the Treasury to apply the surplus revenue to the purchase and pay- 
ment of bonds whenever he uy nepta so to apply. So there is no ques- 
tion of power; and it is no doubt duty, whenever there is a surplus of rev- 
enue in the Treasury more than sufficient to mect the funds required by the 
resumption act and to and off the silver certificates and the gold certificates and 
the other demand liabilities of the Government, to apply that surplus revenue- 
to the purchase of the public debt, and he must make the best terms he can; he 


must buy in open market, If the debt bears but 3 per cent. interest he must 
pay it off. He has no option. He must go on and carry out that policy. 


I repeat that latitude of power was hot intended to be conferred by 
that act, even if the words taken literally do confer it, and such power 
never would have been given if it had been asked for. The Secretary of 
the Treasury in his annual report to this Congress said: 


The only authority possessed by the Treasury whereby it can restore to busi- 
ness the surplus moneys thus accumulated is that given to the Secretary by the- 
act of March 3, 1881, by which he may at any time apply the surplus money in 
the Treasury not otherwise apye riated tothe purchase or redemption of United 
States bonds, Thisean now lone to othér than the 3 percents only by the 
payment of a large and increasing premium eda cee And when it is con- 
sidered that on iy Lee orig as of the interest-bearing debt of the United States is 
held by national ks, State banks, savings tants and trust companies, and 
much other of it by private trustees and other persons acting in fiduciary capac- 
ity, who have no wish tosurrender these securities, the difficulty of acting under 
the provision cited is manifest. Moreover, it cannot be assumed that the esti- 
mated surplus for the current and next years, under —- Jaws, will remain 
at the same rate in succeeding years, The increasing population and swelling 
business of the country will add to rather than take from the amount of the 
wid hs now estimated, while the decrease of interest on the public debt, and 
probably on the amount disbursed by the Pension Bureau asarrears of pensions 
are paid off, should diminish ex itures, 

Asa geaen principle, the of the people requires that a public debt should 
be paid as soon as it may be without greatly onerous taxation or disturbance of 
business interests which have been fostered, perhaps stimulated, by provisions 
of law once ex ent; though of the public debt resting upon us it is to be 
considered that the object for which it was in the main incurred was the good 
of coming generations as well as of that which incurred it, and that it is not 
unjust to them that, aoe a measure of the benefits it purchased, they should 
bear their share of the burden of payment. But as our interest. public 
debt is over one billion and a quarter of dollars (§1,312,446,950 in exact res), 
and about $250,000,000 and about $740,000,000 of it beyond our reach for payment 
for about eight years and twenty-four years, respectively, and may not be 
brought in by purchase, save at heavy rates of premium, even if it can by pay- 
ing those rates, there is forced upon our attention the question, how shall s 
heaped-up surplus of public money be avoided? The discussion of this question 
in former reports of Department admits of but one consistent answer from 
it now; the views therein expressed have not been given up. There ought to be 
a reduction of taxation. 


I desire while calling attention to this bill to indorse what the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury has here said, that instead of keeping up taxa- 
tion forthe purpose of buying up these bonds at a premium, the duty 
of this Congress ought to be first to reduce taxation down to the wants 
of the Government; and in the next place I desire Congress to give the 
construction the law of 1881 was intended to have by those who aided 
in the passage of it, that is, to confine the power of the Secretary of the 
Treasury to the purchase of bonds that are payable at the option of the 
Government, and not authorize him to go into the market and buy 
those not due at any premium he pleases to pay. As there are still 
about $275,000,000 of 3 per cent, bonds which can be so paid off, there 
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is ample time for further legislation by this or future Congresses if neces- 
sary to give the Secretary of the Treasury such power as it may see fit 
to confer when any exigency may arise that requires the application of 
the surplus that he can not get rid of otherwise than by buying bonds 
at a premium. 

The law of 1881 was passed to meet the then existing exigency of 
want of power, even to buy beyond the necessities of the sinking fund 
bonds that were payable at the option of the Government, and was not 

‘intended for any other purpose; but a broader construction is given to it. 
I think its language warrants it, both by the present Secretary and 
the preceding Secretary. I have introduced this bill and seek to refer 
it to the Finance Committee, to confine the Secretary's power to the 
bonds now payable, as was intended by all of us at the time the law 
was passed, hoping that we may be able then to address ourselves to 
the problem before us of reducing taxation, with the understanding 
that we are securing the stability of the national currency by making 
the bonds on which it is based permanent, and we will advise the tax- 
payers of the country that we will not merely for the purpose of keep- 
ing up unnecessary taxation draw in these bonds at any premium the 
holders may see fit toask. We should doubtless increase the present 
high premium the very moment it is found that we have a surplus which 
must be applied in this way. 

The 4 percents have gone from 21 to 24 per cent. premium in the last 
forty days by the hope that the banks were going to get more advan- 
tageons terms even than the bill reported to-day will give them. The 
moment we go into the market to buy them before maturity the holders 
will ask more, especially if provision is made that any Secretary we 
may chance to have shall buy them at any price he sees fit. 

I have thought it proper to make these remarks, explanatory of the 
object I seek to accomplish. I now ask that the bill be referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MORRILL. Before the bill is referred I desire to say a single 
word. It seems tome that the Senator from Kentucky is leaping before 
he comes to the stile. As long as we have any surplus, clearly it will be 
more economical for the Government to reduce its public debt than it 
will be to hold its funds ọn hand. For instance, it might be profitable 
for the Government to pay even a premium of 17 or 18 per cent. and 
redeem the 4 per cent. bonds and issue bonds instead at 3 per cent. It 
we have bonds out that are payable twenty-four years hence, we are 
not only compelled to pay the principal, but at 4 per cent. interest we 
have to pay 96 per cent. in addition. Therefore it will be much more 
economical, as it seems to me, for us to pay even a premium on our 
bonds whenever we have a surplus than to let the surplus lie idle in 
the Treasury. It strikes me therefore that the measure of the Senator 
from Kentucky is not one that he will approve of himself. The only 
thing is to wait and sce whether we have or have not a surplus, and if 
we have it ought to be expended in the way that will be of most bene- 
fit to the Government of the United States. It is certainly a great 
compliment to the United States that our bonds, bearing as they do so 
small a rate of interest, are now sold in all markets for a high premium. 
I do not think that fact ought to be a subject of reproach or of regret. 

Mr. BECK. I only desire that the law shall be construed as we all 
intended it, and that whatever power to buy bonds may be given here- 
after shall be such as in the wisdom of Congress it is thought best to 
give. Instead of keeping up a surplus for the purpose of buying bonds 
at a premium when money is worth to the people 8 or 10 per cent. in 
their hands, I agree with the present Secretary of the Treasury that 
we ought to address ourselves to the reduction of taxation and allow 
the 4} and 4 per cent. bonds, because we are going to pay all the threes 
in three and a half years, to be as permanent as the interests of the 
country require that they should, and not be agitating the market con- 
stantly through our Secretary offering enormous premiums for bonds. 
. Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, it seems to me that the suggestion 
of my friend from Vermont would lead to this necessary result: If aslong 
as there is a surplus of revenue there is a power and a duty with the 
Secretary of the Treasury to buy in fhe bonds not due at any rate of 
premium, no matter how high it may be, we are obviously making it 
the interest of the bond-holding class of this country to keep up the 
taxation as high as it may be kept up in order that the surplus may be 
applied for their benefit in the enhanced premium. That will not do, 
Mr. President. There must be no such interest to keep up taxation 
in order that part of it may go into the pockets of those who enhance 
the premium upon Government obligations not for the purpose of sus- 
taining the public credit but for the purpose of making money out of 
the Government obligations. Itwould be a very dangerous doctrine. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


WILLIAM L. WHITE. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be nofurther “concurrent or 
other resolutions,” the Calendar is in order; and the first bill will be 


reported. 

The bill (S. 621) for the relief of William L. White was announced 
as first in order, and the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider it. } 

The bill is a direction to the Secretary of the Interior to andit and 
allow the claim of William L. White for actual services performed by 


him as a clerk in the land office at Oregon City, Oreg., under contract 
with the register and the receiver thereof, to the amount of $1,333,334, 
the balance due on the contract. 

Mr. GARLAND. Is there a report with that bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is reported by the Senator 
from m [Mr. SLATER] from the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. PLUMB. That is # bill which has been reported twice from 
the Committee on Public Lands, and I think it passed the Senate at 
the last session. No written reportaccompanies the bill this time; but 
I have in my hand the report made on the 30th day of January, 1882, 
which if the reading is called for I shall ask to have read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Is the reading of the report called 
for? 

Mr. PLUMB. Perhaps the report had better be read, as it is as brief 
as any statement I can make. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. GROVER, 
January 30, 1882: 


The Committee on Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill (S. 146) for the 
relief of William L. White, have had the same under consideration, and beg 
leave to submit the following report: 

That the said William L. White was duly employed by the register of the land 
office at O n City, Oreg., from September 1, 1859, to 3ist day of December, 
1869, a period of sixteen months, at the rate of $1,500 per annum, AEREN H in 
all for said service to the sum of $2,000, on account of which there was paid by 
said office the sum of $666.65}, leaving a balance due said White for said services 
the sum of $1,333.33}, as appears by the certified copy of voucher and receipt 
furnished by the Commissioner of the General Land Office to the committee. 

By the seventh section of the act of Congress approved August 18, 1856 (vol. 
11, p. 91), the Secretary of the Interior “is authorized to allow, subject to the 
approval of Congress, such reasonable compensation for additional clerical sery- 
ices and extraordinary expenses incidental to said offices (registers and re- 
ceivers) as he shall think just and proper, and report to Con all such cases 
of allowance at each su ing session, with estimate of the sum or sums re- 
quired to pay the same. On August 16, 1860, the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office issued a circular to all the local land offices in which he recited the 
above-quoted provision of law, and in reference thereto gave the following in- 
structions to the registers and receivers of said offices, to wit: 

“You will send on a statement showing the amount actually expended by you 
as a reasonable compensation for additional clerical services and extraordinary 
expenses over and above the allowance by said act of 1518 (the same simply re- 
ferring to the salaries of the registers and receivers). 

“You will Pig ete a statement in tabular form, showing the whole amount 

d by you for this additional class of services, when and to whom, designhatin: 
n each item the name of the party to whom paid and kind of service rendered, 
sending on the vouchers with your aflidavit verifying the statement. 

“Such data will enable this office to place the matter on just and favorable 
basis for the consideration of Co . 

Pursuant to said instructions under said act of Congress, on December 15, 1809. 
said register duly reported the services of said William L. White, and forwarded 
to the Commissioner of the General Land Office a certified statement of his ac- 
count as herein set forth. 

The occasion ** for additional clerical service and extraordinary expenses ™ in 
the Oregon City land office appears to have been necessary work upon donation 
land certificates preparatory to patenting lands to settlers under the donation 
land law of O: n of September 27, 1850, and the amendments thereto, n large 
number of which remained unissued for many years on account of the want of 
clerical force in said office. 

It appears by a letter of May 18, 1880, from the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, addressed to the Secretary of the Interior, and by him communi- 
cated to your committee at a former consideration of this claim, “that by act of 
Congress June 5, 1858, the sum of $7,000 was Gy ba eax to reimburse the land 
offices at Oregon City and Winchester, Oreg., for expenses incurred by them in 
the employment of clerks necessary for the riali p of business of their re- 
spective offices, &c., but that the expenses actually incurred by them for this 
purpose exceeded the sum appropriated, vee | direction of the honorable Sec- 
retary of the Interior, of date January 14, 1859, the amount appropriated was 
paid out to the clerks employed pro rata, 

This accounts for the ial payment of this claim. No objection has been 
inte by the Land rtment to favorable action on this bill. 

A similar bill has twice been favorably reported to the Senate by your com- 
mittee heretofore, and twice passed the e without dissenting vote. 

This is a case in which experienced and valuable clerical labor has been em- 
pee in the service of the United States by a public officer under authority of 

Tennie bill 140 te therefor reported back, with recommendation that it pass 
e erefore ro mmendation t t 
with an nmendment as stated in the bill, 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I desire to inquire of thé Senator from Kansas 
why this claim has not been paid before. I understand it is a claim 
originating in 1860. 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes, sir, it originated in 1860. I will state to the 
Senator that this claim has been pending before Congress since nearly 
that time, and has passed this body two or three times. Oregon has 
been until very recently a long way off ; communication has been more 
or less interrupted, and I have no doubt for the time being the party 
may have considered the settlement made with him as all he could get. 
But the policy of the Government in regard to these matters changed. 
The service was rendered under a.contract, which was regarded at that 
time as valid until the instruction of the Interior Department. Assoon 
as he could in the ordinary way prefer his claim he did so, and it has 
been pending for twelve or fifteen years in Congress. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


FORT SMITH MILITARY RESERVATION. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 258) donating a part of the abandoned military reservation at 
Fort Smith, Ark., to the city of Fort Smith, for the use and benefit of 
the free public schools thereof, and for other purposes. 

Mr. WALKER. I ask that the report accompanying the bill be read 


. 
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The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. WALKER 
on the 7th instant: - 


The Committee on Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill (S. 258) donat- 
ing a part of the abandoned mili reservation at Fort Smith, Ark., to the city 
of Fort Smith, for the use and benefit of the free public schools thereof, and for 
, report the same back, and recommend that the bill be r 

reservation at Fort Smith has long since been abandoned for 


military there being no need of a fort or n at or near that loca- 
tion. This fact aj , Co Eon 


War Department 
additional land was reserved 


point, no matter what progress may be made in the adjacent country. Thisand 
also the land reserved as a Bees Soe 
vided by this bill. ? 

The city of Fort Smith lies alongside this reservation, and one of its streets— 
Garrison avenue—where it nears the Arkansas River, encroaches upon the res- 
ervation, so that a small portion thereof is within it and a part of the wharf is 
upon it. l 

The bill provides that so much of the reservation as is occupied by Garrison 
avenue and by the wharf of the city of Fort Smith be donated to said city, to be 
used as an avenue and wharf; that an amount of said reservation not exceeding 
9 acres be ted to the city, to be used for public buildings and county court- 
house for the Fort Smith of ian County and for a public park ; and 
the city of Fort Smith is required to lay off, and for all time keep in repair, a 
street or avenue 60 feet wide leading to the front gate of the national cemetery, 
or the 9 atres of land so granted is to revert to the United States. 

That the city shall as soon as may be after the wre of the act cause the res- 
ervation granted to be divided into lots and blocks corresponding as near as 
possible with the plat of said city; that all streets, avenues, and alleys laid out 
on such part of the avenue as is granted by this bill be granted to the city, to be 
held for the use of the public; that the remainder of such reservation be granted 
to the city of Fort Smith, to be held in trust for the benefit of the free public 
schools of the school district of said city, the city being required within ten 

after the cot to cause the land to be sold in single lots at publie sale 
for cash to the highest bidder, the purchase price to be paid from time to time 
as sales are made to the treasurer of the school board of such school district, to 
be used by the board in the erection of schoo)-houses, for the pay of teachers, 
and the maintenance of public schools in said district. 

It is provided also that persons having fractional lots fronting on Garrison 
avenue in said city shall have the right to purchase, within two years from the 
passage of the act, at private sale, so much of reservation as shall be neces- 
sary to extend their respective fractional lots back a distance of 140 feet, at the 
rate per square foot that the lots onthe reservation nearest such fractional lot 
may sell for at public sale. In making disposition of the reservation this appears 
to be just, inasmuch as the reservation line foratime had been un and 

urchases were made and buildings erected when it was believed to be elsewhere. 
This is evidenced by fact that the principal street of the city is located upon 


a part of it. 

Fhe Government derives no benefit whatever from said reservation or any 
part thereof, except that portion withheld by the provisions of this bill. The 
reservation remaining in its present condition, undisposed of, is an ol ion 

rosperity of the by the capital and in- 


As the Government derives no benefit from the land embraced in the grant 
and the proceeds arising from the sale thereof in the manner and for the use an 
benefit proposed will y aid in the education of the children of said school 
district, the committee are of opinion that the bill pro just and proper 
legislation. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like the attention of some member of the com- 
mittee that reported this bill. The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
WALKER] has it in charge. I see that this bill, in the second section, 
requires the city ef Fort Smith forever to keep in repair certain streets 
and avenues which it is to lay out, and upon a failure to do that the 
whole land grant is forfeited to the United States. Italso requires the 
city to sell the land to purchasers who probably will be householders, 
so that these people will take their title, erect theirdwellings or stores 
or whatever else they erect upon the land upon a perpetual condition- 
subsequent, that their title shall be forfeited if the city fails to perform 
a certain provision of the bill. Itseems to me that that would be a 
very unjust arrangement. 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. President, the title once vested remains in the 
party purchasing. It is only in regard to the unsold lands that the re- 
version is to take place. The title once vested will not be divested by 
a subsequent failure. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator please read for himself lines 14 and 
15 of section 2? Does the Senator understand that the nine acres do 
not include the portion of the reservation to be sold? I should like to 
have the Senator or some member of thegommittee also state why this 
is given; whether if the Boston navy-yard shall be abandoned for naval 
purposes it is also the purpose to convey that to the city of Boston. 

Mr. PLUMB. The committee did not have under consideration the 
Boston navy-yard, and consequently I can not answer as to that par- 
ticular tract of land; but I can state briefly the theory upon which the 
committee proceeded. 

Fort Smith is located upon the boundaries of the State of Arkansas 
and the Indian reservation. It is a reservoir, so to speak, of a large 
floating population, ignorant and vicious to an extreme degree, half- 


breeds, Indians of various degrees of intermixture with white blood, 
and Indians of full blood. This town has had the burden of the con- 
trol of this class of people for many years. It has also had the burden 
of educating a more than usually large number of this class of le 
by reason of its proximity to a section of country where educational fa- 
cilities were limited, and which therefore voided upon it, so to speak, 
a large number of persons to be educated in excess of that which applies 
to communities otherwise located. 

In addition to that, whatever value this piece of land has beyond its 
value for agricultural purposes is due to the energy, to the enterprise, 
tothe investmentof thepeopleofFortSmith. They have given it value, 
and for many years the proper and legitimate growth of the town has 
been interrupted and hindered seriously by reason of the fact that this 
reservation lay close up against it in such a way that it could not ex- 
tend itself accordingly as it would have done if this land had been sub- 
ject to sale. 

Besides, the committee was to some extent responsive to the opin- 
ion expressed here and elsewhere in regard to the unsettled condition 
of things existing in the Southern States which has evoked so much 
attention from Co in the way of appropriations for educational 
purposes to the States in which a large black population exists, a pop- 
ulation which is of necessity very ignorant, 

These were the considerations which moved the committee to report 
this bill. The reservation is not needed for military purposes. If it 
were exposed tosaleand the Government was compelled to pay outof the 
proceeds thesum of money which would represent the increase in value 
which the labor and the investment of the people of Forth Smith has 
heretofore put upon this particular piece of land, there would be buta 
small amount to go into the Treasury of the United States. It was - 
thought, considering the exceptional condition of things surrounding 
that community, it were better to be generous and fair, and not to cut 
a small pattern or to deal with them in a close way, but, inasmuch as 
the situation was exceptional, to give them the full benefit to grow out 
of the donation to them of this* tract of land. 

Mr. HOAR. I know I am violating the rule, and if I have spoken 
part of five minutes once, I ask for enough of time to make up that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator is not entitled to be 
recognized unless by unanimous consent, he having spoken once. Is 
there objection to the Senator from Massachusetts speaking again on 
this question? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HOAR. I am obliged to the Senate for its consent, but I do 
not conceive that I am violating the spirit of the rule, as I rose first to 
ask a question, and did not occupy more than half a minute in doing 
it. The Chair is right in saying that I am violating the letter of the 
rule without consent. 

It does not seem to me that the consideration that value has been 
added to this land by these people is of very great force, because that 
is true of all Government land situated in the neighborhood of any 
growing community. The other reasons stated by the Senator from 
Kansas seem to me forcible. I move to amend the bill by adding at 
the end of the first section— s 

And to be applicd to the benefit of all children of school age, without dis- 
tinction of race, 

The Senator states that this is intended largely for the benefit of In- 
dian and colored children. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves to amend the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not enter into the question whether they are edu- 
cated at separate schools or together, but I want to provide in some 
way that each race shall have its equal share of the benefits, 

Mr. WALKER. I am willing to accept the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas can not 
accept the amendment, as the bill is before the Senate. It is the duty 
of the Chair to put the question on the amendment. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is avery appropriate amendment to this enact- 
ment, for we have there a colony of negroes and a colony of Indians 
who have assembled in the vicinity of Fort Smith and occupy part of 
this reservation as squatters, as I understand, and that is one of the main 
reasons why the citizens of that community desire that this land be 
passed into private ownership. 

My impressions about the bill have been derived almost entirely from 
correspondence with the citizens, amongst others with the judge of the 
United States court there, who seems to be a philanthropic and public- 
spirited man, and he desires that this area of reserved land shall go into 
the city limits, and that the city shall have an opportunity of extending 
itself over this plain. ! 

Fort Smith is an important town in a great many particulars, and 
has a good commerce and fine prospects for the future, and it is of great 
service, I think, to the Government and the people of the United States 
as an outpost of civilization on the border of the Indian Territory; 
and so I consider are all the towns around the Indian Terrilory. Good 
influences ought to pass from those towns into that Territory, and 
really we are doing more to civilize and improve the Indians than we 
are aware of. We establisked courts there on the southern border of 
Kansas; we have a court also at Fort Smith for the trial of criminals 
and for the investigation of offenses and crimes in the Indian Territory. 
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These people haye gone on and expended their money and improved 
the property in the vicinity of this reservation, as the Government has 
been holding it without having any actual necessity for it as a military 
reservation. It seems to me thatit isan act of public justice as well as 
of public benefaction to allow this land to pass into private ownership, 
and the proceeds to go into a school fund for the use of all persons, with- 
out distinction of race or color. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, the report is silent as to the area of 
this reservation. It would be interesting to know how many acres it 
contains. It appears from the bill that nine acres are to be reserved 
for the erection of public buildings and for the use of a park for the in- 
habitants of the city, and that the remainder is to be disposed of for 
the benefit of the public schools of Fort Smith. Can the Senator advise 
us how many acres there are in the entire reservation? 

Mr. WALKER. Two hundred and ninety-odd. g 

Mr. INGALLS, Two hundred and ninety acres. 

Mr. GARLAND. The amendment offered by the Senator from 
Massachusetts is proper enough, but I suppose the committee who re- 
ported the bill considered that the present constitution and school laws 
of Arkansas are ample on that question. Still, for one, I am willing to 
let that go in. : 

Now, I would a verbal amendment in section 2, line 28, 
which reads, “for the pay of teachers and the maintenance of the 
public schools.” I would insert “‘free’’ after the word “the,” so as to 
read, ‘‘the free public schools in said district;’’ so as to carry out the 


urpose. 

% I would state, in addition to what the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
PLUMB] and the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan] have stated, 
that this bill was passed by the Senate some two years ago identically 
in the form it is now with the same report. There was no opposition 
to it except that the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. McMILLAN] asked 
that it go over one day until he could look into it. He examined itand 
the next day withdrew the objection. The act of Congress reserving 
this reservation specifies the number of acres and the area by metes and 
bounds. Ioffer the amendment which I indicated in order to carry out 
to the fullest extent the purport of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That will not be in order until the 
amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts shall have been disposed 
of. The question now is on the amendment of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I have no objection to the amendment of the 
Senator from Massachusetts being adopted if the Senators from Arkan- 
sas do not object to it; but I do not see how that amendment can be 
carried into effect. It provides that the proceeds of this land shall be 
applied to the education of all children of school age without distinc- 
tion as to race or color. Suppose all those children do not desire to 
avail themselves of the advantages of a school education, how is it to 
be applied? I think the Senator ought to amend his amendment by 
saying ‘‘such of the children as shall see proper to avail themselves of 
an education.” I do not see how this fund can be diverted from a 
strict application to all the children of school age uader the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts. y 

Mr. HOAR., The Senator will allow me to point out to him that 
the which I used is qualified by what already is in the bill. 
Perhaps he did not observe that it is to be held for the use and benefit 
of the free public schools in the school district of Fort Smith, to be ap- 
plied without distinction of race. I suppose of course that means only 
such children as are in the free public schools. They make their own 

tions about that. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Then, I again say, I have no objection to the 
amendment, as the Senators from Arkansas do not object. Still I do 
think itis unnecessary on all occasions to be attempting to regulate here 
the local concerns of every community. I should be perfectly willing 
to trust the management of this fund to the people of the town of Fort 
Smith without theinterference of Congress or the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts or any other Senator as to the manner in which they shall 
apply the money. I would trust the peopleof New England or of Kansas 
or of any other State, and I think we had as well leave the management 
of their local affairs entirely to the people of the different sections of 
this country and not undertake to impose our own particular views 
upon the people of every section of the Union. s 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
propesed by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
GARLAND] moves an amendment in section 2, line 28, after the word 
tthe,” where it occurs in the second place, to insert ‘‘free;’’ so as to 
read, ‘‘the free public schools.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


JUDICIAL RETIRED LIST. 


The bill (S. 178) to repeal section 714 of the Revised Statutes, allow- 
ing pensions to judges in certain cases, was announced as nextin order. 


Mr. PUGH. There is an adverse report from the Committee on the 


Judiciary on that bill. I am requested by the Senator from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. GEORGE] who introduced the bill to ask that it lie on the 
table, and he will call it up at a future day. ‘ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is moved by the Senator from 
Alabama that this bill lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


COLORADO SCHOOL LANDS. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (8. 74) to enable the State 
of Colorado to take lands in lieu of the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sec- 
tions, found to be mineral lands, and to Secure to the State of Colorado 
the benefit of the act of July 2, 1862, entitled “An act donating public 
lands to the several States and Territories which may provide colleges 
for the benefit of agriculture and the mechanic arts ;’’ which was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is there any report with that bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is a report. 

Mr. HILL. I will state that this bill has passed the Senate in the 
Forty-sixth and Forty-seventh Congresses. It has been examined by 
the committee very carefully. There is no report filed now. There 
was a report made on the bill at the last session, which I suppose will 
answer the purpose, if the Senator desires to have it read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will inform the Senator 
from Colorado that there is a report at this session. 

Mr. HILL. The same report that was made last year was adopted 
by the committee. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read, if there be 
no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read the following repert, submitted by Mr. HILL 
January 7, 1884: 

The Committee on Public to whom was referred 8, 74, “to enable the 
State of Colorado to take lands in lieu of the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections. 
found to be mineral lands, and to secure to the State of Colorado the benefit of 
the act of July 2, 1862, e ed ‘An act donating public lands to the several States 


and Territories which maypin coHegesfor the benefit of agriculture and the 
mechanic arts,’ ” has had the same under consideration, and reports it back to the 
Senate with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I offer the amendment which I sub- 
mitted a few days ago, and which is simply to admit California to the 
provisions of this bill as respects indemnity for the sixteenth and thirty- 
sixth sections taken as mineral lands. 

Mr. HOAR. Has that been before the committee? 

Mr. MILLER, of California. The amendment has been submitted 
to the members of the committee. 

Mr. HOAR. Have the committee passed upon it? 

Mr. MILLER, of California. They have passed upon it individually. 
There can not possibly be any objection to it, because California is in 
the same position as Colorado. 

Mr. HOAR. Butit seems to me that a provision of this character 
conferring a new right to public lands, however proper it may seem on 
its face, ought not to be coupled witk a provision of even a similar 
character relating to another State by mere amendment, unless it has 
in some way substantially received the same consideration of the com- 
mittee. Ifthe Senator says he has submitted it to the members of this 
committee and has their approbation without the formality of a nreet- 
ing, I shall not object; but I should object otherwise. 

Mr. MI of California. I understand it has been submitted 
to the chairman and other members of the committee, and there is a 
bill introduced by me for the benefit of California, which is before the 
committee. I desire to put these States on an equal footing in this re- 
spect and have them both in one bill. I ask the chairman of the com- 
mittee whether there is any objection to my dmendment? I do not 
think there can possibly be any objection to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from California pro- 
poses an amendment, which will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The proposed amendment is to strike out all 
after the enacting clause of the bil] and insert: 

That an act entitled “‘An act to enable the le of Colorado to form a con- 
stitution and State pomenu ae forthe ission of the said State into the 
Union on an equal ‘ooting with the ori States,” approved March 3, 1875, and 
an act entitled “An act to provide for the survey of the public lands in Califor- 
nia, the Granting of pre-emption rights therein, and for other ” ap 

3, 1853, shall be construed as giving to the States of Colorado and 
fornia, respectively, the agaito select for school purposes other lands in lieu 
of such sixteenth and thirty-« sections as may have been orshall be found to 
be mineral lands : Provided, That such selections shall be made from lands any- 
where within the States of Colorado and California, respectively, returned as 
agricultural, and upon which at the date of selection no valuable mineral dis- 
coveries have been made; and all such selections shall be reported to the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, who shall, if he is satisfied such lands so selected are not 
mineral, so certify, and thereupon the right of said States to such selected lands 
shall finall ‘atiach’ and the Secretary of the Interior shall also ascertain whether 
any of such sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections are mineral lands, and shall cer- 
tify their character, w cert shall determine the matter. 

Eo. 2. That it shall be the duty ofthe deputy surveyor, at the time of executing 
the survey of any township, to make a critical examination of the character of 
sections 16 and 36, and to embrace in his field-notes a full report of any and all 
mineral discoveries found to the surveyor-general, who shall report to the Sec- 
retary of the Interior whether the whole or any part of either of said sections is 
mineral in character. 

Sec, 3. That the State of Colorado, in selecting lands for agricultural-college 
pepaes under the acts of July 2, 1864, and July A, 1865, may select. an amount of 

to 30,000 acres for Senatorand Representative which said State is 
entitled’to in Congress, from any public land in said State not double-minimum 
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Eo land, or selections may be made from said double-minimum lands; but 
the latter case the lands are to be computed at the maximum price and the 
rend of acres proportionally diminished; but no mineral lands shall be se- 


ected, 

Sec. 4. That whenever there shall exist a deficiency of school lands in any 
township for which the State of California may be entitled to select indemnity 
lands under the porao of this or of any previous act, such indemnity lands 


may be selected in any land district in the State. 

Mr. CONGER. Let me inquire whether there is any restriction upon 
taking lands on which settlers oroceupants, under any title or claim of 
title, may have settled and made improvements. 

Mr. MILLER, of California? The previous acts determine how the 
land shall betaken. The Statescannot take lands that belong to settlers. 

Mr. HILL. They are obliged to take lands subject to entry. 

Mr. CONGER. My inquiry was whether there was sufficient pro- 
tection in this bill against States taking under this bill any lands upon 
which settlers or even squatters might have made improvements, without 
guarding the rights of such settlers? I think thatprovision should ac- 
company all new ts of land or new selections to be made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from California. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to hear some explanation of that 
amendment and its scope, and to know whether California has not al- 
ready received land, and if this is not an additional gratuity. Let 
there be some explanation of the reason why the amendment should 
prevail. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. This is not an additional gratuity. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from California has 
once addressed the Senate; he asks unanimous consent to address it 
again on this bill. Is there objection? . The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, Thisis not an additional grant of land 
to the State of California. The amendment refers to sections set apart 
as mineral lands which were the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections here- 
tofore granted to the State forschool purposes, and this only provides that 
where the school sections have been set apart as mineral lands the State 
shall have the right to select other lands under the provisions of the act 
donating those lands; that is to say, any lands that are open to entry and 
that have not been pre-empted or homesteaded or settled upon may be 
taken in any part of the State to make up the quantity of lands which 
the State has been deprived of by reason of these reservations for mineral 
purposes. That isall there is ofit. It is certainly just and proper that 
these States should have the full amount of the sixteenth and thirty- 
sixth sections within their limits for schooling purposes. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Suppose a settler has merely squatted 
upon land, and has not attempted to perfect his title under any of the 
land laws of the United States, could the land so occupied by this squat- 
ter be taken under the provisions of the amendment ? 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I suppose not. A bona fide settler on 
the publie lands is protected by the land laws of the United States in 
his possession, I understand. This does not change the land system at 
all. It only permits the State to make selections of land open to set- 
tlement under the land laws of the United States. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask if California has not already 
heretofore had this deficiency made up to her, 

Mr. MILLER, of California. She has not. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Has there been no legislation of that kind? 

Mr. MILLER; of California. There has been legislation of one sort 
and another in regard to school lands, but none, as I understand it, to 
give the State the right of selection in place of the sixteenth and 
thirty-sixth sections reserved as mineral lands. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will say to the Senator that my understanding 
has been that the loss of the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections to Cali- 
fornia has substantially been made up by subsequent legislation. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. If it has been then the State would 
get nothing under this legislation. It is only to give her that to which 
she would be entitled; and if she has not been deprived of any of her 
lands for school purposes she takes nothing under this act. It is only 


to make up the amount she has been deprived of. The same is true of | ` 


Colorado. 

Mr. HARRISON. I dislike to oppose anything that the Senator 
from California advocates here specially unless I know some good reason 
to urge against it; but it seems to me that this ought not to come inin 
the form of an amendment to a bill which has been considered by a com- 
mittee and reported; that the right course to take to give the relief to 
California which the Senator thinks she is entitled to in reference to her 
school lands would be to introduce an independent bill, let it go toa 
committee and have consideration there, and come back to us with what 
information the committee can give upon the subject. 

Mr. MILLER; of California. I stated that that had been done 
already; such a bill is before the Committee on Public Lands, but this 
bill coming up, and the case being similar to that of Colorado, I could 
see no impropriety in moving the amendment. I consulted members 
of the committee about it and no objection was made, but on the con- 
trary it was thought to be eminently proper that California should be 
admitted into this bill, and have the same rights and privileges as 
Colorado. 

Mr. HARRISON. If, then, the question is before the committee for 
consideration now on a bill which the Senator has introduced, it secms 


to me he will not be put at a disadvantage, and the rest of us will feel 
a little more comfortable in supporting what I have no doubt he will 
be able to demonstrate to us is a correct measure when it has formally 
received the sanction of the committee that has it in charge. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Mr, President——- - ` 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from California has 
already twice addressed the Senate. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I ask unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from California asks 
unanimous consent to proceed again. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. If there is any danger of the bill of the 
Senator from Colorado being imperiled by my amendment, Ishall with- 

raw it. 

Mr. HOAR. Iask leave to make a suggestion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from California 
yield? 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOAR. This bill will go over of its own motion in two minutes. 
It will hold its place then on the Calendar and come up, no objection 
being made to it,on Monday morning, and meantime the committee 
will be able to say formally whether they approve this amendment. 
They meet on Monday morning, and if they do approve it that will re- 
move the objection and make it all right. 

Mr. HILL. Ifthe bill will go over without prejudice, I have no ob- 
jection to its poing ove to Monday morning. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Would it not be better to have it printed with 
the proposed amendment? : 

Mr. HILL. The proposed amendment is in the nature of a substi- 
tute. It has been printed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. All right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the Chair 
will take it, although it Jacks one minute of 2 o’clock, that the hour 
of 2 o’clock has arrived. That leaves this bill for consideration to- 
morrow, and the Chair will lay before the Senate the unfinished busi- 
ness of yestetday. 

PRINTING OF FINANCIAL STATEMENTS. 


Mr. MORRILL. Task the Senator from Indiana to allow me to have 
an order made to print a document that is useful and necessary for the 
Committee on Finance, and it should be printed to-day. 

Mr. HARRISON. Very well. 

Mr. MORRILL. I submit the following order: 

ered, That 500 copies of the interview of the Committee on Finance with 
Hon. John Jay Knox, Comptroller of the Currency, on Senate bills 20, 1050, and 
1155 be printed for the use of the committee. 

Mr. GARLAND. Has that interview been reported to the Senate? 

Mr. MORRILL. No; we ask to have it printed for the use of the 
Committee on Finance. 

Pee PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
order. 

The order was agreed to. 


GOVERNMENT FOR ALASKA. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (8, 153) providing a civil government for the Territory 
of Alaska. “ 

Mr. HARRISON. In the reprint of the bill with the amendments 
which have been adopted the Secretary has called my attention to the 
fact that if section 5, line 29, the words ‘‘and commisioners to be” are 
printed as though that phrase had been adopted as part of the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Delaware [Mr. SAuLsBURY]. That is a mis- 
pe simply in the print. It does not appear in the official copy at the 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the Senator 
from Indiana to say that in line 29, section 5, of the reprint, the words 
‘and commissioners to be” are an error? 

Mr. HARRISON. They arean error. They were not in the amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chairis so informed at the desk. 
In the official paper those words do not occur. 

Mr. HARRISON. I ask leave to propose several amendments, with 
a view of conforming the bill in some of its provisions to the amend- 
ment which was adopted yesterday on the motion of the Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. VAN Wyck]. In section 7, line 15, after the word ‘‘in- 
volved,” I move to insert ‘‘in any civil case;’’ so as to read: 

When the amount involved in any civil case is $200 or more. 

As the clause reads now line 15 relates to both civil and criminal 
cases, and it is not of course a right description of a criminal case to 
speak of an amount of money as being involved. I will follow that 
amendment with another in the next line, which will make it con- 
form. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. As this is an amendment already 
agreed to, the Senator from Indiana asks unanimous consent to move 
an amendment in line 15, section 7. Is there objection to the con- 
sideration of the amendment? The Chair hears none, and the question 
is on agreeing to it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. HARRISON, 


At the end of line 15, of section 7, after the word 
“* more,’ I move to insert ‘“‘and in any criminal case where a fine of 


more than $100 or imprisonment is imposed.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the considera- 
tion of this amendment? The Chair hears none, and the question is 
on agreeing to it. ; 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. HARRISON. Section 9 of the bill was amended, as I have al- 
ready said, on motion of the Senator from Nebraska, so as to require 
the fees received by these officers to be turned into the Treasury of the 
United States. That amendment will make it necessary to increase 
somewhat the salaries, and I will propose in a moment some amend- 
ments in that direction. } 

Itis impossible that the committee h now determine upon the 
salary which the marshal of such a district as this should be entitled to 
provided he has to pay out of his salary all his traveling expenses. In 
executing writs of the court it will no doubt be necessary for the mar- 
shal to make long journeys, to hire a canoe and a crew of Indians to 
paddle him some hundreds of miles along the coast, and if we allow 
him asalary and make no provision for fees or mileage for such a trip it 
is not likely that the sam named in the bill will more than defray the 
expenses of his office, leaving him absolutely nothing for his own serv- 
ices. 

The committee therefore have suggested increasing some of the sala- 
ries. They have determined to report to the Senate an amendment 
allowing actual traveling expenses, to be reported under oath by these 
officers, to be approved as to the marshal and district attorney by the 
judge of the court, and as to the judge’s own traveling expenses an ac- 
count of them is to be rendered to the Attorney-General and approved 
by him. We think this establishes as good guards about these ex- 
penditures as we could make. 

I shall have to ask unanimous consent to offer some of these amend- 
ments, as amendments of the committee are to be amended which have 
already been adopted. The first amendment is in section 9, line 14, 
after the word “thousand,’’ to insert ‘‘five hundred dollars;’’ so as to 
read: 

The attorney, the sum of $2,500, : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FRYE in the chair). That is an 
amendment to the text and is in order. 

Mr. HARRISON. It appears so in the reprinted bill, but iñ the orig- 
inal bill it was ‘'$2,500’’ and the amendment proposed by the commit- 
tee to reduce the amount $500 was adopted. This is a proposition to 
reinstate it, so that of course it requires unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, TheSenator from Indiana asks unan- 
imous consent to offer theamendment. Isthere objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the question is upon agreeing to it. 

The amendment was agreed to, s 

Mr. HARRISON. In line 15 of section 9, after the word ‘‘ thou- 
sand,” I ask leave to insert the words ‘‘five hundred dollars;’’ so as 
to read: 

The marshal, the sum of $2,500. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to this amend- 
ment? The Chair hears none, and it is adopted without objection. 

Mr. HARRISON. In section 9, line 17, after the word “thousand,” 
I move to insert the words “five hundred;’’ so as to read: 

And the clerk, the sum of $2,500. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to this amend- 
ment? The Chair hears none, and it is adopted without objection. 

Mr. HARRISON. In section 9, line 18, after the word ‘‘ States, ” 
I move to insert : 

The said district judge, marshal, and district attorney shall be paid their act- 
ual necessary expenses when traveling in the discharge of their official duties. 
A detailed account shall be rendered of such expenses under oath, and as to 
the marshal and district attorney such account shall be approved by the judge, 
and as to his expenses by the Atttorney-General. 

The amendment was a; to. : 

Mr. HARRISON. At the beginning of line 23 I move to strike out 
‘$500’? and insert ‘‘$1,000."’ That isthe provision for the salaries of 
the commissioners, upon whom very important judicial functions are de- 
volved. Under the bill we gave them $500 apiece. Under the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Nebraska the fees have been taken from them, 
and upon a conference in the committee we have agreed to recommend 
that the salaries be increased to $1,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Indiana to increase the salary of the 
commissioners from $500 to $1,000. 

- The amendment was agreed to. + 

Mr. HARRISON. In section 9, line 24, in order to make the bill 
harmonious, I move to strike out, after the word ‘‘ fees,” the words ‘‘as 
deputy United States marshals and;’’ so as to read : 

Bins Ras i Beers es By ag to the usual fees of constables in Oregon, 

The antendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRISON. In section 9, line 25, I move to strike ont $500 
and insert $750. This is the salary of the deputy marshals, who are to 
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be the constables and executive officers of the commissioners’ courts. 
We increase it $250. ` 

-The amendment was a to. 

Mr. HARRISON. I desired to propose an amendment to the amend- 
ment adopted on the motion of the Senator from Delaware [Mr. SAULS- 
BURY], but I see that the correction has already been made. The cor- 
rection I desired to make was to strike off the letter ‘‘s”’ in ‘‘commis- 
sioners,’’ in line 17 of section7. It relates to the approval of theappeal 
bonds; it should read ‘‘to be approved by the court or commissioner.’’ 
Of course it is not intended that all of the commissioners should approve 
an appeal bond, but that any one of them might do so. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thatamendment will beadopted with- 
out objection. 

Mr. HARRISON. That, I believe, completes any amendments that 
have been suggested by the committee. 

Mr. LAPHAM. After the word ‘‘commissioner,’’ in line 17 of sec- 
tion 7, in the reprint of the bill, I move to. add: 

Writs of error in criminal cases shall issue to the said district court from the 
United circuit court for the district of Oregon in the cases provided in 
chapter 176 of the laws of 1879; and the jurisdiction thereby conferred upon cir- 
cuit courts is hereby given to the circuit court of Oregon. ne 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from New York [Mr. LAPHAM.] 

Mr. LAPHAM. My object in offering the amendment is to apply 
the provisions of an act, framed, as I said the other day, when I was a 
member of the other House, providing for a rehearing on a writ of error 
of criminal cases tried in the district court where the sentence is im- 
prixonment, or if a fine only, where the fine shall exceed the sum of 
$300, in the circuit court of the district where the trial is had. That 
act was very carefully prepared. It provides for the settlement of the 
bill of exceptions at the trial, the presentation of the bill of exceptions 
to the circuit judge or circuit justice in term or vacation, who on con- 
sideration of the importance and difficulty of the questions presented 
in the record may allow a writ of error. It does not give a writ of 
error asa matter of right. It vests in the circuit court simply a disere- ' 
tion in important cases where manifest error has been committed to 
allow a review in the circuit court. 

The bill provides that the district court in this Territory may exer- 
cise a power which is not given to the district courts of the United 
States in any other instance that I know of, and that is to try in the 
first instance capital cases. It may trya man and send him to execn- 
tion, and there is no mode, whatever error or errors may have been com- 
mitted in the trial, by which the accused can have any rehearing of 
his case. 

In minor criminal cases which are triable in the district court grave . 
questions may arise, questions of constitutional law, and there is no 
mode of reviewing them provided in this bill unless we make, as I pro- 
pose in the amendment, the provisions of the law of 1879 applicable to 
this case. I am unable to see any possible objection to doing this. 
This a far-off Territory, where trials may be conducted in haste, where 
wrongs to individuals may. result in criminal trials for which there 
ought to be some mode of redress. By the terms of this measure they 
are denied any redress whatever unless the provisions of the law of 
1879 are made applicable to the case. 

I do not desire to say anythingin reference tothe matter unless there 
shall be objection to the amendment. I can hardly conceive that there 
isany ground for objection. I hope the Senator from Indiana will as- 
sent to its being adopted. It will not in all probability- result in 
many if any cases going to the circuit court in Oregon, but if a fla- 
grant case should occur where gross injustice is being done to an in- 
dividual that remedy would be left to him and a review could be had. 

I select the circuit court of Oregon for the reason that in all the other 
provisions of this bill the laws of Oregon are made applicable to the trials 
in the district court and in the commissioners’ courts, so that the circuit 
court of Oregon is the proper tribunal to grant a writ of error in the 
case presented to it, and to hear the case upon the merits if the writ of 
error is allowed. 

My amendment also, as will be seen, provides for adding the words 
“and circuit” in the middle of line 18 of the seventh section. Itnow 
reads: 


And the final judgments or decrees of said district court may be reviewed by 
the Supreme Court of the United States. 


I ask to add the words ‘‘and circuit;”’ so as to read: 

And the final judgments or decrees of said circuit and district court. 

I do that simply to provide for one class of cases. Suppose in the 
circuit court there should be a certificate of division upon a question of 
constitutional law. 

Mr. HARRISON. A certificate of division in what circuit court? 

Mr, LAPHAM. In the circuit court of Oregon, Then the case is 
one which ought to go to the Supreme Court and would go by law to 
the Supreme Court. Therefore I ask to make it read that the final 
judgments or decrees of said circuit and district court may be reviewed - 
by the Supreme Court of the United States in such cases. That sim- 
ply provides for the exceptional case of a certificate of division upon a 
constitutional question, which necessarily, if properly provided for, 
would bring the case up. 


Mr. GARLAND. The statute of 1879, as stated by the Senator from 
New York, changed the practice in reference to a good many districts. 
Take for example the western district of Arkansas. 

Mr. LAPHAM. It changed the practice as to all district courts, did 
it not? 

Mr. GARLAND. The law simply gave them the general jurisdic- 
tion of a circuit court, but no provision was made until the act of 1879, 
to which attention has been called by the Senator from New York, to 
have a review of criminal cases, In reading his amendment, although 
I believe it comports, as far as I am able to judge at this instant, with 
the law of 1879 and the general law, it resolves itself purely into a 
question of convenience. As one representing the committee in part, 
I have no objection to the amendment, since it tallies with the law of 
1879 and gives the party areview, if in the discretion of the circuit 
judge of Oregon he thinks he is entitled to it, upon such terms as the 
law prescribes. : 

Mr. LAPHAM. It is left entirely in his discretion. 

Mr. GARLAND. I have no particular objection, for one, to the 
amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from New York [Mr. LAPHAM]. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York also 
moves in section 7, line 18, of the amended bill, after the word “‘ said,” 
to insert the words ‘‘ circuit and;’’ so as to read: 

And the final judgments or decrees of said circuit and district court may be 
reviewed by the Supreme Court of the United States as in other cases, 

The question is on agreeing to that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. INGALLS. The second section declares ‘‘that there shall be 
appointed for the said district a governor, who shall reside therein 
during his term of office.” The bill nowhere provides for a term of 
office, I suggest to the Senator from Indiana that there should be a 

term provided for the governor and all the other officers named in the 
’ dill 


Mr. MORGAN. A Territorial office is fixed at four years by the 
general law. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. In section 9, lines 4, 5, and 6, it is pro- 
vided that these officers ‘‘shall hold their respective offices for the term 
of four years and until their successors are appointed and qualified.” 

Mr. INGALLS. I had overlooked that. I suggest the insertion of 
the word ‘‘annual”’ before the word ‘‘salary’’ in line 13, section 9; 
so as to read: 

They shall receive respectively the following annual salaries. 

As the bill now reads, these officers would be entitled to receive the 
entire amount every three months. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. I move to amend the bill, if in order, by striking out 
the fourteenth section. 

Mr. HARRISON. What is the amendment proposed ? 

Mr. CALL. I want to raise the question of the power of Congress 
to pass an act prohibiting the importation into the Territory of Alaska 
of any commercial article which is admitted by law into other parts of 
the United States. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from Florida that the amendment is not in order now as in Committee 
of the Whole, section 14 having been adopted as an entirety. It will 
be in order after the bill shall have been reported to the Senate. 

Mr.‘CALL. Very well; I will then reserve the question on that 
amendment. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. HARRISON. I suppose we had better act upon the amend- 
ments made as in Committee of the Whole, and if any one amend- 
ment is reserved the question may be taken upon the others together. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is in the Senate with certain 
amendments reported from the Committee of the Whole, and the ques- 
tion now is on concurring inthe amendmentsas reported. Isaseparate 
vote required? [‘* No.” 

Mr. CALL. . I understood that the question upon concurring in sec- 
tion 14 would be reserved for a separate vote. 

Mr. HARRISON. Let all the other amendments be acted upon in 
gross. [‘* Agreed.’’] } i 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator from Florida that he sim- 
ply reserve that particular section for a separate vote in the Senate. 

Mr. CALL. That is all I desire. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, What is the wish of the Senate as to 
the other amendments? Shall there be te votes or shall they 
be adopted as an entirety? [‘‘In bulk.’’] Is it the pleasure of the 
Senate that the amendments reported by the Committee of the Whole 
with the exception of section 14 be now concurred in? 

The amendments were concurred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next question is on concurring 
in the amendment adding as an additional section section 14 to the bill. 

Mr. CALL. - Mr. President, the fourteenth section as agreed upon by 
the Scnate as in Committee of the Whole provides: 
` That the provisions of chapter 3, title 23, of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, relating to the unorganized Territory of Alaska, shall remain in full force, 
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except as herein specially otherwise provi and the importation, manufact- 
ure, and sale of intoxicating liquors in said district, except for medicinal, me- 
chanical, and scientific Opora is hereby prohibited, under tke penalties which 
are provided in section 1955 of the Revised utes forthe ieS importation 
of distilled spirits; and the President of the United States s! make such reg- 
ulations as are necessary to carry out the provisions of this section, 

Iam entirely willing to support any proper measures of a police 
nature, as it is termed, for the purpose of subjecting the traffic in spirit- 
uous liquors to such conditions and regulations as will limit or prevent 
its injurious effects in the Territories, but our action here must be kept 
within the limit of our constitutional authority and power. To ac- 
complish this end we have no right to violate our oaths and our con- 
stitutional duty. 

My objection to that ip te is that it is not within our constitutional 
power to adopt it. The Constitution of the United States, as I sub- 
mitted yesterday to the Senate, provides that all duties and imposts 
shall be uniform throughout the United States. Upon a very slight 
inquiry and examination into the subject this morning I find, as I 
supposed was the case, that has been well settled in the previous judi- 
cial construction of the Constitution throughout the country. It has 
been decided both by the Supreme Court of the United States and by 
the State courts always that there can not be any imposition of a pro- 
hibitory tax or a prohibition upon the exports in the interstate com- 
merce from one State into another State under the Constitution. Both 
in regard to foreign importations and the exports or commerce from one 
State to another State the Constitution is clear and unmistakable. 

The construction of the Constitution which-has been placed upon it 
both by commentators and courts leaves no doubt upon that subject. 
There is not a single decision of the Supreme Court to the contrary. 
The Senator from Arkansas cited yesterday a decision of a district coart 
in Oregon (Judge Deady presiding) affirming the constitutionality of a 
lawsimilarto this. That would beno authority to govern the reason and 
conscience of the Senate; but it is notsustained by reason or argument 
or authority. The counsel for the defense in the case submitted to the 
court the proposition that Congress could not abdicate its legislative 
power and confer it on the President, and the judge says that this is 
a most extraordinary proposition and one for which no authority is cited. 
The authority is abundant, but it ought not to have needed authority 
for a self-evident proposition. Where does Congress derive the author- 
ity to prohibit commerce between the States? Where to prohibit 
commerce between foreign nations and the United States? - Where to 
declare that shall not be property which the States make property, 
excepting only slaves? 

There is not a single authority nor can there be a reasonable argu- 
ment madein support of this proposition. I am aware that there has 
been a statute declaring this to be the law for many years in relation to 
this Territory, but the Constitution is supremeand the statute of no foree. 

Mr. BAYARD. While the Senator from Florida is looking for his 
authority I should like to ask the Senator from Indiana is there a port 
of entry in Alaska? 

Mr. HARRISON. Iam notable to answer the Senator certainly. 
I think the port of Sitka was made a portof entry. Whether it is con- 
tinued as such I do not know. i 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Alaska is a collection district with 
Sitka as a port of entry with a collector of customs, and there are 
three ports of delivery, I think. 

Mr. BAYARD. Sitka is a port of entry by law? 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CALL. Story, in his Commentaries on the Constitution, vol- 
ume 2, page 463, section 966, writes as follows: 

Sec. 996. The eighth section of the first article gives to Congress ‘* power to 
lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises,” for the purposes thereinafter 
mentioned. This grant is general, without limitation as to place, It, conse- 
quently, extends to all places over which the Government extends, If this 
could be doubted, the doubt is removed by the subsequent words which modify 
the grant. These words are “but all duties, imposts, and excises shall be 
uniform throughout the United States.” It will not be contended that the mod- 
ification of the power extends to places to which the power itself does not ex- 
tend. The power, then, to ay and collect duties, imposts, and excises may be 
exercised and must be throughout the United States. Does this term designate 
the whole or any particular portion of the American empire? Certainly this 
question can admit of but one answer. It isthe name given to our great Re- 
public, which is com of States and Territories. The District of Columbia, 
or the territory west of the Missouri, is not less within the United States than 
Maryland.or Pennsylvania; and it is not less necessary, on the principles of our 


Constitution, that uniformity in the imposition of im duties, and excises 
should be observed in the one than in the other. a hi 
* * * * 


$+ * ak 

This language is perfectly clear, and the reasons which sustained it 
equally so. The commentator further on cites and reviews a leading 
case in the Supreme Court from Maryland where a law of this State 
sought to evade this provision of the Constitution, and the court at 
great length examines all the reasoning on the subject, both the 
reasons which sustain the objects of the power granted to Congress and 
the limitation of it, and the conditions impesed that duties or im- 
pa shall be uniform or the same in all the States and Territories. 

will not detain the Senate by reading the case. The question is too 
pen for argument. You can not have duties uniform and in one place 

ve a duty and in another have none. You cannot admit articles in 
one place and prohibit them in another. 


Sxc. 1010, The next clause in the Constitution is: 
~" No tax or duty shall be laid on articles exported from anyState. No prefer- 


; 
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ence shall be given by any regulation of commerce, or revenue, to the ports of 
one State over those of another, nor shall vessels bound to or from one State be 
* obliged to enter, clear, or pay duties in another.” 

SEC. 1011. The obvious object of those provisions is to prevent any possibility 
of applying the power to lay taxes or regulate commerce injuriously to the in- 
terests of any one State,so as to favor or aid another. If Congress were al- 
lowed to lay a duty on exports from any one State, it might unreasonably injure, 
or even destroy, the staple productions or common articles of that State. The 
inequality of such a tax would be extreme. In some of the States the whole of 
their means result from tural exports. In others, a great portion is de- 
rived from other sources; from exte: fisheries, from freights, and from the 
profits of commerce in its largest extent. The burden of such a tax would, of 
course, be very SNUR distributed. The power is, therefore, wholly taken 
away to intermeddle with the subject of exports. -On the other hand prefer- 
ences might be given to the ports of one State by regulations either of commerce 
or reyenue, which might confer on them local facilities or privileges in regard 
to commerce or revenue. 

Does not the case of an importation by act of Congress of certain arti- 
cles in one place and their prohibition in another confer a preference—a 
special privilege on the citizens of the place where the articles are ad- 
mitted over the citizens of the place where it is prohibited? Surely 
this is too plain‘ for argument. -This is a regulation of commerce—a 

reference of one port over another. It can not be called a police regu- 

tion. : 

It would seem, therefore, that under these two clauses of the Con- 
stitution there could be no provision of law enacted by which a prefer- 
ence shall be made between the citizens of one State or Territory and 
those of another. Unquestionably if there be a duty and an admis- 
sion of an imported article in New York under a rate of tax and in Cal- 
ifornia or Alaska (which under this decision is the same) it be admit- 
ted free or prohibited altogether, there is a preference; there can not be 
uniformity. Either the prohibition must be uniform or the tax or duty 
must be uniform. 

In this case the general law provides for an admission of the importa- 
tion upon the payment of a duty everywhere except in Alaska. This 
bill provides that in that portion of the territory of the United States 
contained within the unorganized Territory of Alaska there shall be no 
admission of this importation; that the importation of spirits shall be 
altogether prohibited; and it provides that there shall be no export 
(using the word in the-sense of the transit of the productions of one 
State into another) from any State of the United States into the Terri- 
tory of Alaska of this article of commerce. 

The question is whether on the principle of uniformity required in 
the Constitution this act which makes an absolute prohibition and con- 
fers a preference of one State or Territory over another would be con- 
stitutional and its exercise of power valid. 

Upon the question of the right of property the Supreme Court in 
the much-discussed and somewhat criticised case known as the Dred 
Scott case decided that a citizen going into a Territory carried with 
him whatever constitational rights or inhibitions against the exercise of 
unconstitutional power affecting him in his personal property which 
existed in any other part of the United States, and that the citizen of 
the Territory possessed all the rights in regard to his person and his 
property, or his commercial rights, which he had when he was under 
the protection of State law; that the Constitution entered the Terri- 
tory with him and protected him in all ‘his rights. Nothing can be 
clearer than the proposition that Territorial sovereignty carries with it 
all other attributes of sovereignty belonging to a government, according 
to the form of its government and the limitations im on the ex- 
ercise of its powers. It cannot change the nature of its powers because 
of the locality in which they are exercised. 

If these propositions are true, it cannot be that we have aright to pro- 
hibit any commerce which would be a lawful commerce or the trans- 
portation of any property which would be a lawful property, under our 
Constitution and laws, from one State into another. 

As I said yesterday, the provision in regard to the Indian Territory 
isan exceptional one and is not related to nor does it in any respect 
resemble that of the Territory of Alaska. It rests upon its own peculiar 
and admitted ground, being the reservation of a Territory the Indian 
title to which was extinguished upon certain conditions. Itis reserved 
from the operation of our laws and from settlement by our people. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I would submit to the honorable 
Senator from Indiana who has charge of this measure, whether as Sitka 
has becn made by act of Congress a port of entry it is competent in 
this bill to prohibit importation or to destroy the absolute uniformity 
that the Constitution requires for the imposition of all taxes, excises, 
and imposts. It is true that the language of the Constitution prevents 
a preference to ports of one State over the ports of another State. All 
that, however, is but in accord with the great doctrine that was de- 
cided in the case of Gibbons rs, Ogden, that the commerce of the United 
States is one commerce and that our people are a unit as to their com- 
merce. It was, as I have always understood, the great result reached 
by that decision of the Supreme Court, that there was but one com- 
merce, and that of the United States. 

As it has pleased the Government of the United States to make Sitka, 
a port within Alaska Territory, a port of entry, it seems to me very 
questionable whether you can apply a different feature of revenue laws 
to that port over any other port of the United States. It is true that 
Alaska is not a State; it is as yet a part of the unorganized territory of 
the United States; but the question is also new to me as to the applica- 


tion of that feature of the Constitution which prohibits preferences be- 
ing given. Isubmit that if you can exclude importation, which creates 
an inequality, you can vary duties, which would create an inequality, 
and so in that way, as there is free trade absolutely between all portions 
of the United States interiorly, you might force all trade into one port, 
or completely exclude it, and in either way you would producethe in- 
equality which the Constitation prohibits, 

If the Congress of the United States can prohibit, they can facilitate. 
As Sitka is a port of the United States, I apprehend the same regula- 
tions as to commerce, that is to say as to revenues, must exist there in or- 
der to procure that uniformity in the laying oftaxes, excises, and impost 
duties that is plainly demanded and required by the letter of the Con- 
stitution. 

I understand that by a clause under one of the sections of the revised 
code a vessel is liable to forfeiture. Will the Senator from Florida give 
me the number of that section? 

Mr. CALL. Section 1955 of the Revised Statutes prohibits the wrong- 
ful importation of distilled spirits into Alaska. 

Mr. BAYARD. Section 1954 of the Revised Statutes provides that— 

The laws of the United States relating to customs, commerce, and navigation 
are extended to and over all the mainland, islands, and waters of the territory 
ceded to the United States by the ae go Russia by treaty concluded at Wash- 


ington on the 30th day of 1867, so far as the same may be applicable 
thereto. 


Mr. HARRISON. As the Senator from Delaware has the statute be- 
fore him, if he will refer to the very next section after the one he has 
read he will find that the existing state of the law is precisely whatit 
is made by this section of the bill, except that instead of conferring upon 
the President power to prohibit the importation Congress does it itself, 

Mr. BAYARD. I do not know that the question has been raised. I 
can see that you do create hereby a discrimination between ports not 
in different States but ports of the United States, and the moment you 
do that you destroy that uniformity of excise and of imposts that I think 
the Constitution requires. ; ‘ 

I ot know that this has been the subject of criticism or debate 
before, and my desire simply is to prevent the matter from giving rise 
to litigation or difficulty on the part of citizens of the United States. 
I am disposed to believe that if a vessel arriving at Sitka should have 
a cargo, an invoice of brandy from a foreign country in the way of 
spirituous liguors, it would be dutiable according to the same rate 
that it is elsewhere, and as long as it was kept in the condition of im- 
portation it would be lawful to have it there; and yet it would be in 
conilict with the letter of this proposed statute. 

It is for the purpose simply of preserving due and constant regard 
for the limitations of the Constitution that I was disposed to give my 
assent to the suggestion of the Senator from Florida that you do by 
this section of the bill invade the principle of absolute equality and 
unity which must exist in the commerce of the United States, for there 
is butone commerce, and the laws affecting that commerce must be uni- 
form all over the United States. Different rates of duties can not be 
imposed, nor can preferences be given to one port over another, nor can 
you prohibit importation at one port and allow it at another. 

If this be so, then I submit this question may arise, probably will 
arise, and I think there ought to be legislation that would prevent em- 
barrassment to any citizen of the United States who follows one law 
and yet may find himself in conflict with another. I do not think it 
ought to be subject to the discretion of the officers of revenue at the 
different ports of the country. There ought to be one law for all. 

Mr. GARLAND. I was of the opinion yesterday that if there was a 
question connected with this bill that was plain it was this. Section 
1955 of the Revised Statutes, referring to the President, gives him power 
“to restrict and regulate or to prohibit the importation and use of fire- 
arms, ammunition, and distilled spirits into and within the Territory 
of Alaska.” The bill changes that so far as to prohibit it absolutely 
‘except for medicinal, mechanical, and scientific purposes,” and then 
declares that the President ‘‘shall make such regulations as are neces- 
sary to carry out the provisions of this section.” 

Senators seem to misunderstand all the time the purpose of this bill. 
This bill intends simply to provide a temporary government for the 
Territory of Alaska. It is not a general revenue bill; it is not a tariff 
bill; nor is it a bill making. the Territory of Alaska a State. Being a 
bill of that sort, it comes within the power of Congress under that 
clause of the Constitution which says Congress shall have authority to 
make all needful rules and regulations for the government of the ter- 
ritory and other property of the United States, and it does not conflict 
with any other clause. 

It was long since determined, as far back as 14 Peters, in the cele- 
brated Gratiot case, that the “‘ other property ’’ mentioned in that clause 
of the Constitution was simply the land of the United States. Now 
Congress is dealing with other matters, and attempts, so far as this 
bill speaks, to say that these limitations shall exist in reference to arms, 
ammunition, and spirits. The section of the statutes virtually like 
this bill has stood for sixteen years, since 1868. Substantially this sec- 
tion of the bill has been in the Revised Statutes as section 1955 since 
that time. 

The question is not a new one; it is not a new one in itself; it is 
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not a new one as applicable to this particular Territory, because the 
very point has been adjudicated by Judge Deady, and the distinguished 
lawyers who raised it did not think enough of it to bring it to the 
Supreme Court. The LouisaSimpson was seized and her cargo forfeited 
for a violation of section 4 of the act of July 27, 1868 (15 Statutes at 
Large, 241). Among other things the counsel for the claimant said: 
*‘The executive order of February 4, 1870, is void, because Congress 
cannot confer power on the President to make such a regulation.” 

There was the question raised by the distinguished counsel, Mr. 
Strong. The Senator from Oregon who sits farthest from me [Mr. 
DoLPH] opposed him in that. 

No authority was cited— 

Says the judge— 
rap Uitle clue tua Uno emertion: amanenn Prapteng: egar Lesa po iia 
doubt the power of Congress to authorize the President to make this tion 
prohibiting the importation of pure spirits into the district of Alaska under such 

nalties as Congress may have prescribed. In fact, it is simply authorizing the 

ident to determine and declare when and how far section 4 of the act of July 
27, 1868, should go into effect, It is believed that an examination of the legisla- 
tiun of Congress will disclose many instances of like authority and duty imposed 
on the President, and that the power to do so has never been seriously ques- 
tioned. (Sawyer's Circuit Court Reports, volume 2, page 71.) 

By the act here referred to, which is section 1955 of the Revised Stat- 
utes, we allowed the President to impose a prohibition. By this bill 
we make it ourselves subject to three exceptions, and authorize the 
President to make the necessary regulation. The case of the Louisa 
Simpson is a stronger one than section 14 of this bill as now amended, 
so far as it raises a constitutional question, because now Congress makes 
the prohibition subject to the exception of three things, and simply 
leaves the President to prescribe the rules and regulations. The case 
of the Louisa Simpson, which is directly in point, decides even more 
than is claimed by section 14, which is under consideration. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Mr. President, I have no difficulty in my 
mind about this question, because I do not think that this provision to 
which reference has been made cómes under the exercise of thg com- 
mercial power. I think it is the exercise of the police power in #¥erri- 
tory more properly speaking. The Supreme Court of the United States, 
in the case of Canter vs. The American Insurance Company (1 Peters), 
speaking of the power of Congress over the Territories, said that the 
Government of the United States exercised a twofold power, the power 
of the general and of a local Legislature. We are not exercising the 
power of general legislation in respect to this matter, but we are exer- 
cising a power that appertains to local authority alone. 

Now, I do not suppose that anybody would question the power of a 
State to prohibit the introduction of intoxicating drinks within its bor- 
ders, notwithstanding the power has been given to Congress to regulate 
commerce, as stated by my colleague and by the Senator from Dela- 
ware. Each State in this Union to-day in the exercise of its police 
core may exclude from its limits, I think, by the action of its people 

rming its constitution, and prohibit absolutely, the introduction of 
such things as might be considered detrimental to the morals of the 
pone Iam not in-love with such a provision, I will say candidly; 

ut I am speaking of the power, and I want to keep my own record as 
straight as I can upon it. I say therefore this is not the exercise of the 
commercial power, but it is the exercise of the police power with which 
Congress is undoubtedly possessed with respect to the Territories. 

Mr. President, while I am on my feet, as I do not wish to say any- 
thing more about this bill, I want to say a few words to the Senator 
from Indiana, who has it in While he might have thought, as 
he indicated the other day, that I antagonized it from mere capricious- 
ness, I was anxious to understand the real character of this measure, 
and I can say to him in all candor that, if my amendments have had 
no other effect, they have had the effect of bringing to light the true 
ve of this bill, which was involved in great doubt and obscurity 

ore. 

It will be remembered that at the outset of my ent the other 
day upon a provision herein the Senator from Arkansas [ Mr. GARLAND], 
a member of the Territorial Committee, stated in the Senate thata cer- 
tain provision of the Revised Statutes under Title XXIII, relating to 
Territories, would be in operation in this Territory, and that this Ter- 
ritory would fall within that language of the Revised Statutes which 

of ‘Territories hereafter to be organized.’’ I took the ground 
that it was not intended that this Territory should fall within that cat- 
egory at all, that there was no intention on the part of the Committee 
on Territories to organize this as a Territory, to give to the people in it 
any Territorial rights; and the purpose of my amendment really was to 
test it, and when the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Harrison] yester- 
day came forward and expressly incorporated a provision into my 
amendment excluding Territorial representation from the Territory he 
indicated the character of this measure, that it is not a Territorial organ- 
ization, but, as he says, that it is a judicial district. 

Ifthisis the character of government intended to be given to the people, 
and it is the best that can be done, let us have it, but let it not go out 
to those people that they have a Territorial government like other Ter- 
ritories of the Union, an idea that may lead to very great confusion there, 
because they are not as well adapted to the consideration of our laws 

-as people who have been longer accustomed to them. 


I was very sorry that the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar 
should have thought it necessary to use the very harsh word * absurd” - 
in what he said in regard to my amendment yesterday in reference to 
the Constitution of the United States being extended to this Territory. 

Mr. HOAR. If my friend will on me, I am very sorry, too. I 
oe not know that I used that word, and I will withdraw it with great 
pleasure. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Because I am sure that in addressing my- 
self to the Senate, while I do not profess to be as well informed upon 
subjects of this kind as all others, I am not in the habit of giving ex- 
pression to opinions that can properly be denominated as “ very ab- 
surd.’’ I said then candidly that in the view which I expressed I was 
supported by some of the best authority on this continent, and I indi- 
cated at the time that I was only putting forth the opinion entertained 
by no less a man than Mr, Webster. It is true I had not read the de- 
bate in which he gave expression to that view for many years, but it 
was distinctly upon my mind, and I knew that I could not be very far 
in error when I made the statement that I did. I nowread from Ben- 
ton’s Thirty Years’ View, page 731, where Mr. Benton says: 

Mr. Webster replied with showing that the Constitution was made for States, 
not Territories—that no part of it went to a Territory unless specifically extended 
to it by act of Congress—that the Territories from first to last were governed as 
Congress chose to govern them appa sien anes d of the Constitution and often con- 
trary to it, as in denying them representatives in Congress, a vote for Presi- 
dent and Vice-President, the protection of the Supreme Court—that Co 


was constantly doing ee in the Territories without constitutional objection 
aoe mere local and bridges) which could not be attempted ina 


. Then he cites Mr. Webster’s own language: 
The Constitution— 
Says Mr. Webster— 


as the gentleman contends, extends over the Territorios, How does it get 
there? I am surprised to hear a tleman so distinguished as a strict con- 
structionist affirming that the Constitution of the United States extends to the 
Territories, without showing us any clause in the Constitution in any way lead- 
ing to that result; and to hear the gentleman maintaining that position with- 
out shoning: us any way in which such a result could be inferred increases my 
surprise. 

One idea further upon this branch of the subject. The Constitution of the 
United States extending over the Territories, and no other law existing there! 

Then he goes on to speak of Louisiana: 


Will tae gentleman say that in any court established in the Territories the 
judge holds his office in that way? He holds it for a term of years and is re- 
movable at executive discretion, How did we govern Louisiana before it was 
aState? Did the writ of habeas corpus exist in Louisiana during its Territorial 
existence? Or the right to trial by cls Who ever heard of trial by jury there 
before the law creating the Territorial government gave the right to trial by 
jury? Noone. And I do not believe that there is any new light now to be 
thrown upon the history of the proceedings of this Government in relation to 
that matter. When new territory has been acquired it has always been subject 
to the laws of Congress—to such laws as Congress thought proper to pass for its 
immediate government, for its government during its Territorial existence, 
during the pre tory state in which it was to remain until it was ready to 
come into the Union as one of the family of States. 

Thatis not my opinion, but itis the opinion of “‘ the great expounder,”’ 
as he was called in his day. Idid not know much about this Territory 
when the debate began and I can not say that I know much about it 
now, but there is one thing of which I féel assured, that it is worthy 
of al] the attention that has been given toit here. I do not agree with 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS], who is always very correct 
in what he says about things of this kind, that it is a valueless acquisi- 
tion. I think that the acquisition of the Territory was one of the wisest 
acts of statesmanship that ever was exercised by this Government. I 
think that its value is very great, almost immeasurable. Up to this 
time we have little or no knowledge of its resources beyond the fur trade. 
We have had it here from high authority that that trade itself was 
highly remunerative ; but there are resources in that Territory which 
have not been touched, and I was in hopes that a system of govern- 
ment might be inaugurated which would result in bringing into full 
play the energies of the people with reference to that Territory. Its 
fisheries alone constitute a mine of wealth that can not well be calcu- 
lated. Its timber resources, its capacious harbors on the Pacific, where 
harbors are very scarce—for it may be remembered that from Panama 
to Puget Sound, with the exception of San Francisco, there is not a safe 
or commodious harbor until you get up to the country of Alaska—these 
open up an avenue for traffic to that region of wealth, the East, which 
has been coveted by all the nations of the earth—Japan and China. It 
places you nearer that great center of wealth than any other nation in 
the world of consequence. I think it is understood that the passage 
from Sitka to China and Japan is nearer than from San Francisco, and 
I have no doubt that a very large and a very extended commerce will 
spring up between the ports of this Territory and the great empires of 
China and Japan. It has coal; it hasiron; it has lead; it has gold and 
silver; it has fish in such innumerable quantities that one German 
writer says that it is impossible to navigate its streams without meet- 
ing with obstructions from the swarms of fish that infest its rivers. 
This country is valuable beyond description; and in all that I have said 
with reference to this form of government proposed to be established 
there I was anxious to promote the interest of the people there and 
bring forth a full discussion in regard to the character of this Territory. 

Mr. President, it has gone out to the people of the United States that 
it is a country in which a white man can not live unless he consents to 
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become a Laplander, There is a very great misapprehension preyail- 
ing in the public mind touching the climate of the Territory. The 
climate of Sitka is as mild as that of Washington. It is true they have 
not got quite as much sunshine there as we have here, but the winters 
are not any colder in Sitka than they are in Washington, and not near 
as cold as they are in New York. It is far warmer there in winter time 
than in many of the leading European capitals. Stockholm, St. Peters- 
burg, and all those places are infinitely colder than Sitka and the coun- 
try around it in this Territory. There is no difficulty there because 
of the cold, although if you were to make this statement in some parts 


of this country you would be laughed at and told that it was impossi- 
ble to live there. 

I have here a statement which I desire shall be incorporated into the 
RECORD, showing the mean temperature of that climate in comparison 
with others, which was prepared at one time by the Smithsonian In- 
stitute at the request of Mr. Sumner. I ask that it be printed in the 
RECORD. 3 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That order will be made without ob- 
jection. 

The statement is as follows: 


| 


St. Michael’s, Russian America, latitude 63° 29 49”... 28.75 | 52. 
Fort Yukon, Russian America, latitude (near) 67°. 14,22 59, 
Ikogmut, Russian America, latitude 619 47’..... 19.62 49. 
Sitka, Russian America, latitude 57° 09’.......... 39. 65 53. 
Puget Sound, Washington Territory, latitude 47° 07’... 45.88 63. 
Astoria, Oreg., latitude 40° 11’ ..........-..snccssenmeseseeeeen 51.16 61. 
San Fraricisco, Cal., latitude 37° 49.. 55. 39 58. 
Nain, Labrador, latitude 57°10......... 23.67 | 48. 
Montreal, Canada East, latitude 45° 41.20 68. 
Portland, Me., latitude 43° 39’........... 40,12 63. 
Fort Hamilton, N. Y., latitude 40° 37’... 47.84 7. 
Washinntag (YN: atk ie ee eee a ot he ee 54.19| 73. 


Mr. HARRISON. I only rise to ask that the vote may be taken 
upon this amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring in the 
amendment of the Committee of the Whole embodied in section 14. 

The amendment was concurred in. » 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments of the Committee 
of the Whole are now all disposed of. The bill is still open to amend- 
ment. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and 

Mr. HARRISON. I suggest that the words ‘‘ Territory of’’ in the 
title be stricken out, so that the title shall read: “A bill providing a 
civil government for Alaska,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

PRESIDENTIAL SUCCESSION. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
Order of Business No. 75, being the bill (S. 22) to provide for the per- 
formance of the duties of the office of President in case of the removal, 
death, resignation, or inability both of the President and Vice-President. 

The motion was to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions with an amendment in sectiôn 1, line 16, after the word “‘ disabil- 
ity,” to insert “‘of the President or Vice-President;” so as to read: 


Then the Secretary of the Interior shall act as President until the disability of 
the President or Vice-President is removed or a President shall be elected. 


Mr. HOAR. The amendment is merely verbal. It does not change 
the sense of the bill. zt 
The amendment was to 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 

Mr. INGALLS. I move that when the Senate adjourns to-day it be 
to meet on Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 

. HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 3948) making appropriations to supply deficiencies on 
account of the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, 
in regard to rebate of tax on tobacco, and to provide for the expenses of 
the meeting of the Legislature of the Territory of New Mexico, and for 
other purposes, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 127) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Interior to detail from that Department two clerks to act as assistant 
clerks to certain House committees was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 

Mr. BOWEN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (H. R. 3948) making oppropriations to supply deficien- 
cies on account of the appropriations for thefiscal year ending June 30, 
1884, in regard to rebate of tax on tobacco, and to toride fe the ex- 
penses of the meeting of the Legislature of the Territory of New Mexico, 
and for other purposes; which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. ; 

Mr. BOWEN presented a letter from the Acting Secretary of the 


Mean temperature in degrees Fahrenheit. 


Spring. ‘Summer Autumn, Winter.| Year. | Spring. Arians AUNA Winter. 


SKASISSEABIAR 


Precipitation in rain or snow; depth in inches, 


| 
| 


27.00 7.00} 27.48 |.. 

17.37} 23.80] 16.92]. 

36.05 0.95} 24.57 |.. 

43.80} $2.30) 42.12 

51.30| 39.88] 50.75 

53.55 | 42.43] 52.13 

58.29| 50.25| 55.78 . 

$3.65 CE) ee 75 PCa fe Pe BUI EE ESA LIE ERR 
44.93 | 16.40] 42.77 7.66| 11.20 7.42 ‘2 27.00 
ER “SIRS GEIB ie Se Neo oe S 
55.79 | 82.82] 51.82| 1169] 11.64 9.88 | 10.31 43.22 
53.91 | 33.57] 53.69] 10.48| 10.53| 10.16] 10.06 41.24 


Treasury, addressed to him, in relation to the audited claim of the Den- 
ver and Rio Grande Railroad Company for Army transportation; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, to accompany the 
amendment submitted by Mr. BowEN-to House bill 3948. 


CALIFORNIA INDIAN WAR EXPENSES. 


Mr. MAXEY, Since the morninghour this morning I have received 
a communication from the Secretary of War respecting a bill in my 
hands from the Committee on Military Affairs. Hesuggests the impor- 
tance of printing the letter of the Third Auditor of the Treasury De- 
partment in connection with the bill, and on behalf of the Committee 
on Military Affairs I move that the bill (S. 809) to indemnify the State 
of California for balances paid and remaining due on account of indebt- 
edness incurred in the Indian wars, for the payment of which said State 
issued bonds in 1851 and 1852, a part of which remain unpaid owing 
to delays occasioned by War Department rulings under the act of Con- 
gress of August 5, 1854, and the documents connected with it be printed, 
and recommitted to the committee. I want the letter of the Secretary 
of War and the report of the Third Auditor printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consider- 
ation of executive business. After 7 minutes spent in executive session 
the doors were reopened, and (at 3 o’clock and 30 minutes p. m.) the 
Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, January 25, 1884. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by Bishop LYMAN, of 
North Carolina. ; 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state that yesterday, when 
the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Cox] reported from the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs the bill (H. R. 745) to provide for the ascer- 
tainment of claims of American citizens for spoliations committed by 
the French prior to the 31st day of July, 1801, the Chair supposed 
that the bill related only to private claims. Upon an examination, 
however, of the provisions of the bill it appears that it proposes general 
legislation, and the Chair thinks that instead of going to the Private 
Calendar it ought to have been referred to-the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. If there be no objection, the change 
of reference will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. SUMNER, of California, I ask unanimous consent. to change 
the reference of a bill. The bill which I introduced yesterday (H. R. 
3960) to increase the efficiency of the Signal Service was naturally by 
its title referred to the Committee on Commerce. But it is a bill pro- 
viding for promotions in the Army, and should have gone to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. I ask that change of reference. 

The SPEAKER. As the Chair is advised, the Journal shows that 
the bill was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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IMPROVEMENT OF HARLEM RIVER. 

Mr. HUTCHINS, by unanimous consent, presented the petition of 
Judge J. R. Angel, N. K. Freeman, and others, citizens of New York, 
praying that an act of be passed authorizing the Secretary of 

ar to contract with Charles Stoughton and his associates forthe en- 
tire work of improving the Harlem River, New York, for a sum not 
exceeding $1,295,000, including the furnishing of the right of way free 
of cost to the United States, the work to be completed in 1885; which 
was referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


DUTY ON WOOL. 


Mr. CONVERSE. I ask unanimous consent to present and have 
printed in the RECORD resolutions of wool-growers of Fairfield County, 
Ohio, and of the Columbiana County Sheep-Breeders and Wool-Grow- 
ers’ Association, asking a restoration of the duty on wool. 

The SPEAKER. Is there unanimous consent for the printing of 
these resolutions in the RECORD? 

Mr. WELLER. I object. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Hereafter I hope these memorials will be pre- 
sented through the petition-box. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, notified 
the House that it insisted on its amendment, disagreed to by the House, 
to joint resolution (H. Res. 119) making an appropriation for the re- 
lief of Lieut. A. W. Greely and his party, composing what is known as 
the Lady Franklin Bay expedition to the Arctic regions, asked for a con- 
ference on the disagreeing votes between the two Houses, and had ap- 
pointed as conferees on its part Mr. HALE, Mr. MILLER of California, 
and Mr. SAULSBURY. 

It further announced the passage without amendment of joint reso- 
lution (H. Res. 113) authorizing the Secretary of War to receive for in- 
struction at the Military Academy at West Point Antonio Barrios, of 
Guatemala, and José Victor Zavala, of Nicaragua. 

It further announced the passage of a bill (S. 1256) providing for the 
removal of the remains of the late Maj. Gen. Edward O. C. Ord, United 
States Army, from Havana, Cuba, to Washington, D. C.; in which con- 
currence was requested. 

GREELY RELIEF EXPEDITION. 


The SPEAKER. The joint resolution (H. Res. 119) making an ap- 
propriation for the relief of Lieut. A. W. Greely and his party, com- 
posing what is known as the Lady Franklin Bay expedition to the 
Arctic regions, has been returned from the Senate with the message that 
that body insisted on its amendment disagreed to’ by the House, and 
requested a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move that the House agree to the conference 
asked by the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER appointed as managers of said conference on the part 
of the House Mr. RANDALL, Mr. HUTCHINS, and Mr. CALKINS. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
_ Mr. BELMONT. Task for the present consideration of the follow- 
ing—— : 

Mr. HORR. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. This being Friday, the regular order is the call of 
committees for reports of a private nature. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I wish to submit a privileged report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I am directed by the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads to report what I send to the Clerk’s 
desk to be read as a substitute for the resolution referred to that com- 
mittee on motion of the gentleman from New York [Mr. BEACH] on 
the 19th instant. 

The SPEAKER. _Is it of a public or a private nature ? 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas, It is a resolution of inquiry for infor- 
mation from one of the Departmenis. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will withhold it for the present, 
as this is private-bill day. 

Mr. SLOCUM. I move to dispense with the morning hour for the 
call of committees for reports of a private nature. 

The SPEAKER. That requires a two-thirds vote. 

The morning hour was dispensed with (two-thirds agreeing thereto). 

Mr. SLOCUM. I now move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

¥ITZ-JOHN PORTER. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House resumes the consideration of the bill 

H. R. 1015) for the relief of Fitz-John Porter, and the gentleman 
m Ohio (Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, on-last Saturday I alluded, 
in the remarks I made in the Committee of the Whole House, to the 
evidence tending to show, as I claimed, that the order to move from 
Warrenton Junction to Bristoe Station might have been obeyed. I did 


not enter into the detail of that evidence, but I told where it might be 
found. In those remarks as reported in the RECORD I find two mis- 
takes to which I wish to call attention, both made through my fault, 
probably—one surely. I referred to Bristoe Station as being the place 
where the order to move reached General Porter. I intended to say 
Warrenton Junction. Thename of the witness who testified to hearing 
the conversation or the statement of Gen. Fitz-John Porter on his arrival 
at Bristoe Station was reported as W. S. Paxton. I intended tosay W. 
C. Faxon. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there is left for me only to discuss the facts 
connected with the transaction of the 29th day of August. But, be- 
fore I go directly to that, I may be allowed, propérly, here to refer to 
the alleged change of opinion of General Garfield in relation to this 
matter. It was said in debate in Committee of the Whole that Gen- 
eral Garfield was himself the author of this bill. By what strange 
reasoning that conclusion was arrived at is not for me to say, but he 
did introduce a bill, or perhaps a resolution, looking to an inquiry in 
reference to an alleged discovery of important evidence. What his 
opinion would have been on the evidence that might have been pro- 
duced does not appear from the proceedings or the resolution; but that 
resolution was defeated. I stand here to-day, Mr. Chairman, to say 
that I know what his opinion was up to the 7th day of March, 1881. 
It then was what mine is now. It then was what it was when he 
wrote the letter to General Cox. 

In this connection I may also refer to the statement made in argu- 
ment that there was necessarily injustice in the action of the court- 
martial, because it sat at a time when prejudice was rife. I am not 
acquainted with many of the gentlemen composing that tribunal, but 
I think I may say, and be justified by those who know him, that so far 
as General Garfield was concerned as a member of that court-martial, 
prejudice had no power togovern hisactions. His own prejudice would 
not swerve him a hair. Thg prejudice of others would have no control 
over him. 

I need not say, Mr. Chairman, that, in my judgment, it is a matte: 
of little consequence what General Garfield thought at one time or 
another, so far as our action is concerned. If I had known that Gen- 
eral Garfield, sitting on that court-martial once, had changed his opin- 
ion on arehearing at another time, it would not have changed my mind, 
as,much as I respected him and his judgment. It would only have 
caused me to re-examine the evidence, the only source of information 
or judgment that can come to this committee. But to gentlemen who 
only seek to know the opinion of Grant or Garfield or of this board, I 
have shown sufficient respect to say what I understand to have been 
the position of General Garfield. But, sir, if he were in this House 
to-day, or out of this House as a constituent of mine, as once he was, 
I would be representing his views in the vote I shall give; and if he 
were here, occupying the place in which I stand, this committee would 
listen to the reasons which actuated him in his original judgment and 
those which remained with him until he died. 

I now proceed to the discussion of. the question connected with the 
charges before the court-martial and the country against Fitz-John 
Porter for his action, or want of action, on the 29th day of August, 
1862. I may say here I do not like this bill on account of the possible 
construction which may be given to it. 

While it says that nothing in this bill shall be so construed as to give 
this applicant pay for the time that he has been out of the Army, I still 
am not certain that the bill does not in effect accomplish that result ; 
because, sir, while it shall not be construed under one of its provisions 
to give him pay, it does restore him to all the rights which he had on 
the day of the approval of the sentence of the court-martial, and 
another law exists under which he can make claim for his compensa- 
tion, and which claim may be established as a good and a valid one; 
besides, if this bill becomes a law, his pay surely follows by some 
means. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I do not stop here. I would not make any op- 
position to the bill simply on that account at thistime. My reason for 
expressing opposition to its features and to its intent lies deeper. My 
objection to the bill is more emphatic than that. 

In order to know and judge clearly with regard to the question in- 
volved in this debate and act upon it with understanding, though in 
the estimation of some our knowledge appertaining to it may be very 
little at best, still it will be necessary for us to keep in our own minds 
certain conditions in regard to the location of the scenes and transactions 
ofthat memorable day. If, sir, youstand at Warrenton Junction look- 
ing somewhat north of east, you will see a pike extending in that direc- 
tion, known, I believe, as the Warrenton and Centreville pike or possibly 
the Warrenton pike. Following that pike in a direction east of north 
for twenty miles, about, you pass the town of Gainesville and the hamlet 
of Groveton andarrive at Centreville. The main moyementsof the forces 
on both sides were toward the pike which I have named on this memor- 
able 29th of cy re 1862. Gainesville lies about midway between 
Warrenton and treville. Groveton, the chief scene of the conflict, 
lies about midway between Gainesville and Centreville. It is ten miles 
from Warrenton to Gainesville and ten miles from Gainesville to Centre- 
ville, and about four miles to Groveton from Gainesville. Going from 
Warrenton in a southwestern direction you will follow the Warrenton 
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Railroad until you reach its junction with the and Alexandria 
Railroad at Warrenton Junction. From Warrenton Junction, bearing 
north of east, you pass through Bristoe Station and come to Manassas 
and Manassas Junction and a little beyond to Bull Run, a line of about 
fifteen miles. Prolonging that line from Bull Run eastwardly so far as 
to make this line as long as the first one, a point nearly south of Centre- 
ville will be reached, and these lines will form an outline map of the 
country which embraces the scene of the movements of the two armies 
on the 27th, 28th, and 29th days of August. From Gainesville north- 
west (more west than north) lies Thoroughfare Gap, eight or nine miles 
distant. The Manassas Gap Railroad, running from Manassas Junc- 
tion, passes through Thoroughfare Gap and northwestwardly from that 
point. 

On the morning of the 29th of August Fitz-John Porter and his 
forces lay between Bristoe Station and Manassas Junction. Early in 
the morning, at 3 o’clock as the testimony shows, an order was sent him 
by General Pope, which reached him about daylight in the morning, 
to march his force toward Centreville. Later, when new information 
had reached the commander-in-chief and had changed his view as to 
‘the situation of affairs, another order was issued, which reached Porter 
between 8 and 9 a; m., directing him to moye toward Gainesville. 
Gainesville is north and west of Bristoe Station. His troops were then 
in marching order, and they were soon turned in the direction indi- 
«ated, He arrived at about half past 10 at Bethlehem church, a point 
where the road separates, one branch leading to Gainesville, the other 
to Sudley Springs; Bethlehem church being about two miles from Ma- 
nassas Junction. In that neighborhood, the head of his column having 
reached beyond and toward Dawkin’s Branch, which is about two and 
one-half miles from Bethlehem church, he was overtaken between 12 
and 1 o’clock by General McDowell with the order known as the 
joint order. Under that order he received not only direction as to his 
movements, but the reasons for that direction. He was to march on 
the Gainesville road, and it was that in the neighborhood of 
Gainesville Jackson would be found, and that Heintzelman, Sigel, and 
Reno, who had been at Centreville, would meet Porter at that point 
and form a junction with him. Generals McDowell and Porter dis- 
cussed this joint order, General McDowell being the ranking officer. 
They both knew that the scope and meaning of the order was to march 
upon Gainesville, not asa holiday sport, but for the purpose of throwing 
their forces into the impending battle. The matter was talked over 
between them. McDowell said to Porter, ‘‘ You go in here with your 
forces, and I will march my troops by the Sudley road and place them 
on the left of the forces engaged;’’ and thus he would have filled up 
the gap between Porter, had he taken his assigned place, and Reynolds, 
who was upon the left of the Union forces then engaged. 

“ You go in here with your force.” That Porter understood this re- 
mark of McDowell to be an order to engage, is evident from a dis- 
patch he sent to McDowell at 6 p. m. of the 29th, in which he says, 
“Failed in getting Morell to you,” and by another of about the same 
date, directed to McDowell or King, in which he says, “‘I have been 
wandering over the woods and failed to get a connection with you,” 
and by a third, written about the same time, perhaps a little later, in 
which he says: 

The firing on my right has so far retired that I can not advance, and have 
failed to get over to you, except by the route taken by King, and shall with- 
<iraw to Manassas. 

It may as well be stated here as further on, that he did not try to 
get Morell to McDowell, he did not wander over the woods, nor did 
he try to advance. He did not,even ‘know the force of the enemy in 
his front, nor did he try to develop that force; and he so swears in his 
testimony in the McDowell court-martial. - 

McDowell left Porter at that point, and with those instructions, and 
went up the Sudley Springs road, and his troops afterwards got into 
the engagement, the division under King notably. : 

* By all accounts—I speak now, Mr. Chairman, of the evidence—by all 

accounts when McDowell left Porter he no longer did or could under- 
take to command him. ‘While there, he was his superior officer, and 
did tell him to “put his troops in there.’ Porter, in reply, pointing 
toward a cloud of dust rising above the trees, said: ‘‘ If we go in here 
anywhere we will get into a fight.” McDowell replied: *‘ That is what 
we are here for.”’ 

McDowell went off on the Sudley road under this samé joint order 
in pursuit of the common enemy, and found him. 

But I am premature. It is now said that McDowell at this time 
said: ‘‘ Porter, this is no place for a fight; you are too far out already.” 
Bethlehem church too far out! Too far out; in what way? 
miles and more from the enemy, ke was too far off! And the position 
would have been corrected by obedience to McDowell’s order: “* You 
go in here.’ But the testimony as to that remark is mostly from wit- 
nesses who testify as to the conversation, first, sixteen years after the 
words were said to have beenspoken. McDowell says he made no such 
remark. He says he did tell Porter to go in there, and left him. 

On that morning Jackson’s position was about Groveton; his left ex- 
tending up toward Sudley Springs, which is nearly north of Groveton, 
and that of his army would be at right angles to this turnpike of 
which I havé been speaking; his left wing extended west of Groveton 
toward Gainesville, but not reaching Gainesville. 


Porter about 12 o'clock was told by McDowell to ‘‘go in there.” It 


is disputed now whether at this time had reached the scene 
of operations or not, I will not discuss that, Mr. Chairman, for I have 
not time. -I willtakeas my statement the statement of the distinguished 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CurcHEON], who spoke upon that point. 
Longstreet came through Thoroughfare Gap that morning at sunrise; 
so he says. He had eight or nine miles to go to reach Gainesville. 
When he reached Gainesville he turned to the left on the pike toward 
Jackson’s right, which reached out from Groveton toward Gainesville. 
Longstreet says that soon after passing the gap they heard the booming 
of cannon; that his troops were marching rapidly then; but he says 
‘naturally the soldiers accelerated their pace at every discharge of 
the guns.’’ So I say, Mr. Chairman, soldiers accelerate their pace at 
every di of the enemy’s guns. It was in his army asin Napo- ` 
leon’s and in Moltke’s, the business to go where the guns were booming, 
and his soldiers without orders marched rapidly toward thatpoint. He 
arrived according to his present recollection and deployed his troops by 
11 o'clock. In passing, I will say it is impossible thaf*his memory is 
correct. But admit it. Does this committee care where Longstreet 
was? For some purposes this is immaterial, for others it is material. 
Where was Longstreet’s force and how much of force had he? Letters 
regarded moreimportant than evidence, opinions regarded more weighty 
than testimony on which they are founded, unite in saying that Long- 
street had twenty-five thousand troops. Mr. Chairman, he had on that 
day but twenty thousand troops. Turn to the evidence of Longstreet 
himself, and he will tell you that Anderson, with a full division, came 
in that day from Warrenton and only reached him that night, and that 
that division was five thousand strong, and that he included that forte 
in his estimate of twenty-five thousand for his command. Then, with 
his twenty thousand, where was he? Wilcox’s brigade of six thousand 
men was in advance; and it was deployed upon the immediate right of 
Jackson, with three or four hundred yards of intervening space occupied 
by artillery. 

Hood and Evans were deployed next to Wilcox, and only Jones, with 
one brigade, was in position, even after t was fully deployed’ 
where he could be opposed to the point where Porter ought to have been 
under this order; and Jones only had under his command six thousand 
men, and a small command of cavalry passing hither and thither, now 
and then drawing brush in the road to raise a dust to make -Porter, or 
whoever was there, think a force was present. D. R. Jones’s division of 
Longstreet’s corps alone occupied the extreme right of the confederate 
army on that day. 

At2o’clock Lee heard that there was a force approaching on his right— 
he says threatening his right—and by his order Longstreet removed 
Wilcox’s force and changed it over to thesupportof Jones. Then there 
were twelve thousand men who remained there until, as ; 
says, the force which had threatened him retired, when he, at 4 o’clock, 
and before the main infantry fight, ordered Wilcox back again to the 
assistance of Jackson, and Wilcox remained with Jackson’s force until 
midnight. Hood and Evans were engaged there all day whenever there 
was an ent. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I see I can not proceed at this rate and get 
through with what I desire to say, and I must get hastily along. Por- 
ter did not advance. He never deployed his corps, except two regi- 
ments as skirmishers and two more as supports, during that long day; 
but, on the contrary, they remained in the road and by its side with 
stacked arms, the head of the column near Dawkin’s Branch, within 
less than a mile of the enemy, and the rear at Bethlehem church, three 
miles away; and all day long he staid there, he personally being at 
Bethlehem church, and only twice—once about 1 and once later— 
going toward Dawkin’s Branch. At 4.30 another order was sent to 
him hy Pope. That order was to attack the enemy on his right 
flank in the direction of which his line of march was taking him. 
The bearer of this order found Porter under a tree near Bethlehem 
church, lying on oe as he (Capt. Douglas Pope) says, at 5 
o’clock. Charles Duffee says he was with Pope when the order was 
delivered, which he says was as early as 5.30. Others say it was later; 
but whenever it was, he was found there under that tree, and as Pope 
was recalled to Porter after he had left him and was detained an hour 
and a half, it was doubtless this later visit that the witnesses, who 
speak of seeing him ataboutsundown, referto. His troops had stacked 
arms and were resting. At that moment the cheers of the Union 
troops and the yells of the confederate soldiers engaged in desperate 
and doubtful battle sounded in his ears; but he never raised himself 
from his recumbent position, showed not the least interest in the mat- 
ter, and gave no orders except one that was immediately counter- 
manded. 

Now, to make the matter as brief as I can, I say that if he had no 
order, it was the duty of Fitz-John Porter to advance where his com- 
rades were . All along that line there were Heintzelman and 
Reno and Sigel and ‘Reynolds desperately fighting and sorely needing . 
aid. Yet the left wing, under Porter, within sound of that cannon- 
ading and that fighting all the day, advanced not. The Union loss on 
that day in killed and wounded was between six and eight thousand 
men, and the sound of cannonading and musketry firing was in the 
ears of that force. I aver that Porter's duty, without orders or with 
orders, was to advance. If Longstreet’s corps opposed him, then it 
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could not fight in two places. It could not fight against Pope and at 


the same time fight against Porter. It did fight against Pope alone 
while ten thousand to twelve thousand of the best and freshest troops 
of the Army, within striking distance, were spectators of the fray. 

Now for the animus of this non-action on the part of Porter. I refer 

to the dispatches of the 27th, 28th, and 29th of August sent by 

rter to Burnside. I cannotstop to read them now, but will ask per- 

mission to print them, and also the orders to which I have alluded, in 
my remarks. I must hurry on. 

One thing more. Mr. Ormsby testifies that during the court-martial 
he was present with another gentleman and heard Fitz-John Porter say, 
referring to the orders and to the testimony given before the court- 
martial that day and the day before, “‘I was not loyal to Pope; I was 
loyal to McClellan.” And on the same day a gentleman whom I now 
see before me, an officer of this House, William Blair Lord, testifies 
that he heard in the same conversation Fitz-John Porter say, ‘‘I was 


not loyal to ; I can not deny that.’’ Thatis in the evidence, and 
not a tiving being denies that those statements are true. 
Mr. LAIRD. ere is that evidence? 


Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. It was given before the board of review. 

Mr. LAIRD. Will the gentleman cite it. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Icould do soinafew minutes, but I have 
no time to be more particular now. Nobody deniesit. I will give you 
the papers when I close my remarks. 

Now, what is that confession? It is a plea of guilty. Not to be 


loyal to Pope was to be disloyal to the flag, was to be disloyal to the 
Union; gentlemen who vote to reinstate him, or to pension him, 
vote so knowing that by his own confession he was disloyal to his com- 


mander-in-chief, undisputedly disloyal, admittedly disloyal. Mr. Por- 
ter has been tried and convicted. . He has been pardoned, so far as the 
President’s pardon can go. But this House ought not to restore him 
to the rights he once had, those rights which he himself forfeited. 

This Congress can not restore him to the position that he once held. 
No boards of advice, no congress in the world, can make those laurels 
green and live again that died upon his brow as he lay under that tree 
refusing to obey the order of his commander-in-chief and admitting 
his disloyalty to that commander. 

We may remove his disabilities, if they have not already been re- 
moved, but it is a case of suicide; and we can not revive the glory that 
once clustered around his brow, and that might again be there except 
by his own confessed acts of disloyalty. 

It is said that an advance would have been unfortunate if he had 
gone forward. In civil life the unexpected occurs, and the more so in 
military affairs. Tell me if it is not true that if in regard to every- 
thing important that was done or attempted during the whole history 
of the war you could not find some man who beforehand said it could 
not be done in a case that was successful, or who beforehand said it 
could be done in those cases that turned out not to be successful. 

Longstreet swears that he would have beaten Porter had he advanced. 
The confederates were in the habit of thinking that they could defeat 
us on every occasion. Porter was a good general, with the best troops 
in the service under his command, ten or twelve thousand strong. 
Their vigorous assault would have been felt; in the even-balanced contest 

ight have been successful. 

uppose that General Hooker had refused to make the advance on 
Lookout Mountain, and had been court-martialed for that disobedience. 
How many able generals would have said that he was justified in re- 
maey | because he never could have scaled those heights! And B 
would have given testimony here that he could have crushed him 
he attempted it. Yet Hooker made the attempt and succeeded. 

Suppose Farragut's subordinates, ordered to pass Fort Jackson and Fort 
Saint Philip, had declined to go. How many able officers of the Navy 
would have testified that it could not have been done! And General 
Duncan would have sworn that if Farragut had attempted it with his 
wooden hulks he would have blown him out of water. 

Now, as I understand it, not being a soldier, but using my reason, 
when an order is given to a subordinate officer it isthe business of that 
officer to try to obey it, and let the responsibility beelsewhere. Porter 
neglected every one of these orders, tried to obey none, refused every 
one of them, sneered at his commander, and confessed that he did not 
intend to obey his orders; but his duty remained the same, and his dis- 
obedience was his crime. How would Grant or Sherman, in Pope’s 
place, haveaccepted his excuses? Imagine Grant in command and Sher- 
man, Thomas, Sheridan, or Logan in Porter's place, and all things else 
as they were on that day, would they have remained idle, waiting for 
night, that they might bivouac at Bethlehem church as Porterdid? Im- 

ible. Nay, put McClellan where Pope was and what would Porter 

ve done? The same flag, the same sacred cause were in the keeping 
of Pope, the same duty on Porter, as though another commander led. 
Again, suppose Lee had ordered Jackson to be at Bristoe by daylight on 
the morning of the 28th ‘‘on all accounts,’’ he (Jackson) being at War- 
renton Junction, would he have waited till daylight before he started, 
and given for his excuse a dark night, a sprinkle, and wagons in the 
road, or on the 29th would he have Jain within hearing of the fighting 
“yell” of his comrades in arms and given no aid, received his command- 
er's orders to engage without rising from the ground or moving to obey 


because the order came late? All these officers would have done their 
duty, and what they would have done Porter ought to have done. 

Restore him if you please, but do not understand that in doing so 
youare giving to us the olive branch of peace. -Do not vote to restore him 
with the understanding that you are allaying irritation. You are cre- 
ating it in a way of which you have no present idea. I have tried to 
make no allusion that would be offensive, and I make none now in an 
offensive sense. I puta case not as a parallel but only as an illustra- 
tion of the feelings of our soldiers in this case. If the British Gov- 
ernment had had the power after the war of the Revolution to force 
Benedict Arnold back into our Army it would not have pleased the 
American soldiers who had fought that war. 

Mr. Chairman, does the Old Flag need the opot of a man who stops 
upon the field of battle in sight and hearing of the enemy because he 
dislikes his commander? Would the stars of that flag be any brighter by 
reason of the restoration of such a man? Would our Government be 
any more stable or strong with such a man’s hand on its standard ?, 

Mr. Chairman, as Washington once said, ‘* Put none but Americans 
on guard to-night,” so I say let no man but a loyal, true soldier take 
hold of that flag which is the admiration of so many of us, and which 
floats to-day over all the States of this Union. Let no man buta true 
man, let no man who thought more of one commander than he did of 
his country, who disliked another more than he loved his country, and 
therefore stood palsied in the presence of the enemy, be recognized as a 
loyal soldier. I wonder if Fitz-John Porter hears the booming of those 
cannon to-day? I wonder if he hears the shout of victory that came to 
his ears on that fearful day? I wonder if his.eye goes over that battle- 
field, and he thinks he sees some victims there that his own right hand- 
might have rescued? I know not what he thinks, but all those things 
arein my visionand hearing, Mr. Chairman; and with them in my vision, 
with my understanding of this testimony, and asking no man to form 
an opinion for me, I have reached the conviction that my protection as 
an American citizen is not best secured with the Army in the control 
of or under the influence of such men as I think Fitz-John Porter to 
be. [Applause. ] 

HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF VIRGINIA, 
Bristoe Station, August 27,1862—6,30 p.m, 
Major-General F. J. Porter, Warrenton Junction : 

GENERAL: The major-general commanding directs that you start at 1 o’clock to- 
night and come forward with your whole corps, or such part of itasis with you, so 
as to be here by daylight to-morrow morning. Hooker has hada very severe ac- 
tion with the enemy, witha loss of about three hundred killed and wounded. The 
enemy has been driven back, but is-retiring along the railroad. We must drive 
him from Manassas, and clear the country between that place and Gainesville, 
where McDowell is. If Morell has not joined you, send him word to push for- 
ward immediately; also send word to Banks to hurry forward with all s to 
take your place at Warrenton Junction. It is necessary on all accounts that you 
should be here by daylight, I send an officer with this dispatch who will con- 
duct you to this ee sure to send word to Banks, who is on the road from 
Fayetteville, probably in the direction of Bealeton. Say to Banks also that he 

best run the railroad trains to this side of Cedar Run. If he is not with 
you, write him to that effect. 

By command of General Pope. 

GEORGE D. RUGGLES, 
Colonel and Chief of Staff. 


P. S.—If Banksis not at Warrenton Junction, leave a iment of infantry and 
two pes of artillery as a guard till he comes up, with instructions to follow 
p mmediately upon his doing so. If Banks is not at the Junction, instruct 

Jonel Clary to run the trains to this side of Cedar Run, and post a regi- 
mentand a section of artillery with it. 

By command of General Pope. 

GEORGE D. RUGGLES, 
Colonel and Chief of Staf. 


HEADQUARTERS Army OF VIRGINIA, 
Near Bull Run, August 29, 1862—38 a. m. 
GENERAL: McDowell has intercepted the retreat of Jackson, Sigel is imme- 
diately on the right of McDowell. Reey, and Hooker march to attack the 
enemy's rearatearlydawn. Major-General Pope directs youto move upon Cen- 
treville at the first dawn of day with your whole command, leaving your trains 
to follow. It is very important that you should be here at a very early hour in 
bran morning. A severe engagement is likely to take place, and your presence 
necessary. 
I am, general, v respectfully, your obedient servan: 
a EEE OERS N 
an afr. 
Major-General PORTER. 


HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF VIRGINIA, 


Centreville, August 29, 1862, 
Generals MCDOWELL and PORTER: 


Q 
You will please move forward with your joint commands toward Gainesville. 
Isent General Porter written orders to effect an hour and a half ago. 
Heintzelman, Sigel, and Reno are moving on the Warrenton turnpike, and must 
now be not far from Gainesville, I desire that as soon as communication is es- 
tablished between this force and your own the whole command shall halt. It 
may be necessary to fall back d Bull Run at Centreville to-night. I pre- 
sume it will be so on account of our supplies. I have sent no orders of any de- 
—. to Ricketts, and none to interfere in any way with the movements of 
well’s troops, except what I sent by his aid-de-camp last night, which 
were to hold his position on the Warrenton pike until the from here should 
fall upon the enemy’s flank and rear. I do not even know Ricketts's poson, 
as I have not been able to find out where General McDowell was un 
hour this morning. General McDowell will take immediate steps to communi- 
cate with Ricketts, and instruct him to rejoin the other divisions of 
corps as soon as practicable. 
any considerable advantages are to be gained by departing from this order, 
it will not be strictly carried out. Onething must be in view, that the troops 
must occupy a position from which they can reach Bull Run to-night or by morn- 
ing. The indications are that the whole force of the enemy is moving in this 
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direction at a pace that will bring them here by to-morrow night or next day. 
My own headquarters will be, for the present, with Heintzelmen's corps or at 


this place, 
JOHN POPE, 
Major-General Commanding. 


HEADQUARTERS IN THE FIELD, August 20—1.90 p. m. 


MAJOR-GENERAL Porter: Your line of march brings you in on the enemy's 
right flank. I desire you to push forward into action st once on the enemy's 
flank, and if possible on his rear, keeping your right in communication with 
Goneri Heynokls. The enemy is massed in the woods in front of us, but can be 
shelled out as soon as youengage their Nank, Keep heavy reserves and use 
your batteries, keeping well closed to your right all the time. In case you are 
obliged to fall back, do so to your right and rqir, so as to keep you in close com- 
munication with the right wing. 

JOHN POPE, 


Major-General Commanding. 


WARRENTON, 27—p. m, 
To General BrESSIDE: 


Morell left his medicine, ammunition, and baggageat Kelly's Ford, Can you 
have it hauled to Fredericksburg and stored? His wagons were all sent to 
you for in and ammunition, I have sent back to you every man of the First 
and Sixth New York Cavalry excépt what has been sent to Gainesville, Iwill 
get them to you aftera while, Everything here is at sixes and sevens, and I 
tind I am to take carc of myself in every respect. Our line of communication 
has taken care of itself, in compliance with orders. The army has not three 
days’ provision, The enemy captured all Pope's and other clothing; and from 
Me Dowell the same, facluding liquors. No guards accompanying the trains, and 
scuall ones guard bridges. The wagons are rolling on, and I shall be here to- 


morrow. Good night! 
F. J. PORTER, Major-General. 
The statement as to the captures is wholly false. 


WARRENTON JUNCTION, August 27, 1862—4 p. m. 
Jeneral BURNSIDE, Falmouth: 


I send you the last order from General Popo, which indicates the future as well 
is the present, Wagonsare rolling along rapidly tothe rear as if a mighty power 
yas propelling them, I see no cause for alarm, though I think this order may 
auso it. McDowell moves on Gainesville, where Sigel now is. The latter got 
b Buckland Bridge in time oe ine out the fire and kick the cnéemy, who is pur- 
suing his route unmolested to Shenandoah or Loudoun County, The forces are 
Longstreet’s, A. P. Hill's, Jackson's, Whiting’s, Ewell's, and Anderson's (late 
Euger’s) divisions. Longstreet is said by a deserter to be very strong. They 
hive much artillery and long wagon trains. 

The raid on the railroad was near Cedar Run, and made by a ment of in- 
fmtry, two squadrons of cavalry, and a section of artillery. The place was 
garded hy nearly three regiments of infantry and some cavalry. They routed 
Ue guard, captured atrain and many men, destroyed the bridge, and retired 
ldsurely down the rond toward Manassas, It can be casily repaired. No troops 
ab coming up, except new troops, that I can hear of. Sturgis is here with two 
regiments, Four were cut off by the raid, The positions of the troops are given 
inthe order. No enemy in our original front. A letter of General Lee, seized 
wen Stuart's assistant adjutant-general was taken, directs Stuart to leave a 
smadron only to watch in front of Hanover Junction, &c. Everything has 
uved up north. I find a vast difference between these troops and ours. But I 
stppose they were new, as they to-day burnt their clothes, &c., when there was 
ES thet ster s h disorganized, and needed pood troops to gi 

ear that they are much disorgani , and needed some t to give 
thm heart, and, I think, head. Weare working now to get behind Bull Kun, 
am, I presume, will be there in a fow days, if strategy don't use ua up. The 
sintegy is magnificent, and tactics in the inverse proportion. I wouid like some ot 
mi ambulances. I would like, also, to be ordered to return to Fredericks- 
bug and to push toward Hanover, or, with a large force, to strike at Orange 
Cort-House. I wish Sumner was at Washington, and up near the Monocacy 
wih batteries, I do not doubt the enemy have large amounts of supplies 
revided for them, and I believe they have a contempt for this Army of Virginia, 
vish myself away from it, with all our old Army of the Potomac, and so do 
on) companions, 

Iwas informed to-day by the best authority that, in o ition to Genéral Pope's 
vieys, this army was pushed out to save the Army of the Potomac, an army that 
cold take the care of itself. Pope says he long since wanted to go behind 
theOccoquan. I am in t need of ambulances, and tho offivers need medi- 
cins, which, for want of transportation, were left behind. I hear many of the 
sicl of my corps are in houses on the road. very sick. I think there is no fear of 
theenemy Nhe aah 9 the Rappahannock. The cavalry are all in the advance of 
therebel army. At Kelly's and Barnett's fords much property was left, in con- 
seqence of the wagons going down for grain, &e, Ifyoucan push up the grain 
to-tight please do so, direct to this place, There is nograin here to-day; or any- 
where, and this army is wretchedly supplied in that line. Pope says he never 
coud get enough. Most of this is private. 

F. J. PORTER. 

Rit if you can get me away, please do so. Make what use of this you choose, 
so Í does good, 

F. J.P. 


BRISTOE, August 28, 1862—0,30 n. m. 


Geral BURNSIDE, Falmouth: 


Mr command will soon be up, and will at once go into pouon Hooker drove 
Ewd! some three miles, and Pope says MeDowell intercepted Longstreet, so 
thatwithout a long detour he can not join Ewell, Jackson, and A. P, Hill, who 
are,>r supposed to be, at Manassas, Eweill's train, he says, took the road to 
Gaiwsville, where McDowell is coming from, We shall to-day as follows: 
I or he right of railroad, Heintze}man on left, then Reno, then McDowell. He 
hops to get Ewell, and push to Manaseas to-day. 

I lype all woes well near Washington. I think there need be no cause of fear 
foru. I feel asif on my own way now, and thus far have kept my command 
and rains well op. Moresupplies than I supposed on hand have been brought 
but tone to spare, and we must makeconnection soon, I hope forthe best, an 
my lieky star is always up about my birthday, the Sist, and hope Mo's is up 
also. You will hear of us soon by way of Alexandria. 

Ever yours, FIP 


BRISTOE, 29¢h—6 a, mM: 
Gencal BURNSIDE: 

Shal be off in half an hour. The messenger who brought thissays the enemy 
had ben at Centreville, and pickets were found there ins’ night, Sigel hada 
severefiight last night, ke. 

Poptwent to Centreville with the last two as a body: rd, at the time not 
knowhg where was the enemy and where Sigel was fighting—within eight 
miles him and in sight. 


The enormous trains are still rolling on. Many arrivals, not having been 
watched for fifty hours. I shall be out of provision to-morrow night, Yourtrain 
of forty wagons cannot be found. But Lexpect they know what they are doing, 
which is more than any one here or anywhere knows. oe 

a al. A 


Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, this bill has been disenssed from various 
standpoints. One position taken by its opponents is that Congress can 
not undo the work that was done by the court-martial; that the court- 
martial was a tribunal having jurisdiction over this cause; and that iis- 
decision of the cause is finaT; binding upon the country, binding upon 
Congress. Without entering into a discussion of that proposition at 
length I plant myself simply upon the principle that Congress can 
undo anything it has done, unless the undoing of it shall violate some 
prohibition of the Constitution. For instance, if Congress enacts a law 
and contracts are made under or by reason of that law, Congress can 
not revoke the law so far as it applies to those contracts, because there 
is a prohibition in the Constitution against any legislation impairing 
the obligation of contracts. But Congress may make a law defining a 
crime, and may the next day repeal that law. The repeal of the law 
obliterates the crime; it stops the punishment imposed under the law. 
In the case of Fitz-John Porter this bill, if it becomes a law, will re- 
lieve him from the conviction and sentence of the court-martial, and 
restore him to the position he would now hold if he had not been con- 
victed, sentenced, and cashiered. 

There is another aspect of this case which has become more or less 
prominent, and that is its political aspect. No man can make this a 
political question for me. I do not propose to be bound by political 
considerations in making my decision upon this bill. I care not what 
the polities or the religion or the color or the riches or the poverty of 
this man may be, the question with me is, is it our duty to restore 
him because an injustice was done him ? 

Another aspect of this case is the effort that has been and is being 
made to place the friends of this bill in the position of attacking the 
court-martial and General Grantand others, I have no unkind thought 
or word for any member of that court-martial or for General Grant or 
for the gentlemen of the West Point board. I believe that the conrt- 
martial, under the pressure of the necessities of that time, under the 
public influences that permeated the whole atmosphere, under the pas- 
sions and excitethents incident to a state of war, under the disasters 
that had befallen the Union Army, especially the great disaster of 
Fredericksburg, which occurred while the court-martial was sitting; 
under the charge, which was spread broadcast, that there was insubordi- 
nation on the part of prominent officers of the Army which was leading 
to defeat—under all these circumstances I believe the court-martial felt 
impelled conscientiously to find this man guilty, and so convicted him 
of these charges under the law of military necessity as the members of 
that court-martial then understood the situation. In other words, I 
believe that if that identical court-martial had tried this case in a time 
of peace and after the passions of the war had subsided it would not 
have convicted him on the evidence produced before it. 

I have the very highest respect for the members of that court-martial. 
They were Union soldiers who did their duty to their country, and no 
man can make me antagonize men of that sort on any occasion or in 
behalf of any measure, They deserve the homage, love, and respect of” 
their countrymen, and no word or thought of mine shall ever tarnish 
their fair fame or dim the luster of their noble achievements. 

The first charge against Fitz-John Porter is that he violated an order 
to march at 1 o'clock on the morning of the 28th of August from War- 
renton Junction and arrive at Bristoe Station at Garg. By the ar- 
gainena of gentlemen Fitz-John Porter is placed in a Procrustean bed, 

m which it would be difficult to extricate him, if the arguments be 
sound. Thegentleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] and the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. Curcrreon] have argued that it was the duty of 
Porter to start at 1 o'clock, whatever his success might have been. My 
friend General BROWNE, of Indiana, has argued that the essence of that 
order was that he should have arrived at Bristoe Station at daylight. 
There is one plain difference of opinion between gentlemen in constru- 
ing that order. In my opinion neither one of these constructions is the 
correct one. In my judgment Fitz-John Porter, as the commander of 
a corps separated by nine or ten miles from his commander-in-chief, 
had the right, and it was his duty, to exercise a wise discretion in 
reference to the circumstances and conditions of the situation. 

Now, what was the condition of things that night of the 27th of Au- 
gust? The best reply to that inquiry is the testimony of the witnesses- 
who were there on the ground. I ask a careful and candid considera- 
tion of that testimony. Iask that because I hope this cause will be 
judged in the light of the evidence, and not according to sentiment, 
however elevated; and I trust that passion and prejudice will have no 
influence in determining the fate of this bill. 

Now, hear what the witnesses say about the situation of Porter and 
his corps, and what was said and done. Of these witnesses Generals 
Griffin, Morell, Butterfield, and Sykes, Colonel Locke, Captains Mon- 
teith and Martin, and Lieutenant Weld were with Porter’s corps at 
Warrenton Junction. General Myers had charge of one of the wagon- 
trains—there was evidently more than one from General Myers's evi- 
dence—and Colonel Clary and Captain Fifield the railroad trains. Seven 
of the witnesses passed over the road beside the railroad that night. 
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The other witnesses were not immediately on the ground or over the 
road that night, but were only a few miles away, and most of them 
knew the road from Warrenton Junction to Bristoe. 
Now, listen to what these witnesses say. Nearly all this testimony, 
I should have said, was given before tho court-martial, 
General Griffin says: 
Question. What was the condition of the troops under your command on the 
evening of the 27th with respect to fatigue? 
Answer. They were much broken down, Imean by that that they were very 
bees We had a great many stragglers that day. 
Q. State what was the character of the night between the 27th and 28th of Au- 
St. 
Sr The night of the 27th and the pee of the 2sth was very dark. It rained 
a little about 10 o'clock that night, I should think; very little, just sprinkled. 


Lieutenant Weld says: 


Question, What kind of a night was the 27th of August last? 

Answer. It was vory dark, indeed. 1 went to bed nbout 10 o'clock and then 
tho nish was very dark. I heard someone, I think it was General Morell, who 
oume into camp before I wont to bed, saying he had heen trying to find Gencral 
Sykes’s headquarters and had losthis way. General Sykes's headquarters were 
very near ours. In the morning abont J o'clock I got wp and it was drizzling. 


General Sy kes testifies: 


Question. State the character of the nightand any reporta made to you by your 
aids as to the diftoulties in starting before daylight, if any such wero inado. 

Answer, The night was anusually dark. Before [directed the adyance to be 
sounded I sont an aid-de-camp to find iho road so as tolead the column upon it. 
He returned in a short time and told me thedarkness was so greatthathe could 
not distinguish the road, Me also told me that he was assisted in the search by 
several saldiers, 

Q. State what you recollect of any diMoulties which you met with in the road 
which impeded your march that morning and what steps were taken to remove 
such digiulties, if uny existed. 

A. As I anticipated, we ran npon this train of wagons within two miles of my 
«amp. They encumbered the road for miles, Myself and staff officers were 
constantly engaged in opening the way for the head of my column. On several 
occasions F had to take my mounted escort and place them on the roud with 
drawn sabers to prevent wagons from closing up in intervals that occurred, I 
do notthink that in my military life I ever had such trouble as I had that day. 
The wagon-masters and teamsters were alike insubordinate. 

Again, he says, in giving reasons for suggesting the delay in the march: 

They were, first, that a ae march is always fatiguing and injurious to 
‘troops; that my command had already marched from twelve to fourteen miles 
that day: that I thought the darkness would cause confusion; that the constant 
stream of wagons had ahead of us from the time my gommand reached 
Warrenton Junction until dusk. And above all, [ thought thafas buttwo hours 
or three hours at most would elapse between 1 o'cloek and daylight, we could 
make the march in much better order and march more rapidly by starting at 
<lawn than by starting at the honr prescribed, 


General Morell says: 


Question. State what occurred at the thne of the receipt of the order, or Im- 
mediately afterward, between the accused and yourscif and the other gencrals? 

Answer. Gencrul Porter szid to us that ic had received this order to march 
at l o'clock that night. We immediately spoke of the condition of our troops— 
they being very much fatigued—and the darkness of the night, and snid that we 
didn’t believe we could make any better progress by attempting to start at that 
hour than if we waited until daylight. After some little conversation General 
Porter said: ** Well, we'll start at 3 o'clock; get ready.” IT immediately left his 
tent and went back to my division and made my preparations for moving. 

Q. Did not the generals then present, yourself included, express in strong 
terms the difllculty of moving as carly as 1 o'clock or cariicr thai 3 o'clock? 

A. Yes; on account of the difficulty of marching at night. Tt wasa very dark 
night; it was cloudy, trying to rain, and did rain before morning. 


General Reynolds says, in reference to the night of the 27th: 


Question.. What was the character of the night ? 

Answer, It was a very dark night, as was the succeeding night. I recollect 
bere of ewes distinetly for having been about a good deal after 12 o'clock on 
each nigh 

Q Fda’ you consider it too dark a night to march troops over an unfamiliar 
sountry? 

Av I should think so, certainly, without a guide or marching on roads. I 
aon't think it blo to march troops in such a night without having a good 
guide or marching on a road. 

Q. If the road over which you were to pass were to some considerable extent 
obstructed in several places, would you have regarded the march of large masses 
of troops on that night as practicable? 

; A, I should not, I should have considered it as a very precuriotis undertak- 
ng. 


General Heintzelman says of that night: 


> enemy Do you remember now what the character of the night was? Was 
it light, or dark and rainy? 

Answer, It was very dark, Ip tho course of the night we had a drizzling 
rain. Our tenta were not pitched; we laid out inthe rain. We hud difficulty in 
getting our wagons up. 


General Roberts, Porter's accuser, says of that night: 


It was cloudy at times so gs to be quite dark, and threatened about 2 o'clock 
to rnin, so that I got up from where | was siceping on the ground, found my 
wagon and got into it, believing it would rain. 


General Butterfield says: 


The order, I believe, was for General Porter to move his forces at 1 o'clock in 
ihe morning to Briatoe Station. He handal the order to General Morell or to 
General Sykes, who were present, und said (here wasa chance for a short nap, 
wr something of that sort, I don’t remember the exact words, indicating thut 
there was but little time for preparation. General Sykes or General Morell, I 
dlqn't remember which (one or both of thein), spoke with regard to the faigue 
our troops had eridured, the darkness of the night, and the fact that in their 
judgment the troops would be of more service to start at a hiter hour than they 
would be to start atthe hour named. In reply tothese remarks General Porter 

kerather decidedly that there was the order; thatit must be obeyed; that 
those who gave the order knew whether the necessities of the censo would war- 
rant the exertions that had to be made to comply with it. Ido notstate thatas the 
exuti words, butas the substance of what hesald. Captain De Kay;who brought 
the order, was then present and was asked some questions about the road. He 
stuted that it was very dark, and that the road was full of teams, General 
Sykes, T think, suggested that it would be impossible for us to move at the hour 


named, or if the road was full of teams that they couldn't find the way. Gen- 
eral Porter onlled two nids and sent them off to investigate the condition of the 
road, or ask General Pope to have the road cleared so that we could come up. 
When we got outside the darkness was so ap aen (to use such an expression) 


and it seemed to be stich a matter of impossibility to move, that General Porter 
anid: “In consideration of all the circumstances I will fix the hour at 8o'clock 
instead of 1; you will be ready to move promptly; and I eu uently wrote 
an ed egd in General Porter's tent for my command to be in line to march et $ 
o'clock. y 

Colonel Clary says, in reply to a question as to whether he had passed 
over the road that night: 


Ithink there were ten or twelve persons composing the . We didn’t 
pes over the whole journey that night; I lost the at and fia by for about 2 
1ours until daylight. 

Q. How did you travel? 

A. On horseback, 

Q. What was the character of the night? 

A, It was dark and cloudy. 


Colonel Clary also says: 


I was at Warrenton Junction on the 27th of August last. At 10 o'clock that 
night I received a note from General Porter to move the trains east on the rail- 
road beyond and canst of Codar Kun toward Bristoe Station, I gave the orders 
to the proper persons connected with the trains and they commenced imme- 
diately to move, * * + Theremovyal of tho trains occupicd me from lO o'clock 
nutil about 2 o'clock in the panies at which time, or perhaps a little later, I 
myself left that pointfor Bristoe Sta ion. 


Colonel Locke testifies: 


The order was reoeived very nearly 10 o'clock in the evening, I was present 
that evening when a report was made to the accused of the condition of the road. 

Q. Do you remember what the report was? If so, state it. 

A. Tho report was thatthe road was very much blocked and that there were 
several bad places in tho road. 

Ga La +» . * * * 
Q hoe ei corps march at 3 o'clock a. m. on the 28th of August? 
. Yea, sir. 

Q. What difficulties, if any, did they encounter, and what was the cause of 
those dilficulties ? 

A. One great difficulty was the darkness of the night. The next was the nearly 
impassable condition of the roads by reason of wagon-traina, 

Q. Was the wight very dark? ’ 

A. Extremely dark. 


Captain Fifield, who was instructed by Colonel Clary to clear the rail- 
road of trains, says: 

Question, Where did you go after leaving the trains? 

Answer. I attempted to go to Bristoc Station, but didn’t reach there unti afte 
pA in the morning, having Jost my way, in connection with the party I wiw 
with. 

Q. How did you travel? 

A. On horseback. 

Q. Were there any wagons on the country road? 

A. There were. 

Q Aber distance were the wagons stretched along the roaa, if they wen 
strete ig 

A. [should think from between three and four miles from where we first strucc 
the wagons until we got past the main body of the wagons—they were scatterel 
further along. 

* a * K » * 

Q. What was the character of the night; was it light or dark? 

A. The early part of the night wusa bright starry night of summer withoutary 
moon, but about half past H o'clock it commenced overcasting and threatenad 
rain. Very black clouds came up, and it did sprinkle a little. It was very dak 
from: that time until toward morning. 


Captain Monteith, who, with Captain McQuade, had been sent ly 
General Porter to look out the road to Greenwich, says: 


Question. What sort of a night was it? 

Answer, Very dark, We had trouble in getting back, but a part of the wy 
we didn't come back the same road that we took goingout. ® © © We fomd 
wagon-trains on the road from Warrenton Junction going by Catlett's Statin. 
We also found wagon-trains coming in on the Warrenton road intersecting tie 
rond that runs by the railroad just below Catlett's Station. 

Q. In what condition did you find the wagons when you were returningto 
General Porter? 

A. Some of them were stopped and some of them were aaas 3 along. * =*.9 
The next morning, the 28th of August, when the march was taken up dorn 
the railroad, General Porter sent Lieutenant Weld and myself forward to we 
our efforts iu making the way for the infantry, The road was blocked up wih 
wagons as far as we could see. 

Q. What efforts were actually made, and how long were you in removing he 
wagons, if you removed them atall? 

A. When we firat came to the wagons, the woods on both sides of the rad 
were so thick, and the road was se narrow, that it was impossible to turn he 
wagons out of the rosd, and weecontinued on until we came ton place where he 
wagons could be doubled or turned out of the road. We were also assistedby 
some cavalry sent with us. * * * After, General Porter sent us with ee 
cavairymon; he also sent Colonel Locke with either a company or squadrot of 
cavalry to labor in tho same way. 


Captain Drake De Kay, who bore the order to Porter, says: 


Question, What was the character of the night of the 27th of August? 
Answer. To the best of my recollection it was a cloudy night, but not rany. 
s 5 


Q. Had Generu) Porter's command marched at 1 o'clock in the morning wuld 
he, or would he not, have passed those wagons in camp? 
A. He would have passed them In camp, probably, 


Captain Martin says: 

Wo moved at between 3 and 4 o'clock across the run, less than a mile rom 
camp, and halted there, and remained there until daylight. + * © Wi en- 
countered a difficulty in getting out of camp in the durkness, opt aos may of 
our carriages stuck in the run near the edge of the cainp; some of themvere 
not got out until near daylight; especially one battery wagon. 

Colonel Brinton, who went that night to find General Porter bout 
12 o'clock, testifies: 

Question. What was the character of the night? 

Answer, The night was very dark and overcast, 
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Q. Did the darkness materially impede you in your efforts to find your way to 
General Porter? 

A. It did. 

Q. And delayed you? 

Q bid on the road hich you traveled? 

you see an ons on the over w. ‘ou travel 

A. Yes; the road From Catlett's Station for half a mile westward was blocked 
up with wagons. We ran into them constantly. The road is there a narrow 
one leading through a wood, and it was difficult for us to get along on that ac- 
count. We ran into a tree on the one hand or a wagon on the other without be- 


ing able. to distinguish until ye were upon it. x “ 


Q. When you reached General Porter did you speak to him of the condition 
in which you had found the road? 
A. Yes, sir, I did; and in answer to his inquiry concerning the state of the road, 


Generals Warren, Buchanan, McKeever, Ruggles, Patrick, and Min- 
dil, Colonels Thompson, Marston, and Smith, Majors Hyland and Earle, 
Lieutenants Randol, Baker, and Davis testified before the West Point 
board to substantially the same facts. 

General Patrick said: 

My orderlies and one if not two members of the staff dismounted at different 
‘times to feel of the road, It was one ofthe darkest nights, that night of the 25th. 
{This is evidently a misprint; it refers to the 27th, as will clearly appear from his 
evidence on page 153, second part, executive document 37, Forty-sixth Congress. 
When I came in with McDowell I got lost on account of the darkness. It wasa 
very dark night,so much so that we stretched men across the road quite a dis- 


tance each side lest they should pareng ta bivouac, as it was so dark that the 
erè 


opening at the side of the road w) men were could not be seen. 
. Colonel Marston says: 
é a Do you recollect the character of the night of the 27th of August, 


Answer. Part of it Ido. Itwasdark,I should say, until 12 o'clock. After that 
I don’t know how it was, From 9 to 10 o'clock, along there, it was misty and 
raining a little—fine rain or heavy mist and quite dark. I was out with the 
-officer of the picket line and lost my way, and it was so dark we could hardly 
dind the way. ? 

General Warren said before the West Point board that the wagons— 
referring to the wagons on the road from Warrenton Junction to Bris- 
toe that night—were pell-mell, parked like the ice that jams on the 
shore. A contemporaneous corroboration will be feund in Porter’s dis- 
patch to Burnside from Warrenton Junction on the evening of the 27th. 
In that dispatch he says: ‘‘ Wagons are rolling along the road as if a 
mighty power were propelling them.’’ Those in the habit of constru- 
ing evidence will appreciate the force and trustworthiness of that kind 
-of evidence. i 

Now let me call attention to the testimony of General Myers, whom 
the Government relied on before the court-martial, and who knew 
whether wagons blocked the road or not. General Myers, in answer to 
interrogatories, said: 

Question. Do you remember the character of that night—the night of the 27th 
of August; if so, will you please state it? 

Answer, I was up nearly all that night. It was quite dark; there was no 


moon. 
é * * * $ 


e 
Q. Did all wagons go into park or did some continue on the road? 
A. I think all my train went into park. ~ 

He says: 


I think all my train went into pa The ms were coming in all night, 
sand I could hear the wagons rolling nearly all night. No trains— 


Referring to railroad trains— 


passed me that night. 
Question. You have been understood to say that the wagons were rolling all 


nyay ? 
nswer, Yes, going into park as they got along all night; the rear ns 
taking a long time to come up in a long train of two tho ~ or three thousand 


wagons. 
Then they w oing int m th 
L on, wherever EY could UTA w plecs to park they perked. 
. *% $ ẹ a s * 

Mr. STEELE. Whose evidence is the gentleman reading from? 

Mr. BAYNE. The testimony of General Myers. 

Mr. STEELE. If the gentleman will allow ‘me, I would like to 
read in that connection the latter part of that testimony. 

Mr. BAYNE. If lam permitted to have as much time as is necessary 
to answer the interrogatories of the gentleman or other gentlemen I 
will yield cheerfully to interruption, otherwise I must decline to yield. 
Unless time be given me beyond the hour I believe it will be impossi- 
ble for me to get through if I permit any interruptions, and therefore 
d cannot yild. ; 

Mr. STEELE. Iwould say to the gentleman that General Myers 
himself tes‘éfies that he could have moved that night. ` 

Mr. BAYNE. He says in connection with it, however, that he may 
‘be mistaken, if the gentleman will examine. 

Mr. STEELE, The very last response to a question addressed to 
General Myers, was that he could have moved that night. 

Mr. BAYNE. Bnt in that very connection he says, ‘‘ In that, how- 
ever, I may be mistaken.” That is the very language he uses. Any 
way, if General Myers said so it was a mere expression of opinion. 

Mr. STEELE. But the gentleman has quoted his testimony, and I 
want to read from a portion of the same testimony. 

Mr. BAYNE. I quoted his testimony as to the fact of the wagons 

` being on the road all that night. He recites that as a matter of fact 
and not as a matter of opinion. 


Now, I can not and indeed need not call attention to all that is shown 
by the testimony of these witnesses. But the salient facts developed 
are that the night of the 27th of August was dark and cloudy; the road 
from Warrenton Junction to Bristoe was blocked with an immense num- 
ber of wagons; that the road at points at least was narrow; that it was 
impracticable and dangerous to march troops on the railroad; that the 
troops were fatigued, some of them having marched sevefiteen to nine- 
teen miles that day and others twelve to fourteen miles; that by start- 
ing at 3 o’clock it was found to be impracticable to march; and that 
even the daylight march was dificult in consequence of the obstruc- 
tion, and it required great exertions on the part of General Porter and 
others to clear the way. 

But there is another salient fact developed by that evidence which 
is more cogent and persuasive than all the others taken together. The 
evidence shows that when Porter received the order to move at 1 
o'clock arid be at Bristoe by daylight—a distance of nine or ten miles 
his corps was required to traverse in about three hours—he at once 
consulted with Generals Morell, Sykes, and Butterfield, two of these 
gentlemen being present, the third perhaps coming in afterward. - He 
read the order, and handed it to one of them with the remark, ‘‘There 
is something for a short nap.” They then conferred together with 
reference to the execution of the order, and General Morell, General 
Sykes, and General Butterfield all testified betore the court-martial that 
they advised General Porter not to move at 1 o’clock that night. They 
give their reasons for so advising in their testimony. t 

Now it never has been disputed yet by anybody that General Sykes, 
General Morell, and General Butterfield were loyal to the core to the 
Union cause. That fact has never been questioned. If General But- 
terfield, General Sykes, and General Morell were honest in their. judg- 
ment, if they expressed to General Porter a conviction of their own as 
to the impolicy of the movement, why should they be held to be hon- 
est and loyal to the cause and Porter dishonest and a traitor? Why 
were they not tried as accessories before the fact? 

Mr, STEELE. I would like to ask the gentleman a question here. 

Mr. BAYNE. I have been compelled to decline interruptions. If 
I can have time to answer those given to me I shall be very glad, 
otherwise I cannot yield. ` 

Mr. WELLER. I ask unanimous consent of the House that the 
gentleman have his time extended to enable him to answer all inter - 
ruptions. 

Mr. COSGROVE. I was about to make the same request in behalt 
of my colleague. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. I would suggest to the gentleman that he finish 
his speech first, and answer the interruptions afterward. That is the 
more orderly way, and his time can be then extended for that purpose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would t that the gentleman 
occupy his time for the hour, after which, if necessary, the Chair will 
entertain a request for an extension. 

Mr. BAYNE. It is beyond all dispute, Mr. Chairman, that the of- 
ficers to whom have referred so advised Porter on that occasion, and 
it is a well-known principle with lawyers, it is a reasonable proposi- 
tion to every mind, that the jury that sits at the time and on the spot 
and knows all the circumstances is better qualified to judge of such 
matters than men far away, and who know nothing of the surrounding 
circumstances except such knowledge as they glean from h or more 
or less disjointed evidence. There was not, I believe, in that whole Fifth 
Corps a single man who would have said or who has testified that it 
would be prudent to march that night. Not a single witness from that 
corps is produced who says it would have been proper to do so. There 
were many produced who said it would have been impracticable to 
move. And now I repeat that this testimony shows, much that I have 
not cited as well as that which I have, that it would have been imprae- 
ticable for General Porter to have rendered implicit obedience to that 
order. The spirit of that order was that he should go to Bristoe Station 
as early as it was practicable for him to go; and I say by starting at 3 
o’clock in the morning he obeyed the spirit of that order, and if he had 
not doneso he would have failed in the intelligent discharge of his duty. 

But my friend from Michigan [Mr. CurcHEon] saidgin his speech 
that it was all-important that Porter should have moved to Bristoe at 
1 o'clock, because Hooker had had an engagement with the enemy and 
was out of ammunition; and when he is confronted with this order, 
which makes no mention of the fact that Hooker was out of ammuni- 
tion, he says that General Pope would not probably have noted the 
fact in his order, because the rebels might have captured it and have 
thus received information which would have been of great danger to 
the Union cause. - A 

But mark you how plain a tale will put that down, General Pope 
sent another order to Porter eaity in the morning of the 28th, in which, 
and for the first time, he mentioned the fact that Hooker was almost out 
of ammunition. : 

If the reason were good that it should not have gone into the order 
because the rebels might have captured it in the one instance, why was 
not the reason good in the other instance? But it shows what logic is 
resorted to by the opponents of this bill to make the worse appear the 
better side of the case. 
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The directory part of the order of the 27th is in these words: 

Th r-general comman directs that start at 1 o’clock to-night 
and paia sai ie with your whole corps, * = TOADS here by daylight 
to-morrow m a 

The reasons given are these: 

Hooker has had a severe action with the enemy, with a loss of about three 
hundred killed and wounded. The enemy has been driven back, but is retiring 
along the . © * * We must drive him from Manassas and clear the 
country between that and Gainesville, where McDowell is. * * * It is nec- 
essary on all accounts that you should be here by daylight. 

The whole disobedience covers but two hours of time in making a 
start to pursue a retiring enemy. Compliance with the letter of the 
order was a physical impossibility. Troops in open day and on a good 
road can not march three milesan hour. This orderrequired the Fifth 
Army Corps, consisting of about 9,000 men, to march between nine and 
ten miles, in the darkness of that night, over that road in three hours. 


TWENTY-NISTH OF AUGUST. 


The order of the 27th to my mind, however, is by no means the im- 

rtant aspect of this case. In my opinion if the charge of having vio- 

ted that order had stood alone before the court-martial there would 
have been no conviction. The gravamen of the charges against General 
Porter relates to the 29th; and { therefore will go from this first prop- 
osition to that one. 

Now, what are the circumstances relating to the 29th? Porter was 
at Bristoe Station. He received an order from General Pope to march 
his corps to Centreville. ‘Centreville we will say is here [pointing to 
the left], and in that order there was the allegation that a severe en- 
gagement was expected. I will show the improper use that was made 
of that presently. While he was executing that order another came 
to him to march toward Gainesville, which is in that direction [point- 
ing to the front]. He, therefore, had to countermarch; and when he 
had marched toward Gainesville up to Dawkin’s Branch, as it is called, 
he there beeame aware of the presence of the enemy in his front. 

Before I go to the evidence relating to the fact that the enemy was 
encountered at Dawkin’s Branch, I want to say one word about this 
Centreville order. It has been said by different gentlemen on the floor, 
notably by my friend from Igdiana [Mr. BROWNE], that Porter was 
apprised of the fact that a severe engagement was likely to occur. It 
is true that when he was ordered to march to Centreville he was noti- 
fied in the order that a severe engagement was likely to take place. 
But I leave it to the common sense of anybody and everybody if, when 
he received the orders I am about to read, he could imagine or believe 
that an engagement was probable. I will read the order requiring him 


to countermarch: 
= CENTREVILLE, August 29, 1862, 

Push forward with your corps and King’s division, which you will take with 
you, upon Gainesville. I am following the enemy down the Warrenton turn- 
pike. Be expeditious or we will lose much. 

JOHN POP. 
Major-General Commanding. 

Shortly after receiving the order I have just read Dr. Abbott brought 

him what is called the “‘ joint order.’ Here is the joint order: 
HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF VIRGINIA, 
Centreville, August 29, 1862. 

You will please move forward with your joint command toward Gainesville. 
I sent General Porter written orders to that effect an hourand a halfago. Heint- 
zelman, Sigel, and Reno are moving on Warrenton turnpike, and must now 
be not from Gainesville. I desire that as soon as communication is estab- 
lisked between this forceand your own the whole command shall halt. Itmay 
be necessary to fall back behind Bull Run, at Centreville, to-night. I presume 
it will be so on account of our supplies. I have sent no orders of any deseri 
tion to Ricketts, and none to interfere in any way with the movements of Me- 
Dowell’s troops, except what I sent by his aid-de-camp last night, which were 
to hold his position on the Warrenton pre until the troops from here should 
fall on the enemy's flank and rear, I do not even know Kicketts’s position, as 
I have not been able to find out where General McDo 
this morning. General McDowell will take immediate steps to communicate 
with General Ricketts, and instruct him to join the other divisions of his corps 
as soon as practicable, 

If any considerable advantages are to be gained by departing from this order, 
it will not be strictly carried out, One thing must be held in view, that the 
troops must occupy a ition from which they can reach Bull Run to-night or 
by morning. The indications are that the whole force of the enemy is moving 
in this direction at a pace that will b them here by to-morrow night or the 
next day, ihop iaa headquarters will for the present be with Heintzelman’s 

ace. 


corps or at 
sje araa aia 
om ut ls 
Generals MCDOWELL and PORTER, 


Now, is there anything in either of these orders intimating the like- 
lihood of a severe engagement? On the contrary, is not the intimation 
that Longstreet would not arrive until the evening of the 30th or the 
morning of the 31st? No prospect of a severe engagement in either of 
these orders; and yet for some purpose, for what I do not know, the 
statement in the Centreville order is lugged into the arguments against 
Porter to show what his anticipation should have been. 

That kind of argument results from the weakness of the cause, and 
should have no place or force in the discussion of this bill. 

The gist of this inquiry with reference to Fitz-John Porter on the after- 
noon of the 29th is, did he know that the enemy was in his front? Was 
the enemy there, and did he knowit? The joint order indicated that the 
enemy had not come into his front, because the joint order alleged that 
the enemy would not be there until the evening of the 30th or the morning 
of the 31st. Now one thing must be assumed as within the knowledge 


well was until a late hour 


of General Porter, and that is he knew that Longstreet commanded the- 
one wing of the rebel army and that Jackson commanded the other 
wing. He had been through the Peninsula campaign. He had been: 
acquainted with its history from day to day, and he knew beyond all 
doubt that Longstreet commanded one wing of that army and Jackson 
the other. What did Porter say with reference to the prospect on the- 
28th? Porter on the 28th telegraphed General Burnside: 


I expect the next thing will be a raid on our rear by way of Warrenton by 
Longstreet, who was cut off. 


Isit not evident that Porter then anticipated the coming of Long- 
street through Thoroughfare Gap? Did he not apprehend that fact on. 
the 28th? That was the day before the 29th. What then? With 
this in his mind—and this shows the way he viewed the situation, and 
it shows moreover that he might not have given full credit to the views 
of General Pope as expressed in the joint order that the enemy would 
come on the evening of the 30th or the morning of the 3lst—he was 
riding with General Morell at the head of his division when they came 
in contact with the enemy. Now, let General Morell state the facts. 

General Morell says: 

As we countermarched to there (Gainesville) my division was thrown in 
front, General Sykes having already passed on toward Centreville. We had gone- 
up the road toward Gainesville perhaps about three miles when I met a mounted. 
man coming toward us, I stopped him and asked him the road to Gainesville. 
and also the news from the front. He said he had come from Gainesville, and. 
that the enemy's skirmishers were there to the number of four hundred and the 
main body was not far behind. I then moved on upthe road, and in a shorttime 
our own skirmishers reported that poy dary discovered the enemy's skirmishers- 
in their front. The column was then halted by General Porter, who was with 
me. After a little consultation he directed the batteries to be posted on the crest 
of the ridge we had just passed and the men to be placed in position. 


Why should Porter have directed the batteries to be placed.in posi- 
tion on the crest and the men in position if he had not entertained the- 
idea at that time that the enemy was there? That would have been a 
pure work of supererogation if he had not believed the enemy was there, 
General Griffin says: 

Question. Did you on the 29h make a reconnaissance to the front, or rather- 
eause one to be made, to ascertain the forces of the enemy that opened their 
artillery upon De troops? $ 

Answer. In fact, no artillery opened that I know of. Before that I had a whole 
regiment to the front as skirmishers, Itook three mounted prisoners, I know. 


You will discover the importance of these three mounted prisoners- 
presently. 
Q. Do you believe you had in front of you any considerable force of the 


‘| enemy? 


A. Yes; I believe that in the course of the day I had the larger part of Lee’s 
army. 

Q immodiniely in front of you, I mean; I don’t mean in the remote dis- 

nee, 


N ea tu har sd my rare ai el Boer they ir BY line a little 
ers ay to fan nt, — ang Sa ọ roughfare Gap. They were com- 
Now, there is the impression derived by General Griffin on that oc- 
casion. His belief was that the main body of Lee’s army was in their 
front during that afternoon. Then there was something else. When 
General McDowell came to General Porter, about 12 or between 12 and 
1 o’clock, he showed him a dispatch from General Buford, and what 


was that dispatch ? 
HEADQUARTERS CAVALRY BRIGADE—9.30 a. m, 
Seventeen regiments, one battery, and five hundred cavalry passed through 


Gainesville uarters of an hour on the Centreville road. I think this 
division should join our forces now and engage at once. 
JOHN BUFORD, 
PY Brigadier-General. 
To General RICKETTS. 


Porter was thus advised that the rebels had passed through Gaines- 
ville, which was, I think, from two to two and a half miles from where 
Porter was; had passed there at a quarter before 9 o’clock. General 
Morell testifies before the West Point board as follows: 


Question. What was it that caused the halting of the head of your division 
where it did halt, in the neighborhood of Dawkin’s Branch? 

Answer. There we were met by a man coming in from the front, who reported 
that Longstreet was at Gainesville, and pretty soon after that the skirmishers 
of my division met Longstreet's and the report came in immediately. 

Q. Report to what effect? 

A. That they had encountered the enemy's skirmishers. 

Q. Where were you personally when the head of your column reached the 
point where it halted? 

A. I was at the head of column. We were marching by the k. Ihad 
just about got to the crest of the descent to the stream called Dawkin’s Branch 
when General Porter immediately ordered us to form line on crest. 

Q. How soon after you reached that point yourself that you got information 
that Longstreet’s troops were in your front? 

A. Immediately. * * + 

Q. Were not three men captured there and sent in by you? 

A. There were two or three men there, f 

the first intimation you had that the enemy were in your 


Major Earle testifies as follows, after alleging that the enemy was 
closing in on the front of Porter: 
I also said to the general (Porter) that we were perfectly satisfied that the 
’s men. I pi that ent from the fact that. there were farses potas 
mishers captured when we first went in, and General Morell told me that they 
s men. I was satisfied the direction they came that they 


were Longstreet’ from 
were Longstreet’s men coming up from Thoroughfare Gap. Ceneral Porter said 
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the was satisfied of that. Then he says, “Get on your horse and take this order 
"hack to General Morell;” and he gave me an order. 


Which order was to put his troops in position and place them for the 
-expected battle. 
Colonel Lake also testified as follows: 


Question. Were you present when two or three rebel scouts were brought in 
dn the morning, when you got up to Dawkin’s Branch? 

Answer. I was. 

Q. Did you know or hear at that time whose men they were? 

A. I know what one of them said. 

Q. What was it? 

A. He said they were Longstreet’s men. 


Lieutenant Weld says: 


Question. How soon was this after the head of the column had reached this 
ridge? : 

poA I don’t know. My impression is very strong that they were halted 
when we got there, 

Q. Was it when you were first at the ridge with General Porter that these 
prisoners were brought in? 

A. Yes, it was within a few minutes. 

Q. How many prisoners were there? 

A. Two, and I think three. 

Q. Were they in uniform? R 

A. As much ofa uniform as they ever had—a butternut suit. 

Q. Did you know what they were? 

A. Yes, confederate soldiers. 

Q. What happened when they were brought up to where you and General 
Porter were? 

A. General Porter had a long conversation with them. My impression is that 
‘they were sent to the rear. I am not sure about that, - i 


Now, I can not read all this testimony. 

Is it not clear from this evidence that Porter when hearrived at Daw- 
kin’s Branch knew that the enemy was in his front and that that enemy 
was Longstreet’s wing of the rebelarmy? Isitnotconvincing? There 
is not one tittle of evidence to confute it; not one tittle. 

Now, whether their suspicions were well founded or not has not yet 
been fully ascertained. Allow me to show you how well founded their 
suspicions were that Longstreet’s wing of the army was in their front. 
Colonel Marshall, commandinz a New York regiment, testifies as fol- 
lows: 


Question.’ Will you now locate on the map where General Morell was when 
you had the conversation with him about dusk; this was about dusk you say: 
“General Morell told me that he had just received orders from General Porter 
to attack the enenry, and he commenced the attack with four regiments.” 

“Answer. This force I speak of on the left wasdeployed perhapsabout3 o'clock ; 
it might have been sbout 3.50 or 4 that I went ouf there. Between 3 and 4 I 
sent the first dispatch. It must have been about 4 o'clock, if not later, when 1 
sent my second di l: 

$ * $ $ = s = 

Q. How far back from Dawkin’s Branch? 

A. Down to just where the timber commenced. 

Q. On the ridge? 

A, Yes, not very far up on the ridge ; far enough up, where the timber ends, 
-80 that he could have a view of everything going on as much as possible. 

Q. You say that you told him that it was certain destruction to make any at- 
tack. Will you state the reason on which you formed that opinion? 

A. The reasons were that there was a large pores my front. I can nottell 
what they were; they were mostly hidden in the timber. Then, also, this new 
devel ent of troops on my left—that fretted me. And also prior to going upon 
picket I myself went off on my own hook. And when General Porter accom- 
panied General McDowell, and made a reconnaissance of that same timber, I saw 
them go into the timber, and saw them retutning. * * * In my.observations 
that I made of that point to my left I saw a long line of dust, and I concluded 
there was a large army, at least a corps, moving down toward our front. The 
consequence was, when I went upon picket I was prepared in my mind to be 
received by a large force, and I was not mistaken, I found it just where I ex- 
pected it to be from these observations made on this hill. 


Major Hyland testifies, as follows: 


Question. What is the character of the country there? 

Answer, The country in front of us was quite heavily timbered. Between us 
and General Morell’s division the country was an oj sony, with a deep 
ravine there and a stream running through it. In front of us it was heavily 
timbered, and there was also some scrub pine. 

Q Can you state about what force of the enemy -took position in front and 
zig pit your regiment, as deployed in advance of General Morell's division, on 
the ? 

A. I could not state the number, but it appeared to be a very large force in- 


Q. Can you state how many thousands, or divisions, or regiments? 

A, I could not state the number of thousandsor divisions. I judged from the 
movements and from the commands given that there was a very large force in- 
deed, pronun a larger force than we à 

Q. Did you report this force to General Porter or to General Morell? 

A. I reported it to Colonel Marshall, my commanding officer. 


I read from the testimony of Lieutenant Stevenson: 


Question. When you arrived at the location of the regiment could you see the 
enemy 

Answer. Yes, sir. 

Q. What was the impression you then formed as to his force? 

A. Ijudged him to be between twelve and fifteen thousand. 

Q = you see his force of different arms, infantry and artillery? 

. Yes, sir. 

Q. Dia you hear anything to make you think he was receiving re-enforce- 
ments 

A. Yes, sir; I could see the dust rising in the rear of his force; it seemed as 
though they were moving toward the front. 


There was the evidence of Lieutenant Stevenson, Lieutenant Davis, 
-and Lieutenant Wilson to substantiate the same facts. So Major Will- 
iams, of the confederate service, General Early, General Robertson, and 
General t all testify to the presence of Longstreet’s men in 
that position in front of General Porter and in line ready for action be- 


tween 11 and 12 o’clock. I wish to call attention to the testimony of 
General Longstreet particularly: 

Question. What force had gen with zou there? 

Answer. I had, as near as Í can recollect, twenty-five thousand men. 

Q- we ene Lee there with you? 

. Yes, sir. 

Q. How was this force of twenty-five thousand men divided; under what 
commanders—subordinate generals? 

A. Divided into divisions organized by myself, three brigades each ; one under 
General Jones, one under General Kemper, and two brigades, called a division, 
ander Hood, which was organized intoanother division, really under General 
Evans, making three brigades. The command under General Hood, however. 
retained the name of Hood's division. There was a division under General 
Wilcox, composed of three brigades. ~ 

Q. How early did you come within supporting distance of Jackson ? 

Now it will be remembered, assuming this point [illustrating] to 
be Dawkin’s Branch, Jackson was at that point [illustrating], Pope at 
that point in front of Jackson, and Porter over here at this point; and 
if this evidence is true, Longstreet had formed along here. The map 
prepared by General Grant does not represent quite correctly the situa- 
tion; but, although the lines were not parallel with each other, Long- 
street was substantially in front, occupying a somewhat oblique posi- 
tion with reference to Porter, but substantially in front. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The gentleman will allow me to ask whether 
General Longstreet does not state in his report that Porter was threat- 
ening his right flank; und does not General J. E. B. Stuart in his offi- 
cial report state that Porter’s column was threatening General Long- 
street’s right flank and rear? 

Mr. BAYNE. I believe General Longstreet does so state in his report, 
but I want to say one word about reports since that question has been 
raised. If you take the reports of the generals commanding the 
armies in the late war you will find them as full of errors as they can 
well be. If you take for instance the reports of the generals of the two 
sides with reference to the transactions of the 29th of August, you 
will find that victory was claimed on both sides. That was of course 
impossible. Reports were drawn in the hurry of military operations 
and are often far from accurate. They do not represent that strict 
statement of facts which we know to be elicited by examination and 
cross-examination. I say that General Longstreet’s testimony before 
the West Point board, where he was subjected to a rigorous cross-exami- 
nation by the recorder, who showed not only great skill but great zeal 
in endeavoring to sustain the position taken by the court- i 
General Longstreet’s examination-in-chief and his cross-examination 
by the recorder were infinitely better calculated to develop the truth 
than any reports made by anybody at the time of the events in ques- 
tion. I read further from General Longstreet’s testimony : 

Question. How early did you come within supporting distance of Jackson? 

Answer. I think by 9 o’clock we were in supporting distance, if he called for 
us particularly. We could have made a move right across the country, instead 
of going down to Gainesville and then down the pike. H he had made any 
posie call, I think we could have supported him by moving across., I never 

ve been across country since, however, and can not say positively. 

Q. State how,as you came up to where Jackson's force was, you arranged and 
distributed your forces. 

A. Hood's and Evans's troops were deployed at once, as well as I recollect; 
one brigade with Hood on one side of the turnpike and the other brigade on 
the other side, and Evans's brigade in the rear, probably one hundred yards— * 
easy supporting distance; three brigades under General Wilcox were thrown 
to the leit of the pike; the three brigades under General D. R. Jones to theright 
and extending up a little beyond the Manassas Gap Railroad; three bi es 
under Gen emper were thrown out in that direction, so as to be in easy 
supporting distance case of need General Jones; all arranged in double 
line, two brigades in front and one in the rear, 

Q. Did you thus bring forward and distribute, on the line and in the manner 
you have stated, the whole of your force of twenty-five thousand men? _ 


A. Yes; twelve brigades. 
Q. How early in the day of the 29th had they thus been stationed by you? 


A. I think they had been deployed by 11 o'clock jn the day. 

Now, in the face of this convincing evidence of General rae 
corroborated as he is by his chief of staff, Colonel Marshall, by 
Robertson, now a reputable lawyer of Richmond, Va., by General 
Early, by Major Williams, corroborated and sustained as he is by the 
experience which Morell had when he made that advance at Dawkin’s 
Branch, corroborated and sustained as he is by the three prisoners who 
were os eh and taken to General Porter’s headquarters, how can any 
man re to helieve that Longstreet’s wing of the rebel army was in 
Porter’s front on that occasion, ready for battle? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I wish to ask the gentleman another question. 
Is there any evidence that when General Porter received the order to 
attack he knew that fact except from certain dust in his front? 

Mr. BAYNE. I have not yet come to consider the order to attack. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Well, when he received the joint order? 

Mr. BAYNE. When he received the joint order he knew it; there 
is abundance of evidence that he knew it. When he received that or- 
der he had marched up to Dawkin’s Branch. When McDowell came 
there he was at Dawkin’s Branch. They halted there because they 
knew that Longstreet was in their front. 

Mr. HERBERT. Will the gentleman yield to me a moment that T 
may make a statement of facts? I was on that field myself. 

Mr. BAYNE. I do not wish to yield much time, as I have so much 
matter to go over; but I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Chairman, I should not have said a word on 
this occasion except that in a conversation a moment ago with a Re- 
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publican friend who believes that Fitz-John Porter was innocent I told 
him where I was on that day, and he said he wished I would state the 
fact to the House. s 

I belonged to Longstreet’s corps. 

Mr. KEIFER. What division? 

Mr. HERBERT. Wilcox’s division. I was under General Wilcox at 
that time. I know that we were deployed and in line before 120’clock. 
My impression was it was much earlier, but certainly it was before 12 
o’clock. While we were in line there we waited, not knowing why it 
was we were not carried into the fight. On our left the battle was rag- 
ing, and we could not understand it and I have never understood the 
reason for our idleness that day until I examined the testimony in this 


case. 

Mr. STEELE. Was there not a battle on the 29th? 

Mr. HERBERT. Yes, on the left. 

Mr. CALKINS. A very heavy one, too, colonel. 

Mr. HERBERT. Yes. Now, then, we were not engaged in any 
battle on that day. 

Mr. CALKINS. Wilcox’s brigade went first to the left, as I under- 
stand General Longstreet’s testimony—first, to your left, and then 
taken back to your right—is that so? 

Mr. HERBERT. Ido not understand the back movements we made. 
I only know the army was in line, and we were not engaged.in any 
fight on that day. 

I wish to say in addition just this one single thing. I do not believe, 
and thank God for it, that the Union Army or the confederate army 
during the late war furnished a Benedict Arnold. I do not believe 
that Fitz-John Porter was a traitor to his cause. If I did believe it I 
would be the very last man to excuse him from the consequences of 
his treason. [Applause. ] 

Mr. BAYNE. I think any honorable soldier would say the same. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have more matter from Longstreet’s testi- 
mony I would like to read, but I have not time to doit. Really, in 
one hour it is impossible to go over the facts in this case in such a man- 
ner as they should be properly presented. 

We have ascertained the fact, Mr. Chairman, that Longstreet’s wing 
of the army was in Porter’s front. What more? The order to Porter 
to attack, ifhe was ordered toattack there, came from some other source 
than the joint order, leaving out the 4.30 order, which I will come to 
if I have time. Now, was Porter ordered at that time to attack? Gen- 
eral McDowell is the only witness who pretends to say he was. He 
alleges he said to Porter ‘‘ Put your force in here.” Subsequently, he 
said he meant by that that Porter should apply his force at that place. 
General McDowell, however, is the only person who testifies to that 
fact. Before the West Point board General McDowell testified that his 
order was very ‘‘ vague.” ‘‘I confess to you,” he said before the West 

. Point board, *‘my order was very vague;’’ and in another place in his 
evidence, ‘‘I do not know how General Porter may have understood it, 
but I meant Porter should apply his force there.” Five witnesses tes- 
tify, and they are not contradicted, and General McDowell does not 
contradict them, that General McDowell said to Porter when he came 
there, ‘‘ Porter, you are too far out; this is no place to fight a battle.’’ 

' Five witnesses testify to that fact, and when General McDowell is asked 

whether he said that or not he replies he did not recollect whether he 

did or not. 

Now, if General McDowell said that, is it possible, under the circum- 
stances, he could have issued an order to attack when he said to Porter 
‘t You are too far out; this is no place to fight a battle;’’ that is, away 
from the enemy, could he have ordered Porter to apply his force there, 
that is, toward the enemy? These propositions are absolutely irrecon- 
cilable, and no logic, or reason, or ingenuity, or finesse can bring them 

ther. 

GA CUTCHEON. I would like to ask the gentleman another ques- 

tion, if he will permit me. 

Mr. BAYNE. If time is given me I have no sort of objection. I 


have much matter yet to go over, and indeed I have really only begun |` 


the case. I can assure the gentleman from Michigan I do not wish to 
_ decline any courtesy toward him within the limit of the time allowed 
me under the rules. ; 

I can show by the logic of facts, more trustworthy than what comes 
from the lips of any man, that General McDowell never intended to 
attack until he should come in on Reynolds's left and form a junction 
with Porter. 

Mr. STEELE. He swore he did. 

Mr. BAYNE. I have given you the benefit of all he said. _ 

Mr. CUTCHEON. My question, if the gentleman will allow me, 
is on this point, and I hope the committee will indulge him if I take 
any of his time. It is this: Was not the entire object of the move- 
ment for Porter to press through and connect with our right wing, and 
would not an advance accomplish that, and would not a retreat retard 
it, and would not the logic of the facts be that McDowell would require 
an advance rather than a retreat? f 

Mr. BAYNE. The joint order did not say anything about going over 
to our right. : 

Mr. MAGINNIS. This kind of debate goes for nothing, but I under- 
take to say, Mr. Chairman, that there was no such movement contem- 


plated on the part of our troops. The only movement which was con- 
templated by our various corps at that time was an uninterrupted 


march on Gainesville. 

Mr. BAYNE. Thatistrue. And now another thing. Let mecall 
your attention to another point, Mr. Chairman. McDowell himself 
swears that he did not know where he was going when he left Daw- 
kin’s Branch with his command on that m , but that his inten- 
tion and his idea was that he should fall in on the leftof Reynolds with 
a view to forming a junction with Porter, and thus complete the con- 
tinuous lines of our forces in front of the enemy. McDowell himself 
swears, mark you, that he did not know that he was going to the right 
of Pope’s army. General Porter did notknow it. There is not a word 
in any order alluding to it, and if there was an earlier order which 
might have contemplated such a condition of affairs the joint order of 
a later date superseded it, because that contemplated, as soon as the 
junction was formed, that the troops should be held in a condition to 
fall back behind Bull Run. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Now, that is the very point to which I wished 
to refer, that the troops were directed to form a junction at that point, 
the whole Army to assemble there, with the view, if necessary, ef fall- 
ing back behind Bull Run. 

Mr. BAYNE. But does not the gentleman see that if McDowell had 
gone in between Reynolds and Porter the junction would then have 
been completed and a continuous line formed? Is not, that the fact? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Not in the sense to which I refer. 

Mr. BAYNE. If there would not have been a junction when this 
force came between the two wings of the army and joined them one to 
the other, let me ask what the gentleman would call it? It would 
have formed a continuous line; it was decidedly a junction, and such 
a junction as was contemplated. Nothing but a junction was men- 
tioned. Where would Porter’s force have been put if it had gone in 
there? Would you have had it doubled up on McDowell’s force, and 
have Longstreet with his troops on the flank and nobody in force in his 
front? Would you have left Longstreet at liberty to fall on the flank 
of Pope’s army and crush it? 

Mr. CALKINS. Since my friend from Pennsylvania has stated that 
he will yield to interruptions if additional timeis granted to him (which 
extension of time I sincerely hope will be granted), I wish to say to my 
friend just here, if he will permit me, that the difficulty I find with 
his argument is that Porter was then two miles from General Rey- 
nolds’s left. His order was to march to Gainesville. His order was, 
as he understood it, and about which there is no question, that he was. 
to take the flank of Jackson’s force. If he found in his front a body ot 
troops, I ask my friend from Pennsylvania to state to the committee 
what there was to prevent him from joining his corps to the left of Rey- 
nolds, and thus make thecontinuous line of battle he speaks of in front 
of the enemy ? 

Mr. BAYNE. The reasons have been fully stated in the testimony- 
In the first place, he tried to get across the country, but found that there 
was no other method of reaching the position than by the Sudley Springs 
road. He could not get his artillery over, though, as it is testified, he 
could have taken his infantry possibly. In the second place, it was 
certainly the view of General McDowell that his order was to fall in on 
Reynolds’s left, so as to form this complete junction and continuous line; 
and that is as clear as can be, for General McDowell swears to it, and 
that testimony has not been refuted. Now, if he had fallen in there 
and formed ajunction, the continuous line contemplated by theorder— 
the very gist and meaning of that order—would have been adhered to, 
the result sought to be accomplished would have been gained, and no 
court-martial would have been convened. General Dowell shows that he 
marched and countermarched his force through the country, and that 
if he had had his own way there would have been the continuous line 
formed which was contemplated by the order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I move that my colleague’s time be extended. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEIFER] is en- 
titled to the floor. : 

Mr. CALKINS. Iask unanimous consent that the time of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania be extended. 

The CHAIRMAN. How much time does the gentleman desire? 

Mr. BAYNE. About a half hour longer. 

Mr. STEELE. I think I shall be compelled toobject, for the reason 
that the gentleman has declined to answer any questions which were 
propounded to him on the ground that his time must be first extended. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. I hope the gentleman from Indiana will not ob- 
ject, since the courtesy of an extension was given to him. 

_ Mr. STEELE. I shall not insist upon the objection. 

Mr. BAYNE. I told the gentleman at the time that I would cheer- 
fully yield for questions if I could have time. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I desire that an understanding should be arrived 
at with reference to this matter. This courtesy was extended ‘to this 
side of the House in my own case, and also during the remarks of the 
gentleman from Indiana; but as General KETFER is to follow in this dis- 
cussion, I trust when that time comes if he shall want an extension 
it will be accorded to him, so that there may be full and free debate upon 
this subject and ample opportunity to express our opinions upon it. 
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for thirty minutes. Is there objection ? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. With that understanding, I trust there will be 
no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection to the request of 
the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. MAYO. There-will be no objection if the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania will consent to answer a question. 

The CHAIRMA™. This is not debatable. 

Mr. MAYO. Iinsiston it that the question shall be answered, other- 
wise I shall object. 

Mr. BAYNE. I will answer the gentleman’s question if I can. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CALKINS] 
asks unanimous consent that the time of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania be extended for thirty minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I desire the two matters shall be coupled, so that 
the same consent shall be given hereafter. 

Mr. RANNEY. You can not do that now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will again put the question. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman from Indiana? The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. MAYO. Iobject. 

Several MEMBERS. Too late. 

Mr. BAYNE. I will answer the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. MAYO. I will withdraw my objection if the gentleman will 
answer my question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will again put the question. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] will proceed for thirty minutes. 

Mr. MAYO. I did not intend to address the question so much to 
the gentleman on the floor as to other gentlemen. I understood him 
to say something about “‘party;’’ and I want to know if this is to be 
made a party question? ' 

Mr. BAYNE. I hope not. 

Mr. MAYO. I hope not also. i 

Mr. BAYNE. Now, Mr. Chairman, as I havesaid, if General McDow- 
ell’sidea had been carried out of going in on Reynolds's left with his corps 
and forming a junction with Porter, which that movement would have 
necessitated, it is probable no court-martial would have taken place as 
to Porter. It is not likely as we now know the facts that any signal 
advantage would have resulted to our forces, but it would have carried 
out the letter of the joint order and so have:obviated all criticism. I 
can not doubt but that the movement and conversation of McDowell 
led Porter to believe that he was going to dothat. Indeed, this propo- 
sition is made clear by the evidence. General McDowell says in his 
testimony before the West Point board, in reply to a question: 

Question. In that hour or hour and a half, whichever it was, your purpose 
was to be going around with your troops on the Sudley Springs road to General 
Reynolds, on the left, was it? 

Answer. Yes; but I wish to say here that this judgment of mine was not only 
concurred in but anticipated by the petitioner h if. He says that it was at 
his s ion that I should do this very thing. 

Q. Do you recollect w! suggestion it was? 

A. He says it was his own. 

Q. Do you recollect whose it was? 

A. Ido not, because I intended to do it. 

Now couple with this evidence the word sent by McDowell to Por- 
ter when the latter sent for King’s division: ‘‘ Give my compliments,” 
said General McDowell, as I recollect it, ‘‘to General Porter, and tell 
him he had better remain where he is. I will take King with me. It 
it be necessary for him (Porter) to fall back, he can do so on my left,” 
and you have almost a demonstration that McDowell and Porter under- 
stood each other at the time they conferred about the joint order, and 
that Porter carried out that understanding with entire fidelity. Mc- 
Dowell, too, would have carried out his part if he had not been ordered 
to do otherwise. 

Independently, however, of all this, nobody has pointed out, and 
nobody can point out, any disobedience of Porter to the joint order. 
Such disobedience has simply no lodgment anywhere in the facts of 
this case. 

4.30 ORDER. 
__ Then, Mr. Chairman, we have what is called the 4.30 order; and 
General Porter is with having violated that order. Now, let 
me say that that order was the only one Porter had received from the 
time he joined the Army of Virginia commanding him to attack the 
enemy. 

Mr. CALKINS. Direct order. 

Mr. BAYNE. The only direct order. He was not required by any- 
thing before to attack unless he was commanded by the principles of 
military law, which I will come to hereafter. Here is the order: 

HEADQUARTERS IN THE FIELD, 
‘Your line of march brings you in on the sige Hank. 1 desire com 
our u in on emy’ > 
push forward into aran g At on the aoa mane and, if sible, Sg hs 
rear, keeping iyon in communication with General Reynol The enemy 
is pai ate i ret hase A in front of us, but can be shelled out as soon as you en- 


gage ET Re A mpre heers Pole prone tg aea well 
closed to your right all the time. In case you are obliged to fall r damoto 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unanimous | your right and rear, so asto keep you in close communication with the right 
consent that the time of the gentleman from Pennsylvania be extended | ¥'™8- JOHN POP 
Major-General 


671 


Commanding. 


Major-General PORTER. - 

When this case was brought before the court-martial there were two 
witnesses examined with reference to the delivery of the order, Douglas 
Pope, a relation of General Pope, and Charles Duffee, his orderly. 

Pope testified that order was delivered at 5 o’clock; not five minutes 
before orfive minutes after. Dutffee testified that order was delivered as 
he believed about half past 5 o'clock. Those were the only witnesses 
that swore to the delivery of that order. If you will examine their 
testimony you will find marked discrepancies between them besides 
the time of arrival, Douglas Pope swearing that they went at a fast 
gait all the way. Charles Duffee swears they walked a good part of 
the way, because the roads were so bad they could not ride faster. 

Now, as controverting that evidence, hear what General Sykes and 
other witnesses say about the time the order was brought to Porter. 

General Sykes testified before the court-martial: 


I was with General Porter nearly throughout that whole day ; that officer— 


Officer bringing written order— 
arrived as near sunset as I can remember; certainly within a little before sunset 
or about sunset. + 

Colonel Locke testified: 


Question, At what time was that message from General Pope delivered to 
General Porter? 
Answer. Between sundown and dusk. 


Captain Monteith: 
Question. Did you on the afternoon of the 29th see a messenger from General 
Pope at General Porter's headquarters ? 
nswer. Yes, sir; Captain Pope, 
Q. According to your recollection, what was the time when that messenger 
reached General Porter? 
A. It was about sundown, 


Lieutenant Ingham: 


Question. Did ys see a messenger arrive bearing a message from General 
Pope to General Porter? 

Answer. I did. 

Q. Would you recognize that messenger now should you see him? 

A. Yes,sir; [think I should. (The witness indicated Douglas Pope, who was 
present, as the person who bore the message referred to.) 

Lieutenant Weld: 


Question. At what time did you get back? 4 
Answer. I got back after sundown, Ithink it wasa quarterto7 o'clock when 
t back, as near as I can recollect, 
Did you see ng 09 | Pope that evening, or do you know him? 

A. I do not know him. 

Q. Did you see that evening one who professed to be a messenger from Gen- 
eral Pope? 
A. Yes, sir. R 
Q. Was he there when you got back, or did he come afterward? 

A. He came afterward. 
These witnesses all swore before the original court-martial. Captain 
Rando], who was examined before the West Point board, says: 

Question. About what time in the afternoon was it that you went to Porter's 
headquarters and saw this officer arrive with an orderly? 

Answer. It wasegrowing dark; must have been between 6 and 7 o'clock; it 
grew dark immediately afterward and was dark when I got back to my position, 

Q. Did you recognize the officer who brought that dispatch? 

A. I did not know him at that time. 

Q. Did you ever see him afterward? i 

A. I did, at Centreville and other places; he was introduced to me and stated 
to be Captain Pope, of General Pope’s > 

There are all those witnesses who testify that that order was not de- 
livered until about sundown. Now the question ee did Porter vio- 
late thatorder? Well, if you will read the testimony of General Morell 
and the testimony of Colonel Locke and the testimony of General Griffin 
and others you will find that General Porter went to the front immedi- 
ately on the receipt of that order; that he did not lie still with his head 
on his hand; that he sent Colonel Locke first, and immediately followed 
him, and directed an attack to be made; that forces were deployed and 
an advance made for the purpose of making an attack in obedience to 
that order; and that when these forces advanced, and when the officers 
in command, Colonel Marshall and others, discovered more fully the 
strong position of the enemy, who occupied an elevated pieceof ground 
with an open space of several hundred yards in his front, which our 
troops would haye been compelled to go over, they protested that it 
would be certain death. 

When the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] says that he sym- 
pathizes with those who suffered and died on that unfortunate day I 
join him in full measure. But will he not rejoice with me because 
others were not needlessly compelled to mingle their dying groans 
with the groans of those who had fallen? 

If Porter had advanced thatevening it would haveonly added many 
more names to the death-roll of that day. Itis apparent to any man 
who will read the evidence in this case that not a solitary life would 
have been saved by an attack on the part of Porter, while many would 
have been lost. ; 

Mr. STEELE. I want to know what advance was made by Porter, 
then. I undertake to say that there wasno advance; that he made no 
advance whatever. On thecontrary, he was going to the rear when this 
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order for an attack was given; he had marched some distance to the 
rear. 

Mr. BAYNE. I have cited the testimony of General Morell, but 
have not time to read it all. Colonel Locke testifies that they went in 
there, that Colonel Marshall advanced, and General Morell got his troops 
in position and was about to make the attack, but under the protesta- 
tion of Colonel Marshall and others that it was too dark, and that the 
enemy were in a too strong position, they concluded to withdraw. 

Nobody can read that evidence without coming to that conclusion. 
I have told you who the witnesses were, and if you will examine their 
testimony you will find that it is exactly what I say. 

_ Mr, STEELE. Morell says that he would not attack because it was 
‘too late; that is all. 

Mr. BAYNE. Another thing; the 4.30 order contemplated an attack 
-on the rear or flank of Jackson’s army. General Pope did not know 
that Longstreet had arrived when he wrote that 4.30 order; he had not 
seen Buford’s dispatch when he wrote that order. He did not know 
that Longstreet had arrived in front; he assumed that it was within 
the power of Porter to attack the right wing of Jackson’s army. 

He swore before the court-martial that that was his impression. He 
swore before the court-martial that he did not believe at the time, nor 
did he believe then, when he was testifying, that Longstreet had ar- 
rived in Porter’s front or on the field of battle. Now, ifupon that testi- 
mony Porter was convicted by the court-martial, and if the testimony 
now produced, of Longstreet and Marshall, of his staff, and other wit- 
nesses, is proof that Longstreet was there with his twenty-five thousand 
men, and if according to their evidence we know, for it has become clear, 
that Porter knew that he was there, how can anybody hold Porter re- 
sponsible for having violated an order the obvious purpose of which it 
was impossible for him to carry out? Could he have attacked Jack- 
son's flank or rear at that hour, between sundown and dark? Could he 
have attacked Longstreet's flank or rear? 

General Smith, who was a witness before the court-martial for the 
Government, testified before the West Point board that it would have 
taken at least two hours to have got into a position to attack the enemy’s 
flank or rear. That would have made it nearly 9 o'clock before Por- 
ter could have attacked as directed by the 4.30 order. 

What conclusion can be drawn from the state of facts which is now 
so obvious and clear? It is that General Porter knew better what the 
situation was than did General Pope, and that owing to the lateness of 
the hour, night having come on, the strength of the rebel position, 
and the impracticability of a flank or rear attack, if would have been a 
piece of insanity, as one witness stated, for him to havemade an attack. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. BAYNE. How much time have I remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman has twelve minutes. 

Mr. BAYNE. I beg my friend’s pardon; I would yield to him if I 
had time, but I have only twelve minutes. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. ‘Then will the gentleman consent to read the 
-order of attack which General Porter gave to General Morell? I lay it 
before him. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to be interrupted. 

Mr. BAYNE. I do not know what order the gentleman refers to just 
now. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The order of attack. 

Mr. BAYNE. I have the floor and decline to be interrupted, as I 
have not time. i; : 

Colonel Locke was sent by General Porter immediately to the front 
with an order to General Morell to attack in pursuance of the 4.30 order. 
‘General Porter followed Colonel Locke immediately to the front to ex- 
ecute that 4.30 order. He delivered an order to Morell in person to 
attack, and not a written order at all. 


COMMAND OF MILITARY LAW. 


What is the other point remaining? I have no doubt the fact will 
be dwelt upon, as it has been heretofore, that Porter was bound to march 
to the sound of theenemy’s guns. Now, it isin evidence by more than 
twenty witnesses that General Porter could not hear and did not hear 
that day the sound of muskttry except an occasional shot. Generals 
Morell, Sykes, Butterfield, and Warren, Colonels Buchanan, Locke, and 
Marshall, Majors Earle and Hyland, and indeed everybody connected 
with the Fifth Corps who was examined on the subject, testified that 
they heard no musketry firing except an occasional shot. General 
Reynolds, who was at least two miles nearer the scene of action than 
General Porter, testified that he heard no musketry firing that day until 
about 5o’clock. Therefore it is as clear as anything can be made that 
there was nothing heard that day by Porter except cannonading. 

Mr. STEELE. Did not Colonel Marshall testify that he could see our 
armies swaying to and fro, could see the battle going on? Does not 
McDowell swear that he and Porter discussed the battle that was going 
on? Why, sir, there is plenty of evidence that he knew a battle was 
going on. 

Mr. BAYNE. I quote the names of these witnesses who swear that 
they did not hear musketry firing that afternoon except an occasional 
shot, and I pit that against the gentleman's citation. 

Mr. STEELE rose. 
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Mr. BAYNE. I decline to yield further. Iam ing my side of 
the case. Isay General Reynoldsswears he did not hear musketry firing 
until about 5 o'clock in the evening. The only thing left was the can- 
nonading. There was cannonading, and that they heard. Porter 
heard it; the whole Fifth Corps heard it. General Porter sent out in- 
quiries time and again until all his messengers were exhausted—hesent 
to McDowell, he sent to King, he sent to Sigel, to know what was going 
on and what the designs were. One of these dispatches was produced, 
and in that dispatch Porter said, ‘‘I shall fall back on Manassas; from 
the sound of the cannonading our forces are retirimg.’? That was his 
idea, that our forces were retiring; yet he retained his position, doubt- 
less awaiting definite information or an order as to what he should do. 
What is the meaning of cannonading? You hear the general statement 
of military law that a force is bound to march to the sound of the 
enemy's guns. Now, I believe there are more than a hundred men on 
this floor who participated in the late war of the rebellion on one side 
or the other. [ask any gentleman on this floor who took part in that 
war whether he does not know that cannonading is frequently unac- 
companied by musketry firi 

Mr. MAGINNIS. Almost constantly. 

Mr. BAYNE. Whether cannonading means anything like a battle 
in the sense of a close conflict with muskets and bayonets? 

Mr. STEELE. Will the gentleman allow me right there? 

Mr. BAYNE. No, sir, I decline to yield ; my time is nearly gone. 
I say that Porter knew and that every man who participated in the 
late war on one side or the other knows that cannonading is frequently 
carried on between contending forces without advancing upon each 
other, and without anything in the nature of a battle that would re- 
quire an attack with musketry or bayonets. 

But General Porter had sent messenger after messenger to ascertain 
what he should do. He had inquired until all his messengers were 
gone. He wanted to hear from McDowell. He sought information 
diligently that he might act intelligently. No word came to him. 
Suppose that battle between Pope’s and Jackson’s forces had been a mere 
cannonading contest; suppose it had been that and nothing more; 
under these circumstances would Porter have been justified in precipi- 
tating a battle with Longstreet? Suppose he had precipitated a battle 
and the result had been disastrous, as Longstreet and others say it 
would have been ; would not Porter have been liable to be court-mar- 
tialed for having advanced and engaged the enemy without an order 
s0 todo? Obviously to Porter’s mind it was the intention of General 
Pope to get his forces joined together before making an attack. That 
was the evident purpose of all the orders he had received excepting the 
4:30 order. It was conspicuously the purpose of the joint order; it was 
carried out on the 30th, when Porter with the Fifth Corps valiantly did 
their whole duty. 

Now I wish to say one word in conclusion. General Porter’s case is 
covered by two hours on the 27th of August and by six or seven hours 
on the 29th. Before that time he bore the reputation of being a brave 
and gallant soldier. He had participated in battle after battle. A 
number of them by name were cited by the gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. Curcuron]. He had distinguished himself as a soldier. He had 
the confidence of his corps trom the highest in rank down to the or- 
derly and private; the loyalty of his corps, the loyalty of those under 
him, has never for one moment been questioned. Why, having the 
loyalty of that corps; why, having the approval of nearly every man in 
it as to how he did his duty; why, having the approval of those men 
who were upon the ground to see what he did, to know what he did, 
and appreciated what he did; why, having that jury of ten thousand 
intel t American citizens applauding and approving his conduct— 
why shall we, who were outside and far away, collect disjointed facts, 
select him out and condemn him in face of a verdict of that kind? 
[Loud applause. } 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. KEIFER obtained the floor. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Before the gentleman from Ohio commences his . 
remarks, Iask as a matterof privilege that, by unanimous consent of the 
committee, in case he should find atthe end of his hour he can not com- 
plete his argument, his time be extended forthirty minutes. _ 

A MEMBER. Say fifteen. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I make this request now for the reason we all un- 
derstand that if we can proceed fifteen or thirty minutes longer we will 
make a different argument to the House from what we would if we could 
not have that privilege. This privilege has not been denied to any 
speaker on this floor during the discussion of this bill. I ask, therefore, 
on behalf of the gentleman from Ohio that, by unanimous consent, if at 
the expiration of his hour he has not completed his remarks, his time 
shall be extended not to exceed fifteen minutes. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. KEIFER. Iyield for one minute to the gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. MAYO. Awhileagol understood the gentleman who was speak- 
ing was a Democrat and that a Republican interrupted him, and that 
something wassaid about party. Isimply asked ifit was meant to make 
it a party question. He said not. I apologize, of course. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, itis always a noble and gracious thing 
to do an act even of tardy justiceto a fellow-man. There are, however, 
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duties paramount to this where public safety is concerned. Where to 
vindicate an individual who claims to have been wronged involves the 
public weal it becomes important that no mistakes are made. Gen- 
eral Porter seeks legislative action here to relieve him from a sentence 
of a legally constituted court-martial. 

During this long debate it has seemed to me we were about 

a great many irrelevant things, forgetting the cardinal and ques- 
tions involved in this bill. 

Let us first see of what he was charged and convicted. The charges 
on which General Porter was tried were two. 
* First. Violation of the ninth article of war. The part of that arti- 
ele applicable to his case is as follows: 

Any officer or soldier * * * who shall disobey any lawful command of his 

rior officer shal] suffer death or such other punishment as shall >» $ * be 

inhicted upon him by the sentence of a court-martial. 

The first specification to this charge relates to the violation of the 6.30 
p. m. order of August 27, 1862, given by his commanding general, to 
march at 1 a. m. of the following morning from Warrenton Junction to 
Bristoe Station, so as to be at the latter Aa by daylight the following 


The second specification to the same charge relates to the disobedi- 
ence of the joint order of General Pope to him and General McDowell, 
dated August 29, 1862, and delivered to him (Porter) on the morning 
of that day. 

The third specification to this charge relates to the failure to obey 
the order of his commanding officer, dated 4.30 p. m., August 29, 1862, 
and delivered to him shortly after its date, which order, among other 
things, commanded him to ‘ ‘push forward into action at once on the enemys 
flank and i on his rear.” 

Charge 2. Violation of the fifty-second article of war, which reads, 
omitting parts not material to Porter’s case: 


9 ADY. officer or soldier who shall misbehave himself before the enemy, runaway, 

* or words inducing others to do the like, * * * every such 
offender, bei Cn convicted thereof, shall suffer death or such other punish- 
ment as shall ered by a sentence of a general court-martial, 


The first pedál supporting this charge alleges a disobedience of 
the 4.30 p. m. order of August 29, 1862, and that he (Porter) ‘‘did re- 
treat from advancing forces of the enemy without any attempt to engage them 
or to aid the troops who were already fighting greatly superior numbers,” &e. 

Specification 2 to this charge is: 

Maj. Gen. tes tee being with his army co; 
ween Manassas 


da; the seth ot bag tome aor age Station and the fel of a bat. 
ile the e cans of the United States and those of the 


then pendin; 
Leet ree wins Haart ay sound of the guns, and in the presence of the enemy, and 
knowing thata Fpa oraa action of great co: uence was being fought and that 


and did shamefully y Yall of the enemy wit with: 
out any attempt to give them battle, and Bod nowing the: forces from which 
he shameful! 20 GReg Te his near Manassas Station, in the State of Virginia, 
on the 29th of August, 1862, 

Specification third to this charge is: 
That the said Maj. Gen. Fitz-John Po 
field of battle of Manassas, on the 29th u 1862, while a severe action was 
Pele tha fought by the r-Gen Pope’s command, He being in the 

rags mela aid of said General Pope were sustainin ron Nee feat and retir- 
shamefully fail to go to the aid of the A taaan iea 
py pu na iE retreat away and fall back with his army to the 
nassas Junction, and leave to the disasters of a presumed defeat the said army, 
and did fail, by any attempt to attack the enemy, to aid in averting the misfor- 
tunes of a disaster that would have endange' the ~~ of the capital of the 
country. This at or near Manassas station, in the State of Virginia, on the 29th 
day of August, 1862. 

General Porter was, on January 10, 1863, by a lawfully constituted 
court-martial, found gnilty on the three specifications to the first 
charge; and, with the exception of some unimportant words, he was 
found by such court guilty on the three specifications stated to the 
second charge. The court thereupon found him guilty on both the 


, being with his army corps near the 


The sentence of the court was as follows: 
And the court do therefore sentence him, . Gen. Fitz-John Porter, of 
United States volunteers, to be cashiered, and to forever disqualified from 


holding any office of trust or profit under the Government of the United 


After a careful review ef the case the President of the United States 
approved and confirmed the proceedings in language following: 


JANUARY 21, 1863. 
Thef ing ing proceedings, fi and sentence in the seek case of M: 
am: Fitz-John Porter are &pprov ria Be that th “A 
said Fitz-John Porter be, and he hereby is, cashiered 


and confirmed, and i 
sod ieres from 4 
service of the United States as majo eral of volunteers and as colonel and 


brevet brigadie in the regular service of the United Seyer for- 
ever disqualified holding any office of trust or profit under the Govern- 
ment of the United States. 


ABRAHAM LINCOLN. 

The court-martial that tried General Porter was composed of the dis- 
tinguished officers, namely: 

Maj. Gen. D. Hunter; Maj. Gen. E. A. Hitchcock; Brig. Gen. Rufus 
King; Brig. Gen. B. M. Prentiss; Brig. Gen. James B. a N B Buford 
Gen. Silas Casey; Brig. Gen. James A. Garfield; Brig. Gen. N. B. B 
and Brig. Gen. J. P. Slough. Joseph Holt,  radge- Advocate Generel 
of the United States Army, was the judge-advocate and recorder of the 
court. Reverdy Johnson, a most eminent attorney, with other counsel, 
represented the defense. 
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Of the men, the distinguished officers ho composed this court, 
two alone are living, the president of the court and General James B. 
Ricketts. 

Mr. CALKINS (from his seat). Also General Prentiss. 

Mr. KEIFER. And I am informed that General Prentiss is also 
living. My information was otherwise. 

But all the others have gone to render their final account to their 
God, and we are here to-day, as I shall show before I close, trying in 


the most singular, unjustifiable, and stranggway to heap.condemnation ` 


on all of those gallant men, and for the purpose of vindicating, as it is 
called here upon the floor, a man who was condemned after having had 
a trial which was fairly conducted, as was said not only by the Judge- 
Advocate-General of the United States, but by that most distinguished 
of counsel who represented the defense Reverdy Johnson. 

It is a singular and strange fact that during all that long trial there 
was no serious exception taken to any ruling of that court. 

The gentleman from New York [ Mx. SLocum], in the course of the 
remarks made by him in the opening of this debate a few days ago, 
assailed this court, and went aside to say that General Rufus King went 
down from his high position asa member of the court and became a 
principal witness in the case. I was curious to know how much of truth 
there was in thatassertion, and L find among the hundreds and hundreds 
of pages of testimony that the testimony of Rufus King is comprised in 
a space of less than one-quarter of a page of the printed report, and that, 
too, of a comparatively immaterial character. It is not unusual or 
irregular for a judge in a civil court to give testimony toa jury. But 
this was the only thing that could be magnified into an attack upon that 
honorable court. These men were ed for conservatism; they 
were not politicians. Many of them were graduates of West Point. 
Some of them were men of mature years, and all were careful and 
jealous of the rights of their fellow-officers. All of them were men 
certainly the peers, and, if we are to test them by what we see in the 
record, more than the peers, of the disti ed men who assume, it is 
claimed, to overrnle the result of their calm, deliberate action. 

It is proposed to overturn the whole action of this high court, the 
members of which were solemnly sworn to discharge their duty im- 
partially and fairly, and this on the report of an unauthorized board of 
inquiry convened sixteen years after General Porter was legally tried 
and convicted. It is proposed now to condemn the members of the 
court and the action of President Lincoln in approving its sentence by 
adopting a report of such board made part] pet upon unsworn statements 
laid before it and on statements made by selected witnesses friendly to 
General Porter, to whom in no case was more than an extrajudicial 
oath administered. Many of the material witnesses before the court 
wére not summoned before this board to testify, others whose testi- 
mony was of the most important character were in their graves, and 
yet this board of three officers assumed to find that the court-martial 
and the President of the United States, acting under the law and 
charged with the grave responsibility of giving General Porter a fair 
trial, did not doso. The witnesses, many of them coached by the ac- 
cused and his friends for years, had forgotten much and imagined things 
to exist that when their memories were fresh they would not have 
stated. Matters alleged to have existed at the time of the battle of the 
second Bull Ran, and which could by no possibility have been known 
to General Porter at the time of his disobedience of his commanding 
officer’s orders, were accepted by the board as excusing him from obey- 
ing orders. These matters could only be shown by the reports, letters, 
and other statements of confederate officers who could not be reached 
at the trial. Perter was ignorant of such all facts when he dis- 
obeyed General Pope’s order, and hence they could not excuse his con- 
duct. Fortunately the record of the proceedings of the board of inquiry 
tells us how its members understood and discharged their supposed duty. 

I beg yur special attention now for a moment or two while I show 
you what is most extraordinary, in view of the claim that this board is 
to be given great weight, and its proceedings regarded with peculiar 
sanctity, so much as to warrant you upon its recommendation in over- 
turning the findings of that court-martial which was organized under 
the laws of the United States, and also in reversing the action of the 
immortal Linċoln in approving Bagh sentence of the court. 

After the board of inquiry time and again ruled out testimony 
that was most clearly competent as against General Porter, and time 
and again ruled in testimony that no court of any kind would have 
ever dreamed was competent, General Terry, who, I presume, had some 
of the glimmerings about him yet of a lawyer, which he was once, 
thought it was about time for him, for his future honor at least, tostate 
why the board outraged every rule of law relating to the admission or 
testimony in the conduct of the case. And I beg now to read it, that 
it may be understood before we give the report of this board of inquiry 
any weight at all. Terry says, reading it—he seems to have prepared 
it; it was not a mere outgush from the man’s mind. He says: 


In the opinion of the board there is one feature of this case which should be 
kept constantly in mind and which is of saree opi gree in determining ques- 
Sons of evisonnss, whioh 36 thet tes i the petitioner is made to the 
pardoning power; his ap or executive action. Fe ah board was not ap- 

d ty i after-hearing all the ES Uae to mained the pon Pian 
u FE 
what justice may require to be done. 
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Then he says: A 
Now, it seems to the board that it should admit any evidence which it would 


be proper for the President to listen to, were he personally examining the case 
with a view to determining whether or not he should exercise his constitutional 
power of pardon. On the puiain for the exercise of the pardoning power, 


nothing can be more inent than evidence that one of the witnesses di 


contrary to or inconsistent with the testimony given by him at the trial. No 
Aon vested with the power to pardon should refuse to listen to such evi- 

Skipping along, he says: - 

These facts in the opinion 
rule which requires that a ertee-eramination sould precede the prost of inoot- 
sistent declarations.—Senate Document 2008, pages 1054, 1055. 

General Terry had in his mind that if General Porter had been im- 
prisoned they might have proved, as tending to vindicate him, his good 
conduct while a convict in a cell. He looked at it as though they 
must try him by things that took place after the conviction more than 
those before. And so they admitted testimony in that view. 

But the president of the board, not a good lawyer, not a lawyer at 
all, was not patient under this more careful statement of General Terry, 
and he burst out at that point to tell us how he viewed it; and let me 
read that: 

The board desire to add to that also that the military code under which we 
are acting, whether it be the common law of the military service or the Articles 
of War as interpreted by uniform decisions of courts, impartially forbids any 
distinction in our action or in our minds betweentny testimony given by an 
poner d the Army under oath before a court-martial and his deliberate state- 

Meaning out of court— , 

‘either in the form of official reports or other declarations. 

He proceeds: : 

The obligation is held universally to be the same in both cases. The penalty 
for falsehood in military estimation is the same in both, 

Whether a man had indulged in loose talk on the streets or else- 
where or had written a letter or had sworn to it before a court, this 
president of the board of inquiry thought the samesolemnity should be 
attached to all alike. AJl the members of that board acted, in that re- 
hearing as they call it of that case, on that theory. And what does he 
say about accepting the evidence ? 

Therefore we did not and can not in this case ize any difference be- 
tween the sworn testimony presented here of record in the trial of Fitz-John 
Porter before a court-martia! and deliberate statements in reference to that im- 

rtant caso designed to affect either public interest or personal rights. We 

erefore admitted all printed published declarations of witnesses before that 
court to be considered here in that light. 

So that anything, everything was regarded as testimony; and when 

' they got through they summed up and say ‘‘in the light of the evidence 
we find certain facts.” 

I give this, Mr. Chairman, in order to fix particularly the assumed 
nature and character of this illegal and illegally constituted board. Of 
the individual members of the board as soldiers I have nothing tosay but 
the kindliest things. General Schofield as well as General Terry were 
distinguished officers; and General George W. Getty, the other mem- 
ber of the board, less spoken of here on the floor, is the peer of either 
of them as I believe, and I think I know from m personal contact 
with him in the field. But when the board assumed a grave duty and 
acted as though it rested upon it thus lightly; when they took no lawful 
oath to try the case, and were under no obligations to do anything more 
than perhaps what Generals Terry and Schofield say, as I have read— 
that is, in effect, to find an excuse for the pardoning power—then its 
action should not be cited to control or govern this body when it under- 
takes to review the case. 

As an illustration, the Schofield board reached the conclusion that 
evidence—using their language—‘‘of bad animus” on Porter's part is 
immaterial. Such a conclusion stamps the whole proceedings with con- 
demnation. In all prosecutions for crime, the animus with which the 
act is committed is of the first importance. Certain acts of a criminal 
character imply bad purpose and guilty knowledge. Bad intention 01 
the part of the accused must in some cases be proved to enable the court 
or jury to find guilt. If it can be shown by the words or acts of Gen- 
eral Porter prior to his alleged disobedience of orders that he was dis- 
loyal to his commanding officer and had an aversion to being in his 
command and had a settled purpose to go with his own command away 
from him and from the scene of the impending battle, it will be easy to 
understand his delays and failures to obey positive orders or to move 
into battle when the angry roar of cannon and the rattle of musketry 
summoned him there and to duty. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. I would like the general to answer me a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. KEIFER. Be brief. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. Does not the general know that the Army is 
full of grumblers always, and that the people who grumble at their 
superior officers can not justly be accused of a liability to fail their 
country because they are ill-natured about their officers? Is not that 
the experience of all? 

Mr. KEIFER. My distinguished friend may know more about grum- 
bling in the Army than I do. But when I served with him and under 
him I never grumbled at him. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 


Mr. ROSECRANS. Thank you. 


Mr. KEIFER. I had the honor to be near the gentleman in about 
the first battle (Rich Mountain) of the war, if not with him. 

Mr. HORR. And you obeyed his orders, I suppose, 

Mr. KEIFER. General Porter reported to General Pope in person 
the morning of the 27th of August, 1862, at Warrenton Junction, hav- 
ing been ordered to do so at Aquia Creek on his return from Harrison’s 
Landing. At 4p. m. of that same day he sent a dispatch to General 
Burnside using the following among other expressions, which my dis- 
tinguished friend from California [Mr. RosecRANSs] would call grum- 
bling. Let us listen for a moment or two to the grumbling: 

We are working now to get behind Bul] Run, and I presume will got there a 
a few days if st y don’t use us up. The strategy ismagnificent and tactics 
the inverse proportion. J was informed to-day by the best authority that in op- 
position to General Pope’s views this army was out to save the Army of 
the Potomac, an army that could take care of itself. Most of this is private, but 
if you can gel me away do so. a 

The confederate army was around him and he was telegraphing to be 
gotten away. On the same day he sent the same officer another dis- 
patch, using this language: 

Pi hasten back the 
Peaks de Sonaune wb ang T sent down, and inform McClellan, that Imay 
The significance of this will appear a little further on. Again, on 
August 28, he dispatched to the same officer: 

All that talk about ing Jackson 3 
was left open, and rb oo jumped oak. Tes ory of Aenal DATA 
or Ionon had no pes pee ene pait an eee amount 
Binion Grr pear DY LOMAT DAE whee A A ote a 

Another dispatch to the same officer, by General Porter, dated Bris- 
toe, August 28, 9.30 in the morning, closes as follows: 

I for the best. My lucky ster is always up abeat my birthday, the 3lst, 
I MeClellan’s is up . You will hear of ws soon by way of Alex- 


That is, we will have retreated there in a short time. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. Washe not pretty near right in all these things? 

Mr. KEIFER. By his conduet it became a fulfilled prophecy. To 
the same officer he telegraphed again from Bristoe at 6 in the morn- 
ing of August 29: 

Heintzelman and Reno are at Centreville, where they marched yesterday. 


Pope went to Centreville with the last twoas a body-guard, at the time not 


knowing where was the enemy, and when Sigel was fighting within eight miles. 
of him and in sight, Comment is unnecessary. I hope Mac's at work, and we 
will soon be ordered out of this. It would seem from proper statements of the 
enemy that he was wandering around loose, but expect they know what they 
are doing; it is morethan any one here or anywhere knows. i 

The foregoing and other language like it enables us to see the then 
state of Porter’s mind, and to discern his purpose of future bad action 
so far as loyalty to his commanding general was concerned. These 
dispatches need no critical analysis to enable us to know, first, that he 
did not want or intend to fight under Pope; second, that while he re- 
garded the enemy in great strength around him, he wanted at once to 
get away and to be ordered out; third, that his disloyalty to General 
Pope was so great that he wanted General McClellan to be informed 
of it, that he might know that he was ‘‘doing right,” and that is the 
interpretation General McClellan pat on it; fourth, that in advance of 
a battle he prophesied what by his subsequent action was fulfillet: 
tt You will hear of us soon by way of Alexandria.” That indicated a 
settled purpose on his part to so behave as to ultimately retreat to that 
place. 

Other significant deductions might be drawn from these dispatches. 
His dispatch from Bristoe Station, dated 6 a. m. August 29, was writ- 
ten while he was delaying obedience to the order to move to the battle- 
field at the first dawn of day that same morning. Instead of moving 
by the dawn of day of the morning of the 29th to the battlefield, where 
he had been summoned by an order dated 3 o’clock of that same morn- 
ing, we find him at 6 o’clock at Bristoe Station, writing a dispatch to 
General Burnside, away off somewhere, asking to be taken away from 
there. Afterward he offers excuses about not being able to obey the 
order, although at 6 o'clock in the morning the sun was shining high 
in the heavens. 

It was a matter more important to him to write a dispatch, disloyal 
to General Pope, than to hasten with his troops to the scene of the en- 
gagement; and the dispatch to Burnside that Pope had gone to Centre- 
ville with two corps as a body-guard was not only shamefully disre- 
spectiul to his commanding general but it was absolutely false, for he. 
had no knowledge of that kind and it never was the fact. 

After this clear insight into the motives, purposes, designs, and un- 
military conduct of General Porter, we hardly need to expect less than 
flagrant disobedience of any important orders General Pope might issue 
to him. It is easy to believe General McDowell’s statement, made 
under oath before the court-martial, that he told General Porter, ‘‘ You - 
put your forces in here” (pointing in the direction of the enemy); and 
thereupon Porter (putting his hand in the direction of the dust rising 
above the tops of the trees) answered: ‘‘We cannot go in there anywhere 
without getting into a fight? Poor fellow! He was not there to fight; 
but to be heard from ‘* by way of Alexandria,” as he was shortly after. 
The reply of General McDowell to that unmanly and cowardly remark 
of General Porter was good and soldierly: ‘That is what we came here 
for, General Porter.” But the reply had no effect on Porter. Head- 
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hered persistently throughout the day to his purpose not to engage the 
enemy. 

Before dismissing the question of the animus of Porter, I wish to 
give the judgment of his best friend on his conduct during those mo- 
mentous days, including the second Bull Run—the friend to whom he 
appealed through his dispatches to know whether he was doing right. 
This friend may be assumed to have known him and his motives, and 
no doubt interpreted his actions better than could any other person 
living. He had his anxious eyes upon him, and not disinterestedly 
either. Promptly on learning of his bad conduct this officer was 
alarmed, and fearing it would be repeated, he wrote him from the War 
Department at Washington a letter such as only a guilty man could 
complacently receive without regarding it as a gross assault upon his 
honor asa soldier, Here is the convincing letter : 

WAR DEPARTMENT, September 1, 1862—5,30 p. m. 

This was two days after the close of the battle in and around Manas- 
sas. Listen! 

I ask you, for my sake, that of the country, and of the old Army of the Po- 
tomac, that you and all friends will lend the fullest and most cordial co-opera- 
tion to General Pope in all the operations now going on. The distresses of our 
country, the honor of our arms, are at stake, and all d ds upon the cheerful 
co-operation of all in the field. This week isthe crisisof our fate. Say the same 
thing to all my friends in the Army of the Potomac, and that the last request I 
have to make of them is that for their country’s sake they will extend to Gen- 
eral Pope the same-support they ever haye to me. 

I am in ogs of the defenses of Washington and doing all I can to render 
your retreat safe, should that become necessary. 

foe GEO. B. a. 


Major-General PORTER, 

Centreville, commanding Fifth Corps. 

Listen to the opening sentence again: 

I ask of you for my sake— 

To do what? Todo what you have not been doing—to be loyal to 
your commanding officer. No; General McClellan would have cut his 
right arm off before he would have addressed such a note as that to 
General Rosec General Sheridan, General Phil. Kearny, or any 
other of the host*of loyal generals of this country who were always 
ready to bound to the place of duty whenever duty called. [Applause. ] 
Nothing buta settled conviction on the part of General McClellan that 
Porter hud been a traitor to Pone ever induced him to write that let- 
ter. [Applause. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. Will the gentleman allow me one word ? 

Mr. KEIFER. If the gentleman will not draw me away from the 
line of my argament. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. Did not General McClellan write that letter at 
the request of President Lincoln, assuring President Lincoln that in 
his belief no such letter was necessary ? 

ir, KEIFER. Then General McClellan had the concurrence of 
President Lincoln that Porter was disobeying orders. [Applause.] I 
do not know whether General McClellan was requested to write that 
letter or not, but if he was, that is the answer. i 

I want to go back for a moment to the report of the board of inquiry. 
I want to refer toʻone matter which will perhaps come in here as well 
as anywhere else. I suppose I am at liberty to conclusively presume 
that Porter and his friends here on this floor and elsewhere believe that 
this board of inquiry was right on this point. Let me read it: 

Porter's faithful, subordinate, and intelligent conduct that afternoon saved 
the Union army from the defeat which would otherwise have resulted that day 
from the enemy’s more s) y concentration. Theonly seriously critical period 
of that campaign, namely, between Li a, m. and sunset of August 29, was thus 
safely Syed 

Now this board finds that General Porter, by his “masterly inac- 
tivity,’’ by his retiring when the enemy showed himself in his front, 
by his refusal to go into battle that day when on his right there raged 
a great battle, as we shall presently show—General Porter, it would 
seem (the board concluded) by absolutely refusing to fight at all saved 
a great disaster; that is, those already engaged succeeded better with- 
out him than they would with him, although he had under his com- 
mand on that fieldat that time about one-half of the regular troops then 
in the United States service. 

This I give simply as asample, The members of the board found by 
not fighting, by not going into battle at the sound of musketry and the 
cannon’s roar, he saved the army from getting whipped. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. Was not the finding of the court that he did not 
retreat? Ta 
Mr. KEIFER. I will state there are some ions of the langua 
of one of the specifications in reference to ea notes found him sat 
guilty. I think the particular language was not that he did not re- 

treat, but that he did not retreat when the enemy was pressing him. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. You read in a very loud voice the charge that 
he was retreating. Now, I wish to ask the gentleman whether it was 
not the finding of the court-martial that of that charge he was not 
guilty? Did not the court except that from its finding? 

Mr. KEIFER. No; the court found him guilty of the specification, 
but it excepted that part of the specification which related to his re- 
treating while the enemy was pressing him; he got off before they got 
near him. [Laughter. ] 5 p g Foui fend 

It was alleged before the court of inquiry that General Fitz-John 


Porter did right in not literally obeying the order to march to the bat- 
tlefield, and they set forth in support of that view that there is adis- 
cretion to be exercised by a subordinate officer in obeying orders. Gen- 
eral Grant’s letter, which makes up a large part of the brains in the 
report of the majority of the military committee—for the author of the 
report must have supposed he belonged to that same three hundred 
characterized by him the other day as know-nothings—General Grant’: 
letter, I repeat, says: ‘‘ Jt is never true that a subordinate has a right to ex- 
ercise discretion on the subject of obeying his superior officer’s order if a 
battle is raging.”’ 

Now, we will soon see whether there was not a battle raging. A 
discretion is only exercised when the conditions under which the order 
was issued are changed and when the changed condition couli .0t 
have been known to the officer giving it. The discretion of an ofncer 
relates to means, not ends. It relates to his doing more than his order 
requires, not less. He is to interpret his order when a battle is rag- 
ing to do everything within his power with all his command. The 
soldier’s mission is to fight. War is without affection; it meansdevas- 
tation, destruction, death. It never justifies a subordinate officer in 
so interpreting an order as not to require him to go into battle with 
his command on account of his own personal safety or that of his 
troops. 

I need not in this presence discuss the question of discretion on the - 
subject of cbeyingan order. Almost one-half, if not quite one-half, of 
the members of this House have been officers or soldiers on one side or 
the other in the most memorable, sanguinary, and destructive of all 
modern wars, and to either side may I confidently appeal to support 
the point I make, that it is never the duty of an officer to retreat in 
the presence of an enemy when any of his fellow-soldiers are in the 
conflict. 

The military authorities lay down the only safe and wise rule. De 
Hart, in his admirable work, has collected the experience and judgment 
of all the ages in the rule he lays down when he says: 

Hesitancy in the execution of a military order is clearly, under any circum- 
stances, a serious offense, and would subject one to a severe penalty, but actual 
disobedience is a crime which the law has stigmatized as of the highest degree, 
and against which is denounced the severe penalty of death, 

Now, did Porter disobey orders? I will spend but a little time, for 
I have not much to spare, on this subject. It is admitted—and I have 
tried to keep on undisputed ground—it is admitted, Mr. Chairman, 
that General Porter received an order prior to 1 o’clock on the morning 
of the 28th of August, when he was at Warrenton Junction, ordering 
him to move at 1 o’clock a. m. to Bristoe Station, and which order . 
commanded him to reach there by daylight. Nobody disputes that. 
He was nine milesaway from Bristoe Station. He called his officers about 
him and showed the order to them late at night, not 1 o’clock at night; 
but he told them there wassomething to slecp on; not to execute, but to 
sleep on. One o’clock came and he had not moved. It is said that the 
head of his column moved at 3 o'clock, and he executed that great 
march of nine miles with his command, reaching Bristoe Station after 
10 o’clock next day. He could have marched it, reaching there at the 
time he did, after 7 0’clock in the morning, and not marched more than 
three miles an hour. Two and a half miles an hour is ordinary and 
easy marching, including rests, for large bodies of troops. 

E take nobody’s testimony on that question. I stand here in the 
presence of a score and more of men who know the road from War- 
renton Junction to Bristoe Station, who, as well as myself, at different 
times haye marched over it by night and by day with infantry troops 
in much less than three hours. ey say the road was blocked that 
night by wagons. Instead of being a narrow gorge or defile and being 
difficult to go through, it was a double road (one either side of the rail- 
road), and on each side for a full mile you could march a command 
with artillery anywhere you pleased on that summer night. Troops 
could better march outside of the road than in the dust in it. 

Then he disobeyed that order. But weare told it made no difference, 
because Pope was mistaken, and no battle was fought at daylight in 
the morning, and Porter for this reason was justified in disobeying it. 
Now, that is not an excuse for disobeying an order to be given by any 
officer or which should be considered for a moment. A single deserter 
from the Army might be arrested and taken back and when tried truth- 
fully say: ‘‘ Why, I deserted, but before you arrested me and while I 
was absent there was no fighting for me todo. Now, do not shoot me 
for that act, for I have done no harm in trying to escape and I am now 
here.” 

It is said it was too dark to march troops before the break of day on 
the morning of the 28th of August. It did not rain, and there ceuld 
have been no extraordinary darkness. Longstreet could easily march 
his confederate troops all night, and the brave, faithful General Ricketts, 
who found himself with his division at Thoroughfare Gap, between 
Longstreet’s and Jackson’s corps, marched all night to extricate his sol- 
diers and be.ready in the early morning to obey his commanding gen- 
eral’s orders to engage in the fight. ~ i 

But it was Porter's duty to be where his commanding general appre- 
hended That sort of an excuse is not one that should come ever 
from anybody, let alone from a trained soldier. 

I do not stop, Mr. Chairman, to read the testimony in this connec- 
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tion to prove that he disobeyed the joint order to McDowell and him- 


self to move to the field of battle early on the morning of the 29th. I 
do not care enough about it. Ido not think that a soldier fit to com- 
mand a corps in the armies of the United States needs to have an express 
order to move to the battlefield when the thunder of cannon was sound- 
ing in his ears. [Applause.] General Porter also excuses himself be- 
cause he says (in one of his petitions, I believe) he gave a double con- 
struction to that order. The double construction which he gave was 
always such that he had one alternative, not to go into the fight, and 
that is the alternative he alwaysadopted. But he was commanded by 
that orderto move to the battlefield, and he did move in that direction; 
butas he approached it and found the enemy (Stuart’s cavalry dragging 
brush) in sight, he did not proceed to attack or reconnoiter, but he 
veered off from the proper field, retreated toward Manassas, and settled 
himself down like a Christian gentleman, I suppose, under the eaves of 
Bethlehem church. [Laughter.] He said he could not obey the order 
delivered to him, dated 4.30 p. m. on the afternoon of the 29th, because 
it was-received too late. But on his own statement it was still not too 
late to have gone into the engagement, for he pretends to have attempted 
the execution of the order. But give him even to the hour of 6 o'clock, 
which is after the time the order was received. We find by the official 
reports of Union officers and confederate officers, from commanding gen- 
erals down, that they were able to fight until 9 o'clock that night within 
easy hearing of the ears of General Porter. Then he had three hours in 
which he could have gone to the relief of his comrades, already at death 
grips in that bloody conflict. I will not stop to weigh that testimony, 
but give you another circumstance, which is, to my mind, most signifi- 
t. 


can 

General Sykes, loyal to General Porter then, was willing toswear and 
did swear before the court that when the 4.30 p. m. order was deliv- 
ered to Porter he concealed its contents, and although he spent that 
evening and all the coming night with him he never learned that Porter 
had that order to go into battle, although he was a division commander 
and waiting to receive orders from him. Nay, he did not tell his offi- 
cer next in rank to him that he was ordered to move his whole corps 
into the battle. Sykes did nothear of the orderuntil thenext day. It 
is true that Porter, after receiving and concealing the order, dispatched 
Morell, whose division was in front of Sykes’s, directing him to take four 
regiments and deploy skirmishers in there and make an attack, looking 
out meznwhile well for his rear. And that is all that we learn of the 
attempt made by him to comply with this order. Some officer had re- 
ported to Morell that the enemy were advancing, and said they seemed 
tobein great force. ‘‘A whole brigade” was the language used. That 
report went to Porter at almost the very moment he received the 4.30 
p. m. order to go into the battle. He thus had notice from Morell that 
there was a whole brigade advancing in his front, but he sent out four 
regiments and had them soon after withdrawn, and now his friends claim 
that he did the best he could to execute the order. 

But Porter is excused by the board and by others, They claim that 
if he had gone into the battle at that time he would have encountered 
a superior force and met with a disaster. I do not shrink, Mr. Chair- 
man, from wrestling with this question also, for it is capable ef com- 
plete and perfect demonstration that such is not the case. But what 
if it had been? Suppose it to be true. Suppose as a matter of fact 
that Porter had Longstreet’s whole corps beforehim. Hedid not know 
it. Some of these men pretend to say that he knew more than any- 
body else knew in reference to the matter. But Morell, who was in 
front, did not so report; and there is that grand, t soldier, Col. 
B. F. Smith, gone to his long account years ago, who says that during 
the whole of that day he was all the time on the advance line, and so 
swears in the testimony before the court-martial; that he was all day 
sending the latest news as to the presence and force of the enemy, and 
he was not able to discover a considerable force before them; and yet 
it was through Smith that Porter got his information. Porter did not 
know Lo was before him, if it was true thathe wasthere. But 
was it true that there was an overwhelming force in his front? 

Mr. ROSECRANS. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. KEIFER. I have no objection, if I have sufficient time. : 
Py is st ic cg How far is it from Thoroughfare Gap to the field 

e 

Mr. KEIFER. The exact distance I can not state. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. Itis about nine miles, 

Mr. KEIFER. I think that is about the distance. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. Do we not know Ricketts had left Thoroughfare 
Gap before Longstreet occupied it on the 29th ? 

Mr. KEIFER. We know Ricketts retired from it in the night, but 
we did not know Longstreet was coming to the position he took on the 
field any more than to any other. i 

Mr. ROSECRANS. Had not Ricketts got out of the gap because he 
was afraid of being overwhelmed?” 

Mr. KEIFER. Yes. Ricketts was ofthe court-martial; and he knew 
all that country and the distances better than General ROSECRANS er 
myself can know them. He was seriously wounded in the first Bull 
Run, and he fought his division through the whole of the second. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. It would be a fair thing for the House to hear 
the gentleman say in his argument whether or no General Ricketts left 
that gap early in the day because he was overwhelmed? 
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Mr. KEIFER. He left that gap at night because Stonewall Jack- 
son’s troops were between him and Pope’s main force. 

Mr. ROSECRANS rose. ` 

Mr. KEIFER. The gentleman will pardon me. I can not be di- 
verted from my present line of argument unless my time is extended 
further. I want to read from the reportof the confederate general J. 
E. B. Stuart on the subject of troops in front of Porter. Referring 
to the approach of an enemy from the direction of Bristoe Station, he 
Says: ` 

The prolongation of his line of march would have d through my posi- 
tion, which was a very fine one for artillery as well as for observation, and 
struck Longstreet in flank. I waited his approach long enough to ascertain that 
there was at least an army corps— 

That was Porter’s— 
atthe same time keeping detachments of cavalry dragging brush down the 
road in the direction of Gainesville so as to deceive the enemy—a ruse which 
faanding general, then opposite ene an the trmpike, that Longenreet's flank 
and rear was seriously threatened, éo. melee 

It seems Longstreet was there with some of his troops, but Stuart, 
commanding only cavalry, seeing a whole corps of infantry was coming 
on his flank, deceived Porter by dragging brush along the Gainesville 
road and raising dust. And this dust was enough to turn this now- 
claimed-to-be great hero off with his entire corps in search of a church 
under the shadow of which he might lie in 

The same thing will be found in General Lee’s letter to Porter dated 
the 31st of October, 1867. I come now to the question as to whether 
Longstreet’s whole corps was there; and some very singular things 
crop out. LIadmit there isa letter here dated in 1870, signed by General 
R. E. Lee, stating in general terms that Longstreet’s whole corps was up 
in the afternoon of the 29th. But before me is a letter of General Lee 
bearing date the 31st of October, 1867, in which he says, speaking of 
the troops which had come up: 

Longstreet’s whole force, except Anderson's division, wag up, and that arrived 
next morning. 

Then Anderson’s division, according to Lee, did not get up till next 
morning. Now, Istate here spia the authority of men within tke sound 
of my voice that General D. H. Hill’s division of Longstreet’s corps did 
not arrive until after the battles of Bull Run were fought and ended, 
including the 30th of August... If there is any man here who belonged 
to that division he will not deny it, and of course if D. H. Hill’s di- 
vision of Longstreet’s corps, as he reports—and there is abundant other 
testimony to same effect—did not reach the battle-field of Bull Run or 
Manassas, then we have got, according to General Lee’s letter as to 
Anderson’s division, the fact established that two divisions of that 
corps were not there on the 29th. 

Instead of having that corps of Longstreet’s, twenty-five thousand 
strong, there, we have two divisions away ; and I will presently show what 
is still worse for Porter’s case. The battle was raging, and I will show 
you in a moment or two that there was a great battle raging, and the 
critical hour of the battle had come, when General Pope, discerning, as 
a great general ought to discern, that the supreme moment had come, 
sent that 4.30 order to Porter to attack at once, and Porter should have 
obeyed it, because Pope had putin all his otheravailable troops. General 
T. J. Jackson—Stonewall Jackson—says the attack was so impetuous, 
so persistent, and so overwhelming, that he appealed to the command- 
ing general, Robert E. Lee, for assistance; and he says but for the timely 
arrival upon his rightof Longstreet’s forces the issue of the battle might 
have been different. Who came there? Who went there? General 
Hood’s division of Longstreet’s corps left Porter’s front and went inon 
Jackson’s right, and attacked the troops under Pope on his left at the 
critical moment. At this juncture Porter should have certainly been 
in the fight. Not Hood’s division alone, but the brigade of Evans from 
the corps of Longstreet joined Hood's division and also went into the 
fight, and turned the battle against the Union forces, when poor, cring: 

? 
I see 
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ing Porter was laying off on his elbow, resting his head upon his 
waiting for some excuse to move-his troops farther to the rear. 

before me one who wears the insi of war, an empty sleeve—Colonel 
Oates, of Alabama—and he was there under Lee, and knows whether 
Hood’s division and Evans’s brigade of Longstreet’s corps went in and 
decided that conflict at a critical moment. ; 

Now we have three divisions away from Longstreet’s corps, and -yet 
Porter says he could not safely attack. Wilcox’s division is left, out of 
which Evans’s brigade may have come. Of course there was cavalry 
there; Porter could nòt go in ; he might get whipped! 

But he has written letters since to find what the situation and num- 
ber of the troops were in his front. He put the question and asked for 
a categorical answer from General Robert E. Lee to know what would 
have been his fate if he had fought, and Lee, a judicious, careful, and 
prudent soldier, said : 

nether ror Bi degen Longstreet after 12 m., with less than twelve 

‘‘ The probable result.” Then we find this officer of our Army pro- 
tecting himself behind the probability that he would have been re- 
named if he had fonght, and hence he claims to have been justified in 
disobeying the orders of General Pope. Had he attacked, Lee could 
not possibly have used Hood’s division and Evans’s brigade of Long- 
street’s corps to support Jackson in his battle with other troops under 
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General Pope. If the effect had been by Porter’s attack on Longstreet, 
as ordered; to have kept Hood and Evans there, then Pope would have 
overwhelmed Jackson’s forces, as Jackson in his report says he appre- 
hended, and we would still have had a complete victory, still have had 
success; and if there had been no other object on the part of General 
Pope in ordering Porter into this battle than to keep Longstreet’s forces 
employed, whatever were there, it would have been a sufficient reason 
for his issuing that order. 

. Ido not care to stop and read all these reports; Ido not care to getinto 
these questions. I have stated the main features and the main facts. 

Itis said that there was no great battle raging. I do not know how 
far it is proper to use the testimony of others on this floor which I would 
liketouse. Thereis certainly one gentleman [Mr. OATES] who rode to 
that battlefield after the battle was over, after the troops had marched 
off. He went back there to view the sad scenes of death and destruc- 
tion. He tells me that when he reached the scene of this conflict of the 
evening of the 29th of August, 1862, he was obliged to dismount from 
his horse and tie him, so that he might get along among the dead; that 
_ there were so many dead there that he could not ride without his horse 
trampling on them, 

Stonewall Jackson was not mistaken when he said that there was a 
a battle there. Speaking of the conflict of the evening of the 29th, he 
says: 

As one yard parse heongeren ties its place and pressed forward, as if de- 
termined by force of numbers Bact i of assault to drive us from our posi- 
tion. So impetuous and well were these onsets as to induce me to 
send to the commanding general for re-enforeements; but the timely and gal- 
lant advance of General Longstreet on the right relieved my troops from the 
pressure of overwhelming numbers and gave to those brave men the chances 
of a more equa! conflict. 

Jackson referred in his report to the attack of Hood’s division and 
Evans’s brigade of Longstreet’s corps. 

I am warned that my time is very brief. Longstreet and others 
speak of the great ict that was going on that day, and that he 
had to send troops by direction of General Lee to the, aid of General 
Jackson. This is shown by the official reports of Longstreet, Hood,- 
and others, including General R. E. Lee. 

General Lee, referring to the movements and battle of the 29th of 
August, in his report says: 

t left that on the rij under 
Tan "Nis ae inmates 
putillory fre. which was AA to wit effect by eaeh Gaata. EA ns 
batteries. Colonel Walton a part of his artillery upon a 
position between Generals Jackson and Longstreet by order of the latter, 
the enemy rously for several hours. Soon afterward General Stuart 


reported the approach of a force from the direction of Bristoe Station 
threatening Lo ‘sright. The brigades under General Wilcox were sent 


peatedly 
Once he succeeded in penetrating an interval between General G 's le 
ae LE a 


rigad: 
and obstinate; the combatants sometimes delivered their fire atten paces. Gen- 
eral G A who was most Pe yes was re-enforced by Hays’s brigade under 
General Forno, and successfully and tly resisted the attack of the enemy 
until, the ammunition of his brigade being exhausted and all its field officers 
but two killed or wounded, it was relieved, after several hours of severe fighting, 
by Early’s brigade and the Eighth Louisiana Regiment. General Early drove 
the enemy back with heavy loss brow! paea about two hundred yards beyond 
ed to the position on the railroad where 


on Jackson's left General Longstreet o 

and Evans to advance, but before the order could be obeyed Hood was himself 
attacked and his command at once became warmly engaged. General Wilcox 
was recalled from the right and erdered to advance on Hood's left, and one of 
Kemper’s brigades, under Colonel Hunton, moved forward on his right. The 
enemy was repulsed by Hood after a severe contest, and fell back, closely fol- 
lowed! by our troops. e battle continued until 9 p. m., the enemy retreating 
until he had reached a strong position, which he held with a large force. The 
darkness of the night put a stop to the engagement, 

With these official reports and other indubitable evidence it can not 
longer be contended that no battle was fought on the 29th of August. 

General Grant’s whole opinion is based on the erroneous impres- 
sion that the only battle fought was on the 30th of August. He says 
inhis letter, ‘I find that the battle was fought on the 30th of August.” 
It is then fair to him to say that with the real facts before him he 
would have reached the opposite conclusion. 

Was Porter justified in failing to obey the order to go into the fight 
if he had known all that General Lee knew as to the strength of the 
forces in front of him? The answer certainly must be that he was not 
justified. Ido not think General Porter would have been blameless 
even if he had had no order to go into that battle. If he had known 
only what was open and known to every one there, that a great battle 
was pending, it was his duty to have marched into the conflict with his 
fellow officers and soldiers. 

I might. give examples to show that although an officer might prob- 
ably be repulsed, it would constitute no excuse for his refusal to obey 
an order. The history of other wars might be referred to to prove this. 
Marshal McDonald, at Wagram, moved under orders with his devoted 
fifteen thousand French soldiers upon the Austrian center when it 


While the battle was 
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was understood that the battle would turn upon the result, and he came 
out of it with only fifteen hundred men. ,But Napoleon won a great 
victory. He did not say to the great warri@t of that day, “I will prob- 
ably meet with a repulse,” and then refuséto obey orders. 

In that memorable winter battle in the forest in and around Hohen- 
linden there was a general officer who had an indefinite order to move 
by night upon the Austrian flank and rear. He had no summer night 
to move his troops in; he had no plain road to move upon. He had a 
dark December night, with a dense forest about him and a driving 
storm of snow enveloping him, and only a timber road to march upon. 
He was ordered to move to a position to strike the enemy in the rear, 
as was Porter on this occasion at Bull Run. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. KEIFER. If I can be allowed ten minutes more I will be 
through. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I presume there will hardly be another 
speech to-night; it is now 4 o’clock. I hope the gentleman from Ohio 

Mr. KEIFER] will be allowed to conclude. 

Mr. KEIFER. Iam very nearly through. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Iam sure there will be no objection to 
extending the time on the other side when desired. We have been very 
re ae to this time, and I hope that liberality will be continued on 

th sides. 

The CHATRMAN.- Consent is asked for thé gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. KEIFER], to proceed for ten minutes longer. 

There was no objection, and leave was granted accordingly. 

Mr. KEIFER. This officer received from Marshal Moreau an order 
to move to the enemy’s rear. Hestruggled on, through darkness and 
storm, although he was out of reach of his commanding officer. 

He knew ing of his purposes, or whether he was assailing the 
Archduke John with his then apparently victorious Austrian hosts in 
his front or flank or rear. He, however, knew a soldier’s duty was 
toobey. ‘This officer met suddenly at St. Christoph village with a 
great obstacle, General Riesch’s corps of the Austrian army, and he 
said, ‘‘ My orders are not to stop to fight here or to fight that corps, but 
to strike in the rear of the Austrian main army in the defile behind 
Hohenlinden at Mattenboett.”’ He left a single brigade behind him 


to engage the whole corps of the Austrians and p on through that 
driving storm, overthrowing the Hungarian horse that ap in his 
front, and finally plunged among the artillery and baggage wagons of 


the enemy and overthrew his rear guard, causing the complete over- 
throw ot that great army and bringing victory again to the French 
standard. That man was Richepanse. He was no Porter. He did 
not think that he would probably be repulsed. He had no idea of duty 
but to obey the orders of his superior officers. 

Others have shown as.great examples, theugh differing in circum- 


pied | stances. When the battle of the 14th of June, 1800, on the plains of 


Marengo, in Italy, was lost, when Napoleon, with many of his best 
generals and marshals under him, was overthrown and in full retreat, 
he looked anxiously for the coming of one who had no orders to move 
to that field, but to another. There was one of his marshals who had 
been dispatched to a distant point (Novi), away off from the field of 
battle, as it turned out. But that man was a brave soldier. He had 
fought upon the sandy plains and under the burning sun of Egypt. 
He had but recently returned from that theater of war. When the 
first distant sound of battle came to his ear he halted his column and 
listened. He put his ear to the earth to catch the sound more clearly; - 
and then without orders he reversed his whole command and moved in 
hot haste where the sound of battle summoned him. He came up at 
3 o'clock in the afternoon and found the French army in full retreat, 
beaten and overthrown. When consulted by Napoleon as to whatshonld 
be done in the crisis, casting his eye over the field, he said: “Yes, the 
battle is lost; butitisonly 30’clock. There is yettime to gain another.” 
[Applause.] He had not waited for orders, and he now put himself at 
the head of his devoted six thousand. General Porter had twelve 
thousand men, according to his own admission and as others say; over 
thirteen thousand as shown by the reports. But there was Marshal 
Desaix at the head of his six thousand moving into battle against an 
army flushed with victory. At 5 o’clock the battle was won; the sun 
again shone upon the victorious eagles of France [applause]; a vic- 
tory that produced a vast influence on the destinies of France and the 
whole world. It gave peace to then republican France, and, a little 
later, an emperor’s. crown to Bonaparte. But the great marshal who 
moved to the sound of the music of battle, whe took his orders from 
the booming echoes of the cannon, wasdead! It might have been bet- 
ter for others in history if they had imitated his example and met the 
same fate. [Applause. ] + 

What was the example of the heroic confederate General Pickett 
when he went with his devoted division into that charge at Gettys- 
burg? Though unfortunate as to success, it proved the heroism and 
devotedness of the general who commanded and the troops under him. 
I might give other illustrations; and they are abundant. Other coun- 
tries have believed, as our Government did in this case, in having 
orders ebeyed. It has been stated here that the British Government 
shot Admiral Byng for disobedience of orders; and since that time 
there have been few in the English navy to disobey the orders of a 
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superior officer. KETE VERR case occurred about a century ago 
in the English navy. Captain Sutton, who was commanding a vessel 
in the Mediterranean, failed, as was claimed, to obey an order to cut 
cables and pursue on the high sea a retreating enemy. He was arrested 
and put in prison, where he was confined two years and seven months 
before trial. I do not believe the delay in trying him was right. But 
he brought suit to recover damages for false imprisonment; and I de- 
sire to read a single paragraph from a report of the final hearing of the 
case, giving the well-stated opinion of Lords Mansfield and Lough- 
borough as to what the duty of an English officer is. Certainly an 
American officer ought to stand upon the same plane. The court in 
that case said: 

A subordinate officer must not judge of the danger, propriety, expediency, or 
consequences of the order he receives; he must obey. Nothing can excuse him 
but a physical impossibility. A forlorn hope is devoted—many gallant officers 
have devoted. Fleets have been saved and victories obtained by ordering 
particular ships upon desperate services, with almost a certainty of death or 
capture. (Sutton vs. Johnston, 1 Durnford & East, 546.) 

And for all we know it might have been the opinion of General Pope, 
rightfully assumed from a soldierly standpoint, that in order to secure 
victory to.the Army as a whole he should put Porter’s forces into the 
conflict even though they were all devoted to death and destruction. 
- Itis pretended by Some that it was impossible for Porter, who had 
fought gallantly on other fields, to have been untrue to his country. 
Other brave men—a few only, thank God !—have deserted under like 
circumstances duty and country. : 

Even after Benedict Arnold had formed the purpose to desert to the 
English in our Revolution he fought, as he had before, bravely for his 
country. 

eye who reached the high rank, by his valor, of a marshal of 
France, and who commanded the French at Hohenlinden, died at Dres- 
den fighting with the combined despots of Europe against France. 

Now a word as to the bill. It proposes to relieve Fitz-John Porter 
from the odium of a crime which he justly wears, by authorizing him 
to be appointed by the President to the position he held “‘in the Army 
of the United States of the same grade and rank, together with all the 
rights, titles, and privileges held by him at the time of his dismissal 
from the Army; and in his (the President’s) discretion to place him on 
the retired-list of the Army as of that grade.” The President has 

“already, as an act of pardon in the exercise of his clemency, relieved 
him from the disability to hold office as fixed in the sentence. 

Pardon, which implies guilt and conviction, may often be properly 
exercised where repentance and contrition have come and future good 
conduct may be fairly implied. I do not believe we can, in our legis- 
lative capacity, reverse any part of the sentence of the court that found 
Porter guilty. Only the President under the Constitution of the United 
States can grant pardons after sentences for crimes against United States 
law. In so far as the sentence is executed it must stand forever. 

We may authorize Porter’s reappointment to the Atmy and give him 
pay out of the United States Treasury, but we can not wipe out his 
heinous guilt. 
against him from the ground, and he will be branded with the guilty 
mark of Cain forever. s 

Some excuse him because they think he was not disloyal to his coun- 
try, but only to General Pope. Thereis no distinction. He could not 
betray his commanding officer without betraying his country. Others 
say he should be rehabilitated with the rightagain to hold office with the 
thousands and tens of thousands of others who once fonght ugainst the 
Union and who are now clothed with full citizenship under the Con- 
stitution. There is a marked distinction between him and them. He 
then assumed loyalty to his country on the field of battle; they did 
not. He was duly convicted upon lawful trial; they were not. They 
petitioned for legislative pardon; he for legislative vindication. Such 
a plea would throw wide open the prison doors &ll over the land. 

Our country has been the most m: imous of any known in the 
world’s annals toward those who have openly offended against its flag. 
But it is not, I hope, ready to honor, glorify, and compensate him who 
failed to do his duty in the supreme hour of battle. 

It is said this is a political question. I hope not; though it seems 
nearly so from indications. The friends of General Porter openly boast 
of a vindication he is to have at the hands of those who were lately in re- 
bellion. Do they understand military justice better than those who 
were on the side of the Union? I do not wish to believe the brave men 
on the other side of this Chamber have more regard for a man who dis- 
obeyed the orders of his superior officer on the battlefield than those on 
this. We shall soon know. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. SLOCUM] in charge of this bill 
has in advance of any favorable action by this House made it impos- 
sible for there to be any semblance of vindication by%the use of the 
language following: 


There was never such an absurdity Les paides in any representative body 
as has been enacted here; forthree hun gentlemen, corgien | nothing about 
military matters, to sit here and gravely discuss subjects about which they know noth- 
ing whatever and never can know, 


If his opinion of the mental measure of his coNeagues is right, then 
the decision about to be made can command no respect now or here- 
after, and the judgment of the court which tried him will be and should 
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be forever looked to by the present and future generations as a just and 
righteous one. [Loud applause. ] 

Mr. SLOCUM. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. y 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
1015) for the relief of Fitz-John Porter, and had come to no resolution 
thereon. ; 

Mr. SLOCUM. At the request of several members of the House, I 
ask unanimous consent there may bea reprint of the bill for the relief of 
Fitz-John Porterand of the majority report and the views of the minority. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. KEIFER. Let the jwo reports be printed together. 

heh DEPON The Chair hears noobjection, and the order will be 
so made. 

Mr. SLOCUM. I think the time has now arrived when there should 
be some understanding in the House about the disposition to be made 
of this bill. It has been debated for three days. 1 propose to ask, by 
unanimous consent, that to-morrow’s session be given up to debate only 
on this question, with the understanding that a week from to-day the 
previous question shall be ordered and the vote taken. 

Mr. CALKINS. In the arrangement do not say no vote shall be 
taken to-morrow. 

Mr. SLOCUM. Very well. 

Mr. CALKINS. Members do not wish to address empty benches, 
and any such understanding will send members off from the House. 

Mr. SLOCUM. I will modify my motion, that by unanimons con- 
sent to-morrow shall be devoted to debate, and that the vote shall be 
taken next Friday or sooner, if it be so desired. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Say after the morning hour to-morrow, 
so as to allow reports from committees to be made. 

Mr. SLOCUM. I agree to that. 

Mr. HORR. Will the gentleman from New York consent to this? 
That debate shall go on to-morrow is satisfactory to us; that on next 
Friday there shall be one speech on either side, and that then the pre- 
vious question shall be ordered and the vote taken. 

Mr. SLOCUM. I should be glad to do that; and if the House will 
so order it will relieve me from great embarrassment. 

Mr. HORR. We are satisfied. 

Mr. SLOCUM. I have a list of twenty gentlemen who desire to 
speak on this question. I do not wish to be accused of discourtesy 
to any member. I do not wish to cut off debate. I do not wish that 
charge brought to my door. Whatever the House will agree te will be 
acceptable tome. If the matter be disposed of now it will relieve me 
of great embarrassment. 

Mr. HORR. Mr. Speaker, I find that there are some gentlemen here 
who do not consent to my suggestion to limit this debate to the time 
Inamed. For my own part I was willing to fix a time for closing the 
debate. But gentlemen should remember that this very same bill was 
debated twice in the Senate, once for five solid weeks, and a few days’ 
debate in the House on a measure of this importance would not be 
unusual. Iam willing for one to make some arrangement, but I can 
not speak for my colleagues. 

Mr. STEELE. Suppose at 5 o’clock this evening we take a recess 
until 12 o'clock to-morrow, and then toward the afternoon, when the 
debate shall have run for some time, we may be able to arrive at some 
suggestion or conclusion as to the length of debate. I suggest that to 
the gentleman from New York. ` 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker, it has been suggested to me by a num- 
ber of gentlemen that this bill is somewhat equivocal in its terms - 
respecting back pay.~ I ask, therefore, that unanimous consent may 
be given for the following amendment to the bill: 

I move to strike out of the bill the last three words, ‘‘ appointment 
under it,’ and insert ‘‘ the passage of this act.” 

The SPEAKER. The bill is not yet in the House. 

Mr. BAYNE. Could not this be allowed by unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER. Only in Committee of the Whole; this bill is yet 
in the committee. 

Mr. BAYNE. My object was, as this hill is to be reprinted, I under- 
stand, to have it printed with the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can ask unanimous tonsent to have 
any proposed amendment printed with the bill. 

Mr. BAYNE. Then I ask consent to have the amendment which I 
have suggested printed with the bill. 

TheSPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania ? 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. SLOCUM. Mr. Speaker, it is evident that no arrangement can 
be made at this time with reference to length of debate. I ask, there- 
fore, unanimous consent of the House that a session be held to-morrow 
for the consideration of this bill, to be debated only, no further action 
to be taken. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I suggest to the gentleman from New 
York that we should have a morning hour. 
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Mr. SLOCUM. I think I can not yield to that suggestion. 

Several MEMBERS. No, no. X 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Then I ask leave, as the chairman of the 
Committee on Agriculture, to report a bill to the House from that 
committee simply for the purpose of having it printed and recommitted 
to the committee, 

Mr. SLOCUM. I have no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from New York for unanimous consent that to-morrow, immediately 
after the reading of the Journal, the House shall resume the considera- 
tion of the bill for the relief of Fitz-John Porter for debate only, no 
other business to be transacted, except a report from the Committee on 
Agriculture for printing and recommittal to the committee? 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

ENROLLED BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled a bill and joint resolution 
of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 117) to correct an error in the enrollment 
of the act making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appro- 
priations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, and for other years, 
approved March 3, 1883; and 

A bill (S. 713) to remove the political disabilities of Samuel H. 
Lockett, of Alabama, 3 

Mr. SNYDER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled a joint resolution of the 
following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 113) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
receive for instruction atthe Military Academy at West Point, Antonio 
Barrios, of Gautemala, and José Victor Zavala, of Nicaragua. 

FITZ-JOHN PORTER. 


Mr. SLOCUM. I move that the House now resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. r 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
Hous on the Private Calendar, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR] 
asks unanimous consent to be permitted to print in the RECORD some 
additional remarks. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. RAY, of New York Mr. Chairman, as a new member of this 
House I should feel somewhat reluctant to engage in this discussion were 
it not for the fact that I performed some little service as a private sol- 
dier. It will be proper in my judgment for this House to consult the 
privates as well as the brigadiers. There are several reasons which in- 
duce and compel me, acting here as a judge and juror, to support this 
bill restoring Fitz-John Porter to the Army. They are: 

First. The trial of Fitz-John Porter was had at a time when men 
were more or less moved by passion and prejudice, and when deliber- 
ate judgment upon such a subject was not fully exercised. 

Second. Most material evidence explanatory of the acts of General 
Porter, offered in his behalf, was excluded, and illegal evidence dam- 
aging in its nature was admitted. 

Third. Newly discovered evidence has been placed upon the record, 
coming from the lips of disinterested witnesses, which in my judg- 
ment clearly and satisfactorily shows the absolute innocence of General 
Porter. 

Fourth. This, when taken in connection with the previous record, 
shows clearly that the court-martial acted under the erroneous im- 
pression that no enemy in force was in front of General Porter on the 
29th of August, 1862, while it now appears that Longstreet’s whole 
force was there; so that an attack by Porter at that time would have 
been a “‘ great blunder” and a ‘‘ great crime.’’ 

Fitth. It is also evident that the court acted under the erroneous 
impression that General Porter not only refused and neglected to fight 
that day, when he had orders to do so, but that he actually retreated 
without attacking or being attacked, and at a time when the rest of 
the Army was engaged in a furious battle two miles to his right; while 
it now appears beyond any controversy, beyond any possible dispute, 
that all these assumptions were incorrect, and that his conduct “was 
subordinate, was judicious,” and was loyal and most wise. 

Sixth. A military board of inquiry, composed of most loyal and emi- 
nent generals of our Army, Generals Schotield, Getty, and Terry, have 
fully examined into this matter, and while their judgment is not con- 
clusive upon us, yet it-is entitled to great weight, and ought to control 
us. Many of the most eminentand skilled military men of the world, 
after a careful and patient investigation, have fully concurred in the 
opinion of that board, as does General U.S. Grant, whose military opin- 
ion on this question ought to be regarded. This report fully exonerates 
General Porter. 

Again, it is a rule of law which appeals alike to our judgment and to 
our love of justice, that in all cases where a reasonable doubt exists 
an accused party is entitled to the benefit of that doubt. Therefore 
when we come to consider the questions that are involved in this case 
we should look at them candidly, fairly, and honestly, throwing aside 
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our preconceived notions, throwing aside all passion, throwing aside all 
partisanship, and approaching their consideration, ready if a.reason- 
able reg pte in our minds to give the accused the benefit of that 
doubt. We are to act on this question, not as Republicans or as Dem- 
ocrats, but as fair, intelligent judges of law and fact 

I would call attention to one or two questions that have been asked * 
by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEIFER]. I desire to answer them. 
It seems to me that the record in this case furnishes the most ample 
and the most conclusive answer. If the record before this House fur- 
nishes no answer, if the gentleman will turn to any military history 
or any military record of the war of the rebellion he will find those 
questions answered beyond all cavil. 

The gentleman asks us why it was that McClellan wrote the letter 
to General Porter asking him to give every aid to General Pope? I 
can tell him,and he knows full well why it was. It is a matter of 
history that ‘for twenty long years has not been contradicted. General 
McClellan wrote that letter at the request of Lincoln, and because 
General Pope, in order to excuse his own blunders, his own ignorance, 
and his own incompetency, after having been guilty of a series of the 
most egregious blunders that ever disgraced the military annals of this 
or any other country, had aimed the shafts of slander at General Por- 
ter,-and had thus sought to evade the responsibility of the failures of 
that campaign. That is the verdict of history, and it is the verdict of 
the people of this country with very few exceptions. 

I desire to answer another proposition that was advanced by the gen- 
tleman from Ohio. He read from the report of the proceedings of this 
board of inquiry what was said when the subject was under discus- 
sion as to what evidence should be taken into consideration. He said 
in substance and charged that this board of inquiry admitted any- 
thing, admitted everything in the shape of evidence. He'said in sub- 
stance that they took into consideration not only legal evidence but 
all that had been said on the street-corners, in the byways, and among 
the hedges. uch is not the record. As the gentleman went along he, 
said, ‘‘ Now we will skip.” When he reads the record my gallants 
friend from Ohio should not ‘‘skip’’ the material parts of it. If he 
reads a part, he should read the whole relating to the point he criti- 
cises. 

I call the attention of the House to the question that was under con- 
sideration when the members of the board made use of the language 
which the gentleman read. Colonel Smith. Captain Pope, and Dufiee 
had been called as witnesses before the court-martial. All of them had 
given evidence more or less to the disadvantage ofGereral Porter. After 
that trial had closed, after the court-martial had shut its doors, after 
that most unjust and most unrighteous verdict had been pronounced, 
this Colonel Smith, this Captain Pope, and this man Duffee, each of them, 
had made declarations and statements in contradiction of what they 
testified to before that court, and Captain Pope confessed he lost his 
way when he went to deliver the 4.30 order and did not deliver it till 
about dusk. When the question came up before this board of inquiry 
as to whether or not those declarations should be admitted, this hoard 
of inquiry made use of the language that the gentlemanread. I ap- 
peal to the conscience, to the common sense, to the legal knowledge of 
every lawyer upon the floor of this House and ask them to say whether 
or not that ruling was not most just, most wise and proper, and whether 
it was not in strict accordance with the rules of law and evidence? I 

use for an answer. è 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Without having called the witnesses 
and examined them in regard to the conversations and the time and 
place? I do not know how the law is in New York. 

Mr. RAY, of NewYork. Yes, sir, underthecircumstances, [Laugh- 
ter on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I will simply say that I have been prac- 
ticing law for some years in Indiana, and that is not the law there. 

Mr. RAY, of New York. The witnesses.had been sworn; they had 
given their testimony before the court-martial; it had been reduced to 
writing, and was a matter of record in the War Department of this great 
country, and was then before the board. And when this board of in- 
quiry was appointed to ascertain the truth, the whole truth, and noth- 
ing but the truth, they had the right to ascertain whether or not the 
Witnesses upon whose testimony General Porter had been convicted 
were false or true, were perjurers or truthful men. 

But I will give you another answer. Each and every one of these 
witnesses was called and sworn before the board of inquiry. Attention 
was called to the contradictions, &c., and they were called in to ex- 
plain, admit, or deny, and if you will take the trouble to read the rec- 
ord you will find that I am correct. 

Mr. STEELE. Can you show any authority by which that board 
was clothed with the power to administer an oath? 

Mr. RAY, of New York. Yes, sir; to cause it to be done. 

Mr. STEELE. I defy you to doit. I defy you to show that they 
were clothed with judicial functions, or that they had any right what- 
ever under the law to administer an oath. 

Mr. RAY, of New York. The board did not administer oaths or as- 
sume to. An officer authorized by law to administer oaths was called 
in to perform that duty, and it imposed all the obligations of an oath 
and the penalties for perjury. 
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% desire to say, Mr. Chairman, that if I stop to answer the questions 
of these gentlemen, which I shall be most pleased to do, the question 
of each and every one of them, any question which any person can ask 
in regard to this case, I must have an extension of time. 4 

I have read every word of the evidence in this case over and over 
again. Ihave studied all the orders, because ten years ago, like many 
others, I was groping in the dark, I was blind and would not see. 
When the truth began to come out and I gota little glimmering of light 
ten years ago (having then lived ten years in the dark, believing that 
General Porter was guilty), I began to investigate the matter. As I 

to read I began to see my error. It is with the greater pleasure, 
therefore, that I stand here to defend General Porter and to ask justice 
for him at the hands of this House. [Applause. ] : 

Perhaps I transcend some of the rules of debate, but that makes 
no difference, I think I have the case in my head, and I know that I 
have it in my heart. [Renewed applause. ] 

I therefore say again that if the gentlemen will agree to have my 
time extended to-morrow, when I shall again take the floor, it will be 
with the greatest pleasure that I shall answer every question that they 
may ask me. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Idesire to say to my distinguished friend 
that I would not have interrupted him had I not understood that he 
invited an interruption. . 

Mr. RAY, of New York. I did yours, but I did not invite the ques- 
tion of the other gentleman. 

When the gentleman asks me if this board had any right to take a 
udicial oath and to impose upon its witnesses any judicial responsi- 

bility, I say no. Neither did the originial court-martial act judicially. 

A court-martial is no part of the judicial system of this Government. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. That is a mistake. 

Mr. RAY, of New York. Itisa mistake, you say. I invite your 
attention to the Constitution of the United States where the length and 
breadth of the judicial powers of this Government are fully described 
potion out, and if anywhere therein you can find that the pro- 

ngs of a court-martial come within those powers, then I will yield 
to the ent. 
__ Mr. HORR: I the gentleman’s pardon, but will he tell us what 
body acts judicially in the Army? 
. RAY, of New York. A court-martial. 

Mr. HORR. Oh? , 

Mr. RAY, of New York. 
tem of this Government. 

Mr. HORR. You say they do not act judicially. How dothey act? 

Mr. RAY, of New York. A court-martial acts in the same way that 
this House acts when it lays down its rules for its government; in the 
same way that this House acts when through its Speaker or its chair- 
man it enforces those rules. I ask the gentleman if he will tell me 
that our chairman in enforcing the rules of this House acts as a judge? 
Does this House in saying whether or not the Speaker decides correctly 
or incorrectly act in a judicial capacity? Iask him that question. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt him 
one moment? 

Mr. RAY, of New York. I will. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The gentleman says that courts-martial are no 
part of the constitutional judicial system of this country. Article 3, 
section 1, of the Constitution reads as follows: 


“The judicial power of the United States shall be vested in one Supreme Corut, 
a such inferior courts as Congress may from time to time o: and estab- 


But I say itis no partof the judicial sys- 


Now, courts-martial have been established by the Congress of the 
United States, and they are the only courts that are known to the land 
and naval forces of the United States. 

Mr. RAY, of New York. If the gentleman will read right along he 
will find that the same Constitution says that the proceedings of every 
court within that definition shall be subject to the appellate powers of 
the court, and may be reviewed in the higher courts. I ask the gentle- 
man, in answer to his proposition, whether or not he ever heard of there 
being any appellate power applicable to a court-martial? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Because a general court-martial, when its sen- 
tence is approved by the President of the United States, is itself a 
supreme court so far as the land and naval forces are concerned, and 
there is no superior to it. 

Mr. RAY, of New York. Well, I have no time to stop to argue 
that question with the gentleman. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Now, I hope the gentleman from New York 
will be permitted to proceed with his argument without being inter- 
rupted with questions which he is not willing to have put. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Then the gentleman should not invite questions. 

Mr. RAY, of New York. And he has not invited but one. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I riseto a question of order. The gen- 
tleman from Dlinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] is interrupting the gentleman 
occupying the floor. x 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I would like to call the attention of the gentle- 
man from New York to a recent decision of the Supreme Court in 
Mason’s case, where they sustained the position that such a court is a 
part of the judicial system. - 
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Mr. RAY, of New York. They sustained the legality of the court, 
because it was ordained by an act of Congress; but that is very far from 


establishing the position that it is a part of the judicial system of the 
Government. That is the point. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Let meask the gentleman this question: If such 
a court is not a part of the judicial system, what judicial system is 
there for the entire land and naval forces of the United States? That 
is what I want to know. 

Mr, RAY, of New York. I suppose the gentleman would contend 
that because we have an Army in times of war—— 

Mr. CUTCHEON. And in times of peace, 

Mr. RAY, of New York. And in times of peace, that therefore 
the rules and regulations controlling the Army are a part of the judi- 
cial system. I denyit. I say there are no decisions to that effect. 
Sa I can not stop here to dispute with the gentleman, and I do not care 
to do so. 

There is one other thing to which I desire to call the gentleman’s 
attention. He asked the question why it was that when McDowell 
and Porter were there in front of the rebel army on the road to Gaines- 
ville Porter did not extend by the right flank and thus connect with 
Reynolds away over on the left of Pope’s army? If the gentleman 
had read history, if he had studied military law, if he had advised with 
military men, I think he would have found his own answer. Here is 
theanswer to which I call the gentleman’s attention: General McDowell 
and General Porter that morning rode out in that direction as far as 
and across the railroad, and after proceeding some distance over the 
railroad some one came to them and said: ‘‘ You can not get through 
there.” They then turned back; and McDowell took fifteen thousand 
of those troops and marched to the rear by a circuitous route, and did 
not reach the front again with his troops—did not reach Pope—until 
4or5o’clock. Will any gentleman dispute that? Now I ask the gen- 
tleman whether it was not as feasible and proper for McDowell with 
his fifteen thousand men to march up through the woods to his right, 
and thus connect with Reynolds, as it would have been for Porter te 
have done so two or three hours later in the face of the enemy ? 

I will ask the gentlemam another question. Is it not a well estab- 
lished rule of military law that a military commander, with a force 
under him, should never attempt to make a flank march within reach 
of the enemy’s guns on broken ground and in their immediate front? 
I ask him whether it has not been laid down that such a movement as 
that always has been and always must be destructive to the army ? 

A MEMBER. Oh, no. 

Mr. RAY, of New York. Well, I will say it is. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. That settles it! 

Mr. RAY, of New York. Thegentleman may say ‘‘ that settles it;’’ 
but if he will read the best military authorities, he will find that I am 
right and he is wrong, and that settled law “settles it.” He will find 
himself in the same position occupied by the gentleman from the State 
of Ohio [Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR], who stated to us that all these ques- 
tions of obedience or disobedience to military orders are regulated by stat- 
ute, and that thereis nostatutesaying that a military commander, when 
not under the eye of his superior, may exercise a discretion as to the 
time and mode of executing an order, and that, therefore, no such rule 
exists. I will meet that further on. 

But I must hasten on to the consideration of the questions in this 
case more directly. 

Truth crushed to earth shall rise again: r 
The eternal years of God are hers; 

But error, wounded, writhes in pain, 
And dies among his worshipers. 

In the case of Fitz-John Porter for nearly seventeen years the truth 
lay crushed, although gradually dawning upon the public mind. At 
last there came an investigation, a report, and a vindication. 

Now to come to the history of this case. You will recollect, Mr. 
Chairman, that the charges were preferred against General Porter on 
the 28th day of November, 1862, nearly three months after the scenes 
of the 29th and 30th days of August, 1862. And I desire to ask the 
gentlemen, some of them, and théy can answer the inquiry at some 
future time, not now, why it was that for three long months the Depart- 
ment at Washington was idle and said nothing about these charges? 
Why was it after the Union army fell back from Bull Run, after that 
disastrous campaign had ended, that they placed General Porter in 
supreme command of the defenses of Washington? Why was it that 
they ordered him with his corps to Antietam? Why was it that for 
nearly three long months no charges were preferred and no action taken ? 
And why was it he was not removed until after the removal of General 
McClellan? Iask gentlemen to tell me at some other time than now 
whether there was any connection between those two acts? 

Mr. CUTCHEON, Iask the gentleman from New York—— 

Mr. RAY, of New York. I decline to be interrupted. 

Mr. HORR. were 2 abv within six days. 

o. 


Mr. RAY, of New York. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Let me say— 

Mr. RAY, of New York. When I am asked a question let me an- 
swer it. 

A MEMBER. Charges were preferred on the 6th of September, 1862. 
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_ Mr, RAY, of New York. I say that the charges were not preferred 
-n the 6th day of September, nor on any other day in the month of Sep- 
tember. : 

When General Pope by his letters from the field filled the public 
mind with the whisperings of scandal and falsehood, General Porter, 
like the soldier he was—noble, true, brave, patriotic; a man who from 
his very boyhood had fearlessly faced the enemy on the battle-fields of 
Mexico and at Gaines’s Mill and in the sanguinary battles before 
Richmond, still begrimed with the smoke of the enemy’s guns—went 
to the President of the United States and begged and implored of him 
that a board of inquiry should be appointed and examine into his con- 
duct and enable him to show whether or not he was guilty. Was it 

ted? No. 

Mr. HORR. Yes. 

Mr. RAY, of New York. No. 

Mr. HORR. Yes. ea 

Mr. RAY, of New York. No. [Applause and Jaughter.] A mili- 
tary commission was appointed, but dissolved. While Porter clamored 
for a hearing, while he clamored to make his defense, General Pope 
and his satellites were trying to conceal their own blunders by poison- 
ing the mind of the Secretary of War and by poisoning the mind of 
the President of the United States. And the result was that when 
they thought they had sufficiently poisoned their minds, when they 
found the Government had determined to remove General McClellan, 
when they found that was done, then it was, and not’ till then, this 
court-martial was ordered, November 25, 1862; then it was that the 
charges were preferred, and then it was that the court-martial was 

rdered. ; ; 


o 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield for a 
question? 

Mr. RAY, of New York. Yes, sir; if it be a brief one. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Will you please state where you 

t the evidence that General Pope was poisoning the mind of the 

ident? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. That is what I would like to know. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Yes, give him time to tell us. 

Mr. RAY, of New York. oat Well, gt pee you yapta eap 
I am asserting but not proving it. if you will give me time 
will read from the records of this Congress—from the records of the 
Sexate and of this House—to prove it beyond all controversy. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Not from speeches? 

Mr. RAY, of New York. Not from any speeches, sir, but from the 
official records I have here before me as contained in your reports and 
public documents. à 

Take the report that he (General Pope) sent down from the front, 
and in which he undertook to censure General Porter ; and I ask you 
if there is not evidence there of an effort on his part to poison the pub- 
Jic mind? 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. I say, no. 

Mr. RAY, of New York. And I say there is. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. I ask that he have as much time 
ashe wants to read that report, then. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is not in or- 


der. 

Mr. RAY, of New York. I think I will read it to you, but not now. 
In the morning I will do so if you will be here to hear it read. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. The gentleman shall have ample 
opportunity, and I hope his time will be extended for that purpose. 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE. I move that the committee now rise 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman from New York has the floor, 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘Thegentleman from New York is entitled to the 
floor. 

Mr. SLOCUM. If the gentleman wil! yield, I will move that the 
committee now rise. 

Mr. RAY, of New York. Very well. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman from New York of course re- 
taining the floor. 

Tne CHAIRMAN. Certainly; the gentleman from New York is en- 
titled to twenty-three minutes longer. 

Mr. SLOCUM. I move that the committee now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, having had under consideration the 
bill (H. R. 1015) for the relief of Fitz-John Porter, had come to no 
resolusion thereon. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CASSIDY. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
Pending the motion to adjourn, the following business was trans- 


STAR-ROUTE PROSECUTIONS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Postmaster- 
General, acknowledging the receipt of the resolution of the House of 
Representatives of January 17, requesting copies of all correspondence 


with the Department of Justice touching the prosecution of persons 
charged with frand in connection with thestar-route mail service; which 
was referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of 
Justice, and ordered to be printed. 

REPORT OF POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Post- 
master-General, transmitting the following reports; which were referred 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads: 

1. Offers accepted and contracts awarded for carrying the mails un- 
der advertisements of October 16, 1882, January 15 and March 1, 1883; 

2. Report showing the land and water mails established during the 
year ending June 30, 1883, other than those let by contract at the an- 
nual letting; E 

3. All allowances made to contractors during the fiscal year 1883 
above the sums originally stipulated; and 

4. Report of curtailments in the service and pay of contractors. 
PRESENTS, ETC, TO NAVAL OFFICERS BY FOREIGN GOVERNMENTS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the Housea communication from the 
Secretary of the Navy, in answer to House resolution of January 15, 
1884, in regard to presents, decorations, &c., to officersof the Navy by 
foreign governments; which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

REMAINS OF GENERAL ORD. Ñ 


Mr. ROSECRANS. I ask unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker’s table the Senate bill No. 1256, authorizing the Secretary of 
War to bring home the body of the late General Ord, for present con- 
sideration. = 

Mr. STEELE. I hope there will be no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The title of the bill will be read, after which the 
Chair will ask for objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (8, 1256) providing for the removal of the remains of the late Maj.Gen. 
orig ot ©. Ord, of the United States Army, from Havana, Cuba, to Washing- 
ere SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 

e bill? 

‘There was no objection. 

The bill was taken from the Speaker's table and read a first and 
second time. f 

It is as follows; 

Be it enacted, &c., That the lagari f of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to cause the of the late Maj. Gen. Edward O, C. Ord, 
United States Army, to be transported from Havana, Cuba, to Washington, D. O. 


and to pay the necessary expense of such transportation and of the interment of 
the Lento Sed of the appropriation for contingencies of the Army, 


The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 


passed. 

Mr. ROSECRANS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
poets and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. . ‘ 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

And then the motion of Mr. Casstpy was agreed to; and accordingly 
(at 5 o’clock and 7 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


: PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rules, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARBOUR: The petition of the heirs of Richard 8. Coxe— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. à 

By Mr. BRENTS: The petition of citizens of California, for an ap- 
propriation for the erection of a public building at Port Townsend, 
Wash.—to the Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: Memorial.of the national agricultural con- 
gress of the United States, urging an extension of the benefits of the 
ron he Service to agricultural operations—to the Committee on Agri- 

ture. 

By Mr. CANNON: Papers relating to the claim of J. 8. Dill, of Paris, 
IN., for relief—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. 8.8. COX: Papers relating te the contested-election case of 
Smith vs. Robertson—to the Committee on Elections. 

By Mr. DORSHEIMER: Papers relating to excessive duties levied 
by overvaluation of the Austrian paper florin—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. EATON: The petition of Richard Jobes, for increase of pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FORAN: The petition of the marine engineers of Seattle, 
Wash., for the amendment of the alien laws relating to licensed engi- 
neers and pilots—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. GUENTHER: Thepetition of Edward H. Merrill and others, 
citizens of Wisconsin, in relation to the wide differences between the 
laws of the several States as to the causes of divorce—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MORSE: Papers relating to the claim of Charles G. Kerr, 
Fitzhugh Lee, and George W. C. Lee, executors of the estate of Anna M. 
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Fitzhugh, of Alexandria County, Virginia—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. PATTON: The petition of W. H. Kenter, postmaster at Cook- 
port, Indiana County, Pennsylvania, and others, for relief—to the Com- 
mittee on the Posi ce and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: Papers relating to the pension claim of Nan- 
nie J. Graves—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROSECRANS: Memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of San 
Francisco, Cal., urging the necessity of providing additional naval 
force—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH: The petition of Bair & Shenk, J. D. Connelly and 
38 others; of F. H. Breneman and 275 others; of H. C. Harmer and 97 
others; and of Jacob S. Keller and 66 others, citizens of Lancaster 
County, Pennsylvania, for the aig er of the trade-dollar and sus- 
pension of the coinage of the silver déllar—severally to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. b 

By Mr. C. A. SUMNER: Paper relating to the United States Signal 
Service—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: Papers relating to the claim of W. G. Collier, 
of J. H. Fish, of James Gann, of L. D. Hutchinson, and of D. M. Yo- 
cum—severally to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the pension claim of Tabitha Ball, of Robert 
Blain, of Samuel M. Boone, of Charlotte T. Brown, of John R. Col- 
lett, of William Huffman, of Elizabeth Mason, of Sarah A. Murphy, 
of Jane Prewitt, of Mary Riley, of John C. Sayers, of George W. Wad- 
dell, and of Thomas J. Wethington—severally to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of A. Brown, of Milton Bunch, of Lieut. L. W. 
Cooke, of George H. Dobyns, of William H. Gregory, of Patrick Hill, 
of Andrews Meaddows, of Lieut. M. O’Brien, of Capt. J. B. Sinclair, 
and of Nathaniel Warford, for relief—severally to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of W. R. Boice, of J. A. Briggs, 
executor of Charles M. Briggs; of James P. Carroll, of C. R. Coffey, 
of George Denny, sr., of Joseph Falconer, of W. F. Coggin, of the heirs 
of Amanda Goggin, of John Huffman, of Alderson T. Keene, of John 8. 
Kendrick, executor of Amanda F. Goggin, deceased; of Andrew C. 
Meadows, of John Owens, of Edmond Penn, of T. M. Pennington, of 
Julia A. Reed, of Archibald B. Rue, of A. L. Shotwell, of Benjamin W. 
Sloan, of George W. Sweeney, of G. W. Sweeney, of Susan P. Vance, 
of Mrs. Martha Vaughn and Mrs. Louisa Jackman, of Sarah Wells, 
and of William D. Wolford—severally to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, the petition of Rebecca Robinson, for a pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Beaufort N. Sampson, for a pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of W. D. James, for a pension—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: The petition of citizens of Franklin County, 
Ilinois, asking thata pension be granted to Drusilla Swett—to the same 
committee. £ 

By Mr. VAN ALSTYNE: Papers relating to the claim of John F. 
Severance—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WASHBURN: The resolutions of the board of directors of 
the Chamber of Commerce of Saint Paul, Minn., requesting Senators 
and Members of Congress from Minnesota to propose an amendment to 
Senate bill 200—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. W. L. WILSON: The petition of Mary Martin, for increase 
of widows and dependent relatives’ pensions to $12 per month, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, January 26, 1884. 


The House met at 120’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. JOHN 
S. LINDSAY, D. D. > 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


BUREAU OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY, ETC. 


Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, from the Committee on Agriculture, re- 
ported, as a substitute for the bill H. R. 876, a pill (H. R. 3967) for 
the establishment of a bureau of animal industry, to prevent the ex- 
portation of diseased cattle, and to provide means for the suppression 
and extirpation of pleuro-pneumonia and other contagious diseases 
among domestic animals; which was read a first and second time, re- 
committed to the Committee on Agriculture, and ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. ROBERTSON. I desire to introduce a bill for reference. 

The SPEAKER. The House ordered yesterday that immediately 
after the reading of the Journal to-day the House in Committee of the 
Whole shall resume the consideration of the bill for the relief of Fitz- 
John Porter, for debate only, no other business to be transacted except 
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a report from the Committee on Agriculture for printing and recom- 
mittal to the committee. 

Mr, ROGERS, of Arkansas. If not in violation of the order of the 
House, I should like to make a privileged report. 

The SPEAKER. Under the order of the House no business can be 
transacted except that which the Chair has juststated. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the House that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles; in 
which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 22) to provide for the performance of the duties of the office 
of President in case of the removal, death, resignation, or inability both 
of the President and Vice-President; 

"A bill (S. 153) providing a civil government for Alaska; 

A bill (S. 258) donating a part of the abandoned military reservation 
at Fort Smith. Ark., to the city of Fort Smith, for the use and benefit 
of the free public schools thereof, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 621) for the relief of William L. White. 


MEMBER SWORN IN. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair presents to the House the certificate of 
election of Francis W. Rockwell, Representative-elect from the State of 
Massachusetts, which will be read. 

The Clerk réad as follows: 

THE COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS, 
To the House of Representatives of the United States of America, 
: and to all persons to whom these presents shall come, greeting ; 

Know ye, that on the 17th day of n i in the year one thousand eight hun- 
dred and eighty-four, Francis W, Rockwell, of Pittsfield, in. Congressional dis- 
trict No. 12, was regularly and duly chosen by the qualified voters of said dis- 
trict to be a Representative of this Commonwealth therefor in the House of Rep- 
resentatives of the Congress of the United States for the remainder of the term 
of two years beginning on the 4th day of March, in the year one thousand eight 
hundred and eighty-three, being the Forty-eighth Federal Congress, in accord- 
ance with the constitution and laws of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts and 
of the United States, to fill the trust made vacant by the resignation of George 
D. Robinson, of Chicopee, thereto oy chosen; and that he, the said Francis 
W. Rockwell, has been for said district only so elected. 

In witness whereof I, George D. Robinson, governor, have hereto sct my 
hand and caused the seal of the Commonwealth to be affixed on this 23d day of 
January, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and eighty-four 


nee nfs independence of the United States of America the one hundred and 
e th. 
Texaxs) GEO, D. ROBINSON, 


By his excellency the governor: 
Henry B. Preece, 
Secretary of the ‘Commonwealth, ‘ 
Mr. ROCKWELL (presented by Mr. RICE) appeared and qualified by 
taking the oath prescribed by section 1756 of the Revised Statutes. 


FITZ-JOHN PORTER. 

Mr. SLOCUM. I move that the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar. 

The motion was to, 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House resumes the consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 1015) for the relief of Fitz-John Porter, and the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Ray] is entitled to the floor. There remain of the 
gentleman’s time twenty-three minutes. : 

Mr. CALKINS. Before the gentleman from New York resumes his 
remarks this morning I would like to have the House extend to him 
the courtesy which was extended to other gentlemen yesterday, and let 
him complete his remarks, as he was interrupted yesterday a good deal. 
How much additional time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. RAY, of New York. I should like to have about an hour this 
morning. 

Mr. CALKINS. I ask unanimous consent that the time of the gen- 
tleman be extended so as to cover a full hour this morning. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unanimous 
consent that the gentleman from New York [Mr. Ray] be entitled to 
one hour this morning. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RAY, of New York. Mr. Chairman, I promised yesterday at the 
close of the remarks I was then making to read to-day something that 
should show that soon after the close of the battle of the 30th of August 
General Pope poisoned the mind of the War Department against General 
Porter. In pursuance of that promise I now desire to read the follow- 
ing from the dispatch of General Pope, written to General Halleck at the 
close of the battle of the 29th, so far as there was a battle, and also 
others following on the 30th and 31st, and leave the gentlemen to con- 
sider them: 


HEADQUARTERS, 
Battle near Groveton, Va., 30th—5 a. m. 
We fought a terrific battle here yesterday with the combined forces of the 
enemy, which lasted with continuous fury from daylight until dark, by which 
time the enemy was driven from the field, which we now occupy. * * * The 
news just ches me from the front that the enemy is retiring toward the mount- 
sin k 


ains. I go forward at once to see. We have peo ures, but I am not 
able yet to form an idea of their extent, Our soo edas ge lendidly, * * * 


Major-General HALLECK, General-in-Chief, 
This was written early in the morning after the battle of the 29th, 


HN POPE, M eneral. 


1884. 
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and in it we search in vain for any complaint against Porter. Pope 
then supposed himself victorious. Porter arrived on the ground in 
pursuance of orders early that morning (30th), and then Pope issued 
an order for the pursuit of the enemy. The order was dated at 12 
o'clock noon, and contains the following: 

The following forces will be immediately thrown forward in pursuit of the 
enemy and press him vigorously during the whole day. Major-General Mc- 
Dowell is assigned to the command of the pursuit. 

Major-General Porter's oy will push forward on the Warrenton turnpike, 
followed by the divisions of Brigadier-Generals King and Reynolds, a 

It will be seen that at noon of the 30th General Pope, with full knowl- 
edge of the fucts of the day before, assigned Porter to the post of honor, 
the advance in the pursuit of the enemy, who he sup were retreat- 
ing. Aud in his dispatches to the Government you will search in vain 
for any criticism on the conduct of Porter. 

The enemy, instead of being in full retreat, were ready for an attack, 
and when our troops moved forward in what Pope supposed was to be 
the pursuit of a defeated and fleeing enemy, this enemy met them, 
repulsed them, and drove them from the field. 

Of the heroic conduct of General Porter on that day (30th) I need not 
speak. He attacked the enemy again and again, only to be hurled 
back, but never in disorder, When the enemy advanced, it was Porter 
and his brave troops that met the onset and checked the wild attack, 
and hurled back a confident foe as the granite sea-beat rocks hurl 
back and break the insweeping billows. 

Now, after this brave and heroic conduct of General Porter that day, 
but after the boast of Pope had been shown false by a defeat of the 
army, what did Pope do? Commend Porter for his gallant conduct on 
that day? No, sir; but he penned and sent to Washington the follow- 
ing malicious and false statement, and as I believe for the express pur- 
pose of covering pea distracting attention from his own errors: 

CENTREVILLE, September 1—8.50 p. m. 

* * * One commander of a corps who was ordered to march from Manassas 
Junction to join me near Groveton, although he was paiz av miles distant, 
failed to get up at all; worse still, fell back to Manassas without a fi 2 pas in 
plain hearing, at less than three miles’ distance, of a furious battle which raged 
all ot: It was only in consequence of peremptory orders that he joined me the 
nextday, One of his ah ome the brigadier-general of which professed to be 
eof yb his division, lutely remained all day at Centreville in plain view 
of the tle, and made no attempt to join. What renders the whole matter 
worse, these are both officers of the regular Army, who do not hold back from 
ignorance or fear, Their constant talk, indulged in publicly and in promiscu- 
ous company, is that the Army of the Potomac will not fight; that they are de- 
moralized by the withdrawal from the Peninsula, &c. 

Now, sir, Porter did get up that afternoon on his route to Gaines- 
ville, to which place the joint order directed him tomarch. It did not 
direct him to march to Groveton or to join Pope near there. He met 
the enemy and engaged him, and only desisted from battle at the com- 
mand of his superior officer, McDowell, who told him he was too far 
out, and that that was no place to fight a battle. He did not fall back 
to Manassas, but remained all night in the face of Longstreet, and 
marched to Groveton pursuant to orders. And, sir, where is the proot 
that in public and promiscuous company he ever said that the Army of 
the Potomac would not fight or that they were demoralized? The evi- 
dence is the other way. And, sir, no man of the Army of the Potomac 
ever refused to fight. 

The thousands of the slain who repose on the yonder heights of Ar- 
lington and the legions whose bones strew the fields on every rod of 

und from the Potomac to the James give the lie to the assertion. No 
raver, no truer, no more devoted army ever marched to the field or 
braved the perils of death. This that I have read was but the begin- 
ning of the series of slanders and aspersions to which I have referred. 

The object and the animus is found when we peruse eral Tope’s 
evidence given before the Committee on the Conduct of the War. Here 
it is: 

In the last of January, 1863, when the trial of Fitz-John Porter had closed and 
his guilt had been established, I intimated to the President that it seemed a 
proper time for some acknowledgment of my services in Virginia, 

Ah, gentlemen, having done his work, he sought his reward. To the 
credit and praise of the noble and immortal Lincoln be it said there 
was no reward given. Sir, we may safely say that in the mind of that 
noble man there dawned a bright light when Pope so far forgot him- 
self as to make the degradation of a fellow-soldier the occasion for de- 
manding a reward at the hands of this great Government. 

Gentlemen having sought to make a point that the decision of the 
board of inquiry ought not to be regarded because the board itself was 
not authorized to administer oaths, I desire to call attention to the fact 
that the board did have power to cause oaths to be administered by an 
officer duly commissioned and authorized so to do, thereby imposing 
on the witness all the obligations of an oath and all the pains and 
penalties of perjury. By turning to pages 5 and 6 of the record of that 
board gentlemen will find that course was decided upon and pursued. 
I regard ita complete answer to the point taken. It is eminently satis- 
factory to my own mind. The President had powey under the law to 
apponi the board, being commander-in-chief of the land and naval forces 
of the United States, and it then became a proceeding under and by 
authority of law. i: f 

These witnesses having taken an oath in that proceeding, which was 
administered by a proper officer, duly authorized to administer oaths, 


it seems hardly worth while to argue that the witnesses were not ob- 
ligated to tell the truth. But inasmuch as the only witnesses before 
that board who were suspected of perjury were Dyer, Pope, and Smith. 
and General Porter did not see fit to prosecute them in the criminal 
courts, it is hardly a practical question. f 

But, sir, let me resume, or rather commence, the consideration of 
this case in some regular order, and if possible let me proceed with- 
out so much interruption. After four years of war and anxiety, of 
bloodshed and tears, there came a final victory, and the boys came 
tramping home again, and when gentle peace once more smiled all over 
this broad land, and the cannon’s roar, musketry’scrash, and the bugle’s 
blast no longer troubled the air, there came hours for thought, deliber- 
eration, and meditation. Removed from these scenes by twenty years 
of time, truth appears. 

The eternal years of God are hers! 

I regret exceedingly that an attempt should be made to draw party 
lines on this question. There is no party or politicsin it, Itis a per- 
sonal matter, relating solely to the question of the guilt or innocence of 
Fitz-John Porter. Upon the determination of that question, and that 
alone, should the vote of the members of this House depend. Under 
our oaths, the Constitution, and in the eye of the Supreme Judge of 
the Universe, to whom we should all pray for guidance and wisdom, 
we are bound to approach the investigation of this case dispassion- 
ately, seriously, and without bias. We must forget party and remem- 
ber that we are acting as judges. To my conscience and my God, lov- 
ing my country and her honor, proud of her past and confident of her 
future, shall I answer for my decision. 

Until a few days since, in this House, I never saw Fitz-John Porter. 
During the war, and for several years, I supposed him guilty; then 
the study of history, a reading of the case, and the appeals of the sol- 
diers in his behalf c my opinion, and that has ripened into a 
settled conviction Sitting in the galleries of the United States Senate 
I listened with the deepest interest to the argument cf the brave and 
sturdy Senator from Illinois. He failed to shake my opinion ; he 
chained my conviction of the innocence ef Fitz-John Porter to the rock 
of eternal faith. 

The charges against General Porter, then a major-general, recently ap- 
pointed by President Lincoln without any solicitation on his part for 
most marked and distinguished services before Richmond, were pre- 
ferred by General B. 8. Roberts, a member of General Pope’s , in 
November, 1862. The order convening the court was made Novem- 
ber 25, 1862. His trial commenced in December following. The trial 
closed by the presentation of the argument for the defense on the 10th 
day of January, 1863. 

The judge-advocate declined to present any argument in reply, hay- 
ing been present at all the deliberations of the court, and immediately 
the court was cleared, and within three hours the accused was pro- 
nounced ‘‘ guilty.’ 

January 13 the proceedings were transmitted to the Secretary of War. 
As to whether or not they were ever transmitted to the President of 
the United States, and if so when, the record fails to show, but they 
were approved and confirmed under date of January 21, 1863. 

The review of the case presented to the President was most prejudiced 
and unfair, in my judgment. It suppressed evidence for the accused 
and colored that against him. è 

In the midst of the trial, in the dead of winter, and when no mili- 
tary operations were on foot, the following order was sent to the court: 

WAR DEPARTMENT, Washinglon City, January 5, 1863. 
GENERAL: The state of the service imperatively demands that the proceed- 
ings in the court over which you are naw aban wir having been pending more 
than four weeks, should be brought to a close without peony pd delay. 
You are, therefore, directed to sit without ype to hours, and close your pro- 
ceedings as speedily as may be consistent with justice and the public service. 
Yours truly, , 
EDWIN M. STANTON, 
MENN Secretary of War. 
j Presideni, &c. 


`- Comment is unnecessary. It was a court acting under orders. From 
that time forward General Porter constantly knocked at the doors of this 
Government for a rehearing, the presentation of new evidence, a full 
and complete examination. 

Joining with him in this demand for such a rehearing were many 

istingui citizens. : 

April 12, 1878, President Hayes appointed a board of inquiry, con- 
sisting of Generals J. M. Schofield, A. H. Terry, and G. W. Getty, all of 
whom had served with honor and distinction in the war of the rebell- 
ion. Excluding Generals Grant, Sherman, and Sheridan, they consti- 
tute the highest and best military authority in the country. Two of 
them had expressed themselves as violently prejudiced against General 
Porter. Yet, after a full and careful hearing and a patient examina- 
tion, in which the Government was most ably represented, a unanimous 
report was made by that board fully exonerating General Porter, and 
in conclusion they say: ` 

In our opinion justice requires at his hands (the President’s) such action as 
may be necessary to annul and set aside the ings and sentence of the court- 


martial in the case of Maj. Gen. Fitz-John Porter, and to restore him to the po- 
sition of which that sentence deprived him. 
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fra President, being without power to act, remitted the proceedings 
to 


General James A. Garfield, lately the loved and honored President 
of the United States, introduced the first measure into Congress look- 
ing to the relief of Major-General Porter. While it has been asserted 


that he was still convinced of his guilt, I for one too much respect and 
love and honor his memory for one moment to entertain that or any 
such belief. 


General Grantaftera full and patient investigation fully concurred 
with the board of inquiry. Of his military skill and judgment no 
person entertains a doubt, unless it be the vainglorious demagogue 
whose vanity blinds his mental vision. If any ent against Gen- 
eral Porter shall be claimed based on the fact that the court-martial 
proceedings were confirmed by President Lincoln, I desire to call the 
attention of the House to the fact that Governor Newell, of New Jer- 
sey (page 294), testified: 

Mr. Lincoln stated that he had not been able to give the personal attention to 
the case which its merits required; that he had accepted the opinion of the Judge- 
Advocate-General and of the War Department as the basis of his action; that if 
any new evidence exculpatory of General Porter could be introduced he would 
be very glad to give him an opportunity to have it presented; that he had had 
a high rd for General Porter personally and ás a soldier; and that he hoped 
he ould he able to vindicate himself in that way. 

Sir, the fact that the decision of President Lincoln was based upon 
an error and a misconception of the facts as they existed is most fully 
shown by the testimony of his son, now Secretary of War. He says 
in substance that his father was strong in his condemnation of Gen- 
eral Porter, and said that the case would have justified a sentence of 
death; that his father read to him the letter written by General Porter 
on the evening of the 29th of August, in which he stated that he was 
“going to retire,” and was very strong in his condemnation of it. 

Question. I ask you whether you inferred from his language at that time that 

our father believed that General Porter had done what is intimated in that 

- letter as his intention? 

Answer. I should say yes. 

It will be remembered that the gravamen of the charge of which 
General Porter was found guilty was that he ‘‘did fail all day to bring 
it (his corps) on the field, and did shamefully fall back and retreat 
from the advance of the enemy without any attempt to give them bat- 
tle;” also, ‘‘and did shamefully retreat away and fall back with his 
army,” &c. Now, sir, when it is proved beyond all controversy that 
General Porter took his army into the immediate presence of a largely 
superior force and held it there all day; that he advanced his skir- 
mishers, posted his artillery, and commenced a battle, and desisted at 
the command of his lawful superior, who told him he was ‘‘too far 
eut,’’ and that that was ‘‘no place to fight a battle ;”’ that the same 
superior officer took from him at that time King’s division, which Pope 
had ordered to his command for the day, and also took away in all 
fifteen thousand men ordered to act in conjunction and concert with 
Porter that day on that same road; that General Porter did not retreat 
or fall back at all, but on the other hand twice ordered an attack, and 
was only prevented by the darkness from engaging in battle as soon as 
ordered so to do; and that he remained in the immediate presence ot 
the enemy all that night and until ordered away by General Pope, we 
see clearly the error not only of the court-martial but of the President, 
and we must see as clearly the monstrous wreng done General Porter. 
That our courts-martial in time of war were not so near to perfection 
as gentlemen would have us think is well attested by the unanimous 
report of this same committee in the case of Myron E. Dunlap (Report 
No. 50, to accompany H. R. 1389), and to which report I refer. They 
adopt the report of the Forty-seventh Congress, which says, speaking 
of the judgment of the court-martial in that case: 


It lacks such a j > lacks all the essentials of validity, and amounts to 
little more than a in upon the military record of the party convicted. 


They unanimously say that Congress has the power and the right to |. 


remove such a judgment. is 

Of General Marshall, who was a principal witness for General Porter 
on his trial, and whose evidence was then utterly ignored, they say: 
“General Marshall, whose brilliant military record and high character 
entitle whatever he may say to the highest consideration,” &c. 

Ah, gentlemen of the minority, it comes with poor grace to stand 
here and defend the alleged justice and infallibility of that court-mar- 
tial system which you yourselves impeach. 

Sir, the same judgment that was unanimously pronounced in the 
Dunlap case by our respected committee should have been pronounced 
in the Fitz-John Porter case: 

It lacks all the essentials of validity, and amounts to little more than a stain 
upon the military record of the party convicted. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question? i 

Mr, RAY, of New York. Yes, sir; although I would rather proceed 
without interruption. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Does not the gentleman know that 
in the case of Myron E. Dunlap the whole examination was ex parte, and 
that the defendant never appeared to vindicate himself at all? 

Mr, RAY, of New York. I know it was a trial before a gourt-mar- 
tial; and I know this committee unanimously say a most flagrant wrong 
and outrage were committed, and therefore I say it is with poor 


grace 
the committee come here and say, some of them, on the floor of this. 


House, that the judgment of the court-martial in the Fitz-John Porter 

case should not be corrected or questioned by this Congress. 

2 Mr. BRUMM. Was that the same court-martial that tried Fitz-John 
orter ? 

Mr. RAY, of New York. No, sir; I am speaking of the court-mar- 
tial system. I say all courts-martial are presumed to be honest and 
fair and to proceed justly. 

The gentleman from Michigan talked long and very loud of the leg- 
islative, judicial, and executive branches of our Government and of 
the untold dangers of allowing the legislative body to trespass upon 
the preregatives of the judicial. He argues that the court-martial is a 
part of the judicial branch of ourGovernment. Sir, I was in the war. 
It was my fortune to march under the gallant and dashing Sheridan, 
in Emory’s corps, Dwight’s division, and the brigade finally commanded 
by the old veteran General Beale, of Maine; for nine menths I shared 
his tents, was under his eye, drew his orders; and from service under 
those men I gained some knowledge of military life; I gained some 
knowledge of military law; I became familiar with courts-martial. 
Since that time I have been actively engaged in the practice of the law 
in the civil and criminal courts of the State and of the United States. 
Sir, I have both prosecuted and defended men for every crime known to 
man; I have studied the Constitution and thestatntes, but now forthe 
first time I am told thata court-martial is a part of the judicial system 
of ourcountry.. I now for the first time learn that the rights and lib- 
erties of the people are in danger because the Congress of the United 
States, the immediate representatives of the people, seeks to reverse the 
finding of a court-martial, the most arbitrary.body of men that ever 
has assembled or ever can assemble. 

The point that I was making yesterday in regard to the judicial 
status of a court-martial was not that it does not perform quasi-judicial 
functions authorized by Congress, but that they are not courts named 
in the Constitution. They are*authorized by the act establishing the 
Army Regulations, and hence, being created by Congress, are subject to 
the control of Congress, which has the right to annul their i 
while I contend that in the case of the Supreme Court it would be un- 
constitutional for Congress to pass any act setting aside its judgment or 
decree. In this sense and to this extent I assert that courts-martial 
form no part of the constitutional judicial system of this country. 
Their jurisdiction extends simply to violations of the military law. 

Sir, I suppose a court-martial to be a necessary adjunct of the army, 
a means provided for the enforcement of military discipline, but I as- 
sert that it forms no part of the judicial system of the government of 
this or of any other country. From its decision there isno appeal, and 
for its errors there is no court of correction. In it and abont it there is - 
no law but the arbitrary will of its members. 

Sir, I have no fear for the future of this country as long as Congress 
may protect its citizens against the arbitrary judgments and decrees of 
military courts; but if the day ever comes when it is denied that right, 
farewell to life, liberty, or the pursuit of happiness. 

Sir, when this Congress shall be deprived of the power to protect and 
relieve its citizens from outrage and wrong perpetrated by military tri- 
bunals, whether ‘‘august,’’ as the gentleman from Michigan terms 
them, or December and January, acting under orders from the Secre- 
tary of War, as was the court that tried and most unjustly convicted 
Fitz-John Porter, then farewell to the boasted pride and glory of free 
institutions. 

If the civil is to surrender to the military, if nine of our brigadier- 
generals are superior to the decrees of the fifty millions of our peeple 
directly represented in Congress, then haul down the Stars and Stripes, 
tear up the Constitution, and proclaim the cannon king. Sir, our army 
courts-martial derive their power directly from Congress; to Congress 
must they respond. 

Sir, the gentleman forgot himself, as he did when he proclaimed that 
Fitz-John Porter was ‘*guilty’’ because, forsooth, he obeyed not the 
mandate of a specter. Still more was I surprised when I learned from 
the gentleman from Ohio that Napoleon knew nothing of military law, 
when I learned that all these questions are regulated by statute, and 
that because, forsooth, there is no statute giving a general in the field a 
discretion as to the time and mode of obeying an order when not under 
the eye of his superior, therefore no such law exists. 

Sir, there is the statute law and the common law, and there is the 
military code and the common law of military life; and there is no 
statute that is in derogation of the great rule practiced by Alexander 
and Cæsar, laid down by Bonaparte, and followed by Grant, Sherman, 
eos Thomas, Rosecrans, Slocum, and Fitz-John Porter. That 
rule is: 

A military order requires passive obedience only when it is given by a supe- 


rior who is present on the spot at the moment when he gives it. Having then 


knowledge of the state of things, he can listen to objections and give the neces- 


sary explanations to him who is to execute the order. 
Says the Duke of Wellington: 


„I$ may frequently happen that an officer receives an order which, through 
circumstances Lares WÉ at the momest of giving it by him who gave it, is im- 
possible to execute the execution of which would be so difficult or so danger- 
ous that there would be a moral impossibility toconform to it, Ina case of this 
nature Major-General Wellesley would be very far from wishing to prevent de- 


officers from acting freely. 
ARTHUR WELLESLEY. 
(Depuis Duc de Wellington.) 
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Says the Archduke Charles, in speaking of such a situation: 
Wartensleben had the right not to execute it; the Archduke Charles, then 
near Pforzheim, did not know his situation when he gave him the order. 

More than twenty years have passed since Maj. Gen. Fitz- John Por- 
ter was thus court-martialed, dismissed the service of the United States, 
and forever disqualified from holding any office thereunder. 

The country was then laboring under a high degree of excitement; 
the one-half was arrayed in arms against the other half, and the repu- 
tation of no man, whether in or out of the military service, was safe 
from the breath of suspicion. Men of character and ability were put 
in high place the one day only to be removed and disgraced the next. 
That general was fortunate indeed who was spared the command of an 
army during the first year of the war of the rebellion. Even Grantand 
Sherman, who afterward led our armies to final and complete victory, 
were traduced in public and private circles and through the public press. 
Grant was published as a drunkard, and, almost with the sanction ot 
the Government, Sherman was proclaimed ‘‘a Junatic.’? We are told 
that the South would not, could not, dare not fight. The rebellion was 
to be crushed in thirty days, and the cry ‘‘On to Richmond ” rang 
through the land. 

The Bull Run disaster in July, 1861, was charged as the result ot 
cowardice and mismanagement, and it was openly stated that the Union 
army ran away from a beaten and discomfited confederate army. 

The army headquarters were surrounded with eager correspondents, 
who published to the world the anticipated movement of troops, and 
every country editor resolved himself into a commanding general or a 
committee on the conductof the war. Brilliant and successful battles 
were fought in the newspapers and the public bar-rooms, and advice and 
counsel flowed freely from men who never saw a battle even “‘afar off.” 
All this criticism and distrust was intensified when, in the spring ot 
1862, the army of General McClellan was repulsed before Richmond and 
that brave general, instead of being upheld by the strong arm of the 
Government, was left with the best army of the nineteenth century 
unsupported on the banks of the James. 

On the 26th of June, 1862, Major-General John Pope, an officer who 
had won distinction in the Mexican war and at Island No. 10, on the 
Mississippi River, was assigned to the command of the Army of Vir- 
ginia, an army of about 43,000 men, and late in July he took the field 
and advanced toward Richmond. 

On the 14th of July it had been the misfortune of General Pope to 
issue an address to his army, in which, after contrasting the armies of 
the East with those of the West, and to the disadvantage of the former, 
he proceeded as follows: 

Meantime I desire you to dismiss from your mindscertain phrases which Iam 


sorry to find much in eamong you, * è * IJ hear constantly of takir 
strofg positions and hofling them, of lines of retreat and of basesofsupplies, Le 
us discard such ideas, * * * Let us study the probable lines of retreat of our 


oppio aan leave our own to take careòf themselves. Let uslook before us, 
and not behind. Success and glory are in the advance. Disaster and shame 
lurk in the rear. 

This sounded well on paper, but it worked badly in practice. Within 
the next forty days General Pope found not only ‘‘shame and disaster ’’ 
lurking in the ‘‘rear,’’ but Stonewall Jackson, with the flower of the 
confederate army. He had no base of supplies to hear about, for Jack- 
son held the ‘‘base’’ and his army was in full possession and enjoy- 
ment of the ‘‘supplies.”’ 

Pope must have been astounded when he learned on the morning oi 
the 27th of August that Jackson was in his rear, and that the supplies 
of his army had heen captured or destroyed. But he did what he could 
to retrieve the disaster, and the active and wily Jackson having slipped 
away, the army was concentrated, or ordered to concentrate, at Bristoe. 

Porter, with his corps, was at Warrenten Junction, and on the even- 
ing of the 27th General Popesent him a written order to move thatnight, 
or rather at 1 a. m, on the morning of the 28th, to Bristoe Station, so 
as to be there by daylight of the 28th. He announced inthe order that 
Hooker had had a severe action with the enemy, who had been driven 
back, and that the enemy was retiring along the railroad., Haste was 


This order reached Porter about 10 o’clock the night of the 27th, the 
messenger having been over three hours on the way, a distance of ten 
or twelve miles. Porter’s army was worn out with constant and hard 

ing and want of supplies. The night was dark, moonless, and 

the sky overcast. It rained some during the njght. The road to Bris- 

toe was narrow, choked with the trains of the army, cut with narrow 
unbtidged, and upon the railroad track, along which the arm 


might have moved, trains were ing all night, ing it im - 
ble to move in that way. The evidence shows arp A AAN ak 
dispute that the narrow dirt roads were full of moving wagons all night, 
and even the next morning it was impossible to move with any celerity 
on account of these obstructions. 

Upon the receipt of that order Potter showed itor read it to his 
generals, and said that it “must be obeyed.” They (Generals Morell, 
Sykes, and Butterfield) urged the impossibility of carrying out the order 
at the hour specified, and pointed eut the reasons that made a delay 
not only judicious but wise and necessary. Influenced by their judg- 
ment, and at their solicitation, Porter postponed the execution of the 
order for two hours, and directed that the army move at 3 o'clock in 
the morning instead ot at 1. He at once sent notice of this action to 
General Pope. 

Mr. STEELE. Will the gentleman from New York allow me to 
ask, who gives that testimony ? 

Mr. RAY, of New York. Who gives that testimony? It comes di- 
rectly, sir, from the mouths of General Morell, General Sykes, and 
General Butterfield; and I will call your attention to it in a minute so 
that you can not dispute it. 

This delay, under these circumstances, constituted the basis for the 
first specification under the first charge made against General Porter. 
It will not ben to spend much time in the consideration of this 
specification. It was charged that, being in the face of the enemy, 
General Porter then and there disobeyed the said order. The court-mar- 
tial pronounced him guilty, and we are called upon in effect to pass a 
bill that shall pronounce him “not guilty.” A board of officers, 
known and honored alike for their impartiality, skill, bravery, and de- 
votion to their country, and consisting of Generals Schofield, Terry, 
and Getty, have fully examined the record and heard all the evidence 
over, with such new and additional evidence as could be produced on 
both sides, at a time when the angry passions and prejudices of men 
had subsided, and have pronounced a verdict of ‘not guilty.” In 
that verdict the Senate of the United States at its last session con- 
curred. General Grant, the best military authority on the continent, 
and probably in the world, has passed his judgment to the same effect. 

It is true that men, actuated either by base motives, or a hatred of 
General Porter, or lingering passion or prejudice, have intimated that 
General Grant gave his opinion in exoneration of General Porter as a 
bid for the passage of a measure to place him on the retired-list of the 
Army. - 

For such base insinuations I have but scorn; for their authors, pity. 
Can men have the conscience to charge Grant, lately General of our 
armies and President, with bribery; with selling his opinion? 

Sir, I refer to these things, not that they are conclusive upon us, nor 
that,they ought to move us to action on this bill in opposition to our 
judgment, but that we may duly consider them and give them such 
weight as they are entitled to; that we may be led to read and investi- 
gate; that we may proceed in the light of the facts, and not be con- 
trolled or hampered by our preconceived notions of the case, or by any 
false notions that because the court-martial that convicted Porter was 
respectable, that because the immorta] Lincoln approved the sentence, 
that because the loved and lamented Garfield constituted one of the 
court and was supposed to adhere to that sentence, that therefore we 
ought to oppose this bill. Such considerations are unworthy of fair and 
honest men. We haveno right to assume that Garfield if living would 
oppose this measure, nor that Lincoln if he had survived the pistol of 
the assassin would do other than justice to a brave man in the light of 
the new evidence that came from witnesses not attainable on the orig- 


urged, not on the ground that the army was in any danger, nor that a | inal trial 


battle was imminent, but for the purpose of following a retreating 
enemy and clearing the country between Manassas and Gainesville, 
ORDER FOR NIGHT MARCH. 
HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF VIRGINIA. 
A : Bristoe Station, August 27, 1862—6.30 p. m. 

GENERAL: The major-general commanding directs that you start at 1 o'clock 
to-night, and come forward with your whole corps, or of it as is with 
you, so as to be here by daylight to-morrow morning. Hooker has had a 
severe action with the enemy, with a loss of about three hundred killed an 
wounded. The enemy has been driven back, but is retiring along the railroad. 
We must drive him from and clear the country between that place 
and Gainesville, where McDowell is. If Morell has not joined you, send word 
to him to push forward immediately ; also send word to to hurry forward 
with all speed to take your place at Warrenton Junction. It is necessary, on 
all accounts, that you should be here by daylight. I send an officer with this 
d teh, who will conduct you to this place. sure to send word to Banks, 
who is on the road from Fayetteville, probably in the direction of Bealeton. Say 
to Banks, also, that he had best run back the railroad trains to thisside of Cedar 
Run. If he is not with you, write him to that effect. 

By command of Major-General Pope. 

GEORGE D. bie a, 
Maj. Gen. F. J. Porter, 
Warrenton Junction, 


Mr. STEELE. Will the gentleman allow me one question ? 

Mr. RAY, of New York. I have not time enough to stop to answer 
questions. When I occupied the floor last evening, as I see by looking 
at the minutes taken, nine-tenths of my time was occupied in answer- 
ing questions of gentlenien and listening to their remarks instead of 
their listening to mine. I must therefore decline to be further inter- 
rupted. [Applause.] I think I ought to have the right to talk just a 
little when I am given an hour to address the House. 

Mr. STEELE. I will say to the gentleman that I was interrupted 
a number of times when I was addressing the committee, and the gen- 
tleman has had his time extended. : 

Mr. RAY, of New York. At 3 o'clock in the morning, and long be- 
fore it was os enough to see, Porter’s corps was put under arms and 
took up the line of march; but in the darkness it was found impossible 
to make much if any headway, and much confusion ensued. o offi- 
cers who passed over the road that night testified that they found it im- 
possible to keep the road, and that they stumbled upon obstructions 
which they could not see until they were upon them. It is, there- 
fore, apparent to any candid man that Porter’s army could not have 
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’ 
been moved to Bristoe during the night without such straggling, con- 
fusion, and exhaustion that it would have been worthless upon its ar- 
rival. These things were known to and appreciated by Porter, Morell, 
Sykes, and Butterfield; they were unknown to Pope. 

It has been asserted here that when that order was received General 
Porter sent for his rals and held with them a council of war as to 
whether or not the order should be obeyed. The injustice and the folly 
of such a charge is fully when we turn to the evidence of Capt. 
Drake De Kay, who said: “I arrived, as I have stated, about half past 


9 o0’clock at his tent, and found General Porter and two or three generals | had ch’ 


there—General Sykes and General Morell, and, I think, General Butter- 
field, though I am not sure whether he camé in afterward or not, I 
handed General Porter the order, which he read and then handed to 
one of his generals.” And yet*gentlemen say he concealed it. 

Mr. HORR. Not that order. 

Mr. KEIFER. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. RAY, of New York. I can notstop now for interruptions. You 
come down here like bees after honey. I have not time. 

Mr. KEIFER. The gentleman does not want to say that I said that 
order was concealed. What I said was that the 4.30 order was con- 
cealed. 

Mr. RAY, of New York. I said no such thing. I said that had 
been asserted on this floor. I did not refer to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. KEIFER]:. 

Mr. STEELE. Allow me to ask the gentleman—— 

Mr. RAY, of New York. If these interruptions continue I can 
only repeat what I said yesterday: 

Truth crushed to earth shall rise again : 
The eternal years of God are hers; 

But error, wounded, writhes in pain, 
And dies among his worshipers. 

Mr. STEELE. We will give you all the time we take up in inter- 
ruptions. 

Mr. RAY, of New York. On the march that morning Porter used great 
personal exertions to get the obstructions out of the way, and riding on in 
advance reported to Pope two hours (8 o’clock) before the arrival of his 
column. Pope made nocomplaintat the delay, nor did he seem to enter- 
tain the slightest idea that his order had been disobeyed. If he did, it 
was his duty asa loyal soldier and a faithful general to have removed Por- 
ter from the command. Indeed, he says that he made no complaint, and 
“ the necessity had passed away.” It isa conceded rule of military law 
that a corps, division, or brigade commander at a distance from his su- 
perior is clothed with a discretion as to the time and mode of obeying 
an order, provided he is in possession of facts which make a literal 
compliance with the order impracticable or impossible. This discre- 
tion was used by Porter on this occasion, and it worked no disadvantage 
to the success of Pope or of tlfe Union Army. Let me ask, if the cam- 
paign had terminated in success would complaint have been made? 

General Sykes, whose subsequent military career was so brilliant, said : 


We talked it over among ourselves and thought nothing was to be gained by 

moving at midnight or 1a. m. rather than at dawn, I was very positive in my 
opinion, and gave General Porter my reasons. They were, first, that anight 
march is always exceedingly fatiguing and injuriousto troops; that my command 
had already marched from twelve to fourteen miles that day; that I thought the 
darkness would cause confusion; that a constant stream of wagons had 
ahead of us from the time my command reached Warrenton Junction until 
dusk; and, above all, I thought that as but two hours, or three hours at most, 
would elapse between 1 o'clock and daylight we could make the march in 
much better order, and march more Foma de! starting at dawn than if we 
started at the hour prescribed. I might add that General Porter made his decis- 
iou not to move until daylight, and I took it that his decision was based upon 
his own eneren and upon the opinions of the three general officers in his 
corps next in rank to himself. 

He also says that in the morning— 

Before I directed the advance to be sounded I sent an aid-de-camp to find the 
road, so as to lead the column upon it. He returned in ashort time and told me 
that the darkness was so great t he could not tape, De the road. He also 
told me that he was assisted in that search by several soldicrs. As I anticipated, 
we ran upon this train of wagons within two miles of my camp. They encum- 
bered the road for miles. Myself and staff officers were constantly e in 
opening the way for the head of my column. On several occasions I to take 
my mounted escort and p!ace them on the road with drawn sabers to prevent 
the wagons from closing up any intervals that occurred. I do not think that in 
my military life I ever had so much trouble witha train as I had thatday. About 
two miles from Bristoe Station a stream crossed the road. On the Bristoe side of 
the stream General Porter and his staff officers directed and compelled all their 
wagons to be parked so that none of them should precede my troops. Thatorder 
was carried out. I was compelled to halt the head of my command on the Bris- 
toe side of that stream for fuily an hour in order that my rear brigades might be 
‘united with the brigade in advance, and the cause of this separation was the train 
or trains on the road. 


He then says that ‘‘ nothing whatever” would have been gained by 
starting at 1 o’clock in the morning, and that he had been in continual 
intercourse with General Porter during the month of August, and that 
he never saw in him any slackness to do his duty nor any evidence of 
a disposition to fail his commanding officer or his country, and that he 
pushed his command vi 
actions of the 29th and 30th. To the same effect, only more positive, 
is the evidence of General Butterfield and General Morell, as well as 
of a large number of officers of lesser rank. In the face of this evi- 


dence from officers of the highest character and standing, how shallow, 
unjust, and unfounded the charge that General Porter was guilty of 
any violation of military law by this exercise of discretion, urged and 


rously from Falmouth to the scenes of the. 
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approved as it was by the generals of his corps and acquiesced in by 
General Pope himself. 

It has been claimed during this discussion that Porter might have 
marched that night; that Sigel and Ricketts marched that night and 
found no difficulty. How unjust such statements on the floor of this 
House are is fully shown when we glance at the testimony of General 
McDowell given before his board of inquiry. He says: 

To make sure of this I ordered the troops (Ricketts’s) to march at 2 a. m; 
* * * and notwithstanding I had Seen him on the morning of the 28th before 
he left, and had urged on him personally to march immediately and rapidly, and 
own him General Pope's order to me requiring this to be done, yet his ad- 
vance was so slow that the note written to me by Captain Leski at Thorough- 
fare Gap at 10.45 a.m. and received by me near Gainesville and then sent to 
General Ricketts, reached him just this side of Buckland Mills, a distance of 
about three miles from his bivouac of the night before. His division had been 
on their feet since 2 a. m., over nine hours, and in that time had not gone 
twice the length of the division front from where they started. 

He was speaking of General Ricketts, one of the generals who sat on 
the court-martial that tried Porter, and who was one of the court that 
pronounced Porter guilty of disobedience of the order to march that same 
nightat 1 a.m. General Ricketts had only about two hundred wagons 
on the road, a fine turnpike, while there was on the narrow road in 
front of General Porter two thousand or three thousand wagons. In 
the face of this testimony, coming as it does from the lips of General 
McDowell, may I not ask this House to say that General Porter and his 
division commanders adopted the wisest and most judicious course? 

It is the duty of a general ever to keep his command in condition to 
meet the enemy when he has reason to think that an enemy is near, 
and to knowingly wear them out and disintegrate the command would 
be deserving of most severe censure. Every person who has marched 
witha fatigued army in the night knows the utter impossibility of pre- 
venting straggling. Porter’s corps was under arms and attempting to 
move at 3 a. m., and had the obstructions not prevented he would have 
been at Bristoe shortly after daylight. As the enemy had gone, as the 
order to move stated it was retreating, there was no necessity for the 
presence of Porter. 

But the gentleman said that it was the order to be at Bristoe at day- 
light, and that that was the essence of the order; that it was the duty 
ni he to have started immediately, if necessary, to reach Bristoe at 

ylight. 

I assert that it was the duty of Porter to act judiciously and wisely, 
promptly and obediently, but to take care of his command, and see that 
it was at Bristoe with its commander in a condition for service. Gen- 
tlemen have entirely ignored the fact that when it was determined to 
delay the march until 3 o’clock, information of the determination was 
at once sent to General Pope by two or three of Pope’s staff ofiicers, who 
started at once, and that they were seven hours on the road, and were 
so delayed by the obstructions that, mounted as they were, it was 7 
o’clock in the morning when they reached Bristoe. ‘This shows how 
futile would have been the effort to move the army. Itshould also be 
remembered that Porter had no cavalry whatever, and the impossibility 
of infantry clearing a narrow road of an army train in the night is so 
plain that argument is unnecessary. When the gentlemen reflect they 
must acknowledge their error. 

The evidence of the surgeon, who says that at noon, or just after 
noon, as the corps of Porter was entering Bristoe, he heard Porter say, 
**Go tell Morell to halt his division; I don’t care a damn if we don’t 
get there,” has no weight with me. Faxon says they were then at 
Bristoe. It was the very place to which they were ordered to march, 
and the only place. Porter had reported to Pope two hours before that 
and had received orders to remain there thatday. The remark, if made, 
had no reference to getting to Bristoe. They were ‘‘there,’’ and under 
orders to remain ‘‘there.’? 

Pope having said to Porter that he had beaten Jackson, who was 
retreating up the railroad, and only intimating that haste was re- 
quired for the purpose of following a retreating enemy, at once sent a dis- 
patch to. McDowell directing him to march at daylight upon Manassas 
Junction, in which he said: ‘‘ We had a severe fight with them to-day, 
driving them back several miles along the railroad. If you will march 
promptly and rapidly at the earliest dawn of day upon Manassas Junc- 
tion we shall bag the whole crowd.” Is there any intimation here 
that Hooker was in danger or that any peril was impending? To both 
McDowell and Porter he asserts that the enemy is “retreating, but 
to Porter he does not even intimate that if he will hurry up the enemy 
can be bagged: He clearly left Porter to infer that he wanted his corps 
in the morning for the purpose of following a retreating enemy and no 
other, and it justified Porter in obeying the order in such a manner as 
should bring the troops on the ground in condition to be of some service 
if he was satisfied that the arrival would not be delayed by the post- 
ponement of the hour of departure. 

On the court-martial General Pope testified that his main reason for 
ordering Porter to march at 10’clock in the morning and be at Bristoe 
at daylight was that Hooker was substantially out of ammunition, 
leaving the court to infer that a mighty peril was impending over that 
army when the night order was sent Porter, and that his presence at 
daylight was supposed to be necessary for the salvation of that army. 
This has been urged as a reason why this bill should fail and Porter 
stand condemned. 
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Now, sir, it turned out on inquiry that Pope did not learn of Hooker’s 
need until about three hours after the order to Porter was sent. 

Sir, I ask, was his evidence honest and truthful? Was it just to Por- 
ter? Can we, as honorable men, regard it? The star of Pope has set 
forever; Porter’s is emerging from the cloud of perjury and calumny that 
obscured it, and shall guide him to higher fields of glory. 

In point of fact there was no necessity for the order when it was given, 
orif there was, such necessity had passed away long before daylight. 
No move of consequence was made by Pope on the 28th except to move 
the main portion of his army to Manassas; and this move, itis now con- 
ceded, resulted in no good, but ultimately worked much harm. Porter 
remained all day at Bristoe. The only act upon which was based a 
charge of disobedience of this order was the delay of two hours in 
marching. Inthe light of the facts that Porter was allowed to remain 
in the command of his corps until the termination of Pope’s campaign, 
and thereafter until after the battle of Antietam and the removal of 
McClellan in November, during all of which time no charge had been 
preferred and no court-martial convened, and that it was proved by 
Colonel Ruggles, Pope’s chief of staff, that Pope told Porter that his 
explanations of the transactions between August 26 and August 31 were 
satisfactory, no -fair mind can conclude otherwise, in my judgment, 
than that the charge was made to cover the defects of Pope’s campaign 
and transfer the responsibility for its failure from hisshoulders to those 
of the person he was determined to sacrifice in order to justify in the 
eyes of the country his failure in that most ill-managed and disastrous 
campaign, while at the same time he should revenge the criticisms of 
Porter on his military capacity. Otherwise I can not conceive why the 
charges should have been delayed until McClellan’s removal. 

Nothing had been discovered in the mean time that threw any new 
light upon Porter’s conduct. “These charges were made and signed by 
a member of General Pope’s staff, General Roberts, who hated Porter 
and was an active defender and partisan of General Pope. His malice 
was shown in his evidence. If General Pope believed the charges, why 
did he not make them? Why were they deferred? The answer is 
plain; if they failed he was not answerable; if they were sustained his 
object was gained, his revenge satisfied. While McClellan and Porter 
were in command he knew it would be useless to prefer them. But 
when McClellan had been superseded he embraced his opportunity. 

On the trial at the court-martial Popeswore in substance that he had 
nothing to do with the charges or the prosecution; ‘‘[ do not know 
who made the charges.” After the conviction he wrote: 

I considered it aduty I owed tothe country to bring Fitz-John Porter to justice, 
+ è è With his conviction and punishment ended all official connection I have 
since had with anything that related to the operations I conducted in Virginia. 

If this charge stood by itself it would fall of its own weight to the 
disgrace of its author. On the trial before the court-martial signifi- 
cance to that delay was attempted to be given by the evidence of Lieu- 
tenant-Colonel Smith, who, after stating certain expressions which he 
claimed General Porter made to him on the 28th of August, while at 
Bristoe, was allowed, contrary to and in violation of all rules of evi- 
dence, to characterize the remarks and state what they appeared to him 
to express. The witness said: 

Those remarks were made in asneering manner and appeared to me to ex- 
press a great indifference. 

He was then allowed to state what he told General Pope thereafter, 
not in the presence of General Porter, and he testified as follows: 

After my tent was pitched and I had something to eat I went over to General 
Pope and reported to him briefly what I had done in regard to theammunition. 
Ithen said to him, ** General. I saw General Porter on my way here.” Said he, 
“Well, sir.” Isaid, General, he will fail you." “ Fail me," said he, “ what 
do you mean? What did he say?" Said I, “It is noto much what he said, 
though he said enough; he is going to fail you.” The witness then goes on to 
state that he ‘old Pope he was certain that Fitz-John Porter was a traitor, and 
that he wou'd shoot him tat night so far as any crime before God was con- 
cerned if th+ law would allow him to do it. 

The admission of this conversation, the truth of which I deny, should 
of itself reverse Porter’s conviction. The admission of such testimony, 
contrary to all sense, reason, and law, would reverse the conviction of 
a chicken-thief in any of the courts of this country, and I am frank to 
say would lead me to support this bill irrespective of all other ques- 
tions, A man charged with crime should be convicted, if convicted at 
all, upon legal evidence and because of some act done by him with 
guilty intent, and that intent should be shown by acts or declarations of 
the accused and not by declarations of other persons not in his presence. 
And it is contrary to the rules of evidence to allow a witness to char- 
acterize even the acts and declarations of the accused; much less may 
he be allowed to state the impression made upon him by those acts or 
declarations. Colonel Smith may have been a man of the most tender 
susceptibilities and of the highest patriotism and entitled to the highest 
credit, but I am frank to say that a man who will carry the spirit of 
murder in his bosom and announce that he would execute his base de- 
sign were it not for fear of the law, and that simply because another 
man had sneered ina manner that appeared to him to ‘‘express a great 
indifference,” has no credit with me when I come to consider his evi- 
dence. 

The judge-advoeate, in reviewing the case and in speaking of the 
evidence of this man Smith, said: ‘ 


It was physically impossible for the witness to produce the manner, the tone 
of voice, and the expression of the eye, and the play of the features which may 


have so much influenced his judgment; yet these often afford a language much 
more to be relied upon than that of the li; He could not hold up before the 
court for its inspection and appreciation the sneer of which he spoke, and yet 
we know thata sneer is as palpable to the mental as a smile is to the natural 
vision. It is a life-long experience that souls read each other, and there are in- 
tercommunings of Sirits through instrumentalitics which, while defying all 
human analysis, nevertheless completely command the homage of human faith, 
Great crimes, too, like great virtues, often reveal themselves to observers 
of character arid conduct as unmistakabl M as a flower garden announces its pres- 
ence by the odors it breathes upon the air. 

All of this was fine and poetical, but nonsense as applied to this case 
notwithstanding. 1 know not what kind of nor how much ‘‘spirits’”’ 
this man Smith had communed with on the occasion when he went to 
Pope with murder in his heart, but this I do know, that his soul had 
not read Fitz-John Porter’s soul, and that while the sneer may have 
been palpable to the mental vision of Smith, we have no evidence of 
the number of spirits nor of the kind, good or bad, ethereal or liquid, 
that may have been dancing through the focus of that vision. The 
true character and revengiul spirit of this man Smith may have and 
probably did reveal themselves unmistakably to General Fitz-John Por- 
ter by the odors he breathed upon the air, thereby producing the sneer 
of which he spoke, 

In my judgment the whole evidence of Thomas C. H, Smith, aid-de- 
camp on the staff of General Pope, was a “vision’’ without substance, 
and of the most evanescent character. Striking this evidence out of the 
case, as we ought, and we have nothing that by the most strained con- 
struction can be tortured into a spirit of insubordination. 

I deny that any expression in any of the letters and dispatches in- 
dicate any animus or intent to disobey. That service under Pope was 
distasteful to Porter no man can question. That he distrusted Pope’s 
military capacity—a feeling that was shared by the army, and which 
subsequent events justified—I am not todispute. That he had a ‘‘con- 
tempt for Pope” Ido deny. It is disputed by Porter’s every act and. 
deed. There is nothing in the record that shows disrespect for the man 
asaman. He was not tried for disrespect to his superior officer. 

After that campaign Pope was retired from active service at the 
front. The Government itself fully justified Porter’s estimate of the 
man—Pope was brave, energetic, self-confident, but incapable of man- 
aging anarmy. Such is the verdict of history. 

Porter saw that the Army of Virginia was ‘‘ wandering around loose,” 
its whereabouts unknown to Pope; that it was being marched to death; 
and he incautiously, indisereetly expressed his distrust. 

General Burnside saw nothing in these dispatches to censure or in- 
cite distrust, and he so testified; and he a!so said that during all the 
friendly and extremely intimate relations he held with Porterhe never 
heard him speak an unkind word of General Pope, and so testified all 
of Porter’s intimate friends. Is it conceivable that General Porter 
would have unbosomed and expressed a hatred, disrespect, and disloy- 
alty to General Pope to Smith and Roberts, members of Pope’s mili- 
tary household, who would have been sure to expose him, while to his 
own military family and friends he always spoke “of him kindly and 
respectfully? Such a course of conduct is not probable nor reasonable, 
and the evidence of Smith and Roberts taxes our credulity to the point 
of disbelief. 

Men do not become great criminals all at at once, and the military 
training, long-devoted service, conspicuous bravery, and devotion of 
Porter give the lie to the insinuation. He was fresh from fields of 
fame, suffering from debility contracted among the swamps of the 
Chickahominy and in the service of his country, and still begrimed 
with the smoke and flame of the enemy’s guns. Is it to be supposed 
for a moment that Sykes and Morell and Butterfield had imbibed the 
same spirit of insubordination? Ifso, they too should have been sum- 
marily dealt with, for they were particeps criminis. They urged and 
advised and approved the actions of their chief. 

On this question of animus I should be unjust to myself, to Fitz-John 
Porter, and to the country were I not to invite attention to the most 
flagrant violation of the rules of evidence on that trial. The Govern- 
ment put in evidence the dispatches of the 27th, written before any 
alleged disobedience of orders, for the avowed purpose of showing ani- 
mus. General Porter offered other letters and also acts immediately 
preceding and following the alleged disobedience and misbehavior, 
showing great zeal and activity in behalf of General Pope, to show 
want of animus, claiming, justly and legally, that his whole conduct 
and declarations should be considered on that question as part of the 
res gest. This was ruled out. What! Prove the conversations between 
Generals Pope and Smith, not in the presence of Porter, nor of any 
one, as showing animus, and not allow him the poor privilege of prov- 
ing his own concurrent acts and orders, which were a part of the move- 
ment, to rebut such presumptions! 

There is not a lawyer upon the floor of this House but knows the 
error would reverse the findingin any criminal court on the face of the 
globe. No wonder a storm of indignation burst over the country that 
produced a partial reversal of that ruling, but the court disregarded 
the evidence nevertheless. I refer the House to the official record and 
the protest filed by General Porter on the trial. 

We come now to the consideration of the next specification contained 
in the charges, and which is more serious in its nature, if true, It 
charges in substance that on the 29th of August, Porter, having been 
ordered to move with the joint commands of himself and McDowell 
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from Manassas towards Gainesville, until communication was estab- 
lished between the forces of Pope and those of McDowell and Porter, 
that then the whole command should halt, did then and there disobey 
thesaid order. The next specification charges in substance that Porter 
disobeyed an order to attack the right flank of the enemy, and which 
was issued at 4.30 p. m. of the same day, and that he retreated away 
and fell back from the enemy shamefully, &c- Theorders areas follows: 
JOINT ORDER. 
[General Orders, No. 5.] 
HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF VIRGINIA, 


August 29, 1862. 
Generals MCDOWELL and PORTER: 

You will please move forward with your joint commands toward Gainesville. 
Isent General Porter written orders to t effect an hour and a half ago. 
Heintzelman, Sigel, and Reno are moving on the Warrenton turnpike, and must 
now be not far from Gainesville. I desire that as soon ascommunication is estab- 
lished between this force and your own the whole command shall halt. It _ 
be necessary to fall back behind Bull Run at Centreville to-night. I presume 


will be so on account of our supplies. 
ion to Ricketts, and none to interfere in 


1 have sent no orders of any descri 
any way with the niovements of McDowell's troops except what I sent by his 


de-camp last night, which were to hold his position onthe Warrenton pike 
until the troops from here should fall upon the enemy’s flank and rear. I donot 
even know Ricketts’s tion, as I not been able to find out whére Ge: eral 
McDowell was until a hourthis morning. General McDowell will take im- 
mediate steps to communicate with General etts, and instruct him to rejoin 
the other divisions of the corps as soon as practicable. If any considerable ad- 
van are to be gained by departing from this order, it will not be strictly 
carried out, 

One thing must be had in view, that the troops must PeF a position from 
which they can reach Bull Run to-night or by morning. The indications are 
that the whole force of the enemy is moving in this direction at a 
bring them here by to-morrow night or next day. My own headquarters will 
be for the present with Heintzelman’s corps or at this place p eei ts, Š 

OHN POP. 
Major-General Comman 
4.30 ORDER, 
HEADQUARTERS IN THE FIELD, August 29—4.30 p m. 

Your line of march brings you in on the enemy’s t flank. I desire you to 
push forward into action at once on the enemy’s flank, and, if ible, on his 
rear, eet goon) your rightin communication with General Reynol The enemy 
is in the woods in front of us, but can be shelled out as soon as you 
engage their flank. Keep heavy reserves and use your batteries, keeping well 
el to your right all the time. In case you are obliged to fall back, do so on 
your right and rear, so as to keep you in close communication with the right 


JOHN POP. 
Major-General Comma: 
Major-General PORTER, 


On the morning of the 29th Porter had moved, pursuant to orders 
from General Pope, from Bristoe on Centreville, and while on the march 
early in the morning of the 29th to that point Porter received the order 
first quoted, and known as the joint order. He immediately counter- 

having passed Manassas, and took the road from Manassas to 
Gainesville. x 

On reading the joint order, we find three things, controlling ideas, 
that strike us with peculiar force: 

First. It indicates that a battle against the combined forces of Jack- 
son and Longstreet is to be avoided south of Bull Run. 

Second. There is nothing said about any anticipated battle, but it 
seems to contemplate a concentration of the army only. 

Third. It plainly implies that the army is to fall back that night 
(29th) or in the night behind Bull Run. 

The order says: 

I desire that as soon as communication is established between this force and 

our own the whole command shallhalt. * * * Itmay be necessary to fall back 
ind Bull Run or Centreville to-night. I presume it will be so on account of 
supplies. * * * Onething must be in view, that the troops must occupy a 
tion from which they can reach Bull Run to-night or by morning. The indica- 
tions are that the whole force of the enemy is moving in this direction at a pace 
that will bring them here (Centreville) by to-morrow night (30th) or next day, 

In his orders, issued that same morning to Generals Heintzelman, 
Reno, and Sigel, who were to move on the Warrenton pike, he said: 

If you find yourselves heavily pressed r f enemy you 
will hok push matters further. on bd Thee aah pwersa rica to thispless 
(Centreville) to-night or by morning, on account of subsistence and forage. 

It is to be presumed that Porter knew the desires and the inten- 
tious of his chief so plainly expressed, and it is equally plain that on 
the morning of the 29th Pope did not intend to bring on a general en- 
gagement with the combined forces of Jackson and Lo When 
they should combine, it is the plainly expressed intention to fall back 
behind Bull Run. It is also his determination to fall back behind 
Bull Run that night, or by morning, in any event. 

In the light of these facts, which were partially concealed or wholly 
lost sight of onthe court-martial, and which were never brought to the 
notice or knowledge of President Lincoln, we see how unjust was any 
criticism on the letter written by Porter ing a determination to 
fall back on the evening of the 29th, and which was written before the 
4.30 order was received. But as I stated, on receiving the joint order 
Porter at once moved for Gainesville. McDowell with his command 
was immediately behind Porter. 

This move was made promptl receipt of the order, and the ad- 
vance was continued until Dawkin’s Branch, a small stream about two 
miles beyond Bethlehem chureh, was reached. Beyond this stream the 
enemy was discov apparently in force. Porter threw outskirmish- 

_ ers, deployed his advance, and made all preparations for carrying the 
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hills beyond. That the army would have been engaged in a fierce an& 
sanguinary contest wi®in a short time had not General McDowell at 
this time arrived upon the ground is beyond question and has never 
been disputed. General Porter was carrying outthe order in its spirit 
and letter. General McDowell was the senior of Porter, and at once- 
took the command. He at once, on viewing the situation, said to Por- 
ter: “Porter, you are too far out. This is no place to fight a battle.” 
(See evidence of Colonel Locke, page 135, O. R.; of Captain Martin, 
page 141; of F. S. Earle, pages 417, 426.) 

And this General McDowell does not deny. 

Question. Try to recollect if upon that occasion you did not say to him in 
substance that he was too far in the front, and that the position in which he 
was was not a position in which to fight a battle, or anything to that effect? 

Answer. I do not recollect. 

Q. Will you say whether in consequence of a m or otherwise you sent 
a message to the accused with your compliments, ng him that you were 
going to the right and should take King with you, and that he, the accused, 
should remain where he was for the present, and if he had to fall back to do so 
on your left? 

A. I do not recollect. (O. R. 87 and 88.) a 

They then rode over the ground together, and decided that it wasim- 
possible by extending to theright to connect with the forces of General 
Reynolds, who was upon the left of Pope and two miles or moreaway, 
and by nearest road four or five miles, andthe intervening woods were 
impassable. McDowell’s forces, fifteen thousand men, were then up 
with Porter’s, about ten thousand or twelve thousand more, so that Mc- 
Dowell had on the ground and on the road along which he and Porter 
were ordered to move a force of at least twenty-five thousand men. It 
will be observed that this order was addreased to both, and that Mc- 
Dowell, being in command while on the ground, was in duty bound to 
see the order carried out. If the time had come when the command 
was to halt, as directed by the order, then a halt was proper. If cir- 
cumstances had arisen that made a farther advance at that time impos- 
sible, impracticable, or unwise, it was within the province of General 
McDowell to suspend a farther advance and report the situation. 

If such circumstances had not arisen, then it was the duty of McDow- 
ell to remain with Porter and press the whole force forward toward 
Gainesville. If such circumstances had not arisen, he had no right to 
divide the forces and march away with the larger portion. If it was 
the duty of Porter at any time that day before the 4.30 order was re- 
ceived to advance farther along that road in the face of the enemy, it 
was equally and more the duty of McDowell to advance along the 
same road. They both knew that the enemy was in their front. They 
both knew that the joint order contemplated an attack by their com- 
bined force on the flank of the enemy if it should be reached. They 
both knew that Pope’s command was then engaged withthe enemy on 
the Warrenton pike, two miles north of them. McDowell knew that 
if they were on the flank of the enemy and it was proper to attack, 
the larger the assaulting force the better—the more promise of success; 
and he must have known that if none but Jackson’s command was in 
front of Pope that Pope had force enough to hold him in check, and that 
a force of twenty-five thousand men hurled upon Jackson's right flank 
must inevitably have resulted in his entire overthrow and probable 
capture. 

It is plain to my mind that if any one disobeyed the joint order it 
was McDowell and not Porter. The order directed both, not one, to 
advance along that road, and when McDowell assumed the responsi- 
bility of taking fifteen thousand men, including King’s division, which 
had been ordered to act that day under the command of Porter, and 
marched away, he relieved Porter from any further duty orresponsibility 
under that order. He left Porter in a position and situation not con- 
templated by the order, thatis, ing sneha by the forces of McDowell. 

But it is plain to my mind that the attack at Dawkin’s Branch was 
suspended by the order of McDowell, because he knew of the arrival 
upon the ground of Longstreet’s forces, and because he knew that they 
were facing the united forces of Longstreet and Jackson, the arrival of 
fifteen thousand men of t’s corps having been reported some 
hours before. And he knew that if fifteen thousand of Longstreets’s 
men had passed through Gainesville at 9.30 o’clock that morning on 
their way to Jackson that the balance of Lee’s army was not far be- 
hind. He therefore knew that the joint order of Pope, in which he 
had assumed that Lee’s army could not arrive on the ground before 
the night of the 30th or the morning of the 31st, was based upon a mis- 
conception, and that it was not wise for him to bring on an engagement 
in that exposed situation with the whole of Lee’s army. 

At any rate he knew that fifteen thousand fresh confederate troops 
were on the ground, and that their arrival was unknown to Pope when 
the joint order was issued, and that probably an attack by the divided 
Union Army upon the united confederates was not intended. In fact 
the order directed that nothing should be done that should operate to 
prevent the Army from falling back that night beyond Bull Run, where 
it was evidently the intention of Pope to meet the enemy when they 
should unite. : 

The orders for the 29th show on their face that ecard 
who was supposed to be retreating, was the only move contempla 
for the day. 

I am satisfied that McDowell left with the intention of passing up 
the Sudley Springs road and until he could connect with Reynolds's left; 
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that he intended then to deploy to his left, while Porter should extend 
on his right, and thus connect the whole line; that he intended that 
Porter should remain where he was until that movement was com- 
pleted, and that heso said. That Porter so understood and acted upon 
that understanding is beyond question. All that afternoon Porter’s 
skirmish line was in the woods beyond Dawkin’s Branch, and Colonel 
Marshall, an officer of unquestioned integrity, was observing the enemy. 
So near was he to the enemy that he could hear the tramp of the men 
and the commands of the confederate officers and the rumble of the 
artillery. 

ioe Wine McDowell left, he left Porter free to act as the circum- 
stances dictated he should act. McDowell had the right to remain on 
the ground and command the whole force; but he had no right to give 
orders to Porter that should control his action after he left. There- 
fore it is entirely immaterial whether, as McDowell put spurs to his 
horse and galloped away, taking King’s division with him, in all 
15,000 men, he said, ‘‘ Put your forces in here,’’ or as Porter says, and 
as two good reliable witnesses say, he said, ‘‘Stay where you arẹ.” 
Porter was tried and adjudged guilty of disobeying the joint order, not 
some disputed and vague order that McDowell may or may not have 


given. 

Evidently McDowell thought that a battle ought not to be fought at 
Dawkin’s Branch; evidently he did not expect that Porter would fight 
when he left him, at least until he should have connected with the left 
of Reynolds and closed the gap of two miles between the army of Pope 
and Porter’s corps. “If it were otherwise, is it not passing strange that 
McDowell passéd on his four-mile march to join Pope and expressed 
no surprise that he heard not the guns of Porter on the flank of Jack- 
son? Is it not strange that when he met Captain Pope with the order 
from Pope directing Porter to move forward and at Jackson on the 
flank at once he did not say, ‘‘ Why, I gave Porter that order two or 
three hours ago,” instead of saying *‘ That it was an important order,” 
as Captain Pope testified he did say ? 

No blame can be attached to Porter for not engaging the enemy up 
to the time that McDowell left. Up to that time McDowell was onthe 
ground and had supreme command. I now repeat, that if it was not 
prudent and proper for McDowell and Porter to attack at Dawkin’s 
Branch with twenty-five thousand men; it was not prudent and proper 
for Porter to attack with only ten thousand or twelve thousand men 
after McDowell left. There has been considerable dispute as to what 
occurred at the time McDowell left. It has been claimed that McDowell 
left imperative orders to attack at once. McDowell himself makes no 
such claim; all he claimed was that Porter was to attack at the proper 
time. All it is claimed that he said was, ‘‘ You put your men in here.” 
I assert that that time never arrived. McDowell did not come in on 
the left of Reynolds at all, but on reaching a point near the Warrenton 
pike he was ordered by Pope to another part of the field. 

We now come to the great and important question involved in this 
case. All enemies and opponents of General Porter have substantially 
abandoned any claim that any great blame attaches to General Porter 
up to the time of the receipt by him of the 4.30 order, so called. It is 
claimed that he willfully and deliberately disobeyed that order, and that 
instead of attacking as ordered, or at all, he retreated. 

That order is as follows: 

HEADQUARTERS IN THE FIELD, 
August 29—4.30 p. m, 

Your line of march brings you in on the enemy's right flank. I desire you to 
push forward into action at once on the enemy’s flank, and, if ble, on his 
rear, keeping pe right in communication with General Re; 

The enemy is massed in the woods in front of us, but can be shelled out as 
A aes E beaker keeping well closed to your right 
all MGOMO TIA case you are obliged to fall back do so on your right and rear, 
so as to keep you in communication with the right wing. POP 


Commanding. 
Major-General PORTER. 

Tt will be seen at a glance that if at the time of the receipt of that 
order General Longstreet with his corps, or any considerable part of it, 
was confronting Porter, the conditions provided by the order did not 
exist, and could not be complied with. If treet was there with 
his army fronting Porter, then Porter’s line of march did not bring him 
“on the enemy’s right flank,” nor anywhere near it. It brought him 
in the immediate front of a largely superior force of the enemy, posted 
upon a ridge, with thick woods intervening. By that order Porter was 
to do not one thing, but two things: ‘“‘ Push forward into action at once 
on the enemy’s flank, and if possible his rear, keeping your right in 
communication with General Reynolds.” 

To attack on the flank or in the rear was absolutely impossible, and 
to keep in communication with Reynolds wasalso impossible. He had 
no communication to keep; all the afternoon he had been sending men 
to his right towards Reynolds, trying as faithfully as possible to estab- 
lish communication, but he had failed. The men had either been 
driven back by the enemy or captured. It is a very important ques- 
tion when that order was received. While it is clear to my mind that 
Porter would have been fully justified in not attempting to obey it, in- 
asmuch as to attack on the right flank and rear was impossible with- 
out making a long détour to the left in the presence of a superior force’ 
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of the enemy advantageously posted, a movement condemned by all 
military men as well as by common sense; and also inasmuch as Porter 
knew what Pope did not, that Longstreet and Lee were there on the 
ground, yet we will waive the point, and see whether any attack could 
be made. A night attack upon an unknown enemy, and upon broken, 
wooded, and unknown ground, would be condemned by the school-boy. 
Yet such was the only attack Porter could have made if the order was 
ares at the time he and his witnesses state, namely, sundown or 
General Sykes, whose veracity no man has ever questioned, said that 
he was present when Pope delivered the order; the order was received 
as near sundown as he could remember. (Page 177, 0. R.): ‘‘Certainly 
within a little before sunset or after.” Colonel Locke says that it 
was delivered ‘‘ between sundownand dusk ” (page 136, O. R.). Captain 
Monteith says ‘‘it wasaboutsundown”’ (page 127,0. R.). Lieutenant 
Weld saysit was ‘‘after sundown ” (page 130-132, O. R.). Lieutenant 
Ingham says it was “‘after sunset” (page 199,0. R.). Captain Randol: 
“It was growing dark. It was between 6 and 7” (page 93.). Six dis- 
interested witnesses, all to the same point and all unimpeached and 
unimpeachable, say that this order was received at so late an heur that 
an attack was not only impracticable but impossible. 

These witnesses were contradicted before the court-martial by two 
witnesses only, one Captain Pope, a relative of General Pope, the other 
his orderly, Duffee. Pope and Duffee think they delivered that order 
by 5 o'clock on the 29th. They had no watch; they made no memo- 
randum; and they both confess they only guess at the time from the 
time they think it took them to go to Porter’s headquarters, and they 
fix the date of starting.by the date of the order (4.30) and by an esti- 
mate of the distance traveled. Pope said he had no recollection of the 
time it took him to deliver the order (567, O. R.). 

There is no evidence that the writing of the order was completed at 
4.30, nor that it was delivered to Captain Pope immediately after it was 
written. The distance was four or five miles, overa rough, broken, and 
to them unknown road. After the court-martial, as was proved by two 
reputable witnesses, Pope confesses that he got lost on the way and did 
not deliver the order until nearly dark. x 

It is pe beyond dispute that he had to be shown the way back. 
On the hearing before the board of inquiry a new witness was produced, 
Archelaus Dyer, who claimed that he accompanied Pope and Duffee on 
that occasion. He had been recently over the road with Smith, the 
soul-reader, and he testified that when he went with them to deliver 
that order he passed a certain house with a iar roof, and that he 
passed in the road on a certain side of that house; that they went to 
Bethlehem church, where they found Porter in his tent, and that he 
saw Porter go behind his tent; that this church was of brick, with a 
steeple, &c. 

It was proved that the house he described was not built until the 
year after the second battle of that the road then passed on 
the other side of that house, that the church never had a steeple or bel- 
fry, and that at the time described it was a tumbled ruin. It was also 
proved that on that day Porter did not have a tent; that he lay under 
a tree when the order was delivered; a fact that Captain Pope himself 
had testified to. Iam also informed by a gonone whose word I 
shall never question, that on the hearing before the board of inquiry 
two other men were then produced by this Thomas C. H. Smith, the 
soul-reader and sweet communer with spirits (the nature of which we 
are not informed), who, after the cross-examination of Dyer, said to 
Smith, ‘‘ You know he was not there and that we were not there, and 
we are not going to swear to any such thing.” 

To be mild, I will only say that if the testimony of Captain Pope is 
half as wild, unreliable, and bombastic as were the reports of General 
Pope, it is not entitled to a feather’s weight. And as to the witness 
Dyer, he stands upon his own evidence aself-convicted perjurer. Every 
circumstance supports the claim that this 4.30 order was not delivered 
until sundown or after. And if there were any doubt on the question, 
it is our duty to give General Fitz-John Porter the benefit of that 
doubt, as in the law I am bound to do. 

It is true that witnesses are to be weighed and not counted; that it 
is what satisfies the mind and conscience and convinces the judgment 
that should guide our conclusions in giving our votes in this case; and 
it is because of these rules that I am convinced that duty to myself, 
my country, and my God demands that I support this bill. 

We sit here as the court of appeals in this case, the only court that 
can right the great wrong done, reverse the unlawful judgment of the 
court-martial, and set aside the mistaken verdict. If we honestly, 
faithfully, and conscientiously discharge that duty, relying upon the 
evidence, and hesitate not to reverse the action of that court if any of 
its material proceedings were unjust and unlawful, or if upon newly 
discovered evidence we are convinced that the court arrived at a wro; 
conclusion or one it would not have reached if the whole evidence 
been produced, weshall have done honor to ourselves and this Govern- 
ment, and we should not by such action cast any reflection upon that 
court or any member of it. 

If in this spirit we approach the vital question in this case, divesting 
ourselves of all passion, prejudice, and preconceived erroneous impres- 
sions, it seems to me that the verdict of this House must be unanimous. 
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It is undisputed that on the receipt of the 4.30 order General Porter 

immediately ordered an attack. Colonel Locke says (page 136, O. R.): 

He [referring to General Pope’s messenger with the 4.30 order] handed the 

neral a note, which I afterward ascertained was an order for him to attack 

the enemy at once. He (General Porter) very soon afterward ordered me to 

Dae npo agree Morell and direct him to move forward and attack the enemy 
y, and to say that he would be up himself right after me, 

This he did. But before Colonel Locke went up Porter had sent 
OR). a written order to attack, as General Morell testifies (page 147, 
0. R.): 

A little while before sunset, just about sunset, I received an order in pencil from 
General Porter to make disposition to attack the enemy. That order spoke of 
the enemy as retiring. I knew that could not be the case from the sone had 
received and also from the sounds of the firing. I immediately sent word 
to General Porter that the order must have n given under a misapprehen- 
sion, but at the same time I to make dimpontione to wake the SURAK in 
case it was tobe made, Colonel Locke soon after came to me with an order from 
General Porter to make the attack. (Page 150, O. R.) 

General Morell produced the written order to attack, and which pre- 
ceded the one given by Colonel Locke; and it is as follows: 

General MORELL; I wish you to up two regiments, su by two 
others, preceded by AA, fk anrea intervals of eared iiit 
and attack the party with a section of a battery opposed to you. The battle 
works well on our right, and the enemy are said to be retiring up the pike. Give 
the enemy a good shelling when our troops advance. F. J. PORTER, 


Major-General Commanding, 


Now, if you will read the evidence of Lieutenant-Colonel Earle and 
of General Morell you will see that this written order from Porter to 
attack was given even before the 4.30 order was received, and that when 

tain Pope arrived orders were out to begin an attack. 

ow, can any sane person say that Porter did not intend to fight, that 
he disobeyed the order? I also quote from a note from Colonel (since 
General) G. K. Warren, dated 5.45 p. m., August 29, 1862 (see page 
427, O. R.). It says: 

I then met an orderly from General Porter to General Morell, saying he must 
push on and press the enemy. 

And yet gentlemen stand here and say that General Porter did not 
intend to fight, that he gave no orders to fight, and that he disobeyed 
and intended to disobey the order. We have not only the written but 
the verbal orders of General Porter, issued after the receipt of Pope’s 
order, directing an immediate attack, and we have the note written on 
the field that night saying that Porter had given the orders to attack. 
In the face of this evidence, which cannot be controverted, I insist 
that such assertions are unfounded and unjust. 

But gentlemen say that no fighting followed, that the order was 
afterward countermanded, and that no attack was made. True. But 
General Morell says that it was too late, that it was just between day- 
light and dark, and that no attack could be made. The enemy wasin 
front in large force, and the ground was rough and heavily timbered. 
The enemy were posted on a ridge in a position that was admirably 
adapted to defense, a very stronghold. 

Major Hyland was in front of Morell on the skirmish line, and could 
hear the commands plainly as if the enemy was forming in line and the 
movements of the artillery coming into position. He says: 

I judge from the movements and the commands given that there was a very 
large force indeed, probably a larger force than we had. * * è From what 
information I had, and from what I could get from the other officers, I thought 
their force was very heavy indeed. 

Lieutenant Stevenson says that between 1 and 4 o'clock he joined his 
regiment on the skirmish line—‘‘ could see the enemy; judge him to 
be between twelve thousand and fifteen thousand; could see his forces 
of different arms, infantry and artillery; he was receiving re-enforce- 
ments.’? 

Col. E. G. Marshall was in command of the skirmish line. Says 
there was “‘a very large force, and they were drawn up in line of bat- 
tle as they came down.” 

All these facts were reported to Morell at the time and to Porter, 
still Porter ordered the attack to be made and repeated the order after 
the remonstrance of Morell. 

Colonel Marshall, whom this committee who made this report say is 
entitled to the highest credit, knew all the facts, and he says that 
General Morell asked his advice as to making the attack, 

Says Colonel Marshall: 


I told him by all means not to attack; that it was certain destruction for us to 
do so; that I for one did not wish to go into that timber and attack the enemy. 
Their position was a very strong one and they certainly were in force at that 
time ; be raked Trie Pe M own force—all of General Porter’s corps, If we had 
attacked them I felt that it was certain destruction. Afterward, at dark, I was 
sent for by General Porter and questioned very stringently with reference tothe 
enemy, and my remarks to him were the same I am now making and as I made 


to General Morell. 

How it is possible for the gentlemen to contend that General Porter 
was guilty of disobedience of that order under these circumstances I am 
unable to see; the witnesses all agree that a flank attack was out of the 
question, and that an attack in front was all that could be made. 

Common sense unaided by military skill tells us that to have moved 
a force of ten thousand men against such a position in the face of such 
trained soldiers as Longstreet commanded, and in the gray of the eve- 
ning when the darkening woods would have rendered every move un- 
certain and obscure, would have been suicidal. About noon that day 


McDowell had suspended an attack already begun on that position, as 
has been proved by five witnesses, and it must have been on the ground 
that an attack was unwise and injudicious. 

If any gentleman disputes the assertion that Porter was in the very 
act of assaulting the enemy beyond Dawkin’s Branch when McDowell 
arrived on the ground, I desire to call his attention and read for his 
information the written orders and the evidence of the witnesses. It 
is undisputed that Morell deployed, formed a line of battle, and that 
there was skirmishing and artillery firing. Early in the afternoon Gen- 
eral Porter sent General Morell this order: 


reach a road up which King i moving and hela got heed of you, Tob lin Para, 
a up w: M ou; 

but see if you can not give help to Sigel- ey à z A pr 
F. J. PORTER, Major-General. 

General Morell attempted to do this, but failed because of the thick 
woods and rough and. It will be remembered that Sigel was on 
the turnpike with I searched the evidence in vain for any proof 
that Porter hesitated to do any act that should bring on a battle at 
any proper moment. In vain do I search for evidence that he had a de- 
sire to do other than his duty, his whole duty, and nothing but his 
duty—not only his try to his commander, General Pope, but his 
duty to his country his God. His whole career gives the lie to 
any other assumption. In the Mexican war, at Cerro Gordo, Contreras, 
Molino del Rey, the siege of Vera Cruz, Chapultepec, and the capture 
me city of Mexico he had fought and shed his blood and never 

inched; $ 

At Gaines’s Mill and Malvern Hill he had been particularly con- 
spicuous for his try and zeal and co . Accomplished and 
brave, he was loved by his soldiers, who under his leadership had won 
for themselves laurels that will never fade. On the 30th of August he 
led his corps into the thickest of the fight, making assault after assault 
that General Lee characterized as most desperate and determined. How 
well he fought on that day is attested by the fact that his corps lost 
more men in killed and wounded than any other. If on the 30th Gen- 
eral Pope had entertained the idea that Porter had been disloyal or 
derelict in his duty on the 29th, is it conceivable that he would have 
been retained in the command and given the post of honor and highest 
confidence and trust on the 30th? Impossible. 

If at the close of Pope’s campaign the Government had supposed 
that Porter had been guilty of any disobedience or neglect of duty, 
would he have been placed in command of the defenses of Washington 
as he was? Would he have been ordered with his corps to the field 
of Antietam? Would he have been allowed to remain in the command 
of his corps until the 12th of November, more than two months after 
the battle of Manassas? Did it take two months for Pope and the 
Government to ascertain that Porter had been guilty of crimes that 
merited death? 

Ts it not a significant fact that the removal of McClellan and the ar- 
rest of Porter were almost concurrent acts? Has it been forgotten that 
General Halleck did General Grant great injustice after the capture of 
Forts Donelson apr po the first great successes of the war? Need 
you be reminded of his sharp and insulting dispatches to that 
and that after the battle of Pittsburg Landing he went up haynes 
command of the fin, Beep and spent six weeks in besieging the 
vacant hills and fields between that place and Cornith, while the enemy 
reposed and refreshed themselves at that place? Have you forgotten 
that for two months or more- Grant was without a command, and her- 
alded as a drunkard and an incompetent? Is it not remembered that 
even the brave and gallant and devoted Thomas had been, in fact, super- 
seded when he fought and won the battle of Nashville and destroyed 
the army of Hood? 

Injustice was done these men and accidents saved them. It was only 
the personal entreaty of Sherman that kept Grant with the ays 
smarting as he was under his undeserved and unjust treatment by Hal- 
leck. It was the slow train that preserved the command to Thomas _ 
and enabled him to win the laurels of Nashville. In the light of his- 
tory let us be guarded in our action, that we may not add another mis- 
take to the long list already recorded. Great stress has been laid upon 
the fact that General Porter was deceived by the dragging of brush up 
and down the road in his front by General Rosser’s troops. That they 
did so brush to give the appearance of a large force moving in front 
is unquestioned. 

General Rosser testified before the board of inquiry that such drag- 
ging of brush commenced in the forenoon and was stopped as early as 

o'clock p. m. By that time Longstreet’s men were well in position 
and hungry for an attack. All the time from 12 until 1 o’clock Me- 
Dowell was on the and if Porter was deceived so was Mc- 
Dowell; if the one deserves criticism for being deceived by the enemy, 
so does the other. But I can not see what that has to do with this 
question. If Porter was deceived by the great dust kicked up by 


Rosser’s cavalry, honestly deceived, we may censure him for want of 
keen but we can not pronounce ita crime. Other generals 
have deceived, other commanders misled by the ruse of the 


enemy. 
If Halleck had known the condition of things at Corinth that place 
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would have been taken in six days instead of six weeks. Yet he was 
not court-martialed. If the advance of Grant’s army had been pushed 
rapidly to Petersburg in strict obedience to orders, and the generals 
leading had not been deceived and misled by the enemy and by wrong 
assumptions and conclusions, Petersburg would have fallen the next 
day instead of a year or more later. Yet no one was court-martialed 
or dismissed the service. 

On the files among the archives of the Army is a paper indorsed by 
General Meade in these words: 

Had General Hancock or myself known that Petersburg was to be attacked 
Petersburg would have fallen. 

To capture that city cost the lives of thousands of the bravest and 
best, yet I have never heard that any general of our Army was cen- 
sured, court-martialed, or dismissed the service for that mistake. 

Something has been said here about the mode of conducting courts- 
martial and about the organization of the court that tried Fitz-John 
Porter. It is conceded that during such a trial the accused and his 
counsel are always excluded from the room during its deliberation upon 
all questions, while the j vocate remains with the court. Such 
is the law of courts-martial, but is it justice? Should the prosecuting 
officer be thus in the room, when, even if he takes no part, he may hear 
all the court say, and thus ascertain their feelings and views of the evi- 
dence? Let me ask the gentleman from Ohio what would be his feel- 
ings were he on trial for his life to find the court and the jury shut up 
with the prosecuting attorney, deliberating upon and discussing the le- 
gal points of the case only, but in doing which they must of necessity 
discuss the evidence and its weightand ings as against the accused ? 

Judge Holt, the judge-advocate on this trial, was a good lawyer and 
a patriotic citizen, but no man ever has or ever can prosecute a case ot 
any kind without having his judgment warped by a constant study ot 
and association with one side of the case only. It may be that the 
court did not seek or ask or have his advice during those deliberations 
so frequent on this trial, and where so much evidence that was preju- 
dicial to General Porter was illegally admitted and so much that was 
favorable was illegally ruled out. Thismay be, but I am not prepared 
to so believe. I think that his advice and his judgment on legal points, 
at least, controlled the court. 

I do not reflect upon that court, nor upon any single member of it. 
I am willing to concede that every member was honest in intent, but I 
do not forget that two of its members were actors in the scenes of August 
28, 29, and 30, 1862. I do not forget that if Ricketts and King had not 
fallen back from Thoroughfare Gap on the 28th, contrary to orders, 
Longstreet could not have come through that night or on the 29th and 
that Jackson must have been captured or his force scattered. Their 
conduct was in question; they were interested, as events proved and as 
the trial demonstrated, Can any member of this House say, therefore, 
that they were impartial judges? 

I think no man on the floor of this House has intended to attack the 
character of Lincoln or Garfield or Stanton. In the heat of debate 
many expressions may escape the lips which are liable to misconcep- 
tion and misconstruction. Iam second to no man in my love and ad- 
miration of the murdered Garfield. When the stars fade from heaven 
forever and the sun shall no longer give its light, when countless ages 
shall have rolled away, there shall yet remain the fame and glory that 
make radiant the memory of Lincoln and Garfield. How much we 
owe to the toil and patriotism of Stanton, rugged and severe as it was, 
history will never tell. In doing his stern duty if he sometimes erred 
it would create no surprise, nor should it cause any reflections on his 
memory; neither should we allow any sentimentality to blind our 
judgments or prevent our correction of all errors when opportunity 
presents. 

It is not immaterial to me what Garfield thought. . Having sat as 
one of the court in the Fitz-John Porter case, if he concurred in that 
verdict I will give weight to his opinion. If any gentleman can tell me 
how any member of that court voted I ask forthe information. I await 
an answer. Every member of that court was sworn to secrecy. If any 
member has made known his vote, either directly or indirectly, he has 
demonstrated his absolute unfitness for the position and violated that 
most sacred oath. 

If the gentleman from Indiana can present no more forcible argument 
in this case than a dream of his, he has no place in the argument of 
this question, for if dreams supply his argument they will control his 
judgment, and necessarily his vote on this bill will be good or bad ac- 
cording to the kind and quality of his dinner. As he delivered his 
speech I suppose he thought of the lines of the poet: 

+ sing the bed I new, Oe charms I 
morning cense, m; evening 
7 The sweets of pe matar fiad 

But great stress has been laid upon the fact that General Porter said 

he had no objection to any member of the court. Could he have 

the court by objection? Hardly. This court-martial was 
ordered on the 25th of November, 1862, nearly three months after the 
events of Au In the mean time Porter had invited investigation, 
had for a military court of inquiry, that his conduct might 
be fully examined. That was not ted. The loved and ever- 
lataented President made the order, but I assume that the stern and 
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rugged Stanton had prejudged the case; that he induced its suppres- 
sion and the substitution of an order for a court-martial. But Porter 
did not object. Feelingsecurein his innocence, he went before the court 
confident of a triumphant vindication. ‘‘ Innocence is ever simple and 
credulous; conscious of no designs in itself, it suspects none in others.’’ 
He knew not that Pope was in possession of his private correspond- 
ence, and he little thought of the misconstruction that was —— 
upon it. He little knew of the hatred burning in the bosom of Pope. 
He little suspected that witnesses would come into that court and 
be allowed to characterize the expressions of his face as evidence of 
treason to Pope and disobedience of orders. Iam fully aware that 
many of my Republican friends upon this floor are disposed to pay 
but little heed to the new evidence produced before the court of 
inquiry at West Point. It is said that it comes from confederate 
sources. Pause, gentlemen, and reflect. Can you for one moment sus- 
pect that any confederate officer would misstate a fact to aid General 
Porter? We knewthey were misled and mistaken, but yet our broth- 
ers. They were children of the Union of the States who had loved aad 
defended and who still love and defend the old starry flag, and I then 
thought, although wearing the blue while they wore the grey and 
fought under the stars the bars, and I still believe, that there was no 
time when they felt not a glow of pride as they caught sight of the 
Stars and Stripes of their fathers. 

Buford, a ral in the Union army, reported at least fourteen 
thousand fer sie passing through Gainesville at 9.30 of the morn- 
ing of the 29th. Longstreet says his corps was up by 11 and in position 
by noon, or soon after; many others say the same. 

The testimony of every confederate officer shows that the forces of 
Longstreet—twenty-five thousand or more—were on or near the War- 
renton pike in Porter’s front all the afternoon of the 29th. They were 
formed on the right of Jackson, to the south of the pike, across the 
railroad, and in-the immediate front of Porter. The reports of the 
confederate officers, made at the time, show conclusively how this was. 

General D. R. Jones commanded the rear division of Longstreet’s 
forces. He said in his report made then: 

Eee ha monna dE ae out oE UD e Do Da VOOr oe 

Manassas, whence fir ing was heard. V on 
round seat OA thy DORADA WOA OION onthe SLICE vladeb of OAT Lise, 

This was in front of Porter. 

Says Longstreet: 

Hood's division was deployed on the right and left of the Warrenton turnpike 
at right ai E with it. General D, R. Jones’s division was placed upon the 
cont Railroad to the right, and in echelon with to the three last 

This is the railroad across which Morell deployed about noon and 
where he was cannonaded, his horse being struck and several men being 
killed by infantry firing. It is evident, then, that the whole force of 
Longstreet, except one brigade, was in Porter’s front, and that any 
advance would have struck that overwhelming force, not the flank of 
Jackson. The sworn testimony of General Longstreet, given before the 
board (page 59, &c.), shows twenty-five thousand confederates within 
easy call and several thousand in Porter’s immediate front. The report 
of General Stuart(at page 70) shows the same. Beverly H. Robinson tes- 
tifies that long before noon heavy forces were in front of Porter’s, and 
he says if Porter had advanced on that road he would have struck the 
confederates about their center. 

I now, sir, desire to call the attention of the gentlemen who oppose 
this bill to new evidence on these important questions that does not come 
from confederate sources. It comes from Union officers and soldiers 
who took an important part in the scenes of August 29. At the time 
of the court-martial, remember, General Porter was under arrest; these 
men were at the front; General Porter was not permitted to visit them, 
and every door of information was closed against him. 

‘General M. R. Patrick (page 184) says that he was in command of a 
brigade of King’s division, and on the 29th of August was halted with 
the command above Bethlehem church just in rear of Porter’s corps; 
that McDowell hgd told him that morning that he and King’s division 
were to go with Porter; that about 1 o’clock McDowell came down 
from the front and said that Sigel was in a bad way. ‘‘lam going to 
take you away from Porter; Porter has gone as far as he can go,” or 
"t Porter is as far as he can go;’’ and at page 198 he says McDowell 
said: ‘‘He has got as far as he can go,” or “‘as far as he ought to go.” 
The idea was Porter has got to stop where he is, and I want you to go 
around on the other road. 

_ This evidence coming from the lips of General Patrick of my own 
State convinces me that when McDowell took King and fifteen thou- 
sand men and marched away, leaving Porter with only ten thousand 
men, saying ‘‘ Porter has got as far as he can go,” or “ Porter has got 
as far as he ought to go,’’ that he meant what he said and said what he 
meant; and that Porter and Colonel Locke and the others are correct 
when they say McDowell ordered Porter to stay where he was and told 
him it was ‘‘no place to fight a battle.” 

McDowell may swear till doomsday that he told Porter, ‘‘ Put your 
forces in here,” and that he expected that Porter would fight there; I 
shall not believe him. If it was the time and place for General Porter 
to fight, it was the time and place for General McDowell and General 
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King to fight. Either McDowell was a craven when he marched away 
at 1 p. m. that day, or he was wofully mistaken when he testified be- 
fore that court-martial. 

Fisher A. Baker, adjutant of the Eighteenth Massachusetts, was in 
Morell’s division in the advance on the 29th of August. He says 
skirmishers were thrown out and there was firing all the afternoon, also 
artillery firing, and some men were killed; that he saw a heavy force 
in front all the afternoon. 

General W. M. Graham was with Kearny the night of August 27; 
was ordered to march that night; it was so dark they could not, and 
at 10 o’clock halted for the night. 

It will also be borne in mind that Generals Pope and McDowell, and 
officers of lesser rank than General Porter, were allowed to give their 
opinion that if Porter had moved forward and attacked that night the 
result would have been a complete victory for the Union army, and it 
was largely upon these opinions, based upon the assumption that 
Longstreet was not in the front of Porter, that the conviction was had. 
It will also be borne in mind that Porter was contending that a large 
force of the enemy was in his front at the time the 4.30 order was re- 
ceived and that a flank attack was impossible. Under these circum- 
stances the following question was put to General Pope on his cross- 
examination: 

x Bearing in mind the terms and tenor of the order of 4.30 p. m. of the 29th 
of and its direction to the accused to attack the enemy’s flank, and if 
p his rear, and at the same time to keep up communication with General 

ynolds on the right of the accused, please to inform the court whether, if it 
could have been foreseen at 4.30 p. m. at the time when the accused should 
receive that order he would find in front of the enemy in large force in 
such a position that he could not outflank the enemy without severing his con- 
nection with General Reynolds on his right, would you, if that state of facts had 
been foreseen at the date of the reception of the order, have expected or antici- 
pated obedience from the accused to the order according to its terms? 

An objection was made, and the court ruled that the witness should 
not answer the question. The same ruling was made on this vital and 
all-important question all through the trial, so that while the prosecu- 
tion was showing by opinions that if Porter had attacked a complete 
victory would have been won, assuming that Longstreet was not there, 
General Porter was refused the right to show that if Longstreet was 
there, as he claimed, not only would an attack have been suicidal, but 
that even Pope himself would not have expected an attempt to obey the 
order. The ruling was wrong, unjust, illegal, prejudicial. 

Sir, gentlemen should keep in mind that on the trial of Fitz-John 
Porter it was charged and insisted that Jackson’s force, twenty-two 
thousand, was the only enemy on the field, and that Fitz-John Porter, 
being on the flank of that force, was in duty bound to attack, ‘‘ to 
march to the sound of the cannon,’’ to the aid of Pope, who, it is 
claimed, was being defeated, and that therefore he was guilty. They 
should remember that on that trial it was insisted on and sworn to by 
Pope himself that Longstreet was not up and could not have been there. 
And there sat Porter insisting that Longstreet was there, and that his 
presence with twenty-five thousand men made an attack by him ruinous 
and a criminal waste of blood. On the assumption that Pope was cor- 
rect, and on that alone, was Porter pronounced guilty. Now it is 
proved beyond question that Longstreet was there, that Porter was 


marched to the rear, and upon a circuitous route, that occupied the re- 
mainder of the day. There is no disputing this; and yet the gentle- 
man would have us think and find that the subordinate was disobe- 
dient, while the superior officer who fled the field (if it was a duty in- 
cumbent on any one to fight there) is lauded as a hero and made a 
witness to degrade Porter for not doing what he himself declined to 
do; for not doing what McDowell thought not wise to do; for not do- 
ing that which General Porter subsequently discovered would have 
been perfectly ruinous to do; for not doing that which this board of in- 
quiry say would not only have been ‘“‘a great blunder” but “‘a great 
crime. 

But the gentleman in his zeal and blind ing for some straw 
upon which to found an — against Porter, quite unex- 
pectedly stumbled upon dispatch of General John Buford, and 
which, having been sent to Ricketts and forwarded to McDowell, was 
by him shown to General Porter between 12 and 1 o’clock. It is as 


follows: 
HEADQUARTERS CAVALRY BRIGADE—9.30 a. m. 
General Ricketts; Seventeen regiments, one battery, and five hundred cav- 
pail ggg ee ay or atov three-quarters of an hour ago on the Centreville 
road, I think division should join our forces now engaged atonce. Please 


forward this. 
JOHN BUFORD, 
Brigad 


That dispatch aaae 1> pey plain to General Porter that Pope 
had once more blund and miscalculated. It proved beyond all 
question that the falling back of Ricketts from Thoroughtare Gap the 
night before had allowed Longstreet to come through, and that notwith- 
standing the announcement in the joint order that Longstreet would be 
up by the night of the 30th or the morning of the 31st, Lee’s army was 
there united and in the immediate front. The trouble was, not that 
Porter was slow, but that Lee and Longstreet were two whole days 
ahead of Pope’s time. 

And yet the gentleman from Michigan says that he does ‘‘ not believe 
in the faithfulness of that report.’’ 

“I think that Buford was mistaken as to the hour,” says the gentle- 
man. Why, sir, the Buford dispatch was in writing, dated at 9.30 that 
morning, and unless borne on the wings of the hurricane direct to Me- 
Dowell must have been written not later than 9.30 or 10 o’clock that 
morning. But as that dispatch, like a double-edged dagger, punctured 
the gentleman’s argument, he was compelled to argue that Buford was 
false in his written di So he makes the assertion, and then 
goes off on a wild-goose chase after the person of General Longstreet 
riding on the saddle behind Stuart, who was looking him up. 

Sir, even if Longstreet had not passed Gainesville in person at 9.30 a. 
m., it is no indication that his advanced divisions were not even then 
in front of Porter. But, sir, argument is not necessary in the face of 
this report signed by Generals Schofield, Terry, and Getty, all Repub- 
licans, in which they say, among other things: 

Such an attack under such circumstances would have been not only a great 
blunder, but, on the part of an intelligent officer, would have been a great crime, 


And— 


ight and Pope all . If justice has not fled to brutish beasts, let | if it had been correctly understood. On the „that conduct obedient, 
ae fate sean’ hie aoe’ d x org ory thful, and judicious. It anved the nion attay from diseater cn 
Said the gentleman from Michigan: 


There above the sulphurous smoke of that bloody field towered the majestic 
specter of America— 

Which, being interpreted, means the majestic ghost of America— 
calling through the bellowing of the guns “ Fitz-John Porter, this way!” 


I admire the beauty of the gentleman’s language, the power of his 
eloquence, and the magic of his presence, but I deny that Fitz-John 
Porter was to respond to the call of any ghostly apparition. Battles 
are real and practical, and demand cool commanders, who are neither 
visionary nor controlled by specters. Had Fitz-John Porter that day 
listened to any voice other than that of judgment, wisdom, and duty, 
the specters of thousands of uselessly sacrificed soldiers would haye 
risen from the bloody ground and, with skeleton fingers, dripping 
blood, pointing at him, would have cried, ‘* Recreant to duty, regardless 
of life, you are our murderer!’’ and that vision would have haunted 
him down to his grave. It was his duty to save, not knowingly and 
uselessly to sacrifice life. 

The same gentleman from Michigan says that— 

McDowell swears that Porter, stan there apoo the crest of the hill, point- 
ing with his hand above the tops of the trees, said, “ McDowell, we can not go 
in there anywhere without having a fight; and that McDowell replied, “I 
understand that is what we are here for.” 

He would have us imply that McDowell was ready and willing to 
fight then and there and that Porter is responsible that no fight occurred. 

How frivolous, how misleading the statement, how destitute of point 
or force, is demonstrated by the fact that almost immediately after 
that McDowell, burning and glowing, restless and raging for a combat 


with the enemy, as the gentleman would have us think, did what—at- | most 


tack that enemy in their immediate front? Get into a fight, which was 
what they were there for, ås he would have us think? No, sir; but he 
took fifteen thousand of the twenty-five thousand men on that field and 


We can but reach one conclusion if we will lay aside our prejudice 
and partisanship and act the part of the unbiased judge. 

Sir, Iam po pained to see such strained efforts to find ents 
against Gene: orter. If none exist in the record, let us not travel 
— and into the realms of pa y speculation, where we shall find 
ourselves groping in ignorance oing great wrong. If it be possi- 
ble that General Buford was. mistaken one or two hours in the date of 
his 9.30 dispatch, it is more than probable that Pope was more than 
an hour out of the way in dating his 4.30 order. Such an error would 
on in ‘‘sweet accord’? with his numerous egregious errors and contra- 

I have, sir, but one word more. My love and admiration for thesol- 
diers of this Republic are unbounded and beyond expression. There 
are more than a hundred thousand of them who are encamped in the 
bivouac of the dead whose silent voices come to us amid the busy cares 
of the day and serie for justice to every soldier and plead for Fitz- 
John Porter. In silent hours of the night do they come, and as we 
securely repose, relying on the care and infinite justice of God, they 
appeal to us to right this great wrong, and remove the undeserved stain 
that for twenty years has darkened the record of Fitz-John Porter and 
stained the panoe hearan of the Republic. 

Sir, I am aware how impossible it is to fully review this case in the 
brief time allowed me. But I repose confidence in this House and in 
its integrity and intelligence. In the name of justice, for the honor of 
our country, and in behalf of the thousands of soldiers who appeal to 
us for justice to their old comrade in arms, and whose confidence in his 
integrity, loyalty, and devotion has never been shaken, I ask for that 
i us verdict in this case which will have been rendered when 
this bill becomes a law. 

Mr. THOMAS. I will yield a minute or two of my time to the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, Major STEELE, 
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Mr. STEELE. I merely want to call attention to the question which 
I wished to ask the gentleman from New York [Mr. Ray]. Hetakes 
exceptions to my saying that these officers were sent for by General 
Porter. I want to quote from the testimony of General Sykes, one of 
those officers. It will be found on page 170 of the record in this case. 


He says: 

About 10 p. m. on the 27th of A General Porter sent forme; we were 
then panpa at Warrenton J m. In his tent I met General Morell, Gen- 
eral Buti General Porter informed me that he 


id, and Capt. Drake De Kay. 
received an order by the hands of 
to march at 1 o'clock a, m, on the 28th. 
On page 179 of the same record will be found the testimony of Gen- 
eral Butterfield to the same effect in substance. The gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Ray] states that an order was sent back to General 
Pope by Pope’s own officers that he (Porter) could not move. I find 
no such record. There may be such, but I do not think there is. On 
the contrary, I find that General Butterfield testifies, as will be found 


Drake De Kay directing his corps 


on page 179 of the record, that General Porter sent two of his own offi- | the 


cers to General Pope. 

I will also read what General Sykes says about the possibility of mov- 
ing on the night of the 27th of August. A large part of the remarks 
of the gentleman from New York [Mr. RAY] has been directed to what 
General Sykes said. On page 173 of the record I find the following 
as the testimony of General Sykes: 


Q. Are you to be understood as saying that had you received an order from 
General Porter to march at 1 o'clock a, m. on the 28th, with the knowledge you 
then had of the road and of the obstructions on it and the condition of the troops, 
you would not have obeyed it? P 

A. If I had received such an order from General Porter of course I would have 
obeyed it. 

It makes a difference whose ox is gored. 

Mr. LAIRD. Yes; but General Sykes says afterward in the same 
testimony that it would have been impossible for him to have obeyed 
such an order. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. THOMAS] is 
entitled to the floor. 


Mr. RAY, of New York. I was not aware that the gentleman from f 


Indiana [Mr. STEELE] asked me a question. 

Mr. THOMAS. The gentleman from New York [Mr. RAY] had an 
hour and a half, and he repeatedly and persistently refused to allow 
himself to be interrupted. 

Mr. STEELE. Ofcourse I do not say there is no such testimony 
that Porter sent word by Pope’s aids that he could not move. I would 
like very much for any gentleman to show any such testimony, and I 
do not think it can be done. 

Now, in to the statement of the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Ray] that McDowell made a retrograde movement, I will say 
that there is no evidence at all to show it. On the con , under the 
discretion of the joint order McDowell distinctly says that **in order to 
facilitate and to carry out the intentions of General Pope, under the dis- 
cretion given me, I will facilitate matters by moving King and Ricketts 
up to Sudley gs,” &e. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. That is, to make the retrograde movement of 
which the gentleman speaks. 

Mr. STEELE. It was no retrograde movement; it was a movement 

inst the enemy. 

Mr. LAIRD. That is to say, you will promote McDowell for run- 
ning away from the enemy, and say that Porter should be shot for 
doing the same thing. 

Mr. STEELE. I say that there is no evidence of a retrograde move- 
ment. 

Mr. RAY, of New York. I will ask the gentleman to read the evi- 
dence of Judge Patrick before the board of inquiry. 

Mr. STEELE. I do not care one cent for what he said before the 
board of inquiry. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I have to request now that members 
will not interrupt me during the course of my remarks. With the 
material I have on hand I hardly think I shall consume the whole of 
the hour allotted to me under tule, Therefore, at the conclusion 
of my remarks there will be sufficient time for me to make answer to 
any questions which gentlemen may see fit to propound to me. 

If in the course of my remarks any gentleman may desire to question 
any of my statements or propositions, for the convenience of others as 
well as myself I request those gentlemen to bear such statements in 
mind or to make note of them, and when I shall have finished my 
remarks they may then ask me the questions that have occurred to them. 
I promise in advance to answer them as fully and fairly and as dispas- 
sionately as I may be able. 

I approach the discussion of this case, Mr. Chairman, with many 
misgivings. It is a great and important question. There is a vast 
volume of evidence in the idence taken before the court-martial 
as well as that taken before the commission appointed by President 
Hayes. I approach its consideration with greater hesitation in view 
of the statement made the other day by the gentleman from New York 
having charge of this bill [Mr. SLocum] when he said: 

It has become a) t in that the are ent 
mistaken ; apa inet gaea ara tale too tis done than ot OOTO te 
sit here and tell the world how much they know about military matters, Ifthe 


members of Congress would only tell Grant and Sherman and Schofield and 
other such men all they know ut military matters you could dispense with 
the military men and abolish the Army. 

Farther on he said: 


There was never such an absurdity fe in any representative body 

as has been enacted here; for three hun: gentlemen kno: nothing about 

military matters to sit here and gravely discuss subjects about which they know 
ing whatever and never can know. 

If this ipse dixit of the gentleman represents the fact, then I repeat 
that I approach the consideration of this case with many misgi 
But I feel encouraged, Mr. Chairman, to offer a few desultory 
on this bill since the same gentleman, in the course of his regular 
speech, said: 

On Sherman's great march from Atlanta to the sea, when all knew that he 
had left his base of supplies and burned his bridges behind him, and all were 
in suspense as to his intentions, when few even of his own command knew 
the destination of anata in which they were serving, I have seen day after 
day private soldiers by the roadside on the lineof march, with pocket- 
maps in their hands, eagerly and intelligently discussing the probable plans of 
commander, 

I feel the more encouraged to proceed with the discussion of this case 
in view of the remarks of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Ray] 
who has just completed his speech, for he informed us in the beginning 
that he, as a private soldier, proposed to enlighten the House with refer- 
ence to this matter. True, that statement as to his rank was, but a 
few moments since, somewhat neutralized by his stating that he had 
issued thousands of orders. I do not question either of these state- 
ments. Isimply present his own paradox, and let gentlemen take his 
statements for what they are worth. Ido not think it follows because 
aman was a private soldier that he is not able to discuss this case 
fairly, conscientiously, and intelligently; and I am borne out in that 
conclusion by the very able argument in the interest of Fitz-John Por- 
ter made by the gentleman who announced himself in the beginning as 
a private soldier. . 

Mr. RAY, of New York. I repeat it now. 

Mr. THOMAS. And it is— 


Greatly to your credit, 
For you y! have said it. 


[ Laughter. ] 

We are admonished here by the friends of Fitz-John Porter and of this 
bill that it is not properly a political question, and that political consider- 
ations should not enter into it, Igrant you that that ought to be true; 
that in theory it is true, while in practice this has been, and is to-day, 
one of the most prominent political questions that has come before the 
American people since the close of the rebellion—— 

Mr. ROSECRANS. True. 

Mr. THOMAS. And it is made expressly so by the friends and fol- 
lowers of Fitz-John Porter. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. No. 

Mr. THOMAS. Ah! the gentleman’s exclamation of “‘ no” proves 
nothing. Look at the history of the past; look at the history of the 
present. Follow up the political lives and convictions of the men, with 
a few individual exceptions, who support Fitz-John Porter and this 
bill, and see what their political affiliations were and have always been. 
I say that if we put our feet on the Constitution of our country, turn 
our backs upon the legally constituted authorities, and determine in 
spite of the Constitution itself, in spite of our form of government, to 
invade the province of the judicial department of this Government, then 
I say we should free ourselves from all political bias, assume that we 
can properly and legitimately investigate the question, and then act on 
it as judges and not as politicians. 

I do not care, in the discussion of this case, to go over all the evidence 
for or against Fitz-John Porter. Other gentlemen have taken it w 
and analyzed it most thoroughly; have di it elaborately; an 
therefore I shall content m with a discussion of only admitted 
facts in this case—facts admitted on both sides. 

In the first place, then, I deny the right of Congress, under the Con- 
stitution, to investigate this case or to pass upon it at all; and this at- 
tempt to override the decision of one of the constitutional tribunals of 
this country isin my opinion an absolute violation of the Constitution 
of the United States. 

We have three co-ordinate branches of government—the 1 tive, 
the executive, and the judicial. It is for Congress to enact laws; for 
the courts to pass upon their constitutionality and punish the viola- 
tions thereof; and for the Executive to execute the law as it is enacted 
and declared. 

But we are gravely informed here by one gentleman advocating the 
passage of this bill that courts-martial are not courts in any proper 
sense; that they are not mentioned in the Constitution as a part of the 
judicial system of the United States. Let us see whether that is true; 
for the gentleman’s statement, if it gres uncontradicted, will doubt- 
less have some weight. Let us see whether that is true; and, in order 
that we may reach the matter properly, let us go to the Constitution 
itself. I read from Article ITT: 

The judicial power of the United States shall be vested in one Supreme Soar 
and in such inferior courts as the may from time to time ordain 
establish. 

€ ARTICLE V. 
No person shall be held to answer for a capital, or otherwise infamous crime, 
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tment or indictment of a jury, ex in cases arising 
ine land hadean rhe panregla T7 PA E OE 
war or public danger. * * * 


Then Congress has the right to establish inferior courts. It has the 
right under the law to establish courts-martial by statute, and courts- 
martial are authorized by the Articles of War, which have the force 
and effect of statutes. Therefore, inferior courts—inferior, I mean, to 
the Supreme Court of the United States—in conformity with the pro- 
visions of the Constitution of the United States, have been established. 
That civil courts shall have no jurisdiction of offenses arising in time 
of war in the military and naval forces of the United States is ex- 
pressly provided, as I have shown, in the Constitution. Therefore it 
negatively affirms that they may be prosecuted without indictment in 
the inferior or subordinate courts established by Congress. I suppose 
no one will deny the soundness of that proposition or the truth of my 
statement in reference to the matter. 

Now, courts have been established and courts-martial have been au- 
thorized under the Constitution by Congress and have existed from the 
beginning of the Government. Fitz-John Porter was an officer in the 
United States Army, and was charged with violating the Articles of 
War, in being guilty of neglecting and refusing to obey the lawful eom- 
mands of his superior officer. Those were preferred against 
him, and he was brought before a duly and constitutionally organized 
court-martial—was fully, fairly, and justly tried and convicted, and in 
compliance with the laws of the United States the finding of that 
court-martial was examined by the Secretary of War and approved by 
him. Ay, more than that, it was examined as the law required—for 
it is always the presumption of law that an officer charged with the 
performance of a duty discharges that duty—by Abraham Lincoln, 
President of the United States, and approved by him. It was, there- 
fore, a finished fact, and the case been tried as the Constitution 
and law required it should be. It had reached a final resting-place, 
had been rounded and completed by that co-ordinate branch of the Gov- 
ernment to which it belonged. 

I say, then, that since the Constitution of the United States in terms 
expressly prohibits the enactment of ex post facto laws, it must at least 
in ares A a prohibit Congress from passing retroactive laws having the 
effect of annulling the decision of a case by a co-ordinate branch of the 
Government equally powerful with itself. On that ground, therefore, 
I protest against the proposed action of the House in passing this bill. 

But, sir, if it is tobe discussed, and we see that it not only has been, 
butis to be still further, let us look at the case in the character ofjudges, 
which, in theory at least, we are. Let us for a moment free ourselves 
from political influences and sit clothed in ermine as spotless as that 
worn by any judges of the land. 

Now, what are the admitted facts in thiscase? For it is proper that 
we should have them all before us, so that we may be able to determine 
the right or the wrong of the matter. First, there was a war of the 
rebellion, and during the war of the rebellion one subdivision of the 
armies of the United States was called the Army of Virginia. It is 
admitted on all hands that at the time in question Maj. Gen. John 
Pope was properly and legally in command of that army. It is ad- 
mitted that the Fifth Corps was a part of the Army of Virginia, and 
that Fitz-John Porter, then a major-general of United States volunteers, 
was in command of that corps. It is admitted on both sides that Fitz- 
John Porter, then a major-general of United States volunteers, and 
while in command of the Fifth Army Corps, was ordered by Maj. Gen. 
John Pope, then in command of the Army of Virginia, to move his 
command at a certain time and to be at a certain place mentioned in 
the order by a certain hour. It is further admitted that Fitz-John 
Porter there and then failed to comply with that order. It is admit- 
ted that for this disobedience of orders wr be conduct at the time 
charges and specifications were filed against him by a party authorized 
by law to file such charges. It is also admitted that a general court- 
martial was ordered and convened by proper constitutional authority 
to try Fitz-John Porter on the charges and specifications then filed. 
It is further admitted that said court-martial was a lawful and con- 
stitutional tribunal; that their proceedings were legal and constitutional. 
That court-martial was composed of the followi i ished officers 
of the United States Army: Maj. Gen. David Hunter, United States 
volunteers, president of the court; Maj. Gen. E. A. Hitchcock, United 
States volunteers; Brig. Gen. Rufus King, United States volunteers; 
Brig. Gen. B. M. Prentiss, United States volunteers; Brig. Gen. James 
B. Ricketts, United States volunteers; Brig. Gen. Silas Casey, United 
States volunteers; Brig. Gen. James A. Garfield, United States vol- 
unteers; Brig. Gen. N. B. Buford, United States volunteers; Brig. Gen. 
J. P. Slough, United States volunteers; and Col. J. Holt, Judge-Advo- 
cate-General. 

It is shown by the evidence taken before the court-martial, as well 
as by that taken before the famous Schofield commission, that Fitz- 
John Porter was at the time of the trial entirely satisfied with the per- 
sonnel of the court, as is shown by his own statements and admissions. 
It is admitted that Fitz-John Porter was fully heard by, and ably de- 
iended before, the court-martial, as shown by the fact that the trial 
lasted forty-fivedays. It is admitted that the case was fully examined 
both by the Secretary of War, who approved the findings and verdict 


of the court-martial, and by the President of the United States, who 
also approved its verdict and findings, and that, too, when all of the facts 
and circumstances of the case were fresh in their minds, and when their 
official lungs were full of the very air by which the case was surrounded. 
And this is the first time, Mr. Chairman, this morning is the first time, 
I have ever heard it questioned that the President failed to examine 
or had not examined fully the case, and that statement comes now as 
second-hand evidence, and not as evidence that would be considered in 
any court, and has not strength, solidity, or pungency enough to over- 
turn that legal presumption that an officer always discharges his lawful 
and constitutional duty. 

These, then, sir, are the admitted facts in the case in favor of the Gov- 
ernment and against Fitz-John Porter. Now, what reasons are pre- 
sented for offering this bill, having as its object the setting aside of the 
findings and sentence of the court-martial? These are important ques- 
tions, and afford an appropriate field of inquiry. It is claimed thata 
corps commander has certain discretion in the execution of the orders 
of his superior officer, and that Fitz-John Porter only exercised a proper 
discretion in refusing or neglecting to execute the orders of General 
Pope, his superior officer. is, then, is the first reason offered why 
we should set aside the proceedings of the court-martial. 

The second reason is that a commission appointed by President Hayes 
reported that injustice had been done to Fitz-John Porter by the court- 
martial; that the findings and verdict were wrong, and that the ap- 
proval thereof by the Secretary of War and the President of the United 
States was erroneous, and therefore that the whole proceedings ought 
to be set aside, and Fitz-John Porter reinstated to bis position in the 
Army, clothed with all the rank and power of an officer of the United 
States Army. 

It is further claimed that this position is strengthened by the fact 
that General Grant has written a letter stating that he believes injus- 
tice was done to Pérter; and fourth, and finally, it is urged by the gen- 
tleman from New York, General SLOCUM, as a reason why this billought 
to pass that General Garfield, a member of the court-martial and sub- 
sequently President of the United States, was the author of the move- 
ment for the restoration of Fitz-John Porter. 

I believe, sir, that this is a fair statement of the grounds and of the rea- 
sons urged by the friends of Fitz-John Porter, happily not a general now, 
why the bill should pass. We are sitting here now asa court of ap 
as a court of last resort, and it behooves us to consider the case fairly, 
fully, and dispassionately, and it is right and proper that the rights and 
interests of our Government should be considered as well as the rights 
and interests of Fitz-John Porter. 

The presumption of law is always that courts constitutionally author- 
ized, courts having jurisdiction of certain classes of cases, in tryi 
and deciding a cause have jurisdiction both of the subject-matter 
the person; and the presumption is also that the proceedings and judg- 
ments of the court are regular, lawful, and just. I presume that no 
gentleman having any care for his reputation as a lawyer or for his 
word will question the soundness of these legal propositions. These 
being admitted and applied to this case, the friends of the bill are com- 
pelled to produce sufficient reasons to show affirmatively that the judg- 
ment of the court-martial was erroneous, unlawful, and unjust. 

Let us examine their case as they have presented it, and see whether 
their reasons are well founded and whether they have shown afirma- 
tively either that the court was not properly organized, that it did not 
have jurisdiction of the subject-matter and person, or that the evidence 
did not warrant their findings. 

First, and as a part of the res gestæ, it must be remembered that there 
was a great rebellion raging against the constituted authorities of the 
Government at the time of the commission of the crimes alleged against 
Fitz-John Porter. That the Army of the United States was confronted 
at the very time by the organized army of the i ts. That in 
order to make the United States Army effective it was absolutely neces- 
sary to maintain discipline—not discipline alone, but military discipline. 
The neglect and refusal of a subordinate officer to obey implicitly the 
commands of a superior officer in the face of the enemy is an infraction 
of discipline and a violation of military law. Friends of Fitz-John 
Porter having admitted that General Pope’s orders to Porter were not 
obeyed, have they shown any exercise of that proper, legitimate dis- 
cretion claimed for Fitz-John Porter as a sufficient excuse? I claim 
that they have not, And upon what ground do I make the statement? 
It is urged upon the part of the friends of this measure that it was a 
dark night, some of the witnesses testifying that it rained, that the 
road was crowded with Sele A that it was impossible for him-to move 
along that road, and therefore that he exercised only a proper discretion 
in neglecting and refusing to obey the order as it was given to him. 

An investigation of the factsshows, however, that the order was re- 
ceived at 9.40 o’clock p. m. The order itself shows he was to move at 
1 o’clock a. m., and that he must be at a point mentioned in the order 
at daylight. Now, there was from 9.40 p. m. until 1 o’clock a. m. in 
which he had an opportunity to clear the road of the -train that 
stood in the way and prevented, as he claimed, the movement of his 
troops. Three hours and twenty minutes to get a wagon-train off the 
road. Is there a soldier here who does not know from his own expe- 
rience that an hour, ay, half an hour, was enough to put every one of 
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those wagons into park, and if not into park, into the woods, to have 
removed them from th that road? But was he driven to that necessity ? 
Not by any means. It is a fact that very near the camp, and running 
very nearly parallel to the road, was the railroad track. True it was, 
there were trains passing occasionally on that track. But most of the 
time the railroad track was free and clear. And it is not claimed that 
Porter attempted to move his troops along that railroad track and there- 
by obey the order. 

Is that all? The evidence shows further there was a road on either 
side of this railroad track. And no one claims there was any obstruc- 
tion on those roads; and it is not claimed he attempted to move on 
either side of the railroad track. 

Then how can it be claimed here that he was exercising a proper dis- 
cretion in failing to comply with the order of his superior officer, when 
the order on its face admonished him of the fact that it was very im- 
portant he should be at that point by daylight? 

Then, sir, that part of the case has not been made out by Fitz-John 
Porter. Then, how can we with propriety discuss, as applied to this 
case, the question as to what a legitimate, lawful, and proper discre- 
tion of a military officer is in disobeying or modifying the orders of his 
superior officer? I will guarantee there can not be produced a military 
authority of any standing in the world that authorizes a subordinate 
military officer to either modify or refuse to obey a lawful, pointed, 
positive, explicit order of his superior officer? 

Ah! but they say if it is physically impossible for him to perform it 
then he is excused. That is true; but it is not shown that there was 
any physical impossibility about it at all. For the evidence discloses 
the fact that at the very time when Fitz-John Porter moved, starting 
at 3-0’clock, wagons were on the road then, and that in spite of those 
wagons he did move down there and reached the place about 10 o’clock. 
Then that part of the case has not been made out. Let us see then 
whether the other reasons urged are enough to influence this body to 
set aside this legal constitutional judgment of a court of competent ju- 
risdiction. 

It is claimed that a commission appointed by the President of the 
United States investigated this case fully in time of peace and when 
the sound and tumult of war were not ringing in their ears; when the 
passions of men weré cool; when their judgments were clear, and when 
they were able to decide upon the case without fear, favor, or preju- 
dice. And we were informed by the gentleman from New York having 
charge of this bill [Mr. SLocum] that itis folly for us to attempt to try 
this case; that it has already been tried by a military commission, and 
that our duty, and all we have to do, is to adits with the recommenda- 
tions of that commission. 

What kind of a commission was this? In describing it I shall do 
myself the pleasure, with his permission, of quo the language of 
the distinguished lawyer and soldier from . CUTCHEON J, 
who so happily pointed out the features and described ‘the form and 
complexion of this same commission: 

The Schofield board, so called, wasa board created by no law. It had no legal 
status, It was known to no law. ea e to no law. If they took 
an oath it was an e: no re 


They could = epee no bin 
It wes merely personal 


A of wieeasen be erent 
pele ain This was the character of the tribunal, 
tary asks 


It is made manifest by the majority report of the Military Commit- 
tee that this commission, this late Schofield investigation, was held at 
West Point, and it is urged as a reason why we should adopt that in 
preference to a judgment found here in the city of W. the 
seat of government, thatit is pean quiet, and pleasant, and that no 
jarring influences surrounded the court. That brings to my mind a 
question which has entered very largely into this case, the question of 
West Point and its influences. From some of the speeches delivered 
here one would that Maj. Gen. John was the defendant, 
and that it devol ee upon the Congress of the United States to vindi- 
cate him. I want to say one word in reply to the vile slings that have 
been hurled at a man whose tion for pana = try, and abil- 
ity stands above that of any man who has assail: here. Who is 
General Pope? He was born at the seat of pono of the Terri- 
tory of Illinois, at Kaskaskia. I am proud of the fact that he was 
born and brought up in my district. His father was the first Delegate 
in Congress from the Territory of Illinois, and the first United States 
judge of the Territory and of the State of Illinois. He sat and pre- 
sided with wisdom, Pater and judgment over the United States 
court of that State for 

Ay, who is John Pope? He fas was educated at the Military Academy 
at West Point and graduated with honor. He was appointed an officer 
in the Army of the United States in 1846. He was three times bre- 
vetted for gallantry on the field in the war with Mexico.. He has never 
turned his back upon the foe, whether foreign or domestic. He has 
never quailed in the face of the enemy. Although he has sometimes 


met with defeat, it was because of the insubordination and treachery 
and to my mind the unqualified treason of just such officers as Fitz- 
John Porter. 

And yet gentlemen come here and claim that he ought to be blamed 
because he did not succeed, when the very man in whose interest they 
are pleading was the man who sulked in his tent like the Grecian war- 
rior of old before the walls of Troy, because forsooth a man who gradu- 
ated at West Point before he did and was higher in rank than was 
he had been made his superior officer. 

That is not the only case where men sulked in their tents during the 
war because they were not promoted to important commands in prefer- 
ence to some other men to whom they claimed to be superior. 

Let me refer to an event in history. I filled but a humble position 
in the United States Army during the last war, butin the positions filled 
by me, beginning with that of private soldier, I tried to do my duty. - I 
remember some of the facts that occurred within my own experience. I 
sometimes studied maps, as described by the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Stocum] in his speech. 

I remember the 22d of July, 1864, when the Army of the Tennessee 
was driven back by the wild untamable forces of Hood’s army before 
Atlanta, when the brave James B. McPherson fell as he was gallantly 
leading his forces. I remember when the Seventeenth Army Corps was 
being driven back, its field hospital and army trains having been capt- 
ured, and consternation had taken possession of the whole corps, and 
defeat was staring in the face every soldier in that army, and a tremor 
went through the frame of every man for fear that all the ground gained 
in the one hundred and one days of our march from Buzzard Roost to 
Atlanta would be lost. At that moment, at that awful and critical mo- 
ment, there was a soldier who was born in the county adjoining that in 
which John Pope was born, who had been a friend of his boyhood, who 
had served with him in the Mexicaħ war and also in that war, came 
down as the Assyrian came down, with his coal-black hair and his flam- 
ing eyes blazing with the patriotism and heroism of his soul, and took 
command of the Army of the Tennessee and hurled back the forces of 
Hood and turned defeat into victo: That man was John A. Logan. 
irpan on the Republican side.] 

Then there was sulking in the tents of some other men. Although 
General Logan had saved the army from defeat, although he had taken 
command of it when our troops were in full retreat, and although he 
had rescued it and had gained a most magnificent victory by the force 
of his own genius, still there was sulking in tents, for he had the bar- 
sinister across his escutcheon of not having graduated at West Point. 
In the face of that grand service, in the face of his service in Mexico, 
in the face of the fact that he had been wounded at Shiloh and at Fort 
Donelson, and in the face of the fact that he had led his corps to vic- 
tory and had saved that army, a West Pointer was put over his head 
and he was deprived of the golden spurs he had won on that field. 

Did John A. Logan sulk in his tent? No, sir. 

Mr. BELFORD. I would like to aszk—— ; 

Mr. THOMAS. I decline to be interrupted. I will tell you why 
General Logan did not sulk in his tent when another was placed in 
command over him; I will tell you why he did not send fault- 
quibbling, disloyal ‘dispatches to another officer. John A. Logan was 
a volunteer soldier who entered the service to endeavor to save his 
country from the hands of traitors, and he was ready to fight wher- 
ever he might be placed. And this was proven by the fact that on the 
28th day of July, just afterward, he led his own corps into the fight on 
the right of Atlanta and there won another magnificent victory. 

Not so with Fitz-John Porter, who had been educated at West Point 
and under its influence had been led to think and believe that fidelity 
to one of their own number, fidelity to one of the graduates of that in- 
stitution, was a higher, broader, greater, and more binding duty than 
fidelity to his commanding officer and to his country. Every one who 
has studied the question knows the infiuence of educational establish- 
ments, 

The CHAIRMAN [Mr. TowNSHEND]. The time of the gentleman 
has expired. 

Mr. THOMAS. I ask that my time be extended, as has been done 
in the case of every other man who has requested it. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. I hope it may be done by unanimous consent. 

The CHAIRMAN. How much additional time does the gentleman 
desire? 

Mr. THOMAS. I will ask for thirty minutes. 

There was no objection, and the additional time was accordingly 
granted. 

Mr. THOMAS. I thank the committee for its courtesy. 

To follow out the idea I had in my mind, I will say that educational 
establishments have ever regarded their graduates as their children. 
They stand up for them from the time they enter to theirdeath. There 
is always a community of interest as well on the part of the institution 
in its corporate capacity as on the part of the men who graduate from it. 

And so you will find that West-Pointers come back to the fidelity of 
other years and to the support of Fitz-John Porter. They are the men 
‘ka hee ater that the high character of that institution is being dam- 
aged by this record paar naan ie graduates, and therefore they want 
to wipe it out. 
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Ah, do they ever come to the front in trying to wipe any stain from 
the record of a volunteer soldier? I have yet to hear of the first case 


of that kind. But who is it that urges the of this bill? Who 
are the men? What are their political affiliations? For in spite of all 
we can do, we find there are political considerations. 

But before speaking of that I will refer to another matter to which 
my notes call so! erie They say that General Grant has recently 
written a letter in which he says that he has investigated the case and 
changed his mind ; and they therefore urge that by reason of his great 
position, his admitted military genius, and the fact of his having been 
the President of the United States, his having changed his mind ought 
to be a sufficient excuse for other people ing theirs. When Gen- 
eral Grant voluntarily comes in and puts himself in the place of a wit- 
ness in this case, he must be measured by the same rules and gauges 
by which other witnessesare measured. His evidence is only entitled 
to the consideration to which his reasons may show it to be entitled. 
Now, the letter written by General Grant, and introduced in the ma- 
jority report, is not the only one he has ever written; and by way of 
answering this charge of malignity on the part of Major-General Pope 
against Fitz-John Porter I will call attention to the following letter, 
dated Washington, April 18, 1874, when, mark you, U. S. Grant was 
President : 

. WASHINGTON, April 18, 1874. 
Mr. PRESIDENT: It is no doubt known to you that General Fitz-John Porter 
claims to have procured evidence since his trial, not attainable at the time, which 
would either acquit him of the crime of which he stands convicted or greatly 
modify the findings and sentence of the court-martial before which he was tried, 
and that he hasembodied in a petae eee hlet the kind and character of this 
ens ane a he expects to ish by it, together with an appeal for a 
“it is wi ay asserted by those who sympathize with him, and iprobaniy believed 
by many who have no personal interest in his case, that influences hostile to 
him have restrained you from exantining this statement of his case, and have 
thus worked great injustice by preventing the Executive from considering 
statements or evidence which might vindicate his character. 

It is needless tosay to you that I have never used any influence with you, per- 
sonal or other, to prevent the investigation of hisstatements, nor even intimated 
to you in any manner that I objected to any action you might think proper to 
take in the matter. 

Nevertheless, as I do not wish even to seem to consent to any additional mis- 
conceptions cuncerning me or my action in this case, I beg (if you have not al- 
ready done so) that you will yourself, Mr. President, examine as fully into the 
question as you think justice or mercy demands; or that you will order a board 
of competent officers of high rank, unconnected with the armies or transactions 
involved, to investigate fully the statements of this new evidence made by Gen- 
eral Porter, and report to you what, ifamy, bearing it would have upon the find- 
ings ae ae of his poles nag F oa = a could = fully lished. 

am, , very respectful , your o! servant, 
ki JOHN POPE, Brigadier-General, U, 8. A. 
General U. S. GRANT, 
President 


of the United States. 


Does that show that General Pope was pursuing this man; that there 
was any malignity in his heart; that he was not willing that justice 
should be done to Fitz-John Porter? I think every fair-minded man 
must answer that the contrary appears; that General Pope begged that 
the case might be investigated, so that justice might be done. Let us 
see what General Grant says in answer to that letter, for General Grant 
wrote another letter than the one presented here by Fitz-John Porter 
in his own behalf: À 

7 ExECUTIVE Mansion, Washington, D. C., May 9, 1874. 

My DEAR GENERAL: Your letter of the 18th of April, in regard to your posi- 
tion in the matter of a ng of Reson Portes Surtanatial. was 
duly received. You are under the apprehension that I had not fully examined 
the’case, or rather that the public so t, and that you had used means to 
prevent me from giving the subject fair consideration. 

In reply I will make two emphaticstatements: First, tothe best of my recol- 
lection T Lave never had but one letter from you on thissubject prior to the one 
Iam now eect preset ng Lng the uest that if I contem- 

lated reopening the case I examine sides. I read during the trial the evi- 

ence and the final findings of the court, looking upon the whole trial as one of 
ga importance, and patiosleny so to the Army and Navy. When General 


with care and attention, determined if he had wro; and I could right 
rr ane dor Boe frome pooucbey that no new facts were that could 
be fairly considered, that it was of doubtful by the mere authority 
of bane rel could be given, 
pues U. S. GRANT, 
General Jonny Pops, U. 8. A. 
True copies: 
C. S. ILSLEY, 
Captain and Ai 

A MEMBER. What is the date of that letter? 

Mr. THOMAS. ‘“‘Executive Mansion, Washington, D. C., May 9, 
1874.” 


Mr. BELFORD. I would like to ask the gentleman a question, not 
to be taken out of his time. 
Mr. THOMAS. I can not yield. I have only a few moments re- 


maini 

Mr. BELFORD. This is not be be taken out of the gentleman’s 
time. 

Mr. THOMAS. But it must come out of my time; and I object to 


being interrupted. 

It was claimed here by the gentleman tm charge of this bill [Mr. 
Stocum] that Garfield put this movement on foot, was the 
author of this bill. The gentleman said substantially, if not emphat- 


ically, that if Garfield were living he would doubtless support this bill. 


That was the inference. Let us see whether that is true or not. Out 
of his own mouth shall he be judged: 
Hovse OF REPRESENTATIVES UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. C., July 21, 1880, 
My DEAR Sm: Accept my thanks for your very interesting letter of the 2d 
instant in reference tothe Fitz-John Porter case. The facts you relate are so 
entirely in accordance with my own understan of the case that I shall be 
lad to make use of them in case I on that subject. It would add force to 
e case if you are willing that your name should be used, but ofcourse I would 
not do this without yourconsent. Any othermemoranda you may have orare 
pleased to make will be received with thanks. The Schofie! have recom- 
mended and the House Committee on Military Affairs have adopted the astound- 
ing age pope to pass a law annulling and setting aside as void the lawful sen- 
tence of a court-martial executed more than asia pas ago. Ofcourse they 
thereby virtually condemn the court and President Lincoln. It seemstomethe 
zor extreme to which 
without such a review of hi 


J. A. GARFIELD., 

Hon. ALFRED E. LEE, 

United States Consul-General, Frankfort-on-the-Main. 

Here is an answer to the charge of the gentleman from New York 
that Garfield would have supported this measure. There was also a 
letter from General Garfield read by the gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. CurcHEon], addressed to the late Major-General Cox, which is a 
complete 'and perfect answer to the charge that Garfield favored or 
would favor this bill. 

But let us see who are supporting this bill and urging the re-appoint- 
ment of Fitz-John Porter. It is the followers of McClellan, whose re- 
moval filled the heart of Fitz-John Porter with venom and hatred. Who 
was McClellan? He was the man who, after he was displaced, was 
taken up by the ‘‘Copperheads”’ and the ‘‘Sons of Liberty’? and the 
men who were opposed to putting down the rebellion, and run asa can- 
didate for President against Abraham Lincoln. 

Mr. BRUMM. Put up by the men in favor of an armistice with the 


enemy. 

Mr. THOMAS. Who else are supporting this bill? A great number 
of the men who'come up‘ here now and propose by their votes to sus- 
tain Fitz-John Porter, who propose to cast a shadow of disgrace on the 
memory of Abraham Lincoln, who propose thereby to dishonor Edwin 
M. Stanton and the members of the court-martial, are the men who 
stood in the rebel ranks, arrayed against their country and their coun- 
try’s flag, shouting, ‘‘ Hurrah for McClellan.” 

As then, so now, we find the same men following Little Mae and 
Fitz-John Porter. And I ask whether it is fair for these men who had 
no part or parcel in maintaining the discipline of the United States 
Army, and did nothing to maintain the Government which was saved 
by the efforts of the good Union people of the country, to come here 
and champion Fitz-John Porter’s cause. It comes with poor grace 
from those men who were opposed to the war, whether south or north 
of Mason and Dixon’s line—I mean the Sons of Liberty and the cow- 
ardly Copperheads of the North, who were infamously and infinitely 
worse than the men who stood before us fighting for what they be- 
lieved to be right. I repeat, it comes with poor from them now 
to come in here and try to turn back the pages of history and wipe out 
the records of the gallant men who passed this judgment at the time, 
with all the facts and all the circumstances and all the necessities of 
the case fully upon them. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

In the name of Abraham Lincoln, in the name of that court, in the 
name of the great war Secretary, Edwin M. Stanton, in the name of 
the men who fell in battle on the 29th, as shown by the evidence taken 
by this military commission itself, I protest against the of this 
bill. I protest in the name of the men who fell because Fitz-John Por- 
ter failed to come to their rescue while they were fighting during the 
livelong day and bleeding and dying. I protest against the passage of 
this bill in the name of the widows ‘eines homes were made desolate 
because of the treachery of Fitz-John Porter. Inthe name of theorphan 
children who still mourn the fathers who fell on that field, I protest 
against the passage of this bill. I protest against it in the name of our 
country and her history. I protest against it in the name of patriotism 
and loyalty. I protest against it for the further reason that it is making 
treason, disobedience of orders, and insubordination in the Army hon- 
orable, and while it makes them honorable it puts the brand of con- 
demnation upon thé record of the men who saved and preserved this a 
nation. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. BELFORD. I desire to ask the gentleman one question. I 
want to know for my own guidance whether his judgment in the Fitz- 
John Porter case is better than the judgment of the greatest soldier 
this world has seen from the time of Julius Cesar. 

Mr. THOMAS. Does the gentleman refer to Fitz-John Porter or to 
Ulysses 8. Grant? 

Mr. BELFORD. I say that General Grant is the greatest general 
this world has seen from the time of Julius Cesar, and he has certified 
to the country that this judgment is unjust and ought to be reversed. 

Mr. THO It is admitted that General Grant is the greatest 

since that time. 

Mr. FOLLETT. Mr. Chairman, I had hoped and believed when we 
entered on the discussion of this case that it was not a political question. 
In the progress of the discussion I had hoped the fact would he demon- 
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strated that this was not a political question, and that the Representa- 
tives of the people would sit in their judicial capacity, entirely free of 
all prejudice and bias resulting from political association. But the 
gentleman who has just preceded me has disclosed the animus of the 
opposition to the pen measure. It is that it is not treason against 
the Government with which Fitz-John Porter is charged, but treason 
alleged against Pope, and therefore this House is to divide upon a ques- 
tion involving the character, involving the rights, of an American citi- 
zen as partisans between Porter and Pope. If that is the attitude the 
case assumes, then I say we, as Representatives of the people, should 
let them fight out their personal battle between themselves, while we 
should look simply to the reputation of a man whose character up to 
the 27th day of August, 1862, as has been admitted by every man who 
has spoken on this subject, was without stain and without blemish. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him one ques- 
tion ? 

Mr. FOLLETT. I want to say simply this, that while the Represent- 
atives on the side of the question which I propose to discuss have 
scarcely interrupted any gentleman speaking on the other side, there 
have been almost continuous speeches of gentlemen of the other side in- 
terjected into the remarks of those who have been speaking on the side 
which I advocate. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I wish toask the gentleman one question on the 
point which he is now discussing. Will he permit me to ask it? 

Mr. FOLLETT. Certainly. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Has not General Pope been unnecessarily attacked 
by the other side in this debate, and has not his defense in this debate 
been caused by the fact that gentlemen who are defending Fitz-John 
Porter on this floor could not seem to do it without attempting to as- 
perse the character of other men who, whatever may have been their 
ability in war, fought faithfully under the flag of our country, and who 
have never had the stain of treason cast on them? [Applause on the 
Republican side. 

Mr. TOWNS . Thatis not the question. 

Mr. FOLLETT. Mr. Chairman, I want to say again that under the 
guise of asking a question gentlemen upon the other side are continu- 
ally interj their speeches into the debate when gentlemen favoring 
this bill are upon the floor. 

I will now answer the question, in so far as it was a question. I for 
one shall not attack the character of General Pope. I do not propose 
to say of Pope anything that he has not said of himself. On the contrary, 
I propose to confine myself in this discussion to the record, for I know 
nothing about this controversy, and I want to know nothing about it 
outside of the record that was made before the court-martial. 

When I became a member of this body, knowing that this question 
must come before it, and believing that it was a question of vital im- 
portance to the people of the United States, I investigated this case as 
carefully as I could from my training and habits, and also from my 
ability, such as it is, to scrutinize testimony; and I reached just the 
eer that has been reached by most men, at least those who have 

y examined the testimony, that upon that testimony no man 
should have been convicted of any crime whatever. And further than 
that, sir, if General Porter was guilty as alleged, he ought not to be 
living to-day to be asking at the hands of the American Congress the 
redress which, if he was not guilty, it is our right and duty to give. 

Mr. Chairman, it has been said that we have no power to act in this 
case. If there is any line of party demarkation upon this question, I 
have simply this to say: that the party to which I have the honor to 
belong has always believed that the military should be subordinate to 
the civil power. [Applause on the Democratic side.] And especially 
is that so when one occupying the position which Fitz-John Porter has 
once occupied has performed the services for the Government which 
Fitz-John Porter once performed, did the duties required of him, not 
simply efficiently and with ability, but with a zeal and alacrity alinost 
unknown in the Army up to thathour. I say that when a man of that 
kind and of that character has been tried and convicted it is not simply 
the right but it is the duty of every member of Congress to scan that 
record with close scrutiny and ascertain whether that conviction was 
predicated upon such testimony as ought to impeach the character of 
a citizen once occupying the high position which he occupied. Why, 
Mr. Chairman, at the very outset of this session of Congress, when word 
came that an American citizen had been tried in an English court, and 
that having been tried he had been convicted, and there was doubt in 
the public mind of his having been granted a fair and impartial trial, 
the American Congress without a dissenting voice passed a resolution 
asking the executive department of the Government to urge a suspen- 
sion of that sentence until we had an opportunity to investigate the 
character of the trial and ascertain whether or not that American citi- 
zen had been condemned unjustly. To-day, Mr. Chairman, when Fitz- 
John Porter, with the bright record conceded to him, knocks at the 
door of this Congress and asks us to do just what we asked might be 
aia e case pol Deon, the psd pst American citizen under 

Ww, we men objecting, too, notwithstanding the 
fact that he had done those services and performed those duties which 
wrote his name upon American history in indelible letters, not merely 
as a general of ability and of courage, but as a patriot without spot and 
without blemish. 
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Now, Mr. Chairman, we find in the discussions which have taken 
place by gentlemen who oppose this measure that their claim is that 
the court that re-examined this case was not an authorized tribunal; 
that it was not in fact a court judicially constituted. We are told 
that the men who testified before that court could not have been prose- 
cuted for perjury. What do we care how it was constituted, so they 
present us with the facts upon which we can act? A complete an- 
swer to the claim that no witness could be prosecuted for perjury for 
testimony given before the re-examining board is found in the fact that 
no prosecution for perjury was ever instituted against any witness 
who testified in the trial before the original court-martial. Yet it is 
apparent from the great conflict in the testimony that some of the 
witnesses must have perjured themselves upon that trial. Who doubts 
it? I think, Mr. Chairman, that a man who will lie at all will lie 
whether he be under oath or not under oath, and there is not in this 
country a court in which you can not impeach the character of a wit- 
ness on the ground that he is a constitutional liar and therefore can 
not be believed on oath. 

Prosecutions for perjury, forsooth, to determine the character of 
testimony submitted upon a hearing or investigation of any question ! 
I am totally indifferent as to whether or not Generals Schofield, Terry, 
and Getty were the three men that the gentleman who has preceded 
me refers to as constituting exactly the court that he says General Pope 
wanted organized for the purpose of reinvestigating this matter. I 
care not whether the men that they called were under oath or not un- 
der oath. They took an abundance of testimony; the Government 
was represented; both sides brought all the witnesses they desired to 
bring before that court. They reinvestigated the question at issue; 
haying done so and made their report, that report is to me of as much 
validity and importance as a guide for my action here as a member of 
this House as it would be if it had been a court organized under all 
the forms of law and with all the solemnities of the woolsack accom- 
panying it. What we want to know here is simply what are the facts, 
and knowing them, our duty as members of this Congress is clearly 
defined and marked ont. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, what was the character of the testimony upon 
which Fitz-John Porter was convicted? Where was the weight of testi- 
mony? Gentlemen say that it is our duty to sustain the action of 
that court-martial unless satisfied that that action was clearly wrong. 
So itis. But in ascertaining whether that aetion was right or wrong 
what is our duty? We are to make an investigation of that testimony; 
for we have all of it that was before the court-martial. And I have 
yet to learn that there is a sacredness and a solemnity about a court- 
martial that its proceedings are to be binding and conclusive upon us 
so that we cannot investigate them. 

I say that the members of that court-martial were bound, if regardful 
of the duties which they had to perform, to convict Fitz-John Porter 
only in ease the testimony against him admitted of no reasonable doubt 
of his guilt. That is the rule, sir, that applies in every case of a crimi- 
nal character; and Fitz-John Porter was with the highest crime. 
Applying this rule, applying the rule applicable in every case of a judi- 
cial character unless it be a court-martial—about them I know very 
little, and I do not want to know very much—butapplying these rules, 
how stands his case? Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to examine a few 
of the facts. I have said I wanted to call your attention to the chayac- 


“ter of the testimony that was permitted to be given upon this trial. 


Allusion has been made to the testimony of a witness, T. C. H. Smith, 
a gentleman whom I know very well, who was evidently carried off his 
feet and off the position which he naturally and properly should have 
assumed as simply a witness. He gives this testimony before that 
court, and its very admission shows, as it seems to me, the animus of 
the prosecution of this case: 


After my a: 7 pitched and I had had something to eat, I went over to 


General rted to him briefly what I had in regard to the am- 
munition. one said to him : ‘General, I saw General Porter on my way here.” 
Said he, “ Well, sir.” I said, “General, he will fail you.” “ Fail me,” said he; , 


“what do you mean? What did he say?” Said I, “It is not so much what he 
said, —_— he said Soh: he is going to fail you.” These expressions I re- 
peat. Ithink I remember them with exactness, for I was excited at the time 
from the impression that had been made upon me. Said General Pope, “How 
can he fail me? He will fight where Apok an him; he will fight where I put him ;” 
or, ““ He must fight bol ra AE aoe him; ust fight where I put him’’—one of 
these expressions. General Pope said with a great deal of feeling and im- 
petuously, and cect bey overbearingly, and in an excited manner. I replied in 
the same way, say that I was certain that Fitz-John Porter was a traitor; 
that I would shoot him that night, so far as any crime before God was con- 
cerned, if the law would allow me to do it. 

I speak of this to show the conviction that I received from General Porter's 
manner and expressions in that interview. 


A court-martial trying a man upon a charge of crime admitting 

conversation between third parties away from the case without the 
hearing of the accused; and then not wid he said but the manner of 

saying it! A court-martial receiving such testimony is something so 
high that the American Congress can not reach it to rectify the wrong 
it has done! Who ever heard upon a trial of a civil suit, where the 
rules of law were administered, of conversations between third parties 
being admitted as testimony upon which a verdict could be rendered? 
And further than that, who ever heard of a man being convicted upon 
the manner of his expression and not upon what he had said? This 
is a great mind-reader, who gets into the thoughts of a man’s heart not 
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only by what he says but simply by the manner of saying it. And} _ Mr. FOLLETT. Ishould be glad, Mr. Chairman, to be interrupted 


conviction is had not upon what a man did but upon his manner of 
speech. The thing for Fitz-John Porter to do is perhaps to rid him- 
self of a feeling that I should imagine might be natural when he en- 
counters a man of that character, and avoid being convicted of treason 
because he might forget to speak with all the deference of a suppliant 
toa man who chances for the time being to come from his superior 
officer. 

One thing farther. After thatcourt-martial had repeatedly admitted 
the testimony of witnesses as to what was their opinion of orders on 
behalf of the prosecution, the same questions when they were repeated 
by the defence were ruled out, the court deciding against their admis- 
sibility. That same court-martial had one of its members come down— 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEIFER] said yesterday his testimony 
extended only to a half page or the third of a page—come down from 
his seat as a member of that court and testify on behalf of the Govern- 
ment; and that too in rebuttal, where there was no opportunity to reply 
to the testimony that he had given. Rebuttal upon a point of great 
significance and vital importance. It was simply the question of what 
occurred upon the eventful 29th day of August. If there is any rule 
of law known to the administration of justice in this country and in 
every State, it is that the judge that tries a case shall not only be im- 
Pave but that he shall not be a witness in the case he sits upon. 

Applause. ] 


Why, Mr. Chairman, there are very few lawyers, in my section of the 
country at least, who, when it is necessary that they should testify in 
a case of which they have charge, will afterwards have anything to do 
with the conduct of the case. Buthereis a judge, an honorable man— 
I hope so, I do not know him, neither do I know Fitz-John Porter— 

-and I say there is not in all these charges that have been made against 
Fitz-John Porter anything to compare so far as the sense of American 
justice is concerned with a judge coming down to testify in a case that 
is being tried before him. [Applause.] 

Ah, but we are told that this is a matter of frequent occurrence in 
courts-martial. If that be so, then all the more reason for standing by 
the doctrine of the fathers, that the military shall be subordinate to 
the civil power, and we will teach them justice, right, and the proper 
administration of the law. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I do not wish to interrupt the gentleman, but 
being anew member and not knowing much about the subject, I would 
like to ask him if the gentleman who opened this case and laid out the 

und on which he expects to sustain his position in favor of relieving 
itz-John Porter did not in the most emphatic language tell us that 
we, being civilians, did not know anything about the case, that we did 
not have the capability of knowing anything about it, and that it was 
the most sublime humbug for this House to attempt to determine -it ? 

Mr. FOLLETT. And I agree entirely with what the gentleman 
said, and I want to say that I thank God that we do not know about 
it, if that is the character of it. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. If you and I do not know anything abont it, 
how can we consistently vote to set aside the verdict of a court-martial 
which, being composed of military men according to the standard laid 
down by the gentleman who opened this case, did know-something 
about it and did decide it ? 

Mr. FOLLETT. I have undertaken to say just exactly how I do 
know something about it. I have read the testimony. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. So have many of us here. 

Mr. FOLLETT. And when I read the testimony in a trial of a case 
it is not necessary for me to ask anybody what in my opinion should 
be the proper judgment to be rendered upon it, especially when I know 
that the testimony I have before me.is all the testimony that there is 
in the case. But I say again, as I have before said, that when the 
rights of an American citizen who had stood high and made a fair and 
honorable name are to be assailed and trampled down by such a trial 
and such testimony, I at least, as one of the Representatives in the 
American will by my voice and by my vote interpose a 
that wrong that injustice. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. STEELE. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. GIBSON. I hope my friend from Ohio [Mr. FOLLETT] will not 
allow these interruptions. 

Mr. FOLLETT. I want to say a word or two more right here. The 
gentleman who preceded me [Mr. THoMAs] has taken special pains to de- 
nounce West Point, to denounce the men who have received a military 
education, to denounce men whose training has been in the line of mil- 
itary science and duty, to denounce the men, I assert here and now, 
who led to victory in the last war the forces upon the part of the Union. 
I do not mean to say that there were not gallant volunteer officers. 
I do not mean to say that there were not gallant men in that contest 
who never had received a military education. But the men who stood 
at the front, whose judgment was relied upon, who led the forces of the 
North to victory, were men who graduated at West Point. And if we 
had not had them there would not be to-day the rejoicing over the vic- 
tories of our armies that it is our pride to be enabled to participate in. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I would like to ask the gentleman one question. 

Many MEMBERS. Order! Order! 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Were not the majority of the members of that 
court-martial graduates of West Point? 


all the time if it were not for the fact that we are understood to be di- 
viding the time upon this discussion. We on this side of the House 
are entitled to only one-half of the time, and to it gentlemen on 
the other’side to occupy half of our time and all of their own in this 
discussion would be hardly fair. - 

I want to allude to another thing which was stated by the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. KEIFER] in this discussion yesterday. He read atel- 
egram from General McClellan to General Porter, and said that that 
telegram upon its face showed just the opinion that McClellan had of 
General Porter at the time the telegram was sent. Now, I want to say 
just what General McClellan said about that when he was under oath, 
when there was all the sanctity and solemnity of an oath, upon which 
they say he could have been prosecuted for perjury. But I happen to 
be one who believes that General McClellan, under oath or not under 
oath, could never speak anything but the truth. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] Here is what he said, the reason he gave for send- 
ing any dispatch: 

I sent it in accordance with a request of the President of the United States, 
who sent for me on that day and told me that he had understood that there 
was an unkind feeling on the part of the Army of the Potomac toward General 
Pope, and Kg Sram me to my personal influence to correct it by te! ph- 
ing either to General Porter or to any other of my friends there. I told — 

Now, mark what General McClellan said— 

I told him that I did not consider it n , but illi 
sa Thad we ADE INRIA MIT ONE MOA BOLINA DEAT or Une TONDA oe 


all connected with it would do their duty, without there being any necessity 
for any action on my part. 


Yet we have an argument here, predicated upon that dispatch, that 
McClellan knew, that the President knew in advance, that Fitz-John 
Porter intended treason, and did notintend to obey the orders of his com- 
manding officer. 

I say now and here that the spirit of every order sent $o General 
Porter was obeyed, if not in the letter; in a way to be more effective 
and do more for the service and to accomplish the result sought in a bet- 
ter manner than it would have been had it been obeyed to the letter. 

It is said that after the order of the 27th of August was received Gen- 
eral Porter sent for his subordinate officers for the purpose of conferring 
with them as to what should be done in compliance with that order. 
The testimony shows that the officers were already there, and that the 
communication made by General Porter to them was that. the order 
had been received and they must be ready to march at 1 o’clock in the 
morning. ’ 

General Porter was not the man to suggest any modification of the 
order. The subordinate officers, those who had been at the head of the 
forces marching through the heat and dust on that day: those who com- 
manded privates that marched from fifteen to twenty miles that day and 
had just gone into camp, some of them not yet in camp; privates who 
had not yet received their rations, who had had but one meal that day 
and had not then had their suppers; the men who would require at 
least two hours to be properly fed and rested ready to resume the march— 
those officers said the order can be better obeyed by starting at 3 
o’clock in the morning than by starting at 1 at night. 

Further than that, gentlemen say there was a good road to travel 
over. What was the information brought that night by the messenger 
sent with that order from Pope? Let us see what General Butterfield 
says. Here is his version of it, and I want to read the whole of it: 

He handed the order to General Morell or to General Sykes, who were 
ent, and said there was a chance for a short Peete ee of that sort (I do 
not remember the exact words), indicating there was but little time for 
preparation. General Sykes or General Morell, I do not remember which (one 
or both of them), ke in regard to the fatigue our troops had endured, the 
darkness of the night, and the fact that in theirj the troops would beof 
more service to start at a later hour than they would by starting at the hour 
named. In reply to these remarks General Porter spoke rather decidedly ; that 
there was the order, it must be obeyed; that those who gave the order knew 
whether the necessities of the case would warrant the exertions that had to be 
made to comply with it. 

Treason in Porter! 


I do not state that as his exact words, but as the substance of what he said. 
Captain De Kay— 


He was the man that brought the order— 
Captain De Kay, who brought the order, was then present, and was asked some 
nestions about the road. He stated that it was very dark, and that the road was 
of teams. General ar I think, suggested thatit would be impossible for 
us to move at the hour named if the road was full of teams; that they could not 
find the way. General Porter called two aids, and sent them off to investigato 
the condition of the road, and to ask General Pope to have the road cleared so 
that we could come up. When we got outside the darkness was so apparent (to 
use such an expression) and it seemed to be such a matter of impossibility to 
move, General Porter said : “ In consideration of all the circumstances I will 
fix the hour at 3 o'clock instead of 1. You will be ready to move promptly.” 

There is General Porter’s connection with that order of August 27 
as detailed by an officer unimpeached and unim ble. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to allude to the other order of August 
29. I am not going to repeat the testimony that has been given here, 
but General Pope himself on the morning of the 30th of August declared 
that he had fought the combined forces of the enemy. What did the 
expression mean? What was it intended to be understood as mean- 
ing by Pope’s superior officers to whom that report was made? Not 
merely that he fought Jackson’s forces; not merely that he had a part 
of the rebel forces opposed to him, but that he had all combined. Yet 
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when he went before the military court he testified that no considera- 
ble part of Longstreet’s forces were there. 

Now let us see how.that report reads. It is the report made on the 
30th of August, 1862: 


NEAR GROVETON, VIRGINIA, 5a. m. 
Headqua: 


ters, Field of Battle, 
We fi t a terrific battle here "yesterda: 


with the combined forces of the 
emy, which lasted with continuous fury from daylight until after dark, by 


which time the enemy was driven from the field, which we now occupy. 

Does any man doubt that Pope was a man of truth? He was there 
upon the battlefield. He knew where the enemy had been. He was 
writing at 5 o’clock in the morning, and he wrote that he had fought— 
not a part of them, but he had them all against him—*‘ the combined 
forces of the enemy.” Yet in the face of that gentlemen who have ar- 
gued this question on the other side still insist that Longstreet was not 
there. Pope said all the enemy’s force was there. Where is the law- 
yer within the sound of my voice who ever hesitated to believe the 
statement a man had deliberately put upon paper before a controversy 
arose in connection with a transaction rather than believe him even on 
oath after a controversy had arisen and interests had become involved ? 

I want to read a little more of this, for it is interesting: 


Our troops are too much exhausted yet to push matters, though I shall do so 
in the course of the morning, as soon as General Fitz-John Porter comes up from 


The traitor ! the man who was to be tried for disobedience of an or- 
der at the critical juncture of a battle only the day before! 

The enemy is still in our front but badly used up. We have lost not less than 
eight thousand men killed and wounded, but from appearances on the field 
the enemy lost not less than two to one, We stood strictly on the defensive, 
and every assault was made by ourselves. 


(Laughter. ] y 

If that is not as near what we denominate an Irish bull as ever ap- 
peared in the report of a battle, I do not know what would be one. 
But I think perhaps the next sentence explains why it occurred. 

The battle was fought on the identical battlefield of Bull Run, which greatly 
increased the enth of the men. 

Of course we are to expect an Irish bull in a report made under such 
circumstances; and I do not charge it asa fault to Pope that he did for- 
mulate a bull at that time and place. . 

The news just reaches me from the front that the enemy is retiring toward the 
mountain. I go forward at onceto see. We have made great captures; but I 
an able yet to form an idea of their extent. Our troops behaved splen- 

Part of them? Adivision? Two divisions? No; all of them ‘‘ be- 
haved splendidly.” Yet the most splendid corps of the Army, con- 
ceded by all to have been such, made such by its gallant leader, was 
only a short time after that to be , in the person of that leader, 
with not having been at the post of duty upon that day !- 

But I want to follow that a little further. It is said that General 
Porter’s reports to General Burnside, made at the request of Burnside 
himself—because it seemed to be the only means of obtaining commu- 
nication between the two divisionsof the Army—in some instances com- 
mented on the conduct of the campaign. Let us see what Pope as- 
sumed to do in this identical report from which I have been reading: 


I received a note this morning from General Franklin, written by order of 
General McClellan, saying that and cars would be loaded and sent to Fair- 
fax Station ad soon as I could a cavalry escort to Alexandria to bring them 


Bach a request when Alexandria is full of troops and we fighting the enemy 
needs no comment! 

And that is the man always careful in all he did and said! He was 
the man who, say his champions on this floor, did not comment on the 
conduct of o'her officers ! 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have agreed to give ten minutes of my tinre 
to another gentleman, and I must hasten on. 

I wish to say here that so far as my action on this case is concerned 
I prefer to take the deliberate judgment of men like General Grant; of 
men who, after occupying a position where they could have done the 
service to Porter he now admits ought to have been done, that he now 
says would have been done had they given the matter that investigation 
which the importance of the case demanded—lI say I prefer to take the 
judgment of General Grant when, upon investigation of the case, he not 
only says the ‘ormer conviction against a gallant officer had been not 
only overcome, but when he is ready to come out and in a public letter 
declare his former prejudices have been wiped. away by an investiga- 
tion of the case: ‘‘ I havereached the judgment which I now have, the 
conviction which I now haveof your innocence, and yourinnocence from 
the beginning, in spite of my prejudice, in spite of the feeling I had 
against you, in spite of the convictions I had of your guilt, and now I 
am ready to bring my power, the power of my name, my military ex- 
perience, all that has given me fame, all that has given me character, 
that has given me reputation before the American people, I am ready 
to lay it as a sacrifice, if need be, upon the altar of the vindication of a 
brave man, a gallant soldier worthy of vindication, which he asks at the 
hands of the present Congress.” [Applause. ] 

And he stands notalone. The men who went into the reinvestigation 
are not simply men of military characterand experience, but two of them 
at least entered fio the investigation of this case with all their preju- 
slices against Fitz-John Porter. We had a gallant soldier of the war here 


this morning, and last night also, who had this prejudice, believing in 
Porter’s guilt, until he, as an honorable man, having a duty to perform, 
entered on the investigation of this case, and that investigation led him 
just where, as I believe it will lead every honest, fair-minded man, to 
the conviction that Porter had been wronged, and it was the duty of the 
American Congress to right that wrong. [Applause. ] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, one word more and I shall stop. It has been 
charged, and it has been charged solely for the purpose of accomplish- 
ing an object that I pray God may soon cease to be the desire of any 
American citizen of this Government, that Fitz-John Porter comes into 
this House to present his claim to a Congress composed in part of men 
who were once in rebellion against the laws and Government of the 
United States. Those men are here entitled to the same rights, the 
same privileges, the same immunities that every other citizen of the 
United States is entitled to: and when the time comes that I as an 
American, sitting in the American Congress, shall seek every opportu- 
nity I can find to slap in the face the men who are to-day as loyal and 
true as any man over whom the flag of the Government flies, I shall go 
out of it. [Applause.] I believe if this Government is to last, it can 
not last by perpetuating hatred between the sections. [Applause. ] 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 
[Cries of ‘‘Order!’’] I will not ask the question unless the gentleman 
giyes me permission to interrupt him. ` 

Mr. GIBSON. I submit when the gentleman is insubordinate he 
should be called to order. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I will not ask the question unless I have the gen- 
tleman’s permission. 

Mr. FOLLETT. Then I wish to say farther-—— 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. FOLLETT. I want to say, Mr. Chairman, still further, that if 
there are any men upon the floor of this House who can pass im 
tially upon the merits of this controversy it is the men who have 
their prejudices and their passions or their feelings aroused in no way 
whatever by the personal antagonism between two men each of whom 
occupied a conspicuous position in the Army of the United States. 

Those passions and prejudices, existing, as claimed to-day upon this 
floor, between the graduates of West Point and the volunteer soldiers, 
they do not share, and in them they have no participation. Therefore, 
if there is anybody having at heart the interest of the American nation 
and the welfare of our American citizens, who can decide upon this 
question fairly and impartially, without bias, without passion, or with- 
out prejudice, it is the men against whom these bitter flings have been 
constantly made on this floor. 

But, sir, I shall be sorry if the vote upon this proposition does not 
show that the people of the North have now got so far away from the 
prejudices and the passions which at the time the court-martial sat that 
tried General Porter prevailed, that they can not calmly and deliber- 
ately sit upon and decide a question of this character. I d be sorry 
to believe that any considerable number of our citizens or a majority of 
those sitting upon the floor of this Congress could fail to recognize the 
fact that an American general, an American citizen, an officer of credit 
to his Government, one who has written his name in characters of light 
by his deeds upon the escutcheon of his country, could not receive at 
their hands the vindication he deserves. [ Applause. ] 

I believe five minutes of my time remain, which I yield to the gentle- 
man from Colorada [Mr. BELFORD]. ‘ 

Mr. BELFORD. Mr. Chairman, I intend to vote for this bill, and I 
have the courage of my convictions, and the boldness to do what is 
justice, without regard to the popular prejudices that may exist with 
reference to this matter. 

During the course of the debate upon this bill, a few moments since, 
I took occasion to say that General Grant was, in my judgment, the 
Greatest, the ablest soldier who had appeared since the time of Julius 

. Isaid it advisedly. I now repeat the assertion—that, in my 
judgment, General Grant is not only the greatest of living soldiers, but 
the greatest who has appeared on the face of this earth since the time 
of Julius Cesar. Pompey was conquered, Hannibal was conquered, 
Napoleon Bonaparte was conquered, but Grant never lost a battle in 
his magnificent career as a general of the armies of the United States. 
And General Grant, after a full and thorough examination of this case, 
says that injustice has been done toGeneral Porter; and upon the judg- 
ment of this great and wonderful soldier I propose to predicate my 
vote and give my support to this bill. I believe in doing justice toall 
men. It is the sweetest attribute of humanity. Itis the grandest 
attribute of Almighty God himself. I propose to bury the prejudices 
of the past, and I have entertained some of them myself, to do justice 
to a man whom the greatest general on the face of this earth says has 
been wronged and outraged. His judgment I will follow in support 
of this measure against all of the captains and colonels of the militia. 
[Laughter and applause. } 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HORR. Mr. Chairman, from the beginning of this debate down 
to the present time we have been enlightened by generals, colonels, 
majors, captains, privates, military men all, who have given us their 
theories of this case from a purely military standpoint; and now for a 
few moments I desire the attention of the committee while I give you the 
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theoriesand opinions of one whostaid at home. [Laughter.] In doing 
this I have aright to demand your attention, because in this debate we 
men who did not enter the service have been assailed as being the au- 
thors of the trial of Fitz-John Porter and the cause of his final con- 
viction and disgrace. 

One gentleman went so far as to say that the first court-martial, or 
rather the only court-martial, convicted General Porter because of the 
clamor of the people. He said the people demanded a victim, and that 
in looking around for one in their frenzy they happened to fall upon 
Fitz-John Porter. Now, Mr. Chairman, being one of the people, having 
been among them during the entire contest, I want thus early to enter 
my protest against any such charge made against the loyal citizens of 
this country. No people in this world were ever more ready to give 
credit to any man who did anything or showed that he wanted to do 
anything to put down that febellion than did the people of the North. 
They never clamored for any victims. True, Mr. Chairman, about the 
time of General Porter’s trial there was some excitement in the North. 
There was some feeling among the people. Why? Because, as we all 
well know, at that time large numbers of women were walking our 
streets dressed in mourning; orphaned children were increasing in our 
midst; empty sleeves could be seen upon every corner; men on crutches 
were getting numerous; new-made graves filled by soldiers who had 
gone down to death at the front were to be seen in every graveyard of 
the North, and the question came to be asked, have we the right men 
leadingourarmies? Are the generalsincommand in earnest? Are they 
sufficiently indued with the importance of the great work on their 
hands, and are they ready to sacrifice everything to the doing of that 
work? The people diddemand fair play, did demand that these generals 
should do their whole duty, but more than that theyneverasked. That 
much they had aright to require. At no time were any victims de- 
manded. All the people ever claimed was that if any of these leaders 
were derelict in rming their sacred duty, were grumbling and dis- 
satisfied because of their fancied wrongs; if any of them were deter- 
mined to fight only when they could do it in their own way and under 
superiors of their own selection—if any such cases existed the people 
did demand that an example should be made, that there should be a 
weeding out of such officers, and that our armies should be led by gen- 
erals who were fighting without any qualifications. Was this an un- 
reasonable demand? Noman can say that it was. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I can not discuss this case as a military man. 
In my argument I shall deploy no regiments, shall send ont no skir- 
mishers, attack no battlements, discourse upon no tactics, simply for 
the reason that I know nothing about such things, nor do I care any- 
thing about them so far as the justice and equity of this case is con- 
cerned. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Ohio. 
may ask him a question? 

Mr. HORR. Certainly. And I wish tosay if anybody else wants to 
ask me a question I hope he will do it. If any one desires even to in- 
jecta into this one of mine, if it is not too long and is a good 
one, I will let him do that also, since Ihaveplentyof time. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Ohio. Does the gentleman know the difference 
between a brigade and a division? 

Mr. HORR. I supposedI did. But since my friend from New York 
[Mr. Stocum] put the whole House so low down in military knowl- 
edge, and knowing as I do that I am way below the majority of you in 
that respect, it is fair to presume that I do not know the difference. 
[Langhter.] Let me again say that in discussing this question all I 
claim to know of military affairs is what I have learned from observa- 
tion, what I have gathered from the reading of history, and the mere 
memory of events at the time when these transactions occurred. You 
must not forget that we were then in a peculiar situation. Our Presi- 
dent was looking around in the dark, feeling to see if in any way he 
could find some one to lead our forces. It was a hunt after ability; a 
search for fitness; lantern in hand he was looking fora man. He may 
have made some mistakes. The task was not an easy one. He was 
compelled to try experiments. In doing this he fell upon General Pope 
to take command of the Army of Virginia. The gentleman from Ii- 
nois [Mr. THoMAs] has told you that in choosing him he selected a 
man that had been three times brevetted for gallantry in the Mexican 
war; he selected a man who had done good service in the Army of Ten- 
nessee and had been promoted for that service; a man who had made a 
good record in the West, especially in Missouri; and let me say to you 
gentlemen, you men who feel so glorified at the very mention of Mc- 
Clellan’s name—let me say to you that General Pope at the time he 
was selected to command the Army of Virginia had seen three times 
the service and won three times as many battles as McClellan had 
when he was placed at the head of the Army of the Potomac. Mr. Lin- 
coln did the best he could; he selected this man because he had seen 
service, because he had been successful. Now, what was the duty of 
every officer under Pope? 

Mr. PETTIBONE. To obey him. 

Mr. HORR. Yes, to give attention to and obey his orders. There 
is not any doubt about it. Every man, whether he be soldier or civil- 
ian, knows that. But Pope was no sooner appointed than the trouble 
began. General Porter disliked Pope, felt himself to be the better of- 


Will the gentleman yield to me, that I 


ficer, became dissatisfied, disgruntled, and finally neglected to give Gen- 
eral Pope that hearty support which he ought to have given him, and 
which was due to General Pope simply because he had been legally 
placed in command. 

We hear a great deal about treason and traitors, and there has been 
an effort made by several gentlemen on the other side to prove that be- 
fore they could have convicted General Porter the court-martial should 
have found him guilty of treason, should have made out that he was 
as mean as Benedict Arnold. Why, sir, he was not tried for the same 
thing Arnold would have been tried for if we could have captured him. 
He was never accused of treason, never tried for that crime. He was 
tried for simply two things, disobedience of orders and bad conduct in 
the presence of the enemy. 

To begin with, General Porter’s letters and dispatches which he sent 
to Burnside and others show that he was in an improper state of mind 
towards the generalincommand. ‘‘Inwhat way?’ youmay ask. First, 
that he despised General Pope; and the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
McApoo]—I do not now see him in his seat—told us a week ago that 
Porter had a right to despise Pope. “Why,” said he, ‘‘I despise Pope 
myself.” You recollect his language. He then referred to that well- 
known dispatch of Pope’s where he said his headquarters were in the sad- 
dle, and then exclaimed, ‘‘ Where his brains were God only knows.” 
[Laughter.] Now, I wish to say to my friend from New Jersey that 
while it may take Divine wisdom to find that out, ordinary human 
wisdom can tell him one thing, and that is where his brains were not. 
General Pope’s brains were not two and a half miles in the rear of his 
army, sulking, disobeying orders, lolling in the shade, within the sound 
of the enemy’s cannon, and devising no means of going to the aid of his 
comrades inarms. [Applause. ] 

Why talk to me about General Pope not being as good an officer as 
General Porter? That doesnot make any difference. His duty was to 
obey Pope, because he was his superior in command. The question of 
ability could not be raised. But gentlemen tell us thatthere was such 
a delay in making these charges. Do they forget that General Pope 

General Porter with not having done his duty in the firstreport 
made of the battle of the 29th and 30th? Is not that true? Now, it 
does not require any military skill to tell from the testimony whether 
when the order from Pope to Porter which reached Porter at 9.30 in the 
evening of the 27th, and commanded him to start at 10’clock the next 
morning, and to be at a certain place by daylight—I say it does notre- 
quire any military skill to tell whether he obeyed that orderornot. A 
jury of ordinary farmers or mechanics can answer that as well as any- 
body else. General Pope issued that order tohim, and it reached him, 
as I have said, on the night of the 27th at 9.30, and directed him to leave 
with his command at 1 o’clock, but without fail to be at Bristoe Station 
at daylight the next morning. Now, whether he did it or not isa ques- 
tion that any man, though he may know as little of military affairs as 
General SLOCUM says we do, can find outconclusively from the testimony 
in this case. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Itis a pure question of fact. 

Mr. HORR. Certainly. Butdidhe go? Now, I do not blame him 
for not being there the next morning at daylight. But did he try to 
go? Did he make the first move to start at lo’clock? Oh, do not 
talk to common people about there being some wagons in the road; 
about its being a dark night! Every reader of history knows that on 
the days previous to the battles of the world more than half the marches 
of each and every army -have been made in the darkness of the night. 
The wagon trouble is still more nonsensical. 

Stopped by a few wagons! Why, think of Napoleon at the battle 
of Jena! After he had got ready to form his lines, knowing or expect- 
ing that the fight would come on the next day, he went out alone and 
wandered in the darkness along the front of his troops. He heard some- 
thing in the distance that he did not understand. He worked his way 
to it, and found that a hundred artillery wagons were wedged in between 
the rocks, They had in the darkness of the night mistaken a ravine for 
the road, and they could neither go backward nor forward. Did Napoleon 
go to bed because it was dark? Did thestalled wagons retard his oper- 
ations? By no means. With a lantern in his own hands he hurried 
about, collected a force of men with picks and gads, mining tools, at- 
tacked those rocks, and about 3 o’clock in the morning moved his wagon- 
train out, got his artillery into position, and on the following day won 
the battle of Jena, and added one more victory to the long list that so 
terrified the crowned heads of Enrope and astonished the world. 

What did Porter do when this order reached him? He said, ‘‘ Boys, 
here is something to sleep on;’’ and he immediately tumbled in and 
slept on it. [Laughter.] That isthe simple truth. He did not even 
try toexecute the order. His actions said plainer than words, ‘‘Thatis 
only an order from Pope. I know more than Pope; I will go when I 

t ready.” But you gentlemen say that did not make any difference, 

use it was found out the next day that he was not needed there 
where he was ordered to go. Is there a man here who thinks that isa 
fair, decent answer to that question? When he turned in that night 
he did not know how it was going to turn out the next morning, did 
he? He did nőt know thatthe army in front would not need him early 
the next morni Now, honestly, did he? How could he tell? His 
duty as a subordinate officer was simply to execute that order if it was 
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in the power of human skill and exertion to execute it. He did not 
even attempt to execute it. 

That is all I desire to sayas to the order of the 27th. One word now 
about his lying quiet all day on the 29th. Ido not care whether he 
had any ordersor not. Isay he actedina manner unbecoming a soldier, 
knowing as he did that his comrades were in a hard fightand he within 
sound of the guns and all day long never attempting to go to their re- 
lief. 

Now, it was not because he did not know how to getinto a fight. He 
had been in a great many fights before that time. There had been no 
man in our Army up to that day who seemed able to get into one quicker 
than he could when he wanted to. He knew just the precise way to get 
into a fight. But never during that whole long day did he move to the 
front or attempt to get into that battle. Is there a man here who be- 
lieves if McClellan had been in command that Porter would have acted 
in that way ? 

Now, right here will some of you military geniuses tell me what every 
order that Porter received during those three days clearly indicated? 
If they did not show anything else, if they were not clear on any other 
point, were they not certainly clear on this, that he (Porter), with his 
command, was to form a part of the attacking force? Is not that so? 
There was not a syllable in either of all those orders that indicated that 
he was to act as a reserve, that he was to remain in the rear. During 
those entire three days Porter never got a word to show that he was not 
expected to be at the front and to do his part of the work as a portion 
of the attacking line. Can any one deny this position ? 

Mr. BAYNE. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? 

Mr. HORR. Certainly. 

Mr. BAYNE. Will the gentleman point to asingle order command- 
ing General Porter to attack until the 4.30 order? 

Mr. HORR. Now, that compels me to go into a long military dis- 
cussion. [ Laughter. ] I remember, however, that McDowell swore 
that he told him, ‘‘Go in there,” and he says that Porter’s reply was: 


“Tf I go in there I will get into a fight.” 
Mr. BAYNE. But you were speaking of General Pope’s orders. 
Mr. HORR. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. I was speaking of the 


orders of all his superiors, I was saying that only one interpretation 
could be placed upon all the orders he received taken asa whole. . Ido 
remember that General Pope sent him an order that, according to 
your own statement, reached him at 6.30 in the evening, directing him 
to attack the enemy. He sent one or two little brigades or pieces of 
brigades—I do not know what you call them; that is my trouble [laugh- 
ter]—sent them a little way in, and then turned around and brought 
them back without firing a gun or getting anywhere near the enemy. 
And yet the rest of the army that day fought three long hours after 
Porter received that order, until the dead lay piled up. on the field of 
battle, slaughtered by forces that should have been held in check by 
Porter’s corps of veterans, and would have been had he done his duty 
that day. 

You need not shake your heads, for I can tell you there were many 
` men killed on that 29th day. Yes, there were. 

There isa man here, on your own side, a confederate officer, who 
says that in attempting to cross that field after the battle he had to dis- 
mount from his horseand hitch him and go on foot that he might wind 
his way among the dead and not be compelled to clamber over the 
bodies that lay piled up on that bloody field. He knows about that. 
He saw these things with his own eyes. How can any one defend Gen- 
eral Porter’s conduct all through the 29th? What answer is made to 
all these charges? First we are told that Fitz-John Porter had no 
motive to do what we claim he did. Some one in this debate has said 
that he would not have blasted his former good reputation without some 
good reason, some motive. Thatseems plausible; but do you not know, 
gentlemen of the committee, that over three-fourths of all the disobe- 
dience of orders in military life that we read of in history has been 
brought about simply because somebody has been put in some place 
that somebody else wanted; because somebody has been put over some- 
body else, when he himself thought he ought to have been put over the 
other man? That is the history of military cases all over the world. 
Jealousy, envy, pride, all combine to make men see things strangely and 
do things that are inexplicable. 

Why, sir, this exhibition of character is often seen, even in civil life, 
Take this House, and we will all admit that no higher type of civiliza- 
tion, no more exalted collection of humanity can be found on the face 
of the broad earth than we have right here in this Congress. [Laugh- 
ter.] And yet, organize this House, let the Speaker arrange the com- 
mittees, and put your men at the head of them, and in so doing let 
him skip some old member who has seen service, and grown gray in 
work for his party, and put some youngster in his place, some man 
whose political pin-feathers have hardly started, some man who has 
done little if any work for his party, and there will not be any kicking, 
eh!—no trouble? [Laughter. 

In a former Congress I served with one of the able men of this nation; 
and because he did not get the position which he thought he ought to 
have he did little work for that entire 

There is now and then a man who rises above all such petty things; 
who says, ‘‘Put me where you will; I will try and do my duty.” 


Such men are an honor to civil and military life both, but I am sorry 
to say there are too few of them. 

Doyou know that even Benedict Arnold, who afterward turned traitor 
to his country, was removed from his command before the battle of 
Saratoga because of the jealousy of General Gates? And yet, when the 
English guns began to resound in his ears, he left his tent, mounted his 
horse, rode into the fight on his own hook, and staid there until he 
was carried from the battlefield ona Iftter. Yes, he did, and he did it 
because at that time he believed in his country and believed that it 
was his duty to fight the enemy wherever and whenever he could get 
a chance to do so, 

Now, if General Porter when he found that General Pope was put 
in command over him thought Pope was not as good a general as him- 
self, and if he had written to General Burnside and other generals that 
he distrusted Pope’s ability and was fearful of the result, was afraid 
that he had not experience enough for the place, nobody would have 
blamed him if he had only added at the end, “‘ No matter how that is, I 
am going to stand by my country and by my corps and fight to the end.” 
Did he do that? No; he criticised and growled and complained, and 
showed that his heart was over at Alexandria with McClellan, and 
that he was determined that Pope should not succeed by anything he 
might do. He did what so many men have done before him—followed 
<P promptings of his injured feelings and forgot the higher demands 
of duty. 

The next answer they make us is, that Porter was a brave man. 
Certainly he had been as brave a man up to that time as we had per- 
haps in the Army. And so was Arnold brave before he betrayed his 
country. Why, do you know that he wentinto the Army or tried to get 
in at fifteen years of age? He was one of the first to go to the front after 
Lexington. He went to the capture of Ticonderoga the highest in com- 
mand; but when he gotamong the *‘ Green Mountain Boys” and found 
that their leader, Ethan Allen, had possession of the hearts of all of them, 
and when Allen said to him, ‘‘ My men want to fight under me,” ‘ They 
want me for their leader,” what did Arnold do? He surrendered his 
position as commander, and marched side by side with Ethan Allen 
as a private soldier, and helped to capture that fort. Afterwards 
he went to Quebec and on the heights of Abraham he fell wounded 
in making an assault. Afterwards he led our naval battle at Valcour 
Island in Lake Champlain, one of the bravest battles ever fought on 
land or sea; and when the boat upon which he was, the Congress, was 
disabled, and he found that it was necessary to sacrifice her to save his 
fleet, he fought her for hours against that entire British fleet, and then 
ran her ashore, sunk her, and with the few men left escaped to the wil- 
derness, and found his way through the forests to our forces at the fort 
below. Afterward in Connecticut he led a battle in which he had his 
horse shot down under him, pierced with seven bullets. His career 
up to the surrender of Burgoyne was as brave as that of any man who 
ever lived. Yetin an unguarded momenthe fell. And he fell forever. 
No man ever questioned his bravery, but bravery alone will not save 
men from acts of insubordination. 

Now, I do not use this illustration for the purpose of comparing Gen- 
eral Porter with Benedict Arnold; I would not do that. I simply use 
it for the purpose of showing that a man can be as brave as any man on 
the face of the earth and yet not do his duty. Fitz-John Porter was 
not tried for cowardice; he was tried for disobedience of orders and for 
bad behavior as a commanding officer in the face of the enemy. 

They tell us next as an answer that the court-martial that tried Porter 
was not an impartial tribunal. I-wish to say to the members of this 
House that if that was not a fair court, you could not by any possible 
means have selected one from the whole Army of the United States. 
Six of those men had graduated at West Point—the same school that 
graduated General Porter. -All of them had seen honorable service; not 
a man on the list who did not possess an excellent reputation; all men 
of ability and integrity. Each member of that court was liable to be 
tried by just such a tribunal. Each one of them was sensitive as to the 
honor of his fellow-officers, and the reputation of the Army was sacred 
in the eyes of each of those men. They tried the case when the facts 
were new and fresh in the minds of the witnesses. They gave forty- 
five days of severe labor to the examination of it, and then unanimously 
found this man guilty as charged. If their decision is not entitled to 
respect, then let us never in the future attempt to hold another court- 
martial. Let the system be abandoned now and forever. 

But I must hurry on. I wish now to call attention to another fact. 
This second court, the board of inquiry, was convened simply for the 
purpose of getting up a plea on which General Porter could be par- 
doned. The remarks of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE] 
clearly show that. I wonder how many governors of States there are 
in this body. If there are any I would like to ask them one question: 
Did you ever receive a petition for the on of a criminal when the 
papers filed with it did not show conclusively, if you believed their 
statements, that it was the jury that ought to have been sent to the 
penitentiary instead of the criminal? [Laughter.] It is the history 
of pardons all over the country that the ex parte case made for the pur- 
pose of securing the pardon invariably shows that the prisoner ought 
never to have been convicted. More than one governor has assured me 
that such is the case. 
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Mr. BELFORD. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. HORR. Certainly, if you will be brief. 

Mr. BELFORD. Does not General Grant say, in the letter which he 
has written on this case, that occasions arise when a corps commander 
should disobey the order of the general of the army? Does not Gen- 
eral Grant say so? 

Mr. HORR. I wish my friend would not anticipate me; that is the 
very next topic on my notes. [Laughter.] The next reason we ure 
told why General Porter should be reinstated and put back into the 
Army is because General Grant has written a letter saying so. I wish 
my friend from Colorado [Mr. BELFORD] was over here [pointing to 
the Democratic side], because I want to talk a minute or two about 
General Grant to the gentlemen on the Democratic side of the House 
[laughter], and I would like to have the gentleman from Colorado re- 
ceive any benefit that may arise therefrom. I have believed in Gen- 
eral Grant a many years. It has been my pleasure to come as near 
worshiping him as I have any man that this country has lately pro- 
duced. For twenty years I have heard you gentlemen slander him. 
vilify him, call him hard names. [Mr. RosECRANS shook his head. | 
I will acquit my friend from California [Mr. Rosecrans] of this 
charge; for I do not know that I have ever heard of his intimating a 
syllable of the kind; but it was because he was not up to the tactics of 
his party and did not sympathize with their methods. That must 
have been the reason he did not agree with his brethren. Still I re- 
peat what every one of you knows to be true, that if you could think of 
any vile name to apply to a man, some of you have applied it to Gen- 
eral Grant. Yes, you have. [Laughter.] You have belittled his in- 
tellect; you have abused his private character; you have assailed him 
as a soldier; you have called him a ‘‘butcher;’’ you have heaped upon 
him such coarse and abusive epithets as would not be polite to repeat 
here in the presence of the ladies in the gallery. For that reason I 
will not attempt to tell all the things you have said about him. 
[ Laughter. ] 

Now, you are the men who come in and say to me, ‘‘ What, are you 

„going to do with General Grant's letter? How are you going to get 
overthat?’’ Well, I would like to know why that should so much 
concern you | ora (Laughter. ] How many hours is it since 
his opinions e so sacred in the eyes of the entire Democratic 
party? [Laughter.] Still, if it will please you I will tell you what I 
am going to do about him and his letter. I am going to say that that 
grand old man has in my opinion made a mistake in this one case; and 
as long as it is almost the only mistake of his life I am going to differ 
with him on this case, and still stand by him longer, stick to him 
closer, and believe in him more implicitly in the future than any man 
of you dare promise todo. [Laughter.] Is that full and satisfactory? 
[Laughter.] You understand me. Here and now I will agree to take 
his advice and respect his memory longer than any one of you will. 
Ah, for these long years you have agreed with hiin only in this one 
case where he happens to agree with you. [Applause.] | 

Now, then, I wish to say to my friend from Colorado [Mr. BEL- 
FORD ]—where is he? I do not see him in his seat. [Laughter. ] 

Several MEMBERS. He is over here. 

Mr. HORR. Ah, yes; he is right here, is he? I wish to say to my 
friend from Colorado just this: I beg of you, do not allow these men to 
mislead you. [Laughter and Rtas} They know and I know you 
are loyal to Grant, and they, having tackled you on every corner and 
having failed to reach you, all of a sudden it occurred to them as a final 
resort that you were tender on the Grant question and then they put 
Grant at you. [Laughter.] Do you not see it is all a trick on their 
part? They are not the men to quote Grant to you and me. They are 
not for Grant. They were always against him. They only happen to 
be for Grant in this one case because Grant happens to be with them. 
{Laughter and applause.] To carry their point you would think, to 
hear them talk, that General Grant is a political saint; not only a great 
military chieftain but a statesman. You and I found that out years 
ago, but it is new with these gentlemen. It never struck them until 
since we opened this case. [Applause.] So much for General Grant. 

But I must hurry on. The next thing they tell us as a reason why 
this man should be cleared is that General Garfield once moved for a 
court of inquiry about this when he wasin Congress. And my gallant 
friend from New York [Mr. SLocum] mistook that and called him the 
author of this bill. Now, my acquaintance with General Garfield has 
been of thirty years’ standing. We were boys in almost adjoining coun- 
ties, I say to you, and I do not stand alone in my knowledge of these 
facts when I you, that when we expected in one of the last Con- 
gresses that this bill was to be up for debate General Garfield prepared 
to make an argument against it. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. That is so. 

Mr. HORR. There are more than myself who know he said he felt 
more keenly the assaults made in the report of the West Point board 
upon the findings of the court-martial than anything that had occurred 
to him in his long public life. 

Mr. BELFORD. Allow me to ask pee whether General ROSECRANS 
and General SLocuM, both in favor of this bill, were not loyal soldiers ? 
Are not those loyal soldiers to the Union, Generals Grant, ROSECRANS, 
and SLOCUM, in favor of this bill? [Applause. ] 
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Mr. HORR. Yes, they were all good, loyal soldiers. 

Mr. BELFORD. Is there any doubt about that fact? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. HORR. None in the least, and to offset them there are three 
thousand other officers just as good, just as loyal, who are against it. 
[Applause.] The trouble is, these military men do not agree; they differ 
as to what is proven, what is the law, and what ought to have been 
done, both on the field and in the court-martial. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. Generals Schofield, Getty, and Terry, after care- 
ful examination, are also in favor of it, and the whole Fifth Corps have 
petitioned for its passage. Does not the gentleman know that? 

Mr. HORR. Certainly. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. Republicans, every one of them. 

Mr. SLOCUM. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him ? 

Mr. HORR. Certainly, general, I would like to please you. 

Mr. SLOCUM. For the first time in my life I have interrupted a 
gentleman while he was speaking on this floor. I wish to say to the 
gentleman from Michigan I have in my possession the original letters of 
General Garfield saying he was in favor of this commission. 

Mr. HORR. Of what? 

Mr. SLOCUM. Of this commission—the Schofield board. 

Mr. HORR. There is not any doubt about it. This far, that he 
was in favor of a commission. He moved for one: 

Mr. SLOCUM. I have those letters. They will be produced before 
this House by a gentleman on your own side and one whom you have 
confidence in. 

Mr. HORR. I said he had—— 

Mr. SLOCUM. Well, one word more. If General Garfield did not 
propose to abide by the decision of his board why did he order it? 

Mr. HORR. I willtellyouwhy. That isa fair question. Because your 
men were claiming all over the country that he had been unjust, partial. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. As a judge. X 

Mr. HORR. Yes, asajudge. He said select any good men and give 
them all the facts and they will decide just as we did, and he had the 
courage to ask it to be done. When this other board came in and filed 
what to me is a mere pettifogging plea, he stood back and washed his 
hands of it, and declared that he considered it an outrage on the facts 
in the case and unjust to himself and the other members of the court- 
martial and to all the men engaged in that trial. 

Mr. SLOCUM. Oh, that will not do, my friend. 

Mr. HORR. That will do. [Laughter.] I know because I heard 
him say it himself. Can the gentleman imagine for one moment that 
because General Garfield was in favor of this board that he thereby 

to indorse its findings? 

Mr. SLOCUM. One word. In pursuance of General Garfield’s 
recommendation a board of the most distinguished officers of the Army 
was appointed and every one of them was a Republican. 

Mr. HORR. Republican? 

Mr. SLOCUM. Yes, every one of them was a Republican. They 
all belonged to your side of the House. And they came in here with 
a unanimous report, and I was never so astonished in all my life as I 
was to hear the men of their own party opposing the confirmation of 
that report. 

Mr. HORR. I did not know before that politics—— 

Mr. BELFORD. Just let me say—— 

Mr. HORR. Oh, keep still. [Laughter]. 

Mr. BELFORD. I wish to ask the gentleman a questi 

Mr: HORR. Not now. Now I did not know the politics of that 
board before. Idid not even know that politics entered into their 
work. I had supposed that this was a question of military discipline, 
and should be tried without any reference to the politics of the beard 
or of any of the witnesses, The court-martial that tried this case in the 
outset was not a political body. That court-martial was a judicial 
body, made up of military men, and was composed of nine ble men, 
each man the peer of any of the three men whom the gentleman has 
mentioned. So you have nine against three. That is all there is of it. 
They heard the testimony when the facts were fresh in the minds of 
the witnesses. They heard it when all of the facts bearing on the case 
could be verified They heard it before death had sealed the lips of 
a portion of the witnesses, before they had ceased to be able to tell 
theirstory. They could see each witness face to face and judge of his 
character and veracity. 

Mr. BAYNE. Will the gentleman let me ask him a question? 

Mr. HORR. To be sure. 

Mr. BAYNE. I wish to ask if the West Point board did not have 
all the testimony of the court-martial before it; and was not every wit- 
ness examined before the West Point board that was examined before 
the original court-martial, except two or three who were dead, and 
General Pope, who refused to nd to the subpena? 

Mr. HORR. Now there my friend launches right into the mazes of 
all that proof again. [Laughter.] He may be correct about that, I 
do not care whether he is or not. The first court-martial had all of the 
evidence that could be produced. They tried the case fairly, and they 
found the man guilty. What the confederate goons may now tes 
tify sya waaay to me. General Pope gave his orders on what ap- 
peared to be the condition of affairs. Porter had nothing to act upon 
but conjecture, His duty was to obey the orders given by his superior, 
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based on all he could then find out. The fact that he would have been 
defeated is no excuse for not making an effort. After their decision, 
what next. Their finding was reviewed first by the Judge-Advocate- 
General and approved by him, and then it went into the hands of the 
President of the United States, Abraham Lincoln. He, as the proof 
shows, gave it careful attention, examined it cautiously. I have read 
psa of the case to find out that much. President Lincoln, I say, 
examined the case as a lawyer or a judge would have done. We all 
know how his great heart always went out with tenderness and mercy 
toward every one in trouble. It is said he never found any one guilty 
if he could help it while he was President of the United States. He 
never signed a single judgment of a court-martial which consigned a 
man to death. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Never. 

Mr. HORR. But after examining this matter in the light of all the 
evidence, in the light of the surrounding circumstances, and with a 
full knowledge of all the facts, he approved the sentence of that court- 
martial. Now, I say to you that that approval was a final decision of 
the case, and you have no more right by legislative enactment to re- 
voke and nullify it than you have to revoke or nullify any other de- 
cree of a court of final resort in this country. 

Mr. BAYNE. Will the gentleman permit another question? 

` Mr. HORR. Certainly. 

Mr. BAYNE. Do you believe that Governor Newell, of New Jersey, 
would swear to what is false? 

Mr. HORR. I do not know Governor Newell, of New Jersey, and 
have no reason to discredit him—— 

Mr. BAYNE. Did not he swear that President Lincoln said to him 
that he signed the record upon the report of the Judge-Advocate-Gen- 
eral, and that he had not himself examined the evidence? 

Mr. HORR. I know of no such evidence, but since the gentleman 
is asking questions, let me ask him one. 

Mr. BAYNE. Certainly. 

Mr. HORR. Did not this last board call Robert Lincoln before it as 
a witness? 

Mr. BAYNE. Yes, sir. 5 

Mr. HORR. Did they not try to prove by him what Mr. Lincoln 
said with reference to the signing of the decree of the court-martial 
upon the report simply of the Attorney-General? 

Mr. BAYNE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HORR. Did not he simply deny it, and say that his father told 
him after the court-martial, and after his examination of the case, that 
the facts in the case would have justified, in his opinion, a sentence of 
death? My memory is that Robert Lincoln testified to exactly that. 
[Applause.] You can make me believe that President Lincoln signed 
that approval hesitatingly, with tears in his eyes, if you please, but 
that he did it unadvisedly, without examination, never. 

Mr. BAYNE. But let me say— 

Mr. HORR. But, Mr. Chairman, there is no use in undertaking to 
change the existence of facts. President Lincoln was not in the habit 
of signing such documents at random. He signed this verdict of this 
court-martial because the evidence compelled him to do it. No man 
need tell me that Mr. Lincoln signed the finding of this, the most im- 
portant court-martial of the war, without examination. Such a state- 
ment belies every act of his life. He could have been driven to sign 
such a document only by a sense of his sacred duty to the people of this 
country over whom he was presiding. No man was ever more 
and painstaking than he. 

Mr. BELFORD. Will you allow me a question? 

Mr. HORR. Yes, go on. 

Mr. BELFORD. Now, is it not a fact that in nine cases out of ten 
the President of the United States has not the time to give his personal 
attention to the examination of these matters? He must examine the 
general results. But here we have the fact that General Grant, as a 
private citizen, having ample time to examine the whole question, has 
certified to the country that the judgment in that case was unjust. 
Is not that a fact? 

Mr. HORR. Why, Mr. Chairman, I thought I had General Grant 
on the brain pretty badly, but I surrender to my friend from Colorado. 


[Langhter. ] 
Mr. BELFORD. Grant never surrendered. [Laughter and ap- 
lause. 
: Mr. forr. Right, my friend, because General Grant had subordi- 
nates who always obeyed his orders. [Applause. ] 

Mr. PETTIBONE. That is it. 

Mr. HORR. And Grant was successful from the beginning to the 
end of his military career because his subordinates understood that if 
they did not obey it meant business. He had a sort of business way 
about him anyway during that war, as my friend knows, and he was 
in the habit of managing things himself. His under officers knew when 
he gave an order it called for quick, prompt action. One of the gen- 
erals of our Army told me less than two years ago, and I am sorry that 
he is now dead and in his grave, that in one of the battles of our late 
war he got an order from General Grant, sent to him on the field of 
battle, telling him to lead his brigade into a certain place. He imme- 
diately put his line in order, and just then he saw, a few hundred yards 


from him, General Grantand his staff riding through the fields inspect- 
ing the lines. He said, I was so well satisfied that to obey that order 
would sacrifice my entire brigade that while they were forming I rode 


across to General Grant. Isaid to him: ‘‘ General, I have received your 
order. To do whatyou tell me will cost the livesof my entire brigade. ” 
What did General Grant do? Said he: “‘ Young man, I amglad you 
understand your order,” and rode off to issue others. That officer did 
go in; and he told me that two-thirds of his brigade were left on that 
field. But it may be that thereby he saved the army from defeat and 
thousands of other lives that would have been sacrificed if he had acted 
as Porter did on the 29th. [Applause. ] 

But I must hurry on. Now, I want to address myself quietly—— 

Mr. SLOCUM. Will the gentleman give the name of that brigade 
commander? I have a good deal of curiosity to know who he was. 

Mr. HORR. I will do it cheerfully if the gentleman will come to 
me privately. I do nòt want to publish it here. 

Mr. SLOCUM. And the battle? 

A MEMBER. It was General Hurlbut. 

Mr. HORR. Many here have heard him tell it, and some one has 
named him. I will say, then, it was General Hurlbut, of Illinois. 
Perhaps he too was one of those men who did not believe in Porter. 
Of course if he did not believe in Porter, then you gentlemen will give 
him no credit. Then there is nothing too bad to say about him asa 
soldier. If he did believe in Porter, then of course he was a great gen- 
eral. [Laughter.] , 

I want now to come to a little talk quietly with you gentlemen who 
were fighting on the other side. In doing this I do not intend to stir 
up any feelings of animosity. I do not want to arouse any antago- 
nisms. I simply want to talk to you as sensible men. 

Now, when this Porter trial occurred we were in a good deal of trou- 
ble in this country, were we not? and you, too, were in trouble, were 
you not? Yes, there was a great deal of trouble all over the United 
States at that time. We can allagreeasto that. Weof the North were 
managing one side of the contest, and you of the South were manag- 
ing the other side. We were doing the best we could, and you were 
doing the best you could. My propositions are clear, are they not? Now 
we were sometimes at a greatloss to know just what todo. Sometimes 
we probably made mistakes. Sometimes we probably did things that 
if we had known better we would not have done; things that injured 
our cause. When we did that you received the benefit of our mis- 
takes, didyou not? And you rejoiced at the time because we had made 
them, though you may notnow. Am I not right? What I ask is, 
now that the trouble is allover, now that you are back here representing 
this great nation in Congress, whether it is fair that you should come 
in and rip up our old settlements and vote on the question as to whether 
we decided our difficult problems correctly or not? 

Mr. SLOCUM. One word. Doesthe gentleman know on which side 
General ROSECRANS, General ROGERS, General GREENLEAF fought? 

Mr. ROSECRANS rose. 

The CHAIRMAN rapped to order. 

Mr. HORR (addressing Mr. RosecrANS). Certainly I know, and I 
was not talking to my friend from California. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. Yes, sir; you pointed over this way. 

Mr. HORR. No, sir; I was addressing the men who fought on the 
other side. Why, good God, general, you were on our side then! 
[Laughter.] Iam simply asking whether it isa matter of good taste for 
these gentlemen who fought against us to come in now and reverse the 
decisions that were made at that time. I am not speaking to you men 
who believed in the Union cause. = 

Right here let me give a little history by way of illustration. You 
all recollect that during the war—General RosECRANS recollects it as 
well as anybody on this floor—we in Ohio got into difficulty through 
a man by the name of Vallandigham. I lived in Ohio then. Youall 
remember after a while President Lincoln sent him over the border. 
You recollect when he did it. Most of you men over there—not you, 
general—but most of you men now on that side of the House said it 
was an act of tyranny, an act of usurpation. You said Lincoln was a 
tyrant. Yes, you did; the most of you did. 

Now, suppose there was a resolution brought in here declaring that 
in that transaction Abraham Lincoln did act the part of a tyrant, was 
a usurper, and that Vallandigham acted the part of a patriot. How 
would you gentlemen of the confederate army vote on such a resolu- 
tion? How would you vote on it, if you should vote as you believe? 
You gentlemen remember when he was sent through the lines; you 
féted him, honored him, gave him triumphal marches from one end of 
the South to the other. Now, the point I make is: suppose such a res- 
olution was offered here, would it be fair for you gentlemen who were 
on the other side to come in here and vote upon it at all? I say that 
good taste, fair treatment would compel you to stand aloof, not to 
meddle in those matters. 

Mr, JOHN 8. WISE. Will the gentleman 
moments? 

Mr. HORR. Certainly. 

Mr. JOHN 8. WISE. I will ask five minutes through the courtesy 
of the gentleman from Michigan to answer his interrogatory. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Michigan yield ? 


yield to me for a few 
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Mr. HORR. Certainly I np I a be pleased to know how my 
position strikes one who fo 

Mr. JOHN 8. WISE. I thank the prer from Michigan for the 
opportunity here and now to place myself on record in regard to this 
controversy. And I speak for myself, myself alone, not as a confeder- 
ate general or one skilled in the science of war, but as a boy who at 
17 years of age loved the confederate cause, saw no taint upon its ban- 
ner, followed it, shed his blood for it, and thought he was right. I 
„speak to-day, so help me God, without one thought of treason, and lov- 
ing that flag that is over your head as dearly as did Daniel Webster 
when he apostrophized it, as you all remember. [Applause. ] 

I speak, however, as one who, as he has heard this debate, has felt 
that his mind wandered off from it despite himself and was back with 
the graves of the confederate dead. I recognize, sir, the propriety of 
the suggestion made by the gentleman from Michigan. I appeal to the 

confederate soldiers here to know whether, as this discussion has pro- 
gressed, instead of following the triumphs of Grant and the troubles of 
Porter, their minds and thoughts have not been back with the graves of 
their brethren and friends, and whether they do not realize that this is 
the most anomalous spectacle ever witnessed in the history of any land 
where the vanquished are called upon to cast the votes which shall de- 
cide the balance in the contested glories of their victors? [Applause. ] 

Mr. Chairman, for myself I accept the issue as presented. I turn 
from this scene with irrepressible sadness as one in which I properly 
have no participation. I see the panorama of the past once morecome 
before me. I feel once more as if we were back in the bloody angle of 
the wilderness or gasping in the smoke and sulphurous vapor of the 
crater. The blood of Gettysburg is red once more. The tears of Ap- 
pomattox flow again. The specter forms of the lost cause beckon me 
away from this controversy as one in which I have no part. 

And so, my brethren of the North, ay, brethren now without one 
tinge of bitterness, while you are deciding who was the Achilles, who 
the Diomedes, who the Ajax Telamon of your triumphant arms, I stand 
aside. It isno controversy of mine. My thoughts shall stray back 
meanwhile to the camp of the conquered, where the silent sentries keep 
their watch across the river, and the conrederate dead are sleeping be- 
neath the shadows of the trees. [Applause. } 

Mr. HORR. I thank the gentleman for his frankness. Iam glad 
that he sees the correctness of my position and has the courage to an- 
nounce his opinion. 

I know that whatever these other gentlemen may do they can not 
help feeling the impropriety of being asked to come in here and settle 
these questions between us men of the North. I was saying that we 
had trials and troubles, that we made mistakes, but we settled these 
matters as best we could; and now if you will give me your attention a 
moment I will say that itis time we stopped raking up these old mat- 
ters. ‘‘ Let the dead past bury its dead.” We on this side of the 
House did not bring in this bill. I say it is time that you gentlemen 
gave the people of this country to understand that youare ready to drop 
those old controversies, that you are ready to start anew, and for the 
future to work for the good of the country, untrammeled by the scenes 
of the war. 

But you can not do that by taking every opportunity you can find to 
reverse the decisions of our courts- ial, to reverse the decisions of 
our officers in high command and of high rank incivil and military life, 


and by opening up > er the many questions which have been fairly 
and honestly closed for twenty years. 
I want to say one word to my distin friend from New York 


who has charge of this bill (Mrs SLocum]. At the close of his remarks, 
with that eloquence for which he is noted and characterized, he begged 
of us on this side of the House to throw away partisan feeling. He said, 
“Don’t, I beg of you, don’t let us have any parti ipin this matter.” 
Well, let me say to gentlemen here that we are somewhat divided over on 
this side of the House; there is no partisanship over here. How is it, 
general, over there with you? How many Democrats are going to vote 
against this bill? Are fifty of you; are there twenty of you; are 
there ten of you; are there fiveof you? Is there one who is going to vote 
inst this bill? Come, do not all speak at once. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. MORRISON. There ought not to be one. 

Mr. HORR. There is not one, then? 

Mr. SLOCUM. If you let this thing rest one year longer, with such 
accessions as General Porter has had from your own party, I would 
many g ourselves to decide. 

We will agree to that. 

Mr. HORR. Yes, indeed; we agree to that. 

Mr. SLOCUM. Day after day and week after week there will be 
converts on your side. 

Mr. HORR. Iam glad myaged friend isalready ‘‘ under conviction. ” 
He must know that it is the proper thing to do, to leave it to the men 
of the North who first had to decide the matter, the Union men I mean. 
When those men decide to put General Porter back into the Army I 
shall be content; and I do not say this with any feeling of harshness 
or disrespect to those gentlemen who fought against us, and they know 
it, but I do claim that their situation should preclude them from tak- 
bee part in this decision now. 

ut I was talking about my friend’s idea of partisanship, and it is 


not fair for him to break in upon a man in this way just as he-is reach- 
ing his climax. [Great laughter.] Iwas asking you if there was one 
man on the other side of the House who is going to vote against this 
bill? What do you mean, general, by partisanship? Is it where the 
Democrats vote all one way, and the Republicans vote as they believ 
somie one way and some the other, as we do on this bill. Laughter. 

I remember that in my State there was an old man, ae father of a 
large family. The family had grown hepa ancl orisa 
hot religious discussion. The old gentleman was a zealous Methodist, 
but his children, girls and boys, had varied theological notions. The 
discussion grew hot, as such discussions sometimes do. Finally the old 
gentleman broke in upon them and said, “Tut! tut! children; stop, 
Jet us have no sectarianism in this family; let us all be Methodists.” 
[Great laughter. ] 

Now, that is what my friend from New York means by non-partisan- 
ship; that we on this side shall vote one way or the other, as we think 
right, and that the Democrats shall vote solid, all arein It is only 
Republicans who become partisan by voting solidly pr fer, Page 

Oh! T hake DOA ton MUO thie the last few 
years; I am tired of it. If youmen psec above party now is 
your opportunity. We have done it onthis side the House. Come, 
then, let me join my military friend from New York, and beg of you to 
take his advice. Do not all hang Examine this case as we 
have done, and vote from your convictions just this once. [Applause. ] 

Do you know that if this had been the case of a confederate soldier 
whom your generals had tried and convicted and we were now attempt- 
ing to do what you are trying to do, to reverse your decision, the old 
confederate cry would come up here until we would be driven from 
this Chamber because of the injustice of men on our side of the House 

going over and trying to settle your old difficulty? That would be none 
of our business, you would say, and you would be right. Like us, you 
probably made mistakes; you probably convicted men you ought not 
to have convicted. We may have done the same . Be that as it 
may, it is no more than fair that we should let your decisions of your 
own matters, made in your own way, rest where you left them. It is 
equally fair that you should refuse to step in and decide matters tried 
and settled among ourselves twenty years ago. 

- After some further interruption, 

Mr. HORR said: In conclusion let me repeat, it is time that people 
stopped raking up these old matters, stopped trying to reverse the de- 
cisions of the war. But you say, ‘‘We want to vindicate Fitz-John 
Porter.” Why, gentlemen, the time has gone by when that can be 
done. This jury thatis trying him to-day can notdoit. Doyou know, 

as the friends of Porter, that among the Union people of the North to 
porta him by your votes—I mean by the solid votes of the men who 
at that time were on the other side—would be the most cruel thing that 
you can do to his memory? 

Mr. SLOCUM. Whose votes? : 

Mr. HORR. The votes of the men who fought on the other side and 
received the benefits of his tardiness and failure to obey his su TS, 
if there were any to receive. The men who fought against us then are 
here now and have the legal right to vote on this question. I ns not 
deny the legal right. But I do say that as a matter of good taste and 
fair dealing they ought to let this thin, sgh bape they ought to stand aloof 
fromit. They had no partin it then; they should refuse to meddle with 
it now. [Applause. ] 

Mr. GIBSON. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. HORR. Certainly. 

Mr. GIBSON. Do you mean to say that, being here as American 
Representatives and the question is presented to us, it does not become 
our duty to act in accordance with our conscientious convictions? 

Mr. HORR. That isa fair question. I say to the gentleman that 
the rules of this House permit a member here, if any bill is brought 
before it, and he has so much interest in it as amounts to 5 cents, the 
rules permit him to get up here and say to the House, ‘* My relation 
to this bill is such that I ask to be excused from voting on it.” And 
for the paltry sum of 5 cents you would be allowed to walk off and not 
vote. 

Now, do you think you would not also be excused from voting if you 
should rise herein your place and say, ‘* Gentlemen, when these scenes 
were transacted my position was this: I was trying to destroy this Gov- 
ernment because I thoughtit ought to bedesttoyed. I and others were 
fighting for what we believed to be right; my whole interest was against 
the boys who were fighting with Porter, and if he did not do his duty 
I got the benefit of it. This general was one of yours, not mine, and 
now I prefer to take no part in this fight.” Would any one ask you to 
vote after that statement? Thestake is more than 5 cents; itis the lives 
of a good many men who went down to death on the 29th of August. 
It is the reputation of many Union generals who acted on that court- 
martial; it is the character of Abraham Lincoln and his associates in 
power; it is the good name of General Garfield. Al these are involved 
in this case. You were interested in it. I think your position then 
estops you now from standing up before the American people and de- 
ciding as to the propriety of what we men whom you were fighting did. 

Mr. GIBSON. You have not answered my question. 

Mr. HORR. I think that isananswer. Ask it again. 
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Mr. GIBSON. Iask the simple question whether you mean to say 
that, as American Representatives, we ought not to discharge our duty 
by acting in accordance with our conscientious convictions ? 

Mr. HORR. My dear sir, that is exactly what I did answer. 

hr CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Michigan has 
expired. 

Ir. SLOCUM. I move that the committee rise. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I move that the time of the gentleman from 
Michigan be extended. 

Mr. SLOCUM. Ihave no objection. 

Mr. HORR. Iam very much obliged. I did not intend to occupy 
one moment beyond my hour. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to extending the time of the 
gentleman from Michigan? [Cries of ‘‘Goon!’’] The Chair hears no 
objection. > 

Mr. HORR. The gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. GIBsox] talks 
about his ‘‘ conscientious convictions.’ He means this, as I understand 
him, that if he has a clear idea about the way this ought to be decided, 
ought he not to vote that way? Let me tell you what is the trouble, 
my friend. The state of mind in which you approach this examination 
necessarily precludes you from giving a fair decision. You startin with 
all your convictions formed. I know you do not think so; but it is 
utterly impossible for you to judge this case impartially. Suppose to- 
morrow the question was brought in here whether Jefferson Davis was 
a traitor and ought to have been hanged; do you think I would be a fair 
juryman on that question? 

Mr. GIBSON. I doubt it. 

Mr. HORR. Yes, you doubt it, and so do I. [Laughter.] But I 
would be just as fair a juror in that case as you gentlemen are in this. 
(Applause.] I would not sit on such a case. Why? Because my mind 
was long since made up. I have even on several occasions expressed an 
opinion. I may have prejudices on that question; I have ‘* conscien- 
tions convictions” upon it I know, and yet you would all say that my, 
decision in such a case would not be fair to you gentlemen who be- 


lieved in Mr. Davis. Now I say that your position—I am not finding: 


fault with you; you understand me? 

Mr. GIBSON. Oh, I understand you. 

Mr. HORR. I say thestate of mind you are in necessarily precludes 
„you from beinga proper juror, You would not be permitted to sit—none 
of you—on any jury upon a case involving $20 if you had been as much 
interested beforehand in such acaseas you wereinthiscase. [Laughter. ] 
Yet you gentlemen come and proj,ose todo—what? ‘‘ Vindieate’’ Fitz- 
John Porter! I was just saying that such a ‘‘ vindication ’’ is impos- 
sible. When he disobeyed the order of his superior, when he refused 
under the sound of the enemy’s guns to go into battle to save his coun- 
try, when the court-martial convened and tried him patiently and 
fairly, and President Lincoln approved their finding, Fitz-John Por- 
ter’s record was made. The curtain then dropped. The bed he had 
made himself he must now sleep in. You have not the power to raise 
that curtain, simply because you have not the power to carry conviction 
to the mind of the civilized world that you are disinterested jurors, for 
you are not; you can not be; and General Porter must go into history 
with the record he himself made. His evident determination that he 
would in no way aid General Pope to win any victory; his tardy, sulk- 
ing, insubordinate actions at the second battle of Bull Run are the 

` written history of the past, and no vote of this or any other Congress 
can wipe out the stain he then and there cast upon his own name as a 
military man. 

Now, I want to say just one word in conclusion. I am well aware 
that you intend to pass this bill; I am well aware that you have the 
power to doit; but with my convictions I can not permit it to pass 
without entering my solemn protest. In the name of good discipline for 
the future in the American Army I do protest; in the name of the loyal 
men of the North who sustained our armies, who stood by this Gov- 
ernment and settled these questions once and supposed they had set- 
tled them forever, I protest; in the name of the one-armed, one-] i 
maimed, wounded soldiers scattered all over the United States, I pro- 
test. Ifour Army suffers sor efficiency on account of the numbers on 
the retired-list, let me suggest that scattered all over this land are brave 
men who lost limbs, lost health, lost everything but their honor, whose 
names could be substituted with propriety for that of this man, who 
was convicted by as fair a court as ever convened of not doing his duty. 
In the name of those soldiers I here and now protest. Ay,in the name 
of the thousands of ‘‘ boys’’ who died on that 29th of August, when this 
man was lying in the shade, and whose spirits are now crying to us 
from the ground to do justice to them and their memory, I protest 
against the passage of this bill. And, gentlemen of the committee, be- 
fore you vote this measure throughstop and think. You are constantly 
telling us you want these questions dropped out of sight, that you want 
to have the country go on inits work of peace in building up the great 
commercial interests of the country. So do we; and if you will stop 
going back and trying to undo the things which we honestly—maybe 
mistakenly—but honestly decided, we will stop talking to you about 
your record. Until then you must expect us people of the North 
to be jealous about the conduct of the war and the decisions then made. 
‘They cost us blood, they cost us treasure. We believe, as a whole, we 


XV—45 


were governed at that time by men who had patriotic hearts and great 
brains, and we are satisfied with their decisions; and whether you are 
satisfied or not, we insist that good good faith, and good feeling 
all demand that a large number of you should at least remain silent on 
this bill. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. SLOCUM took the floor, and yielded for five minutes to Mr. 
BRECKINRIDGE. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I wish to call the attention of the gentle- 
man from Michigan [Mr. Horr] who has just spoken to what I believe 
to be the mistake he makes in stating the position of the confederate 
element on this floor. We are not called upon to vindicate Fitz-John 
Porter. He was vindicated at West Point, and we are only called upon 
to give effect to that vindication. The question is, shall we stand back 
and not yote the legitimate consequences of his vindication by a Union 
board, a unanimous Union a military board, a Republican board, 
or shall we say that that man who fought, against us shall not receive 
the legitimate consequences of the vindication which has been awarded 
him unanimously by his peers? 

Mr. HORR. In reply to my friend from Arkansas I wish to say that 
I made no mistake. To start with I deny that board did vindicate 
Fitz-John Porter. I deny they had the power to do it or the right to 
do it. If they did vindicate him, why do you not let him alone? Why 
are you trying to add something more to it? 

Why, my friend from Arkansas forgets that the question whether 
they did vindicate him or not is one of the questions in this disputes 
We do not think they did. Now, is it fair for you, Ido not know 
whether you fought on the other side or not— ; 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I did. 

Mr. HORR. I did not know but you were one like myself who staid 
at home. Now, do you think it would be fair for us to try a case 
Whether you had treated some one not exactly right during the war? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. The case is not analogous. This is not a 
question as to whether we shall be upon the board of review. The 
board of review vindicated. It was wholly Republican, thoroughly 
military. Very eminent, emphatic and unanimous in its finding. rec- 
ommending far more than is now proposed. No confederate helped 
to bring this about. But since it is Tenani about, no confederate can 
fail to vote in favor of the consequences of the finding without placing 
himself in the attitude of an obstinate, vindictive, and unrelenting foe. 

Mr. HORR. There is never anything analogous on that side. 
[Laughter.] Analogous is all on the other side. That is the trouble 
about it. [Laughter.] There is nothing analogous. [Cries of ‘‘ Or- 
der!’’] It goes to the mental condition. [Cries of ‘‘ Order !”? 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from New York is entitled to the 
floor. 

Mr. SLOCUM. Mr. Chairman, it was understood there was to be 
one speech more before the adjournment this evening, but it is so late 
now, and I think most of the members are so tired, I believe I will now 
submit the motion the committee rise. I have gotso utterly confounded 
hearing the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr] saying ‘‘we’’ and 
“you fellows,” ‘“‘we did this” and “we did that,” that I do not know 
whether Grant fought on the Union side or whether I did myself. If 
the gentleman from Michigan is right he was on one side and I was on 
the other. That is the position it has assumed. 

Mr. HORR. Do I understand—— 

Mr. SLOCUM. I understand what you have been saying all day. 
It has been “we” and “we” on yourside of the House, and you recog- 
nized everybody else as enemies of the Union. [Applause.] I move 
that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. BAYNE. I suggest to the gentleman from New York that one 
hour longer this afternoon can well be devoted to this debate. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. Certainly. The House is full, the galleries are 
full, and we may just as well go on. 

Mr. SLOCUM. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, it is within twenty minutes of 
5 o'clock. I think the committee ought to rise, 

Mr. BAYNE. Let me say, Mr. i , that if gentlemen are 
anxious to have a vote upon this bill the debate had better be con- 
tinued for a while longer. There are several members who want to 
speak, and there are also a number of gentlemen who want to be heard 
in brief speeches of ten minutes, expressing the motives which will in- 
duce them to vote for or against the bill, and if debate is to be cut off 
at an early hour you will find that you will not get a vote for many 
days upon this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion that the committee rise has been 
withdrawn. -> 

The gentleman from Kentucky is recognized. 

Mr. WOLFORD. Mr. Chairman, from a very full, a very thorough 
and careful, examination of all the testimony, and with all of the light 
that I could receive outside of the testimony—for I believe that we 
have a right as members of Co; to ourselves of all of the 
light that can be given upon such a subject—I say from such an inves- 
tigation I have come to the deliberate conclusion that Fitz-John Porter 
was a.noble, a gallant, and a brave soldier of the Union, a man who 
loved the Union, and who fought for it; and who never at any time. 
previous to September, 1862, violated his trust. Having deliberately 
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come to the conclusion that he was, as was eloquently expressed by my 
friend from Michigan, a man without a stain or a blemish upon a pure, 
noble, and gallant character; that he had maintained himself up to that 
time with all the and dignity of a soldier; and going further 
than my friend from Michigan goes, that at that time, the very time 
that these charges were brought against him, he showed the proudest 
record of his proud life—as proud as that of any Union or confederate 
soldier ever showed upon this earth—I propose without any passion, 
without any prejudices, or any discrimination between the men who 
fought upon the Union side and those who so gallantly fought us upon 
the other side, to examine this case from such a standpoint as I think 
is right and in the premises. 
I have said I believed that Fitz-John Porter wasahero. I go fur- 
ther, and say that by the judgment of that court-martial he became a 
, and has been a martyr ever since. And I want to call the at- 
tention of this committee to a few facts in relation to the matter. But 
before I commence this investigation I will say that the arguments 
coming from the gentlemen who are opposed to this bill have struck 


. me with a great deal of astonishment. There is an effort made here, 


anda persistent effort, to blacken the character of a man already, as they 
say, under sentence of conviction; and I want to call your attention 
before I have commenced with the investigation of the charges against 

him, and I propose to show conclusively by that upon dewey very 
occasion you condemn him for he showed such wisdom, so much skill, 
so much bravery, so much honesty and purity of character as entitle 
him to be placed side by side with the most gallant and chivalrous of 
American soldiers. I propose to establish the fact that he showed as 
much try as was ever shown by any American soldier. 

But I call attention to what we are now doing. There seems to be 
in the mind of my distinguished friend from Indiana, as well as my 
distinguished friend from Michigan, an opinion that we are trying to 
reverse the decision of a court-martial. There is no such thing con- 
templated; no such effort is being made; and I think that I will make 
that proposition clear before Iconclude. Whatare weproposing? We 
are proposing to restore Fitz-John Porter to the Army. Do you say’ 
that we have no right to do that? Idonotcare whether the court that 
tried him was a legally constituted courtornot. Idonotcare whether 
the court that investigated his conduct afterwards, the West Point 
board, was a legally constituted tribunal or not. The only question 
that presents itself for our consideration is this, was he justly con- 
demned? And antecedent to that comes the question, was he guilty of 
the charges preferred against him ? 

But I return to the question, what are we doing now? We pro 

to request the President of the United States to place him on the: ai 
of the Army as a major-general of the United States, to ask the Senate 
to confirm that nomination, and if it sees fit, to restore him to the 


Army. You tell me that the sentence of the court-martial declared | martial 


that he should not hold any office of trust or profit in the United States 
so long as he lived; that that was the finding and sentence of the 
court. But does any gentleman tell me here and now that Fitz-John 
Porter can not under all the laws of this country—will my gallant friend 
from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] tell me that under the law asit now stands, 
he can not hold any office of honor or profit or trust within the power 
of the President to confer or that the Congress of the United States 
may see fit to ask the President to give him? 

Mr. STEELE. Will my distinguished friend from Kentucky tell 
me that the commission you are proposing to empower the President 

to give him, which is to date from the date of his dismissal from the 
Army, does not afford a vindication ? 

Mr. WOLFORD. I will answer the gentleman. 

That is exactly in the line of the argument I propose to follow, and 
I will answer him fully. All we intend to do, all we ask for him, I 
will “on Chel and while I admire the manner in which the de- 
bate has conducted, all I ask now is a fair hearing upon this floor. 
I assert that the day that his disability was ranorel b the pardon of 
the President he was in a position to hold any office of trust or profit 
under our Government. Will my friends from Tatton 
or Michigan, who have argued this question with so much zeal—mis- 
taken zeal, I may say—assert that Fitz-John Porter has not as much 
right under a pardon from the Chief Executive to receive an office from 
the President of the United States as they have? 

If you will not deny that, then we are not seeking, as the gentleman 
erroneously supposed, to bring in a reversal of the decision of the court- 
martial, but are simply seeking to vindicate the memory of a great, 
good, and gallant soldier of the United States against the aspersions 
which have rested upon him too long. 

Tt will not be that the President has pardoned Fitz-John 
Porter. The President pardoned him upon an investigation that took 
place at West Point; and I want to talk a little about that. I propose 
in the hour allotted to me to say that Fitz-John Porter acted as nobly 
at the very time you condemned him as he did at any time in his life. 
But I do not wish to enter upon the investigation of that question right 
now. I propose first to answer the argument that he was disloyal. I 
believe several gentlemen made that argument. I believ@that my dis- 
tinguished friend from Michigan made it. I believe it was made also 
by the distinguished gentleman from Indiana and by all the gentle- 


men who followed. They asserted that he was disloyal. They would 
not say in so many words that he was disloyal to his Government or to. 
the Union cause. I honor them for not saying that. But they say he 
was disloyal to Pope. I believe I quote the gentlemen rightly as say- 
ing he was disloyal to Pope and hated Pope. 

Disloyal to Pope! Are we to learn again that a man must be loyal to. 
aman, to an individual? Iam disloyal to any man that lives upon 
the earth. I hold I have no master, that is, under heaven. I have no 
master on the earth. Iam loyal to my country. Every pulsation of 
my heart during the war beat for the success of the Union cause. Iam. 
loyal to my country to-day, but I hold no loyalty to any man, to any 
individual. Will my excellent friend from Michigan and other gentle- 
men who have argued on that side of the case rise here in their seats. 
~~ say now they were loyal toa man? It was right not to be loyal 
to Pope. 

I do not wish to say a single word against General Pope. I do not 
wish to pluck a laurel from his brow; but I say that General Porter 
had a right to be disloyal to Pope. He had a right to spurn with con- 
tempt anything that required him to be loyal to any man. 

I want now for a few minutes to answer another argument. It has. 
been said that his disloyalty to Pope made him disloyal—I delieve that 
was the logical argument of my distinguished friend from Michigan— 
made him disloyal to his country for atime. Now, is that so? If it 
did, then Fitz-John Porter committed a grievous fault. All the gen- 
tlemen who have opposed the bill have supported the view before this 
House that Fitz-John Porter was disloyal and had forgotten his alle- 
giance to the Government and to the United States. I suppose they 
meant to use the word disloyalty in that connection, and if they did 

not they will please correct me now, as synonymous with a lack of al- 
legiance. They mean to say that for a moment he forgot his allegiance- 
to the Government of the United States; that, for the time being, he 
forgot what he owed to the Government. I shall treat the argument 
in that way. Then I say that Fitz-John Porter was not a traitor. Do. 
gentlemen argue that he was, that he was disloyal to his Government, 
that when standing in the front fighting a brave, and gallant, and. 
powerful foe he was a traitor? I answer, the court-martial did not 
say that. If they understood the question as these learned gentle- 
men have argued before this House, if the court-martial which tried 
him had thought he was a traitor it would have been their duty to. 
have ordered him to be shot. Butthey did not charge him with being 
a traitor. They only charged him with disobeying orders. And it is 
you gentlemen who now put that stigma upon his character and upon. 
his conduct. 

Before I undertake to investigate the facts and show that he did upon 
that day do his duty, I mean upon the 27th, 28th, 29th, and 30th Au- 
gust, I propose to draw a little distinction. Gentlemen speak, ofa court- 
as a constitutional court. I suppose they do not in earnest 
mean that the Constitution provides for a court-martial. I suppose- 
neither my distinguished friend from Indiana nor my distinguished 
friend from Michigan would undertake to say a court-martial was es- 
tablished by the Constitution of the United States. But I want for a 
few minutes to draw a distinction between a court-martial and a court 
of law, and I will then come to the investigation of the facts in this case. 

A court-martial has always been established in every country for the- 
discipline of the army; nothing more, nothing less. A court-martial 
is summoned by a President of the United States, or by some com- 
manding officer in the Army, and he selects the court. a court of 
law every man put upon trial for his life and liberty would havea . 
right to select the court. Nosuch privilege is given to him in a court- 
martial, and the gentleman from Michigan will not say that it is. 

There is a marked distinction between a court-martial and a court 
of law. Ina court of law the law presumes the innocence of the ac- 
cused from the moment he enters upon his trial until it ends; and you 
have to prove by evidence beyond a reasonable doubt that he is guilty 
before you can convict. In a court-martial the presumption is a man. 
is guilty or he would not be charged, and he is brought forward for 
discipline. 

Then in a court of law a man ean bring evidence of his charac- 
ter to rebut any testimony that may arise from such proof as to slight 
and imma’ matters as was introduced in the Fitz-John Porter 
case. Inacourt-martial the good character of a man is the very reason: 
you convict him. And I assert here to-day one of the great reasons for 
the conviction of Fitz-John Porter is his good character. Now sup- - 
pose that in a court of law you had had my friend from Michigan to- 
testify to the good character of Fitz-John Porter, what a volume of 
testimony it would have taken to overcome the presumption of law and 
positive evidence. of good character on the part of the accused. But 
when you come to try him by court-martial another rule prevails. The- 
enlightened rules of jurisprudence have gone; another rule prevails. 
What is the main object of a court-martial? The sentence that will 
best secure discipline in the Army. And here, in a time of great ex- 
citement, when the whole country is filled with alarm at the defeat of 
our grand Army at Manassas, at a time when men trembled for the 
safety of the Union, you have a court-martial assembled—not assem- 
bled by Fitz-John to do what? To bring discipline to the 
Army; to teach men to obey. 
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General Porter was a bright and shining mark, one that everybody 
looked up to. In him we have an officer of rank and position. It will 
‘not do to take a private, because if we execute him it will amount to 
nothing. But here we have a brave and gallant and noble officer, and 
we can say that he has, in the letter, disobeyed orders, We will take 
that man and try him and find him guilty, in order to discipline the 
Army. 

Mz HENDERSON, of Illinois. I would inquire of my friend from 
Kentucky [Mr. WoLrorp] if he will not now yield to a motion that 
the committee rise? 

Mr. BAYNE. That is just the suggestion I was about to make, the 
gentleman to continue to hold the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky has 42 minutes 
of his time remaining. 

Mr. WOLFORD. I will yield for a motion that the committee rise. 

Mr. BAYNE. I move that the committee now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. HOLMAN having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calender had had under con- 
sideration the bill (H. R. 1015) for the relief of Fitz-John Porter, and 
had come to no resolution thereon. 

_ Mr. ROBERTSON. I move that the House now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock p. m.) the 

House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and a were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 3 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: Papers relating to the claim of S. H. Hill— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr.COBB: The petition of citizens of Indiana, for increase of the 
duty on wool—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GREEN: The petition of citizens of Brunswick, New Han- 
over, and Columbus Counties, North Carolina, for the improvement of 
Logwood Folly River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. LACEY: The resolutions of the house of tatives of 
the State of Michigan, in relation to the Ontonagon and State Line land 
grant—to the Committee on the Public Lands. : 

Also, the petition of officers of the Second Regiment of Michigan Sta’ 
Troops, in relation to a national encampment of the militia of the United 
States—to the Committee on the Militia. : 

By Mr. LOVERING: The petition of Grand Army Posts, No. 118, 
Swampscott; ‘of No. 79, of North Adams; of No. ‘114, of Merrimac; of 
No. 6, of Holliston; of No. 21, of Fayville; of No. 68, of Dorchester; 
of No. 27, of Hanson; and representatives of Posts Nos. 2, 99, 15, 21, 
35, 39, 73, and 113, Department of Massachusetts, for a land-warrant 
of 160 acres for every honorably discharged soldier who served in the 
war of the rebellion—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Memorial of Ellsworth Post, No. 12, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Department of Missouri, in relation to pensions, boun- 
ties, le the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and 
Back Pay. 

By Mr. W. F. ROGERS: The petition of General Barry Post, No. 
248, Grand Army of the Republic, of New York, asking that copies of 
the Congressional Directory be sent to all posts of the Grand Army of 
the Republic that apply for same—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. OATES: Papers relating to the improvement of the naviga- 
Les of Choctawhatchie River—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 

rs. 

By Mr. PRICE: The resolutions adopted by the Merchants’ Associa- 
tion of Milwaukee, Wis., in relation to the exportation of meats—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, the petition of the board of supervisors of Saint Croix County, 
Wisconsin, in relation to interstate commerce—to the Committee on 
Commerce. : 

By Mr. SMITH: The petition of W. O. Bowers and 93 others, of G. 
W. Hensel and 43 others, and of F. W. McNally and 86 others, for the 
enactment of a law to redeem trade-dollars and to suspend the coin- 
age of silver dollars—severally to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures, ; . 

By Mr. STOCKSLAGER: Paper relating to the Van Deventer ex- 
cavator—to the Committee on Patents. . 

By Mr. STRUBLE: The petition of Lieut. J. Mackenzie, for relief—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Sioux City, Iowa, for a tobacco-re- 
bate appropriation—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. THROCKMORTON: Papers relating to the claim of Laura 
Mickle—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. VANCE: The petition of A. H. Hedden, for the establish- 
ment of a post-route from Hamburg to Franklin, N. C.—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. A. J. WARNER: The petition of the Dick Mason Post, No. 
304, of Lowell, and of Bishop Willi Post, No. 206, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Shade, Athens County, Ohio, in relation to pensions, 


equalization of bounties, &e.—severally to the Select Committee” on 
Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

y Mr. WELLBO PM sn se = ers ae baj 
Texas, prayi of a bill granting right of way e In- 
dian Territory: to the Gulf, Colorado and Santa Fé Railway Company— 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. W. L. WILSON: Papers relating to the pension claim of 
Mrs. Joanna Cramer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


` SENATE. 
MONDAY, January 28, 1884.° 


Prayer by Bishop M. Smmrsoy, of Philadelphia. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in compliance with the 
requirements of the river and harbor act of August 2, 1882, a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, submitting reports from Maj. Charles W. 
Raymond of the results of examinations and surveys of Fort Point 
channel and channel in Boston Harbor, of the headland in the town of 
Hull with a view to its protection by sea-wall, and of Ipswich River 
and Sandy Bay, Rockport, Mass., with a view to the construction of a 
harbor of refuge thereat; which, with the accompanying documents, 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
of War, transmitting, in compliance with the requirements of the river 
and harbor act of August 2, 1882, a letter from the Chief of Engineers, 
submitting reports from Maj. Charles J. Allen of the results of an ex- 
amination of the lakes near the headwaters of Cannon River, and of the 
Minnesota River near the village of Belle Plain, in the State of Min- 
nesota, with a-view to adding to the reservoir system of the Missis- 
sippi; which, with the accompanying documents, was referred to the 
Committee on and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting, in compliance with the river and harbor act of 
August 2, 1882, a letter from the Chief of* Engineers, submitting re- 
ports from Lieut. Col. William E. Merrill of the results of examina- 
tions and a of Vignes On raga and channels in Ohio, Penn- 
sylvania, and West inia; which, with the accompanying pape: 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce, pipire y n 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting, in compliance with the requirementsof the river 
and harbor act of August 2, 1882, a letter from the Chief of Engineers, 
submitting a report from Lieut. Col. Henry M. Robert of an exami- 
nation, with plan and estimate, for a breakwater at Rouse’s Point, Lake 
Champlain, New York; which, with the accompanying papers, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
of War, transmitting a letter from the Chief of Engineers, submitting 
a copy of a report from Oapt. D. W. Lockwood of the result of an ex- 
amination and a survey of the harbor at Cross Village, Mich., made 
under his direction, to comply with the requirements of the river and 
harbor act of August 2, 1882; which, with the accompanying docu- 
ments, was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 


printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary of 
the Interior, transmitting copies of papers inadvertently omitted from 
those transmitted to the Senate on the 9th instant and since printed as 
Executive Document No. 47, in response to resolution of December 4, 
1883, calling for copies of correspondence relating to the Yellowstone 
National Park; which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I present a resolution of the General Assembly of 
the State of Ohio in the nature of a memorial, which I ask may be read 
and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The resolution was read, and referred to the Committee on Finance, 
as follows: 

Joint resolution in reference to tariff on wool. 


Whereas the Forty-seventh Congress reduced the tariff on imported wool 
against the protest of every wool-grower of the State of Ohio and the United 


tes; and 

Whereas the said reduction of tariff on imported wool discriminates against 
the wool-growers of the West in favor of the manufacturers of the East, thereby 
compelling the wool-growers of the West to compete with cheap wool of foreign 
countries, to their very great injury ; and 

Whereas that tariff was reasonable, and not too high before the reduction, 
and stands now at a rate so low as to injuriously affect that | and respecta- 
i Whersar'en tats OA OA has alvente OA ey Cae tan iat 

an y a e House o 
Representatives of the Forty-eighth Congress to restore the tariff on wool as it 
woe prior to ġe recent reduction, which should be passed at the earliest time 
e: 

Be it resolved by the General Assembly of the State of Ohio, That our Senators in Con- 
gress be, and are hereby, ; and our resentatives requested, to use 
all honorable means and yote for the bill to restore the tariff on wool as it stood 


. 
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I ask unanimous consent to present the communication, and that it 
may be referred to the Committee on Public Lands for investigation, 
and in order that some bill may be reported by which these fractions of 
public land may be disposed of. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon asks unan- 
imous consent to present for reference to the Committee on Public 
Lands a paper touching certain public land in Oregon addressed to 
him personally. If there be no objettion, the paper will be received 
and so referred. , 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ihave had the honorof receiving through the mail 
this morning two communications. They are in print and seem to be 
identically the same. I will read the head-notes and all, as the papers 
are addressed to me, but intended to be a memorial to Congress: 

Please fill up the blank in the memorial with the name of your PRSE then 
ae yourself. Secure such other signatures as you can, an: to the Hon, F. 

. COCKRELL, United States Senate, Washington, D. C. : 

MEMORIAL TO CONGRESS. 
Hon, F. M. COCKRELL, United States Senate : 

Your petitioners, citizens of Little Rock, Ark., and vicinity, are gratified that 
the honorable Secretary of the Interior has asked Congress for an appropriation 
for education in Alaska. We would res ly request you to secure from the 
Committee on Appropriations a favorable report for an appropriation for an in- 
dustrial training-school at Sitka and for common schools at such points as may 
be designated by the United States Commissioner of Education. 

Then their names are signed to the paper. There are two petitions, 
both from the State of Arkansas, I dislike to take upon myself the 
responsibility of representing the good citizens of that great State, 
but it seems that the friend who sent these circulars to them directed 
that they should be forwarded to me. I move that they be received 
and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. Doubtless there 
will be plenty others of the same kind coming in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempare. The Senator from Missouri asks 
unanimous consent to present the papers which he has described for 
reference to the Committee on Appropriations. If thére be no objec- 
tion, the papers will be received and so referred. 

Mr. LOGAN presented the petition of citizens of Mound City, Il., 
praying that national aid be granted for public schools; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor, 

He also presented a petition of officers of the Army stationed at Fort 
Hays, Kansas, praying that those who have served fifteen years either 
in the volunteer or regular service as captains or regimental staff officers 
may be allowed the pay and allowances of the next higher grade; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of D. M. Riordan, of Sante Fé, New 
Mex., with’an accompanying nap, praying for the extension of the 
Navajo Indian reservation; which was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

He also presented three petitions of ex-soldiers, citizens of Missouri ` 
and Kansas, praying for the enactment of a general law for the relief of 
ex-Union soldiers; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Chicago and Waukegan, 
praying that Herman Reifurath be made heir of his brother, Charles 
Reifurath, latë of Company B, Twelfth Wisconsin Veterans, deceased, 
and that he be granted a pension, being a cripple; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of Grand Army of the Republic Post 
No. 23, of Indiana, praying for the passage of a bill to open the Sioux 
reservation to settlement; which was referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented the petition of C. E. Billings and others, 
of Hartford, Conn., members of the American Society of Mechanical 
Engineers, praying for the passage of a bill for the appointment of a 
commission to continue the test of iron, steel, &c.; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the memorial of Henry E. Williams, late second lieu- 
tenant Seventeenth Connecticut Volunteers, and other ex-oflicers of the 
Army, remonstrating against the clause in the bill for the relief of offi- 
cers that deprives them of their just proportion of pay; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs? 

Mr. VOORHEES presented a petition of 74 members of the Wash- 
ington Post, Grand Army of the Republie, of Indiana, praying for the 
passage of a bill equalizing the bounties of soldiers in the late war for 
the Union; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PLATT. I present the petition of President Theodore D. Wool- 
sey, of Yale College, and other distinguished citizens of Connecticut, 
praying for the passage of a law providing for the collection of divorce 
statistics with reference to the extraterritorial effect to be given to de- 
crees of divorce. It has seemed to me thatthis subject is one pecul- 
iarly within the province of the Judiciary Committee, but I understand 
that petitions of this nature have been sent to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor, I will therefore ask that the petition I now present 
be given the same reference. 

Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator will excuse me, I think there is great 
propriety in his suggestion that the subject-matter belongs to the Judi- 
ciary Committee, and I would suggest that the petitions which have been 
heretofore sent to the Committee on Education and Labor be recalled 
and the whole subject referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


prior to the recent reduction; and that the governor be requested to send a copy 
of this resolution to each of our Senators and Representatives at Washington. 


Speaker of the House of Representalt ves. 
JOHN G. WARWICK, 
President of the Senate. 
Adopted January 23, 1854. 


Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the Board of Trade of the 
City of Gallipolis, Ohio, praying for the establishment of a marine hos- 
pital at that place; which wasreferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SAWYER presented the petition of L. S. Hitchcock, John Mc- 
Donald, and 116 others, residents of the State of Michigan; and the 
petition of Thomas Costigan, Frederick S. Olson, and 29 others, resi- 
dents of the State of Michigan, praying the forfeiture of the Ontonagon 
and Brulé River’Railroad grant, and the protection of the title of pri- 
vate purchasers inside the same; which were referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

He also presented the petition of Wolf & Davidson and 3 others, 
steamship-owners of Milwaukee, Wis.; and the petition of Chipman & 
Raiser and 5 others, steamship and, vessel owners of Milwaukee, Wis., 
praying for the passage of the bill (S. 730) relating to steam and sail 
vessels navigating the ocean; which were referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented a memorial of the Medical Society of 
Northampton County, Pennsylvania, in favor of Congress authorizing 
the Public Printer to furnish Catalogues of the Library of the Surgeon- 
General’s Office at the cost of manufacture to any person who may de- 
sire them; which was referred to the Committee on Printing. 

He fiso presented a petition of G. W. Hensel and 43 other citizens 
of Lancaster County, Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of a law 
to redeem the trade-dollar and suspend the coinage of the silver dol- 
lar; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. LAPHAM presented the petition of W. H. Huson, of Addison, 
N. Y., praying for the passage of a law to compensate him for property 
destroyed during the rebellion; which was referred to the Committee 
on Claims. X 

Mr. SLATER. I present a memorial of over 200 citizens of the State 
of Oregon, representing that for more than twenty years the odd-num- 
‘bered sections of the public lands in a strip forty miles wide and about 
one hundred and forty miles long have been withdrawn from settlement 
for the benefit of the Northern Pacific Railroad, to the great damage 
of the people and the State of Oregon, and praying that those lands be 
now restored to settlement. I move that the memorial be referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SLATER presented a petition of settlers within the limit of the 
lieu lands granted to the State of Oregon to aid in the construction of 
a military wagon-road from The Dalles, Oreg., to the eastern line of 
the State, praying Congress to so amend an act entitled “An act for the 
relief of certain settlers on restored railroad lands,” approved January 
13, 1881, as to include the settlers on grants to military and wagon- 
roads; which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Oregon and Wash- 
ington Territory, praying that the land granted to the Oregon Central 
Railroad Company be forfeited and restored to the public lands; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. ; 

Mr. DOLPH. I present a memorial of the Board of Trade of Port- 
land, Oreg., representing that the interests of the Government would be 
promoted by the erection of a custom-house building in the city of Port- 
Jand at a point convenient to the shipping and shipping interests; that 

the collector of customs and his staff of officials at present occupy in- 
sufficient quarters in the public building occupied in part for United 
States courts and a post-office, and that by reason of the construction 
of new lines of transportation and the growth of the country the quar- 
ters occupied by the post-office have become insufficient, and that it has 
become necessary either that further room should be provided by the 
construction of another building or by an addition to the present build- 
ing; that an addition to the present building would render it unsightly, 
and that true economy and the interests of the Government demand the 
construction of a new building. I have already introduced a bill to 
that end, and I move that the memorial of the board of trade be referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The motion was agreed to. F 

Mr. DOLPH. I also have a communication addressed to me person- 
ally, although relating entirely to public matters. It represents that 
under the donation law, as it is called, in Oregon, the act of Congress 
approved September 27, 1850, donation claimants in Oregon were per- 
mitted to take their claims without reference to the sectional lines and 
legal subdivisions; that by reason of that there are scattered through 
the Willamette Valley, and in fact throughout the State of Oregon 
wherever donation claims are made, small fractions of public land from 
half an acre to five acres, or in some cases probably ten acres, which 
have been inclosed and are occupied by the original claimants or their 
successors, but which can not be sold under any existing law, and sug- 
gesting that some action ought to be taken by which land may be 
sold, recommending also that it be donated to the State for educational 
purposes. 
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Mr. PLATT. I will ask, at any rate, to have this petition referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. : , 

The PRESIDENT pro . If there be no objection, that order 
will be entered. The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] asks 
unanimous consent that similar petitions which hitherto have been re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor be recalled from that 
committee and sent to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to know why they should not remain 
with the Committee on Education and Labor? I do not understand 
that Congress is supposed to have constitutional power to pass a law 
regulating divorces in the States of the Union that the Judiciary Com- 

- mittee could frame. Our legal power can be only over the District of 
Columbia and the Territories, and the legislation for both of those juris- 
dictions is committed to other committees. This, I understand, is a 
proposition for the collection of information, and it would seem to come 
within the precinct of the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. PLATT. The object of collecting the information is for the pur- 
pose of ascertaining whether divorces in one State are valid in another; 
whether any law can be passed which shall remedy the difficulty that 
now exists by a divorce being obtained in one State which is not valid 
in another; and whether some legislation can not be devised which shall 
prescribe uniform causes for divorces in all the States. I do not know 
that Congress has any power to pass such a law, but certainly it seems 
to me that the Judiciary Committee is the appropriate committee to 
inquire into the subject. 

Mr. HOAR. If that be the purpose, I shall not interpose. 

Mr. BLAIR. It is quite obvious that there can be nothing in the 
nature of the collection of these statistics that is of any,consequence 
whatever, because the only statistics that could be collected would be 
a compilation of the statute laws or of the condition of the existing laws 
of the various States and of the country at large. It seems to me if 
the matter is to be investigated at all, it must be by the Judiciary 
Committee. Iam not aware of any special knowledge or any special 
function pertaining to the committee of which I have the honor to be 
chairman which should make it the appropriate committee to consider 
this subject-matter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to discharging the 
Committee on Education and Labor from the further consideration of 
the similar petitions hitherto referred to it? The Chair hears no ob- 
jection. That committee is discharged, and the petitions will be referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CONGER presented the petition of A. T. Young and 88 other 
citi of Marine City, Mich., praying for a survey of the banks of 
the Saint Clair River, to the end that the washing away of the banks 
and the filling in of the channel may be prevented; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I present a jointresolution of the Legislature of 
Ohio on the subject of the tariff on wool. Inasmuch asthe resolution 
has been read at the request of my colleague [Mr. SHERMAN], I shall 
content myself with moving that it lie upon the table. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. PENDLETON presented a petition of the Union Prisoners of 
War Association of Toledo, Ohio, praying for the passage of the bill (S. 
44) for pensioning prisoners of war who were confined in confederate 
military prisons during the late war; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. INGALLS presented a petition of the Virgil Rogers Grand Army 
of the Republic Post No. 122, at Martinstown, Mo., praying for the 
passage of laws granting relief to ex-Union soldiers; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. ALLISON, from the Committee on Appropriations, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 3948) making appropriations to supply deficien- 
cies on account of the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1884, in regard to rebate of tax on tobacco, and to provide for the ex- 
penses of the meeting of the Legislature of the Territory of New Mexico, 
and for other purposes, reported it with amendments. . 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the joint 
resolution (H. Res. 121) appropriating $50,000 for the support of cer- 
tain destitute Indians, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. ALLISON. Idesire to give notice that at some convenient time 
to-morrow I shall ask the Senate to consider both the bill and the joint 
resolution just reported. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1024) to authorize the State of California to select 
other lands in place of sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections, returned as 
mineral, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. MAHONE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 233) providing for the en- 
largement and improvement of the post-office, custom-house, and court- 
house at New Haven, Conn., reported it without amendment: 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom-the sub- 
ject was referred, reported a bill (S. 1283) to amend an act entitled 
*‘An act to amend section 5352 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, in reference to bigamy, and for other purposes,” approved March 
22, 1882; which was read twice by its title. ? 


Mr. HOAR. Idesireto say that the seventh section of this bill, whic 
provides that no female shall hereafter vote in Utah Territory, does not 
meet with my approval, and I shall reserve my right as a Senator to ask 
the Senate to strike out that section when the bill comes up for consid- 
eration. . $ : 

ROCK ISLAND ARSENAL IMPROVEMENT. 


Mr. LOGAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Appropriations, 
to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 9) making an ap- 
propriation for the improvement of the pool above the dam at the Rock 
Island arsenal, to report it without amendment, and I should like, if I 
can have consent, to put it upon its passage. It will take buta moment, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution? 

Mr. GARLAND. Let it be read for information. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, &c., That to enable the Sec- 
retary of War to complete the improvement of the water pool above the dam at 
the Rock Island arsenal $11,000 are hereb yeh ate out of any money not 
otherwise appropriated, and ismade pot! Kx e on the date of the passage of this 
act. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
sideration of the joint resolution? 

Mr. VEST. Has it been just reported? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Itis reported at this time, and unani- 
mous consent is asked that it be now considered. 

Mr. VEST. I dislike exceedingly to make any objection, but if this 
sort of practice continues—— 

Mr. AN. If the Senator will allow me just one moment, I will 
state that the reason why I did not say anything on the merits of the 
joint resolution was to see if there was objection, for I did not wish to 
take up the time of the Senate. The joint resolution was introduced 
early in the session, and the Appropriations Committee have not been 
together before to consider it. It was introduced at the earnest solici- 
tation of the Secretary of War and the ordnance officer having in charge 
this work. A profile of the work and the letters of the Secretary of 
War and the officer in chargeaccompany the jointresolution. The basis 
for the measure at this time is the statement therein made that by ap- 
propriating this amount of money now certain work can be done which 
will protect the work at the time the freshets come in the spring sea- 
son, whereas if it is allowed to go over until the general appropriation 
bill, probably the repairing of the damage done will cost three or four 
times the amount of money appropriated by the joint resolution forthe 
protection of the work. The work lacks about that much of being com- 
pleted, and by this immediate appropriation the officer in charge says 
he can preserve the work and save much money to the Government. 
This is the statement made by the officer in charge, which was referred 
to the Secretary of War, as I said, with a map and all, showing the 
work. I did not detain the Senate for the purpose of making this 
statement, because at the time the joint resolution was introduced I 
stated very fully the immediate necessity for action by Congress in ref- 
erence to this particular work. 

Mr. VEST. Ihave not the slightest objection to the bill reported 
by the Senator from Illinois, but I object to taking bills up outof their 
regular order. This morning a joint resolution was reported from the 
Committee on Appropriations which involves human life and human 
suffering, it being to appropriate asum of money for the relief of cer- 
tain Indians in Montana whom I know personally to be in a starving 
condition to-day. I did not call it up for the reason that I supposed 
the Senate had generally agreed, after the adoption of the new rules, 
not to renew the practice of considering bills the day they were reported. 
I withdraw the objection. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to make the point of order that I am unable 
to hear at all what has been said. Iwas unable to hear the bill read, 
and I do not know now its contents, but I was letting it pass. The 
reading of the bill was unheard by Senators around me as well as by 
myself, and all the remarks that have been submitted upon it, although 
ee ee failed to reach my ear. I ask for the reading of 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senators will please be in order, and 
the Sergeant-at-Arms will see that conversation and loud whispering 
in the galleries cease so that the business of the Senate may proceed. 
Is there objection to the present consideration of the joint resolution 
reported by the Senator from Illinois, pending which the Senator from 
Michigan asks that it be again read? It will be reported. 

The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House insisted on its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. Res. 119) making 
an appropriation for the relief of Lieut. A. W. Greely and his party, 
composing what is known as the Lady, Franklin Bay expedition to the 
Arctic regions, insisted on by the Senate; agreed to the conference 
asked by the Senate on the ing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had,appointed Mr. SAMUEL J. RANDALL of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
WaLpo Hutcurys of New York, and Mr. W. H. CALKINS of Indiana 

at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 


Isthere objection to the present con- 
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1256) providing for the removal of the remains of the late Maj. Gen. 
resto o B Ord, United States Army, from Havana, Cuba, to Wash- 
m, D. C, = 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bill and joint resolutions: 

A bill (S. 713) to remove the political disabilities of Samuel H. 
Lockett, of Alabama; 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 113) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
receive for instruction at the Military Academy at West Point Antonio 
_ Barrios, of Guatemala, and José Victor Zavala, of Nicaragua; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 117) to correct an error in the enrollment 

_ of the act making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropri- 

ations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, and for other years, ap- 
proved March 3, 1883. 


DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE MACKEY. 


The message also communicated to the Senate the intelligence of the 
death of Hon. EDMUND W. M. MACKEY, late a member of the House 
vise South Carolina, and transmitted the resolutions of the House 

ereon. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask that the resolutions from the House of Repre- 
sentatives be reported to the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Carolina 
asks, according to the usual course, that the Chair lay before the Sen- 
ate the resolutions of the House of Representatives concerning the death 
a one of its members. If there be no objection, the resolutions will 

read. 

The resolutions were read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the House has heard with sincere regret the announcement of 
the death of Epmuxp W. M. MACKEY, late a Representative from the State of 
South Carolina. 

Resolved by the House of R atives (the Senate concurring), That a select 
joint cor ttee, consisting of seven members of the House and three members 
of the Senate, be appointed to take order for superintending the funeral and to 
escort the remains of the deceased to their place of burial; and the raincoat Saat 
pane oe the execution of this order be paid out of the contingent fund 
á 5 That Mr. PETTIBONE, Mr. BISBEE, Mr. O'HARA, Mr. Writs, Mr. 
Davis, of Missouri, Mr. CALKINS, and Mr. HEMPRILL be the committee on the 
part of the House, 

Resolved, Thatthe Clerk communicate the foregoing resolutions tothe Senate. 

Resolved, That,as a further mark of respect to the memory of the deceased, 
the House do now adjourn, £ 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask the concurrence of the Senate in the resolution 
of the House respecting the appointment of a joint select committee, 
and suggest that the presiding officer of this body appoint the Senators 
to constitute the joint select committee on the part of the Senate to at- 
tend the obsequies of the deceased Mr. MACKEY. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Carolina 
moves that the Senate concur in the resolution of the House respecting 
the appointment of a joint select committee. 

The resolution was concurred in, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. How shall the committee be ap- 
pointed? [‘‘By the Chair.’’] The Chair will appoint, with the per- 
mission of the Senate, as the members of the committee to join the com- 
mittee on the part of the House, the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
BUTLER], the Senator from Ohio [Mr. PENDLETON], and the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. HILL]. 

Mr. BUTLER. Asa further mark of respect to the memory of the 
deceased, I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 12 o’clock and 51 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned, X 2 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, January 28, 1884. 


The House met at 120’clockm. Prayerby the Chaplain, Rev. JOHN 
8S. Luypsay, D.D. 
` The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and ap- 
proved. 
TEXAS PACIFIC LAND GRANT. 


Mr. PAYSON. The report of the Committee on Public Lands, No. 
62, accompanying House bill No. 3933, to declare the forfeiture of lands 
ted tothe Texas Pacific Railroad Company, and for other purposes, 
y some mistake on the part of the Government Printer has never yet 
been sent to members through the post-office, and copies of the report 
which have been printed are scattered.so that a sufficient number can 
not now be obtained for that purpose. As the.report is deemed to be 
an important one, at least by the Committee on Publie Lands, I ask 
unanimous consent of the House that it be ordered to be reprinted. 
Mr. RANDALL. Under the circumstances I think that matter had 
better go over till to-morrow. * 
Mr. PAYSON. Very well. 
DEATH OF HON. EDMUND W. M. MACKEY. 


Mr. OHARA. Since the adjournment of the House on Saturday 


last one of its members, Judge MACKEY, of South Carolina, has died. 
I submit for adoption the resolutions which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the House has heard with sincere regret the announcement of 
the death of Epmwunp W. M. MACKEY, late a Representative from the State of 


South Carolina. x 
Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate ), Thata select joint 
three members of 


committee, consisting of seven members of the House 
the Senate, be appointed to take order for superintending the funeral and to es- 
cort the remains of the deceased to their place of burial; and the necessary ex- 
penses attending the execution of this P pe a paid out of the contingent fund 


of the House. 5 
Resolved, That the Clerk communicate the fo ing resolutions to the Senate, 
memory of the deceased, the 


That, as a further mark of to 
House do now adjourn, ° — 


The resolutions were unanimously adopted. bd 

The SPEAKER appointed the following as the members, on the part 
of the House, of the joint committee authorized by the second of the 
foregoing resolutions: 

Mr. A. H. PETTIBONE of Tennessee, Mr. HORATIO BISBEE, jr., of 
Florida, Mr. JAMes E. O'HARA of North Carolina, Mr. ALBERT S. 
Wiis of Kentucky, Mr. WILLIAM H. CALKINS of Indiana, Mr. 
oe H. DAvis of Missouri, and Mr. JOHN J. HEMPHILL of South 

ina. 

And then, in pursuance of the last of the foregoing resolutions (at 12 
o’clock and 7 minutes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. f 

The following petitions and papon were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: The petition of Henry Runnels and others, 
in relation to pensions, equalization of bounties, &e.—to the Select Com- 
mittee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Pay. 

By Mr..BARBOUR: Papers relating to the claim of Joseph Mark- 
ham—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BRENTS: The petition of citizens of Klikitat County, Wash- 
ington Territory, in relation to the Northern Pacific land grant—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Washington Territory, in relation to 
the erection of a public building at Port Townsend, Wash.—to the 
Conimittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: Papers relating to the claim of B. B. Taylor— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claims of W. D. and Minnie H. Glass 
and agin C. Nash, of Nashville, Tenn.—to the same committee. 

Also, the papers relating to the claim of Mrs. Martha A. Stevens, of 
Davidson County, Tennessee—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Duncan Marr—to the same com- 
mittee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Thomas Colwell, administrator 
of the estate of E. H. Childress—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Mary E. Buchanan, administra- 
trix of the estate of A. H. Buchanan—to the same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Cumming, Doyle & Co. and 
Doyle & Co., of Nashville, Tenn.—to the same committee, 

-By Mr. ELLIS: Papers relating to the claim of H. Franko—to the 
same committee. : 

Also, papers relating to the claim of William H. Gill—to the same 
committee. 

Also, memorial of John N. A. Griswold and others, relating to the 
payment of the French spoliations claim—to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Resolution of the Medical Society of North- 
ampton County, Pennsylvania, relating to printing additional copies of 
the catalogue of the library of the Surgeon’s Office of the Army—to 
the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. GEORGE: The petition of citizens of Oregon, for the forfeit- 
ure of the Astoria land grant—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HARMER: Resolution of the Medical Society of Northamp- 
ton County, Pennsylvania, relative to printing additional copies of the 
catalogue of the library of the Surgeon’s Office of the Army—to the 
Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. HART: Papers relative to the claim of Thomas I. Lindsey— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYNES: Petition of A. F. Howard and 35 others, citizens of 
Portsmouth, N. H., asking an appropriation for certain improvements 
in Portsmouth Harbor and at Little Harbor, near Jerry’s Point, New 
Hampshire—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of A. F. Howard and others, citizens of Portsmouth, 


N. H., asking an appropriation for the establishment of a United 
States hospital at Portsmouth, N.,H.—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. < 


Also, the petition of Edward S. Hinds, asking that his name be 
placed on the on-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. T. J. HENDERSON: The petition of J. D. Parish and 39 
others, remonstrating against the of House bills 311, 419, and 
1081, relating to patents—to the Committee on Patents. 


1884. 


By Mr. HOUK: Papers relating to the claim of Henry B. Tyler—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: The petition of S. A. Peugh, for compensation 
as witness before an inyestigating committee of the House of Repre- 
‘sentatives—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. MAYBURY: The petition of Samuel S. Harris and others, 
asking for the compilation of the statistics and facts concerning divorces 
in the States and Territories of the Union—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. MITCHELL: The petition of Theodore D. Woolsey and 
others, for the collection of divorce statistics, with reference to the ex- 
traterritorial effect to be given to decrees of divorce. 3 

By Mr. NELSON: Papers relating to the Sisseton Indian reserva- 
tion—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, the petition of John M. Martin and others, and Nels, Johnson, 
and others, for a mail-route in Minnesota—severally to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, the petition of James R. Walker, for an appropriation for med- 
ical services for Indians, &e.—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, the petition of over 1,000 people of Minnesota, relating to the 
protection of bona side purchasers of public lands—to the Committee on 
‘the Public Lands. 

By Mr. NICHOLLS: The petition of Mary C. Hamilton, for payment 
of sutler’s supplies furnished during the war—to the Committee on 
‘Claims. 

By Mr. POLAND: The petition of Franklin Fairbanks and others, 
for the collection of statistics of the divorce laws of the several States— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr ROCKWELL: The petition of Downing, Sturtevant & Taylor 
and others, and of West, Stone & Co. and others, of Springfield, Mass., 
for tobacco-rebate appropriation—severally to the Committee on Appro- 
ipriations. 
ee By Mr. J. M. TAYLOR: Papers relating to the claim of Wm. R. 
Collier—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. YAPLE: The petition of members of A. W., Chapman Post, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Saint Joseph, Berrien County, Michigan, 
and members of Granger Post, Grand Army of the Republic, No, 142, 
of Bridgman, Mich., for increase of pension for deafness and loss of eye- 

. sight. 

Also, the petition of members of Edwin Colwell Post, No. 23, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Michigan, for the passage of an act giving to 
each honorably discharged soldier, who served sixty days during the re- 
ibellion, 160 acres of land—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. WASHBURN: The petition of citizens of Minnesota, for an 
appropriation for an industrial training-school at Sitka, Alaska, and 
for establishment of common schools at other points in Alaska by the 
Commissioner of Education—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, the petition of the Woman’s Suffrage Association of Minnesota, 
foraconstitutional amendment enfranchising women—to the Committee 
-on the Judiciary. À 

By Mr. G. D. WISE: Papers relating to the claim of P. L. Ward— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. YOUNG: Papers relating to the claim of Mary 8. Hunt—to 
the same committee. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, January 29, 1884. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Extras DE Witt HUNTLEY, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore signed the following enrolled bill and 
joint resolutions; which had heretofore been signed by the Speaker of 
the House of Representatives : 

A bill (S. 713) to remove the political disabilities of Samuel H. 
Lockett, of Alabama; 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 113) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
receive for instruction at the Military Academy at West Point Antonio 
Barrios, of Guatemala, and José Victor Zavala, of Nicaragua; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 117) to correct an error inthe enrollment 
of the act making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropri- 
ations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, and for other years, ap- 
proved March 3, 1883. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
‘tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue, recommending an appropriation 
for the payment of persons who have been, or may be, employed in or 
about the work of counting, canceling, and redeeming internal-revenne 
checks and proprietary stamps ; which, with the accom i 
was Piit to the Committee on Appropriations, cad oateeeh G be 
prin 
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PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. HARRISON. I present a petition of the common council of 
the city of Lawrenceburg, Ind., praying Congress to appropriate $150,- 
000, with a view of strengthening a levee for the defense of that city 

floods in the Ohio and Miami Rivers, and also protecting the 
navigation of the Ohio River. I desire to say that this city, with a 
population of some 6,000, has very important manufacturing inter- 
ests, and pays from its distilleries from a million and a half to two 
million dollars annually to the United States. If the policy which 
seems to have been adopted in our legislation of protecting cities, and 
and even farms, from overflow by levees on the Mississippi River is to 
prevail there, I see no reason why it should not be extended to this 
city, situated upon one of the tributaries of that river, which has suf- 
fered most disastrously in some recent floods by overflow. 

I move the reference of the petition to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. INGALLS. I present the petition of a number of citizens of the 
town of Fargo, in the Territory of Dakota, praying for certain amend- 
ments to the laws upon the subject of pensions. I move that it be re- , 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. INGALLS. [I also present certain papers in the nature of evi- 
dence in support of the claim of John F. Lewis, of Great Bend, Kans., 
for whose relief a bill is pending before the Committee on Military 
Affairs. I move that the papers be referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL presented the petition of T. S. Winn, G. T. Willis, John 
M. Coleman, John King, Dr. W. A. Shands, J. W. Atkinson, Rev. J. 
B. Harolson, and others, citizens of Hernando County, Florida, praying 
for an appropriation for the improvement of Crystal River and its chan- 
nels, in that State; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BLAIR. I present resolutions of the New Hampshire State 
Grange, composed of representative farmers of one hundred towns in 
that State, protesting against the reduction of the tariff upon wool by 
the recent act of Congress and against any proposed further reduction 
of the same as injurious and ruinous to the agricultural interests, and 
especially to the wool-growing interests of that State. I move that the 
resolutions be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, presented a petition of the Monomi- 
nee Mining Company and other owners of land within the limits of the 
Ontonagon and Brulé River Railroad Company land grant, praying that 
the titles of private ofvners within that grant be confirmed; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, presented resolutions adopted by the 
trustees of the city of Sacramento, Cal., in regard to a proposed Indian 
policy; which were referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a membrial of citizens of the Pacific coast, remon- 
strating against any reduction in the present tariff duties upon lumber; 


“which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


FUNERAL OF REPRESENTATIVE MACKEY. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a resolution that the fu- 
neral ceremonies of the late EDMUND W..M. MACKEY, late a Represent- 
ative in the House from the State of South Carolina, be held in the 
Hall of the House on Wednesday, January 30, at 1 o’clock p. m., and 
directing the Clerk to communicate the resolution to the Senate, and 
inviting the Senate to attend the funeral ceremonies. 


REPORT OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. GARLAND, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 60) to declare certain lands subject to taxation, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. JACKSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon, which 
were to; and the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (8. 742) ting a pension to Nathan L. Meands; 

A bill (S. baad or the relief of Elizabeth Gordon; and 

A bill (S. 837) granting a pension to Mary Joyce. 

Mr. CAMDEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re~ 
ferred the bill, (S. 189) granting a pension to Amos C. Weeden, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. VOORHEES, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 528) for the relief of Silas Q. Home, surviving part- 
ner of William T. Pate & Co., reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 590) amending clause 2 of section 2426 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States in reference to persons in the naval 
service of the United States entitled to bounty land-warrants, reported 
it without amendment. 

Mr. COLQUITT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 592) for the relief of William Porter, submitted an 
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adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was indefi- 
nitely postponed. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 217) to amend section 3734 of the 
Revised Statutes and to provide for the erection of public buildings by 
contract with the lowest bidders, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (s. 933) for the relief of the estate of H. H. Dalrym- 
ple, deceased, reported adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 321) amendatory of an act entitled ‘‘An act for 
the relief of certain settlers on public lands, and to provide for the re- 
payment of certain fees, purchase-money, and commissions paid on 
void entries of public hnds” approved June 16, 1880, reported it 
without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
425) to repeal the timber-culture laws, reported it without amendment. 

. He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
551) to extend the laws of the United States over certain unorganized 
territory south of the State of Kansas, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. LOGAN, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 3926) to repeal the act of Taly 2, 1862, and such 
sections of the Revised Statutes of the United States as perpetuate the 
oath prescribed in said act, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. BECK, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 350) for the relief of the estate of Thomas L. Price, de- 
ceased, asked to be discharged from its further consideration, and that it 
be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs; which was agreed to. 

Mr. INGALLS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the joint resolution (S. R. 1) for the payment of certain mon- 
eys to the Crow Indians and the confederated tribes of Flathead, Kor- 
tenay, and Pen d’Oreilles Indians, in Montana Territory, reported it 
favorably, with the recommendation that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on approp priations; and the joint resolution was so referred. 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 314) granting a pension to John C. Hughes, submit- 
ted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
279) granting a pension to Alfred M. Jarboe, submitted an adverse 
report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed in- 
definitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
777) granting a pension to Albert Jehle, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 


DETAIL OF PENSION-OFFICE CLERKS. 


Mr. MITCHELL. Iam instructed by the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the joint enis fi (H. Res. 127) authorizing 
the Secretary of the Interior to detail from that Department two clerks 
to act as assistant clerks to certain House committees, to reportit with- 
out amendment, and to ask for its present consideration. It should 
take but a moment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let it be read for information. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 
the ea set is foal waa Sirtiy if in ie napina bar igin publie Snead 
will not suffer thereby, upon the request of either of the committees hereinafter 
named, to detail from that Department one clerk to act as assistant clerk to the 

* House Committee on Pensions, and one clerk to act as assistant clerk to the 
House Committee on Invalid jons, 

Mr. MITCHELL. If the Senate will listen just one moment I will 
state that the object of the joint resolution, practically, is simply to 
authorize the Commissioner of Pensions to designate two clerks to take 
charge of the pension papers relating to the cases pendingin the House 
of Representatives, A great deal of confusion has arisen in that respect 
and the Commissioner is anxious to have some one representing his 
Department to have charge of the papers. Incidentally thesg commit- 
tees of the House are also anxious to have such a detail made, because 
they say that the advice of such persons from the Pension Office will 
be of very great advantage to those committees. I trustethe joint reso- 
lution will pass. 


By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, . 


proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate withoutamendment, 

ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 1284) granting pensions to all per- 
sons who, having enlisted in the regular or voluntary Army or Navy 
of the United States in any wars waged by the United States, served 
three months, were honorably discharged, and who are unable by reason 
of physical disability to earn their subsistence, or who are sixty-five 
years of age and are dependent upon their own labor for support, and 


for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1285) for the relief of J. L. Whitaker; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Finance, 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 1286) for the relief of Henrietta 
M. Sands; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1287) for the relief of Juliet H. Palmer; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1288) for the relief of Nathaniel C. 
Bateman; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. SLATER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1289) supplement- 
ary to an act entitled ‘‘An act granting lands to aid in the construc- 
tion of a railroad and telegraph line from Lake Superior to Puget 
Sound, on the Pacific coast, by the northern route,’’ approved July 2, 
1864; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Mr. McPHERSON introduced a bill (S. 1290) for the relief of Will- 
iam H. Hunt; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CONGER introduced a bill (S. 1291) to quiet and confirm the 
title to certain lands in the Saginaw Bay, in the State of Michigan; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1292) to incorporate the Luther Statue 
Association of the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1293) providing for the distribution to 
members of Congress of ten charts and other publications of the Hydro- 
graphic oe for each session of Congress; which was read the first time 
by its title. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask unanimous consent for the immediate consid- 
eration of the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let it be read for information. 

The bill was read the second time at length, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That Senators, ESATE and Delegates to the House 
of Representati ives shall each be entitled to ten charts or other publications of 
the Hydrographic Office for cach regular session of Congress. 

Mr. CONGER. At the suggestion of the officer in charge, who says 
that he has no power to send such chartsto members who require them 
for their constituents, I have introduced the bill instead of a resolu- 
tion. I ask that it may be considered now. 

The PRESIDENT pro Is there objection ? 

Mr. VOORHEES. is never object to the.consideration of any Sena- 
tor’s bill, but the morning hour is somewhat precious, at least tosome 
of us whoare behind in our business. If this measure is going to take 
any length of time I should be glad to transact morning business my- 
self first. 

Mr. CONGER. I suppose it will take but a moment. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iask for information whether the Senator knows 
how many charts it would include, and whether he can give us any in- 
formation about the expense? 

Mr. CONGER. These charts are all published, and they are fur- 
nished to the captains of vessels and to those interested in the subject 
now; but members have requests for the charts from their constitu- 
ents, and the officer in charge says he has no authority to give them in 
that way until Congress orders it. They may not be needed by any 
member, butif requested by constituents he may send them. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think it is bad policy to introduce a bill and 
pass it through all its stages in the Senate on the day of its introduc- 
tion. Ido not know when I have seen it done. I move that the bill 
be referred to the Committee on Printing. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. MORRILL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1294) enlarging the 
powers of the Washington Safe Deposit Company, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1295) relative to the claims 
of certain Northern creditors; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. LAPHAM introduced a bill (S. 1296) for the relief of Mrs. 
Henrietta H. Cole; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Patents. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1297) for the relief of W. H. Huson; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1298) to constitute the city of Wash- 
ington, D. C., a port of entry; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 1299) to increase the pension of 
Alonzo B. Chatfield; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 
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He also introduced a bill (S. 1300) to authorize the President to re- 
store Tenedore Ten Eyck to his former rank in the Army, and to place 
him upon the retired-list of Army officers; which was read twice by 


its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SHERMAN (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1301) to empower 
Morgan, Orr & Co. to bring suit in the Court of Claims for taxes erro- 
neously paid; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompa- 
nying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 1302) for the relief the First Na- 
tional Bank, of Portland, Oreg.; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S: 1303) to grant the right of way over the 
public lands of the United States to the Lost Lake and Mount Hood 
Improvement Company; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 1304) to authorize the Secretary of War 
to ascertain the expenses incurred by the Territorial authorities and the 

ple of the Territory of Idaho in the suppression of Indian hostilities 
in the years 1877 and 1878, known as the Bannock and Nez Percé out- 
breaks; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1305) for the relief of John S. Hill; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Mr. BLAIR (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1306) to fix the rate 
of pensions in-certain cases; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LOGAN introduced a bill (S. 1307) abolishing the office of As- 
sistant Surgeon-General of the Army; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. ? 

Mr. MILLER, of New. York, introduced a bill (S. 1308) to grant ar- 
rears of pension to the widow of Milton Searle; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1309) to provide statuary and historical 
tablets for the Saratoga monument; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, introduced a bill (S. 1310) to abolish 
the military reservation of Fort Rice, in the Territory of Dakota, and 
authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to have the lands embraced 
therein surveyed and made subject to homestead and pre-emption en- 
try and sale the same as other public lands; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1311) vacating all that portion of the 
Fort Randall military reservation, in the Territory of Dakota, lying 
east of the Missouri River; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1312) providing for two additional as- 
sociate justices of the supreme court of the Territory of Dakota; which 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Ju- 

ciary. > 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1313) establishing the Territory of North 
Dakota and providing a temporary government therefor; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. VAN WYCK introduced a bill (S. 1314) to change the name of 
the James Sweet National Bank of Nebraska City, Nebraska; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. KENNA (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1315) for the relief 
of the Albemarle and Chesapeake Canal Company; which was read 
twice by its title, and, ‘with the papers on file relating to the case, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr, JACKSON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1316) for the re- 
lief of William W. Armstrong; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 1317) appropriating $150,000 
for the improvement of the Miami and Ohio Rivers at and near the city 
of Lawrenceburg, Ind.; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I present in connection with this bill the pro- 
ceedings and resolutions adopted in the common council of the city of 
Lawrenceburg on this subject. I move that they be referred, with the 
bill, to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VOORHEES also introduced a bill (S. 1318) for the relief of 
William B. Browne; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1319) for payment to Thomas McMahon 
for labor and services rendered under Peter McNamara, a contractor of 
the board of public works, District of Columbia; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. LAMAR introduced a bill (S. 1320) for the relief of Mrs. Emily 
Miller; which was read twice by, its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CALL introduced bill (S. 1321) for the improvement of Manatee 
River from Hamer to Mitchellville, Florida; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. GROOME asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
introduce a bill (S. 1322) granting a pension to Jane Welsh; which was 


read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to. 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 1323) to increase the pension of 
David J. Whitman; which was read twice by its title, and referred to- 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1324) to increase the pension of William 
Taylor; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1325) granting an increase of pension 
to Merlin C. Harris; which was read twice by its title, and, with the , 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1326) to compel the prosecution of pro- 
ceedings in bankruptcy to a final decree; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1327) to amend section 604 of the Re- 
vised Statutes, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PENDLETON introduced a bill (S. 1328) to establish consular 
and other courts and to define their jurisdiction, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 1329) sporom $200,000 for con- 
tinuing the improvement of the Missouri River near Wyandotte, Kans., 
and Kansas City, Mo. ; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SEWELL introduced a bill (S. 1330) for the relief of the heirs of 
Samuel B. Colby; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr, HOAR introduced a bill (S. 1331) making appropriation for the 
relief of the National Bank of Newton, Mass. ; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 1332) for the relief of Joseph 
Walker & Co.; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 1333) to provide for the erèc- 
tion ofa post-office building at the city of Washington, in the District 
of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. MCPHERSON introduced a bill (S. 1334) granting arrears of 
pension to Mary Ringgold Archer, widow of Robert H. Archer, de- 
ceased; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1335) to authorize the settlement of the 
accounts of the late John V. B. Bleeker, late paymaster in the Navy; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, 

AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 


Mr. PLUMB submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (S. 1155) to provide for the issue of circulating notes to ` 
national banking associations; which was ordered to lie on the table 
and be’ printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Ifthere beno further bills, resolutions 
areinorder, Itis the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the reso- 
lution offered by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SENPAI on a former 
occasion, which has not yet been reached in the order of resolutions. 
According to the explanation that the Chair made the other day, under 
the new rules the Chair thinks that this is the only time for the laying 
before the Senate of resolutions which have been heretofore offered and 
objected to. The Chair therefore lays before the Senate the resolution 
of the Senator from Ohio. : s 

Mr. SHERMAN. I haveno objection, if Senators desire to submit 
formal resolutions this morning, to have the pending resolution lie over 
informally. Iam prepared to address the Senate on the resolution, 
but I do not want to interfere with the ordinary current run of busi- 
ness if Senators have such business to present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution of the Senator from 
Ohio is before the Senate for consideration, pending which the Senator 
from Ohio states that he has no objection to the formal introduction of 
orders and resolutions which do not lead to debate. 

The Chair will receive, if there be no objection, the ordinary routine 
resolutions. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN’ AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. VOORHEES, it was 
Ordered, That the papers in the claim of William Hunter be taken from the 
files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

On motion of Mr. SEWELL, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of Anson Atwood be withdrawn from the 
files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims, in accordance with 
the rules of the Senate. 

On motion of Mr. INGALLS, it was 

Ordered, That W. H. Powell is hereby 
the Secretary of the Senate the papers re. 

On motion of Mr. SLATER, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of the bill for the relief of sufferers by the 
wreck of the Government transport-bark Torrent be taken from the files of the 


itted to withdraw from the files of 
g to his claim. 
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Senate and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs for consideration in 
connection with Senate bill 622, now pending before said ponnn e there hav- 
ing been a favorable ad Sarre in this case and the bill having passed the Senaste 
during the Forty-seventh Congress. : 

On motion of Mr. MCPHERSON, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the claim of the heirs of George McDougall be 
taken from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

PAY OF POSTMASTERS. 


Mr. VOORHEES submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be directed to report to the Senate the 
cause or causes of delay, if any, in the adjustment of the salaries and per e of 
postmasters under the act of ongress of March 3, 1883, and whether, 
opinion, any further legislation is necessary on this subject. 


TELEGRAPH SERVICE. 


Mr. PLATT. I offer the resolutions which I send to the Chair, and 
ask for their present consideration. Ifthe resolutions should lead to 
debate, of course they will be objected to. I ask that they may be read 
for information. 

The resolutions were read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads are hereby in- 


structed to inquire whether the cost of telegraphic correspondence between the 


several States and Territories of the United States, or with foreign countries, has 
been injuriously affected by large stock dividends made by the Western Union 
eee Company, bs oh consolidations between different telegraph companies, 
by working contracts with cable or other companies, by the leasing of connect- 
ing or pose ver ue unes, or by other means. 
ttee further inquire whether the Western Union 
Telegraph Gant aay ETEA E or through the Gold and Stock Telegraph Com- 
y, or any other Phab ayre ape or tion, have prescribed rules or regula- 
ions for the transmitting of press news,or made diferential rates, whereby 
discriminations are made restricting the free and independent use of the tele- 


b 

Ted That the said committee be empowered to send for persons and pa- 
pers, employ a stenographer, and report by bill or otherwise, and in print. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolutions ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is an important matter. I object to the 
present consideration of the resolutions. Let them be printed and laid 
on the table. a 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio objects to the 
present consideration of the resolutions. They will be printed and go 
over. 


Í 


REPRINTING OF BILLS. 

Mr. BLAIR. I offer the following order: 

Ordered, That Senate bill 140 to establish a bureau of statistics of labor; Senate 
bill 141 to fix ae regulate the hours of laborers and workmen and mechanics 
employed by the Government of the United States; and Senate bill 398 to pro- 
vide temporary aid to common schools, be reprinted, the files being exhausted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Rule XIX provides that “every 
motion to print documents, reports, and other matter,” &c., ‘‘ shall, un- 
less the Senate otherwise order, be referred to the Committee on Print- 
ing.” The statute requires that if the expense of additional copies 
exceeds $500 every such motion to print additional copies shall go to 
the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not know how great the expense may be. They 
are very short bills. The usual number has once been printed, but the 
copies have been exhausted. When the committee came to consider the 
bills we could find no copies. We simply want them reprinted for use. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair finds in the second para- 
graph of Rule XIX a positive direction that motions of this character 
shall go to the Committee on Printing: 

Motions to print additional numbers shall also be referred to the Committee 
on Printing. 

Mr. BLAIR. Very well; let the resolution be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. I should-like to have the committee take early 
cognizance of the matter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will direct that the order 
be referred to the Committee on Printing. 

LIST OF PENSIONS BY SPECIAL ACT. 

Mr. BLAIR. I present, by direction of the Committee on Pensions, 
a document received from the Pension Office in reply to a communica- 
tion from the committee asking for a list and some data with reference 
to those officers of the Army and Navy who either themselves or their 
widows have received pensions by special act. It is adocument of con- 
siderable consequence to the committee in its deliberations, and may be 
to the Senate, and possibly to the other House. I ask to have it printed, 
and I move that it be referred to the Committee on Printing, if thatrefer- 
ence must be made so that it may be printed. 


The PRESIDENT pro ee gh The Chair thinks that as it is notan 
additional Paes the order to print may be entered without a 
reference. 


Mr. BLAIR. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the docu- 
ment, the nature of which the Senator from New Hampshire has stated 
will be printed for the use of the Senate. That order is entered. 

DISTRICT PRISONERS, 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I 

unanimous consent that it be put on its passage this morning. 


beg leave to offer a resolution, and ask | 2y said 


The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Attorney-General of the United States be, and he is hereby, 
requested to transmit to the Senate the following information : 

1. How many i have been convicted of crime and sentenced by the 
supreme court of the District of Columbia to imprisonment in any penitentiary 
since January 1, 1873? 

2. How much’ money has been paid out of the public moneys of the United 
kaso ter the transportation of such prisoners and their necessary guards since 

une 1, 1873? 

3. At what prisons have such persons been contined in execution of sentences 
of said court, and how much money has been paid by the United States for the 
maintenance and support of such persons so imprisoned since June 30, 1873? 


Mr. ANTHONY. I will suggest a verbal correction of that resolu- 
tion that the Attorney-General be ‘‘directed’’ instead of ‘‘ requested.” 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I did not hear whether the Senator ob- 
jected or not. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I did not object. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I will state that the only purpose of the 
resolution is to get at some information that is necessary to enable an 
intelligent report to be made in answer to petitions that have come up 
from the District of Columbia in reference to the building of a peni- 
tentiary here. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I merely suggested that the word ‘‘directed ” be 
used instead of the word ‘ requested.” 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. ve no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be modified to 
read ‘‘directed,”’ according to the customary course of the Senate. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 


FREE POSTAGE FOR PRINTED MATTER. 


Mr. VOORHEES. I offer the following resolution for the purpose of 
taking off a tax the Government does not need and which I regard as 
very unjust: 
ee ers ee me roe 

e propr: and ex n new: TS, 
ae aust uoher sate printed 3 hed seater to the United States mails tree of DONACO. and 
said committee to report by bill or 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 

ROCK ISLAND ARSENAL IMPROVEMFNT. 


Mr. LOGAN. I ask the Senator from Ohio if he will be willing to 
allow without objection the joint resolution (S. R. 9) making an ap- 
propriation for the improvement of the pool above the dam at the Rock 
Island arsenal to be voted on. It was justabout being acted upon by 
the Senate yesterday when a message came from the House which caused 
an early adjournment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I would rather go on with the resolution offered 
by me. ; 

Mr. LOGAN, If there is a word of debate on this matter I shall not 
press it now. Itis very important that it shall be passed at this time. 

Mr. SHERMAN., Very well. If it will not lead to debate I shall 
not object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent to call up at this time for consideration the joint reso- 
lution indicated by him. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

proceeded to consider the joint resolution (S. R. 9) making an appro- 
SANA for the improvement of the pool above the dam at the 
Island arsenal. To enable thé Secretary of War to complete the im- 
provement of the water pool above the dam at the Rock Island arsenal 
$11,000 are appropriated by the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

ALLEGED ELECTION OUTRAGES IN VIRGINIA AND. MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I call now for the reading of the resolution which 
is pending. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution offered by the Sena- 
tor from Ohio will be rted. 

The Chief Clerk read the following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
SHERMAN January 24, 1884: 


Whereas among the expressed objects for which the Constitution of the United 
Sayed was oman were those to establish justice and insure domestic tran- 
u ; an 
j atai the Constitution provides for the security to all citizens of equal civil 
opu and to all citizens the privileges and immunities that belong to the con- 
tion of citizenship, and that the right of citizens of the United States to vote 
oan not be denied by the United States, or any , on account of race, color, 
or previous condition of servitude, and further provides “that no State shall 
sens any person within its jurisdiction the equal protection of the laws;" 


Whereas among the privil and immunities inherent in citizenship are the 
right peaceably to assemble for the consideration of questions of State and na- 
tional concern and safely to discuss the same, and the right to exercise the elect- 
ive franchise in every State freely and without molestation or intimidation ; and 
Whereas a gen election was to occur, and did occur, in the State of Vir- 
ginia on the 6th day of November, i Soad 
Whereas it and currently 
about the 3d day of November, 1883, at “Danville, in ee 
of ns of the United States and of said State lenti 
upon A paasi poss gi of them k 
affect,and with rich the purpose of affecting, the 
to oceur, by creating, by- a of such 
ful violence and homicide, a “state of alarm on the part of peaceable citisens 


said States À press that on or 
sai 


1884. 
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throughout said State, which should induce them to refrain from voting or to 
vote differently from their previous intentions at said election ; and 

Whereas it is alleged that all the victims of said attack were of one race and 
of one political party, and all their assailants of another; and 

Whereas it is alleged that the authorities of said State of Virginia have not 
brought any of the persons connected with said alleged conspiracies, violence, 
and homicides before the courts of justice for examination or trial, whereby the 
equal rights of citizenship and the equal protection of the laws have not been 
secured to all the people of said State; and 

Whereas a general election was to occur, and did occur, in the State of Missis- 
-sippi on the 6th day of November, 1883; and 

Whereas it is alleged and currently reported in the public press that prior to 
said election, in the county of Copiah, State of Mississippi, there was an organ- 
‘ized movement by members of one party to poros members of another party 
from voting at that election and to prevent the freeand open ion and ex- 
pression of political opinions; that this purpose was carried into execution by 
organized plans of terror and violence; that the means used for that purpose 
~were by lawless and organized mobs, moving by night and by day, assaulting, 
and in some cases killing, lawful voters, with a view, by terror and fear of vio- 
lence, to deter others from voting; that this violence was committed by one 

upon the members of another party; with a view to deprive the latter of 
itheir constitutional rights, and extended throughout the said county of Copiah 
-and into portions of other counties of that State; that, as a part of this general 
lan and conspiracy, one J. P. Matthews, a peaceable and law-abiding citizen of 
piah County, was warned not to vote, and upon his voting on the day ofelec- 
tion was murdered at the place of election by a person selected for that purpose, 
-and with the approval, express or implied, of the officers of election, and no ef- 
fort was made to poe the murderers; that this killing was subsequently ap- 
proved by a public meeting in said county, composed strictly of members of 
-one Party, and the following resolutions were adopted : 

= reas certain rumors are current that the relatives of the late J. P. Mat- 
thews have threatened the of society, in order to avenge his death, by kill- 

ing Democrats and destroying their property; Now, therefore, 

“ Be it resolved by the people of Copiah County in mass-meeting assembled this day 
-at the court-house of said county, That ony pee shall be injured, oran attempt 
-made to injure him, either in person or in property, in any manner, by the 
said relatives or friends of said J. P. Matthews, we hereby declare that we will 

hold his said relatives and friends who participate accountable for the same, and 

that we will regard them as without the pale and protection of the law and com- 

en enemies of society, and that we will visit upon them certain, swift retribu- 
on. 

“ Be it further resolved, That so long as the friends and relatives of the said J. 
È. Matthews obey the laws and become good citizens, we hereby pledge them 
“the Pee ae na of the law. 

“ Resolved , That in the opinion of this meeting it is necessary to the 
of society and the welfare of all races and classes in this county that the 

ws a keep out of politics in Copiah County. 
ved fı , That from henceforth no man or set of men shall organize 
the negro race against the whites in this county, and if it shall be attempted in 
the future, we hereby give notice that it shall be at the peril of the person or 
(persons attempting so to do. 
s we do hereby pledge ourselves, each to the other, ourlivesand 
fortunes and our sacred honor, we will, all and individually, from hence- 
«forth, hold ourselves in readiness to enforce the foregoing resolutions, and to 
meet at any time upon the call of the chairman of this meeting. 

“Resolved, That a committee of twenty-four from each supervisor's district be 
-appointed by the chair to present a copy of these resolutions to the brothersand 
sons of the late J. P. ews, and that the same be published in the Copiab 

i and the Crystal Springs Meteor. 

“Resolved by the citizens of Copiah County in mass meeting assembled, That the 
thonors heretofore worn, and worthily so, by beat No. 2 be, and the same are 
-hereby, awarded to beat No. 3, 

“Be it further resolved, That this resolution is by no means intended to reflect 

upon the past and present services of beat No. 2, but to show our appreciation of 
‘the result of the election of the ticket in beat No. 3. 

“R is also resolved, That the clubs continue their organizations, and consider 
themselves not disbanded, subject to the call of the chairman of the Democratic 
-executive committee. 

“Resolved, That the thanks of this meeting be extended tothe Hazlehurst brass 
‘band for their services on this occasion. 

“J. L. MEADE, Chairman. 


-safet, 
Matt 


“Jesse Tuompsoy, Jr., 
“C.J. ALLEN, 


” 


And whereas it is alleged that the authorities of the State of ayy yo have 

utterly failed and neglected to protect and preserve to the citizens of that State 

-the equal enjoyment of civil and political rights, but have in some cases con- 

tributed to their overthrow, and have failed to punish or bring to trial persons 

-alleged to be guilty of the ings too violence, and homicides above stated, in 
ual rights of ci th 


disregard of tizenship in the equal protection of the law 
„guaranteed to ail the le of that State: Therefore, 
Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections be, and it is hereby, 


instructed to inqħire into all the circumstances of, and connected with, the said 
alleged events and into the condition of the constitutional rights and securities 
before named of the people of Virginia and Mississippi, that it report, by 
‘bill or otherwise, as soon as be; and that it have the power to send for per- 
sons and papers, and to sit during the sittings of the Senate, and that it may 
-employ a stenographer or stenographers, 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, since the beginning of the present 
-session I have felt that the recent events in the States of Virginia and 
Mississippi were of such importance as to demand a full and impartial 
investigation of the causes which led to them, of thereal facts involved, 
-and of the proper constitutional remedy to prevent their recurrence, 
and, if necessary, to further secure to all American citizens freedom of 
‘speech in the open assertion of their political opinions and in the peace- 
ful exercise of their right to vote. 

Now that sufficient time has elapsed to allay to some extent the ex- 
-citement caused by these events, I hope the Senate will make this in- 
vestigation, so that our citizens in every State may understand how far 
the National Government will protect them in the enjoyment of their 
rights, or if it is helpless or listless, that, no longer relying upon the 
‘barren declarations of the Constitution, each man for himself may ap- 
peal to the right of self-defense or to the boasted American right of 
migration to more friendly regions. 

The allegations in this resolution as to the Danville riot or massacre 
‘are founded upon statements in the public prints, sup 
oaths of witnesses, and their substantial truth is also verified by the 


i 


as 


ported by the | life, 


published statement of a member of this body, a Senator from the 
State of Virginia. 

The allegations as to Mississippi are founded upon copious narratives 
in the public prints, the proceedings of public meetings, and the ac- 
tions and failure to act of officers of the State government, including 
governors, judges, courts, and juries. 

I have not deemed it proper at this stage of the investigation, if it is 
to be made, to enter into the details of the facts, although I have be- 
fore me a voluminous collection of all these various statements pub- 
lished in the papers of different political parties and from different 

n EN : 

If these statements are true, then in both these States there have 
been organized conspiracies to subvert the freedom of elections, accom- 
panied by murder and violence in many forms. The crimes depicted 
are not ordinary crimes, common in all societies where the criminal 
falls under the ban of public justice, and is pursued by officers of the 
law, tried, convicted, or acquitted; but the crimes here alleged are that 
a prevailing majority subverts by violence the highest constitutional 
rights and privileges of citizens, and can not from their nature be in-e 
quired of or punished by ordinary tribunals. If they are true, then 
in those communities the members of one party and race have no rights 
which the prevailing party is bound to respect. 

It is not well to assume these allegations to be true without the full- 
est investigation and inquiry by the legislative power, for, if true, the 
gravest questions of public policy arise that we have been called upon 
to consider since the close of the civil war. I have no desire to open 
up sectional questions or to renew old strifes, but would be glad to turn 
my back upon the past and devote myself to questions of peace, devel- 
opment, and progress. , Still, if these allegations are true, it would be 
a cowardly shrinking from the gravest public duty to allow such events 
to deepen into precedents which would subyert the foundation of re- 
publican institutions and convert our elections into organized crimes, 
I do not say these allegations are true, but they come to us with such 
apparent seeming of truth that we are bound to ascertain their truth 
or falsehood by the most careful and impartial inquiry. 

If the events at Danville were the result of a chance outbreak or riot 
between opposing parties or different races of men, they may properly 
be teft to be dealt with by the local authorities; but if the riot and mas- 
sacre were part of machinery, devised by a party to deter another party 
or a race from the freedom of elections or the free and open expression 
of political opinions, then they constitute a crime against the National 
Government, the highest duty of which is to maintain, at every hazard, 
the equal rights and privileges of citizens. 

If the events in Copiah County, Mississippi (which is a large and pop- 
ulous county, containing twenty-seven thousand inhabitants, and evi- 
dehtly a very productive county), were merely lawless invasions of indi- 
vidual rights, then, though they involved murder as well as other crimes, 
they should be left to local authority, and if justice cannot be adminis- 
tered by the courts, and the citizen is without remedy from lawless 
violence, then he must fall back upon his right of self-defense, or, fail- 
ing in that, he must seek a home where his rights will be respected and 
observed. But if these individual crimes involve the greater one of an 
organized conspiracy of a party or a race to deprive another party or 
race of citizens of the enjoyment of their unquestioned rights, accompa- 
nied with overt acts, with physical power sufficient to accomplish their | 
p then it becomes a national question, which must be dealt with 
by the National Government. = 

The war emancipated and made citizens of five million people who 
had been slaves. This was a national act, and whether wisely or im- 
prudently done it must be respected by the people of all the States. If 
sought to be reversed in any degree by the people of any locality, it is the 
duty of the National Government to make its act respected by all its 
citizens. It is not now a question as to the right to stop at an inn, or 
to ride in a car, or to cross a bridge, but it is whether the people of any 
community can by organized fraud, terror, or violence prevent a party 
or arace of citizens from voting at an election, or the expression of opin- 
ions, or denying to them the equal protection of the law. No court 
has ever denied the power of the National Government to protect its 
citizens in their essential rights as freemen. No man should be al- 
lowed to hold a seat in either House of Congress whose election was 
secured by crimes such as are depicted here. 

Nor is it sufficient to say that the elections referred to were not na- 
tional elections in the sense that they did not involve the election of a 
President or of a member of Congress. While the power of Co 
over the eléction of Senators, Representatives, and the President extends 
to making and altering laws and regulations passed by the respective 
States, and therefore is fuller than in respect to State elections, yet 
the Constitution provides that ‘‘ The right of the people to be secure in 
their persons, houses, papers, and effects against unreasonable searches 
and seizures shall not be violated;”’ that “Al persons born or natu- 
ralized in the United States, and subject to the jurisdiction thereof, 
are citizens of the United States; *! that ‘‘No State shall make or en- 
forée any law which shall abridge the privileges or immunities of citi- 
zens of the United States; nor shall any State deprive any person of 
ife, li , or without due process of law, nor deny to any 
person within its jurisdiction the equal protection of the laws;’? and 
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that ‘‘ The right of citizens of the United States to vote shall not be 
denied or abridged by the United States or by any State on account of 
race, color, or previous condition of servitude.” It was also declared 
that “ Congress shall have power to make all laws which shall be nec- 
essary and proper for carrying into execution the foregoing powers and 
all other powers vested by this Constitution in the Government of the 
United States or in any Department or officer thereof.” Power is also 
given to Congress to enforce the recent amendments by appropriate leg- 
on. 

If the essential rights of citizenship are overthrown by a State or by 
the people of a State with the sanction of the local authorities within 
the limits of the State, then Con , as the legislative power of the 
United States, is bound to provide e additional safeguards, and should 
exhaust all the powers of the United States Government to maintain 
these essential rights of citizenship within the limits of all the States 
in as full and complete a manner as it will guard and protect the un- 
questioned rights of citizens of the United States within the domains 
of the most powerful nations of the world. Surely a citizen of the Uni- 

‘ted States has as much right in any one of the States as he would have 
in a foreign land, however remote or how powerful its government may 
be. Protection at home in the secure enjoyment of the rights of person 
and property is the foundation of all humán government, without which 
its forms are a mockery and with which mere forms of government be- 
come a matter of indifference. Protection, goes with allegiance, and 
allegiance ceases to be a duty when protection is denied. 

I can appreciate the great c that has occurred in the Southern 
States, the natural antagonisms which would arise by the emancipated 
slaves mingling in the same community with their former masters 
with equal civil and political rights with those who had held them as 
slaves; I can pardon the prejudices of race, of caste, and even of local 
ties; and the American people have, I think, waited with great forbear- 
ance, waited patiently for the time when constitutional rights would 
be respected without regard to race, or color, or creed, or party. If 
the time has come, as alleged in the papers before me, when members 
of the Republican party, through whose agency largely the existence 
of the Government has been maintained intact over the broad extent 
of our country, can not express their free opinions, can not enjoy their 
constitutional rights, are murdered at the ballot-box without fear on the 
part of their murderers of punishment, and driven from their homes by 
outrage and terror, and that white and black alike are subject to ostra- 
cism and injustice, and as a party are disfranchised in large portions | ; 
of the regions where in war they asserted and maintained the powers 
of the National Government, then indeed is there demanded the most 
patient inquiry and a full, open, and manly assertion that the rights and 
equalities of citizens shall be maintained and enforced at every Á 

If the Copiah resolutions are the creed of the Democratic party in the 
South, then indeed is the war a failure, and we must expect again the 
fierce sectional excitement, deepened by injury and disappointment. 
Written in the light of the events alleged to have transpired in the 
presence of the men who wrote and adopted these resolutions, they 
seem to me the very germ of despotism and barharity, and yet I am 
assured by a gentleman friendly to them that they are the creed of 
nine-tenths of the party in power in Mississippi. Ishould like to know— 
it is right that we should learn—the groundwork of opinions so utterly 
io Ht to Republican institutions. 

. In this investigation I would seek every palliation or excuse for the 
conduct of the people complained of. I would give to their motives 
and to the natural feelings of mankind in their situation the most 
charitable construction. I would give to them all the political power 
they ever enjoyed, and, without unkindness, or pains, or penalties, or 
even reproaches, I would extend to them every right, favor, or facility 
that is enjoyed by any citizen in any part of our country; but when 
this concession is made to them I would demand that in the States 
under their control the freedom and equality of rights and privileges 
guaranteed by the Constitution and the laws to all citizens, white or 
black, native or nai poor or rich, ignorant or learned, Repub- 
lican or Democrat, shall be secured by the State government, or, if not, 
that their rights and privileges shall be asserted and maintained by the 
National Government. Upon this issue I would appeal to every gen- 
erous-minded man, to every lover of his country, to every one who 
wishes to enjoy his own rights by his own fireside free from embarrass- 
ment, to stand by those who, yielding to others the protection of the 
laws in the enjoyment of equal rights, will demand the same for them- 
selves and for their associates. 

Mr. President, this is all I desire to say at this time on the adoption 
of this resolution. 

Mr. MAHONE. Mr. President, it behooves me in the name of Vir- 
ginia to express regret that there should be found in the conduct of any 
portion of her constituency occasion for such inquiry as that on which 
the resolution before the Senate is in part predicated. 

That it has come and is known of all men I do not hesitate to con- 
fess, but neither for the conception nor for the incendiary proceedings 
which inspired and led up to the violent overthrow of the civil law and 
the unprovoked brutal murder of unarmed citizens, y conspic- 
uous at Danville, I protest are the real majority of people in any 
wise responsible. 
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It is due to her fair name, and to the love of that people for liberty 
and their respect for law, their devotion to the free and unhindered 
exercise of the rights and privileges of citizenship, that such contrary 
and vicious methods, such lawless proceedings as characterized the con- 
duct of the Bourbon party now and here at Danville, culminating in 
high crime against the laws of man and Creator, should be 3 it 
is but just to the unstained character of her people that both the actors 
and the conspirators in these foul deeds, done within her borders, in 
contempt of the civilization of the age and the Constitution and laws 
of both the State and National Governments, should be brought to the 
bar of public opinion if they can not be under the hand of a righteous 
administration of justice. 

At no time in the glorious history of Virginia until the late canvass 
and election for the Legislature has the sentiment found root with any 
party that political ends may be achieved by such festering methods 
and means as gave rise to the Danville massacre, and the kindred pro- 
ceedings, abuses, and disorders which marked the conduct of that po- 
litical faction. Its leaders and organs, weary of ambition for place and 
of desire to dominate over a people who had repeatedly repudiated 
them and their shifting prineiples, openly advised any resort which 
might perchance give them the power. 

That a reign of terror and lawlessness suppressed and superseded the 
functions of the civil law, restraining the liberties of the citizen and 
exposing human life tothe disordered will and frenzied passions of a po- 
litical mob, licensed by the teachings of its own political faction to 
enact Such outrages as transpired at Danville, the chief magistrate of 
the Commonwealth in his general message to the Legislature sufficiently 
bears witness. He says: 

The condition of the State abe = h jenja and prosperity is such that congratu- 
lations may be ex resa "mpc dence has extended to our fields geua suns 
aa rot trons non e have rat bountiful harvests, increased industry, and 

u on. 
Lie aad or Cato this pleasant picture by alluding to an unhappy circumstance 
which all good le heir ane psy God shall never be repeated in the State of 

Virginia. Far Be ft fro the governor of this Commonwealth, whose duties 
are purely executive, to rebarackerias or criticise, in any partisan sense, the trou- 
ble by which death and blood came on the 3d of November to many citizens in 
one of the cities of our State. There is no purpose here to ask your honorable 
pore to a the matter. There is no right vested in the governor to do 

But the made against the State and that community—it can not be 
denied—is this: at men were killed, men were wounded, of no matter what 
party, of no matter what color; and that contrary to all the law-serving habit of 
ne people no man has been accused. arrested, or tried for his part in the kill- 

or wounding. This is the view of the affair in which al 1 good pleshould 
ron Rea rps investigation should be had, witnesses shoul flowed to tes- 
i should be made to testify, and the truth should be made apparent, so that 
the Commonwealth of Virginia should be placed before the world as one of the 
States which tries crime, no matter who may be the criminal. 


The report of the grand jury following the calamity to which he 
refers but completes the damnable picture. That the law there in 
Danville and in that region fails of rightful supremacy and the 
of maintaining order, peace, and the safety of organized society is par- 
alyzed, let the murders and unprovoked attempts to take life, since the 
speaking picture at Danville, argue the force of this assertion. 

The time has come, it occurs to me, when this Government should 
consider of its duty, where the local authority fails to protect the citi- 
zen in the enjoyment of the immunities guaranteed by the supreme law. 

I hope, Mr. President, the proposed investigation will proceed, and 
that this whole matter may be probed to the bottom, and somewhere 
in the power of the nation the cure may be found for a political dis- 
ease fraught, as I conceive, with grave concern to the safety of human 
life, the liberties of the citizen, the peace, welfare, and happiness of 
the nation, if not for the integrity of our own republican form of Gov- 
ernment. j 

What consideration follows paramount allegiance if the right to live 
and to exercise the privileges common to citizenship and to enjoy the 
immunities of government do not inure and obligate the power of that 
government to sécure them unto every citizen? Whatever may havé 
been the wisdom or the unwisdom of the qualifications on which our 
citizenship is based, the Constitution is and should be the governing 
law, and its honest and cheerful observance the duty of all. 

Virginia’s unfortunate connection with the slavery institutions of a 
section lay at the bottom of the consideration which induced her to 
make, as relpctantly she did, common cause with the South in the sec- 
tional war which for a time separated her from the Union she had con- 
tributed so fargely to found and, following the spirit of her Washington, 
Jefferson, and Madison, so earnestly endeavored to promote and preserve. 
But in resuming, Mr. President, her place here, and believing that the 
fratricidal contest had ended and should be forever closed by the event 
which transpired at Appomattox, Virginia came in good faith, declaring 
for the first time in her great history that this was a nation, she a part 
of it, the Union indissoluble, and that its Constitution and laws were 
paramount and superior in every State. 

Her people have faithfully endeavored to observe these solemn dec- 
larations and have honestly labored to establish, as they have done, 
equal citizenship, and never until now have any portion of her con- 
stituency sought to evade and destroy that duty by resort to violence. 

Such methods are in conflict with the temper, habits, traditions, and 
convictions of her people, and are shocking to the moral sense of the 
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The sentiment which instigated them, and of which was born the 
foulest crime that has ever been committed upon the soil of Virginia 
within the memory of living men—the massacre at Danville of un- 
armed, unresisting, fleeing colored people—must not, I protest, be left, 
for the lack of full and authoritative investigation, to cloud her noble 
escutcheon. : . 

Let it be fastened upon the political leadership of the faction to which 
it singularly belongs, and which now condones and seeks to Screen 
from exposure and punishment the lawless proceedings and bloody 
deeds committed in that behalf. £ 

In the name of her civilization and her high esteem for the respect 
and -will of the Christian family this investigation is invoked. 

It is of no measurable consequence what the fate of politiçal parties 
where questions of human right and the character of a great Common- 
wealth are imperiled. 

No State of those engaged on the Southern side in the unhappy sec- 
tional war had more thoroughly, cordially, and sincerely acquiesced in 
the result and turned her face to the morning of an indissoluble 
Union, one and inseparable—a nation forever. 

Dismembered as she had been as a consequence of her loyalty to the 
right as she believed, and lacerated as she was by the ravages of con- 
Sh armies, embarrassed by the loss of millions of values, a disor- 
ganized labor system, and by an unadjustedaccumulated public debt, 
yet her manhood with surprising individuality and energy addressed 
all its power to the prodigious work of regeneration. 

The rapid and substantial strides she has made in every phase of 
human progress answers for the grade of prosperity she had reached. 

Liberty of thought and freedom of political action had been set at 
will and the qualifications of the elector disencumbered of any other 
condition than prescribed by the letter and spirit of the supreme law. 

The sources of free education had been advanced over ahundred-fold, 
and the spirit for learning had been incited to the full measure of the 
opportunity. 

Ample provision had been added for the proper care and treatment 
of the afflicted members of every community; the barbarous feature of 
a degenerated code—the whipping- had been abolished, and every 
discrimination incompatible with the rights of citizenship, as ordained 
by the Constitution and laws of both the State and National Govern- 
ments, had been removed. 

A carefully formulated settlement of the greatly misunderstood and 
long embarrassing question of the public debt had been reached, which 
both as to item and method remains unimpeached and unimpeachable, 
finally receiving the highest sanction known to any code, the sanction 
of the self-styled “honor and honesty ” faction of the State. 

The credit of the State had been restored to its aforetime integrity, 
her indebtedness to asylums, schools, colleges, &c., amounting to quite 
$2,000,000 (besides arrearages of interest ting five and a half 
millions), had been reduced to less than $725,000, with a million and a 
half cash in her treasury. 

The e: of government had been reduced full 25 per cent. and 
the rate of taxation 20. 

Enterprise, thrift, and well-doing marked the labors of the people in 
all the employments of life. 

Peace, prosperity, and the sunshine of a larger future beamed in all 
her borders, and inspired all ranks and-conditions of her people. 

Sectional asperities had passed away and cordial relations with our 
brethren of the nation were honestly cultivated. 

' Responding to a rancorous sentiment, re-enforced by a diseased and 
uncontrollable ambition for place and power, it was to prevent the 
continued success of the party which had ina ted such an era of 
wholesome reforms, peace, plenty, and good-will toward men, that an 
unscrupulous leadership of a political faction conceived and contrived 
by such agencies to defeat the honest will of a majority of the people 
at the election on the 6th of November last and to force a result in its 
own favor. 

The scheme was by the shot-gun practice and other means of compul- 
sion to frighten and restrain the colored voter from exercising his con- 
stitutional rights of franchise and by inciting and promoting the preju- 
dices of caste and a conflict of blood—to compel the more irresolute, 
less informed, and more dependent class of white voters to abandon 
their own political faith and to indorse a leadership and principles which 
had been repeatedly condemned at the polls. . 

But, Mr. President, I forbear to enter now upon the facts which are 
to be the subject of the proposed investigation further than may Be in- 
cident to a discussion of the powers of Congress over the matter. 

Here in connection with the exercise of a right guaranteed by the 
Constitution, on which the very integrity of this Government rests, a 
number of wanton murders have been committed which have not been 
prosecuted nor can be made the subject of judicial investigation, asap- 


The murdered men all belong to a race or a elass who are, notwith- 
standing and none the less, citizens of the State and of the United 
States, entitled as such to the protection of the laws, the privileges of 
the ballot, and enjoyment of liberty. 

These murders which, in the dawn of civilization, ‘‘when the rough 
feelings of barbarism had ndt experienced the softening touches of time, 


would have needed the gloss of apology,’’ are charged to have been of 
political design, and the exculpation of the participants is alleged to be 
part of the same political object, that object being to deprive by intimi- 


dation of their right of suffrage a race of citizens who are guaranteed it 
by the Constitution of the United States, and who, on the assumption 
that they are free to enjoy the exercises of that right, are counted to a 
man in making upthe apportionment of representation allowed to each 
State in the popular branch of the National Legislature and in the elect- 
oral college of the Union; while failure to punish such crimes, and to 
protect the citizen in the full and safe pursuit of that right, is expected 
to operate, as reasonably it must, to lower his manhood, circumscribe 
his energies and his productive capacity, lessen his respect for the Gov- 
ernment and his love of country, and finally to subdue his honest con- 
victions or work him out as a political factor. 3 

Where shall the inquiry be instituted if not here in the Congress of 
the United States whether representation conforms to the theory of the 


re law? 

. If a State enjoys representation in Congress on the faith that the right 
of suffrage is free to all its legally qualitied voters, it is a breach of faith 
with the other States of the Union to deprive any class or any part of 
any class of voters of this right. 

The enforcement of any such restriction, no matter the device or the 
means employed, nor the measure ot tne result, is a wrong to other 
States of the Union and an assault upon the spirit of the Constitution 
which I submit it is the duty of Congress not only to investigate but 
to rebuke and correct. _ 

There is, Mr. President, another even broader ground than this, if 
broader there can be, on which this power of Congress to inquire into 
such matters rests. The United States by constitutional obligation 
guarantees to each State a republican form of government, that is to 
say a form of government in which the unhindered will of the majority 
of the legally qualified voters controls the administration of its public 
affairs. If by murder or any kind of violence this will of the majority 
is overthrown and those who commit the murders go unwhipped of 
justice, or other acts of violence designed to substitute the will of a mi- 
nority for that of a majority are allowed impunity, then we have a gov- 
ernment wherein the minority governs, governs by the practice of fraud 
and of crime, and therefore a government that is not republican. 

The Union was formed on the fundamental condition, mutually pledged 
between the States, that it was to bea unionof republics, and that each 
State would preserve a republican form of government; and it isa high 
duty that Congress owes to all the States that such government in fact 
and in spirit as well-as in form be maintained. When, therefore, it ap- 
pears that in any State the elective franchise is so far overthrown by 
lawless practices which the local government can not or will not punish, 
or by methods and devices calculated to abridge the right, then not only 
does the power vest in Congress but that body is under solemn obligation 
to inquire into the subject and to enforce a remedy. 

Mr, Madison, treating of this question (in No. XLIII of the Federalist) 
when the reach, powers, and duties of the National Government were 
not so large as now and its relations with the citizen were less peed 
seemed to have contemplated a case precisely like the one under co: 
sideration. He says: i ° 

Is it true that force and right are necessarily on the same side in a republican 
government? May not the minor party possess such a superiorit of pecuniary 
resources, of the military talents and experience, * * as will render it su- 
perior also in an appeal to the sword? * è * Nothingcan be morechimerical 
than to imagine that in a trial of actual force victory may be calculated by the 


rales which prevail in a census of the inhabitants or which determine the re- 
rtofan election. * * * In 


flying 
to arms and tearing 4 state to pieces, than the representatives of confederate 
states not heated by the To ner emt gels Pua cn opm fe 
unite the affection of friends, Happy would it be if such a mead 3 for its in- 
firmities could be enjoyed by all free governments, if A projeti equally e 
could be established for the uni peace of mankind. 


These ‘passages show that the power in question was given to Con- : 
gress in an enlarged and patriotic view, and that the framers of the 
Constitution contemplated its exercise in a case like that to which the 
resolution is directed. 

Mr. President, in the year 1869 Virginia resumed her place in the 
Union with a State constitution, adopted almost unanimously—but 
9,000 votes against it—which embodied the following declarations: 

That this State shall ever remain a member of the United States of America, 
and that the people thereofare part of the American nation, and thatall attempts, 
from whatever source or upon whatever pretext, to dissolve said Union or to 
sever said nation are unauthorized and ought to be resisted with the whole 
power of the State. 

That the Constitution of the United States and the laws of Co: passed in 
pursuance the: constitute the supreme law of the land, to which paramount 
allegiance and o! ence are due from every citizen, anything in the constitution, 
ord ces, or laws of any State to the contrary notwithstanding. 


Thus she took her place in the Union without (as in 1789) any ex- 
press reservation of power or mental reservation of doctrines such as 
were known in the political controversies of a past era, She came with 
heart in hand, surrendering her all and pledging her all for the national 
peace and prosperity. Shegave up powers which had brought ruin and 
desolation to her people and came to share the fate of the Union as a 
nation, regarding no an destiny as worth preserving out of the Union 

th i 5 


or in antagonism wi 


r 


I hope indeed to get a vote, if 
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It is to vindicate her good faith in these declarations and in this act 
that I desire this inv ion. Itis to remove by such formal instru- 
mentality any doubt which may linger in a respected public judgment 
that the uncondoned practices and crimes which a political leadership 
has inaugurated upon her soil are not of the sentiment of a majority of 
her people, who protest against any desire to nullify any law of the 
Union. 

It is in the hope that such consideration may be brought to the sub- 
ject as will lead to the arrest of such practices, which militate against 
the peace and welfare of the people, and in their tendency and direc- 
tion conspire to a war upon the very integrity of the Constitution. 

Virginia, Mr. President, has no cause of hostility against the colored 
people who in large part compose her population. They are no more 
responsible for their freedom than for their presence there. They were 
invested with the rights of citizenship by the grace of the nation, and 
have worn the immunities with remarkable propriety of conduct, They 
are as essential to her fields of industry as the inery of New Eng- 
Jand is to her manufactories. They are a factor in her life for which 
no other can be substituted, and between the races as between classes 
there is a community of interests on which is dependent the happiness 
and welfare of all—the march of intellectual and material progress— 
that wisdom and humanity ought to conserve. i 


*Tis liberty alone which gives the flower 
Of fleeting life its luster and perfume, 
And we are weeds without it, 


It conspires to enlighten human action. 

Bondage, personal or political, is the natural implement of usurpa- 
tion, a serious and fearful evil in every free community. Nothing more 
degrades the man than living among freemen himself a slave. ‘** Even 
the very earth, which teems profusion under the cultivating hand of 
free labor, shrinks into barrenness from the contaminating sweat of the 
slave;’? and who is not a slave, measurably, whose liberty by any 
means is restrained in contravention of the rights guaranteed to all? 

I rejoice that personal slavery is no longer legalized in our own fair 
Eden of liberty, and that all men are liberated to an even chance in 
the race of life to which God and nature have given them the title. In 
Virginia the colored pons ask no more, and the white man there who 
envies him this privilege and apprehends his supremacy reproaches the 
intelligence and manhood of his own race. 

To discover the gross violations of these principles which have been 
committed in Virginia during the late political campaign and to find 
and apply the remedy I take to be the object of the proposed investi- 


gation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, in the 
chair). Will the Senator suspend? The hour of 2 o’clock having ar- 
rived, it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the Calendar 
of General Orders. 

Mr. MAHONE. I shall have done in a very few minutes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope we shall finish this matter. I 
when the Senator is through to submit a motion to that effect. 

Several SENATORS (to Mr. MAHONE). Goon! Goon! 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. There being no objection, the Senator | Camden 


from Virginia will proceed. 


Mr. MAHONE. I have no fear that the State will suffer by the in- | £2! 


uiry. On the contrary, I am confident she will emerge from it free 
hoe all stain upon the reputation of the majority of her people, while 
upon a violent faction will be found the responsibility and the blood of 
her murdered citizens. 

Here, in this Capitol, where the breath of freedom has ever inspired 
devotion to the Getatven rights of men, here in a government which is 
founded on the ever-molding basis of equal rights, is the place to set on 
foot investigation of such t acts of moral turpitude and of crime 
in contravention of the Constitution and laws of the Union and to reach 


out for the remedy. ’ 
Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the general orders be med with 
a view to continuing the debate and taking a vote on this resolution. 


possible, re adjournment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to continuing the 
consideration of the resolution at this time? The Chair hears none. 
The question is on the tee of the resolution. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BAYARD. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The pa and nays were ordered. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, what is the question ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Upon the resolution, 

Mr. VANCE. Not upon the preamble? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Notupon the preamble, but upon the 
resolution. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BLAIR (when his name was called). On this question and all 

litical questions I am paired with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 


Mr. BUTI 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). On this question I am 
paired with the from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. If he 
were present, I should vote ‘‘nay,’’ 


+ 


Mr. COCKRELL (when his name was called). The Senator from 
Minnesota [Mr. MCMILLAN] requested me yesterday evening to pair 
with urgu poiran aione a reckon nities [aa considered 
one, and he would probably vote ’ would he not [addressing the 
Republican side of the Chamber] ? Sins 

Several SENATORS. We think so. < 

Mr. COCKRELL.. I should vote ‘‘nay”’ if I felt at liberty to do so. 

Mr. JACKSON (when the name of Mr. HARRIS was called), My 
colleague [Mr. Harris] is n ily absent, and is paired with the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. If present, my colleague 
would vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. HOAR (when his name was called). Some time last week the 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] said he intended to be absent a 
portion of this week, and desired me to pair with him. Unless he be 
paired with some one else or is present, I shall refrain from voting. I 
asi favor of the resolution, and should vote for it if I were at liberty 

0 80. 

Mr. KENNA (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SABIN]. If he were present, I, should 
vote ‘‘nay,’? 

Mr. MILLER, of California (when his name was called). I am. 
paired with my colleague [Mr. FARLEY]. If he were here, he would 
vote ‘“‘nay ” and I should vote ‘‘ yea. ” 

Mr. VAN WYCK (when his name was called), I am paired with. 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIAMS], who, if here, would vote 
‘nay’? and I should vote ‘‘yea. ” 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] an- 
nounced his pair with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIAMS]. 

Mr. BECK. The Senator from Nebraska can vote. I know the Sen- 
ator is generally paired with my colleague, but the Senator from New 
Hampshire, I understand, makes this pair with my colleague. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Then I vote ‘yea. ” ; 

The roll-call was concluded. : 

Mr. PUGH (after having voted in the negative). I have just beem 
reminded of the pair I had with the Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr... 
DAWES] on all political questions. I therefore withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The vote will be withdrawn. 

The result was announced—yeas 33, nays 29; as follows: 


YEAS—33. 
Aldrich, Frye Mahone, Riddleberger, 
Allison, Hale, Manderson, Sawyer, ji 
Anthony, Harrison, Miler of N. Y., Sewell, 
wen, Hawley, Mitchell, Sherma 
Cameron of Wis., Hill, Morrill, Van Wyck, 
Conger, ae o ils, Palmer, Wilson, 
Cullom, Jones of Nevada, Pike, 
Dolph, Lapham, Platt, 
Edmunds, Logan, Plumb, 
NAYS—29, 
Bayard, Garland, Jones of Florida, Slater, 
Beck, George, ar, Vance, 
Brown, Gibson, McPherson, Vi 
Call, Gorman, ey, vi 4 
, Groome, Gal pa Walker, 
Coke, Hampton, Pendleton, 
Colquitt, Jackson, m, 
A Jonas, A 
ABSENT—14. 
Blair, Da Kenna, Sabin, : 
Butler, Farley, Me: Williams, 
Cameron of Pa., ; Miller of Gal., 
rell, Hoar, 3 
So the resolution was agreed to Í 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now is on agreeing to 
the preamble. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Icall for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to- 
call the roll. 

Mr. BLAIR (when his name was called). I am, paired as before 
stated, with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIAMS]. 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). I am paired with the- 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. If he were present, I 
should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. COCKRELL (when his name was called), I am paired with: 
the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. McMILLAN]. Were he present, he 
would vote “yea” and I would vote ‘‘nay.’? 

Mr. KENNA (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SABIN]. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 32, nays 29; as follows: 


YEAS—22, 
Aldrich, Edmunds, ; 
Allison, ê, T a i Plamb, 
are Hartigan; Mion Ya Bep ee 
Cameron of Wis, Hawley, Mitchell, ij Be i 
nger, Hill, orrill, 
Van Wyok,. 
e e NE «op T i 
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, NAYS—29. ending June 30, 1884, in regard to rebate of tax on tobacco, and to pro-. 
Bayard, Garland, Jones of Florida, Slater, vide for the expenses of the meeting of the Legislature of the Territory 
Brow Seara, i TAa Vanas, of New Mexico, and for other purposes. 
Call Goresai, Masey Jootees.| The bill was reported from the Committee on Appropriations with 
Camden, Groome, Mo: A Walker. amendments. 
Coke, Hampton, Pendleton, The first amendment was to insert, after line 12: 
Colquitt, Jackson, m, 
S; Jonas, Saulsbury, For the purpose of reimbursing to the a priation for the Bureau of En- 
graving and Printing for the year en June 30, the sum of $8,137.62, 
een anes rad, Cares utes nad ahon tha week of OOND exrenling, nad TOASA 
venue and abow ê work of coum „ cance , an 
Butler ete ‘eee uae, internal-revenue checks and prope many stamps during the months of July, 
Cameron of Pa., Harris, McMillan. August, September, October, and November, 1883, and for the payment of such 
Cockrell, Hoar, Miller of Cal., rsons as Commissioner of Internal Revenue shall necessarily employ in 
is office in and about the work of counting, canceling, and redeeming internal- 
So the preamble was agreed to. revenue checks and 


FUNERAL OF REPRESENTATIVE MACKEY. 


Mr. BUTLER. I ask that the resolution from the House of Repre- 
sentatives be laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the, Senate a 
resolution of the House of Representatives, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the funeral ceremonies of the late EpmunpD W. M. MACKEY, late 
a Representative in this body,from the State of South Carolina, be held in this 
Hall on Wednesday, January 80, at 1 o'clock jk m. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate the foregoing resolution to the Senate 
and invite the Senate to attend the said funeral ceremonies, 

Mr. BUTLER. I offer the following resolution: 


Resolved, That, ponen to the invitation of the House of Representatives, the 
Senate will attend the funeral ceremoniesof Hon. Epmunp W. M. MACKEY, late 
a member of the House of Representatives, in the Hall of the House, on Wed- 

‘nesday, January 90, at 1 o'clock p. m. 
I ask for the immediate consideration of the resolution. 
The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 
this day approved and signed the act (S. 844) to authorize the increase 
of the capital stock of the First National Bank of Fort Worth, Tex. ' 


DESTITUTE INDIANS. 


Mr. BAYARD. I rise to call for the special order made for to-day 
at 2 o'clock and which was passed by informally. - 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator from Delaware to yield to me 
until I can have passed two small appropriation bills that ought to be 

to-day. I think they will take but a few moments of time. 

Mr. BAYARD. Let it be done without displacing the regular 
order. 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. BAYARD. With the understanding that the/special order is 
not displaced but only temporarily laid aside to let the appropriation 
bills be , I shall make no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The special order i of is 
before the Senate, pending which the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLI- 
SON] asks unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of the joint resolution reported by him yesterday. 

Mr, ALLISON, House joint resolution 121. i 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

roceeded to consider the joint resolution (H. Res. 121) appropriating 
350,000 for the support of certain destitute Indians.. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Committee on Appropriations instruct me to 
move an amendment. It is in line 3, to strike out ‘‘fifty”’ and insert 
‘one hundred;’’ and in line 8, after the word ‘‘Territory,’’ to insert: 

And out of this appropriation thé sum of not pian: $5,000 may be expended 
for ee and making purchases of such supplies, incl! cost of ad- 


So as to make the joint resolution read: 


That the sum of $100,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any 
moneys in the Troy nototherwiseappropriated, the same to be immediately 
available, to be applied to the support and maintenance of the Indians at Crow 
agency, at Fort Belknap, Fort Peck, and Blackfeet agencies, in Montana Ter- 

tory; ard out of this appropriation the sum of not exceedi $5,000 may be 
expended for telegraphing and making purchases of such pepe inclu 
cost of advertising. 

The amendment was to. 


agreed 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the joint resolu- 
tion to be read a third time. ` 

The joint resolution was read a third time, and 

On motion of Mr. ALLISON, the title was amended so as to read: 
“A joint resolution appropriating $100,000 for the support of certain 
destitute Indians.” 

APPROPRIATIONS FOR DEFICIENCIES. ` 


ar wre its Now I ask the Senate to take up the House bill 
0. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 3948) making appropriations to 
supply deficiencies on account of the appropriations for the fiscal year 


rietary stamps, the pay for such labor to be fixed 

the of the bas rab baton ea creueniog the rates monly paid 
such work, $20,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary. i 

The amendment’ was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to insert after line 35: 

Provided, That the legislative proceedings, d laws of said 
anal te priate ia the Bnglish Koruen EASE Dany 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments- 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS. 


Mr. BAYARD. I call for the special order. ; 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. For the purpose of settling the prae- 
tice under the new rules, I desire to raise a question in regard to the 
alleged special order. e bill to provide for ascertaining and settling 
private land claims in certain States and Territories was, by a vote of 
the Senate, made the special order for yesterday at 2 o'clock, It was 
not reached or taken up at that time, and I think under the old rules 
there would be no doubt whatever that it would fall and would not be 
the special order to-day. Now, whether this is changed by Rule X of 
the present rules or not is the question that I desire to submit to the 
Chair. I myself am of the opinion, and so stated when in the chair a 
few minutes ago, that the Calendar of General Orders was in order at 
2 o'clock; that the special order made for yesterday not having been 
taken up or laid before the Senate fell at that time, and is not to-day 
the special order. 

Mr. BAYARD. I would refer the Chair y toRule X, re- 
lating to special orders. The construction of any rule or law is that 
no man shall be driven to an impossibility. Yesterday the hour of 2 
o'clock had not arrived when the Senate adjourned, and therefore it - 
was not within the compass of possibility that the special order could 
have been called; but by reference to the tenth rule, in relation to 
special orders, it will be found the presiding officer shall lay it before 
the Senate unless there be unfinished business of the preceding day; 
and if it is not finally disposed of on that day, it shall take its place 
on the Calendar of Special Orders in the order of time at which it was 
made special. So that, there being no other special order on the Cal- 
o Me Special Orders, this bill would stand there by the foree of 

ule X. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has considered the ques- 
tion somewhat on previous occasions in regard to the force of this lan- 

and has been in considerable doubt as to the true construction 
of Rule X. The Chair came to the conclusion with considerable hesi- 
tation that if a special order were not reached and laid before the Sen- 
ate at the date for which it was appointed, when any preceding unfin- 
ished business should be disposed of and the morning business was 
through and 2 o’clock reached so that otherwise the Calendar of Ger 
eral Orders would be in order, it would be his duty to lay the special Ț 
order before the Senate. But the question is so doubtful on the lan- 
guage of the rule that the Chair would be glad to take the opinion of 
the Senate, and he will submit to the Senate the question whether this 
special order under the circumstances stated is now before the Senate. 
He will leave it to the decision of the Senate to make a precedent for 
the future action of the Chair. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I have no objection to this bill being 
taken up at this time. The Senate is so thin now that perhaps the 
question had better be submitted to the Senate at some other time, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the point of order be reserved, and let us 


go on. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I ask unanimous consent that this 
bill may now be proceeded with. 

Mr. BAYARD. If the Senator withdraws his objection to the con- 
sideration of the bill, I ask that the Senate proceed with bill No. 19. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I ask unanimous consent that the 
bill may now be proceeded with, not admitting that it is the special 
order at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. But the effect of unanimous consent, 
the Chair would suggest to the Senator from Wisconsin, would seem to 
imply that the bill is not now before the Senate, and that is the ques- 
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tion which the Chair wishes to submit to the Senate. If there is no 
objection, the Chair will proceed with the special order without preju- 
dice to any future decision of the Senate on the question. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Very well; that is satisfactory. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Thespecial order is before the Senate, 
being the bill (S. 19) to provide for ascertaining and settling private 
land claims in certain States and Territories. It has been read through 
in Committee of the Whole and is now open to amendment. 

Mr. BAYARD. As 4 matterof fact, the reading of the bill was sus- 

ded on the application I think of the Senator from Michigan ẸMr. 

NGER]. I suppose therefore the reading had better be concluded. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is now informed that the 
reading of the bill was not entirely concluded. The reading will be 
resumed at the point where it was suspended on the former occasion. 

The Chief Clerk resumed at section 6 and concluded the reading of 
the bill. i 

Mr. BAYARD. I have no desire to delay the consideration of the 
Senate by a repetition of statements or explanations of this measure. 
As I have said before upon its preceding consideration, it has been for 
many years before the Senate. It first was debated and passed in 1879. 
It was again brought up, debated, and passed by the Senate in 1880. 
In 1883 it was again unanimously recommended by the committee for 
passage, and reported by me as the organ of the committee for that pur- 

but was prevented from being considered by the pressure of the 
tarif? bill which occupied the whole time of the Senate at the last 
session. 

The object of the bill may be stated in a few words to be the scrupu- 
lons, punctilious performance of treaty stipulations between the Govern- 
ment of the United States and Mexico, not simply as a treaty but a 
treaty under the Constitution which has all the force of any law passed 
in pursuance of the Constitution. Many claims of the character of those 
covered by the bill have been subjected to adjudication by the courts of 
the United States, and various expedients have preceded the introduc- 
tion of this bill such as the formation of land commissions as in the 
«ase of California, the delegation of the power to examine and hear to 
the surveyors-general of the Territories of New Mexico and Arizona. 
All these methods of considering the question and passing upon the 
rights and interests of citizens of the United States, private claimants 
to lands within these Territories, having been subjected to experience 
and criticism, the result is the present measure as being far more poten- 
tial and far preferable to protect the rights of private owners, great and 
small, and to restrain the rapacity of the larger owners p ing under 
the indefiniteness which marked grants of land by Mexico or under the 
more ancient Spanish title. 

The Senator from Michigan [Mr. CONGER] very naturally desired to 
inspect a bill of this importance, and I am glad the time was allowed 
for that purpose, for that Senator intimated an apprehension that the 
rights of the smaller owners had not been cared forsufiiciently. I think 
an examination of this bill will show to him that the right of trial in 
the local court, the district court of the United States in the Territory, 
is given to each and to all, with the right of appeal, of retrial, of ob- 
taining increased and new testimony, even up to and in the Supreme 
Court of the United States, so that if there has been a failure of justice 
in any court below, if there has been an emission to take testimony in 
any court below, if there has been any fraud that could not be well 
detected in the court below, it is brought here so that it can be exam- 
ined by lights both before and after the suit and full protection can 
be given to the United States as well as to the various claimants to this 


The bill carefully protects the United States against the granting of 
minerals, none of which passed under the Mexican grant. It protects 
the United States against the granting of unknown areasof land which 
the Supreme Court of the United States has declared to be the cause of 
the greatest confusion and the cause of the greatest injustice and has 
led to the confirmation of titles to the same land to a number of wholly 
different litigants. We are intending by this legislation to prevent such 
confusion, so that when the Supreme Court shall pass upon questions 
of title they shall have something less vague, less uncertain than the 
guesswork, the mere sweep of the eye and the direction of the hand 
that really was the controlling power toa Mexican land grant. The 
grant can not exceed eitherin square leagues or otherwise an amount 
exceeding about fifty thousand acres in round numbers. 

I do not know, Mr. President, that there is any explanation neces- 
sary for me to give to the Senate as the matter has been before them 
heretofore; and although I know that there are gentlemen now mem- 
bers of the body who were not present when the bill was formerly dis- 
cussed, still as they have had the opportunity to examine this bill as 
it was reported at the last session and has been upon the Calendar since 
early in p aena of the present session and has been now brought a 
week ago before their attention, I do not think it necessary for me to 
detain the Senate by an explanation in advance of the provisions of this 
bill. Suffice it to say that lawyers in this body who command the con- 
fidence on every ground of the country and of the Senate have matured 
this measure, that in it they have endeavored to protect the interests 
of the United States and have endeavored to protect the honest inter- 
ests of every claimant, and I trust the measure will meet now the ap- 


proval of the Senate, and will be adopted without substantial amend- 
ment. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. President, I had hoped the gentleman in charge 
of this bill, after the statement which I had made somewhat hurriedly 
and as I then said without a proper opportunity for examination of the 
bill, would be at least ready to answer some of the objections which I 
made in good faith, and which I thought important enough to have 
the consideration of Senators and to have an explanation from those 
who had charge of this bill. But I am answered to-day, after a few 
days of reflection, by the Senator from Delaware, that this bill must be 
passed by right of prescription, having been passed two or three times 
heretofore by the Senate, and been favorably considered by a committee 
at other times and having been printed and on the tables of Senators dur- 
ing this session, that it is hardly open to criticism now, and further that 
it is the result of deliberation of such learned men in the law that it is 
presumptuous in any one to question the correctness of any of its pro- 
visions. I submit to that reproof with that humility for which I trust 
I have ever been noted and which I hope I shall continue to follow and 
to exhibit. 

Now, sir, there are some things in this bill, notwithstanding it has 
passed the Senate three or four times, notwithstanding it has received 
the consideration of gentlemen whom the world knows are learned in 
the law, that ought to receive the attention of the Senate, if they are 
objections to the bill. I characterized some of these provisions in some 
remarks I made when the bill came up before, as being unjust, oppress- 
ive, and I said that I would almost say infamous. 

In that expression I referred especially to one of the provisions of this 
bill which authorizes poemi scrip to be issued to those who make out_ 
a claim where the lands have been granted by the Government for some 
other purpose or reserved for the use of the Government, allowing the 
issue of a kind of scrip which has heretofore been used to the oppres- 
sion and to the absolute ruin of citizens ofthe United States in my own 
State and in others, like what is called Porterfield scrip, like what is 
called Valentine scrip, a kind of scrip conferring such general privileges 
and so desirable that upon the very passage of a law authorizing that 
scrip and the issuing of the scrip it would be worth for every acre 
granted of the scrip from fifteen to twenty dollars acre as fast as 
issued. When I come to that provision of the bill, I will call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to it more particularly. 

Now, I ask Senators to examine the provision in the third section of 
this bill on the sixth line; I ask the Senator reporting the bill to look 
at the provision in section 3, line 6, which declares— 

That the testimony which has been heretofore lawfully and regularly re- 
ceived by the surveyor-general of the proper Territory or State, or by the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office, upon all claims presented to them, re- 
spectively, shall be admitted in evidence in all trials under this act when the 
—— testifying is dead, so far as the subject-matter thereof is competent evi- 

By the provisions of .an act of Congress passed July 22, 1854, the 
surveyor-general of New Mexico was authorized to ascertain the origin, 
nature, character, and extent of all claims to land under the laws, 
usages, and customs of Spain and Mexico, and for that purpose the act 
gave him the power to issue notices, summon witnesses, administer 
oaths, and do and perform all other necessary acts in the premises. 

The surveyor-general, under that law, was required to make a full 
report of all such claims, with his decision as to the validity or inva- 
lidity of each of the same under the laws, usages, and customs of the 
country before its cession to the United States, provided that that re- 
port should be laid before Congress for such action thereon as might be 
deemed just and proper, with a view to confirm bona fide ts and 
give full effect to the treaty. By an act of July 15, 1870, the same 
authority, powers, and duties were imposed upon the surveyor-general 
of Arizona. 

Under the provisions of the law passed in 1854 these public officers, 
authorized by law, with their powers fully defined and the limits of 
their discretion and of their power fully prescribed, have been p i 
for almost thirty years to examine cases presented to them and to take 
testimony and to make reports. Claimants of all kinds, of large tracts 
and of small tracts, have under the law of the United States appeared be- 
fore the proper authority, and at great expense, with great labor, have as- 
siduously prosecuted their claims, procured the testimony of witnesses, 
procured authentic copies of all papers relating to their grants both 
from the Mexican Government and our own. Many of them have ex- 
hausted all their pecuniary resources in complying with the law and 
presenting their claims to the surveyo of these different Ter- 
ritories, procuring reports, having them transmitted to the Commis- 
sioners of the General Land Office and the Secretary of the Interior, 
and having them presented to Congress. They stand here to-day upon 
our files, the result of the labors and the expenditure of our citizens to 
the extent of hundreds of thousands of dollars; and after all thislabor, 
this care, this expenditure in following out a proceeding sanctioned by 
law, and the only proceeding in which they were authorized by law to 
engage, after waiting year after year, as many of these cases have done, - 
for the action of they take this testimony, they take these re- 
ports, they have them passed upon by committees with some recommen- 
dation to Congress either to pass or reject them, and they are met thirty 
years after these labors were performed and this expenditure incurred 
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with a new bill which disallows all that they have done, which throws 
out all the testimony that with so much care and painstaking they had 
gathered together, except that of witnesses who are dead. If that. is 
not a mockery of justice, if that is not judgment and justice long de- 
layed to claimants who have rights, their own natural rights and the 
rights guaranteed to them through solemn treaty stipulations, I do not 
know what the delays and the quibbles of justice are. 

These reports of the surveyors-general, with the testimony, with all 
that is done before them, may be presented to the court provided to re- 
new and carry on the duties of surveyors-general under the old law, but 
no testimony is to be admitted and be considered by that court unless 
the witnesses who gave the testimony are dead. I do not wonder that 
such a bill as this never got further than the Senate. I do not wonder 
that this bill has passed the Senate of the United States three different 
times, and yet could never gain a hearing among the Representatives 
of the immediate wants, and necessities, and rights of the people of the 
United States. It conld not have been spoken to its credit that year 
after year the Senate had passed it, and it had died in the House as it 
has. If it is a proper bill; if it does justice to claimants; if it is fair in 
the eyes of the people; if it has the sanction of law, and of usage, and of 
custom, the marvel is that the bill should not have passed the other 
House long ago. That it did not might be taken as some indication 
that it was a questionable measure, and that, however highly it might 
have been estimated as mere abstract, cold, philosophical law, the com- 
mon judgment of men close to the people and their wants, and their 
rights, failed to approve of the bill. To my mind the reason given for 
its by the Senator from Delaware is a reason why the Senate 
should call a halt in this matter and reconsider their action, and not 

ress upon the consideration of new Senators and old Senators, and all 
onion who have not had time to examine this matter, a measure 
which has failed to meet year after year the approval of the other branch 
of Congress. 

When the Senator from South Carolina who has the ear of the Sen- 
ator reporting this bill, to whom I am immediately talking, has con- 
cluded I will go on. 

Mr. BUTLER, I beg the Senator’s pardon; I was not aware of the 
fact that he was addressing the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. CONGER. Ido not much expect, perhaps, a reply to any of 
these objections, but it would at least be gratifying to me if I could feel 
some assurance that the Senator reporting this bill had heard them. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will listen to the Senator from Michigan with a 

t deal of pleasure from this time on, so far as I am concerned. 

Mr. CONGER. Not that it makes any particular difference about 
what I have tosay, but it would be personally gratifying to know that 
my objections to the bill could be heard by the Senator who has charge 
of it. 

If I understand it aright (and I can be corrected if I am wrong) the 
unvaried custom of this Government through a long succession of years, 
and a satisfactory one, from the formation of the Government until 
the present time, in settling the rights of parties under treaty stipu- 
lations to the territories or lands in the ceded portion, has been to ap- 
point a commission to whom should be referred all cases of a class 
affected by the treaty, who should have the power to hear and receive 
evidence in regard to allsuch claims. Ido not know that ‘any other 
provision has ever been made by law except the one provision which 
made ex officio the surveyor-general of the Territory the commission to 
inquire. In looking over the history of these confmissions I find that 
all old French claims that originated before the surrender of the Cana- 
dian possessions by France to Great Britain and were continued by 
treaty stipulations in the surrender of portions of Canadian and old 
French territory to the United States, were settled by commissions. 
All along our borders adjoining Canada, in New York, in Michigan, in 
Minnesota, in all places where they were, the old French claims handed 
down through the occupancy and jurisdiction of the British Govern- 
ment till their surrender to us have been settled by commissions. 

In that connection I desire to say that at the proper time I shall pre- 
sent a substitute for this bill providing for a commission, which has 
heretofore been presented to the Senate, which has substantially had 
some consideration here on former occasions, and to which I believe the 
attention of many Senators has been called. I may say that it is in 
conformity to the custom and and practice of this Government 
from the beginning till now. It perhaps would not be improper to say 
that it meets the approval of those having more immediate charge of 
the lands.and territories within the United States, and which are the 
subjects embraced in the bill now before the Senate and in the substi- 
tute which I shall present. 

I have said that the provision which would throw aside testimony 
taken before the surveyors-general of these Territories under the au- 
thority of law in all cases unless it was shown that the parties giving 
the testimony were dead is a violation of the rights of all those people 
who have been acting under law for thirty years, more or less. At the 
proper time I shall move to strike out, in section 3, line 6, the words 
“ when the person testifying is dead,” so thatall the testimony, whether 
of the dead or of the living, if this bill shall pass, may go before the 
courts having jurisdiction of this matter and may be considered by them 
in their conclusions, . 
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There is another clause in section 9, lines 16 and 17, which I think 


can not pass the Senate ot any other body with the ience we 
have had in regard to the kind of scrip authorized by this bill. Sec- 
tion 9 provides that when a claimant has maintained his claim and 
there shall have been sold or granted by the United States any of the 
lands embraced within that claim, ‘‘scrip for an equal amount of acres 
so released, in quantities not exceeding six hundred and forty acres 
each, which scrip shall be assignable in such form as may be prescribed 
by said Secretary, and shall be receivable, acre for acre, in payment for 
any public lands in either of said Territories or States, respectively, 
that may be subject to private entry at the minimum price.” 

The main objection which I have to this is a provision of the bill 
which, as I understand it, authorizes the locating this scrip outside of 
the Territory in which the grant may be found to exist, that kind of 
scrip which may be laid anywhere and everywhere where there are 
subject to private entry any lands of the United States. I have said 
that if that be the provision, if it be like other scrip of that kind 
which may be laid in any of the Territories or States of the United 
States, it has worked infinite hardship to citizens, some of whom had 
expended, after they thought they had obtained a good title to their 
land, long years of laber in making homes upon it, and suddenly by 
the operation of law and by the application of this scrip upon such 
lands were deprived of the benefits of their homes and the title to 
their land. I think the mere reference to that, if I construe this pro- 
vision aright, suggested to any mind, would cause that clause to. be 
stricken out, and I shall move in the proper place to strike out the 
words beginning in line 16 of section 9, and to substitute words there- ' 
for, so as to read; 

In payment for any public lands in the Territory of New Mexico or the other 
Territories or States in which said lands and claims may have been situated. 

There is only one other clause to which I wish to call attention in this 
bill with which I have at present any concern, and to that J only call the 
attention of those who may be interested. Section 13 provides— 

That section 8 of the act of Con approved July 22, A. D. 1854, entitled 
“Ar act to establish the offices of surveyors-general of New Mexico, Kansas, 
and Nebraska, to grant donations to actual settlers therein, and for other pur- 


erp andallacts amendatory or in extension thereof or supplementary thereto, 
pt 72 ppb ota of law inconsistent with this act be, and the same are hereby, 
re K 


With that I have nothing to do except to inquire of those who re- 
ported the bill whether that would remove surveyors-general of those 
States or Territories or throw into any confusion the rights of parties 
who may have filed in those surveyors-general’s offices their claims to 
any of the lands of the United States. 

In furtherance of what I have said I desire to offer as a substitute to 
the bill a bill to provide for ascertaining and settling private land claims 
in certain States and Territories. The principal provisions of this sub- 
stitute are that it provides for a commission, with the proper machinery 
and apparatus, to hear by one body all these claims, and not, as in the 
present bill, to have one claim brought in Arizona, another in New 
Mexico, another in Colorado, and another in Utah, three or four different 
courts passing upon these several claims without, perhaps, uniformity 
of practice. 

Another feature of the substitute which I like very well is that by 
virtue of the provisions of the bill the claim shall be established afte: 
having been passed upon by the commissioners, after having been re- 
viewed by the courts, but that the final payment for any lands withheld 
or substitution of other lands shall await the further action of Con ; 
that none of the objectionable scrip to which I have alluded shall be is- 
sued. I think it is a more direct and more compact way of settling 
these claims, easier for the, claimants to produce their proof, easier for 
the Government to meet false claims, than the bill re the Senate, 

I send to the President’s desk this substitute for the bill now under 
consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Frye in the chair). The substi- 
tute is not in order at present. There are certain amendments offered 
by the committee to the text of the bill, and they are entitled to pre- 
cedence as perfecting the bill before the substitute will be in order. 

Mr. CONGER. If I understand the rule, the rule is especially in- 
tended to provide that a bill may be amended after a substitute is offered 
and before it is voted on. There is no doubt about amendments to the 
bill being in order before any vote is taken upon the substitute, bug 
not before its presentation, if I know the rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator has a right to offer his 
substitute, but no vote can be taken upon it, as the Chair understands, 
until after votes have been taken upon the amendments touching the 
text of the bill reported by the committee. 

Mr. CONGER. I had already intimated by my statement that I 
should offer certain amendments to’ the bill, but I first offered the sub- 
stitute, and then under the rule to perfect the bill I desired to offer 
those amendments after the committee amendments had been acted 


upon. 
Mr. BAYARD. Let the amendments of the committee be passed 
upon. They are purely verbal. I think they will not excite debate. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first amendment of the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims is, in the fourth line of section 1, tostrike 
out the word “‘corporations’’ and insert ‘‘corporation.’* It is adopted 
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without objection. The second amendment is, in the ninth line of sec- 
tion 1, to strike out ‘‘Mexico”’ and insert ‘‘Mexican.”’ It is adopted 
without objection. The third amendment is, in sectien 2, line 42, to 
insert the words ‘‘as aforesaid.” Itisadopted without objection. The 
fourth amendment is, in section 11, line 4, to strike out the word 
“í hereinafter” and insert the word “‘hereinbefore.’? It is adopted 
without objection. Those are all the amendments reported by the 
committee. The bill is still before the Senate as in Committee of the 
Whole and open to amendment. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I wish to ask the Senator from Delaware who 
has the bill in charge if any simpler machinery could be devised by the 
committee who reported the bill to adjust and perfect these contesting 
land claims? It seems to me that the machinery is very complicated, 
is very expensive, that it requires a very long time to reach a result: 
first, an appeal to the territorial courts; afterward an appeal to the Su- 
prenia Court of the United States, if that be necessary. It involves a 
ong-continued litigation, a great expense, in many cases equal to if not 
in excess of the absolute value of the land for which the claimants are 
contending. It will prevent a great number ef worthy legal holders of 
land in these Territories from even attempting to defend their rights. 

Talso see in theseventh clause of the twelfth sectiona provision which 
to my mind is totally at variance with justice and right. ` After making 
provision for determining who is the proper and legal owner of the land, 
the section proceeds in this way: 

Seventh. No confirmation shall in any case be made or t issued fora 
greater quantity than eleven square | es of land to or in the rightofany one 
original grantee or claimant, or in the right ofany one original grant to two or 


more persons jointly, nor for a greater quantity than was authorized by the re- 
spectre laws of Spain or Mexico applicable to the claim. 


Let me state a case to the Senator from Delaware. Suppose, for in- 
stance, that Spain originally, as she has done in very many of these 
cases, issued a grant for lands within the territory of what afterward 
became Mexico or was Mexico atthe time. Inthe treaty with Mexico, 
Mexico to guarantee and keep sacred all the rights of property 
that had been transferred by any title from the Crown of Spain. The 
Government of the United States in like manner in our treaty with 
Mexico agreed also to preserve all the rights of property owners in the 
territory acquired from Mexico. Now, we will suppose that some 
claimant has title, perfect title—becanse the title must be good until 
such time as it is overthrown—to not only eleven square | es of land, 
which amount to about 48,000 acres, but he has title to four hundred 
thousand acres. The tribunal having chargeof this case, and jurisdic- 
tion and control over it, declare in express terms that, however good 
the title may be to a greater quantity than eleven square leagues, no 
confirmation shall be made and no patent issued for a greater quantity. 
This seems to me like a virtual confiscation of the property over and 
above eleven square | es. 

I suppose the authority for this proposed legislation is found in a 
law passed by Mexico subsequent to the time of the case of which I 
speak, Inow speak of titles coming from Spain to Mexico, guaranteed 
by Mexico by treaty. I know that Mexico has passed some subse- 
quent law restricting a grant to eleven square leagues of land ; but why 
should that be adopted as to Mexican titles? Under this bill it will 
be necessary for almost every claimant of lands in any of the Territo- 
ries, particularly those derived from Mexico, to quiet title in the man- 
ner prescribed by the bill. The title is quieted and made good as to 
eleven square leagues of land, but to give a patent simply clouds the 
title to every acre above that quantity, because the claimant has made 
this appeal tothe court, to the law, to defend his title against all comers 
and all claimants, and the tribunal declares that he shall not have such 
title as the bill proposes to giveto not more than eleven square leagues. 

I wish to ask the Senator from Delaware if it would interfere very 
materially with his plan if I should move to strike out the entire 
seventh clause of the twelfth section. 

Mr. BAYARD. Of course such an amendment to the bill will be 
considerably debated. The honorable Senator from Michigan [Mr. 
ConGER] intimated an intention of amending the third section of the 
bill. He has also intimated an intention of offering either a substitute 
for the entire bill or for one of the sectionsin another direction, I did not 
understand precisely which. Now comes my friend from New Jersey 

. McPHERSON] and asks me whether it would interfere with any 
of the bill to strike out the clause restricting the area of land con- 
firmed to eleven square leagues. 

The question is which of these propositions shall we take up first? 
If my friend from Michigan will offer his amendment to make all pro- 
ceedings, all affidavits and depositions, whether the party be dead or 
alive, testimony in a court of justice, we will meet that; or his other 
amendment relating to the location of land-scrip will be considered; or 
the third proposition, that of my friend from New Jersey to strike out 
the limitation upon the eonfirmation and the area of land. 

Any amendment that is offered I will endeavor to answer, or to show 
if I can to the Senate why it ought not to be made. Now which 
comes first? My friend from Michigan first made the objection to the 
bill, and if he will put his objection in the form of an amendment to be 
offered to the third section we had probably better discuss and end 
that, and then proceed to that offered by my friend from New Jersey. 


Mr. McPHERSON. I understood the Senator from Michigan to 
make some suggestions as to a betterment of the bill in different parts 
as we went along, notably the third section. I then understood the 
Senator from Michigan not to offer any particular amendment, but that 
he preferred to offer a substitute for the entire bill which contained 
csr he wished to accomplish in the shape of legislation upon this 
subject. i 

Mr. CONGER. The Senator misunderstood me, if he will allow me. 
I desired, as I thought [had the right, to offer asubstitute first. There 
was some question about when it could be offered, but I stated to the 
Chair that when that was offered I myself had three or four amend- 
ments which I designed to offer to the bill, and which could be offered 
after the substitute for the whole bill had been offered, under the rule 
that we may always perfect a bill before a substitute is voted on. I 
have no objection to the Senator from New Jersey going on with any 
amendment he proposes to offer now. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. It is impossible for us to understand the full 
import of the substitute offered by the Senator from Michigan. It has 
not been printed and laid before the Senate, and therefore for one I can 
not judge of the details of his measure; but upon thegeneral principle 
which he sets forth, to wit, that of a commission to determine this 
question, I must confess that I am very strongly in favor of the propo- 
sition. The machinery is just as perfect, or can be made so in all its 
workings, it is far less expensive, far more rapid in its results, and far 
better. But as to the details, the machinery which he employs for the 
purpose of carrying into effect his measure, that must certainly be a 
matter of consideration. 

Therefore, if the substitute is not to be voted upon at present, and 
I think it can not be intelligently voted upon now, I will offer an 
amendment to strike out the seventh clause of the twelfth section en- 
tirely and leave the whole question as to ownership, the number of 
acres, the title to the number of acres, and everything connected with 
it to the same tribunal without any restriction whatever. Less than 
that is less than-absolute justice. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] to 
strike out in section 12 from line 45to line 51, inclusive, being clause 7. 

Mr. CONGER. The Chair will permit me to say that I sent to the 
Chair, and there is now on the Secretary’s desk, a substitute which I 
offered for the bill. A little question as to the time when it should 
properly be offered intervened, but-I have just been informed that it 
was a proper thing to send.and have read and presented to the Senate 
before we proceed to perfect the bill. That was my design in sending it 
to the Chair, and I ask that it may be read in its proper order of presen- 
tation. The question which arose of course is past now, the amend- 
ments of the committee having been acted upon. 

Mr. PLUMB. If the Senator from New Jersey will permit me, I 
suggest to him that I think the object he has in view would be better 
accomplished by leaving a portion of the seventh clause in the bill. If 
he will simply let it read, *‘ No confirmation shall be in any case made 
for a greater quantity than was authorized by the respective laws of 
Spain or Mexico applicable to the claim;’’ that would amount simply 
to an admonition to the court to specially observe the question of the 
right of the executive officer making the grant to confer upon the 
grantee the particular land specified in the grant. Certainly we are 
not required to do anything more for these people than they would 
have been entitled to under the law of Mexico or Spain. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I submit to the Senator from Kansas that this 
is a very peculiar bill if it admits more than that. I did not suppose 
that such a repetition was necessary. In other words, it would be equiv- 
alent to saying that no greater quantity of land shall be awarded to 
any one individual than he owns. 

Mr. PLUMB. Thismightarise: there may have been grants for larger 
amounts than under the law the executive officer had the right to 
grant; so I think in that respect there ought to be some portion of the 
clause reserved. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I have no objection to the modification. 

Mr. VEST. The clause of the bill which the Senator from New Jer- 
sey moves to strike out is, I think, beyond any question in direct viola- 
tion of the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, made in 1848 between the 
United States and Mexico. I can not conceive that any legislation can 
be framed more directly in violation of the provisions of that treaty 
than the clause of the bill now before the Senate. The treaty of Guad- 
alupe Hidalgo in its whole scope and intent upon the part of Mexico 
was, and of both contracting parties, intended to preserve the rights of” 
Mexican citizens as to lands or other property held by them under 
grants from Mexico or under Spanish grants at the time the treaty was 
made. I quote now from a clause of that treaty. Article 8 reads: 

Mexicans now established in territories previously belonging to Mexico, 


and which remain for the future within the limits of the United as de- 
fined by the p free 


charge er. r 

to remain in the said territories may either retain the 
title and rights of can citizens or acquire those of citizens of the United 
States. But they shall be under the obligation to make their election within. 
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one ycar from the date of the exchange of ratifications of this treaty; and those 
who shall remain in the said territories after the expiration-of that year without 


declared their intention to retain the character of Mexicans shall be 


havin 
considered to have elected to become citizens of the United States. 


In the said territories property of every kind now belonging to Mexicans 
not established there shall De inviolably |. The present owners, the 
heirs of these, and all Mexicans who may hereafter acquire said property by 
contract, shall enjoy with respect to it guarantees equally ample as if the same 
belonged to citizens of the United States. 

In article 9 the treaty says: 


The Mexicans who in the territories aforesaid shall not preserve the charac- 
ter of citizen’ of the Mexican Republic, a pay cry Sek what is stipulated in 
the preceding article; shall be incorporated into the Union of the United States, 
and be admitted at the proper time (to be judged of by the Lo of the 
United States) to the enjoyment of all the rights of citizens of the United States 
according to the principles of the Constitution, and in the mean time shall be 
maintained and protected in the free enjoyment of their liberty and property 
and secured in the free exercise of their religion without restriction. 

New, Isubmit that these clauses show beyond a scintilla of doubt or 
criticism that the intention of the Mexican Republicand of the contract- 
ing parties was that all property and all property rightsand all title held 
by Mexicans who were then living upon thisceded territory, the results 
of the defeat of Mexico in the Mexican war, should be protected in 
the hands of the holders, whether the grants came from old Spain or 
from Mexico after it became arepublic. The Senator from New Jersey 
has said that some of these claims came originally from as far back as 
the time of Ferdinand and Isabella. The Spanish Government, a gov- 
ernment which has exceeded all others in spoliations by force of arms, 
paid its soldiers and its adventurers by giving immense grants of land, 
principally for mineral acquisition, and, as the Senator justly remarked, 
these grants were transferred for value received before the treaty of 
Guadalupe Hidalgo to innocent parties. Grants were made by Spain, 
This provision now before the Senate absolutely nullifies all those grants 
and sweeps away in one single clause all the vested rights which were 
thus acquired. 

What is the excuse for this, Mr. President? It is what is called the 
colonization act of Mexico, passed in 1824. The object of that act has 
been entirely misconceived, in my judgment, by the committee that 
reported this bill, and that can be readily tested by reference to the act 
itself. 

The colonization act of Mexico was intended to put upon these vast 
areas of land in New Mexico foreigners. The only provision in the act 
of 1824 passed by the General Congress of Mexico which applies to its 
own citizens was that upon any territory within twenty leagues of a 
foreign country or ten leagues of the seacoast none but Mexicans should 
be allowed to settle. They were afraid of the incursion of foreign pow- 
ers; they were afraid then ofa war with the Government of the United 
States, which subsequently occurred; and they put in this clause in the 
act of 1824 that within twenty miles of the boundaries of Mexico from 
any foreign country or ten miles of the seacoast only citizens of Mexico 
should be permitted to settle; but as to the other colonization for New 
Mexico, Chihuahua, and all the territories we acquired by the treaty 
of Guadalupe Hidalgo, except within-twenty miles of the frontier, it 
was left open to thesettlement of foreigners. The act of 1824 was called 
the ‘‘colonization act’ and intended for the purpose of bringing for- 
eigners into the country. 

Let us look at the act of 1824. Section 1 of the decree of the Mexi- 
can Congress of August 10, 1824, respecting colonization, is in these 
words: 

The Mexican nation promises— 


To whom now 7— 
to those foreigners— 


Mark the language— 
to those foreigners who may come to establish themselves in its territory security 
in their person and property, provided they subject themselves to the laws of the 
country. 


The second section says: 


The objects of this law are those national lands which are neither private prop- 
erty nor belong to any corporation or pueblo, and can therefore be colonized. 


Surely, Mr. President, ex vi termini the Congress of Mexico never could 
have talked about, colonization by Mexicans. Would any Senator on 
this floor believe that an act of our Congress which proposed coloniza- 
tion upon its own domain meant colonization from the people or citi- 
zens of the United States? Surely no one would contend that. Col- 
onization meant the colonization of foreigners. It meant to encourage 
immigration into Mexico in order that lands might be taken up and be 
rendered subject to the skill of the agriculturist. Section 4 of this act 
says: 

Those territories comprised within twenty leagues of the boundaries of any 


foreign nations or within ten leagues of the seacoast can not be colonized with- 
-out the previous approval of the supreme general executive power. 


In other words, that applied to the territory adjacent to foreign 
nations and on the seacoast where there was danger of invasion. Then 
_ the act of Congress said the government itself must approve of the 
grants before any title should pass. In another section they provide 
that Mexicans shall have the preference in regard to the lands last 
named intended for military pi , and intended to keep the title 
of these lands within the reach of their own citizens. The act of 1824 


never meant that all citizens of Mexico holding under Spanish grants s 
or otherwise should not receive after that time more than eleven square 
leagues of land. 

The Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] asks me, in support of my 
position, to refer to article 58: 

That to no new settler— j 

Says the act of 1834—“ creador ” is the Mexican term— 


That to no new settler more than four square agues shall be granted or sold, 
unless it can be shown that on account of the abundance of stock owned by such 
new settler he needs more; in which case the treasurer-general will concede 
kim only so much as he may need as shown by the testimony of impartial wit- 
nesses. 


Mr. BAYARD. What does the Senator quote from? 
-Mr. VEST. I read from a ‘*‘ Compilation of the laws, regulations, 
and conditions of Spain and Mexico under which lands were 
granted and held, and missions, presidios, and pueblos established and 
governed,”’ by John Wasson, United States surveyor-general for Arizona. 


Mr. BAYARD. I have in my hand the Mexican law. A 
Mr. VEST. Iam reading from the act of July 11, 1834, ‘‘ Ley Or- 
ganic de Hacienda” (Organic Law of the Treasury). Article 57 of this 


law provides: 

That =. one having necessity for a tract of land for grazing or other pur- 
poses shall present himself before the treasurer-general. 

Mr. BAYARD. Will the Senator give me the date of that law? 

Mr. VEST. The 11th of July, 1834, but I was referring especially 
to the act of 1824, which was the basis of this legislation. 

Again, if there be anything in legislative construction or in any sort 
of construction on the part of a government, I assert here that the Gov- 
ernment of Mexico has never carried out any such provision as this com- 
mittee say must be in existence in order to support the provision which 
the Senator from New Jersey is struggling against. I deny that Mexico 
ever annulled any grant of over eleven square leagues since 1824, for 
they paid no attention to it; and I say more than that, the Supreme 
Court of the United States has decided absolutely, if I can understand 
its language, that the Mexican Jaw of 1824 substantially could not 
affect the provisions of the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, which is the 
supreme law of this land under the Constitution. In the case of Higue- 
ras vs. The United States (5 Wallace, 827) the Supreme Court says: 

That when the grant is made by specific boundaries, the grantee is entitled to 
the entire tract described. 

Suppose Spain had granted to one of her own citizens so many thou- 
sand leagues of land in Mexico, and described it by mountains and 
rivers and marked boundaries, the Supreme Court holds that description 
must govern, notwithstanding any act of the Mexican Congress, and 
this Government under the treaty of 1848 will respect that grant by 
confirming the claim according to its boundaries, and carry out the in- 
tention of the treaty. 

In thecase of the United States rs, Sutherland (19 Howard, pages 363- 
365) the court says: 

Since the country (California) has become part of the United States, these ex- 
tensive rancho ts, which then had little value, have now become very large 
and very valuable estates. Tuay bave been denounced asenormous monopolies, 
princon &c. and this court been u to deny to the ntees what it 

assumed the former government had too liberally and lav geene This 
rhetoric might have a just influence when urged to those who have a right to 

ve or refuse. But the United States have bound themselves by a treaty to av- 

nowledge and protect all bona fide titles granted hy the previous government, 
and this court has no discretion to enlarge or curtail such grants to suit our own 
sense of propriety, or defeat just claims, however extensive, by stringent techni- 
cal rules of construction to which they were not originally subj i 

In the United States vs. Moreno (3 Wallace, pages 478, 491) the Su- 
preme Court held that— 

The cession of California go the United States did not impair the rights of pri- 
vate property ; these rights are held sacred by the laws of nations, and protected 
by the treaty of G upe Hidalgo. 

In the case of the United States vs. Peralta et al. (19 Howard, page 
347) the court says: 

We have uentl 
to be seated in an: Gioia SADAY eter wabtie Gethoche, chatl ee spd 
sumed to be usurped, but that a legitimate authority has been previously given 
or subsequently ratified. 

The whole scope and intent of these decisions, the whole meaning of 
the Congress of Mexico since the passage of the act of 1824, is to the 
effect, and only to the effect, that every Mexican citizen holding at the 
time of the ing of the treaty a claim, without regard to its extent, 
shall be protected in it. 

Sir, what right has the Congress of the United States to sit here as 
a land court and to determine the extent and scope of an act of the 
Mexican ? The decision of the judicial tribunal which it is 
proposed to establish by this bill is invoked, and yet the bill prejudges 
the case and says we will not permit the act of the Mexican Congress 
to be decided by that court, but we will decide ourselves in advance 
that no Mexican under any Spanish grant, and no other claimant, shall 
have more than eleven square leagues of land, no matter what may be 
the boundaries of his grant, no matter though he may hold a patent 
under the sign-royal of the King of Spain himself prior to 1824. We 
shut off all beyond eleven leagues. Our act is conclusive. It is rob- 
bery in my jud 


SON. 
Mr. MCPHERSON. I should like to change the language of my 


124 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 29, 


amendment to meet the views of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 
I see no particular objection to it, though really I do not know that 
there is any very good reason for it. Ihave given the Secretary the 
proposed amendment in order that it may be laid properly before the 
Senate. The amendment is to so change the seventh clause of section 
12 as to read as follows: 
tliy of land than waa authorised uy the respective laws of Spain or Maxis sp. 
ee ae was autho! by the respective laws of Spain or ap- 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Jersey with- 
draws the amendment originally offered, and in its place offers what 
will now be read. f 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘quantity,’’ in line 46 of section 
12, it is proposed to strike out ‘‘than eleven square leagues,’’ and after 
the word ‘“‘ land,” in line 47, to strike out down to and including the 
word ‘‘quantity,’’ in line 49, as follows: “‘to or in the right of any one 
original grantee or claimant, or in the right of any one original grant 
to two or more persons jointly, nor for a greater quantity;’’ so that the 
whole clause will read: 

No confirmation shall in any case be made or patent issued fora greater quan- 
tity of land than was authorized by the respective laws of Spain or Mexico ap- 
plicable to the claim. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, no greater question can arise in Con- 
gress than the maintenance of national faith. The lands we are now 
considering were ceded to the jurisdiction of the United States by the 
Republic of Mexico in 1848 partly by the treaty known as that of Guad- 
alupe Hidalgo, and in 1854 another portion by what was known as the 
Gadsden treaty, or better known as the Gadsden purchase. The eighth 
article of the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo provided that— 

In the said Territories, gree of every kind, now belonging to Mexicans 
not established there, shall be inviolably respected. The present owners, the 
heirs of these, and all Mexicans who may hereafter acquire said property by con- 


tract, shall enjoy with ee ae to it guarantees equally ample as if the same be- 
longed to citizens of the United States, 


And in the ninth article: 

The Mexicans who, in the Territories aforesaid, shall not preserve the charac- 
ter of citizens of the Mexican Republic, conformably with what is stipulated in 
the preceding article, shall be incorporated into the Union of the United States, 
and be admitted at the proper time (to be ju of by the Con of the United 
States) to the enjoyment of all the rights of citizens of the United States, ac- 
cord to the penon of the Constitution; and in the mean time, shall be 
maintained and p: in the free enjoyment of their liberty and property, 
and secured in the free exercise of their religion without restriction. 


The fifth article of the Gadsden treaty recited that— 


All the provisions of the eighth and ninth sixteenth and seventeenth articles 
of the treaty of heparin ilgo, shall upply to the territory ceded by the 
Mexican ublic in the e of the present treaty, and to all the rights 
o pess and property, both civil and ecclesiastical, thin the same, as fully 

effectually as if the said articles were herein again recited and set forth, 


So that the same guarantees apply to the territory ceded under either 
treaty. 

In the first place I may ask what are our duties as a nation under 
this treaty, and next what is the proposition of the present bill? Let 
us see first what classes of claims are those to be settled by this bill. 
They are only cases where the title is incomplete, where the case arises 
referred to by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] where a man was 
in possession of one league or of ten thousand leagues, if such a posses- 
sion were possible, no matter what was the area of his possession, if he 
was found entitled and in possession at the time of the cession he held 
under the law of the land, and was protected as any American citizen 
would be in his 1 and constitutional rights of property. He needed 
no further legislation because this treaty was not simply a convention, 
a contract between this Government and a foreign government, but it 
became under our Constitution the supreme law of the land, and every 
judge of every court of the United States and of every State was bound 
to construe it as a paramount authority equal to an act of Congress in 
support of the rights of any party claiming under it. We do not pro- 
pose by this bill to deal with, or touch or disturb the complete title of 
any manin any portion of any of these States or Territories. There is 
no such thing as confiscation of private property under its provisions; 
there is no such thing as a default in any public obligation. It is sim- 

ly a legal provision that wherever a man had rights under Spanish or 
exican law and so held them, he could plead them in the courts of 
the United States; and this bill and the purpose of this billis surely mis- 
understood or not comprehended by the Senators from Missouriand New 
Jersey and by the Senator from Michigan if they imagine that any- 
thing else is proposed. 

We are not dealing with perfected titles. They need no further 
action upon the part of the Government, and will be fully recognized by 
the courts. If the-man has his house and ground, his rancho, or any 
other description of property, it is his, and the treaty protects him in its 

ion and enjoyment with all the force of any affirming law. 

But what is the just claim upon the Congress of the United States? 
It is that they shall perform the uncompleted obligations of the govern- 
ment from whom the territory was derived, and the duty upon the 
United States Government is only this, and the present bill only in- 
tends this, that we should do those things which the Government of 
Mexico would have been obliged to do in law and in conscience had 
these people and had this property remained under the jurisdiction of 


her laws. That is all that this bill provides; that is all it pretends to 
do. It takes from no man his completed title. It simply gives to those 
who have an incomplete title under the laws of Mexico the opportunity 
to go into a proper tribunal (as to the propriety of that tribunal I shall 
presently speak) and perfect his claim and obtain his title there accord- 
ing to law and evidence as administered in the courts of the United 
States. 

Look at page 4, section 2, and at line 12 and you will see what de- 
cree the courts are to enter in cases proceeding under this, bill. 

And by a final decree to settle and determine the question of the validity of 
the title and the boundaries of the grant or claim presented for adjudication, ac- 
cording to the law of nations, the stipulations of the treaty concluded between 
the United States and the Republic of Mexico, at the city of Guadalupe Hidalgo, 
on the 2d day of February, A. D., 1848, or the treaty concluded between the same 

wers at the city of Mexico on the 30th day of ber, A. D., 1853, and the 

ws and ordinances of the Government, questions properly arising between the 
claimantsor other parties in the case and the United States, which decree shall 
in all cases refer to the treaty, law, or ordinance under which such claim is 
confirmed or rej 


There you have as plainly as the English language can give it, and 
in the fullest terms, the character of the property to be passed upon, 
and the rule that-shalldecideit. Is there any detaultthere? Is there 
any delinquency under the treaties with Mexico or either of them? 
On the contrary the courts are to enforce the full measure of duty of that 
government, and only where the title is incomplete, because, Senators, 
if the title be complete and perfect the owners want nothing further 
from the United States. They can come into court to enforce their 
rights as effectually as any other owners in relation to any other land 
in any other part of the Union. The laws of Mexico are made, by the 
treaty, the laws controlling the rights of these private claimants. We 
are not settling the validity or invalidity of an act; we are simply pro- 
viding for cases where they come to the Government of the United 
States, and say, ‘‘ You have assumed to stand in the shoes of the Re- 
public of Mexico, now perform this guarantee that that government 
was bound to perform.” 

That, Senators, is the measure of the duties of the Government of the 
United States under these treaties. There it begins and there it ends. 
They are to have so uch and no more, and that I submit is an entire 
answer to the charge of attempted confiscation or the trial of a title al- 
ready perfect which is expressly excluded from this bill. We are not 
trying such. The language of the act carefully drawn will be found at 
page 1 of the bill and on line 10: 

That it shall and may be lawful for any person or persons or corporation, or 
their legal representatives, claiming lands within the limits of the territory de- 
rived by the United States from the Republic of Mexico, and now embraced 
within the Territories of New Mexico, Wyo , Arizona, or Utah, or within 
the States of Nevada or Colorado, by virtue of such lawful incomplete Spanish or 
Mexican t, 001 on, warrant, or survey as the United States are bound 
to recognize and confirm by virtue of the treaties of cession of said country by 
Mexico to the United States which, at the date of the passage of this act, have 
not been confirmed by act of \gany Deon or otherwise finally decided upon by law- 
ful authority, and which have not ue complete and perfect, 

I beg Senators to remember therefore what is the scope and purview 
of this act. It is only for those titles that are incomplete and where 
there is a duty imposed by treaty stipulation upon the United States. 
We are now seeking to perform that, but not to touch the question of 
perfected titles or interfere with possession where it has been lawfully 
assured under the laws of Mexico. 

Mr. HARRISON. Will the Senator from Delaware allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. BAYARD. Certainly, with pleasure. 

Mr. HARRISON. I desire to ask the Senator what in his mind con- 
stitutes the difference between what he calls a completed title under a 
Mexican or Spanish grant, and one incomplete? 

Mr. BAYARD. I think it would be impossible to summarize all the 
cases in which there may be incompleteness of title under the Mexican 
laws—— 

Mr. HARRISON. No: the point I make is this: Suppose a case 


: where a party is holding under a Mexican grant described by certain 


natural boundaries. There has been no action by Congress, no decree 
by a court establishing that title. If you ask the man for his title he 
says, “I find it in the Mexican grant,” of which we have no record in 
thiscountry. Would not that be an incomplete grant within the mean- 
ing of this bill, and would not such a person under this bill have to go 
into the court to have that title established? 

Mr. BAYARD. Yes, sir—and I imagine that wherever there was 
an inchoate title, wherever the party had commenced a performance of 
those things which were to eventuate in a complete title, and had not 
an opportunity to perfect it under the Mexican law, this bill would 
enable him to come to the United States, addressing the United States 
instead of Mexico, to obtain his title, and the court would be obliged 
to give him a decree which would fully answer all that Mexico- could 
have given him had he completed the requirements and conditious 
under her laws. That is what I understand to be the object and effect 
of this bill. 

Mr. HARRISON. Then might there not be cases where a really 
perfect grant would be provided for in the bill? s 

Mr. BAYARD. I want to come to that presently; I shall have t 
go back a little; but the Senator will allow me to go on and answer the 
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question he has already put tome. Iam glad the Senator from Indiana 
has repeated it and I will endeavor to answer it. 

In the first place I should like to refer here to the report of the land 
commission of 1880. I will give the reference, as it was a commission 
of ability specially constituted for the consideration of the condition 
and laws relating to the whole public domain of the United States. 
The report is Executive Document 47, part 4, of the Forty-sixth Con- 
gress, third session. I read first the composition of the commission: 
President, James A. Williamson, Commissioner of the General. Land 
Office; Clarence King, United States geologist; Alexander T. Britton; 
John W. Powell; James Donaldson; secretary, Clarence E. Dutton, 
captain ordnance, United StatesArmy. A preliminary report was pub- 
lished in February, 1880, under the act of Congress of March 3, 1879, 
in which a very valuable and interesting history of the public domain 
of the United States and of the private land claims which we are now 
considering will befound. I read from page 406 an extract from the re- 
port to the Secretary of the Interior. 

After a lapse of nearly Lhd fe more than one thousand claims have been 
filed with the surveyors-general, of which less than one hundred and fifty have 
been reported to Congress, and of the number so reported Congress has finally 
acted upon only seventy-one. The construction of railroads through New 
Mexico and Arizona, ping the consequent influx of population in those Terri- 
tories, render it imperatively necessary that these claims should be finally set- 
tled with the least possible delay. 1 have therefore the honor to recommend 
that the attention of Congress be called especially to this subject, with a view 
to securing action upon the claims pending before it, and upon the pending bill 
proving. for S a of the remaining claims. on. Secretary of the 

nterior, repo: ' 

I may say that bill is the bill now before the Senate amended in the 
light of the repeated debates three and four years ago and the advice 
and approval of the Commissioner of the General Land Office. 

With no statute of limitation as to the time of filing these claims, with 
titles of grant held by men and women, stored away in old boxes or ied 
about their persons, no one can form any estimate of the area yet claimed in New 
Mexico or ma. The surveyors-general and commissioners of the General 
Land Office for years past have called upon Congress for the enactment of a 
statute of limitation as to the time of filing these private land claims. There 
may yet be 1,000 or 5,000. As time moves along the evidence is fast passing 
away, which will necessitate more energy and on the part of the Uni 
States to head off the prospective modern man re of ancient *muniments 
of title. There have been ntsissued by the United States for 4,456,158.43 acres 
of pee land claims in New Mexicoand Colorado; the largest grant being for 
1,714,764.44 acres, and the smallest for 1,720 acres. 

There were, on the 20th of June, 1880, forty-six claims for private land grants 
in New Mexico and Colorado, containing an area of 4,675,173.57 acres, pending 
in the General Land Office for patents, as follows: 

$ La . La s + $ 

June 30,1880, there were sixty private land claims in Colorado and New Mex- 
ico pending in Con; for éontirmation, embracing an area, so far as the same 
have been surveyed, of 4,294,672.473 acres. The largest contains 472,736.90 acres, 
and the smallest 1,003.55 acres. 

I cite this to show the condition of these land claims at the end of 
thirty years, and to submit to the Senate the absolute necessity of doing 
two things that this bill provides: first, havinga settlement so that what 
is public land may be known and may be made subject to sale and also 
to private entry; and what is private land may be segregated and held 
by the owners, that these Territories shall not be paralyzed in their 
progress to civilization and the development retarded by reason of this 
uncertainty as to boundaries. It is our duty, therefore, to take such 
steps as practically shall make the Property of each man, be it much or 
little capable, of ascertainment, of definition, and of being segregated 
for his use, 

The next is as to the statute of limitations. Why it has been, that 
for thirty years a statute so ni to the répose of every commu- 
nity should have been delayed, I know not; but it has been so, and at 
last by this bill a statute of limitations has been p and three 
years after the passage of this act shall be the limit within which claims 
to complete the titles of private claimants under the Mexican grants 
shall be allowed, and after that the bar of limitation shall be interposed 
that there may be an end to litigation and a repose to titles. Now we 
come to the question of the restriction of the quantity of land which 
could be obtained under Mexican grants. 

‘Mr. GARLAND. It is evident we can not progress much further 
with the bill this evening, and the question the Senator is now ap- 
proaching is a very important one, and if it will suit him that we go 
into executive session a while, I will make that motion, and he can go 
on to-morrow. 

Mr. BAYARD. I have no objection. 

Mr. GARLAND. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wish first to offer an amendment that it may 
be printed. 

Mr. GARLAND. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I offer an amendment to come in as an addi- 
tional section at the end of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri offers an 
amendment which he asks may be printed. That order will be made. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to have the bill which I offered as a sub- 
stitute for this bil} printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Mi 
that his sabstitute be printed. Is there objection? The 
none. 


i moves 
ir hears 


Mr. CONGER. I desire that it shall be considered as offered and 


pending before the Senate. ; 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I wish to offer an amendment to this 
bill to be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be received and 
printed. 


Mr. MILLER, of California. Itisto come in at the end of section 11. 


HELL GATE, EAST RIVER. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit to Congress a communication from the Secretary of War, in relation 
to the necessity of an immediate appropriation of notless than $42,000 to enable 
the engineer in charge to make next autumn the explosion required for the re- 
moval of Flood Rock, in the East River, New York. The importance of the 
work is well known, and as it appears that without a speedy appropriation a de- 
lay of a year must follow, accompanied by large expenses to protect from injury 
the work y done, I commend the subject to the early and favorable con- 


sideration of Congress. 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 28, 1884. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. GARLAND. I renew my motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Arkansas moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After five minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 20 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, January 29, 1884. 


The House met at 12 o’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. JOHN 
S. LINDSAY, D. D. . 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

FUNERAL CEREMONIES OF HON. E. W. M. MACKEY. 

Mr. PETTIBONE submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered, and unanimously adopted: 

Resolved, That the funeral ceremonies of the late EnmusDp W.M. Mackey, late 
a Representative of this body from the State of South Carolina, be held in this 
Hall on Wednesday, January 30, at 1 o'clock p 

O! 


m. 
Resotvod, That the Clerk communicate the foregoing resolution to the Senate, 
and invite the Senate to attend the said funeral ceremonies. 


UNION AND CONFEDERATE NAVAL RECORDS. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a let- 
ter from the Secretary of the Navy, in reply to the resolution of the House 
adopted on the 17th instant, concerning the publication of the Union 
and confederate naval records of the war of the rebellion. 

Mr. COX, of NewYork. This communication should go to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, without having read the accompanying 
papers, supposed that an appropriation would be necessary to provide 
for the publication of these records. It may go to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, and if it be discovered that an appropriation is required 
it can be reported back. 

Mr. COX, of New York. The resolution of inquiry to which this is 
an answer came from the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The communication was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


COMMISSIONED ARMY OFFICERS. i 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a reply to the resolution 
of the House asking the average number of commissioned officers in 
the Army of the United States from March 4, 1857, to March 4, 1861, 
and from March 4, 1877, to March 4, 1881; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

ELECTION CONTEST—WO0OD VS. PETERS. 

The SPEAKER als, by unanimous consent, Jaid before the House 
depositions in the contested-election case of Wood rs. Peters, from the 
State of Kansas; which were referred to the Committee on Elections. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. RANDALL. In consequence of a sad event, of which we are ail 
aware, the opportunity was not presented yesterday for the introduc- 
tion of bills and joint resolutions for reference. I therefore ask, in ac- 
cordance with the wish of many members—and I suppose there avill 
be no objection to the request—that there be to-day, by unanimous 
consent, a call of the States and Territories for the introduction of bills 
and joint resolutions as on Monday. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] 
asks unanimous consent that the States and Territories be called to-day 
for the introduction and reference of bills and joint resolutions under 
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the rules applicable to Monday, the opportunity for this business not 
having been afforded yesterday. : 

Mr. COX, of New York. I suppose that includes the ordinary pro- 
ceedings of Monday. ‘ 

Mr. RANDALL. Not the entire business of Monday. 

The SPEAKER, But, as the Chair understands, the ordinary pro- 
ceeding under the rule with regard tothe introduction of bills and joint 
resolutions. 

Mr. COX, of New York. That will admit resolutions of inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection to the request; and 
it is ordered accordingly. ` 

MESSENGER FOR CHIEF CLERK’S OFFICE. 


Mr. ERMENTROUT. Iam directed by the Committee on Accounts 
to submit a privileged report. ` 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred the following resolution 
of Mr, BLanp— 

“ Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be authorized to appoint a boy as mes- 
senger in the office of the Chief Clerk of the House, at a salary not to exceed $25 
pes mioni to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House, until otherwise 
Tears lly report that they have carefully considered the same. and consider- 
ing the employment of this boy as a necessity for the proper transaction of busi- 
ness, recommend the passage of the resolution, 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the resolution 
reported from the Committee on Accounts. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I ask that the resolution reported by the commit- 
tee be again read. ; 

The Clerk again read the report. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. Mr. Speaker, I hope there will be no objec- 
tion to the adoption of this resolution. As the House is aware, the 
several offices for the transaction of the business of the Clerk of the 
House are now separated, and at a considerable distance from each 
other; so that there is constant necessity for the sending of a messenger 
from one office to another. This duty has heretofore been di 
by a messenger at a salary of $100a month. The resolution which we 
now report calls for the employment of a boy at a salary of $25.a month; 
and this is rivera oe the proper execution of business. 4 

Mr. HOLMAN. n the gentleman tell us how many persons are 
now employed in connection with the office of the Clerk of the House? 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. Icannot. But I know that the transaction 
of the business of that office requires the employment of a person to 
travel from one office to another. The different offices are now farther 
separated than they have ever been; and of course the time of the clerks 
can not be occupied in running to and fro. The messenger heretofore 
found necessary for that purpose has been paid $100 a month; and this 
resolution, therefore, is in the direction of economy, and I hope the 
gentleman from Indiana will not insist on his objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The only objection I have to it is I do not under- 
stand, and it has not yet been shown, what necessity there is for this 
additional employé. 

This room of the Clerk of the House is not one in which important 
business is done. Itis the newspaper office, where the newspapers are 
-~ gathered for the convenience of the members. I must confess I am 
not able to see any necessity for the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE, I understand an application is to be made 
by the Clerk that will bring him into closer connection with the 
various offices of the Clerk’s department. It has been regarded as im- 

rtant they should be permitted to get the room which quite recently 
a been assigned to the Clerk as a private office. My information is 
the adoption of that resolution, if it should not absolutely do away, 
would in any event lead to doing away, with the necessity for this mes- 
senger, and it is for that reason I make the motion that for the present 
the pending resolution be laid upon the table. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. Ihope no such motionas that will beadopted. 
While it may be true there is but little business of a clerical nature 
transacted in the office of Chief Clerk, every gentleman understands the 
necessity there is for constant communication with the Clerk of the 
House and with the enrolling clerks, and with the disbursing clerk, 
who is in the basement of the building. The Committee on Accounts 
have instructed me to make this report because they were satisfied this 
should be granted. The Clerk at the present has in his employment 
a boy he is paying out of his own pocket. 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE. From explanation made to me privately I 
withdraw my motion, 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 96, noes 25. 

So the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE: 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that that body had agreed to the resolution of the House for the appoint- 
ment of a select joint committee to take order for superintending the 
funeral of EDMUND W. M. MACKEY, late a Representative from the 


State of South Carolina, and to escort the remains of the deceased to 
their place of burial, and had appointed as such committee on its part 
Mr. BUTLER, Mr. PENDLETON, and Mr. HILL. 


ADDITIONAL CLERK CLAIMS COMMITTEE. 
Mr. BREWER submitted the following privileged report: 


The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred the following resolution-- 
“ That the Committee on Claims be authorized during this session only, until 
the further order of the House, to employ an assistant clerk, to be paid out of the 
contingent fund of the House at the same rate of compensation now paid to 
session committee clerks probka (5% 
report they have carefully considered the same, and ask it be now passed. 


Mr. HOLMAN. 
hope it will be read. 
The SPEAKER. It has been read, but there was so much confusion 


If there is a report accompanying this tesolution, I 


‘it could not be heard by the gentleman. 


The report was again read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I regret very much to see a disposi- 
tion to increase the number of employés of the House by simple reso- 
lution, and authorize the payment of their eompensation out of the 
contingent fund of the House. I think that practice always leads to 
the employment of an unnecessary number of employés. 

The Committee on Claims is a very important committee, but at a 
period when its duties were the largest, before the formation of the 
War Claims Committee, covering the entire period of the war and years 
afterward, down, I believe, to 1873, when it had before it more busi- 
ness than is now before the two committees, a single clerk was all that 
was deemed necessary. The Committee on War Claims has now two 
clerks. The business requires but one competent person. The busi- 
ness of the Committee on Claims can not be increasing. On the con- 
trary, the last Congress showed a great decline in the measures requir- 
ing consideration. I think all gentlemen must regret to see a tendency 
to increase from year to year the number of our employés. If, however, 
the Committee on Claims insist they can not get along with their busi- 
ness without an additiunal clerk, of course it will have to be granted; 
but unless some imperative necessity is shown for the employment of 
this additional clerk I hope it will not be done. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, by instructions of the Committee 
on Claims I introduced the resolution which has just been read. I 
have been here with the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] long 
enough, I think, to convince him that I would be one of the last who 
would improperly increase the offices of this House or of this Govern- 
ment without sufficient cause. But there are certain duties that it is 
essential for those of us who compose the Committee on Claims to per- 
form. One of these duties is the proper consideration of bills that have 
been referred to us for our consideration by the House. We have be- 
fore that committee to-day a docket, in addition to those bills that 
have not come up from the Printer and also in addition to those that 
have not been sent down to us which kare come from the Printer, of 
507 bills for our consideration. This Ust involves claims ranging all 
the way from one hundred to millions of dollars. I will state further 
that the clerk of that committee, Mr. W. B. Pettie, reached this Capi- 
tol soon after the reassembling of Congress after the holidays, and I 
venture to say that he has never seen this Hall when Congress was in 
session yet, so closely has he been confined to his duties. Further, I 
state that there have been only two nights since he came here, Sunday 
evenings excepted, that he has not come up to this Capitol and worked 
till 10 or 12 o’clock in the preparation of these bills for the committee 
and in keeping up the dockets. He is here before 8 o’clock in the 
morning, and he has done more than we could have reasonably expected 
from any one man. I know that if the work continues as heavy as it 
is now he can not do it in the future. His physical strength will not 
endure it through a session. Nina 

Now, if the House wants thecommittee to act upon the claims which 
have been referred to it I believe that the adoption of this resolution 
is essential. If the clerk of the committee did not have to wait upon 
any members of the House who come there for information as to the 
status of the measures which they may have introduced for the benefit 
of their constituents, or who wantinformation as to where claims have 
been referred, to whom referred, and other references to the files for 
any other information connected with them, it is possible that the cler- 
ical force of the committee as at t constituted would be able to 
keep up with the work. But I do not believe that can be done if he 
is called upon to give satisfactory information to members of Congress 
concerning their claims—such information as they are entitled to and 
should have. We ought to act upon the claims which are referred to 
us insome way. If they are just, they should be paid or at least their 

recommended; if they are unjust, they ought not to be permit- 
ted to lie there unacted upon and without condemnation in the form of 
an adverse report. 

In order to do justice to the claimants and to we must have 
some assistance in this matter. If the House is not ready after this 
statement and in view of the facts which I have su; to adopt this 
resolution, they must take the consequences. We only daour best 
in the way that we are now going with one clerk, and will, of course, 
do the utmost that we can. But in the very nature of things these 
claims can not all be acted upon. 
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Mr. REED. I should like te ask the gentleman from Tennessee a 
‘question, if he will permit an inquiry. 

Mr. McMILLIN. With pleasure. 

Mr. REED. During the last Congress we passed a bill, which was 


introduced and promoted by Mr. Bowman, of Massachusetts, whereby 
it was expected that a great many of thgge claims would be referred for 
adjudication as to matters of fact to th®Court of Claims. I desire to 
ask the gentleman from Tennessee if the Committee on Claims have 
-availed*themselves of the provisions ef that bill, and if, having availed 
themselves of its provisions, it will still be necessary for them to have 
this increase of clerical force ? 

I ask this because I would like to have his views upon the subject. 
T am, for one, most desirous of giving the committees all the clerks 
which may be necessary to aid them in the transaction of public busi- 
ness. But I should liketo be informed if that bill under its provisions, 
if advantage be taken of it by the committee, will not give all the relief 
that the committee requires? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I beg leave to state, in response to the gentleman 
from Maine, that the committee has availed itself of the provisions of 
the Bowman bill when claims are reached which in the opinion of the 
committee ought to be referred to the Court of Claims. I doubt 
whether the bill is going to give all the relief that was expected by its 
most sanguine friends. It can, however, be made to give relief to Con- 
gress and to the committee if properly guarded. 

But it can not give any relief in the direction to which I am now 
referring. On the contrary, if it has any effect at all it will be to 
«cause an increase of the clerical duties of the committee; because it 
is the duty of the clerk in the first place, after the claim has been passed 
upon in committee, to make a minute of the action. Then, if it is re- 
ferred to the Court of Claims, the duty of making a record of that fact 
devolves upon him. When it comes back he must note again upon 
the docket what is done, and in addition note upon the docket what 
has been the course recommended by the Cotirt of Claims; and the 
gentleman will see that all of these various obligations must necessa- 
rily increase rather than diminish the clerk’s duties, while it may di- 
minish the duty devolving upon the committee in the consideration of 
the claims. ’ 

Mr. STORM. Will the gentleman permit me toask him a question? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Certainly. : 

Mr. STORM. How many clerks are there now attached to this com- 
mittee? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The committee has now but one. In that con- 
nection I may say, and in response also to the gentleman from Indiana, 
that I have inquired of the old clerk of the committee, Mr. Smith, who 
sits at the desk now, and have been informed by him that for ten years, 
both under the Republican and Democratic administrations, this com- 
mittee has had the assistance provided for in this resolution. 

We do not seek an additional annual clerk. We do not seek pay for 
any time that Congress is not insession, It is with the members of the 
House to Jo as they think proper with it, and with their action after 
this explanation-we will be satisfied, whatever that action may be. 

The SPEAKER. The question is en the adoption of the resolution. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. BREWER moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. E 

ORDER -OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. By unånimous consent of the House, it has been 
ordered that the call of States and Territories shall proceed to-day as of 
Monday. The States and Territories will now be called in alphabeti- 
eal order for the introduction of bills and joint resolutions and resolu- 
tions of inquiry for reference, beginning with the State of Alabama. 


ABANDONED HOMESTEAD ENTRIES IN ALABAMA. 

Mr. FORNEY introduced a bill (H. R. 3968) to provide for disposing 
of lands embraced in abandoned homestead entries in Alabama; which 
was read a first and second time, referred tothe Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS COOSA RIVER. 

Mr. FORNEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3969) to authorize the East 
and West Railroad Company of Alabama to construct a bridge across 
the Coosa River; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 

Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

á WILLIAM L. WHITLOCK. 

Mr. FORNEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 3970) to refund to Will- 
iam L. Whitlock, of Alabama, taxes illegally collected as income tax; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

CONFISCATION ACT OF 1862. 
, Mr. HERBERT (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 3971) for the 
relief of purchasers under the confiscation act of July 17, 1862, and for 
other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


ALABAMA DIAGONAL RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. HERBERT also introduced a bill (H. R. 3972) granting the 
right of way over the public lands in Alabama and Florida to the Ala- . 
bama Di Railroad Company and to grant to said company the right 
to build bridges a@ross certain rivers in said States, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


ARMS, ETC., FOR NATIONAL GUARDS. 


Mr. HERBERT also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 1) au- 
thorizing the Secretary of War to exchange Gatling or other light 
field-pieces for the heavy field-pieces now in possession of the National 
Guard of the several States; also to give said National Guard tents in 
lieu of arms'and ammunition of equal value; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

HEIRS OF JOHN ROGERS. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (H. R. 3973) for the re- 
lief of the heirs of the late John Rogers, deceased; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

WILLIAM PREWETT AND OTHERS. : 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas (by request), also introduced a bill (H. 
R. 3974) for the relief of William Prewett and others; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN T. CROWNOVER AND OTHERS. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3975) for 
the relief of John T. Crownover and others; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

z EZEKIEL RAWLINS. 

Mr. PEEL, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (H. R. 3976) to grant a pen- 
sion to Ezekiel Rawfins; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES R. BERRY. 

Mr. PEEL, of Arkansas, also introduced a bill (He R. 3977) to refund 
illegal internal-revenue tax collected of James R. Berry, as late auditor 
of the State of Arkansas; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE H. PETTIGREW. 

Mr. PEEL, of Arkansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 3978) for the 
relief of George H. Pettigrew; which was read afirst and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY ANNA EGAN. 

Mr. BUDD introduced a bill (H. R. 3979) granting an increase of 
pension to Mary Anna Egan; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


PAY OF LETTER-CARRIERS. 

Mr. BUDD also introduced a bill (H. R. 3980) to amend section 5 of 
an act approved February 21, 1879, entitled ‘‘An act to fix the pay of 
letter-carriers;’’ which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

LOUIS FRANCOIS. 

Mr. BUDD also introduced a bill (H. R. 3981) for the relief of Louis 
Francois; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

EVALINA P. LOW. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (H. R. 3982) for the relief of Eva- 
lina P. Low; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE 0. DONNELL. 

Mr. WAIT introduced a bill (H. R. 3983) for the relief of George O. 
Donnell; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Select 
Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT WILMINGTON, DEL. 

Mr. LORE introducéd a bill (H. R. 3984) to provide for the construc- 
tion of a new public building at Wilmington, Del.; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

COUNTERFEITING FOREIGN SECURITIES. 

Mr. LORE also introduced a bill (H. R. 3985) to prevent and punish 
the counterfeiting within the United States of notes, bonds, or other 
securities of foreign governments; which was read a first and second 
time. 

The question was upon the reference of the bill. 

Mr. LORE. I desire that the bill shall be referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that under the rules of the House 
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it should go either to the Committee on Banking and Currency or the 
Committee on the Judiciary. But the Chair will entertain any motion 
the gentleman may submit in regard to the reference of the bill. _ 

Mr. ORE, I think it should go to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. » 

Mr. RANDALL. Let the bill be read, so that we may be able to 
judge of its character. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks this bill does not affect the rela- 
tions between this Government and foreign governments, but it relates 
to the criminal laws of the United States, and the Chair thinks it 
should be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. LORE. I will say that it affects our relations with foreign na- 
tions simply in this : Brazil and some other foreign nations are 
suffering from this kind of spurious currency which is manufactured 
in the United States and sent to those countries, and in that way it 
does affect our relations with foreign nations. The reason that induced 
me to desire its reference to the Committee on Foreign Affairs was that 
that committee has access to and communication with the representa- 
tives of foreign nations. : 

The SPEAKER. Of course, incidentally this bill, if it shall become 
a law, may affect the interests of foreign nations, just as any legisla- 
tion may do so, But the main purpose of the bill is to change, and in 
a very material respect, the criminal law of the United States. The 
Chair thinks it should go to the Committee on the Judiciary, and unless 
the gentleman submits some motion to refer it to another committee it 
will take that direction. : e 

The bill was accordingly referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MAJ. WILLIAM KENDALL. 

Mr. NICHOLLS (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 3986) for the 
relief of the legal representatives of Maj. William Kendall, late sutler 
in the United States Army; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS A. M’LAUGHLIN. 

Mr. NICHOLLS (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 3987) for 
the relief of Thomas A. McLaughlin; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

EDWARD E. STONE. 

Mr. HARDEMAN (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 3988) for the 
relief of Commander Edward E. Stone; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

SARAH BURNETT. 

Mr. CANDLER introduced a bill (H. R. 3989) for the relief of Sarah 
Burnett; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH H. TUMLIN. 

Mr. CANDLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3990) for the relief of 
Elizabeth H. Tomlin; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

TAXES ON DISTILLED SPIRITS. 

Mr. CANDLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 3991) to amend the 
laws providing the machinery for collecting the taxes on distilled spir- 
its; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Ways and Means,-and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT COLUMBUS, GA. 

Mr. BUCHANAN introduced a bill (H. R. 3992) for the erection of 
a public building at Columbus, Ga.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH DAVIS. 

Mr. CLEMENTS introduced a bill (H. R. 3993) granting a pension 
to Joseph Davis; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM STRICKLIN, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND introduced a bill (H. R. 3994) granting a pen- 
sion to William Stricklin; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

BOUNTY LANDS TO SOLDIERS. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 3995) granting 
bounty lands to soldiers of the late war; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 

LABORERS IN HOUSE FOLDING-ROOM. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 129) 
allowing extra compensation to the laborers in the House folding-room 
for extra work; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Accounts, and ordered to be printed. 

RETIREMENT OF NAVAL OFFICERS. 
Mr. THOMAS introduced a bill (H. R. 3996) authorizing the volun- 
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tary retirement of certain officers of the United States Navy who have 
rendered icuous service in battle or who have served thirty years 
in the Navy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MOLLIE B. WALDO. 

Mr. THOMAS also introdud@ii a bill (H. R. 3997) granting a pension 
to Mollie B. Waldo; which was read a first and He ia referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DWIGHT R. STONE. 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3998) granting a pension 
to Dwight R. Stone; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GILBERT PARRIGIN. 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 3999) for the relief of 
the estate of Gilbert Parrigin, deceased; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committeeon War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. , 

: CAPT. J. H. GILLIS. 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 130) ten- 
dering the thanks of Congress to Capt. J. H. Gillis; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

COMMODORE JOHN LEE DAVIS. 

Mr. THOMAS also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 131) au- , 
thorizing the President of the United States to appoint Commodore John 
Lee Davis a rear-admiral in the United States Navy; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

TENEDORE TEN EYCK. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. 4000) to authorize 
the President to restore Tenedore Ten Eyck to his former rank in the 
Army, and to place him upon the retired-list of Army officers; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

BENJAMIN HEWITT. 

Mr. PAYSON (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 4001) for the re- 
lief of Benjamin Hewitt; which was read a first and second time, 
PA to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HENRY VIGNAUD. 

Mr. HITT introduced a bill (H. R. 4002) to permit Henry Vignaud 
second secretary of legation at Paris, to receive the decoration of the 
Legion of Honor; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ALEXANDER JOLLY. 

Mr. CANNON introduced a bill (H. R. 4003) for the relief of Alex- 
ander Jolly; which was read a first and second time,referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON introduced a bill (H. R. 4004) granting con- 
demned cannon to Joe Hooker Post, Grand Army of the Republic, 
Canton, Ill.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the- 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE W. SHERWgOD. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 4005) granting a 
pension to George W. Sherwood; which was read a first and second 
cit pita to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be- 
printed. 

CAPT. BENJAMIN F. SLATEN. 
Mr. RIGGS introduced a bill (H. R. 4006) to grant a pension to Capt. 
amin F. Slaten; which was read a first and second time, referred. 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
JOHN G. HUNTER. 

Mr. MATSON introduced a bill (H. R. 4007) for the relief of John. 
G. Hunter; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES H. WOODARD. 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 4008) for the relief of” 
James H. Woodard; which was read a first and second time, referred 
tothe Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. MATSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 4009) to increase the pen- 
sions of widows and dependent relatives of deceased soldiers and sail- 
ors; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee- 
on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM V. B. WARDWELL, > 

Mr. MATSON (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4010) for the- 
relief of William V. B. Wardwell; which was read a first and second. 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed.. 
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EMPLOYES OF BUREAU OF PRINTING AND ENGRAVING. 

Mr. MATSON (by request) also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 
132) to compensate the employés of the Bureau of Engraving and Print- 
ing for lost time; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

C. COPELAND. 

Mr. WARD introduced a bill (H. R. 4011) removing the charge of 
desertion from the record of C. Copeland; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ROBERT C. M’KEE. 

Mr. WARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 4012) to restore Robert C. 
McKee to the pension-roll; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to he printed. 


LARKIN F. ROBERTS. 
Mr. WARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 4013) granting a pension to 


Larkin F. Roberts; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ISAAC REED. 
Mr. KLEINER introduced a bill (H. R. 4014) for the relief of Isaac 


Reed; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


FIRST NATIONAL BANK, WABASH, IND. 

Mr. STEELE introduced a bill (H. R. 4015) to authorize the increase 
of the capital stock of the First National Bank of Wabash, Ind.; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 


RELIEF OF ARMY OFFICERS, 

Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana (by request), introduced a bill (H. R. 4016) 
for the relief of certain officers who served as captain or as company and 
regimental staff officers; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES PAGET. 

Mr. COBB introduced a bill (H. R. 4017) for the relief of James 
Paget; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

BENJAMIN F. RICHARDSON. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 4018) granting a ion to 
Benjamin F. Richardson; which was read a firstand sevond time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARTHA BASTIN. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 4019) granting a pension to 
Martha Bastin; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY J. BOOKER. ; 
` Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 4020) for the relief of Ma 
J. Booker; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
ABRAHAM COVER. 

Mr, COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 4021) granting a pension to 
Abraham Cover; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ZIBA WHITLEY. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 4022) for the relief of Ziba 
Whitley; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM ©, FINE. ' 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 4023) for the relief of Will- 
iam C. Fine; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CUTLER S. DOBBINS. 


Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 4024) granting a pension to | 28 


Cutler S. Dobbins; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
T GABRAEL DOUGHERTY, 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 4025) for therelief of Gabrael 
Dougherty;. which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordéred to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. HOUGHTON, 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 4026) for the relief of Will- 
iam H. Houghton; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ALFRED F. PHILLIPS. 
Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 4027) forthe relief of Alfred 


F. Phillips; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


WIDOW AND HEIRS OF ARTHUR W. GRAY, DECEASED. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 4028) for the relief of the 
widow and heirs of Arthur W. Gray, deceased; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

AUGUSTUS C. LARKIN. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 4029) for the relief of Augus- 
tus C. Larkin; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


CHARLES B. PEASE. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 4030) for the relief of Charles 
B. Pease, of Orange County, Indiana; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

HUBBARD M, SMITH. 

Mr. COBB also introduced a bill (H. R. 4031) for the relief of Hub- 
bard M. Smith; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

NAVAL ACADEMY GRADUATES RETAINED IN SERVICE. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER introduced a bill (H. R. 4032) to prevent the 
retroactive operation ef that portion of the naval appropriation act of 
August 5, 1882, limiting the number of graduates of the Naval Academy 
to be retained in the service; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


SALE OF REAL ESTATE, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr. WOOD introduced a bill (H. R. 4033) authorizing the commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia to complete a contract for the sale of 
real estate, &c,; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


REDUCTION OF TARIFF ON SUGARS. 

Mr. WOOD also introduced a bill (H. R. 4034) to reduce tariff rates 
on different kinds and qualities of sugars; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered 
to be printed. 

REDUCTION OF TARIFF ON WOOLEN GOODS, ETC. 

Mr. WOOD also introduced a bill (H. R. 4035) to reduce tariff on 
woolen s, flannels, blankets, women’s and children’s dress goods, 
and y-made clothing; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed, 


THOMAS WARD. 

Mr. WOOD also introduced a bill (H. R. 4036) to increase the pen- 
sion of Thomas Ward; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

OPERATIVES ON RAILROAD TRAINS. 

Mr. WOOD also introduced a bill (H. R. 4037) to prevent employment 
of operatives of railroad trains longer than twelve consecutive hours out 
of twenty-four hours, and declaring penalties, &c.; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Labor, and ordered tobe 
printed. 

REMOVAL OF CHARGE OF DESERTION—GEORGE HOBBS. 

Mr. McCOID (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 4038) to remove 
the of desertion from the military record of G Hobbs; which 
was a first and second time, referred to the ®mmittee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. , 

CANNON FOR MONUMENTAL PURPOSES. 

Mr, HENDERSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (H. R. 4039) author- 
izing the Secretary of War to furnish condemned cast-iron cannon and 
cannon-balls for monumental purposes; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

SYLVIA JENKS. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4040) grant- 
a pension to Sylvia Jenks; which was read a first and second time, 
referred tothe Cominittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ZELICA T. DUNLAP. 

Mr. KASSON introduced a bill (H. R. 4041) restoring the name of 
Zelica T. Dunlap to the pension-roll; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

' JAMES G. GILLHAM. 

Mr. KASSON (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4042) grant- 
ing a pension to James G. Gillham; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

DRUSILLA H. SWANGER. 

Mr. HOLMES introduced a bill (H. R. 4043) for the relief of Drusilla 
H. Swanger; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


730 CONGRESSIONAL 


BARNARD M’NALLY 

Mr. MURPHY introduced a bill (H. R. 4044) to authorize payment 
-of the claim of Barnard McNally forservices in the Mexican war;. which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

R. H. SHROPSHIRE. 

Mr. MURPHY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4045) for the relief of 
R. H. Shropshire; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIAS V. MILLER. [ 

Mr. MURPHY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4046) for the relief of 
Elias V. Miller: which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE STAPLETON. 

Mr. MURPHY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4047) for the relief of 
‘George Stapleton; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, ‘and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, OTTUMWA, IOWA. 

Mr. COOK introduced a bill (H. R. 4048) providing for the erection 
of a public building at Ottumwa, Iowa; which was read a first and sec- 
-ond time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 

WARREN L. VESTAL. 

Mr. STRUBLE introduced a bill (H. R. 4049) to correct the Army 
record of Col. Warren L. Vestal; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MEAT PRODUCTS FOR EXPORTATION. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (H. R. 4050) providing for 
the inspection and certification of the quality of meat products for ex- 
portation; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

PHILIP BRANDSTETTER. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4051) granting 
a pension to Philip Brandstetter; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

GEORGE W. BOUSEMAN. 

Mr. PETERS introduced a bill (H. R. 4052) to increase the pension 
-of George W. Bouseman; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

AUGUST SCHINDLER. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4053) granting a pension 
to August Schindler; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

S. ©. ROACH. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4054) for the relief of S. 
‘C. Roach; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SARAH TYLER. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4055) granting a pension 
to Sarah Tyler; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
-Committee on invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

F. ©. BULKLEY. 

Mr. PERKINS (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 4056) for the 
relief ot F. C. Bulkley; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to ihe Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

è SPECIAL INDIAN COMMISSION. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4057) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Interior to create a commission to try and dispose of 
-claims for citizenship in the Cherokee, Choctaw, Creek, Chickasaw, and 
Seminole Indian Nations; which was read a first and second time, re- 

ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT OF PENSION LAWS. 

Mr. MORRILL introduced a bill (H. R. 4058) to provide for pension- 
ing the widows and children of deceased soldiers of the war of the re- 
bellion; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

a ISAAC DEMARANVILLE. 

Mr. MORRILL also introduced a bill (H. R: 4059) granting a pen- 
sion to Isaac Demaranville; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

RECORDS OF THE REBELLION. 

Mr. MORRILL also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 133) for 
printing 5,000 additional copies of the Records of the Rebellion; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Print- 
ing, and ordered to be printed. 
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MARY CLARKE. 

Mr. ANDERSON introduced a bill (H. R. 4060) for the relief of Mary 
Clarke; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM C. H. BOWMAN. 


Mr. ANDERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 4061) for the relief of 
William C. H. Bowman; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

NANNIE JOHN GRAVES. 

Mr. ROBERTSON (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 4062) grant- 
ing a pension to Nannie John Graves; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ACCOUNTS BETWEEN THE STATES, ETC., AND THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. ROBERTSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 4063) to adjust cer- 
tain accounts between the United States and the several Stat®s and 
Territories and the District of Columbia; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered 
to be printed. 

GENERAL 8. W. ‘PRICE. 

Mr. WILLIS introduced a bill (H. R. 4064) for the relief of General 
S. W. Price; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY BUCKLEY. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4065) to grant a pension to 
Mary Buckley; which was read a first and second tinie, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. ANNE SPILMAN, 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4066) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Anne Spilman; which was read a firstand second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

; PUBLIC BUILDING AT LOUISVILLE, KY. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R, 4067) to change the limit 
of appropriation for the public building at Louisville, Ky.; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES L. KELLEY. 2 


Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4068) granting a pension 
to James L, Kelley; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


, 3 ‘ CATHERINE BUSSY. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4069) granting a pension 
to Catherine Bussy; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HELEN K. GARLAND. 


Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4070) granting a pension 
to Helen K. Garland; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ARREST OF AMERICAN CITIZENS IN CENTRAL AMERICA. 


Mr. BLANCHARD submitted the following resolution; which was 
read, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States is hereby requested to furnish 
this House, if in his opinion not incon?patible with the E eraen service, copies of 
all correspondence, telegrams, cablegrams, and other documents, and with all 
other information in his possession, concerning the arrest on January 2, 4, and 
6, A. D. 1883, by the Colombian Government of Central America, of Benj. S. 
Lewis, of Louisiana; Alexander Stewart and R. H. C. Burnham, of New York; 
Thomas D, Scott and C. H. Burns, of Mirsouri; A.S. Bardwell, of Mississippi ; 
and Frank le, of Illinois, all American citizens, and their imprisonment at 
Aspinwall for three months on meresuspicion, without specific charge or indict- 
ment, and denied even the privilege of a prelithinary hearing. 

Resolved further, That the President is further requested to inform the House 
what measures, if any, were taken by the Government of the United States to 
obtain the release of the said partics or their impartial. trial. 


CHAUNCEY AND HORACE TYLER. 

Mr. ELLIS (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 4071) for the relief 
of Chauncey Tyler and Horace Tyler; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JAMES S. CLARK & CO. 

Mr. ELLIS (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4072) for the 
relief of James S. Clark & Co.; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF RICHARD W. MEADE. 

Mr. ELLIS (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4073) for the 
relief of the heirs of Richard W, Meade; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed, 

REPRESENTATIVES OF MARTIN KENOKSFY. 

Mr. ELLIS (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4074) for the 

relief of the legal representatives of Martin Kenoksfy; which was read 
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-a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
-and ordered to be printed. 


TIRSO AGUIERRE. 
Mr. HUNT introduced a bill (H. R. 4075) making an appropriation 
for the payment of Tirso Aguierre; which was read a first and second 
“time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


OCEAN STEAMERS AND SAILING VESSELS. 

Mr. KELLOGG introduced a bill (H. R. 4076) to amend sections 
-4233 and 4234 of the Revised Statutes relating to steam and sail vessels 
navigating the ocean; which was read a first and second time, referred 
te the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

H. 8. SMITH. 

Mr. KELLOGG also introduced a bill (H. R. 4077) authorizing the 
‘heirs of H. S. Smith to bring suit in the Court of Claims for cotton 
taken during the war; which was read a first and second time, referred 
‘to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SIMEON CRATN. 

Mr. CULBERTSON, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. 4078) for 
-the benefit of Simeon Crain; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES D. KIRK. 

Mr. CULBERTSON, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4079) 
‘granting a pension to James D. Kirk; which was read a first and sec- 
-ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

THOMAS MURRY. 

Mr. MILLIKEN introduced a bill (H. R. 4080) granting a pension to 
“Thomas Murry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
«Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to he printed. 

JOHN W. KANE. 

Mr. MILLIKEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 4081) for the relief of 
John W. Kane; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

STURGIS, LOMBARD & CO, 

Mr. MILLIKEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 4082) for the relief of 
Sturgis, Lombard & Co.; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


BANGS, BROWNELL & CO. 

Mr. MILLIKEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 4083) for the relief of 
Bangs, Brownell & Ce.; which was read a first aud second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

UNITED STATES NAVAL ENGINEERS. 

Mr. TALBOTT introduced a bill (H. R. 4084) to regulate the rank of 
-engineer officers of the United States Navy; which was read a first and 
‘second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed, z 

JULIET H PALMER. 

Mr. TALBOTT also introduced a bill (H. R. 4085) for the relief of 
Juliet H. Palmer; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

, . FINK, BROTHER & CO. 

Mr. HOBLITZELL introduced a bill (H. R. 4086) for the relief of 
Fink, Brother & Co.; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Ways’and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS A. BRYAN. 

Mr. COVINGTON introduced a bill’ (H. R. 4087) to reissue patents 
granted to Thomas A. Bryan for dredging purposes; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered 
to be printed. 

LUTHER STATUE ASSOCIATION. 

Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (H. R. 4088) to incorporate the 
Luther Statue Association to erect, and maintain a monument or statue 
in memory of Martin Luther in the District of Columbia; which was 
read a first and second time. 

The question was upon the reference of the bill. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. I desire that the bill be referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that under the rule it should ge 
to the Committee on the Library, but will submit any motion the gen- 
tleman may make. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I move that the bill be referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was accordingly referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 
OUTERBRIDGE HORSEY. 

Mr. McCOMAS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4089) to empower the 
evmmissioners of the District of Columbia to examine the claim of, and 
providing for the payment of, Outerbridge Horsey, assignee; which was 


referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to 
be printed. 


ROMAN CATHOLIC CLERGYMEN OF MARYLAND, 

Mr. HOLTON introduced a bill (H. R. 4090) for the relief of the cor- 
poration of Roman Catholic Clergymen of the State of Maryland; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. i 

JOSEPH L. M’ WILLIAMS. - 

Mr. HOLTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 4091) for the relief of 
Joseph L. McWilliams; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MOHAMMED KAHN, OR JOHN AMMAHOE, 

Mr. HOLTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 4092) to increase the 
pension of Mohammed Kahn, otherwise John Ammahoe; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

APOLLOS HALE. 

Mr. LONG (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 4093) referring the 
claim of Apollos Hale, administrator, to the Court of Claims; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

DISTRIBUTION OF HYDROGRAPHIC CHARTS, ETC. 

Mr. LONG (by request) also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 
134) for the distribution of the charts and other publications of the 
Hydrographic Office; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY ALDEN. 

Mr, LONG also (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 4094) granting 
a pension to Henry Alden; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT PLYMOUTH, MASS. 

Mr. LONG also introduced a bill (H. R. 4095) fora public building at 
Plymouth, Mass. ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON. 

Mr. RICE introduced a bill (H. R. 4096) granting condemned cannon 
to the town of Barre, in the State of Massachusetts; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. \ 


CHARLES WATSON. 

Mr. RICE (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4097) for the re- 
lief of Charles Watson; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM GIBBONS. , 

Mr. LYMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 4098) granting a pension to 
William Gibbons; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM F. RICE. 

Mr. LYMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 4099) for the relief of 
William F. Rice; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SALE OF NAVAL HOSPITALS. 

Mr. MORSE introduced a bill (H. R. 4100) providing for the sale of 
the naval hospitals at Chelsea, Mass., Brooklyn, N. Y., and Annapolis, 
Md.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

= GEORGE 8. P. BRADFORD. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, introduced a bill (H. R. 4101) for the 
relief of George S. P. Bradford; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

SOLDIERS OF WAR OF 1812. 

Mr. LOVERING introduced a bill (H. R. 4102) for the relief of cer- 
tain persons who served in the First and Second Regiments, Second 
Brigade, Tenth Division, of Massachusetts Militia in the war of 1812; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

H. D. GREEN. 

Mr. LOVERING also introduced a bill (H. R. 4103) for the relief of 
H. D. Green; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ASA M. FRYE. 

Mr., LOVERING also introduced a bill (H. R. 4104) for the relief of 
Asa M. Frye; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

` HENRY PETTINGILL. 

Mr. HATCH, of Michigan, introduced a bill (H. R. 4105) granting a 
pension to Henry Pettingill; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
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JAMES COONEY. 

Mr. MAYBURY introduced a bill (H. R. 4106) to amend the records 
of the War Department in the case of James Cooney; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. EUNICE TRIPLER. 

Mr. MAYBURY introduced a bill (H. R. 4107) for the relief of Mrs. 
Eunice Tripler, widow of Charles S. Tripler; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

FISH COMMISSIONERS OF MICHIGAN. 

Mr. MAYBURY also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 135) 
authorizing the Secretary of War to lease certain lands to the board of 
fish commissioners of the State of Michigan; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and or- 
dered to be printed. } 

d JOHN J. ATKINSON. 

Mr. BREITUNG introduced a bill (H. R. 4108) granting a pension 
to John J. Atkinson; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

POST-OFFICE BUILDING, WASHINGTON, D. C. 

Mr. LACEY introduced a bill (H. R. 4109) to provide for the erection 
of a post-office building at the city of Washington, in the District of 
Columbia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

AMELIA ANDERSON. 

, Mr. LACEY (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4110) grant- 
ing a pension to Amelia Anderson; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES A. BATES. 


Mr. LACEY (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4111) to amend 
the military record of James A. Bates; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

HENRY O'NEILL, JR. 

Mr. LACEY (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4112) for the 
relief of Henry O’ Neill, jr., of Jackson, Mich.; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

REGULATION OF STEAM-VESSELS. 


Mr. WASHBURN introduced a bill (H. R. 4113) to amend section 
4414, 1, title 5, of the Revised Statutes, authorizing the regula- 
tion of steam-vessels; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS MISSISSIPPI RIVER, SAINT PAUL, MINN. 

Mr. WASHBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. 4114) to authorize 
the construction of a foot and carriage bridge across the Mississippi 
River at Saint Paul, in the State of Minnesota; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MRS. D. ©. SMITH. 

Mr. WASHBURN also introduced a bill (H. R. 4115) for the reliet 
of Mrs. D. C. Smith; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN JONES, 

Mr. STRAIT introduced a bill (H. R. 4116) to place John Jones, late 
captain of the First Minnesota Battery, on the retired-list of the Army; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM G. FURMAN. 

Mr. WAKEFIELD introduced a bill (H. R. 4117) to authorize Will- 
iam G. Furman, of Blue Earth County, State of Minnesota, to dam 
the outlet of Jackson Lake, in the town of Sterling, in said county; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM L. SLOAN. s 

Mr. WAKEFIELD {oy request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4118) 
granting a pension to William L. Sloan; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

BENJAMIN D. PAY, N 

Mr. WAKEFIELD also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 136) 
directing the Secretary of the Interior to issue a patent for certain land 
to Benjamin D. Pay, of Mankato, State of Minnesota; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE, GRAND MARAIS, 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (H. R. 4119) relating to the construc- 

tion of a light-house at Grand Marais, Minn.; which was read a first 


and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered. 
to be printed. 
WASHINGTON SAFE DEPOSIT COMPANY. 

Mr. MONEY (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 4120) enlarging 
the powers of the Washington Deposit Company, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

N. M. BERRY. 

Mr. MONEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4121) for the relief of N. 
M. Berry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

J. D. RYAN & CO. 

Mr. SINGLETON introduced a bill (H. R. 4122) for the relief of J. 
D. Ryan & Co. ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CAPTURED PROPERTY. 


Mr. SINGLETON also introduced a bill (H. R. 4123) for captured 
property asked to be considered by the Court of Claims; which was 
read a first and second time. 

Mr. SINGLETON. 
tee on the Judiciary. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SPRINGER). The Chair is of the 
opinion this bill should go to the Committee on War Claims. Itre- 
lates to conferring jurisdiction on the Court of Claims for the pur- 

of considering a war claim. 

Mr. SINGLETON. It should go to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
I do not see any objection to that reference. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the rules of the House the bill 
should go to the Committee on War Claims, but the Chair will enter- 
tain a motion to refer it to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I move that it be referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORT OF BUREAU OF ETHNOLOGY. \ 

Mr. SINGLETON also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 137) for 
printing the annual reports of the Bureau of Ethnology; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Printing, 
and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF UNITED STATES GEOLOGICAL SURVEY. 


Mr. SINGLETON also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 138) for 
printing annual reports of the United States Geological Survey; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Print- 
ing, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES G. FERGUSON, 


Mr. BARKSDALE introduced a bill (H. R. 4124) for the relief of 
James G. Ferguson; which was read a first and second time, referred. 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


CASIMER SUFFEZYNSKI. 

Mr. VAN EATON (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4125) 
for the relief of Casimer Suffezynski; which was read a first and sec- 
ond ne referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be- 
printed. 

LANDS FOR RAILROAD FROM BRANDON TO GULF OF MEXICO. 

Mr. VAN EATON also introduced a bill (H. R. 4126) granting pub- 
lic lands in alternate sections to the State of Mississippi to aid in the 
construction of a railroad from Brandon to the Gulf of Mexico; which 
was read a first and second time. 

Mr. VAN EATON. I move that the bill be referred to the Commit- 
tee on, Railways and Canals. 

Mr. PAYSON. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that that bill should 
go to the Committee on the Public Lands. It has reference entirely 
to the disposition of a portion of the public domain. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It evidently relates to granting public lands for 
railroad purposes, and properly belongs to that committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the rules this bill should be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and it will be so referred, 
unless otherwise ordered. 

Mr. VAN EATON. I move its reference to the Committee on Rail- 
ways and Canals. It simply provides an appropriation of land to aid 
in the construction of a railroad. 

Mr. KEIFER. Let the bill be read. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The question is on referring the bill to. 
the Committee on Railways and 

The ane was taken. The House divided; and there were—ayes 
8, noes 77. Mey 

"So the House refused to refer the bill to the Committee on Railways 
and Canals. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman will state it. 


I move the reference of this bill to the Commit- 


1884. CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. 733 


Mr. HOLMAN. Is the rule imperative that all bills shall be re- | ficers and soldiers in Captain McElhannon’s company; which was read 


ferred to committees ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On this call under the rule they are 
introduced for reference only. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Bat is it imperative that this bill shall be referred 
at all? 

The SPEAKER protempore. Underthe rule itseems imperative that 
this bill, which is now introduced for reference, shall be referred. 

Mr. HOLMAN. So the Chair holds that when a bill is introduced 
in this Hall it must go to a committee ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the rule it must go to a com- 
mittee on this call. 

This bill will be referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. COBB. It is very clear that that is where it ought to go% 

MRS. MARTHA PINSON. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. 4127) granting a 
pension to Mrs. Martha Pinson; which was read a firstand second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. ROBINSON. 

Mr. CLARDY introduced a bill (H. R. 4128) granting a pension to 
William H. Robinson; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES J. WILSON, SR. 

Mr. CLARDY alsointroduced a bill (H. R. 4129) for-the relief of James 
J. Wilson, sr.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES M. SCOTT. 

Mr. CLARDY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4130) forthe relief of Charles 
M. Stott; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN L. CUNNINGHAM. 

Mr. CLARDY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4131) for the relief of 
John L. Cunningham; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN FINN. 

Mr. BROADHEAD introduced a bill (H. R. 4132) for the relief of 
John Finn; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed: 

MICHAEL DITTLINGER. 
_ Mr. DAVIS, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. 4133) for the relief 
of Michael Dittlinger; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
EDWARD DUNSCOMB. 

Mr. GRAVES (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 4134) for the relief 
of Edward Dunscomb; which was read a first and d time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered > be printed. 

TIMOTHY M’CORMICK. 

Mr. GRAVES (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4135) for the 
relief of Timothy McCormick; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF SOLDIERS KILLED AT CENTRALIA, MO. 

Mr. BURNES introduced a bill (H. R. 4136) for the relief of'the heirs 
of soldiers killed at Centralia, Mo.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, 
and Back Pay, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM R. OLIVER. 

Mr. BURNES also introduced a bill (H. R. 4137) for the relief of 
William R. Oliver; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN S. LOGAN. 

Mr. BURNES also introduced a bill (H. R. 4138) for therelief of John 
S8. Logan, of Missouri, assignee; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Commiétee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

STEPHEN C. COLLINS. 

Mr. BURNES also introduced a bill (H. R. 4139) for the relief of 
Stephen C. Collins; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

i JACOB SWOFFORD. 

Mr. ALEXANDER introduced a bill (H. R. 4140) for the relief of 
Jacob Swofford; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

REBECCA J. PIERCE. 

Mr. FYAN introduced a bill (H. R. 4141) for the relief of Mrs. Re- 
becca J. Pierce; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. f 

CAPTAIN M’ELHANNON’S COMPANY. 
Mr. FYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 4142) for the payment of of- 


a first and second time, refrred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 
W. B. ADCOCK. 

Mr. FYAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 4143) for the relief of W. B. 
Adcock; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SARAH STARLING. 

Mr. BLAND introduced a bill (H. R. 4144) for the relief of Sarah 
Starling; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ALBERT L, ALLEN, 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. 4145) granting a 
pension to Albert L. Allen; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL $. HUFFMAN. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R.’4146) for 
the relief of Samuel S. Huffman; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Select Committeeon Paymentof Pensions, Bounty, 
and Back Pay, and ordered to be printed. 


ADULTERATION OF SUGAR, ETC. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4147) to 
regulate the sale of grape sugar and glucose, and to prevent the adul- 
teration of sugar, molasses, and sirup the product of beets, sorghum, 
or sugar-cane; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Until a special committee is created 
with reference to the prevention of adulteration of food I suggest that. 
this bill be referred to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Mr. YOUNG. It may go to the Select Committee on the Public 
Health. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Very well. 

The bill was referred to the Select Committee on the Public Health, 
and ordered to be printed. 

FORTS HARTSUFF AND M’PHERSON RESERVATIONS. 

Mr. VALENTINE introduced a bill (H. R. 4148) vacating the Fort 
Hartsuff and Fort McPherson military reservations, in the State of Ne- 
braska, and restoring the same to entry; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

HENRY J. GRAVES. 

Mr. VALENTINE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4149) for the relief 
of Henry J. Graves; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES SWEET NATIONAL BANK. 

Mr. WEAVER introduced a bill GS R. 4150) to change the name of 
the James Sweet National Bank of Nebraska City, Nebr., to that of 
the Merchants’ National Bank of Nebraska City; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, 
and ordered to be printed. 

STEPHEN C. MONROE. 

Mr. LAIRD introduced a bill (H. R. 4151) to rerate the pension of 
Stephen C. Monroe; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES H. HOLT. 

Mr. LAIRD also introduced a bill (H: R. 4152) to rerate te pensin 
of Charles H. Holt; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LOUIS B. EPSTEIN. 

Mr. CASSIDY introduced a bill (H. R. 4153) for the relief of Louis 
B. Epstein; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


SOLDIERS INTERRED AT FORT CHURCHILL, NEY. 

Mr. CASSIDY also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 139) 
priating $1,200 for the purpose of transferring the remains of ers 
interred at Fort Churchill, Nev., to the soldiers’ cemetery at Carson 
City, Nev.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MEXICAN WAR PENSIONS. 
Mr. CASSIDY also presented a memorial of the Legislature of the 
State of Nevada relative, to granting pensions to the veterans of the 
Mexican war; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


LYDIA A. BOWMAN. 

Mr. HAYNES introduced a bill (H. R. 4154) to restore to the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Lydia A. Bowman; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

EDWARD 8. HINDS. 
Mr. HAYNES also introduced a bill (H. R. 4155) granting a pension 
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to Edward S. Hinds; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
INTERNAL-REVENUE TAXES. 

Mr. McADOO introduced a bill (H. R. 4156) in relation to internal- 
revenue taxes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE WHITAKER. 

Mr. FERRELL introduced a bill (H. R. 4157) for the relief of George 
Whitaker; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

EDWIN 8. MERSHON, JR. 

Mr. FERRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 4158) for the relief of 
Edwin S. Mershon, jr.; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM S. STRYKER. 

Mr. FERRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 4159) for the relief of 
William S. Stryker; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committeé on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

COPYRIGHTING NEWSPAPER TITLES. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 4160) to au- 
thorize the title of a newspaper to be copyrighted; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to 
be printed. - 

MARY L. AND ELLA WALKER. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER introduced a bill (H. R. 4161) for the relief of 
Mary L. Walker and Ella Walker; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MRS. MARY K. 8. EATON. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER also introduced a bill (H. R. 4162) granting an 
increase of pension to Mrs. Mary K. S. Eaton; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

JAMES M. ETTER. 

Mr. BAGLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 4163) granting a pension to 
James M. Etter; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELLEN HORGAN. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 4164) for 
the relief of Ellen Horgan; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JEREMIAH PHELAN. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4165) to 
place Hospital Steward Jeremiah Phelan on the retired-list; which was 
read a first and secdnd time, referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES L. DENMAN. 

Mr. ROBINSON. of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4166) for 
the relief of Charles L. Denman; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN D. CARROLL. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4167) for 
the relief of John D. Carroll; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HUNTER’S ‘‘ PORT CHARGES.” 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4168) 
making an appropriation for the purchase of Theodore Hunter’s ‘‘ Port 
Charges of the World ” for the use of United States consuls; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 

HELEN M. FIEDLER. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 4169) anda 
joint resolution (H. Res. 140) for the relief of Helen M. Fiedler; which 
were severally read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

THEODORE RAUTHE. 

Mr. MULLER introduced a bill (H. R. 4170) for the relief of Theo- 
dore Rauthe; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY E. FRANKENBERG. 

Mr. COX, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 4171) for the relief 
of Henry E. Frankenberg; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

PETER „J. RUESS. i 

Mr. COX, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4172) for the 
relief of Peter J. Ruess; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


HENRY KLEIN. 


Mr. COX, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4173) granting 
a pension to Henry Klein; which was read a first and second time, re-- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SETTLERS ON LANDS IN NEBRASKA. 

Mr. COX, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4174) for the- 
relief of settlers and purchasers of lands on tke public domain in the 
State of Nebraska; which was read a first and second time, referred to- 
the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

CAPT. HENRY ERBEN. 

Mr. COX, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4175) to carry 
into effect the recommendation of the board of admirals convened under- 
the joint resolution approved February 5, 1879, in the case of Capt. 
Henry Erben, United States Navy; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be- 
printed. 

SHIPPING COMMISSIONER OF NDW YORK. 

Mr. COX, of New York, also submitted the following resolution;, 

which was read, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to- 
xeon to this House what sum or sums have been paid into the Treasury by the 
pping commissioner of the port of New York under the act of Congress 
passed June 7, 1872, entitled “‘ An act to authorize the appointment of shipping 
commissioners,” Kc. 7 


THOMAS SAMPSON. 

Mr. BELMONT introduced a bill (H. R. 4176) for therelief of Thomas. 
Sampson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

FLUSHING, N. Y. 

Mr. BELMONT also introduced a bill (H. R. 4177) to extend to the- 
port of Flushing, in the State of+New York, the privileges of certain. 
sectionsof the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second time, 

| referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
MARGARET MADDEN. 

Mr. BELMONT also introduced a bill (H. R. 4178) granting a pen- 
sion to Margaret Madden; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


INSPECTORS OF HULLS AND BOILERS. 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE introduced a bill (H. R. 4179) amending sec- 
tion 4414 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, fixing the com- 
pensation of inspectors of hulis and boilers in the several districts of 
the United States; which was read a first ayd second time, referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

ROWLAND WARD. 

’ Mr. HISCOCK introduced a bill (H. R. 4180) granting an increase of” 
pension to Rowland Ward; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES L. HEMIUP. 

Mr. HISCOCK also introduced a bill (H. R. 4181) for the relief of 
Charles L. Hemiup; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ANN SMART, 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R; 4182) grant- 
ing a pension to Ann Smart; which was read a first and second time, 
referred tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SONE & FLEMING MANUFACTURING COMPANY. 

Mr. RAY, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 4183) for the relief 
of the Sone & Fleming Manufacturing Company, limited, of the city of 
New York; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A. C. HOPKINS. 

Mr. RAY, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4184) granting 
a pension to A. C. Hopkins; which was read a first and d time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

INDIAN TRADERS. ® 

Mr. PAYNE introduced a bill (H. R. 4185) to amend section 2133 of” 
the Revised Statutes in relation to Indian traders; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

REFUND OF DUTIES. 

Mr. BEACH introduced a bill (H. R. 4186) to refund duties upon 
goods on shipboard when the tariff act of March 3, 1883, went into ef- 
fect; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee - 
on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


TREASURE ON GOVERNMENT. LANDS, WEST POINT. 


. Mr, BEACH also introduced a bill (H. R. 4187) granting permission 
to dig for treasure and minerals upon the Government lands at West 
Point, N. Y.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the- 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
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WILLIAM W. DAY. K 
Mr. BEACH also introduced a bill (H. R. 4188) granting a pension 
to William W. Day; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
CAROLINE VAN NORTON. 
Mr. STEVENS introduced a bill (H. R. 4189) granting a pension to 


Caroline Van Norton; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. C. U. DRAKE. 
Mr. BREWER, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 4190) for the 


relief of Mrs. C..U. Drake; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JANE BRACKEN. 
Mr. GREENLEAF introduced a bill (H. R. 4191) granting a pension 


to Jane Bracken; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
DAVID M’FALLS. 
Mr. PARKER introduced a bill (H. R. 4192) for the relief of David 


McFalls; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
JOHN H. O'BRIEN. 
Mr. BURLEIGH introduced a bill (H. R. 4193) granting a pension 


to John H. O’Brien; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Intvalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


HEIRS OF SOLOMON B. COLBY. 

Mr: HOWEY introduced a bill (H. R. 4194) for the relief of the 
heirs of Solomon B. Colby, deceased; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT WASHINGTON, N. J. 

Mr. HOWEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4195) for the erection of 
a public building at Washington, N. J.; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 

J. H. GREENE. 

Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (H. R. 4196) for the relief of J. H. 
Greene; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be prinied. 

JAMES M. ROANE. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4197) for the relief of James 
M. Roane; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES BIRCHFIELD. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4198) for the relief of 
Charles Birchfield; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

j MRS. ANN HYATT. 

Mr. VANCE also introducež a bill (H. R. 4199) for the relief of Mrs. 
Ann Hyatt; which was redd a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

STEPHEN M. HONEYCUT. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4200) for the relief of Ste- 
phen M. Honeycutt; which was read afirst and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSIAH WELSH. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4201) for the relief of Jo- 
siah Welsh; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


HEIRS OF THOMAS BECTOR, DECEASED. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4202) for the relief of the 
heirs of Thpmas Bector, deceased; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN REED. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4203) for the relief of John 
Reed; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

M. M. WILSON. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4204) for the relief of M. 
. M. Wilson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WRECH OF TORRENT. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4205) for the relief of the 
sufferers by the wreck of the Government transport-bark Torrent; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. ; 


HENRIETTA H. COLE. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4206) for the relief of Hen- 
rietta H. Cole; which was read a first and second time, referred to the- 
Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN D. STREET. 
Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4207) granting a pension 


to John D. Street; which was read a first and second time, referred to- 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES V. SYMONS. 

Mr. DOWD introduced a bill (H. R. 4208) for the relief of James V. 
Symons; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MONEY-ORDER OFFICES. jc 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina, introduced a bill (H. R. 4209) to se- 
cure relief to those who are without the facilities of money-order offices;. 
which was read a first and second time, referred to Committee on. 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be prin ; 

ELECTION OF SENATORS. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina, also introduced a joint resolution (H. 
Res. 141) providing for the election of Senators by the qualified voters. 
of each State ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

DISTILLED SPIRITS. 

Mr. YORK introduced a bill (H. R. 4210) to alter the mode and man- 
ner of collecting the internal-revenue on distilled spirits ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and. 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN R. HOUSER. 

Mr. YORK also introduced a bill (H. R. 4211) for the relief of John. 
R. Houser; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com-. 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

INTERMARRIAGE OF WHITE AND NEGRO RACES. 

Mr. BENNETT introduced a bill (H. R. 4212) to prevent the inter- 
marriage of the white and negro races in the District of Columbia; which. 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

UNITED STATES COURT, TARBOROUGH, N. C. 

Mr. BENNETT also introduced a bill (H. R. 4213) toprovide forthe- 
holding of terms of the district and circuit courts of the United States at- 
Tarborough, N. C.; which was read a first and second time, referred to. 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES M. DALZELL. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR introduced a bill (H. R. 4214) for the re- 
lief*of James M. Dalzell; which was read a first and second time, re-- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

R. A. M’CORMICK. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR also introduced a bill (H. R. 4215) for the- 
relief of R. A. McCormick; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. . 

DAVID BRYAN. : 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR also intreduced a bill (H. R. 4216) grant-- 
ing a pension to David Bryan; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

COMPARISON OF HANDWRITING. 

Mr. HILL introduced a bill (H. R. 4217) to permit evidence by com- 
parison of handwriting; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

PHILIP RRODBECK. : 

Mr. HILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 4218) to remove the charge 
of desertion against Philip Brodbeck; which was read a first and second 
ara he ei to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be- 
printed. 


xX 


JACOB HEFFINGER. 

Mr. HILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 4219) granting a pension. 
to Jacob Heffinger; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT 8. MURPHY. 

Mr. HILL also introduced a bill (H. R. 4220) for the relief of Robert 
S. Murphy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the- 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. MARY RICHMAN. 

Mr. HART introduced a bill (H. R. 4221) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Mary Richman; which was read a first and second time, referred to the- 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM S. SPRATT. 
Mr. HART also introduced a bill (H. R. 4222) granting a pension to- 
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William S. Spratt; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
: WILLIAM MADEN. 

Mr. HART also introduced a bill (H. R. 4223) granting a pension to 
William Maden; which was read a firstand second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

OLIVER A. HALL. | 

Mr. HART also introduced a bill (H. R. 4224) for the relief of Oliver 
A. Hall; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

STABILITY OF PAPER CURRENCY. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. 4225) to better se- 
cure the stability of paper currency; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Tek ALFRED E. LEE. 

Mr. CONVERSE introduced a bill (H. R. 4226) granting Alfred E. 
Lee arrears of/pension; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

j TARIFF ON WOOL. , 

Mr. CONVERSE presented a memorial and resolutions of the Legis- 
lature of the State Of Ohio on the subject of the restoration of the tariff 
of 1867 on wool. 

The SPEAKER. This will be referred to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. ` ; 

Mr. CONVERSE. I ask that the joint resolution of the Legislature 
which I have just introduced be read for the information of the House 

The joint resolution was read at length, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

MARINE HOSPITAL, GALLIPOLIS, OHIO. 

Mr, MCCORMICK introduced a bill (H. R. 4227) for a public build- 
ing for a marine hospital at Gallipolis, Ohio; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE A. RICE. : 

Mr. MCCORMICK also introduced a bill (H. R. 4228) granting a pen- 
sion to George A. Rice; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DAVID EDWARDS. 

Mr. McCORMICK also introduced a bill (H. R. 4229) for the relief of 
David Edwards; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A. G. COLLINS. 

Mr. FOLLETT introduced a bill (H. R. 4230) for the relief of A. G. 
Collins; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DENNIS FORBES. 

Mr. FOLLETT also introduced a bill (H. R. 4231) authorizing the 

Secretary of War to remove the charge of desertion from the record: of 
. private Dennis Forbes dnd to pay him the money of which he was de- 
prived by reason of such charge of desertion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that this bill relates to two dif- 
ferent subjects. The removal of the charge of desertion and the pay- 
ment of moneys withheld. The former should go to the Committee 


on hayes Affairs. 
Mr. FOLLETT. There is a memorial in that case, which has been 
sent to the Committee on. War Claims. I ask unanimous consent that 


the memorial, together with the bill, be sent to the Committee on Mili- 


tary Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, but the gentleman can not now during this call ask 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. STORM. Several bills relating to honorable discharges of sol- 
diers have been referred to the Committee on War Claims, and that 
committee have charge of a general bill upon the subject. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules of the House bills of this charac- 
tergo to the Committee on Military Affairs. The Chair does not know, 
of course, the action of the House on any particular bill to which the 
gentleman refers, 

Mr. STORM. I merely wish to state that the Committee on War 
Claims have a general bill before them. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

HENRY BECKMANN. 

Mr. FOLLETT also introduced a bill (H. R. 4232) for the relief of 
Henry Beckmann; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

R. G. HUSTON & CO. 


Mr. JORDAN (by his colleague, Mr. MURRAY) introduced a bill 


first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and or- 
dered to'be printed. ; 
i MARY ULLERY. 

Mr. MOREY introduced a bill (H. R. 4234) granting a pension to 
Mary Ullery; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. : 

PAY OF CERTAIN ENLISTED MEN] 

Mr. MOREY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4235) to provide for the 
muster and pay of certain officers and enlisted men of the volunteer 
forces; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

TARIFF ON WOOL. 

Mr. MOREY also presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of 
the State of Ohio, in reference to the tariff on wool; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means, 


WILLIAM BENSINGER AND OTHERS. 

Mr. SENEY introduced a bill (H. R. 4236) granting a pension to 
William Bensinger and others; which was read a firstand second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN R. HILL. 

Mr. SENEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4237) granting a pension to 
John R. Hill; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SALLIE INGHAM. 

Mr. SENEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4238) granting a pension 
to Sallie Ingham; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and orderéd to be printed. ` 

ELIZA STORTSMAN. 

Mr. SENEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4239) granting a pension 
to Eliza Stortsman; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY KELLER. 

Mr. SENEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4240) granting a pension 
to Henry Keller; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC LIBRARY BUILDING. 

Mr. HURD (by his coll e, Mr. SENEY) introduced a bill (H. R. 
4241) authorizing the construction of a building for the accommodation 
of the ay, Sapo Library; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered 
to be printed. 

CALVIN M. HORNER. 

Mr. PAIGE introduced a bill (H. R. 4242) for the relief of Calvin 
M. Horner; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

BURNELL T. M’COIN. 

Mr. PAIGE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4243) for the relief of Bur- 
nell T. McCoin; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CALVIN M. HORNER. 

Mr. PAIGE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4244) for the relief of Calvin 
M. Horner; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Select 
Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ARTHUR STRONG POST, GRAND ARMY OF THE REPUBLIC. 

Mr. PAIGE also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res, 142) donating 
cannon to Arthur Strong Post, Grand Army of the Republie; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. : 

C. C. PHILLIPS. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (H. R. 4245) granting a pension to 
C. C. Phillips; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

R. G. COMBS AND OTHERS, 

Mr. GEORGE introduced a bill (H. R. 4246) for the relief of R. G. 
Combs and others, for labor, materials, and moneys furnished in the 
building of the United State revenue-cutter Thomas Corwin; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its , informed 
the House that the Senate had passed g joint resolution (S. R. 9) mak- 
ing an appropriation for the improvemtnt of the pool above the dam at 
the Rock Island arsenal; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested. 


The message further announced that the Senate had passed without 


(H. R. 4233) for the relief of R. G. Huston & Co.; which was read a ' amendment the joint resolution (H. Res. 127) authorizing the Secretary 
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of the Interior to detail from that Department two clerks to act as as- 
sistant clerks to certain House committees. 

The message further communicated a resolution of the Senate that, 
pursuant to the invitation of the House of Representatives, the Senate 
will attend the funeral ceremonies of Hon. EDMUND W. M. MACKEY, 
late a member of the House of Representatives, in the Hall of the 
House, on Wednesday, January 30, at 1 o’clock p. m. ; 

ANNA MARIA BESSLER, ` 

Mr. ERMENTROUT introduced a bill (H. R. 4247) granting a pen- 
sion to Anna Maria Ressler; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM HARBESON. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT also introduced a bill (H. R. 4248) granting a 
pension to William Harbeson; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. À 

SetTS IN COURT OF CLAIMS. 

Mr. KELLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 4249) to permit the owners 
of certain vessels to suethe United States in the Courtof Claims; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, and ordered to be printed. 

ANDREW SHOENFELT. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. 4250) 
for the relief of Andrew Shoenfelt; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN RICHARDS. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
4251) for the relief of John Richards; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

: ISAIAH W. BUNKER. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4252) 
granting an increase of pension to Isaiah W. Bunker; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. é 

ELIZABETH EVERHART. 

Mr, CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4253) 
granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth Everhart; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES AARON. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4254) 
granting a pension to James Aaron; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JAMES LINDSEY. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
4255) granting a pension to James Lindsey; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

CATHARINE PIPER. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H, R. 
4256) granting a pension to Catharine Piper; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

HENRY YON. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
4257) granting an increase of pension to Henry Yon; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. MARY A. TEEL. 

Mr. POST, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. 4258) granting 
a pension to Mrs. Mary A. Teel; which was read adirst and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. i 

MRS. LAURA C. MORSE. 

Mr. POST, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4259) grant- 
ing a pension to Mrs. Laura C. Morse; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, ahd ordered to be 
printed. 

JOSEPH E. VAN HORN. 


Mr. STORM introduced a bill (H. R. 4260) granting a pension to 

Joseph E. Van Horn; which was read a first and second time, referred 

to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
MARK MILLER. 

Mr. STORM also introduced a bill (H. R. 4261) granting a pension 
to Mark Miller; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN A. MONTGOMERY AND HEPBURN M'CLURE. 


Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. 4262) to 
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allow John A. Montgomery, patentee, and Hepburn McClure, assignee, 
of a certain journal-box, to present their case before the Court of Claims; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH HOOD. 

Mr. BRAINERD introduced a bill (H. R. 4263) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth Hood; which was read a first-and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. MARGARET LESLIE. 

Mr. BRAINERD also introduced a bill (H. R. 4264) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. M t Leslie; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LETTER-CARRIERS. 

Mr, BRAINERD also introduced a bill (H. R. 4265) for the relief of 
letter-carriers and equalizing the compensation of Jetter-carriers in 
offices of the first and second classes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MARGARET A, RINGWALT. 

Mr. DUNCAN introduced a bill (H. R. 4266) granting a pension to 
Margaret A. Ringwalt; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES E. WOODRUFF. 

Mr. BINGHAM introduced a bill (H. R. 4267) for the relief of 
Charles E. Woodruff; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DISTRIBUTION OF SURPLUS REVENUE. 

Mr. EVANS, of Pennsylvania (by request), introduced a bill (H. R. 
4268) to provide for the welfare by the advancement of educa- 
tion and the extinction of the public debt in the several States of the 
United States through the utilization of the surplus revenue; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANK HARVEY. 

Mr. CURTIN introduced a bill (H. R. 4269) granting a pension to 
Frank Harvey; which was read a and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

VOLUNTEER OFFICERS. 

Mr. CURTIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 4270) to provide for the 
muster and pay of certain officers of the volunteer forees; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WALDO C. VANVALLIN. 

Mr. CURTIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 4271) granting a pension 
to Waldo C. Vanvallin; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MECHANICS’ LIENS IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. CURTIN also introduced a bill (H. R. 4272) to amend chapter 
20 of the Revised Statutes relating to the District of Columbia concern- 
ing mechanics’ liens; which was read a first and second time, referred ` 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

MADISON R. CALVERT. 

Mr. HARMER introduced a bill (H. R. 4273) for the relief of Madi- 
son R. Calvert; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

AMELIA M. GREEN. 

Mr. ATKINSON introduced a bill (H. R. 4274) granting a pension 
to Amelia M. Green; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM BOWMAN. 

Mr. ATKINSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 4275) granting a pen- 
sion to William Bowman; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. M. I, SNYDER. ’ 

Mr. BOYLE introduced a bill (H. R. 4276) granting a pension to 
Mrs. M. I. Snyder; which was a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES H. JOHNSON. 

Mr. LAWRENCE introduced a bill (H. R. 4277) for the relief of 
James H. Johnson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT JOHNSON. 


Mr. LAWRENCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4278) granting apen- 
sion to Robert Johnson; which was read a first and secord time, re- 


„| ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


LEWIS LEWIS. 
Mr, PATTON introduced a bill (H. R. 4279) granting an increase of 
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ion to Lewis Lewis; which was read a first and second time, re- 
erred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MARTHA C. BREESE. | 
Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (H. R. 4280) to increase the pen- 


sion of Martha C. Breese; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
PENSION LAWS. 
Mr. HOUK introduced a bill (H. R. 4281) to amend the invalid ‘pen- 
sion laws; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


RICHARD G. SHARP. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 4282) granting a pension to 
Richard G. Sharp; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES A. DOUGHTY. ' 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H.R. 4283) granting a pension to 
James A. Doughty; which was read a firstand second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

STEPHEN A. GRASLAND. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 4284) for the relief of 
Stephen A. Grasland; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ED. WALLACE. 

Mr: HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 4285) for the relief of Ed. 
Wallace; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. ; 

E. CRUDINGTON. * 
Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R.4286) for the relief of E. 
m; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


HARVEY J. FRYAR. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 4287) for the reliefof Harvey 
J. Fryar; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS DUNCAN. : 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 4288) for the relief of 
Thomas Duncan; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

` D. C. TREWHITT. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 4289) for the relief of D. C. 
Trewhitt; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL CONNOR. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced abill (H. R. 4290) for the relief of Daniel 
Connor; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered tọ be printed. 

PEREZ DICKINSON. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 4291) for the relief of Perez 
Dickinson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

SIGNAL SERVICE. 

Mr. CALDWELL introduced a bill'(H. R. 4292) for the relief of the 
farmers of the United States by extending to them the benefits of the 
Signal Service; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture, and ordered to be printed. 


ESTATE OF HUGH DOUGLAS, DECEASED. 

Mr. CALDWELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 4293) for the relief 

of and to compensate the estate of Hugh Douglas, deceased; which 

was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS T. STRATTON. 

Mr. YOUNG introduced a bill (H. R. 4294) for the relief of Thomas 

T. Stratton, assignee of W. B. Waldran; which was read a first and 

second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 


printed. 
MRS, JENNIE 8. VICKERS. 

Mr. YOUNG also introduced a bill (H. R. 4295) for the relief of Mrs. 
Jennie S. Vickers; which was read a first and second time, referred tothe 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DAVID J. WOOD. 
` Mr. DIBRELL introduced a bill (H. R. 4296) to remove the charge 
of desertion from David J. Wood; which was read a first and second 
one Troe o fhe Sonnier an Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 
HENRIETTA M. SANDS. 
Mr. MILLS introduced a bill (H. R. 4297) for the relief of Henrietta 
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M. Sands; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
PUBLIO BUILDING AT GALVESTON, TEX. 
Mr. OCHILTREE introduced a bill (H. R. 4298) to provide for the 
purchase of additional land upon which to erect a public building in 


„the city of Galveston, Tex.; which was read a first and second time, 


referred to the Committec on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered 
to be printed. i 
ESTATE OF ©. B. CLUSKEY. 

Mr. OCHILTREE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4299) for the relief 
of the estate of C. B. Cluskey; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DISEASES D? CATTLE, ETC. 4 
Mr. OCHILTREE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4300) to prevent and 
control diseases in cattle, swine, and sheep; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Agriculture, and ordered to 
be printed. 
AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. MILLER, of Texas, introduced a bill (H. R. 4301) to amend 
section 5200 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY A. WHALEY. 


Mr. ‘THROCKMORTON introduced a bill (H. R. 4302) for the relief 
of Henry A. Whaley; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message, in writing, from the President of the United States was 
communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 
RELIEF OF CONTRACTOKS. i 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas (by request), introduced a joint resolution 
(H. Res. 143) for the relief of contractors failing to comply with their 
contracts to supply military with corn, hay, or oats by reason of 
drought in the State of Texas in the year 1881; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and or- 
dered to be printed. s 

ULYSSES MERCHANT. 

Mr. WELLBORN introduced a bill (H. R. 4303) for the relief of 
Ulysses Merchant; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WELLBORN also introduced a bill (H. R. 4304) for the relief 
of Ulysses Merchant; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. WRIGHT. 

Mr. WELLBORN also introduced a bill (H. R. 4305) for the relief 
of William H. Wright; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANK GREENWOOD. 

Mr, POLAND introduced a bill (H. R. 4306) to correct the military 
record of Frank Greenwood; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

HARRISON DEWEY. 

Mr. POLAND also introduced a bill (H. R. 4307) directing the Sec- 
retary of War to amend the record of Harrison Dewey; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

WRITS OF ERROR IN CERTAIN CRIMINAL CASES. 
Mr. POLAND also introduced a bill (H. R. 4308) allowing writs of 
error in certain criminal cases; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 
` WILLIAM JOSLIN. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont (by Mr. POLAND), introduced a bill 
(H. R. 4309) for the relief of William Joslin; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

INFORMATION FOR MEMBERS. 

Mr. POLAND alsosubmitted the following preamble and resolution; 
which were referred to the Committee on Rules: 
‘Whereas the number of calls upon members of this House to obtain informa- 
tion from the several De ts for the benefit of their constituents has be- 
come so great as to require some means of relief for members so that they may 
be able to attend to their duties in the House and upon committee: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Rules be instructed to inquire into the ex- 
pediency of making provision for obtaining such information for members by 
officers of the House to be appointed for that purpose, 

HEIRS AT LAW OF J. W. SEARS, DECEASED. 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE (by request) introduced a bill (H. R.4310} 
for the relief of the heirs at law of James W. deceased; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
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UNITED STATES FIDELITY GUARANTEE COMPANY. 


Mr. GEORGE D. WISE (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 
4311) to incorporate the United States Fidelity Guarantee Company; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

DISTILLERIES OF SPIRITS. 

Mr. CABELL introduced a bill (H. R. 4312) to regulate distilleries 
of spirits of a capacity of less than thirty gallons’ production per day; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 3 

UNITED STATES PUBLIC BUILDING, FREDERICKSBURG, VA. 

Mr. MAYO introduced a bill (H. R. 4313) to provide for the erection 
of a United States public building in the city of Fredericksburg, Va.; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS W. TANSILL. 


Mr. BARBOUR introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 144) to author- 
ize the Secretary of the Treasury to adjust the account of Thomas W. 
Tansill, late quartermaster and commissary under the commission to 
run the boundary line betwéen the United States and Mexico; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN ARMEL. 


Mr. BARBOUR also introduced a bill (H. R. 4314) granting a pen- 
sion to John Armel; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

` WILLIAM B. MOSES. 


Mr. BARBOUR (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4315) for 
the relief of William B. Moses; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JOHN F. DENSON. 

Mr. BARBOUR (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4316) for 
the relief of John F. Denson; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MOTTROM D. BALL. 


Mr. BARBOUR also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 145) for 
the relief of Mottrom D. Ball; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JULIA A. CHAMBERS. 


Mr. LIBBEY introduced a bill (H. R. 4317) increasing the pension 
of Julia A. Chambers; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


EMPLOYES, HARPER’S FERRY, W. VA. 


Mr. WILSON, of. West Virginia, introduced a bill (H. R. 4318) for 
the relief of the employés who worked in, and the contractors who 
furnished castings to, the United States armory at Harper’s Ferry, W. 
Va., and were not paid from January 1, 1861, to April 17, 1861, inclu- 
sive; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM M. MORRISON. 


Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4319) 
for the relief of William M. Morrison; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

: CATHARINE S. LUCAS. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4320) 
for the relief of Catharine 8. Lucas; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

GEORGE P. WALTERS. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4321) 
for the relief of George P. Walters; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LUTHERAN CHURCH, MARTINSBURG, W. VA. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4322) 
for the relief of the trustees of the German Evangelical Lutheran church 
of Martinsburg, W. Va.; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. -ROBERTS. 


Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill ER 4323) 
for the relief of William H. Roberts; which was read a and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 
A. H. HERR. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4324) 
for the relief of A. H. Herr; which was read a first and second 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ord to be printed. 


AMELIA A. ROBERTS. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4325) 
for the relief of Amelia A. Roberts; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

REPRESENTATIVES OF JOHN D. CUSHWA. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4326) 
for the relief of the legal representatives of John D. Cushwa, deceased; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

REPRESENTATIVES OF LEWIS W. WASHINGTON. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4327) 
for the relief of the legal representatives of Lewis W. Washington, de- 
ceased; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SARAH RAMSEY. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4328). 
for the relief of Sarah Ramsey; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JOANNA CRAMER. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4329 
for the relief of Joanna Cramer; which was read a first and seco: 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 


printed. 
BENJAMIN TRAPNELL. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4330) 
for the relief of Benjamin Trapnell; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MEREDITH PARSONS. 

Mr. SNYDER introduced a bill (H. R. 4331) granting a pension to 
Meredith Parsons; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN W. DOWLER. 

Mr. GOFF introduced a bill (H. R. 4332) granting a pension to John 
W. Dowler; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

TAYLOR RICHMOND. 

Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 4333) granting a pension to 
Taylor Richmond; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE OVER MONONGAHELA RIVER. 

Mr. GOFF also introduced a bill (H. R. 4334) authorizing the West 
Virginia and Pennsylvania Railroad Company to build a bridge over the 
Monongahela River, in the State of West Virginia; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

CATHERINE VAUGHAN. 

Mr. PETTIBONE introduced a bill (H. R. 4335) granting a pension 
to Catherine Vaughan; which was read afirst and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH R. GIBSON. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4336) for the relief 
of Joseph R. Gibson; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

REBECCA SHIPLEY. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4337) for the relief of 
Rebecca Shipley; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Pensians, and ordered to be printed. 

RHODA FITZGERALD. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4338) for the relief 
of Rhoda Fitzgerald; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ABSOLOM ROBERTS. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4339) to remove the 
charge of desertion against Absolom Roberts; which was read a firstand 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ROBERT BURCHFIELD. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4340) for the relief 
of Robert Burchfield; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

HIRAM CAMPBELL. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4341) for the relief 
of Hiram Campbell; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ADAM FINCH. 
Mr, PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4342) for the relief 
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of the children of Adam Finch, deceased; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, 
Bounty, and Back Pay, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES F. CULLEN. . 

Mr. PETTIBONE. also introduced a bill (H. R. 4343) for the relief 
of James F, Cullen; which was read a firstand second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

NANCY MILLER. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4344) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Nancy Miller; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GREEN B. LEDFORD. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4345) for the reliet 
of Green B. Ledford; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CAPT. REUBEN F. BERNARD. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4346) for the relief 
of Capt. Reuben F. Bernard; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

DR. DANIEL M. APPEL. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4347) for the relief 
of Dr. Daniel M. Appel; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY E. DAY, 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4348) granting a pen- 
sion and bounty to Mary E. Day; which was read a first and second 
Se, Sees to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
prin 


ELIZABETH FULKS. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4349) granting a 
pension to Elizabeth Fulks; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

- REBECCA STARNS. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4350) grantinga pen- 
sion to Rebecca Starns; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARTHA E. JONES. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4351) granting a pen- 
sion to Martha E. Jones; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF WILLIAM J. AND SIDNEY WHITSON. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4352) for the relief 
of the heirs of William J. Whitson and Sidney Whitson, deceased; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

BENJAMIN H. SHIPLEY. 

Mr. GUENTHER introduced a bill (H. R. 4353) granting a pension 
to Benjamin H. Shipley; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

AUGUSTUS HOFFMAN. 

Mr. GUENTHER also introduced a bill (H. R. 4354) for the relief 
of Augustus Hoffman; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

BREVET COMMISSIONS. 

Mr. WINANS, of Wisconsin, introduced a bill (H. R. 4355) author- 
izing the President of the United States, by and with the consent of 
the Senate, to confer commissions by brevet in certain cases; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to tht Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PETER SULLIVAN. 

Mr. WINANS, of Wisconsin, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4356) grant- 
ing a pension to Peter Sullivan; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 


printed. 
JOHN MALLOY. 

Mr. RANKIN, of Wisconsin, introduced a bill (H. R. 4357) grant- 
inga pension to John Malloy; which was read a firstand second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CLAYTON E. ROGERS. 

Mr. PRICE introduced a bill (H. R. 4358) granting a pension to Clay- 
ton E. Rogers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LEGISLATURE OF DAKOTA TERRITORY. 
. Mr. RAYMOND introduced a bill (H. R. 4359) in relation to the 
Legislature of Dakota Territory; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 
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WILBUR F. STEELE. 

Mr. RAYMOND also introduced a bill (H. R. 4360) for the relief of 
Wilbur F. Steele; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

SCHOOL OF FORESTRY. 

Mr, RAYMOND also introduced a bill (H. R. 4361) to grant lands to 
the Territory of Dakota for the purpose of establishing a school of for- 
estry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

REDUCTION OF MILITARY RESERVATIONS. 

Mr. MAGINNIS introduced a bill (H. R. 4362) to authorize the 
President to reduce the military reservations at Fort Shaw, Fort Keogh, 
and Fort Buford; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CINNABAR AND ALASKA RAILROAD. 

Mr. MAGINNIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4363) granting the right 
of way to the Cinnabar and Alaska Railroad Company to connect the 
North Pacific, Railroad with the Clark’s Fork mines; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pacific Railroads, 
and ordered to be printed. ; 


LOSS OF STEAMER J. DON CAMERON. ' 
Mr. MAGINNIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4364) for the relief of 
the sufferers by the loss of the Government steamer J. Don Cameron; 


which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
BELLINGHAM BAY RAILWAY, ETC. 

Mr. BRENTS introduced a bill (H. R. 4365) authorizing the Bel- 
lingham Bay Railway and Navigation Company to build certain bridges, 
wharves, and docks in the Territory of Washington; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 


PORTS OF DELIVERY, WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 


Mr. BRENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4366) making the city of 
Seattle, in Washington Territory, in the Puget Sound customs district, a 
port of delivery; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BRENTS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4367) making the city of 
Tacoma, in Washington Territory, in the customs district of Puget Sound, 
a port of delivery; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

TOWN-SITE RESERVATION, PORT ANGELES. 

Mr. BRENTS also presented a memorial of the Legislative Assem- 
bly of Washington Territory relative to the town-site reservation at 
Port Angeles; which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

INTERNAL IMPROVEMENTS, WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 

Mr. BRENTS also presented a memorial of the Legislative Assembly 
of Washington Territory, for the improvement of the Chehalis River 
and Gray’s Harbor; which was referred to the Committeeon Rivers and 
Harbors. A 

PUBLIC BUILDING, PORT TOWNSEND, WASH. 


Mr. BRENTS also presented a memorial of the Legislative Assembly 
of Washington Territory, for the construction of a public building at 
Port Townsend, the port of entry of the Puget Sound customs district; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


MEETING OF LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY, WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 


Mr. BRENTS also presented a memorial of the Legislative Assemb], 
of Washington Territory, in relation to the time of meeting and hold. 
ing sessions of the Legislature of said Territory; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Territories. 

INTERNAL IMPROVEMENTS, WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 

Mr. BRENTS also presented a memorial of the Legislative Assembly 
of Washington Territory, for the improvement of the Columbia River 
between the mouth of the Willamette River and the Lower Cascades; 
which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Mr. BRENTS also presented a memorial of the Legislative Assembly 
of Washington Territory, for the continuation of the construction of the 
canal and locks at the Cascades of the Columbia River; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Mr. BRENTS also presented a memorial of the Legislative Assembly 
of Washington Territory, for the improvement of Olympia Harbor; 
which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

Mr. BRENTS also presented a memorial of the Legislative Assembly 
of Washington Territory, for the establishment of an entrance and clear- 
ance port of delivery at Whatcom; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. BRENTS also presented a memorial of the Legislative Assembly 
of Washington Territory, for the improvement of the Cowlitz River; 
which was referred tp the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Mr. BRENTS also presented a memorial of the Legislative Assembly 
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of Washington Territory, for the improvement of the Lewis River; 
which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Mr. BRENTS also presented a memorial of the Legislative Assembly 
of Washington Territory, for the establishment of a light-house at the 
entrance of Gray’s Harbor; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. BRENTS also presented a memorial of the Legislative Assembly 
of Washington Territory, for an immediate appropriation of funds to 
operate the snagboat for the improvement of certain rivers emptying 
into Puget Sound; which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

BRAVERY AT SIEGE OF CASCADES, 1856. 

Mr. BRENTS alsu presented a memorial of the Legislative Assembly 
of Washington Territory, asking for suitable recognition by Co; of 
the heroism of Private Robert Williams and comrades at the Siege of 
the Cascades in 1856; which was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

SOLDIERS OF YAKIMA WAR, 

Mr. BRENTS also presented a memorial of the Legislative Assembly 
of Washington Territory, for suitable recognition by Congress of the 
services of the soldiers of the Yakima war of 1855-’56; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

LAND OFFICE AT PORT TOWNSEND. 

Mr. BRENTS also presented a memorial of the Legislative Assembly 
of Washington Territory, relative to establishing a district land office 
at Port Townsend; which was referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

SCHOOL LANDS IN WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 

Mr. BRENTS also presented a memorial of the Legislative Assembly 
of Washington Territory, relative to school lands; which was referred to 
the Committee on Education. 

DR. SAMUEL DAVIS. 

Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana, introduced a bill (H. R. 4368) granting 
increase of pension to Dr. Samuel Davis; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

AUGUSTUS W. BALLARD. 

Mr. DUNHAM (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 4369) for the 
relief of Augustus W. ; which was read a firstand second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. WILLIAM W. SHERMAN. 

Mr. DUNHAM (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4870) for 
the relief of Mrs. William W. Sherman; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

GREEN CHARLES, 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. 4371) for the 
relief of Green Charles; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MARTHA LEWIS. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4372) grant- 
ing a pension to Martha Lewis; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 


CHARGE OF DESERTION. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4373) tore- 
lieve certain soldiers of the late war from the charge of desertion; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. ANN BAILEY. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R., 4374) grant- 
ing a pension to ‘Mis. Ann Bailey; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 7 

H. M. JONES. s 

Mr. SHELLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 4375) for the relief of H. 
M. Jones; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ENROLLED BILL. 

Mr. SNYDER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill (S. 1251) providing 
for the removal of the remains of the late Maj. Gen. Edward O. C. Ord, 
United States Army, from Havana, Cuba, to Washington, D. C.; when 
the Speaker signed the same. 

REMOVAL OF FLOOD ROCK. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House the fol- 
lowing message from the President: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


I transmit to Congress a communication from the Secretary of War, in relation 
to the necessity ofan immediate appropriation of not less than $420,000 to enable 
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the engineer in € to make erage autumn the osion required for the re- 
moval of Flood Rock, in River; New York. The importance of the 
work is well known, and as it appears that without a — appropriation a 
delay of a year must follow, accompanied by expenses to protect from in- 
jury the work already done, I commend the subject to the early and favorable 
consideration of Congress. 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 

EXECUTIVE Mansion, January 28, 1834. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the message will be re 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. i 

Mr. RANDALL. I move it be referred to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

GENERAL H. V. BOYNTON. 


Mr. HOPKINS. I submit the following resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas Hon. J. WARREN Ketrer, a member of this House, has ch H. 
V. Boynton, the Washington correspondent of the Cincinnati pase ed 
zette, now holding a seat in the press gallery under the rules of the House, 
with having approached the § er of the House during the be yee dasa days bod 
the last session ed Congress with corrupt propositions intended to 


his official action; and 
Whereas this pe Sats PEA ot in the nature of a gross breach of the privileges of 
the House, and the charge, if sustained, would call for the exclusion of said H. 


V. Boynton from the press gallery: ‘Therefore. 

Be it resolved, That a special committee of fi five members of this House be ap- 
potna by the Speaker, with Lepprihsi send for persons and papers and admin- 

er oaths, to investigate the said ci of attempted corruption, and to report 
the results of this investigation to the House. 

Mr. CALKINS. Is that offered for present consideration ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman offers it as a privileged resolution. 

Mr. CALKINS, Is it offered for present consideration? If so, I 
make the point of order it is not a privileged question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to say on that point it seems 
to him to relate. to an alleged abuse of the priyileges accorded by the 
House to members of the press. 

Mr. CALKINS. That was at the last Congress and not this. It 
seems to me investigation into abuses alleged against anybody as a mem- 
ber of the last Congress must be by that and not by asubsequent Con- 


Of course I do not deny the right of the Honse to investigate it; but 
my opinion is, at first sight, that it should go to a committee, under the 
rule, before any action can be taken upon it, 

I have in my own mind now a precedent which occurred some years 
ago in the celebrated investigation of the King and Brooks matter, and 
I recollect that those persons were both able to maintain their seats in 
a subsequent Congress for offenses which were alleged to have been 
committed in a prior Congress. 

Of course, Mr. Speaker, as I say, these views are expressed upon the 
instant, and I would like to have the matter go over, at least until it 
can be examined. For the present this is my hasty opinion. 

Mr. HOPKINS. { think my friend from Indiana is somewhat mis- 
taken as to the purport of this resolution, 

tous TOWNSHEND. If it is permissible I would like to have it read 


Ties HOPKINS. It does not affect the privileges of a member of this 
House or of the last Congress, but it refers to the privileges of a reporter 
in the me eee, of this reri who sits there by consent of the House. 

PEAKER. rere o is now occupying a seat in the gallery. 

Mn CALKINS. But the point I make is that if a member of the 
last House was corruptly approached by any person, that was clearly 
an offense committed against the dignity of the last House and not of 
this. That is the point Iam making, and therefore I object to imme- 
diate action in this matter. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Let mesuggest to the gentleman from Indiana that 
if the allegations on which this resolution is based be true, it affects 
not only the dignity of the House, but the person referred to is un- 
worthy to occupy a seat in the gallery of this House. 

Mr. CALKINS. Assuming all that to be true, it does not change 
the position that I take with reference to the matter. That may be 
true, or it may be found to be true, rather, after it goes to the commit- 
tee and on have gone far enough to see whether there is a sufficient 
basis for if to stand upon. 
` Mr. HOPKINS. The gentleman is mistaken in assuming that this 
paso more than to authorize the committee to see if there is any basis 
or it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. We do not know what these gentlemen are 
talking about, Mr. Speaker. I ask that the resolution be again read 
for the information of the House. 

The SPEAKER. Ithas been read once, but the Chair will cause it 
to be reported again, if there be no objection. 

The resolution was read. 

«Mr. CALKINS. Now, Mr. Speaker, this is a ‘‘corrupt breach of 
the privileges,’’ I ask, of what House? Not certainly of this one. 

Iam speaking now simply as to the question of privilege, nothing 
else; not of the right of a member to introduce such a resolution for 
reference. But this is alleged to be a question of privilege. Now, I 
ask the Speaker what right or privilege of this House has been infringed? 
What prerogative has been invaded? What breach has been commit- 
ted under the recitation of that resolution of the prerogatives of this 
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House? The last House ge on apare: of Maina lam, aaa 
nothing presents a question of privilege of this character, as I under- 
atan 4h, wonloba 1s related 10-ih privileges of thie: Hooke, nes to Tha lack 
House. i 


So I say that, in my judgment, this can notcomeininthat way. This, 
I repeat, is simply my opinion expressed on the moment, my first im- 
pression; and I reiterate the assertion that there can be no breach of 
the privileges of this House by anything that occurred in the last House 
toward a member of this House. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. The breach of the privileges, as alleged, of 
this House can not go to the extent of suspending the rules, creating a 
new committee, and clothing it with power to send for persons and 


>! . . 
Mr. COX, of New York. I wasabout to have read in this connection 
the rule, No. on this question of privilege, but I will read it myself. 
The rule provides as follows: 

Questions of privilege shall be, first, those affecting the rights of the House 
collectively, its safety, dignity, and the integrity of its p ngs; and second, 
the rights, reputation, and conduct of the members individually in their repre- 
sentative capacity only, 


This, as I understand it, is not asserted as a question of privilege 
affecting the members of the House. It is a question of privilege not 
affecting the last House. It is a question of privilege affecting the 
present organization of this House, its rights, its safety, its dignity, its 
integrity, in the making up of the list of those gentlemen who are 
privileged to sit in yonder gallery. We are entitled to have men of 
honor and integrity occupying such places; men whom we may trust, 
and who will not make reckless and absurd charges against members of 
this House. I believe the object of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
is to bring just that case before the committee. Therefore it is aques- 
tion of privilege. i 

Mr. CALKINS. I do not want, Mr. Speaker, to waive the other 
point either. I believe the rules of the last House by a resolution of 
this House were extended or adopted by us for a period of twenty days, 
or until yesterday. To-day we are running without any rules. I say 
I do not wish to waive that point either. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is called upon to determine whether 
this is or is not a question of privilege under the rules or under the 
general parliamentary law. The preamble alleges that a person who 
is now occupying the gallery of the House by the permission of the 
House has made an improper proposition to a member, not during the 
present session, but during the last session. Ofcourse it is well known 
to the Chair and to every member on the floor that no n can oc- 
cupy & seat in that gallery without signing a statement or pledge that 
he is not interested in any legislation pending before the House. It 
does seem to thé Chair that if there is any person occupying a seat in 
that gallery who has at any time in violation of that pledge made im- 
proper proposals to a member of the House, it is not only the right but 
the duty of the House to investigate the matter, with a view of protect- 
ing the integrity of its own proceedings and denying to that person here- 
after the privileges of the gallery. 

The Chair is therefore disposed to hold, and does hold, that this is a 
matter of privilege, but would be very glad indeed to have the judg- 
ment of the House upon it. 

Mr. CALKINS, I say candidly I do not intend to appeal from the 
decision of the Chair, though I think the Chair wrong, but will bow 
to its decision. 

The SPEAKER. The question, then, is on the adoption of the reso- 
lution. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. i 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the House that the Senate had passed with amendments, in which the 
concurrence of the House was requested, a bill and joint resolution of 
the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 3948) making appropriations to supply deficiencies on 
account of the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, 
in regard to rebate of tax on tobacco, and to provide for the e. 
of the meeting of the Legislature of the Territory of New Mexico, and 
for other pu: ; and 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 121) appropriating $50,000 for the sup- 
port of certain destitute Indians. 

H. V. BOYNTON. 


Mr. KEIFER, I am at liberty at least to infer, from what I have 
heard and what I know, that this resolution is offered in consequence 
of a statement that I made in reference to one H. V. Boynton; and if 
the House will indulge me, in order that they may vote intelligently 
upon this resolution, I will send to the Clerk’s desk to have read the 
statement that I made to Mr. Boynton in a letter in response to a seur- 
rilous letter of his. After that I desire to make a further suggestion 
or two. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
mons Washington, D.G, foe Bela 28, ae m. 
H. V. BOYNTON: 


About 12 o’clock last night some person handed me at my rooms an envelope 
which seemed to be ad: in your handwriting, which contained a 
printed card of yours on the subject of your guilt in the matter of a scheme to 
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pass a bill through the last Congress, This morning I founda letter of Pagg on 
my table (where it had been left in my absence), marked “ personal,” dated the 
26th instant, asking an investigation of your practices by the House, and threat- 
ening to publish the letter unless by to-day’s session I moved an investigation, 
Your conduct has placed you so far outside of the pale of a gentleman as to make 
it a degradation to notice you. You have been so often shown to be a liar and 
defamer of character that it has become unnecessary to deny anything you may 
say. And you conceive it to be the business of the Congress to occupy its time 
in investigating your bad deeds—to thus dignify you. 

You colleague we B. Shaw) in defaming me, and who presided last spring 
over a mecting of a few mem of the press to condemn me, was many years 
ago wn (and he was compelled toadmit the fact, as appears by public records) 
to have taken $15,000 asa lobbyist while a correspondent, and so far as I know he 
has hed the piyi of the press gallery ever since. That meeting refused to 
investigate the truth of the against me at your and his instance, when 
they must have been known to both to be false. 

Do you think the present House should investigate each case of your violation 
of all manliness by daily lying about me in the press and utherwise and appeal- 
ing to others to do the same, as I am informed? Does notsuch conduct on your 
part forfeit all right you may have to sit with gentlemen of the press? 

I not moye the investigation you seek. use I do not believe it is the 
business of the House of Representatives to investigate our corrupt conduct, 
There is no rule of the House against your being a lobbyist. 

The members of the last House know you lied in your publication that I 

coed the press gallery for the admission of members’ wives the closing night 
o session, 

All the present House know you lied when you published that when seats 
were about to be drawn I went in haste to Mr. Cannoy, of Illinois, and asked 
him to request the privilege of my being allowed to select one, &c., to which 
objection was made. ‘These and other like matters need no investigation by the 
House to learn their falsity. 

I know you forged a letter last summer and published it to the country, pur- 
porting to have been written by me to the Secretary of the Treasury giving a 
date, and this about a matter of no great importance, but, as I was informed at 
the time, merely to injure me. 

Your printed card has been tightly interpreted by the public as an advance 
confession of your guilt as a lobbyist. 

If when you told me, near the close of the last Con; 
making money while Špcaker as Blaine and Colfax had done, and that there 
was still plenty to be made if the McGarrahan bill could be gotten rg day 
had thrown you, as you deserved, from my room, I suppose it would have been 
wiserfor me. But up to that time you and I had been on good terms, although 
I had been warned by friends and your public reputation to beware of you. I 
treated you leniently, though I have never spoken to or recognized you since. 
You have from that time to this devoted your work, by all manner of falsehoods, 
to assailing my character. > 

You did not say who with you were interested in the McGarrahan bill, but 
intimated that you had colleagues. My knowledge of the lobby clique was 
you. Ihave had no desire to condemn the co dents, for I think most of 
them are gentlemen, but all have suffered in public esteem from your bad ex- 
ample, and some of them have been influen by you to do what they say ee 
are heartily ashamed of. A co’ mdent of a newspaper should Sy res hi 
posag as one of high responsibility, and in all things he should at least be 


I do not pretend to say McGarrahan had no merit in his original land claim, 
but when you explained to me that the bill you desired to have my assistance 
jot e through Congress provid for the issue of many millions of acres of land- 

ip which would be of about the value of the Valentine scrip—worth then 
about $30 per acre and since more—and that there would be abundance to di- 
vide, I for tlie first time learned the scope of the bill, and at once told you it 
would not the Forty-seventh Congress. 

Ihave a letter from you, dated February 27, 1883, asking me to ize a 
member named to move to suspend the rules and pass the bill, which fs of a date 


No person has ever spoken to me in op; ion to the McGarrahan bill, and 
my position against it was taken, as you know, at the time you explained its 
nature and purpons, I leave it for the public to decide whether the lobby who 
work for big jobs at the expiration of a Co: do itfor pay or sentiment, 

The committee investigation you speak of has given you more concern than 
it has me, but it has afforded you another excuse or opportunity to write and 
have published more untruths, pretending they are the result of the testimony 
disclosed before the committee. . 

I dislike the idea of noticing your letter at all, but as you propose to publish 
it, it may be due to the public that some of the facts should go out along with it. 

Of course you would not publish yours without emi ry Bra with 

J. WARREN KEIFER. 


A MEMBER. What is the date of that letter? 

The CLERK. January 28, 1884. 

Mr. KEIFER. On å day earlier than the date of that letter—for it 
is dated on yesterday—lI was present with some members when I stated, 
as I believed then and I feel I know now, what was the reason why 
certain gentlemen of the press had pursued me for many months; and 
I had perhaps used an unfortunate expression when I said there was a 
“clique” of them. It may be true and it may not, It seems to have 
been reported to General Boynton that I had used that expression, and 
with a guilty knowledge, and with a hope that he could go before the 
public in advance insome way, he at once rushed into the papers and 
commenced denying he was guilty of any connection with the MeGarra- 
han claim in the last Congress. No person, so far as I know, had men- 
tioned it here; certainly I had not up to that time; that is, up to the 
time of the printed card that is referred to in that letter. i 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this man Boynton appeared to bea friend of mine 
until about the Ist day of March last, when he came to me with this 
bill [holding up the bill] in his hand; this identical bill. It wasa bill 
reported to that Congress; and it must be borne in mind that on the 
27th day of February he had written me a letter asking me to recog- 
nize a member of the House to move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill, saying that he believed it was right and putting in the usual dis- 
claimer, that he had no interest in it. Perhaps that letter had better 
be read. I have it here and send it to the desk. The letter is in the 
handwriting of General Boynton. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


I was a fool for not 


“earlier than our talk. 


FEsrvary 27, 
DEAR GENERAL: McGarrahan—you have doubtless heard of him—a to 
me to ask you to give Mr. Dunnell a chance to ask a vote on his (McG.'s) bill. 
It has been reported favorably from committee. 
To have a vote seems fair enough when one side is a great monopoly, and the 
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bill seems to be a fair one to both sides. Ihave no interest of the remotest kind 
in this matter, but have always in McG. the victim of a rich corporation, 
and so he has always had my sym y. 

Truly yours, 


H. V. BOYNTON. 
The SPEAKER. 

Mr. KEIFER. Iam notsure whether I answered that letter. My 
recollection is that I did not, either in writing or verbally. But I am 
sure the next day or the day after Boynton came into my room when 
others were there, and after waiting and indicating he wanted to talk 
with me alone when the room was cleared, he commenced a conversa- 
tion something like this—I am not going to repeat it all: 

He said: ‘KEIER, what do you think I think of you?’’ or some- 
thing of that kind. I said, ‘‘I do not know; I hope, well.” He re- 
plied, “I think you area fool.” [Laughter] I said that I did not 
know what he meant, [Continued laughter.) In answer to that he 
said that I had been Speaker of the House of Representatives, that my 
term was about to expire, and I might have made money, as Speaker 
Blaine and Speaker Colfax had done. 

He then proceeded to say, with this bill in his hand, that there was 
plenty to be made yet, if we could get this McGarrahan bill through. 
Up to that time I had never seen the bill that I recollect of, and knew 
nothing of itsterms. He then proceeded to explain to me its terms and 
purposes. 

He said that it confirmed to Mr. McGarrahan the unsold part of the 
land claimed by him, all that part that had not been conveyed away 
to innocent purchasers; and then it provided for the issue of land-scrip 
in lieu of that portion of the land grant tliat had gone into the hands 
of innocent purchasers and could not be reclaimed. 

He then explained to me that the bill in a very covert way provided 
for an appraisement of the present value of all these lands, also for the 
ascertainment of the value of all the products of the mines that had 
been taken out by the New Idria Mining Company; and that when that 
was aggregated the amount was to be divided by, I think he said, $1.25; 
possibly he said $2.50, The bill is a little indefinite upon that point, 
and speaks of the Government price for land. My recollection, how- 
ever, is that he said $1.25. The aggregate sum was to be divided by 
that amount, and that was to be the measure of the further Jand-scrip 
to be issued. 

He said that it would amount to some million of acres, and also that 
that kind of land-scrip was of great value, and cited to me the fact that 
Valentine land-scrip was then selling in the market for $30 an acre. 
I believe it has been quoted since then up to $60 an acre. And he 
called my attention to the fact that a vast amount of money could be 
made out of it. 

Some gentlemen seem to be surprised that the Valentine land-scrip 
should be so valuable, but it is used to take up unsurveyed and sur- 
veyed lands. I believe it is used commonly to take up water rights, 
where they want to control the surrounding country, and it is thus 
made very valuable. It has also been used by certain of our railroads 
in the Northwest to enable them to go in advance of surveyed lands, or 
where the,lands have already been surveyed, and take up town-sites 
along the line of the road. They have thus been willing to pay almost 
any price for it. That is the reason why it was run up during the last 
season, I am told, to $60 an acre. 

I have seen an estimate of the amount involved in the MeGarrahan 
bill; I did not get it from Mr. Boynton. The estimate summed up 
about like this: The amount of this claim sold or otherwise disposed of 
by the United States was 13,160 acres. The present value and the past 

roduct of the mines is estimated at $15,500,000; say $10,000,000. 
Divide that amount by $1.25, and that will give 8,000,000 acres, for 
which scrip was to be issued. The total te of scrip to be issued 
was 8,013,600 acres by this calculation. The value of the scrip per 
acre, taking the value of the Valentine scrip at that time, $30 an acre, 
would make the sum $240,394,800 if the scrip should keep up to that 
price. Making a deduction from the present value of the Valentine 
scrip, allowing for the fall in price on account of the glut in the mar- 
ket, throwing off two-thirds of that amount, would bring it down to 
the small sum of $80,131,600 as the amount which would result from 
the issue of that scrip. : 

I have given this that members may understand what was perhaps 
the scope of the bill. This statement was not made to me by Mr. 
Boynton. He used the word ‘‘ millions’’ in his statement; said there 
were ‘‘millions in it and millions to divide.” 

When that interview closed, which was just then and there and he 
left my room for good reasons, my connection and relations with Boyn- 
ton ceased, and from that hour to the present moment I have never rec- 
ognized nor spoken tohim. But he has devoted his life to going to 
other men, to other people, and telling falsehoods and having them 
published all over this country. He has undertaken to defame me in 
every conceivable way. 

On the last night of the last session of Congress Mr. Boynton and one 
W. B. Shaw, as I am informed, said that they had found an opportunity 
to defame me before the country and to make it appear that I was op- 
posed to the combined press and correspondents of the country. They 
held a meeting and passed a resolution condemning me for opening the 
reporters’ gallery for the admission of visitors to the Capitol. | 

Now, I want to say here, in the presence of at least a hundred men 


who know, that that statement was false, that I was probably the only 
person belonging to that House of Representatives who was opposed to 
that proposition, and the only person belonging to that House who 
could not have defeated it. There was no great harm done by it; I 
blame no one for it. ` I was appealed to by General McKenzie, of Ken- 
tucky, on behalf of some members’ wives, to direct that the reporters’ 
gallery be opened to them, which I had the power to do, I declined to 
do it; repeatedly declined. All I did was to submit to the House the 
proposition, as the RECORD will show, for unanimous consent to open 
the reporters’ galleries to the families of members. I submitted that 
proposition to the House and no member of the Houseobjected. Hence 
it was by the unanimous order of that House of Representatives that 
the reporters’ gallery was opened to the families of members. And this 
man Boynton and others that followed him have caused to be published 
over the United States more slanders upon me in consequence of that 
than could possibly have been imagined about any great crime I might 
have committed. 

Now, if there is anybody here who was present on the occasion re- 
ferred to, and who thinks my statement is not correct, he can certainly 
stand up here and correct it. I appeal to Democrats and Republicans 
on that. [A pause.] Then as a scurrilous, mean, low-lived method 
of attacking me at this session—I only give it as an instance—when 
we were drawing seats here for this Co I was in that part of the 
Hall. [Pointing.] Somebody asked permission that the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] be allowed to select his seat in 
advance of the drawing, and a similar request was made for the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Cox] and the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. RANDALL]. What took place, I believe, was that the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE] said, ‘‘ If this is to go on I will 
ask permission for General KEIFER to select a seat also;’’ and in the 
course of that talk the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS] objected 
to all those requests. 

But Mr. Boynton published—and I am told he went from one corre- 

mdent to another and appealed to them to send out and publish to 
the country—that when this was going on I went to the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] and him to ask permission for me, 
and that when he did ask it it was declined. Now, that was put out 
simply as a means of debasing me before the country, as he calléd it. 

But I am not going to enter into this subject. If it is thought wise 
to go into it on the part of the House, let this resolution be thrown wider 
opon, It appears by a statement in that letter, Mr. Speaker, that one 
of the distinguished gentlemen belonging to the press, who has had for 
many yearsthe privilegeof that gallery without objection, took $15,000 
as a lobbyist. t is the man, I want to say, who was selected as 
the great newspaper chieftain to preside over the body to pass reso- 
lutions to defame me. 

Now, I will read but a little toshow that this statement is true; and I 
hope the resolution will be opened wide enough to include W. B. Shaw. 

Charles Abert was testifying under order of the House before acom- 
mittee; and, after he had taken the opinion of Reverdy Johnson as to 
whether he should be required to answer a question, decided finally to 
answer; and when he was asked to give the names of the persons he 
had paid money to here in the interest of a lobby for the Pacific Mail 
Steamship subsidy, he said: y 

In view of this opinion, and also in view of the order of the House, and also 
of my own conviction of duty; I feel bound to answer. According to the best of 
my knowledge and recollection, the first payment which Mr. Irwin directed me 
to make was— i 

He then gives a list of persons, among whom this gentleman does not 
appear. ~ He continues: r 

Of the amount in m; ds b; ; the 27th of Ma x 
inate intent tan mony cis Aes Irwin on the 27 y, $125,000, 

And among others who are named, with the amounts they received, 
is W. B. Shaw, $15,000. Further investigation of this testimony will 
show that Mr. Shaw got this money under various pretenses. I think 
one of them was that he claimed he was buying votes for this subsidy, 
and therefore wanted a large amount. 

But I turn you to the testimony of William B. Shaw himself. My friend 
from Iowa [Mr. KAsson] knows something about this, for I see that he 
was a member of the committee and puta good many of these questions: 

By the chairman: 


Q. How long have you been in that employment? 
A. About twenty-three or twenty-four years. 


Did he pay you any money? 
He did, sir, 5 


I can not tell the exact time. It was in the room 
soe te pene of the subsidy bill? 

How much money did he ‘ou? 

À. Lthink it was $15.000. udd 


On what account ? 
» A. Well, for my services, and so forth. 


[{Laughter. ] 


occupied by Mr Irwin, 
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am 


I reading from a report of a committee of this House. I do not 
want weary the House, but further on in his testimony Mr. Shaw is 
asked: é : 

Q. I want to know what your services were? 

o Just what I told you. 

A. 


Getting info ion? 
Getting information, posting them, and letting them know everything 
about the matter. 

Q. Is ita common thing with gentlemen of your profession to sell their in- 
formation in that way? 

A. Tilo nob know tent i Sa: I have been in the habit of doing it for ten or 
twelve years. 

I think this resolution had better be framed so as to include him and 
others that there may be. If it is the theory that men who have once, 
in any prior Congress, been guilty of these things shall be regarded as 
tainted, so that they should neversit with the other gentlemen of their 
profession who are pure, let this man be included also. 

Mr. BUDD. Did you not admit him into the gallery up there? 

Mr. KEIFER. What is the question? 

Mr. BUDD. As Speaker of the House, did you not admit a gentle- 
man to the gallery that you now claim was a bribed lobbyist? 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, I am obliged to the gentleman for the 
question. It gives me the opportunity to say that I never knew of this 
matter until since the adjournment of the last Congress. If I admitted 
this correspondent ignorantly, my immediate predecessor and others 
did the same. If there is to be any censure for this act, the present 
Speaker ought to be included, though I do not suppose he knew any- 
thing about it. 

Mr. BUDD. You say you did not know Mr. Shaw was a bribed lob- 
byist, and yet you have stated here that Colonel Boynton was your friend 
up to about the Ist day of March? 

Mr. KEIFER. Yes. 

Mr. BUDD. Of last year? 

Mr. KEIFER. Yes. $ 

Mr. BUDD. He appeared at your room and attempted to bribe you. 
Now, did you not, after he had attempted to bribe you, permit him to 
occupy a seat in the press gallery? 

Mr. KEIFER. Congress adjourned two days after that. 

Mr. BUDD. During those two days, did you not allow him to come 
into your room and see you? [Cries on the Republican side, ‘‘Oh!’’] 

The SPEAKER. The House will come to order. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, I intended to read only a paragraph or 
two more from the same man’s testimony. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman will suspend until there is order 
on the floor of the House. ~ 

Mr. KEIFER. Iwill read a further paragraph or two from the tes- 
timony of Mr. Shaw: 


Tos > ey take the list of yeas and nays on the vote when the subsidy first 
failed in the House? 


A. I did not; I was too much demoralized. [La 
Did you notice any change in the votes of mem! 

it failed and the time when it passed? J 

A. No, sir; I never took any notice of it that I temember. 

Q. Did you report to pe principals after its defeat in the House and its pas- 
sage in the Senate that it would be esi to go through the House? 

A, No, sir; if I had known that fact Í would have made more money out of 
it. I would have loaded up at that time. [Laughter.] 


Now, Mr. Speaker, if it be the business ot this House to investigate 
all these things I trust it will give to the committee a wide range, so it 
can call in all these persons, I want to say now that there is no per- 
son here or elsewhere who has a higher regard and respect for a well- 
conducted press than I have. It ought to give the sentiment to the 
wholecountry. Itought tolead public opinion, and would, Mr. Speaker, 
if the public did not know there was so much of this sort of thing that 
is called venom, envy, jealousy, vice, malice connected with it. For 
the reason I would not lend myself to Mr. Boynton and such as may 
have been connected with him to help him and them to get through a 
bill that was to make them all rich, for that is his own expression, I 
am traduced throughout this land. And they have the power to in- 
duce others to carry on a newspaper warfare against me. That has 
seemed to be exceedingly singular. I do not know in public estima- 
tion I have suffered by it. Perhaps I have. I do know in my own 
estimation I have not, and I have been willing to stand up and refuse 
to buy anybody’s support or anybody’s newspaper compliments any- 
where. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

I have no blame to attach to the mass of correspondents in Washing- 
ton. I know they have done things time and again that were not right 
by men going to them and pouring vile falsehoods into their ears and 
having them published. I understand that all perfectly well. 

I do not claim I have been free from just criticism in things I have 
done in my official life. Iam quite willing and have no objection to 
submit to that sort of criticism. Every public‘man ought to be sub- 
jected to it, because it will make him a better man if the criticism is just. 

I hy go on here and detail the things they dwell on most are the 
things I have had nothing to do with. And perhaps I have said all I 
need to on this case at this time. If it be the right thing now to go 
forward with this investigation, I certainly should not vote against it. 
I think your committee should allow the door to be thrown wide open. 
If you are going to constitute a committee here for the purpose of look- 


hter.] 
rs between the time when 


ing into the immoral conduct of these people in the past, then let it be 
wide open, so you will not only investigate Mr. Boynton but others 
equally guilty with him. 

I am sorry for him; I have been; I was sorry for any man who would 
be so low-lived and corrupt as to come to me presuming he might with 
safety make a vile, corrupt La figs to me. 

I hold myself responsible, Mr. Speaker, to my constituents. That 
is enough. When they are through with me I will go home, not 
soured with the world, for I have treated well and beyond the 
measure of my deserts. Iam not one of those who have fallen into 
the idea that.we are living in a more corrupt period than those who 
have preceded us. I think we are better to-day, betterin this country, 
notwithstanding these abnormal things, than we have ever been before. 
I am not soured against the public because a few of the millions of the 
American people make it their life-work to attempt to defame me. 

I am proud of my people and am willing to go on to the end and try to 
do my duty to them; and you may investigate just as much as you 
please into this or any other matter. Iam still going, while I hold a 
seat in this House, to try to do my duty, unswerved by those who would 
have me do corrupt things and unswerved by those wha would seek to 
have me pay them for idle compliments. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, General KEIFER has said in regard 
to this question that the gentleman to whom reference is made in the 
resolution which I have submitted is unworthy of a seat in this gallery. 
I think that he himself has made a stronger argument than I could 
make to justify the necessity for this investigation. 

I wish to say for myself that I have no acquaintance with General 
Boynton. I do not know him now by sight even, and I ask, therefore, 
in justice to him, that a communication from him which I hold in my 
hand be read for the information of the House. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. What communication do you refer to? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I have not read it myself, but it is a communica- 
tion in which I think he asks for an investigation. ° 

The SPEAKER. The communication will be read. 

Mr. BRUMM. Mr. Speaker, before that is read I would ask whether 
this is simply a letter, or a communication from Mr. Boynton asking 
for this investigation, or whether it includes any reflection upon any 
member of this House, If it includes any reflection upon any mem- 
ber I shall object to the reading of it at this time. I make this sug- 
gestion, as I presume the gentleman from Pennsylvania knows what it 
contains, 

Mr. HOPKINS. I do not know the substance of it at all. 

Several MEMBERS. Let it be read. 

Mr. BRUMM. I hope the gentleman will be able to give the infor- 
mation I ask. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Of course if I was cognizant of any such state- 
ment in fhe communication I would not have forwarded it to the desk 
to be read. It is addressed to the Speaker, and was handed to me with 
the request that it be read in justice to General Boynton. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that this appears to be a 
communication from General Boynton addressed to the Speaker. It 
was handed to the Speaker this morning, and was read by him hur- 
riedly and returned to the gentleman who gave it and the Speaker has 
not seen it from that time until the present. It was read hastily and 
the Chair is not aware that it contained any reflection upon any mem- 
ber of the House. 

Mr. BRUMM. Ishall object to its reading unless it be known that 
it contains no such reflection. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. What was the statement of the Chair? 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair will repeat that it appears to be a com- 
munication addressed to the Speaker, and was handed to me thismorn- 
ing. The Speaker, after looking at it hastily, handed it back to the gen- 
tleman who gave it, and has not heard of it since. The Chair is not 
aware that it contains any reflection upon any gentleman, but would 
not express an opinion without carefully ing it. 

Mr. BRUMM. The Chair is not able, then, to state whether or not it 
is a proper communication to read before the House? 

eSPEAKER, The Chair would not like to make adecision as to 
whether it does or does not reflect upon a member of the House with- 
out looking at it again. 

Mr. BRUMM. Thenif there is any doubt I object to the reading. 

Mr. THOMPSON. If this is read as a part of the remarks of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, I would like to ask if any member has a 
right to object to it? 

Mr. HOPKINS. The gentleman from Pennsylvania does not ask to 
have it read as a part of his remarks if there is anything improper in it. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Then I should object to it myself if there is doubt 
upon the subject. 

an SPEAKER. What is the request of the gentleman from Penn- 

vania? : 

Mr. HOPKINS. I replied to a suggestion of the gentleman from 
Kentucky that I did not desire it to be read as a part of my remarks 
if a eona anything improper or any personal reflection upon any 
mefnber. 

Mr. BRUMM. The gentleman submitting it says he has not read it 
himself and does not know its contents. 
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Mr, GIBSON. I understand the scope of this resolution to be to 
ipvestigate a gentleman who now occupies a place and exercises cer- 
tain privileges under the rules of this House. Pending the consider- 
ation of that resolution, which simply asks for the appointment of a 
committee of investigation, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEIFER] 
has had read and made part of the records of this House a correspond- 
ence, or a part of a correspondence, between himself and the gentleman 
who is to be investigated. Now, I have nothing to say as to the pro- 
priety or impropriety of the introduction of that correspondence by the 
gentleman from Ohio. Thatisa question for himself, and I have noth- 
ing to do with it. I have no criticism to make upon it; but I do not 
think that it would be justice on the part of this House to refuse to 
allow a gentleman whom it is proposed to investigate to have that much 
of his correspondence read which is now presented along with private 
correspondence that took place between him and the gentleman from 
Ohio, and which the House has heard. 

Now, it would have been well enough if all this had been left out 
until thiscommittee had been appointed. That would have been proper. 
But inasmuch as a part of this correspondence has been read, and that 
part of it which reflects very severely upon the gentleman we seek to 
investigate, I think it is but right, if any publicsentimentis to be man- 
ufactured, that he should be heard also. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not decided the communication 
could not be read. The Chair understood the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. HopKrys] to decline to have it read as part of his re- 
marks, on the ground that he had not himself read it and did notknow 
its contents. 

Mr. GIBSON. But my remarks were addressed, or intended to be 
addressed, to those who objected to the reading of this letter; and I 
simply asked them, as a matter of justice all around, as part had been 
read, to have all read. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I was a member who objected to the reading of 
this communication. And the only objection I had to the reading of it 
was that the gentleman who put it before the House refused the re- 
sponsibility for it by saying he would not let it be incorporated in his 
remarks; and unless some one undertakes the responsibility of intro- 
ducing a paper I do not see any reason why it should be thrust before 
the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no hesitation in holding that unless 
the paper is read as part of a gentleman’s remarks it cannot be read at 
all if a single gentleman objects. , 

Mr. KASSON. I wish to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
Horkrys] if he will not allow a motion fer the reference of this reso- 
lution to the Committee on the Rules, and let us dispose of it finally 
upon the report of that committee. Does not the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania see that in this situation it is much wiser to have the 
report of the committee whether there is proper po for an investi- 
gation and how much should be covered by it? I appeal to the gentle- 
man to let us get the resolution off the floor into the hands of a com- 
mittee, and let us have their recommendation before we are required to 
vote on it. 

It has been suggested to me that I substitute the Committee on the 
Judiciary for the Committee on the Rules, and with that modification 
I make the motion. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. [rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state themotion. The gentleman 
from Iowa moves to commit the resolution to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. My inquiry is, how does that communication 
get before the House? Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 

OPKINS] request that it be read ? 

The SPEAKER. Itis not before the House. 

Mr, TOWNSHEND. . What Iam trying to get at is this: What was 
done by the gentleman from Pennsylvania relative to the letter? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania sent it to the 
Clerk’s desk, but did not ask to have it read as a part of his remarks. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then there is no motion before the House as 
to the communication of General Boynton? 

The SPEAKER. There is not. s 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Hopkuys] yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I yield to the gentleman. ° 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have hastily read the communication from Gen- 
eral Boynton which has been placed in my hands, and I think there is 
nothing in it but what is perfectly proper to be read not only in this 
House but anywhere else, It simply asks thatan investigation be had 
and recites the substance of the charges that have already been stated 
by the gentleman from Ohio who has addressed the House. There- 
I desire to have a part of my time oceupied by the reading of this 

etter. 

Mr. BRUMM. Will the gentleman from Illinois allow me to ask 
him a question? Did General Boynton ask the gentleman from Nli- 
nois to present the letter to the House? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The letter is addressed to the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives, and I have a right to have it read as a part of 
iuy remarks. 
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Mr. BRUMM. Was the gentleman from Illinois requested by Gen- 
eral Boynton to have it read ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iwill take the responsibility of having it read as 
a part of my remarks, in justice to General Boynton. 

Mr. BRUMM. I have asked the gentleman a question and I think I 
have a right to an answer. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I decline to yield. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ilinois declines to yield and 
is entitled to the floor. The letter will be read as a part of his re- 
marks. 

_ The Clerk read as follows: 


Press GALLERY, HOUSE OF REPRESENTA’ 
Washington, D. C., January 29, iss4. 


Smr: I address you asa correspondent amenable to the authority of the House, 

and molding a seat in the press gallery under its rules. 

fi oo night received a er from Hon AE acs ctor enei Sagan! of 
the House, charging over his signature t approach: n capacity 
ofS; er of the last House, telling him he was a fool for not making money 
while Speaker, as Blaine and Colfax had done; that there was still plenty 
to be made if the-McGarrahan bill could be gotten through ; that I had colleagues 
interested with me in that bill; that I explained to him that it provided for the 
issue of many millions of acres of land-scrip, which would be about the value of 
Valentine scrip, then worth about $30 per acre, and that there would be abun- 
dance to divide. 

Mr. Kerrer further notified me that he would not ask an investigation by the 
House, as I had in writing requested him to do, to the end that his charges 
might be submitted to the test of an examination under oath. 

I can not doubt thatthe House will consider it of importance to inquire whether 
there are correspondents enjoying its privileges, and protected in their work 
by its rules, who bps Ht beg lobbying with such effrontery as not to hesitate toap- 

í ‘ 


proach a § er of House with corrupt proposals. 

Having thus called your attention to the ve made in bag oc 
ex-S) er KEIFER, which I pronounce to utterly devoid of truth, I have 
the honor to inclose herewith the full text of his letter to me, together with the 
correspondence pertaining thereto, and through you to respectfully request the 
ae = —— = in ion of the matter. ees 

ve onor to be, very respectfully, your o ent servant, 
H. V. BOYNTON, 
. Correspondent Cincinnati Commercial-Gazette, 

Hon. Jounx G. CARLISLE, 

Speaker of the House of Representatives, 


Mr. HOPKINS. If there is no gentleman who desires to speak in 
opposition to the resolution I will call the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The pending question is upon the proposition of 
the gentleman from Iowa str. Kasson] to refer the resolution to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. KASSON. I have no objection to the previous question being 
ordered on the resolution and the motion to refer. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I desire to offer an amendment to the res- 
olution, simply to extend the investigation as proposed by the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. KEIFER]. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. KASSON. I have no objection to that, and I will make my 
motion to refer cover the resolution and the proposed amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the proposed amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
hosting acest tn Chareporter’s DALAT bee beso gulliy of conde toad E eo 
deprive hin of a right kush seat. aeir ai 

The SPEAKER. The question is now upon the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. Kasson] that the resolution and proposed 
amendment be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The question was taken; and the motion to refer was not agreed to, 
upon a division—ayes 105, noes 136. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is upon the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER]. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I believe I am willing to accept that amendment. 

Mr. TALBOTT. I object to it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will accept the amendment if it is modified so as 
to embrace any other member of the press against whom charges have ` 
been made, 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I will modify my amendment as suggested. 

Mr. TALBOTT. I am opposed to the amendment for this reason: I 

do not believe anybody should be investigated either by a committee 
of this House or by a grand jury or by any court without some notice. 
I do not believe a committee of this House has a right to investigate 
persons occupying seats in the reporters’ gallery withoutnotice. Charges 
have been preferred upon the floor of this House against two members 
of the press. Those charges ought to be investigated, and I will vote 
for that investigation; but I do not believe in any such sweeping propo- 
sitions. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, I have modified my proposed amendment, 
and will ask the Clerk to read it as modified. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And also to inquire and report whether any other member of the press now 
holding a seat in the reporter's gallery against whom charges have been or may be 
preferred is guilty of conduct that ought to deprive him of a right to such seat. 

Mr. MILLS. There ought not to be a sweeping inquisition against 
innocent men. The investigation should be confined to those only 
against whom charges have been made. 

Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana, I think this proposition is entirely too 
broad. I do not believe charges have been made against any other 
persons in that gallery, at least if they have been made they have here- 
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tofore been disposed of. I do not believe it is fair to the press nor fair 


to this House to appoint a committee to E prea imagi- 
charges against newspaper en o no eve it is 
fair or wise or judicious for this House to adopt a resolution directing 
the appointment of a committee of investigation unless some person 
has been named and charges against him have been brought forward. 
» For that reason I hope the amendment will not be adopted, neither the 
one first proposed nor the modification of it. 
` Mı. WARNER, of Ohio. 
day against certain gentlemen who I suppose are now occupying seats 
in that gallery. It is due to those gentlemen that those charges should 
be investigated. It certainly is due to the House that they should be 
investigated. And if there is any other gentleman in that gallery 
against whom may be preferred, those charges ought to be in- 
vestigated. I do not know that there are any such. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I now demand the previous question on the reso- 
lution and pending amendment. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I ask the gentleman to withdraw that demand 
for a moment. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will do so. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I think we should adopt the resolution with one 
very material amendment. It isadmitted that charges have been made 
against two members of the press occupying seats in the reporters’ gal- 
lery. It is not claimed that charges have been made against any of the 
others. It would be highly improper to pass a resolution that would 
seem to be reflective upon those against whom no charges have been 
made. Therefore, if the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] will 
modify his amendment soas to direct an investigation of those mem- 
bers of the press against whom Leon have been made, I will vote for 
the amendment and think it will be adopted without much if any 
opposition.  * 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I will modify my amendment by omitting 
from it the words ‘‘or may be.” 

Mr. McoMILLIN. That makes the amendment satisfactory to me. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment as now modified will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: ; 

3 ane also a are and Zepai raced A — member of Arga ees now 

rs e: whom charges ve m pre- 
ferred x been guilty of « conde dl that ought to deprive him of a right to sad 
seat. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I now demand the previous question. i 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereo: 
the amendment of Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, was agreed to, and the reso- 
lution as amended was adopted. 

‘Mr. HOPKINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found traly enrolled a joint resolu- 
tion of the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

Joint resolution (ir Res. 127) authorizing the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior to detail from Department two clerks to act as assistant clerks 
to certain House committees. 7 


GREELY RELIEF EXPEDITION. 


Mr, RANDALL. Irise to submit a privileged report—the report of 
a conference committee. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagree votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. Res, 119) making an ap- 
R desay for the relief of Lieut, A. W. Greely and his party, com what 

known as the Lady Franklin Bay expedition to the Arctic ons, having 
met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recom- 
mend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendment. 

SAM. J, RANDALL, 

W. H. CALKINS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
EUGENE HALE, 

JOHN F. MILLER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


Mr. RANDALL. Task that the Clerk read the statement which 
accompanies the report, in compliance with the rule. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the joint resolution making an appropriation to en- 
able the President to prepare and d an expedition for the purpose of re- 
lieving and bringing home Lieutenant Greely and y submit the following 
written statement in explanation of the accompanying conference report. 

to, the effect of the action recommended by the conferees will be to 
pass Lae joint resolution without any change from the form in which it origi- 


nall the House. 
zest «| SAM. J. RANDALL, 
W. H. CALKINS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. RANDALL. In this connection I desire to submit a telegram 
from the Secretary of the Navy. 


Charges have been made on this floor to- | th 


pay of soldiers during 


The Clerk read as follows: 
N. Dep. 4 1 
a ET, r AVY ARTMENT, Washington, January 25, 18%. 


It seems to me unwise to impair the power’ of the President to relieve Lieu- 
tenant Greely and party by limiting him to sending only volunteers. 

This is not to be a scientific exploring expedition, but one to rescue men who 
were deliberately sent out by the Government with promise of re-enforcement 
or rescue, and are now perhaps starving or free: N 

Without the limitation volunteers can be acce if it is desirable. But if 
none offer by the time the expedition is ready, are the ships not to move? If 
ere are naval officers better qualified to go than any who may volunteer, 
shall the lives of the explorers, old and new, be trusted to the inferior men? 
In my judgment Congress, while giving the President for the relief of Greely 
the money of the Government without limit, should also give him all its power. 
The officers of the Navy do not, I believe, desire to be protected by statute from 
orders on any honorable service, however perilous. 

WM. E. CHANDLER, Secretary. 


Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I wish to add that neither the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations nor the conference committee deemed it wise 
to throw around the President any restrictions in relation to this mat- 
ter. This is the reason which guided the Committee on Appropria- 
tions in reporting the resolution originally without any limitation as 
to the amount, so that the responsibility of this enterprise in every par- 
ticular might rest upon the President. I ask that the report of the 
committee of conference be agreed to, 

The question being taken on agreeing to the report of the committee 
of conference, it was adopted. , 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the report 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAND. I move that the House adjourn. 

Pending the motion to adjourn, the following business was transacted 
by unanimous consent: 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Ray, of New York, for one week, on account of important 
business, 

To Mr. KING, for one day. 

To Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, for to-day, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. LUNA, for forty days, on account of important business. 

, WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

. Mr. WELLER, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to withdraw 
from the files of the House, for reference to the Third Auditor of the 
Treasury, papers relating to the claim of E. D. Yule for a horse lost in 
the military service of the United States. 

The motion of Mr. BLAND was then agreed to; and accordingly (at 
4 o’clock and 50 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, “ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. J. J. ADAMS: The petition of , to repeal the law levy- 
ing a tax for the maintenance of the Marine-Hospital Service—to the 
Select Committee on American Ship-building and Ship-owning Inter- 
ests. ` 

By Mr. ANDERSON: The resolution of the Kansas State board of 
agricultare—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. ATKINSON: The petition of Ben Beufert Post, No. 316, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Pennsylvania, relative to the reduction of the 
national revenue—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BAGLEY, JR.: The petition of J. R. Tappan Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, asking for a pension for all the veterans of the 
late war—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BALLENTINE: The petition for the relief of Thomas J. 


_Whitaker—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. BARBOUR: The petition for the relief of Morttom D. Ball— 
to the Committee on Elections. 

Also, the petition of John Armel, for a pension—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Also, the petition of John E. Denson, for pay of Chief of the Bureau 
of Provisions and Clothing, &c.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BARKSDALE: The papers relative to the claim of John W. 
Martin—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BRUMM: The resolution of the council of Pottsville, Pa., 
relatiye to the Indian police—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

. By Mr. BRENTS: The petition of citizens of Port Townsend, for a 
tobacco-rebate appropriation—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. BROADHEAD: The petition of citizens of Saint Louis, for 
the improvement of the Mississippi River—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. BURNES: The petition of the letter-carriers of Saint Joseph, 
Mo., for a vacation for thirty days during the year—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. i 

Also, the petition of Nodaway Post, No. 30, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, Department of Missouri, for the equalization of bounties, and 

the late war—to the Select Committee on Pay- 
ment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. T 
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Also, the memorial of Edward M. Shepard and others, relative to 
schools i in Alaska—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. CLARDY: The petition of 2,096 citizens of the tenth Con- 
gressional district of Missouri, for an ‘adequate appropriation for the 
improvement of the Mississippi River—to the Commistee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, the petition of William S. Jewell and 37 others, citizens of 
Crystal City, for the improvement of the Mississippi River—to the same 
committee. 

Also, the petition of William H. Robinson, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: The petition of Joseph Davis, for pension—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. S.S. COX: The pani of Henry E. Frankenberg, forrelief— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of Henry Klein, for pension—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the petition of Patrick Haney, for relief—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. W.W. CULBERTSON: The petition of William G.Gardnerand 
others, asking that thecompany of James B. Evans’s Mounted Infantry, 
of Fleming County, Kentucky, be paid and pensioned as other soldiers 
of the late war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CULLEN: Papers relating to the claim of Charles B. Signor— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. L. H. DAVIS: The papers relative to the claim of Jefferson 
Dunklin—to the same committee. 

By Mr. DEUSTER: The resolutions of the Merchants’ Association, 
Milwaukee—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of J. H. Van Dyke and others, relative to private 
owners within the private land grant of the On n and Brulé River 
Railroad Company—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. DUNCAN: The petition of Margaret A. Ringwalt, for pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the papers relative to the claim of D. J. Benner—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, the receipt-roll of extra men employed by D. J. Benner—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. ELLIS: The papers relating to the claim of James S. Clark 
& Co,—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: The petition of R. B. Forbes, remonstrat- 
ing against the sale of the naval hospital at Chelsea, Mass.—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. FERRELL: Th@ petition of many citizens, also of many cit- 
izens of Philadelphia, asking for an appropriation for the building of 
jetties at Corson and Townsend’s Inlets—severally to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, the papers relating to the claim of the Presbyterian church at 
French Creek, West Vi to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Philadelphia, relative to jetties at 
Corson and Townsend's Inlets—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors. 

By Mr. FYAN: The papers relative to the claim of G. W. Garley—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GEORGE: The papers relating to the claim of Thad. Thayer— 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. GOFF: The papers relating to the claim of the Baptist church 
at Raleigh Court-House, W. Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GRAVES: The papers relating to the claim of John A. §. 
Tutt—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of Caroline Mulhaupt, asking compensation for 
property taken by the United States Army during the late war—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GREENLEAF: The petition of George Albert Mason, for 
official investigation of his alleged unjust arrest and imprisonment— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, the petition of Jane Bracken, for a pension—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GUENTHER: The petition relating to the pension claim of 
Benjamin H. Shipley—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HARDY: The petition of Charles F. Davis, for the ‘removal 
of the charge of desertion and for honorabie discharge—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: The resolution of George Strong Post, 
No, 19, Grand Army of the Republic, relative to the equalization of the 
pay of soldiers of the late war—to the Select Committee on Payment 
of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: The petition for the relief of Dr. John M. Rob- 
inson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JEFFORDS: The petition of Richard Cummings and many 
others, citizens of De Soto and other counties of Mississippi, asking for 
improvements of the Mississippi River—to the Committee on Levees 
and Improvements of the Mississippi River. 

By Mr. KLEINER: The papers relating to the claim of W. H. L. 
Doudle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ~ 


By Mr. LACEY: A resolution of the annual convention of the Knights 
of Labor of Michigan, asking that the importation of foreign labor under 
contract be prevented—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, the petition of A. Watkins and 18 others, members of Edmonds 
Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Michigan, for grant of land to 
soldiers, sailors, and marines—to the Select Committee on Payment of 
Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: The papers relative to the claim of Robert 
Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LONG: The petition of the heirs of Benjamin Hale, for a 
hearing before the United States Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LYMAN: The papers relating to the claim of Adeline A. 
Coolidge, for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By McCOMAS: The papers relating to the pension claim of Cather- 
ine Miller—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MATSON: The petition of E. F. Harold and others, ex- 
Union soldiers, asking arrears to all pensioners—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: The petition of Catherine S. Pendleton, for an 
act to place her on the pension-roll—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MORRILL: The petition of Fort Donelson Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, asking for the of the arrears-of-pension 
bill introduced by Senator Ingalls—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MURPHY: The memorial of N. B. Howard, Post, No. 92, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Iowa, relative to equalization of bounty 
and pay of soldiers of the late war—to the same committee. 

By Mr. NICHOLLS; The memorial of the mayor and council of Saint 
Mary’s, asking an appropriation for the improvement of Cumberland 
Sound—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Re Mr. OCHILTREE: The papers relating to the claim of Mrs. M. 

S. Brewster—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

~ By Mr. J. J. O'NEILL: The petition of the Saint Louis Medical 
Society, for fire-proof buildin, g for National Medical Museum and Li- 
brary—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. PAIGE: The petition of ex-soldiers, for 160 acres of land—to" 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. 8. W. PEEL: The memorial of colored citizens of the Cher- 
okee Nation—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. 8. J. PEELLE: The resolution of McHolland Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, relative to ex-Union soldiers—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. PERKINS: The petition of E. H. Marsh and others, asking 
for a law to prevent members of Congress from voting upon any cor- 
porate matter in which they are interested—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. PETTIBONE: The papers relating to the removal of the 
charge of desertion against Absolem Roberts—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. POLAND: The petition of Frank Gardner, for removal of 

of desertion—to the same committee. 

By Mr. M. E. POST: The papers relating to the claim of Hance, 
Hall & Co.—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. RIGGS: The papers relating to the pension claim of Capt. 
Benjamin F. Slaten—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. W. E. ROBINSON: The papers relating to the claim of John 
Hollaran—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. J.S. ROBINSON: The papers relating to the claim of Col. Ma 
B. Walker—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the papers relating to the claim of Lieut. A. H. von Luettwitz— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. J. H. ROGERS: Petition of William Prewett and others, for 
the correction of their military record—to the same committee. 

By Mr. ROSECRANS: The petition of sundry citizens of the District 
of Columbia, relative to the opening of road from from the suburb of 
Lincolnsville to Central frake Da ag D. C.—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. STEELE: The papers relating to the claim of John Schleith— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STORM: The papersrelating to the pension claim of Joseph E. 
Van Horn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS: The papers relating to the pension claim of John 
H. Ferrell—to the same committee. 

Also, the petition of Jesse Seay, of Illinois, for increase of pension to 
soldiers of the war of 1812—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, the papers relating to the claim of John Heberer—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. VANCE: The papers relating to the claim of Stephen M. 
Honeycutt—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, the papers relating to the claim of Josiah Welch—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Polly Fatham—to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, the petition of C. E. Creecy in re the Schillinger patent—to 
the Committee on Patents, 


‘748 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 30, 


Also, memorial of Augustus Watson, of Washington, D. C., in favor 
nf dollar patents—to the same committee. 

By Mr. J. D. WHITE: The petition for the relief of Jesse Bayles— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, the petition to have the charge of desertion removed from Mo- 
ses Lord—to the Committee on Military Affairs. i : 

By Mr. W. L. WILSON: The papers relating to the claim of Will- 
iam M. Morrison—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, the papers relating to the claim of John D. Cushwa, deceased— 
to the Committee on War Claims. ; 

Also, the papers relating to the claim of Lewis W. Washington, de- 
ceased—to the same committee. 

Also, the papers relating to the claim of Catharine S. Lucas—to the 
same committee. 

Also, the papers relating to the claim of William H. Roberts—to the 
same committee. 

Also, the papers relating to the claim of George P. Walters—to the 
same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Joseph Anderson—to the same 
committee. s 

By Mr. WOOD: The memorial of Job Barnard, of the city of Wash- 
ington, D. C.—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


SENATE. os: 
WEDNESDAY, January 30, 1884. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. ELIAS DE Wirt HUNTLEY, D. D. 


THE JOURNAL. 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. “The Chair will call the attention of 
the Senate to the entry in the Journal ing the resolution offered 
by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] which was agreed to yes- 
terday. The Chair thinks that the Journal entry should refer to the 
resolution technically rather than in the language that it does in re- 
spect of ‘‘ alleged outrages,” which is not the usual course for proper 
entries in the Journal. 

Mr. HOAR. I was about to move that the Journal be amended by 
substituting the phrase ‘‘resolution of inquiry into certain alleged oc- 
currences in Virginia and Mississippi.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the Journal 
will be corrected according to the suggestion of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts. The Chair hears no objection, and, as amended, the Journal 
of yesterday’s proceedings will stand approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its Clerk, 
announced that the House had agreed to the report of the committee 
of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amend- 
ment of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. Res. 119) making an 
appropriation for the relief of Lieut. A. W. Greely and his party, com- 
posing what is known as the Lady Franklin Bay expedition to the Arctic 

ions. 
ja ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The m also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bill and joint resolution; and they were there- 
fore si by the President pro tempore: ? 

. A bill (S. 1256) providing for the removal of the remains of the late 
Maj. Gen. Edward O. C. Ord, United States Army, from Havana, Cuba, 
to Washington, D. C.; and f 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 127) authorizing the Secretary of the In- 
terior to detail from that Department two clerks to act as assistant 
clerks to certain House committees. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting; in compliance with sec- 
tion 229 of the Revised Statutes, statements showing the contracts 
made by the bureaus of the War Department on behalf of the United 
States during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883; which, with the ac- 
companying papers, was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secre 
of War, transmitting, in compliance with section 194 of the Revised 
Statutes, the names of clerks and other persons employed in the War 

ent and the offices thereof from December 1, 1882, to Novem- 
ber 30, 1883; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. ° 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a letter from the Chief of Engineers, submitting 
copies of reports from Maj. J. L. Gillespie of the results of examina- 
tions and surveys of Newtown Creek, at Brooklyn, N. Y., and of Shoal 
Harbor and Compton’s Creek, in New Jersey, made under his direction. 


to comply with the requirements of the river and harbor act of August 
2, 1882; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a letter from the Chief of Engineers, submitting 
a communication from Capt. D. W. Lockwood, reportinga plan and esti- 
mate for a harbor of refuge at Ludington, Mich., made to comply with 
the requirements of the river and harbor act of August 2, 1882; also a 
copy of a report on the same subject, transmitted to the House of Rep- 
resentatives March 24, 1882; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


PROHIBITION OF LIQUOR TRAFFIC. 


Mr. BLAIR. I find upon my desk and ask leave to present a peti- 
tion of 3,741 of the inhabitants of this District, addressed to the Senate 
and House of Representatives, wherein they say that ‘‘the undersigned 
citizens of the United States, feeling and deeply deploring the curse of 
the liquor traffic in the United States, respectfully petition your hon- 
orable bodies to enact a law to prohibit the manufacture and sale of all 
alcoholic beverages within the District of Columbia.” The petition is 
signed by a very large proportion of the representatives of the wealth 
and culture and worth and, as I think, of the conservative common 
sense of the people of this city. 

Accompanying it I find two or three other petitions from other por- 
tions of the country, one of 830 of the inhabitants of the Territory 
of Washington, Another signed by 92 of the inhabitants of Dakota, 
also another petition with 104 signers from the Territory of Idaho, all 
praying for the enactment of a prohibitory law in the District of Co- 
lumbia; and I see scattered about on the desks of Senators other peti- 
tions apparently of the same character. 

I desire in presenting these petitions to say that for many years it 
has been the somewhat common practice of the people of this country 
to send like petitions to the two Houses of Congress, but so far as I 
know never yet with any tangible effect upon the legislation of this 
country. I remember when I had first the honor of being a member 
of the House of Representatives, a few years ago, the honorable Senator 
from Maine who is at my left, [Mr. FRYE] presented a single petition 
signed by over 27,000 people of this country, praying for such legisla- 
tion as should have a tendency to diminish the evils attending the use 
of intoxicating liquor as a beverage in the United States. The agita- 
tion has increased from that time to the present, and now I look upon 
it as one of the most serious problems of statesmanship in this country 
to know how to deal properly with this evil, not alone from the 
standpoint of moral reform but as well from the standpoint of the 
economist and of the statesman. I think it demands as conservative 
attention, as wise and profound study and action, on the part of the 
Congress of the United States as any other question that is submitted 
to them. ° 

Here in the Capitol of the nation for years how to deal with the in- 
toxicating evil has been one of the most serious difficulties. We have 
enacted a prohibitory law, year after year, in therules of this body and 
the other House; and the honorable Senator fiom Maine [Mr. FRYE] 
in the few remarks which he dropped the other day gave some indica- 
tion as to how that prohibitory law of both Houses of Congress, apply- 
ing simply to the Capitol itself and its immediate surroundings, has 
been enforced. It has come to be understood by the nation at large 
that the Capitol itself is largely occupied as a national groggery; and I 
think it is time when, if this is an error, the error should be corrected 
in the public apprehension, or, if it is a fact, that as a fact it should dis- 
appear. What we have enacted in our own rules, and what we have 
undertaken to enforce so far as the Capitol building itself is concerned, 
I think we have no reason whatever in refusing to extend to the Dis- 
trict at large. Whatever law we make for ourselves and undertake to 
enforce in this building we may well undertake to enforce in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

There is no doubt whatever of the authority of Congress upon the 
subject-matter in this District, and soof the Territories throughout the 
land. Whether prohibition be the best method of dealing with this 
evil I shall not on this occasion undertake to argue; but a large pro- 
portion of what may be considered as good as any element in the Ameri- 
can population believes that it is, In many of the States of this Union 
it has been adopted as the proper idea to enact into law for the purpose 
of suppressing this evil. In my own State, inthe State of Maine, and in 
otherStates, tor years the prohibitory principle has been adopted, and suc- 


tary | cessfully adopted; and there is no question upon the statistics of those 


States that prohibition does prohibit. More recently in the State of 
Kansas, and in Iowa, and in Southern States, in the State of Georgia, 
from which I have received reliable data from the prosecuting officers 
of various of the counties in Georgia, there come like data of an un- 
questioned character. I have this very morning received, and in this 
connection wish tolay before the Senate, data obtained from the officials 
of the State of Kansas representing 66 counties of that State, the sub- 
stance of which is to the effect that in those counties there were prior 
to May 1, 1881, 708 saloons. That was the date when theprohibitory 
law took effect in the State of Kansas. There are now in the same ter- 
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ritory, that is in those 66 counties, 313 saloons, 160 (or over half) of 
which are in Leavenworth, leaving but 153 saloons in the 66 counties 
not including Leavenworth. Prohibition in less than two years has 
closed 395 saloons. During this time the population has increased 12 


per cent. If the saloons had kept pace with the population, there 
would now be 792 saloons; so that in reality prohibition has prohibited 
479 saloons in the territory named. There is a great amount of valua- 
ble data of this same character in this article, which is well authenti- 
cated, and I will ask leave, without troubling the Senate to read it at 
large, to print it in connection with the few remarks which I am now 
making. 

T had a few days ago the honor of presenting, at the request of the 
National Temperance Society of New York, a bill providing for the 
prohibition of the manufacture and the sale of intoxicating liquors as 
a beverage within the District of Columbia. That has been referred to 
the committee having in charge the interests of the District at large. 

I hope that these petitions will receive the serious attention which 
they demand. I am not one of those temperance fanatics that we hear 
something of, because I believe that this evil never will be reached 
until we radically amend the fundamental law of this nation and pro- 
vide by constitutional stipulation for the prohibition of the manufact- 
ure of the evil, and thus attack it at its source. Yet although not 
ultra as a temperance man, I do believe that it is possible for us here 
in this District very largely to restrict the evil which is so common and 
patent to the observation of us all. 

These petitions come here under the auspices and as a result of the 
efforts of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, which I look 
upon as one of the most powerful agencies for good not only in this 
country but in the world. I apprehend that this subject will be heard 
from still farther and that it will force itself upon the attention of the 
American Congress and the American people. 

I earnestly trust that as the law of the District is to be modified 
undoubtedly during the present session, the committee having this 
subject-matter in charge will very seriously consider whether a pro- 
hibitory law here in this which ought to be the model city not alone 
of this country but of the world is not a thing that can be attained. 
For one I believe it is the most easy of any of enforcement. A high 
license law is no better than a low license law, only so far as it becomes 
po in its terms; and the principle of the prohibition of crime 

the only one which justifies us in legislating against it at all. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks leave to have printed in connection with his remarks the contents 
of a paper to which he has referred. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. The petitions will be referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

The paper referred to is as follows: 


PROHIBITION IN KANSAS—A SPLENDID SHOWING FOR READING IN IOWA JUST AT 
THIS TIME, 
TOPEKA, January 19, 1884. 


Eprror REGISTER: On the 4th of December I mailed a series of questions to 
every county attorney, county superintendent, and police ju in State for 
the purpose of learning the effect and present status of prohibition. Replies 
have been received from over one-third of the 600 letterssent out, constituting a 
full report from 66 of the 81 o ized counties of the State, including all the 
optione counties. These replies demonstrate three facts favorable to prohibi- 

n: 


First. That it bas materially decreased the number of saloons. 

Second, That an unusually large per cent. of the prosecutions under the law 
have resulted in convictions. 

Third, That the principle of prohibition is growing stronger. r 

It must be horne in mind that these figures come from the officers of the State, 
without reference to their views upon prohibition, and are therefore not subject 
to the imputation of being the product of fanaticism, In our letters we stated 
that we wanted the facts, whether favorable or unfavorable to prohibition. We 
believe the facts were given, an the figures presented are as authentic as 
can possibly be obtained. 

In these 66 counties there were 708 saloons prior to May 1, 1881, the date that 
the prohibitory law took effect. There are now in the same territory 313 sa- 
loons—160, or over half, of which are in Leavenworth, leaving but 153 saloons 
in the 66 counties not including Leavenworth. Prohibition less than two 
years has closed 3% saloons. During this time the population has increased 12 
or If oursaloons had kept Loner the population we would now have 
a pose pte ey that in reality prohibition has prohibited 479 saloons in the ter- 

tory named. 

Prior to May 1, 1881, there were saloons in every one of these 66 counties. To- 
day the 313 saloons in ence are confined to 25 counties, over half the num- 
ber being in a single county. Prohibition has therefore absolutely driven the 
saloons out of 41 counties in which they existed under license. 

“You can’t convict the saloon-keepers,” has been so often repeated that man 
pe a it as an axiomatic truth, In the early stages of prosecutions it was 
cult to convict, but the reports of the officers who have charge of this class of 
cases show that as a general proposition it is far from the truth. In the dis- 
trict courts of these counties there have been 460 cases tried, resulting in 351 con- 
ero 47 acquittals, and 62 hung juries, or 7 convictions out of every 9 cases 


In justice courts there have been 572 cases tried, with 378 convictions, 75 ac- 
uittals, and 59 hung juries, or convictions in three-fourths of all cases tried. In 
Sieso cases the fines imposed amount to $95,200. In addition to these fines there 
have been 81 saloon-keepers imprisoned for various periods of time, aggregating 
137 months and 19 days, or 11 years 5 months and 19 days. 
here been a larger proportion of convictions in whisky cases thanin any 
other class of cases tried, as reference tothe criminal docket of any court in the 
State will prove. There are now nding in the district courts of | the State 218 
a vigorous determination to complete the work so well begun. 
In 51 of these counties the reports all that the principle of prohibition 
growing stronger with the people; in7 it is reported weaker, w. it remains 
esame in 8. This of course is a mere matter of judgment. if prohibition can 


eases, showing 


out the 313 straggling saloons still ru 
è RECAPITULATION, 


Number of saloons prior to May T, 188] ..............ssssessssensseccecesensnsesrecteenee 4 708 
Number of 2100s DOW... .s.s0cececsreenve = 
Number of saloons decrease ......... sessen 
Number of counties covered by report.. 
Number of counties having no saloons. 
Number of counties in which there are 
Number of cases tried in district courts... 
Number of convictions in district courts... 
Number of acquittals in district courts...... 
Number of hung juries in district courts ee 
Proportions of convictions in district courts, 7 ou! 
Number of cases now pending in district courts.. 
Number of cases tried in justice courts............ 
Number of convictions in justice courts.... 
Number of acquittals in justice courts.. 
Number of hung juries in justice courts....... 
Proportion of convictions in justice courts, 
Total number of cases tried...............0.-...00- 
Total number of convictions.. 


Total time of imprisonment, ll years 5 months 19 days. 
Number of counties in which 
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LADY FRANKLIN BAY EXPEDITION. 


Mr. HALE. I desire before we go further with the morning business, 
as I suppose the Senate will adjourn early, to call up the conference re- 
port that just now came in from the House of Representatives. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to present a like petition to that which has 
been presented, so that they may all go together, if the Senator from 
Maine will allow me. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine has the floor, 
and under the rules a conference report is privileged as against petitions 
and everything else. 

Mr. CONGER. I did not wish to antagonize that, but suggested that 
all the petitions should go together. 

Mr. HALE. The conference report will only take a few moments, I 
think. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report of the conference com- 
mittee presented by the Senator from Maine will be read. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing v: 
the amendment of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. Res. 119) making an 
appro} ion for the relief of Lieut. A. W. Greely and his party, composing 
what is known as the Lady Franklin Bay expedition to the Arctic regions, hav- 
ing met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do rec- 


ommend to their respective Houses as follows: 
That the Senate recede from its amendment. 


otes of the two Houses on 


EUGENE HALE, 
JOHN F. MILLER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 
SAM. J. RANDALL, 
W. H, CALKINS 
Managers on the part of the House, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in 
the report of the committee of conference. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I certainly would not have voted for the joint res- 
olution if I believed it placed in the hands of any Secretary of the 
Navy the power to order an officer of the Navy outside of the line of 
his duty to go on such a hazardous expedition as this is to be. I do 
not want to interfere with final action upon the measure, but I think 
itis wrong and unjust to place it in the power of any one to order an 
officer of the Navy to go on an expedition that is certainly outside of 
the line of his duties. No doubt there are many adventurous spirits 
who would take their lives in their hands and volunteer to go on the 
expedition, but I do not think that an officer of the Navy Roa be 
required to do it when certainly it was not contemplated as a part of 
his duty to go on such an expedition. When the amendment was 
offered by the Senator from Delaware [Mr. SAULSBURY] it was adopted 
nem. con, in the Senate, and it certainly relieved my mind from all 
embarrassment in to the passage of the joint resolution. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I desire to say that I did not unite with the con- 
ferees on the part of the Senate in the report which has just been sub- 
mitted because I believe that the amendment adopted by the Senate was 
a proper provision and one that ought to have met with the concurrence 
and favor of both Houses of Congress. I would not have voted origi- 
nally for the joint resolution without the provision that was incorpo- 
rated in it by the amendment and which has been omitted now by the 
conference committee. Therefore I could not unite with the members 
of the conference committee in the report which has been submitted. 

I do not desire to antagonize the report of the conference committee 
further than simply to make known my objection to it. I have done 
my duty in trying to secure to the Navy of the country exemptions from 
arbitrary decisions of the Secretary of the Navy in reference to a service 
so extraordinary and so out'of the regular line of duty required of the 
officers and men of the Navy. I have no doubt that officers and men 
of the Navy fully qualified for this service will gladly volunteer to per- 
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form the duty; but I was unwilling, while I believed that to be the 
case, to put it in the power of the Secretary of the Navy, if he saw 
proper, if he was actuated by any such feeling as to punish any officer 
of the Navy by ampan se, Sas to a duty which he was unwilling to per- 
form, when others would have been glad and willing to take the position. 

I do not know that the Secretary of the Navy would be actuated by 
any such feeling; [ do not know that the Secretary of the Navy would 
attempt to assign to duty any officer of the Navy or any seaman of the 
Navy who was not willing to take that service, but I am unwilling to 
put it in his power to do so if he thinks proper. 

I remember in the history of this country that officers of the Navy 
have been assigned to duty contrary to their wish and against their pro- 
tests, and unfortunately their lives have been lost. I recall to mind 
the history of Lieutenant Herndon, of the Navy, oneof the bravest men 
who ever trod the deck of a ship of war, and a man of high intelligence. 
Every one who has ever read his Explorations of the Amazon will re- 
member with feelings of kindness and regard the memory of that man 
who perished by accepting a duty that had been assigned to him by the 
Secretary of the Navy. Ido not remember all the particulars, but I 
recall that he was called upon to take charge of a vessel for the trans- 
portation of certain troops; he protested against the seaworthiness of 
the vessel, and yet he was arbitrarily forced and compelled to take itor 
resign his commission in the Navy, and he perished in that expedition. 

I am unwilling to give this authority to the Secretary of the Navy, 
because while we give this discretion to the President we ‘all know 

‘that the Secretary of the Navy will exercise the power; he will deter- 
mine whoshall be assi to this duty, and not the President. Iam 
unwilling to put into the hands of the Secretary of the Navy or of the 
President of the United States the arbitrary power to select officers and 
men of the Navy who never contemplated such a service on entering 
into the Navy of the country, and to assign them to a dangerous and 
difficult enterprise for the relief of Lieutenant Greely and his command. 

We all know that almost every expedition that has gone up there has 
met with mishap and misfortune. I believe that Lieutenant Greely 
and his command volunteered. It is now proposed to invest the Sec- 
retary of the Navy with absolute power to assign any officer to this duty 
and to take an officer who may not be willing to go. Sometimes a 
man’s family relations will not permit him, however willing he might 
otherwise be, to take service of this kind. We propose now to place 
all our officers under the control of the Secretary of the Navy and let 
him assign the men, whereas I have no doubt that if he would cal) for 
volunteers there is many a brave and able officerand many a brave and 
able seaman in the Navy who would gladly accept of this service. 

I therefore did not join in this report, and I shall vote against its 
adoption. 

Mr. HALE, The conferees on the part of the House of Representa- 
tives insisted squarely that no limitation should be put upon the power 
of the President in sending this imperatively needed relief expedition. 
In that emergency, not one that comes infrequently between the two 
Houses, one or the other had to yield. The Senate conferees yielded, 
and hence the report is presented as it is. 

I can not give so well nor in so few words the moving reasons that 
controlled the conference in agreeing to this report as by sending to the 
desk to be read a dispatch from the Secretary of the Navy to the chair- 

_ man of the Appropriations Committee of the other House, the same that 
was read in the House before this smi was accepted there. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. e Senator from Maine asks that 
a telegram from the Secretary of the Navy addressed to a committee of 
the House of Representatives be read at the desk. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none. It will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

F Navy DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, January 25. 1884. 
Hon. 8. J. RANDALL: 
It seems to me unwise to im: 


were deliberately sent out by the 
or rescue, and are now ps or freezing. 
Without the limitation, volunteers can be accepted if it is desirable. But if 


WM. E. CHANDLER, Secretary. 


Mr. HALE, I only wish to express my entire dissent from the the- 
ory which has been advanced here, that because this is extraordinary 
duty any officer in the Navy should be relieved from the responsibility 
and should simply be sent asa volunteer upon thisexnedition. If such 
a rule is adopted, and if officers selected for service even as dangerous 
as this are allowed to retire from that pony ber decline to follow the 
orders of the Secretary of the Navy or the dent, then I would give 
but little for the spirit of the Navy. 

I do not deny that this is a dangerous quest. It is a relief expe- 
dition. The companions and friends of naval officers are up in that 
northern region, if alive to-day, suffering and sending home prayers for 


cussion the Committee on Appropriations resented, with a 


relief, and only a naval expedition can be sent to rescue them, for this 
is provided in the joint resolution. It seems tome that any officer who 
in an emergency of this kind would decline, on being selected, to ren- 
der this service for the reliefof suffering comrades, ought not to remain 
in the Navy. 

I donot deny, as Isay, thattheservice proposed is dangerous; but what 
is the Navy for? Will there not be times when dangers will arise such 
as can not be measured by the previous experience of naval officers? It 
is only because of the heroic spirits that take such risks and dangers 
that great navies have been built up. Adopt this idea of allowing an 
officer to withdraw from service and danger, no matter how great, and 
you will never have a naval establishment that will be an honor to any 
country. Itis no such spirit as that of withdrawing from risk and 
denger that gave the English navy its Keppels, its Rodneys, and its 
Nelsons, and it is no such spirit as that which would ever have given 
to the American Navy its Paul Joneses, its Decaturs, its Farraguts, 
and the two Porters. 

I heard the other day what I was sorry to hear, that when this mat- 
ter was up, and it was seen that a relief expedition must be sent by the 
Navy Department for Lieutenant Greely and his comrades, a well-known 
and quite distinguished officer of the Navy was written to, not by the 
Secretary, and it was intimated to him that the command of this expe- 
dition would be offered to him and a hope was expressed that he would 
be found in readiness, and the reply came back that if he was ordered 
to that service he would by every power and influence at his command 
seek to get the order reversed, so that he might be allowed to stay at 
home. Sir, we never should have had an American Navy such as has 
illustrated our annals if that spirit had prevailed. 

I heard another instance that came to my knowledge only a day or 
two ago, reviving ən old historie memory that every American ought 
to be proud of. When the little Monitor was first built by Ericsson, 
and when naval officers were looking askant upon it, when the senti- 
ment of all naval authorities, with the exception of the few who had 
studied it and built the little craft und believed in it, was against it, 
Admiral Worden, then a lieutenant, was written to that that service, 
dangerous as it was, was at his disposal, and that if he would take the 
command of that craft it should be his. He was then a young lieu- 
tenant. Did he hesitate because here was an unkuown and an un- 
provided-for danger, because nobody else had ever exposed himself to 
that risk? Back by telegraph flashed the words from that gallant 
spirit, that dangerous as it was he welcomed it, took it gladly, and he 
had no lack of other officers and men to follow him, and the great re- 
sults that made the service of Admiral Worden in the Monitor followed 
from that. 

How long does anybody suppose, who knows that great and gallant 
officer who is to-day at the head of the Americun Navy, Admiral Porter, 
that he would have hesitated when a lieutenant or a captain or what- 
ever may have been his rank if such a danger as this had been pre- 
sented and he had been asked to take command of an expedition for 
the relief of naval officers and- men who were in these northern regions? 
Not one moment, sir; and I say here that any good and gallant officer 
of the Navy, no matter what may be his rank, if he is of suitable age 
and physical condition, ought to welcome, if need be, such an oppor- 
tunity as this. ; 

I do not say a word about what has been intimattd here as to the 
method by which these men shall be selected. There is but one object 
in view; that is, that good ships, commanded by skillful, careful, wise 
officers shall be sent up there. That is the only thing the Secretary 
can have in view. My mind is not so madethat Í can imagine that he 
would have any other object. Ido not want to leave this expedition ' 
simply to the men who will volunteer, because I can understand that 
many á man like Lieutenant Worden, like Captain Porter, now Ad- 
miral Worden and Admiral Porter, while they might not hurry to the 
front to volunteer and obtrude their service, and less brave and less 


'| skillful and careful spirits would volunteer, yet when directed and 


asked to command by the power that should have the discretion would 
gladly welcome it and go forth; and I hope in this respect that the 
Navy will be tested, and it may be seen whether any officer who is 
directed to take command or accompany this expedition wishes to avoid 
thé danger. That is all I have to say, sir. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr, President, I have never been able to under- 
stand why this joint resolution was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. When the report of the Committee on Rules was under dis- 
great deal 
of vigor, the attempt to amend the rules so that the different appro- 
priation bills should be referred to committees rening the snbjects 
in charge, or, as it was termed, having jurisdiction of the subject- 
matter. The Committee on Appropriations said that that was improper, 
in violation of the long-established practice of the Senate, and in vio- 
lation of what was necessary as a basis for the satisfactory conduct of 
the public business. But here we find the very first important appro- 
priation bill that comes in, with the consent of a member of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, is referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
in violation of the arguments that had been presented in favor of that 
very proposition. I will not say that this anomaly is due to the fact 
that the chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs happens also to 
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be a member of the Committee on Appropriations, but at least it is a 
very singular coincidence, and I am somewhat surprised that the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and its chairman, who have been so active in 
asserting the prerogatives of that committee, should not have seen the 
impropriety of referring a measure so important as this, which belonged 
to the Committee on Appropriations, to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question there? 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HALE. Was he present the other day when this whole matter 
came up? The bill was reported, and the Committee on Naval Affairs 
directed me to refer it to the Committee on Appropriations unless it 
was deemed, in view of the emergency, the exigency hanging over us, 
that it was not worth while to take more time; and the chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations arose in his place and stated that 
under the circumstances he believed it was better to put the joint reso- 
lution through. It undoubtedly should have gone to the Committee 
on Appropriations; but it did not, and that is its history. 

Mr. INGALLS. A very convenient arrangement, Mr. President. 

Mr. BROWN. Will the Senator from Kansas be kind enough to ex- 
cuse me one moment? I have to be absent from the Senate for a few 
days. We shall adjourn ina few minutes; and I desire to submit a 
report from the Committee on Railroads on a bill and to present a 
memorial from citizens of Columbus, Ga., which will take but a moment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Kansas yield 
to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. INGALLS. Certainly. 


REPORT OF A COMMITTEE. 


Mr. BROWN. I am instructed by the Committee on Railroads to 
report back favorably with an amendment the bill (S. 50) to grant to 
the Gulf, Colorado and Santa Fé Railway Company a right of way 
through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes, and ask that it 
be printed as amended. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Georgia asks unan- 
imous consent to report at this time from the Committee on Railroads 
a bill. Is there objection to its being reported at this time? The 
Chair hears none, and the report is received. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. BROWN presented a memorial of the Columbus (Georgia) Board 
of Trade, favoring a liberal appropriation by Congress for purposes of 
public improvements, such as the erection of a public building in that 
city for the United States post-office and offices of internal revenue, and 
the establishment of a free-delivery system for mails; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


, LADY FRANKLIN BAY EXPEDITION. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the report of the committee 
of conferenct on the di ing votes of the two Houses on the amend- 
ment of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. Res. 119) making an 
appropriation for the relief of Lieut. A. W. Greely and his party, com- 
posing what is known as the Lady Franklin Bay expedition to the 
Arctic regions. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, it iscauseof congratulation, I think, 
that the Senate has a Committee on Appropriations and a Committee 
on Naval Affairs that are so courageous, that are so resolute, and that 
are so determined to execute its will. I hope that the pertinacity of 
those committees in adhering to amendments that have been unani- 
mously adopted by the Senate will not disturb the entente cordiale that 
ought to exist between the two Houses. Here is an amendment that 
was confessedly of so eminently appropriate a character that there was 
nota single word said against it from any person, no matter whether he 
favored the limitation of the appropriation or not. It was presented to 
the Senate and adopted without dissent from any Senator; and the Sena- 
tor from Maine comes in and tells us that the House insisted squarely 
that they would not consent to any amendment whatever to the bill 
that they had passed and sent to us. 

Mr. President, sw the Senate should insist sometimes, it would 
be a refreshing seen: for if there has been an important amendment 
adopted by the Senate to any bill coming over from the House making 

` appropriations for the last two years that has not been abandoned, I do 
not now recall it—abandoned I mean by the committees of conference 
when they have come to consider it. I think, sir, it is time for this 
business to stop, it is time for the Senate and for its committees to ex- 
hibit a little of that courage which the Senator from Maine tells us has 
been exhibited by the Navy in their efforts to incur the dangers and 
perils and hazards of the deep. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator yield to a question? 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is this an indication that the conference com- 
mittees on the part of the Senate will after a while yield so gracefully 
and quietly to the demands of the other House as they have done in 
this case? Are we to take this as an indication of what will be the 
subsequent action of conference committees? 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, this is not an indication; itis one in 
a long series of actions that have been performed by the committees 
here extending back for a period of two years, and we have served notice 
day by day as the Senator from Maine has served notice to-day on the 


House of Representatives that if they will insist we shall always recede. 
That is exactly what it means, sir. Time after time, occasion after occa- 
sion, when amendments have been adopted by the Senate and bills have 
gone to conference, the conferees of the Senate come in and tell us that 
the conferees on the part of the House insisted squarely that they would 
not permit amendments to be made, and that therefore, in order to pre- 
vent the loss of great appropriations in view of the exigencies that exist, 
the emergencies that require the immediate appropriation of the public 
money, the conferees on the part of the Senate had felt it to be their 
duty to yield! 

Mr. President, if this is to goon, if this is the rule that is to be 
adopted, we may as well abdicate our functions and the Committee 
on Appropriations of the Senate and the Committee on Naval Affairs 
of the Senate may as well be considered auxiliaries and annexes of the 
Committee on Appropriations of the House of Representatives. 

I hope, sir, that this report of the conference committee will not be 
agreed to. It is an affront to this body. The amendment was appro- 
priate; it met with the conurrence of everybody, and to be told here 
that it is not to be agreed to because the House squarely insisted that 


they would not consent to an amendment to the bill that was before 


us for consideration, it appears to me is beyond the purview of proper 
legislative action. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I do not propose to take up any more 
time of the Senate. I do not think that the Senator from Kansas, by 
one of those characteristic attacks of his on a subject-matter that is 

ing along comfortably, is going to inflame the Senate into the feel- 
ing that we are on the point of surrendering our rights and the pre- 
rogatives of this body to the other branch. There will be conference 
reports wherein the House df Representatives will yield and we shall 
come out first best, if there is any first best in such a case, and there 
will be other cases where the Senate will yield and the other Honse 
will come out first best, if it is coming out first best to carry its point. 

This was nota case where there was any feeling between the conferees 
on the one side and the other, but a careful and considerate conference 
on the whole resulted in the report that has been brought in here. I 
think the good sense of the Senate, although the amendment did pass 
the other day unquestioned—there was no debate upon it; the thing 
was hurried—will sanction the course of the representatives of the 
Senate, who deemed it better on the whole not toinsist upon this amend- , 
ment put in by the Senate. I do not think anybody is going to be 
disturbed by the thought that the House is overcoming this body for 
the.rest of the session. There will probably be times enough when the 
Senate will set itself up on important matters against the House, and 
we may get into adead-lock; but there is no precedent involved in this 
and there is no rule. The Senator from Kansas need not be alarmed 
about the danger to this body. I hope we may have this matter out of 
the way this morning. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President—— 

FUNERAL OF REPRESENTATIVE MACKEY. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair finds it his duty to an- 
nounce that the hour has arrived when pursuant to the order of the 
Senate made yesterday the Senate will proceed to the House of Repre- 
sentatives to attend the obsequies of the late Mr. MACKEY. 

The Senate proceeded to the Hall of the House of Representatives, 
headed by the President pro tempore and Secretary and preceded by 


the t-at-Arms and the Chaplain. 
The te returned to its Chamber at 2 0’clock and 8 minutes p. m. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate resumes its sitting. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and (at 2 0’clock and 9 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, January 30, 1884. 


The House metat120’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. JOHN 
S. Lixpsay, D. D. 

The Clerk proceeded tó read the Journal. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. Imove todispense with the reading of the merely 
formal part of the Journal relating to the introduction of bills and joint 
resolutions. : 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The remaining portion of the Journal was then read, and the Journal 
of yesterday’s proceedings was then approved. : 

HOT SPRINGS RESERVATION, 


Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Speaker, I ask by unanimous consent to submit 
from the Committee on Expenditures in the Interior Department a reso- 
lution and accompanying report. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Pegs seag- sorte fos, Da of iy age epeneend ae rae ane peard 

Department, for the p e directed 

Dy the Horna hn reaps to thse work om FOF OPEL Crock, ee 

tte eienaar Ls ron tio Hots rings 
em vernmen 

iÀ and report whether or not the plan upon which itis being 
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proper one, if it is being prosecuted in accordance with the plans and fica- 
material used 
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tions adopted by the pag tent A of the Interior, if the is of a kind 
and quality to make a durable work,and also if the plan in accordance with 
which it is being done will be hurtful to the health of the adjacent town; and 
that, for the purpose of meeting the expense of the same, the sum of $500,to be 
expended by the Arms, is hereby appropriated out of the contingent 
fund of the House; and that the committee have leave to report at any time by 
bill or otherwise. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the report from the Committee on Expenditures in the Interior De- 
partment? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I should like to makeita little broader, so that the 
resolution would also provide they shall inquire into the general man- 
agement of the property. 

Mr. YOUNG. Ido not object to that amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN, And also the interests of the Government in con- 
nection therewith. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman wish to have the accompany- 
ing report read? 

Mr. YOUNG. I do, as the House will then, perhaps, better under- 
stand the’scope of the resolution. 

The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on ditures in the Interior Department, to which was re- 
ferred the resolution of the House directing an vey, wd as to the mannerin which 
the work of improving Hot Spring Creek, on the Government reservation at Hot 
Springs, in the State of Arkansas, is being done, and as to whether or not the 
money PA taming for the prosecution of said work has been properly expended, 

y report: 

hat they have not been able to prosecute the inquiry with which they are 
charged to any reliable or satisfactory conclusion for the want of any adequate 
powerand facilities to obtain the necessary data and information to enable thenr 
todoso, They are not authorized by the resolution under which they are act- 
ing to summon witnesses, send for papers, nor to expend money. And so far 
they have re before them such papers and such verbal information as the 
Secretary of the Interior has furnished upon their request, who has also volun- 
tarily offered to furnish the committee with every facility at his command to 
make a thorough investigation of the entire subject referred to them, but of 
course the power of that officer to do this does not extend beyond his own De- 


partment, 
The complaint in respect to the plan of the work, the material Heat aig beer 
its alleged hurtful effect upon the health of the town of Hot Springs, and o; 
the alleged impro; ia event cane of the money appropriated for its construc- 
tion comes from Hot Springs through the ni published in the townand 
in memorials forwarded from its Giize ns and clty council, and the committee 
do not know of any witnesses by whom it is proposed to prove the truth of the 
thus made, who are nearer than Hot Springs, except three or four who 
are at present in Washington, but who decline to come before the committee 
“The AIE ORIANA AE te te the i gati f th 
committee co no doubt prosecu’ e investi on e: of them 
with more satisfactory results by going to Hot Springs and ese rsonal 
inspection of the work, or instead to summon witnesses from that place, but 
in view ef the expense which this course would involve they do not at present 
recommend it, but think it probable that they can obtain cient information 
from the Interior Department, and by sending some architect and sanitary engi- 
neer of the Government to Hot Springs to make an examination of the work, 
and it may be thatthose at Hot Springs who are interested in it will voluntarily 
come to Washington to give their testimony before the committee. 

The investigation thus conducted will not, the committee think, cost more 
than $500. The committee has been furnished with the names of seven oreight 
witnesses who, it is requested, shall be examined. Some of them are in Wash- 
ington and some elsewhere; but, as before stated, the committee has no power 
to secure their attendance. 

The committee submit this report for such action as the House may see fit to 
take, with the recommendation the accompanying resolution be adopted. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I move to insert after the word ‘‘town,’’ where it 
last occurs, the following: 
ecty Sonnetied with sail poringa, inalading leases msde, BUA all maattars com- 
n therewith. 

Mr. KASSON. I wish to ask the gentleman from Indiana if he 
wants an architect instead of an engineer? I understand this relates 
simply to the jmprovement of the creek, and -it occurs to me that an 
architect does not seem to be the proper officer for the investigation re- 
ferred to, but that, on the contrary, an engineer is needed. 

Mr. YOUNG. I will say in reply to the gentleman’s inquiry there are 
persons now in the employ of the Government who are both architects 
and sanitarians, and who, I believe, are called sanitary architects. 
One or two of those now in the employ of the Government could be 
detailed for this work. 

Mr. KASSON. The work is that of an engineer rather than that 
of an architect, as I understand the matter, but if the gentleman from 
Tennessee js of the opinion that the work requires an architect instead 
of an engineer I do not interpose any objection. 


Mr. YOUNG. Ihave no objection at all to the change, but I be- | o 


lieve the resolution will answer just as it is. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. -Is it the design that the architect or engi- 
neer shall make inquiry as to the management of the property? 

Mr. YOUNG. Oh, no; but as to the manner in which the works are 
being constructed. * 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. By whom is this investigation to be made? 

Mr. YOUNG. By the committee, I believe. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. By a committee of this House? 

Mr. YOUNG. Certainly. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I raise this point of order: As I un- 
derstand it the whole question in reference to this resolution is already 
before the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, of which com- 
mittee the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STOCKSŁAGER] is chairman. 
As to the question of the rental of the Hot Springs reservation, that I 
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understand to be now before that Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds and is undergoing the process of investigation, and I hold it 
does not belong to this Committee on Expenditures inthe Department 
of the Interior. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that is not a point of order. 
But even if it were, the House has already referred this matter, as the 
reports state, to the Committee on Expenditures in the Interior De- 

ent. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I make the point of order that the 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from Indiana is not germane 
to this resolution. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The point of order comes too late after the matter 
has been received and discussed. 

SPEAKER. The Chair was going to state that the point came 
too late. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire by the amendment to make it specific, so 
that two committees shall not be investigating the same matter. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amendment of 
‘the gentleman from Indiana. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was to. 

Mr. YOUNG moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


IMMEDIATE APPROPRIATION FOR CERTAIN INDIAN TRIBES. 


Mr. ELLIS. I ask unanimous consent to take from the Speaker’s 
table House joint resolution No. 121, with a Senate amendment, for 
the purpose of referring the same to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The SPEAKER. The title of the joint resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

luti 
aR Te ution (H. Res. 121) appropriating $50,000 for the support of certain 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was taken from the 

Speaker’s table and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


COMPILATION OF REPORTS OF HOUSE COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BRUMM. I ask unanimous consent to offer a resolution for ref- 
erence merely. 
The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, subject to objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
sores costae crete tues ren eae reece 
u. 
Doris of conesalioeen for tie was of the soveral OENIGA of ee ELOA S 
There being no objection, the resolution was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Printing. 
CONSTITUTION AND STATE GOVERNMENT, WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 


Mr. BRENTS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to submit 
at this time two memorials of the Legislative Assembly of Washington 
Territory, with the request that they be printed in the RECORD and 
properly referred. One relates to the formation of a State govern- 
ment for Washington Territory and the other to the abolition of In- 
dian reservations. 

Mr. WELLER. I must object. 

Some time subsequently, the objection having been withdrawn, the 
memorials referred to by Mr. BRENTS were received, ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD, and referred severally to the Committee on 
the Territories and on Indian Affairs. The memorials are as follows: 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, TERRITORY OF WASHINGTON, 
> Office of the 

I, N. H. Owi f the Territo: f Washi: , and custodian of 
the great ale de O A that I coal carefully compared the AOA 
copy of writing with the original now on file in my o; , and that the same isa 
correct transcript therefrom and of the whole of said ori; 5; 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great seal 
of said Territory, at Olympia, this 12th day of January, 1854. 

[SEAL.] N. H. OWINGS, 
Secretary of tho Territory. 


JANUARY 30, 


MEMORIAL, 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States in Congress assembled : 

The people of the Territory of Washington, by their Legislative Assembly, 
respectfully, but urgently, protest against the further continuance by Congress 

{ the so-called Territorial vernment, a new creation of Congress, unknown 
to the Constitution of the United States, the only warrant for such a political 
anomaly in our institution being based upon a custom sanctioned so long that it 
has grown to be ed as the necessary method whereby territory of the na- 
tion can be for future States of the Federal Union. Earnestly this peo- 
ple pray that Congress will remove their political disabilities, and that they may 
enjoy the constitutional guarantee of a government republican in form, where 
the government derives all its just powers from the consent of the governed. 
The settlers of this Territory have brought hither to establish a State the neces- 
sary intelligence, loyalty, and patriotic motive. Itis conceded that they possess 
the necessary qualification ms, but still are they denied the first and most essential ' 
element of American citizenship. They dare not participate in the selection of the 
Chief Magistrate of the nation; they are denied the t to elect their own offi- 
cers; they can not sue a citizen of one of the States in the Federal courts because 
they are not recognized as citizensof a State; they are denied representation in 
the Congress of the United ; they can not make their own laws; they are 
mere dependents upon your honorable body, who claim to adopt rules for their 
government under an implied power, you make rules regulations as 
to the disposition of the territory and other property of the Government. In 


fact, every relation of such a government to the Congress of the United States 
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exhibits a dependence as humiliating as that so terribly denounced in that grand- 
est of indictments drafted by the immortal Jefferson arraigning the Crown of 
Great Britain for withholding popelar zi hts from our ancestors. Our people 
are a Commonwealth. We are a State, ugh denied such name. As a State, 
as a people, as a community we are entitled to demand that the Congress of the 
United Biates guarantee to us a republican form of government. The State, 
and people of a State, are here equivalent aea bene and it wens dis- 

1 when we urge as the paramount duty oi agen guaran ous 
of à republican form of government, In urgency of which we respectfully sub- 


mit— 

First. That the people are suffigient in numbers to successfully maintain a State 
government, The population of Washington Territory largely exceeds that of 
many of the States when admitted. It isnot less than 125,000, and well-informed 
and observant persons place it as high as 150,000, The immigration now and 
for the past year has been unexampled in the history of the growth of Ameri- 
can States and Territories. It is worthy of remark transition from 

erritorial v; to Statehood and sovereignty has always been followed 

y renewed gro ; and surely the circumstances and present surroundings of 
this Territory assure that increased erage xf importance, and wealth. We beg 
to refer to the admission of other States. California was admitted with a EE 
lation of 92,597. Colorado, at the census preceding admission, numbered 
Florida, at the census following admission, had a population of 87,445. while at 
the previous census it numbered only 54,477. came in with 107,206. 
Towa, at the census before admission, 
fore admission, 28,847; in 1860, 122,993. Nevada, before admission, 


Washington Territory in 1883 $44, 107, 567 
Colorado in 1880 ...,.000.000 43, 072, 648 
Florida ... 29,471, 227 

29, 564, 675 


the expenses of their courts, The expenses of legislation are partial 
Pyt tates; the peopl 


vernor and secretary are pai 
the peons 


ingress! 
States, but how cordially woul 
privilege of electin, thelr 1 expenses are derived from tax- 
ation for Territorial purposes 
taxes. The Territory, devoid of sovereignty, owns no yand can not 

id any from which income can be derived, and thus it is the tax-payers are 
a upon to bear this burden to maintain a government not of their own 
m A 

Third, Our great natural resources, our future wealth, demand such ition, 
and they are entitled to Congressional representation to secure their develo; 
ment, ith requisite population in numbers, who have demonstrated their ab 
ity to maintain government, we pray that our disabilities may be removed and we 
be restored to those rights which belong to American bi ght and citizenship, 
the right to select our own rulers, to make our own Jaws, e ask for nothing 
that is not your duty to confer. pray only to be allowed to consider our- 
selves citizens of the United States of America; and, as in right, duty, and good 


, we w ghar, SN 
Passed the council November 21, 1883. 


own rulers. 


SEWALL TRUAX, 
President of 


Passed the House November 24, 1883. 
E. ©. FERGUSON, 
Speaker of the House. 


Approved, November 28, 1883. 
* WM. A. NEWELL. 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, TERRITORY OF WASHINGTON, 
Office of the Seorelary. 
I, N. H. 0 secretary of the Territory of Washington, and custodian of 
the seal, do hereby certify that I have carefully compared the annexed 
eopy of writing with the original now on file in my oi and that the same is 
a correct transcript therefrom and of the whole of said original. 
In testimony w. I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great seal 
of said Territory, at Olympia, this 19th day of January, 1884. 
[SEAL.} N. H. OWINGS, 
. Secretary of the Territory. 
Memorial praying the abolition of Indian reservations, 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United of America in Congress assembled : 


The memorial of the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Washington 
respectfully represents that the continuance of race distinction by segregating a 
icular class of our native population and confining them to reservations, 
reating them as inferiors and dependent, whether they be as wards 
-of the Government or A yaa upon such reservations, is inconsistent with the 
progrenive spirit of and the gand achieved doctrine of the Republic 
tall humanity are eq before the law, a discrimination on account of race 
which ignores manhood or equality and uniformity of right as men and women, 
is at variance with the theory of democratic government, and native-born 
humanity of the United States can not longer be regarded as aliens, nor can 
communities. of such be treated as foreign nations. 

That the time has arrived when the Indians should be treated as other men 
are treated, with the same right to enjoy property, the same right to pursue hap- 
piness, That race should not be confined as prisoners upon or be limited to 
reservations, nor should they enjoy rights to acquire or hold land superior to or 
different from the American citizen. An Indian is human, he is neither more 
nor less than a native of our country, and your memorialists believe that a pol- 
icy which recognizes his humanity and manhood should be adopted. They be- 
lieve the reservation system of managing Indians a perfect failure, based upon 
principles radically wrong, uselessly expensive to the Government, unjust and 
detrimental to the Indian, retarding alike his advancement and the settlement 
of the country in which such reservations have been declared. and val- 
uable regions are continued as a wilderness, withheld from appropriation and 
cultivation by useful settlers. Indians are restricted to limits against 
their will, often kept there by the strong arm of military power, uniformly by 
the fear to leaye. A vast amount of money is expended by the United States, 
intentionally for their benefit, but really in the useless employment of white 
-persons, who sign vouchers regularly, but contribute but little amelioration to 
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those who have no desire they shall continue among them, and who tolerate 
Seat pence because afraid to expel them. rese: n policy in no wise 
benefits the Indians, Reservations are by the Indians generally regarded as 
limits, restraining their freedom and pursuit of happiness. They serve to 
eep alive the traditional prejudice that the Indians are a different, hostile, and 
inferior race. Millions of acres of land have been withdrawn from the public 
domain, —— the beneficent A eg ewe for which reservations were estab- 
lished. In the United States, by census of 1880, are about 250,000 In- 
dians, of which 66,407 are called civilized, being in the statistics of the Indian 
Bureau returned as wearing citizen’s dress. The area of Indian res- 
ervations is 241,764 er miles, or 154,741,534 acres, an average of nearly 1 
square mile for every Indian, man, woman, and child, or about 4 square miles 
for every Indian ‘‘ who wears citizen's dress," or about 16 square miles to each 
head of a family who wears citizen's dress. In {his Territory the reservations 
amount to 10,821 square miles, or 6,925,748 acres. There are about 14,000 Indians, 
of whom 4,405 wear citizen's dress, or 2} square miles to each so-called citizen 
Indian, about 10 square miles, or 6,400 acres to each of such civilized Indians as 
are heads of family, The number of agriculturists, or those who have capitai ” 
or can employ labor to utilize land, is perfectly insignificant, and these pentane: 
tures are pot $i land-poor by having land nominally given to them which they 
can in no le utilize or render a benefit. us a charitably intended 
system is but an unmitigated curse to the drones. The Government has pre- 
sented an elephant to a squaw or Papoose, expecting such helpless one to take 
care of the huge beast, Such being the practical view of this system after a long 
trial, your memorialists respectfully urge that it should be abaudoned. The 
Government should assist the Indian by bestowing nid which is practical. Tc 
those who wish to uire and hold land the free and most ample privilege 
should be extended; those who have no desire to cultivate the soil should not 
be restricted to reservation limits, where they cannot subsist themselves and 
those dependent upon them, nor should they be forced to the pursuit of agri- 
culture if they prefer to live by hunt or fishing. Nor is there any reasor 
why an Indian should have forced upon him a large quantity of land when he 
neither wishes nor requires any, nor can he make any use of it. Neither, if he 
could cultivate such land, should he be entitled to more than a white man. 
Your memorialists favor the bestowal of land within these reservations u 
such Indians as desire it. Such reservations pe a for a period be held subject 
to exclusive entry by Indians, who should be afforded oppor there or else- 
where to locate 160 acres of land upon terms more liberal than accorded to white 
settlers. After the expiration f such periods the bar to general settlement, re- 
less of race, should be removed. Nor could such a policy be other than 
neficial to the Indian settler, Even should he be unable to cultivate profit- 
ref he would be surrounded with settlements which would enhance the value 
and desirability of his lands, and he would be abundantly more profited by sur- 
rounding white neighbors than by the improvements made by himself. 
areas of reservation of Washington Territory, which for years the Indians have 
refused to appropriate, should be opened to settlement. Your memorialiste 
therefore pray that a policy should inaugurated by which the land within 
reservations remaining unoccupied at the expiration of a fixed period, say 
twelve months after notice, should be decl: open for settlement alike to 
whites and Indians; that until said period named Indians exclusively should 
be permitted to take such lands, that each and every Indian should be allowed 
to enter a quarter-section, and that no fees should be charged, and that the title 
should in him after one year’s continuous residence, but the land should 
be inalienable for seven years; that the lands heretofore taken by Indians upon 
any reservation shall be confined to them, with like inalienable condition, and 
that any Indian who has’ been restricted to 40 or 80 acres allotment may enter 
sufficient other land, either on their reservation or elsewhere, to secure to him 


or hera t of 160 acres, 
Passed the. council November 23, 1883. 


Approved November 28, 1883. 
WM. A. NEWELL, 
Governor, 


STAR-ROUTE INVESTIGATION. 


Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I am directed by the Committee oy the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads to report back a substitute for the resolu- 
tion of Mr. BEACH, of New York, referred to that committee on the 
17th instant, and recommend its passage. 

The SPEAKER. The original resolution will be read, after which 
the proposed substitute of the committee will be reported to the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
is, requested te 
nature whatever 


eneral surto the year 1881. 
he committee recommend the adoption o; 


Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I ask that the resolution be put upon 
its passage. 

The amendment of the committee was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was to. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas, moved to reconsider the vote bf which 
the resolution was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


REPORT OF POSTMASTER-GENERAL ON MAIL TRANSPORTATION, 


Mr. SCALES. Mr. Speaker, I am authorized by the Committee on 
Printing to report back House joint resolution No. 112, and ask its con- 
sideration, with an amendment recommended by {he committee. 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, &c., That the Public Printer be, and heis hereby, authorized to print. 
4,09 extra copies of the report of the committee appointed by the Postmaster 
General to devise a more complete system of gauging the rates of pay for carry- 
ing the mails on railroad routes under the act of Congress approved March 3, 


1883; 3,400 copies for the use of the House and 600 copies for the use of the Senate. 
The commi 


recommend the adoption of the following amendments: “In 


754 
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line 4strike out ‘four’ and insert ‘two.’ In lines 8 and 9 strike out ‘3,400’ and in- 
sert '1,700;’ and in line 9 strike out ‘600’ and insert ‘300.’” 


Mr. SCALES. Iam instructed by the committee to ask the present 
consideration of this joint resolution, and desire to say that this refers 
to a report of a committee authorized by Congress and appointed by the 
Postmaster-General to make a report in regard to the best means of 
carrying the mails on the railroads. The subject is of very great im- 

rtance, abt ý 
the resolution called for 4,000 copies. The committee thought 2,000 
would answer the purpose both for the House and for the Senate, and 
they so recommend. I hope the resolution will be adopted with the 
amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amendments 
reported by the committee, unless a division be called for. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The joint resolution as amended was ordered to be and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. SCALES moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint reso- 
lution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MONEY. I call for the regular order. 

ASSIGNMENT OF ROOMS. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has been requested to state to the House 
that an arrangement has been made between the Clerk of the House 
and the Committee on Banking and Curréncy by which the Clerk will 
occupy the room heretofore occupied by the Committee on Banking 
and Currency, and the Committee on Banking and Currency will take 
the room assigned to the Clerk by the order of the House. This an- 
nouncement was thought to be proper because it was a change of an 
order made by the House itself; and if there be any objection to it, 
this would be the proper time to make it. The Chair presumes the ar- 

ent will be satisfactory to the House. 
ere was no objection. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, if there be no objection, will also lay 
before the House certain executive communications. 

There was no objection. 

CLAIMS ALLOWED. 


The SPEAKER laid before the Housea letter from Hon. H. F. French, 
Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting schedule of claims 
allowed by the accounting officers of the Treasury under appropriations 
the balances of which have been exhausted; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

QUARANTINE STATIONS FOR NEAT CATTLE. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from Hon. H. F. 
French, Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an answer to 
resolution of the House of Representatives directing the Secretary of 
the Treasury to furnish a statement showing where quarantine stations, 
for neat cattle imported have been established, &c.; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture, and ordered to be printed. 

CLAIMS ALLOWED UNDER ACT OF AUGUST 7, 1882. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a schedule of claims allowed 
under the act of August 7, 1882, for services rendered and supplies fur- 
nished on account of Indian service amounting to $74,493.20; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

FEES, ETC., OF CUSTOMS OFFICERS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a statement of official fees and 
emoluments received by customs officers during the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1883; which was referred to the Committee on Expenditures 
in the Treasury Department, and ordered to be printed. 

è LATE HON. EDMUND W. M. MACKEY. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would also announce the following 
changes in the committee appointed to attend the funeral of the late 
Mr. MACKEY, two of the gentlemen appointed not being able to act on 
the committee: : 

Mr. AIKEN, of South Carolina, in place of Mr. HEMPHILL, of South 
Carolina, and Mr. PARKER, of New York, in place of Mr. CALKINS, of 
Indiana. i 


° ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order has been called for, which is th 


call of committees for reports. 
Mr. MONEY. I withdraw the demand for the regular order, that 


the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HEWITT] may offer a resoluti®n. 
MEXICAN WAR PENSIONS. 
Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I ask unanimous consent to submit fo 
present consideration the resolution which I send to the desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That House bill No. 3962, granting pensions to certain soldiers and 
sailors of the Mexican war and other wars acuta named, and for other pur- 
as be made the special order of the House, as in Committee of the Whole, on 

, the 5th day of February, 1884, after the morning hour, and from day 
to day disposed 


ereafter until of, not to interfere with general on 


or revenue bills 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to hear the first portion of the resolution 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order; and the Clerk will 
again report the resolution. : 

The resolution was again k 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I will modify the resolution by adding 
that the order shall not interfere with reports from the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

Mr. REED. I object to the present consideration of the resolution. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. MONEY. I renew the call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees for re~ 
ports. 


appropriati 


NATIONAL LA FAYETTE BANK. 


Mr. BUCKNER, from the Committee on Banking and Currency, re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2555) to 
change the name of “‘ The National La Fayette and Bank of Commerce’? ¢ 
to that of ‘‘The National La Fayette Bank;’’ which was referred to 
the House Calendar, and ordered to be printed. ; 

BUREAU OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY, ETC. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, from the Committee on Agriculture, re- 
ported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 3967) for the establish- 
ment of a bureau of animal industry, to prevent the exportation of dis- 
eased cattle, and to provide for the suppression and extirpation of pleuro- 
pneumonia and other contagious diseases among domestic animals; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and, with the amendments, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I ask unanimous consent that this bill 
be made the special order for next Tuesday, to continue from day to day 
thereafter until disposed of. 

The SPEAKER. That can not be done under this call. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Not by unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules of the House unanimous consent 
can not be asked while this call is proceeding. 

J. T. PICKETT. ‘ 

Mr. RICE, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3181) for the relief of 
J. T. Pickett; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

HENRY J. HUNT. 

Mr. LYMAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
with amendments the bill (H. R. 78) to provide for the retirement of 
Col. Henry J. Hunt as a major-general of the United States Army;. 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calender, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MARY A. LEE. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, from the Committee on pre ge reported, 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 807) for the re- 
lief of Mary A. Lee; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

ROBERT H. YOUNG. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I am directed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs to ask to be di from the further consideration of House 
bill 1719 for the relief of Robert H. Young. . The committee has already 
reported a general bill which will cover this particular case. i 

The SPEAKER. It will be regarded as an adverse report, and the 
bill will be laid upon tHe table. 


The committee were acco: y discharged from the further consid- 


eration of the bill, and the same was laid on the table. 


POST-OFFICE BUILDINGS. 

Mr. MONEY, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 
reported back the bill (H. R. 2568) to provide for the construction of 
post-offices in the United States and to increase the efficiency of the 
postal service, and moved that the committee be discharged from its 
further consideration, and that the same be referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The motion was agreed to; and it was ordered accordingly. 

POSTAGE ON SECOND-CLASS MAIL MATTER. 

Mr. MONEY, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 
reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 872) 
regulating rates of postage on second-class mail matter at letter-carrier 
offices; which was placed on the House Calendar, and the accompany- 
ing report ordered to be printed. 


1884. 


LETTER-CARRIERS OF BOSTON. 

Mr. COSGROVE, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, reported adversely the petition of Thomas E. Ballard and others, 
letter-carriers of Boston; which was laid on the table, and the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. 

ADMISSION OF TERRITORIES AS STATES. 

Mr. HARDEMAN, from the Committee on the Territories, reported 
back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 216) in relation to the admis- 
sion of Territories as States into the Union; which was placed on the 
Honse Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT ERIE, PA, 

Mr. BRAINERD, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. 
H. 1415) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide a building for the 
use of United States circuit and district courts, the post-office, internal- 
revenue offices, and other Government offices at Erie, Pa.,’’ and making 
an additional appropriation therefor; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT COUNCIL BLUFFS, IOWA. 

Mr, PUSEY, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 441) for 
the completion of a public building at Council Bluffs, Iowa; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

FRAUDULENT VENDORS OF PATENTED ARTICLES. 

Mr. VANCE, from the Committee on Patents, reported, as a substitute 
for House bill 3954, a bill (H. R. 4376) to make fraudulent vendors of 
patented articles guilty of a misdemeanor; which was read a first and 
second time, placed on the House Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed.. ~ 

PATENTS. 

Mr. VANCE also, from the Committee on Patents, reported, as a sub- 
stitute for House bill 1134, a bill (H. R. 4377) to amend section 4887 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States in relation to patents; which 
was read a first and second time, placed on the House Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH F. WILSON. 

Mr. HALSELL, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, re- 
ported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 275) for the relief of 
Joseph F. Wilson; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

NEW MEXICAN PRIVATE LAND CLAIM. 

Mr. HALSELL also, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, 
reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 130) to 
confirm a certain private land claim in the Territory of New Mexico; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH B. SELLERS. 

. Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 432) to increase the pen- 
sion of Joseph B. Sellers; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. . 
NANCY ELLIS. 

Mr. MATSON also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2979) granting a 
pension to Nancy Ellis; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying repart 
ordered to be printed. $ 
CATHERINE HUNTER. 

Mr. MATSON also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R.1897) granting a 
pension to Catherine Hunter; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and theaccompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT CARRICK. 

Mr. MATSON also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back the bill (H. R. 1536) for the relief of Robert Carrick; when the 
committee was di from the further consideration of the same, 
and it was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

LEVI ANDERSON. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 

back with amendments the bill (H. R. 3625) granting an increase of 

A ais Levi rap imei beige m referred to the Committee of the 

ole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying rt 
ordered to be printed. i E EVE 
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REBECCA BURCH. 


Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back the bill (H. R. 566) for the relief of Rebecca Burch, widow of a 
soldier of the Revolution; when the committee was di from the 
further consideration of the same, and it was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

SARAH DAYTON. 

Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
with amendments the bill (H. R. 1025) granting a pension to Sarah Day- 
ton, widow of Erastus G. Dayton; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying re- 
port ordered to be printed. 

MILES B. FARLIN. 


Mr. BAGLEY also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1076) granting a 
pension to Miles B. Farlin; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. l 

ROBERT NUTT. p 

Mr. BAGLEY also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2419) granting a 
pension to Robert Nutt; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM B. LEE. 
Mr. BAGLEY also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1073) granting a 
pension to William B. Lee; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calender, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 
FUNERAL CEREMONIES OF HON. E. W. M. MACKEY. 


The SPEAKER (at 3 minutes before 1 o'clock). By an order of the 
House made yesterday, to-day at 1 o’clock was designated for the 
funeral services of the late Mr. MACKEY, of South Carolina, and the 
Senate of the United States was invited by resolution to attend those 
ceremonies. The Chair thinks that business had better now be sus- 
pended, in order that the House may be in readiness to receive the 
Senate. The Chairrequests that the first two rows of seats be vacated 
inorder to afford room for Senators. 

At 1 o’clock the Senate of the United States, preceded by their Ser- 
geant-at-Arms, and headed by their President pro tempore, with the 
Secretary, entered the Hall and occupied the seats assigned them, the 
President pro tempore taking a seat beside the Speaker. 

At half past 1 o’clock the casket containing the remains of the de- 
ceased member was brought into the Hall, preceded by the Committee 
of Arrangements, withthe t-at-Arms of the House and Rey. Rush 
R. Shippen, D. D., and followed by relatives and friends of the deceased. 
i Seat E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D., Chaplain of the Senate, read the fol- 

o ; 
Lond, let me know my end and the number of my days, that I may 
be certified how long I have to live. 

Behold, Thou hast made my days as it were a span long, and mine 
age is even as nothing in réspect of Thee; and verily every man living 
is altogether vanity. : 

For man walketh in a vain shadow, and disquieteth himself in vain; 
he heapeth up riches, and can not tell who shall gather them. 

And now, Lord, what is my hope? Truly my hope is even in Thee. 

Deliver me from all mine offenses; and make me not a rebuke unto 
the foolish. - 

When Thou with rebukes dost chasten man for sin, Thou makest his 
beauty to consume away, like as it were a moth fretting a garment: 
every man therefore is but vanity. i 

Hear my prayer, O Lord; and with Thine ears consider my calling; 
hold not Thy peace at my tears. 

For I ama stranger with Thee, and a sojourner; as all my fathers 
were. ° 
O, spare mea little, that I may recover my strength before I go hence, 
and be no more seen. 

Lord, Thon hast been our refuge from one generation to another. 

Before the mountains were brought forth, or ever the earth and the 
yona were made, thou art God from everlasting, and world without 
en ra 

Rev. RusH R. SHIPPEN, D. D., pastor of All Souls’ church, Washing- 
ton, D. C., then spoke as follows: 

“If a man die shall he live again ?’’ is the question of Job in a book 
that is deemed by many scholars the oldest book of the Bible; and that 


‘| ancient question comes home to our hearts to-day as again the death 


messenger has been in our midst and summoned away one who but two 
weeks ago seemed as strong and full of promise of long life as any of 
us. Yet he had fulfilled but half the allotted threescore years and ten. 
a again the question comes to us all with a tremulous thrill, Is this 
e end? 
We come, friends, to-day to pay our tribute of honor and respect—not 
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to eulogize the dead, for he has gone beyond the reach of our poor praise 
or blame; he has gone to the nearer presence of the Eternal Justice; and 
trusting in the infinite mercy and justice, we commend his spirit to God, 


who gave it. His career was brief, but honorable. 

When the war closed he had not attained his majority, and in the 
few years which followed, with swift service, he rose rapidly in the 
ranks of honorable manhood. His public career you know. It had, as 
it were, but just begun, and there appeared opening to him a life of 
promise and usefulness. He had come to a place which honors every 
man who enters it, but which should be more honored by the men who 
come hither. It honored him, but’ he was doing his part to honor the 


place. 

The pulpit says in time of death prepare to meet thy God, but true 
Christianity teaches us that we do not meet Him only by dying. The 
teaching of Christ was that God is here. The kingdom of God is around 
us and within us. You meet God when you live as when you die. In 
every word you speak, in every deed you perform, you appear before 
the power of eternal justice which summons you to judgment. And 
God is as truly in this Chamber, in the ordinary affairs of each day’s 
work, as he is in this solemn hour when he seems to have become more 
present to our hearts. 

It is no part of true Christianity to disparage the noble life we may 
live here on earth. Jesus refers more to the life here than to the life 
hereafter, and His teaching emphasizes that living that would recog- 
nize God here and now and make us all prepared to meet Him every 
morning as we rise and every evening with the setting sun. And true 
Christianity would make life here honorableand noble and divine, and 
would consecrate the activities of this Chamber as the true service to 
God of man; and thus would glorify the life that now is. 

And so, dear friends, as one has fallen—rather has risen—remindi 
us of the words, ‘‘He is not here, but risen,” we will not erect the 
broken shaft as if life were a failure, as if it were incomplete, but we 
will recognize the nobleness of the life that now is here oneearth, when 
it er paa with honorable activities, as the true preparation for meet- 
ing z 

And the pulpit of the Christian Church has no di ing word to 
utter of the life of to-day, nor to glorify the life of the world to come. 
But the same presence of God, the same principles of noble action, the 
same honorable purposes that make life here to-day noble to the man 
who nobly uses it—all these opportunities, these principles, these activi- 
tties, may be carried out beyond the gate of death, and give promise of a 
dife of glory and nobility in the world to come. 

And just as science is teaching us of the unity of the universe, as the 
‘telescope lifted to the night’s sky shows us plancis and suns throngh- 
out the firmament, and as the is showing us the same con- 
stituents which are of this planet are in Jupiter and in the planets and 
suns of the night’s sky, so Christianity would teach us of the unity of 
the universe, of the spiritual universe that our souls inhabit, the unity 
of God’s kingdom which holds us here to-day, and whose laws and 
principles sweep out into eternity through the ages which are to come. 
And the life that is honorable and just here and now, contains the prin- 
ciples of that eternal life which is to glorify God and enjoy Him for- 
ever, ° 
And when the pulpit says then prepare to meet thy God in death, 
what does it mean but to say prepare to meet Him by honorable activi- 
tieshere and now? And the man who lives truly is ready for the pres- 
ence of God and the morning of the morrow,-whether that morrow is 
to be here on this planet or any other part of God’s universe. 

And, dear friends, just as gold currency is one which circulates in all 
nations of ‘this planet, and is good all round the globe, so righteousness 
is the gold currency that is good in all nations, good in all sects, good 
in all planets, good throughout the universe. And the very purpose of 
Jesus Christ and of Christianity is to bring all souls to the standard of 
righteousness which is God’s gold standard throughout all His domin- 
ions. 

We bring this searching test to ourselves to-day: Arewe prepared to 
meet our God? Dear friends, there are those in this time of question- 
ing who question about the hereafter, and who say the race may be 
immortal, but individuals perish like the perishing blossoms of spring- 
time. 

There is an immortality of the race, but not of the person! 

Alas! forthatskepticism! It does not meet the grieving of our hearts 
or the needs of our inner life. Jesus presents immortality of life. Its 
light shines through hope. He shows a principle of life with God to- 
day, and God for all time—God on this planet, and throughout the uni- 
verse. And the whole spirit of His teaching, His words and the sur- 
rounding circumstances when He raised to life the son of the widow of 
Nain; when Lazarus was raised from the dead; His words of hope, His 
whole life and teachings, point to the conviction that death is not the 
= of all. Itis but the open door. It is but the entrance to immor- 

ity. 

Let us cherish this hope then of a life of immortality. Let us live 
as we shall wish we had lived when our last hour shall have come. 
All that is honorable and good and noble and true in the brother who is 
gone is but his preparation for the higher service of the world to come; 
and I maintain that any honorable activity en earth which is of service 


to humanity, of service to the truth, of service to God, is the Christian’s 
preparation for the divine life of the world to come. 

Dear friends, the event that brings us together here to-day makes 
our hearts beat in unison. It brings us home to the central things of 
human life. It makes us forget for themoment our party politics. In 
a government like ours where there is ind ence and individuality, 
fostered and cherished by our free institutions, honorable and honest 
men will always differ. They may agree on the central basis of patri- 
otism, but in their method of administration they will differ honestly. 
Let them differ. It is well that they should differ. Jt is well for our 
country that there may be parties. But let therebe a check to the un- 
scrupulous, the bitter, the unbrotherly prejudices and hatreds and 
rancorous strife which have been a part of our past history, and with 
which these too often fight each other. 

At the open grave we forget our personal hostilities, and honor all 
that is honorable. Why should it not be so in life? Why may not 
men differ as brothers, as brother patriots, and still shake hands to- 
gether ? 

This event brings us of all sects together. We ask not to-day what 

was the name of the particular church or the particular creed te which 
our dead friend belonged; but on the basis of all good religion, on the 
basis of faith in God, and faith in immortality, of faith in righteousness, 
which was the central teaching of Jesus Christ himself, all sects unite 
together. Why shall it not be so in life? Why shall we not reeognize 
all men whose faces are set heavenward, doing their best; recognizing 
them as soldiers of different regiments in the one grand army of the liv- 
ing God? 
Ve thank God to-day for the Divine Providence and loving care that 
attended our brother and helped him to do his part nobly in his brief 
career; and because we see the loving kindness of the Heavenly Father 
through the thirty-eight years of his brief life we will trust, in that un- 
known world to which he has gone, that the same principles attend 
him, the same laws enfold him, the same loving God is with him, the 
same divine career opens to him, that his brief career on earth was 
but the opening door, the promise, the beginning of that noble career 
that is still to unfold itself as the ages go. 

We thank God for His loving providence, and for the lessons of this 
hour brought home to our hearts of our sure hope of immortality, and 
we will trust God forever. 

Rey. JOHN S. LINDSAY, Chaplain of the House of Representatives, 
then offered the following prayer: 

O God, whose days are without end, and whose mercies ean not be 
numbered, make us, we beseech Thee, deeply sensible of the shortness 
and uncertainty of human life; and let Thy Holy Spirit lead us through 
this vale of misery, in holiness and righteousness, all the days of our 
lives; that, when we shall have served Thee in our generation, we may 
be gathered unto our fathers, having the testimony of a good con- 
science; in the communion of the catholic church; in the confidence of 
a certain faith; in the comfort of a reasonable, religious, and holy hope; 
in favor with Thee our God, and in perfect charity withthe world. Alli 
of which we ask through Jesus Christ our Lord. 

The grace of our Lord Jesus Christ, and the love of God, and the 
fellowship of the Holy Ghost, be with us all evermore. Amen. 

The remains of the deceased were then removed from the Hall for in- 
terment. 

The Vice-President and the members of the Senate afterward retired 
from the Hall. 

The SPEAKER. (At 2 o'clock and 10 minutes p. m.) The House 
will stand adjourned until 12 o’clock to-morrow. 


PEMITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARBOUR: The petition of the brewers of the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: The petition of the Board of Trade of Colum- 
bus, Ga., for an appropriation for the improvement of the navigation 
of the Chattahoochee River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, the papers accompanying resolution requesting the President to 
inform the House of the facts relating to the arrest by the Colombian 
Government of certain American citizens—to the Committee on For- 


eign Affairs. 

Also, the petition of postmaster at Natchitoches, La.—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. S. S. COX: The petition of 1,283 Spaen and sailors of 
the port of New York, praying that the Marine-Hospital Service be not 
crippled by adverse legislation—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of 187 ex-shipmasters and sailors on the same sub- 
ject—to the same committee. 

By Mr. J. H: EVINS: The petition of Mary Murphy, for widow’s 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: The resolution of Janesville Post, No. 
172, Grand Army of the Republic, Janesville, Iowa, as to soldiers’ pen- 
sions—to the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and 
Back Pay. 
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Also, the papers from Col. Jed Lake, Independence, Iowa, urging 
amendments to patent laws—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: The resolution of the Indiana board of agricult- 
ure, in favor of retaliatory measures against governments excluding 
American pork from importation into their limits—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JAMES: The petition of 8 physicians and 43 business men 
of Staten Island, for a marine hospital, &c.—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 


By Mr. McCORMICK: The petition of citizens and marine men, 
for marine hospital at Gallipolis, Ohio—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MORGAN: The memorial of Marion Post, No. 119, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Stanberry, Mo., and also the memorial of Virgil 
Rogers Post, 122, Grand Army of the Republic, Martinstown, Mo., reg- 
ulating bounties and back pay—severally to the Select Committee on 
Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. NELSON: The petition of E. E. Corliss and others, for ar- 
rears of pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. J. O'NEILL: The petition of Henry C. Wright, that if 
postage on Sag teures is reduced to 1 cent it apply to half-ounce 

etters—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. REAGAN: The petition of 84 and also 79 citizens of Kansas, 
asking for a law to prevent members of Congress from voting upon any 
corporate matter in which they are interested—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. T. G. SKINNER: The petition of R. Bò Creecy, for the im- 
provement of the Pasquotank River—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. SMITH: The petition of .C. A. Fondersmith and 98 others, 
citizens of Lancaster County, Pennsylvania, and also of J. W. Nissley 
and 176 others, citizens of the same place, to redeem the trade-dollar 
and stop the coinage of the silver dollar—severally to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. STONE: The petitions of citizens of Amesbury and Salis- 
bury, for improvement of Powow River—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. : 

By Mr. THROCKMORTON: The memorial of Woodford F. Smith 
and others, citizens of the Chickasaw Nation, relative to granting the 
right of way to the Gulf, Colorado and Santa Fé Railway Company 
through said nation—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Spanish Fort, Montague County, Texas, 
asking for a post-route from Saint Jo to Spanish Fort—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, the papers relating to the claim of H. A. Whalley—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. VANCE: The memorial of Jed Lake, as to amendment of 
patent laws—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. WASHBURN: The petition of R. W. Richards, for an appro- 
priation for establishment of an industrial training and common schools 
in Alaska—to the Committee on Education. 

Also, the petition of M. J. Adams, inventor of Adams’s fiume, for es- 
tablishment of a permanent channel in the Mississippi River, preis 
the Committee on Commerce. 

5 


` SENATE. 
THURSDAY, January 31, 1884. 


Prayer by Chaplain C. C. MCCABE, of Chicago. 4 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
3 TRADE WITH CUBA AND PORTO RICO. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore: laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 

Te the Senate of the United States: 

In further response to the resolution of the Senate of the Sth instant, calling 
for the correspondence on poke sop the subject ee eee duties n com- 
merce between the United and Cuba and Porto Rico, I transmit çertain 
ay ere asec to the papers which accompanied the report sent to you on the 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, 

Washington, January 30, 1884. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a report of the 
Commissioner of Patents, showing the operations of his office for the 
year ending December 31, 1883, as required by section 494 of the Re- 
vised Statutes; which was referred to the Committee on Patents, and 
ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Attorney- 
General, urging the necessity for additional clerical force for his De- 
partment; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed, 


Mr. HALE. I wish to correct the matter of printing an executive 
communication which came in the other day. Itis a letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in compliance with a Senate 
resolution, the opinion of the Attorney-General of June 22, 1883, on 
the so-called longevity clause of the naval appropriation acts of August 
5, 1882, and March 3, 1883. The communication and also the opinion 
ought to have been printed, but nothing but the communication, which 
is very brief and which does not cover the subject, was printed. I move 
that the opinion accompanying it be printed. 
The motion was agreed to. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


' The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of citizens of Ver- 
mont, praying for the prohibition of the sale, manufacture, and use of 
intoxicating liquors in the District of Columbia; which was referred to 
the Committee on the District. of Columbia. 

Mr. PIKE presented the petition of Lydia E. Graves and other cit- 
izens of New Hampshire, praying that the manufacture and sale of al- 
coholic beverages be prohibited in the District of Columbia; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MORRILL presented a petition of the Vermont Merino Sheep 
Breeders’ Association, praying that the duties on foreign wool be re- 
stored so as to be equal to the tariff of 1867; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HARRISON, I present the petition of several hundred citizens 
of Indiana, praying that the manufacture and sale of alcoholic bever- 
ages be prohibited in the District of Columbia; I move that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. . I present a similar petition numer- 
ously signed by citizens of Wisconsin, and I move that it be referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I present still another similar peti- 
tion from citizens of California on the same subject, and I move it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. s 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COLQUITT. I present a petition of a number of citizens of the 
State of Georgia and other States in reference to the alcoholic liquor 
traflicin the District of Columbia. I move that the petition be referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. I present the petition of J. I. Daniel, James M. Schu- 
macker, W. T. Forbes, J. E. Hart, John M. L. Engle, and others, 
dongs citizens of Jacksonville, praying for the extension of the 

ast-mail service from Charleston Junction, S. C., to Savannah, Ga., 
and Jacksonville, Fla. I move that the petition be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LOGAN presented a petiticn of 1,207 citizens of Illinois, pray- 
ing for the passage of a bill prohibiting the manufacture and sale of 
alcoholic liquors in the District of Columbia; which was referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CULLOM. I present resolutions, which I suppose may be re- 
garded as a geun, adopted by the Lincoln Post, No. 1, Department of 
California, Grand Army of the Republic, indorsed by the Department 
of Maryland, praying that preference be given to soldiers and sailors in 
all civil-service examinations, provided they have the necessary qualifi- 
cations. I move that the resolutions be referred to the Committee on 
Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VAN WYCK presented a petition of citizens of Nebraska, pray- 
ing for the prohibition of the manufacture and sale of ardent spirits 
in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SEWELL presented a petition of citizens of New Jersey, pray- 
ing for the prohibition of the manufacture and sale of alcoholic bever- 
ages in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BOWEN presented a petition of James M. Bryan on behalf of the 
Old Settlers, or Western Cherokee Indians, praying for the payment 
to them of a certain sum of money alleged to be due from the United 
States; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, presented a petition of the J. R. Tap- 
pan Post, No. 215, Grand Army of the Republic, of Saugerties, N. Y., 
praying for the pensioning of all veterans of the civil war; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HALE presented a petition of masters of vessels and others di- 
rectly interested in navigation, citizens of Maine, praying for the better 
lighting of the western entrance to Southwest Harbor, Mount Desert, 
Me.; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PALMER presented the petition of Samuel S. Harris, Bishop of 
Michigan, praying for. the passage of an act to provide for the collection 
of statistics of divorce as a basis of future legislation; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of William Young, late private Com- 
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pany F, Twenty-third Michigan Infantry, praying fora pension; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 7 

Mr. COKE presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of Texas; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

Joint resolution instructing our Senators and requesting our Representatives 
in Congress to use their endeavors to procure suitable and adequate appro- 
priation to secure deep water at Sabine 
Whereas it is the opinion of learned and scientific engineers that deep water 

can be obtained and permanently retained at Sabine Pass; and — 

Whereas this opinion is sustained and proven by recent experiments; and 

Whereas great benefits would result to the State by reason of the obtaining of 
deep water at Sabine Pass: Therefore, 

SEcTION 1. Be it resolved by the senate of the State of Texas (the house of mpre 
sentatives concurring), That our Senators in Congress be instructed and our Rep- 
resentatives requested to use their endeavors to procure suitable and adequate 
appropriation to secure es 4 water at Sabine Pass, in order to meet the grow- 
ing demands of commerce of the State of Texas, X 

Sec. 2, Be it further resolved, That immediately upon the passag 
Intion the secretary of state be, and he is hereby, directed to furnish each of 
our Senators and Representatives in Congress with certified copies of the same. 

Sec. 8, Whereas the present session of the Legislature is limited, and mat- 
ters of great importance will be considered by it, creates an imperative public 
necessity and emergency that the rule requiring bills to be read on three several 
days be suspended, and that this resolution take effect from and after its passage ; 
which is each igre 

A uary 24, 1834, 

ajia o= THE STATE OF TEXAS, 
Department of State. 

I, J. W. Baines, secretary of state of the State of Texas, do hereby certify that 
the foi ing is a true copy of the joint resolution passed by the senate of the 
State of Texas, the house of representatives concurring, approved January 24, 
A. D. 1884, and now on file in this department, 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto signed my name and have impressed 
hereon the seal of the State, at Austin, Tex., this rer oy A. D. 1884. 

[SEAL] J. W. BAINES, Secretary of State. 

Mr. COKE also presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of 

Texas; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 

to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

Joint resolution requesting our Senators and Representatives in Congress to 
use their best efforts to procure the by Congress, at its present session, 


of an act for the improvement of the entrance to Galveston Harbor on the 
basis of the pending proposition of Capt, James B. Eads. 


SECTION 1. Be it resolved by the Legislature of the State of Texas, That our Sena- 
tors in Congress are hereby instructed and our Representatives in Congress are 
hereby requested earnestly and unitedly to urge the passage, at the present 
session of Congress, of an act for the improvement of the entrance to the Gal- 
veston Harbor on the basis of the pending proposition made by Capt. James B. 
Eads in response to the invitation of the city of Galveston. 


rate E JNO. IRELAND, Governor. 
THE STATE OF TEXAS 
< Department of State. 

f State of Texas, do hereby certify that 
est SE wun maeaea A ane n igerra No. 18 as passed by “ea lary 
session of the hteenth ure,and now on file in this department. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto signed my name and have impressed 
hereon the seal of the State, at Austin, Tex., this January 25, A. D. 1884. 

[SEAL] J. W. BAINES, Secretary of State, 

Mr. COCKRELL presented the petition of Joseph Potts and other 
:membersof J. H. Paynter Post, No. 90, citizens of Jericho, Cedar County, 
Missouri, praying for the passage of the equalization-of-bounty bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I present the petition of Spencer L. Flower, of 
Hartford, Conn., and a large number of others, praying for the pro- 
hibition of the alcoholic liquor traffic in the District of Columbia. I 
move that it be referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. WILSON. I present the petition of 69 citizens of the United 
States, residents of Iowa, praying for the enactment of a law prohibit- 
ing the manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors in the District of 
Columbia. I wish to say that these petitioners are of the best elements 
of the population of Iowa, and that the petition fairly represents the 
dominant sentiment of that State. I wish further to say that person- 
ally I am in accord with the purpose and prayer of the petition. I 
move that it be referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia’ 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CONGER presented a petition of 807 citizens of Michigan, pray- 
ing for the prohibition of the alcoholic liquor traffic in the District of 
Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of citizens of Minnesota, pray- 
ing for the prohibition of the alcoholic liquor traffic in the District of 
Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 
` Mr. FRYE presented a petition of citizens of Maine, praying for the 
prohibition of the alcoholic liquor traffic in the District of Columbia; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

GUANO ISLANDS. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations, to whom was referred the bill (S. 874) to further suspend the 
operation of section 5574 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
title 72, in relation to guano islands, to report it without amendment, 
and as there seems to be a necessity for the passage of the bill and itis 
but a few lines long, I ask for its present consideration. 


e of this reso- |* 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GARLAND in thechair), The bill 
will be read for information. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That section 5574, title 72, of the Revised Statutes of the 


United States be, and thesame is hereby, further suspended, as therein set forth, 


for the period of five years next from and after the passage of this act. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to know what that section of the 
Revised Statutes is, and to have the Senator from Ohio explain the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will explain it. Section 5574 of the Revised 
Statutes, page 1080, provides that— 

Ne guano shall be taken from any such island, rock or key, except for the use 
of the citizens of the United States, or of persons resident therein. 

This is the law regulating the acquisition of guano claims on the un- 
settled portions of the coast of South America. Then the section pro- 
vides further: 

This section shall, however, be suspended in relation to all persons who have 


complied with the provisions of this title for five years from and after the Mth 
day of July, 1872. 


That time is past, and it is now necessary to.suspend for a further 
period of five years the prohibition of the article. 

It seems that guano is now intermixed with phosphates found in 
South Carolina and has become an article of commerce, and that in or- 
der to get a market for the phosphates it is necessary to mix the guano 
with them for exportation to Germany and other foreign countries. It 
is therefore clearly in the interest of the United States that this bill 
should Pass, so as to make a market for our own products. I believe 
the production is now confined to the State of South Carolina. 

Mr. RANSOM. I will ask the Senator to allow the bill to pass over 
for the present. I should like to look into it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to that course, except that I 
am urged by parties living in the same region that the Senator does to 
have it passed. j 
Mr. KANSOM. I apprehend that the bill is right, but I desire to 
look at it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. All right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the bill will 
be passed over informally, without prejudice. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 310) to amend the law relating to the 
bonds of executors in the District of Columbia, reported it without 
amendment. 

Mr. KENNA, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 385) for the relief of D. C. Allen, submitted an adverse 
report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed in- 
definitely. : 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S, 
436) for the relief of William J. Gamble, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. JACKSON, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 388) for the relief of David Waldo, submitted an adverse 
report thereon. ‘ 

Mr, COCKRELL. Let the bill be placed on the Calendar. I would 
like to have time to examine it. 4 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be.placed on the Calen- 
dar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. BLAIR. By direction of the Committee on Education and Labor, 
I report favorably the bill (S. 398) to aid in the establishment and tem- 
porary support of common schools, and submit a written report. There 
have been some transpositions of the clauses in the original bill and some 
few changes in its features, so that the committee has reported the bill in 
4 new rad jaa I ask that the report and the bill with the new draught 

printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Such will be the order, and the bill 
will be placed upon the Calendar. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 422) for the relief of Isaac Minor, administrator of the estate 
of John Saf, deceased, submitted an adverse report thereon, which was 
agreed to; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. SEWELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 641) concerning details from the Army, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims, to’ 
whom was referred the bill (S. 743) for the relief of Frederick W. Rug- 
gles, of Westport, Nova Scotia, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (s. 
212) for the relief of Richard F. Barrett, asked to be di from its 
further consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs; which was agreed to. 

Mr. MO from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 


ferred the bill (S. 237) for the relief of Frances W. Dyer, asked to be 
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discharged from its further consideration, and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Claims; which was to. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 716) for the relief of Eliza Howard Powers, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. LOGAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1029) for the reliefof Jesse Benton Frémont, asked 
to be discharged from its further consideration, and that it be referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary; which was agreed to. 

Mr. GEORGE, from the Committeeon Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 374) for the relief of Francis L. Valle, submitted an ad- 
verse report thereon. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be placed on the Calendar, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection ? 

Mr. GEORGE. I suppose the Senator from Missouri has a right to 
have it placed there. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be placed on the Calen- 
dar with the adverse repett of the committee. 

Mr. GEORGE, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 13) for the relief of those suffering from the destruction of 
the salt-works near Manchester, Ky., pursuant to the orders of Maj. 
Gen. Carlos Buell, submitted an adverse report thereon. 

Mr. BECK. I desire to have that bill placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be placed on the Calen- 
dar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 452) to remit the forfeiture of the British bark 
Viscount Canning, and to refund the proceeds of the sale thereof to her 
owners, Edward D. Morris and C. R. Morris, reported it with an 
amendment. 5 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 729) for the protection of 
children in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes, reported it 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S: 1336) granting an increase of 
pension to Ann Cornelia Lanman; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1337) granting an increase of pension to 
Lucy Le G. Jeffers; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 1338) for the relief of Betsey A. Mower; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. HARRISON introduced a bill (S. 1339) granting a pension to 
Frank Gray; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1340) granting a pension to Isaac Reed; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (8. 1341) to pay to employés of the Gov- 
ernment wages hitherto withheld in violation of the eight-hour law; 
which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. BLAIR. I introduce this bill at the request of 
of the workingmen’s interests. I move that it be refi 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

The motion was to. ' 

Mr. BLAIR also introduced a bill (S. 1342) to provide pensions for 
dependent soldiers, sailors, and officers who have been honorably dis- 

after three months’ service in any previous war, or who shall 
hereafter be honorably discharged from the service in future wars, at 
the expiration of twenty years after such di and to their de- 
pendent relatives; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 1343) granting to the county of 
Randolph, in the State of Illinois, certain public unsurveyed lands with- 
in said county on certain conditions; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1344) authorizing the Bellingham Bay 
Railway and Navigation Company to build certain bridges, wharves, 

, and docks in the Territory of Washington; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr, McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 1345) forthe relief of certain 
re on swamp lands in Minnesota; which was read twice by its 
title. 

Mr. McMILLAN, I desire to- say in connection with this bill that 
it was framed by the land department of Minnesota, and has the ap- 
proval of the executive of that State. I move that it be referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. McMILLAN. LT also ask leave on behalf of my colleague [Mr. 
SABIN], who is necessarily absent from the city, to introduce a bill. 

The bill (S. 1346) to legalize and establish the booms, piers, cribs, 
piling, and all other structures now constructed and e in the bed 
of the Saint Croix River, in Wisconsin and Minnesota, by the Saint Croix 


resentatives 
to the Com- 
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Boom Corporation, and to authorize the said Saint Croix Boom Corpo- 
ration to erect ard construct similar piers, piling, and cribs in said 
river, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. b 

Mr, PLATT (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1347) for the relief of 
the sufferers by loss of the Government steamer J. Don. Cameron; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1348) to relieve commercial travelers 
from license taxes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. = 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, introduced a bill (S. 1349) for ‘the re- 
lief of the heirs of Simon H. Mix, deceased; whieh was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1350) increasing the pension granted to 
George W. Graham; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1351) for the relief of the 
Continental Fire Insurance Company, Eagle Fire Insurance Company, 
City Fire Insurance Company, and Commercial Mutual] Insurance Com- 
pany, all of New York city; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims.” 3 

Mr. BUTLER introduced a bill (S. 1352) for the relief of William Mc- 
Namara; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers and the papers on file relating to the case, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HALE (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1353) to regulate pro- 
motions in the Navy; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1354) to authorize the vol- 
untary retirement of officers of the Navy after thirty years’ honorable 
service; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. i 

Mr. PALMER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1355) to confirm the 
homestead entry of Hugh Foster; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1356) for the relief of Caro- 
line M. Montgomery; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BOWEN introduced a bill (S. 1357) for the relief of Agnes and 
Maria de Leon, heirs at law of Rebecca L. de Leon, deceased; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1358) for the relief of Daniel Taylor 
John T. Hall, James M. Duckett, and John C. Palmer; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GROOME (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1359) to enable Mrs. 
Louisa Holterman (formerly Mrs. Louisa igre of the city of 
Saint Louis, in the State of Missouri, widow of Gabriel Neudecker, de- 
ceased, and Martron D. Lewis, public administrator of said city, having 
charge of the estate of said Gabriel Neudecker, deceased, to make ap- 
plication to the Commissioner of Patents for the extension of letters 
patent numbered 70012 for a process for preparing tobacco; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 1360) giving a ion to Mina M. 
Gwynn, of Kansas City, Mo.; which was: read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HARRIS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1361) giving a mili- 
tary record to Thomas Miller; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military . 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, introduced a bill (S. 1362) to amend 
an act entitled ‘‘An act to encourage the growth of timber on the West- 
erm prairies;’? which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. FRYE iniroduced a bill (S. 1363) granting a pension to Frank 
S. Hillard; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 1364) granting a pension to C. 
C. Phillips; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1365) granting an increase of pension to 
Eugene O'Sullivan, late a sergeant of Company K, Eighteenth Missouri 
Volunteer Infantry; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL. By request of a reputable attorney of this city I 
desire to introduce a bill. 

The bill (S. 1366) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah Elizabeth Holroyd, 
widow and administratrix of the estate of John Holroyd, deceased; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 


Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 1367) granting a pension to 
Sarah L. Wetter; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying peter re to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PEND N introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 49) propos- 
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ing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States providing 
for the election of certain officers by the people; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Civil Service and Re- 
trenchment. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. PLATT. Ifthe order of the introduction of bills and joint resolu- 
tions is through, I ask that the resolutions which I submitted on Tues- 
day be taken up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The order of “‘ concurrent and other 
resolutions ’’ remains. 

Mr. PLATT. Is not this the proper time to call up and lay before 
the Senate the resolutions which I submitted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. At the proper time the Chair will lay 
the resolutions before the Senate. 

Mr. PLATT. Ido not think that the resolutions will lead to any 
debate. I suppose they are the first business in order under this call. 

Mr. MORRILL. I wish to offer an order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Connecticut 
insist on his resolutions being now laid before the Senate? 

Mr. PLATT. Ihave no objection to their being informally laid aside 
until the routine of business is concluded. However, I wish to have 
them considered this morning. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, That will be the order, if there be 
no objection. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. MILLER, of California, it was 


Ordered, That the rs in the ease of A. S. Rosenbaum & Co. be taken from 
the files and refe to the Committee on the Judiciary, subject to the rules of 


On motion of Mr. BUTLER, it was j 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of William sory yap withdrawn from 
the files and refe to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

On motion of Mr. VAN WYCK, it was 


Ordered, That the pepe inthe case of Arent B. Sorensen, heretofore referred 
to the Committee laims and no report made thereon, be token: from the 
files and again referred to that committee. 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER IMPROVEMENT. 
Mr. JONAS submitted the following resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, That 2,000 additional co; 
the United States Senate on the 
one-half for the use of the Senate and one- 
resentatives. 


ies ‘races = er of the Select Committee of 
ee ver Improvements be printed; 
for the use of the House of of Rep- 


VINEGAR FACTORIES. 

Mr. MORRILL. I submit the following order: 

Ordered, That 500 copies of seer | before the Senate Committee on Finance, 
January 30,1884, in relation to the bill (S. 855) torepeal an act relating to vinegar 
factories, &c., be printed for the use of the committee. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not object to that being done, but there was 
only a partial hearing, as the chairman of the committee well knows. 
I would prefer that the matter lie over until we have a full hearing be- 
fore the committee of both sides. 

Mr. MORRILL. I have no objection to that course. : 

Mr. BECK. I should like to make a suggestion to the Senator from 
Iowa. The committee was thin yesterday when the statements were 
made, and I think it would be well to print them now, but to extend 
the order so that the statements on each side shall be printed when the 
committee have heard them. Let the order be made now, so that those 
- members who were not present yesterday may see the statements, and 
when the other side comes to be heard their statements may be printed 
as well. 

Mr. MORRILL. This provides for printing only 500 copies for our 
own use. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. I think 500 copies ought to go around 
the committee, as there are only eleven members of it. 

Mr. BECK. Five were absent yesterday. 

Mr. ALLISON. I trust the chairman will make the order read “500 
sge of the statements already made and any statements hereafter to 

made,” 

Mr. BECK. That is right. 

Mr. MORRILL. I have no objection to that amendment. 

' The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution as modified will be 
reported by the Secretary. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Ordered, That 500 copies of a hearing on January 30, 18%, and any statements 

Finance in PREN to the 


to be hereafter made before the Senate Co 


mmittee on 
bill (S. 855) to an act relating to vinegar factories, &c., be printed for the 


use of the committee. 
Mr, ALLISON. I do not quite understand the reading. I ask the 
Chief Clerk to repeat the phraseology. 
The CHIEF CLERK. ‘‘That 500 copies of a hearing and any state- 
ments to be hereafter made’? —— 
Mr. INGALLS. Let it read: ‘‘ testimony submitted ata hearing.” 
Mr. ALLISON. I think that would be better. 
Ait ie PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be read as modi- 


The resolution as modified was read, as follows: 
Ordered, TORDO co acing the iaioa submitted at a hearing eres a 


Senate Committee on nance January 30, 18%, and any statements 

after made before the Senate Committee on Finance in relation to pe tear $55) 
Oro anea relating to vinegar factories, &c., be printed for the use of the 
co! 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption of 
the resolution as amended. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

STATISTICAL ABSTRACT. 

Mr. BECK. I offer the following resolution for reference to the 
Committee on Printing: 

Resolved, That 5,000 copies of the Statistical Abstract of the United 
Executive Document o. 82, first session Forty-eighth 
of Representatives, be Aea for the use of the Senate, 

I desire only to say that the reason for thjs is that the abstract, as 
the Secretary of the Treasury says, ‘‘ embraces tables in regard to 
finance, coinage, commerce, immigration, tonnage and navigation, es 
postal service, public lands, population, education, railroads, 
ure, and mining,” and it is strictly, as it purports to be, a Piae ofall 
the interests of the United States in the most condensed form I have 
seen in the last ten years. Every Senator and Representative will’want 
it; every board of trade, every chamber of commerce will want the 
information; and I hope the committee will act upon the resolution 
favorably. I move the reference of the resolution to the Committee on 
Printing. 

- The motion was agreed to. 
PRINTING OF NAVAL BILLS. 

Mr. HALE. 1 ask for the adoption of the following order: 

Ordered, That Senate bills 697 and 698 be reprinted for the use of the Senate, 
the usual number having been exhausted. 

That does not need to go to the Committee on Printing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

TELEGRAPH SERVICE. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will now report the res- 
olutions submitted by the Senator from Connectieut [Mr. PLATT] Jan- 
uary 29. 

The resolutions were read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads are eee ine 
structed to inquire whether the cost of telegraphic correspondence between the 
several States and Territories of the United Btates, or with foreign countries, 
has been injuriously affected by large stock dividends made Srina Western 
Union Tel h Company, by consolidations between different telegraph com- 
panies, by working contracts with cable or other companies, by the AA of 
connecting or competing lines, or by other means, 

That said committee further inquire whether the Western Union 

Telegraph Company directly, or throu ugh the Gold and Stock Telegraph Com- 
y, or any other company or association, have prescribed rules or regulations 
‘or the transmitting of press news, or made differential rates whereby discrimi- 
nations are made wh eh the free and independent use of the red foes by 


the press. 

‘Resolved, That said committee be empowered to send for iad een nb and papers, 
employ a stenographer, and report by bill or otherwise, an 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolutions, 

The resolutions were agreed to. 

i COLLIN ADAMS AND LUCY V. WEATHERRED, 

Mr. JACKSON. Iask leave to call up the bill (S. 974) for the relief 
of Collin Adams and Lucy V. Weatherred, for the purpose of asking that 
that bill, with the accompanying report, berecommitted to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. Since the report was made certain facts material to the 
case have been called to my attention which were not before the com- 
mittee when the case was considered. It is proper, therefore, that the 
bill and report should be again considered by the Committee on Claims, 
and I make that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

LADY FRANKLIN BAY EXPEDITION. 

Mr. HALE. Ifthe morning business is completed, I call up the re- 
port of the conference committee which was under consideration yes- 
terday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine calls up the 
conference report, which was under consideration yesterday, on the dis- - 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the Senator to 
the joint resolution (H. Res. 119) making an appropriation for the relief 
of Lieut. A. W. Greely and his party, composing what is known as the 
Lady Franklin Bay expedition to the Arctic regions, The question is 
on the adoption of the report. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I do not desire to take the time of the 
Senate any further than tosay this: Iam perfectly aware that there isa 
great deal of impatience felt by members of this body over the result 
of the previous expeditions to the North Pole. There has been noth- 
ing coming from them in any degree commensurate with the money 
that has been spent and the valuable lives that have been lost or 
risked. All of that I fully realize and deplore as greatly as any Sena-. 
tor here. I know that under that spirit and feeling of impatience at. 
the failure of these different expeditions there may bea tendency either- 
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to put a stop to the proposed expedition or to delay it or to hem it in 
or to restrict it so that there is danger of its current ‘‘ turning awry and 
losing the name of action.’’ I hope that Senators will not under the 
influence of that feeling, in which I share, let anything be done that 
shall hinder this relief expedition, and I ask tors to bear in mind 
that this is to be a naval expedition for the relief of a naval party which 
the Congress of the United States sent into that inhospitable and al- 
most unexplored region. Congress putitself on-record as declaring that 
this expedition should be made. Under that power and by that sanc- 
tion the expedition sailed away to the northern seas and to northern ice 
and to northern exposure, it may be to death at the north. But while 
any question remains as to the life of asingle person in that expedition 
which we directed and forced to go there, I believe and hope Senators 
will bear me out that nothing should be left undone now to hurry up 
this expedition; and I think in this matter for the relief of a naval party 
who may be there now living in danger every day, and with the danger 
increasing every day, that the responsibility should be with the Presi- 
dent as to whom he may direct to go there. I have no fear that under 
this any man will be compelled to go where there is'good reason that he 
should not go; but the President, it seems to me, acting through the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, or with him, ought to have the right to search the 
Navy and select the calm mind, the judicious mind, whose rank, posi- 
tion, and record are a guarantee, so far as we can have any guarantee, 
that this expedition shall not be a failure, put them upon this expedi- 
tion and trust to them that we may hear something of this ice-heleag- 
tered party. 

Mr. HOAR. My attention was called away a moment from the pro- 
ceedings of the Senate, and I should like to ask the Senator from Maine 
to state, if he has not stated, or to restate if he has stated, what was 
the relation of the Government to the expedition which this expedition 
is to relieve. 

Mr. HALE. The Government made an appropriation in its annual 
appropriations for the service of the Government relating to the Signal 
Service. The officer in charge of the Signal Service had pretty much 
or entirely the control of the expedition, but naval officers were ac- 
cepted, one of them put in of the expedition, and under the ap- 
propriation by the Government it sailed on its dangerous quest. 

Mr. HOAR. Who gave the naval officer in charge of the vessel his 
orders? 

Mr. HALE. I suppose that the general purpose and character of 
the expedition was given in the War Department. 

Mr. HOAR. The Government? - 

Mr. HALE. The Government gave the orders undoubtedly. Isup- 
pose that for the naval officers the direction and detail was given by 
the Navy Department; so that it became a governmental affair more 
than if one Department alone had adopted it. Then the Government 
followed it up by appropriating money and directing relief itions 
for the rescue of this party, which failed, so that all along from the be- 
ginning it is a matter of Government origination, of Government adop- 
tion, of Government direction, and if anything can make it one of gov- 
ernmental responsibility, I think this is it. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I shall vote to accept this conference re- 
port because on reflection I am satisfied, contrary to my original incli- 
nation, that the position of the House is right, and not for the sake of 
yielding an opinion upon which there may be doubt on the part of the 
Senate. 


The Navy, of course, is created for the ultimate object, where neces- 
sary, of exposing the lives of the persons who enlist in it to 
dangers by sea and dangers in battle. If it were not for the expecta- 
tion that at some time or somewhere the safety or the honor of this 
country would require men to engage in a death-struggle, no navy would 
exist. The training of the officer, the drill of the crew, the marines, 
like the training of the officer and the soldier in the Army, isa training 
ef men who spend their lives to be adapted and to be ready to expose 
those lives when the honor and the interest of their country require. 

Now, if one of our ships of war had gone aground on a dangerous 
reef, as the City of Columbus did off the coast of Massachusetts the 
other day, and if another ship came by, does any one doubt that it 
would be a lawful order to a lieutenantor midshipman to take a boat’s 
crew and proceed at imminent peril where there might be but one 
chance in ten even of the safety of the rescuing party to endeavor to 
take off from the wreck such of the unfortunate men who might hap- 
pen to survive? Nobody can question that that would be a lawful or- 
der and that the duty would be a lawful duty. It would be dishonor 
to the officer or the sailor who should resist its performance. 

It seems to me that when the Government took the responsibility of 
sending these men, under its sanction, with its assent, at its ex 
in large part, into these perilous Arctic regions, it pledged itself to do 
what is reasonable and fair toward their rescue if they are shut in 
there by the ice or are in any way exposed to peril and of loss 
or starvation. It seems to me that if in the opinion of the President 
of the United States, or the head of the Navy Department, or Congress, 
or of whoever this responsibility may lie on, there is a chance of saving 
these men which warrants the risk, it is the duty. of the Government to 
isk its men as much as it is to risk its treasure in making the effort. 
If the question had been raised by one of the officers of this Greely ex- 


pedition when he volunteered, ‘‘Suppose my ship should not come back: 
in the two years or the three years,” or whenever she was expected to- 
return, ‘‘and there is reason to suppose that the crew and the officers 
are there starving on a desolate coast, or have lost their ship, or are un 
able to get out by reason of the ice, will there be an attempt on the pari: 
of the American people to rescue me?’ does anybody suppose thery 
would have been a negative answer then ? 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator let me put in right there what if 
seems to me fits admirably to that question? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. Toshow what would have been the feeling let me men- 
tion this fact: When this expedition went out it went out under orders 
to so arrange its operations in and about Lady Franklin Bay that the 
party would be ready to meet a relief expedition that would go te them 
if they did not report to us and find relief at such place at the mouth 
of the sound; and to this day that party, proceeding under that order 
and under that pledge, has no provision made at that place for its re- 
lief, and is waiting for the expedition that was promised. 

Mr.,HOAR. Now, Mr. President, I can not believe thatif this were 
a British expedition there would be any hesitation on the part of the 
British Government in sending a party for relief. I think if the sug- 
gestion were made to the British people whether they would allow a 
party of Englishmen unsearched-for, uncared-for, to perish under the 
circumstances which the honorable Senator from Maine has described, 
the expression of the doubt would be received with a burst of indig-- 
nation from the entire British public. . 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam willing to accept the statement by the Senator 
from Maine that the President ought to be empowered to name thr 
commander of this expedition. I conceive it quite probable that ther 
might be volunteers who would not be up to the standard requisite fo 
conducting an expedition of this sort; but I do not subscribe to th 
idea that seamen should be compelled to go. If there is to be lodge: 
this discretion, or if the President is to be authorized to compel officer. 
to go, for the reason I have named certainly there ought to be volun-- 
teers to fill the ranks. The principle of selection might not be so read-- 
ily applied to the seamen in the Navy. The source of supply might 
not be as good if it were wider. In addition to that, the burdens of the? 
service that fall upon the seamen are greater than they possibly can be - 
upon the officers, necessarily. They neither get money nor credit out: 
of the expedition, no matter how it results. To them it is exposure, 
with almost certain death and with no adequate recompense either in‘ 
money or in the public regard. The officers who go will get whatever“ 
reputation is to be gotten out of it. They at least have the privilege, 
if they are ordered to go and do not want to goand take the risk, of re- 
signing; but that isa privilege which is denied to the seamen of the- 
Navy; and for that reason I would be glad if I could (which of course> 
I can not under the circumstances) move to amend so that thére shall. 
be volunteers called for to fill up the ranks. I am in hopes now that if 
we vote down the report of the committee of conference there may to 
this extent at least be a further cconference between members of the: 
two Houses which may result as I have indicated. 

I regard this as very important. We have sacrificed already large 
numbers of lives unnecessarily and under some compulsion; that is to 
say, the men have been under more er less compulsion to render this 
service. We ought now to cail for volunteers, not only because that 
ought to be the test of service, but because I think we shall get a much 
more valuable crew in that way than we can get by the other means. 

_ Mr. MILLER, of California. Mr. President, I think there can be 
no difficulty in securing sufficient officers and men from the Navy to 
set out on this expedition and expose themselves to the responsibili- 
ties of it. If it is better to enlist crews for this special service I have 
no doubt enlistments will be taken, and the crews will be made up of 
that sort öf men who are best adapted for this northern service, 

I signed this conference report because I believed that the provision 
calling for volunteers was an interference with the discipline of the 
Navy. I believed moreover that this service which is called for is as 
legitimate and Iawful as any service which a naval officer can be called 
upon to perform. . s 

It is objected here that it is extra-hazardous. I do not regard it à 
more hazardous than many enterprises of our Navy during the wa: 
and even in times of peace. An officer of the Navy or a seaman join 
the service with a full knowledge that he is expected not only to battk 
against a human foe, but to battle against the elements. 


There is no question about this being a Government expedition whic? - 


is intended to be relieved, because it was fitted out by the Government 
in pursuance of law, paid for by the Government, and no other agency 
has had any part init. It isa simple question here now whether we 
are going to quibble over the right of the House to insist upon a reso- 


lution which they sent to the Senate being passed as they sent it, or . 


whether the Senate is to insist on a certain and I think unnecessary 
amendment placed upon the bill which must be adopted by the House 
before the bill becomesalaw. While we are quibblingand higgling over 
this small matter, a matter which I consider of no importance whatever, 
time is passing which is valuable in the fitting out of this expedition. 
Not a moment ought to be lost. Practically this expedition will be 
madeup of volunteers. The Navy Departmentis not going to forcea man 
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into this service if he is not desirous of going into it, first, because an offi- 
cer ora man who has no heart in the service will be inefficient, and if he 
is in such circumstances as to health or family or is for any reason un- 
fitted for the duty, certainly it would not be wisdom to send such a 
man upon this expedition. If this amendment be adopted, it will be 
the duty of the Secretary of the Navy to invite every officer of the Navy 
to volunteer for this service. No doubt most of them would in: that 
event deem it necessary for them to volunteer in order to keep up 
their credit as officers of the Navy. Then it would be a matter of se- 
lection at last, precisely as it is now; and it ought to be a matter of 
selection. Men should be selected for this duty of the greatest ex- 
perience and knowledge of this northern country and this kind of serv- 
‘ice. They are the men who ought to be selected. 

These are the reasons why the Senate conferees signed the report. I 
thought the House was right. I think yet the House was right. The 
Government ought to be untrammeled in respect of such matters in 
fitting out this expedition for relief. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I am glad the Senate conferees agreed 
with the House conferees, and if I had been present when the proposi- 
tion was made to amend this bill by a volunteer provision Í should 
have voted against it. There never was a desperate enterprise, there 
never was a us undertaking, there never was a forlorn hope 
where a volunteer could not be found to enter in. Sometimes he is led 
to do it by reckless courage and an absolute disregard of all danger 
under all circumstances; sometimes he is led to do it by an overleaping 
ambition for fame; sometimes he is led to do it for notoriety alone, and 
sometimes for higher purposes. 

Mr. President, here is a dangerous enterprise, admitted to be danger- 
ous. Suppose a volunteer presents himself who is actuated only by a 
reckless disregard of the danger, is he the man to put in charge of this 

rous enterprise? Suppose a volunteer presents himself who is 
ambitions for fame, is he the man to take charge of this enterprise? 
Here are two or three vessels with fifty to one hundred lives on board, 
going out to seek for other lives that are exposed to danger. Theman 
in charge of these vessels must be a man of courage to be sure, but not 
of reckless co ; he must have courage, but caution; he must be a 
man of dignity, óf power, of will, of care, of prudence. He must be a 
man who will inspire all under him with implicit confidence when they 
are to be exposed to common dangers; and the chances that from volun- 
teer service you will get such a man are four out of five against it. 

Why, sir, if the history qf forlorn hopes and dangerous enterprises 
could be written as it ought to be written truly, iv would agree: that 
four times out of five those enterprises have failed; those forlorn hopes 
have failed of success on account of the incompetency of the very volun- 
teers who have been led by recklessness to take them; but, sir, history 
has been colored in these things by admiration for the apparent courage. 

Now, if there ever was an expedition which should not be compelled 
to be given toa volunteer, whatever the motives of that volunteer might 
be, this is the expedition, and the President of the United States and 
the Secretary of the Navy should have the power to select, and should 
select, the very best man, the man with courage and the man with cau- 
tion, the prudent man, the careful sailor, the careful navigator, the 
man calculated best to promote confidencein the men and officers under 
him, to carry out this great enterprise which everybody admits must 
be carried out. Why, sir, with the volunteer clause in I would not 


mpe the bill. 

. SAULSBURY. I said yesterday in occupying the time of the 
Senate pretty much all I desired to say. Notwithstanding the reasons 
stated by the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] and by the chairman 
of the conference committee [Mr. HALE], there is still, to my mind, `a 

t deal of propriety in the amendment of the Senate. Thisisa very 

us and ous enterprise, as is conceded. That it is not in 

the regular line of the service of the officers and seamen of the Navy 
is also admitted. With these two admissions made I can not say why 
we should attempt to force officers and seamen of the Navy into a posi- 
tion of danger to health, life, and limb when it is almost certain that 

ı plenty of men will be ready to volunteer. 

I am fully aware that the Secretary of the Navy is against this pro- 
vision which was adopted with such unanimity by the Senate, and I 
find in the RECORD a telegram which the Secretary of the Navy sent 
to a member of the House of Representatives, and which was read here 
at the request of the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] yesterday. Iam 
willing to listen to the Secretary of the Navy and all the heads of 
Departments,and to accord them that respect due to them in matters 
connected with their Departments; but I trust the time will never come 
when the legislative department of the Government will abdicate all 
its functions at the dictation or request of a Secretary of the Navy. 

Why, sir, it is the duty of the Secretary of the Navy to execute the 
laws of Congress so far as they apply to his Department, and to make 
suggestions in reference to such Jaws as he deems proper; but as soon 
as we had incorporated a provision in this joint resolution that he ob- 
jected to he telephoned to the other end of the Capitol to have the will 
of the Senate defeated. Accordingly a committee of conference was 
appointed, and really the behest of the Secretary of the Navy is brought 
here, and we are asked to rescind our own action because it is not in con- 
sonance with the views of the Secretary of the Navy. 


Sir, I have all proper respect for the Secretary of the Navy, but I say 
as one Senator that I will never surrender my own judgment of what 


is right and proper at the suggestion of the Secretary of the Navy or 
the tary of any other Department of the Government. I believed 
it was right that this service should be composed of volunteers; I be- 
lieve it still, notwithstanding the telegrams and telephones of the Sec- 
retary of the Navy; and the very fact of the Secretary of the Navy 
himself being so particularly anxious to have this absolute power con- 
ferred npon him, as is now proposed, to select whom he pleases, to say 
whom he may desire, is an argument to my mind that the power ought 
not to be given to him. 

The joint resolution says the President of the United Statesshall have 
the power. We all know that practically the Secretary of the Navy 
will exercise it. I said yesterday that I did not know that the Secre- 
tary of the Navy would exercise the power arbitrarily, but I do not 
know that he will not do so; and I am not disposed to leave it in his 
power todo what he may desire, I therefore shall not vote for the adop- 
tion of this conference report; on the contrary, I shall carry out the 
convictions of my own mind by voting against it, because I would not 
vote for the measure as it was originally brought here, and would not 
have voted for it without the addition of the amendment which the Sen- 
ate adopted. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, as some question has been raised as to 
what was the origination of the old expedition which we are now in 
search for, I will refer Senators to the acts of the year 1880. Chapter 
72 of the laws of that year is, ‘‘An act to authorize and equip an expe- 
dition to the Arctic seas.’ After that was passed, stating its general 
purpose, it was followed by an appropriation found in the sundry civil 
apse bill on page 447 of the statutes of the next year, 1881, 
as follows: 


Observation and exploration in the Arctic seas: For continuing the work of 
scientific observation and exploration on or near the shores of Lady Franklin 
pa eis for transportation of men and supplies to said location and return, 


And the Chief Signal Officer said in his report: 

The original purpose of the ex; tions, which reached the Arctica little more 
than two years ago, was to establish meteorological stations at which observa- 
tionsshould be taken for three years. These observations were to be made simul- 
taneously at similar stations established by the governments of the Argon e 
bits, O Sea pete, ced Denmark, Finland, France, Germany, Great Britain, 
and Canada, Holland, Italy, Norway, Russia, Sweden, and the United States. 

So that we undertook this work as a Government in conjunction with 
other governments; and I may say here, touching upon a point raised 
by the Senator from Massachusetts, that not only is it true that if a 
British party sent out at that time found in trouble like this would be 
at once relieved by the British Government, but if we do not send up 
there promptly this expedition to relieve Lieutenant Greely and his 
party that search will be undertaken and that great work will be 
adopted by the British Government or some other government, and it 
will be found out by some government whether these men are alive or 


not. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President, to fully appreciate and compre- 
hend the high sense of honor, the sublime co , and the magnanimity 
which clothes as with a garment every officer in the Navy of the United 
States, it was only necessary to hear the glowing h of the honor- 
able Senator from Maine yesterday while this subject was under con- 
sideration. Constrained as I am at all times to award them high 
praise for their record in the past, unlike the Senator from Maine, I am 
not without hope that without any compulsory process, as this bill con- 
templates, they will fully meet the just expectations of the future. In 
the presence of his eloquence the Senate was speechless and held its 
breath. No better argument will be made, no better reason can be 

iven why this report should be rejected. To do otherwise would be, 
in effect, to deny every allegation he has made in of the heroism 
and self-sacrificing devotion to duty of the officers of the Navy. That 
all the naval officers would be willing to volunteer and even fight for 
the honor and glory of going with this expedition seems to be the only 
logical deduction from his remarks., That it will be so I have no 
doubt, and therefore it should be left exactly where the Senate amend- 
ment left it. 

When the honorable Senator from Delaware [ Mr. SAULSBURY] offered 
his amendment its justice and propriety was recognized by every Sen- 
ator, and not a single voice was raised or vote given inst it. It 
stands upon the record as the unanimous wish of the Senate. Tosend 
on such an errand an officer who goes unwillingly, if that proves to be 
‘possible, is worse thah useless, for this is not ordinary duty. To give 
the Secretary of the Navy the right to select from those who offer their 
services is quite sufficient. To do more is to insult the whole corps, 
for it presupposes cowardice and a disposition to shirk a plain and manly 
duty. Iam in full sympathy with the object of this bill, but with 
the bill itself I am entirely at war. I would not confer upon the Pres- 
ident of the United States, much as I believe in him and trust him, or 
any Cabinet minister, the power to draw upon the public Treasury with- 
out limit or hinderance. This is now proposed to be done, while Con- 
gress is in session, in a bill pre and pressed to a vote in both Houses 
upon the plea that time is valuable and the emergency pressing. Suf- 


ficient time has elapsed since this bill was introduced into the House 


1884. 


to enable the Secretary of the Navy to have given Congress at least an 
approximate idea of the cost of this expedition. A limit was sought 
to be made by the honorable Senator from Kansas when the bill was 
before the Senate, but for some reason to me not clearly understood 
it came to grief. Itseemed to dawn upon that side of the Chamber, 


suddenly it is true, that it was a departure from the usual custom of 


the Senate to limit the Secretary of the Navy in anything upon which 
his heart was set. 

This is not the first case of this kind that has received the consid- 
eration of Congress. I call to mind the expedition sent in search of the 
Jeannette in 1881. The then Secretary of the Navy, Mr. Hunt, hon- 
est, manly, and modest in all things, came before the committee with 
all his plans and purposes, without reserve or concealment, and asked 
for a fixed appropriation of $175,000, which was freely given. An ap- 
propriation of $100,000 was made for the purchase of a vessel, for whi 
vessel $150,000 was demanded previous to making the appropriation, 
but after the passage of the bill the owners quickly discovered that 
$100,000 was quite the value of their ship, and they hastened to transfer 
their title to the Government and secure the appropriation. It is my 
candid conviction if you will appropriate one-half million dollarsit will 
go as far toward the fitting out of this expedition as $1,000,000 will go 
under the discretion of the Secretary of the Navy. To limit the appro 
priation is to give notice to those with whom it deals that the Govern- 
ment has no money to give away except for value, and the public in 
dealing with the Government have a wonderful faculty of measuring 
values by appropriations made. Again, Secretary Hunt asked for no 
power fo impress unwilling officers into the service on that expedition. 
He called for volunteers, and volunteers werenot wanting. Instriking 
contrast with the action of Secretary Hunt, we place the bill now before 
the Senate, which for supreme audacity and bold impudence has never 
been equaled. It confers upon the Secretary of the Navy practically 
unlimited discretion as to the cost of the expedition, also arbitrary 
power over the officers of the Navy, and the Senate of the United 
States supinely submits. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
report of the committee of conference. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I call for the yeas and nays. 
pnt = and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 

e roll, 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin (when his name was called). Upon 
this question I am paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Ep- 
MUNDS]. If he were present, he would vote ‘‘ nay’? and I should vote 

a ; 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr, BLAIR (after having voted in the affirmative). I withdraw m 
vote. Iam paired with the Senater from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIAMS]. 

Mr. FRYE. Iam paired on political questions with the Senator from 
‘Georgia [Mr. Brown]. I do notunderstand this to be a political ques- 
tion, and will vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

Mr. KENNA. Ialso am paired on 


political questions, but not under- 
standing this to be one, I have voted. ° 


e The result was announced—yeas 25, nays 27; as follows: 
i YEAS—25, 
Aldrich, Fair, Lapham, Pike, 
Anthony, é, Manderson, Platt, 
Bowen, e, Miller of Cal. Sewell, 
Butler, Harri Miller of N. ¥., Wilson. 
nger, wley, o ; 
Cullom, a z DAAE 
Dolph, Hoar, Pendleton, 
NAYS—27. 
‘Bayard, George, Kenna, Saul A 
Beck, Gorman, Lamar, Sherman, 
Call, Groome, McPherson, Vance. 
‘Camden, Bampton, Maxey, Van Wyck, 
‘Cockrell, Har: Plumb, est, 
Coke, Jackson, m, Walker. 
Garland, Jonas, Riddleberger, 
ABSENT—2. 
Allison, Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Pugh, 
Blair, Edmunds, n Sabin, 
Brown, Farley, Mi an, Sawyer, 
Cameron of Pa., Gibson, Mahone, P, 
Cameron of Wis., Ingalls, ` Mitchell, Voorhees, 
Colquitt, Jones of Florida, Morrill, Williams. 
So the report was 


jected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will now report the 
first bill on the Calendar in order. 

Mr. HALE. Before that is done I move that another conference be 
appointed on the subject-matter just before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine moves that 
the Senate further insist on its amendment and ask for another con- 
Sanae with the House of Representatives on House joint resolution 

Mr. HALE. Whatever is done of course should be done without 
further delay. j 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Let me ask the Senator from Maine, if a new 
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committee of conference be appointed will it, under the rules, be com- 
petent for that committee of conference to investigate or consider any 
matter not now in the joint resolution? To illustrate: If it should be 
the pleasure of the Senate to fix the appropriation at some given sum, 
could the committee of conference he proposes to appoint have juris- 
diction under the rules of that subject? 

Mr. HALE. I suppose that, the domain in which a committee of 
conference can act is quite limited. The only things, I fancy, that 
would be before any such committee are the subjects-matter upon 
which the two Houses are at odds; and that is only a single question 
in this case. Upon that question, whoever might be upon the subse- 
quent conference I suppose would go into it considering hi in- 
structed so far as instructions go to a committee of conference; but as 
to what will be the outcome, and who have finally got to yield, no 
man here or at the other end of the Capitol can tell. I suppose that 
but a single matter can be considered. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I should like to have the Senate understand 
exactly the true position of this joint, resolution. We are making an 
unlimited appropriation of money, and placing the whole matter prac- 
tically in the hands of the Secretary of the Navy to expend it, and this, 
too, while is in session, and when a well-guarded. bill can and 
ought to be passed. To the credit of Congress, for the credit of the 
whole country, in the name of honesty and common justice to the tax- 
payers of this country, let the Senate proceed to act, not supinely and 
at the dictation of the Secretary of the Navy, but in a manner consistent 
with justice and reason. Let this joint resolution be considered lost 
by refusing another conference; let a new bill, a well-guarded measure, 
be introduced; let it be reported back immediately and All 
this can be done in an hour. No objection will be to the con- 
sideration of such a measure if properly ed., Unanimous assent 
need only to be asked to displace every other matter before the Senate 
and give it consideration. Sufficient time has elapsed since this bill 
was introduced in the other end of the Capitol to have enabled the Sec- 
retary of the Navy to give an approximate idea of the amount of money 
needed for an expedition of this character. In short, Congress does 
not even ask him how much, but instead hands a check signed in 
blank. It did not take the Secretary of the Navy in 1880 more than 
two days to ascertain even from the Pacific Slope what the possibilities 
of relief were and what the needed appropriations of money were for a 
like expedition. I wish here distinctly to state without any reserva- 
tion whatever that the Secretary of thé Navy does not seem to com- 
prehend that all the people of this country have not implicit confidence 
in him or his methods. 

Mr. ALLISON. May I call the attention of the Senator from New 
Jersey to the fact that this joint resolution without any limit as to the 
amount of the appropriation comes to us from the popular branch of 
our Government known as the House of Representatives? 

Mr. McPHERSON. To my infinite regret I admit it is so. 

Mr. ALLISON, And that that body is in sympathy politically with 
him and his y? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Whatever the House of Representatives may do 
Tam not bound by its action. I hold a commission from the people of 
New Jersey in another House, and as long as I hold that commission I 
will guard the Treasury against all assaults like this, whatever the 
House of Representatives may do or any other Senator here may do. 

Mr. ALLISON. I was merely calling the attention of the Senator 
to the fact that this bill does not come from the Secretary of the Navy 
tous. It comes from the co-ordinate branch, the House of Represent- 
atives. : ; 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, all of this matter that so much troubles 
and distresses the Senator from New Jersey was gone over the other 
day. Amendment after amendment was proposed limiting this ap- 
propriation, and on a full consideration of the subject-matters pertain- 
ing to that, the Senate deliberately voted down the amendments limit- 
ing this appropriation and thereby acquiesced in the bill as it came to 
us from the House of Representatives. ~ 

Now I want to say one thing further, provoked thereto by the gen- 
tleman’s expression of lack of confidence in the Secretary of the Navy. 
This is not his bill. Hein no way sought to urge it upon either House. 
The conduct and charge of this measure for the relief of these men is 
conjoint in the War Department and in the Navy Department. The 
measure originated in the House of Representatives sympathizing with 
the Senator himself politically. It was there brought forward. The 
Secretaries of War and of the Navy were summoned before the House 
committee and gave their testimony, and when the measure came up in 
this body and was considered by the committee to which the Senate 
referred it the Secretary of the Navy only appeared in company with 
the Secretary of War and gave his views; and there is nothing from 
beginning to end in this matter that shows that the Secretary of the 
Say has any interest in it except as an honorable, high-minded, ex- 
alted public official. g 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], that the Senate further insist on its 
amendment and ask for another committee of conference. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I ask for the yeas and nays on that motion. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
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Mr. McPHERSON. As I understand the situation, if a new com- 
mittee of conference be refused, then the joint resolution for all prac- 
tical purposes is dead. It is then my purpose to introduce a measure 
covering all the points so far as the judgment of the Senate has been 

- expressed, and in addition to limit the appropriation to a fixed sum 
beyond which the Secretary of the Navy or any other officer of the 
Government shall not go. The law-making power of the country hav- 
ing in its hands the right to make or refuse appropriations of money, 
certainly is pursuing a very extraordi course when it undertakes, 
as in this case, to allow the Secretary of the Navy (for it is well known 
of all men he will be the captain in charge, it belongs to his bailiwick) 
this unlimited power. The joint resolution says the President of the 
United States l exercise it. As much as I believe in the President 
and trust him, I would confer no such powereven upon him. Itisa 
departure from the usual custom of the Government, and there is no 
necessity for it now. ‘There is no pressing necessity, surely. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. May I ask my friend how he can 
consider the joint resolution dead and out of the Senate? The joint 
resolution is not dead; the resolution is a live resolution and is in the 
Senate, and considering it dead and considering it out of the Senate does 
not make it dead or take it out of the Senate, 

Mr. MCPHERSON. No, not dead; but if the Senate refuse another 
committee of conference what is the condition then of the joint resolu- 
tion? . 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. It stands in dispute between the 
Senate and House. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. And it will remain a dispute between the Sen- 
ate and House; and while it so remains I will try some effective work 
in the right direction. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The House may recede from its dis- 

ent to our amendment, 

Mr. MCPHERSON. We haveno controloverthe House ; and if they 
prefer to do that, sy may do so, of course. 

Mr, CAMERON, of Wisconsin. It is discourteous to the House not 
toask for another committee of conference. ` 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I suppose the bill would be in a condition of 

ded-animation. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Not at all. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Atallevents it would bea harmless bill in that 
condition, and I prefer to leave it in that condition for a little while. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I think it is harmless as it is. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The manner in which it is proposed by the Sena- 
tor from New Jersey to defeat this joint resolution is not only unusual, 
but I think would be a marked discourtesy to the House of Represent- 
atives. They sent us the resolution. We proposed one single amend- 
ment. The conferees advised us to abandon that amendment; and now 
because the House disagreed to the amendment we sent to them we pro- 
pose not to act upon the resolution at all. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I donot hear the Senator. Will he please speok 
louder? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iwill try. I say because the House of Repre- 
sentatives, which has never had an opportunity to vote by yeas and 
nays upon our amendment, sent it to a conference, and because the 
House conferees declined to agree to the Senate amendment it is pro- 
posed that we shall defeat the resolution and refyse a further confer- 
ence. Between parliamentary bodies a proposition to refuse a confer- 
ence, to declinea conference, or to defeat a bill after the first conference, 
or to adhere in consequence of adi ent, is considered discourteous 
to the other House. I know that is not intended by the Senator from 
New Jersey; but in parliamentary law it is a discourteous proceeding, 
one which the other branch may properly regard as discourteous. That 
certainly is not the intention of the Senator from New Jersey. It is 
perfectly in order after the vote which has been taken to allow the res- 
olution to go back to the House and let the House take a vote upon 
the question of receding from their disagreement or agreeing to our 
amendment. They can do that, or they can ask a further conference, 
and the proper motion is the one made by the Senator from Maine to 
ask a further conference. 

I wich now to add one observation further. The Senator from New 
Jersey opposes this proposition on a different ground entirely from what 
Ido. Iam opposed to forcing into this extraordinary service any man 
against his will, because I do not consider the service called for by this 
resolution as within the line of duty; but I do not agree with him atall 
in the proposition stated by him that the gentleman who is 
with the execution of this duty can not be fully confided in. Indeed, 
T have no doubt that the present Secretary of the Navy would do his 
full duty in respect to the powers conferred upon him, and would ad- 
minister this trust as faithfully as any man in the public service. 

My objection to receding from the amendment proposed and adopted 
the other day by the Senate is solely on the ground that I do not think 
this service is within the legitimate line of duty of an officer of the 
Navy, and therefore if we desire it to be done it should be done by vol- 
unteers as a matter of professional duty or as a matter of pride to gain 
reputation, and we ought not to impose upon the Secretary of the Navy 
the duty of selecting by his own will from among the officers of the 
Navy men to do this extraordinary duty which an officer of the Navy 
would not contemplate as within'the proper line of his duty, 
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Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President, I have no intention to be guilty 
of discourtesy to the House of Representatives. If it is necessary under 
the practice which governs the two Houses that this resolution should 
go back to the House I shall certainly withdraw any objection to such 
a course, but I wish to impress on the Senate the necessity of doing 
something to guard the expenditure of the money we appropriate. 
When the matter was before the Senate the proposition came from ~ 

the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. INGALLS] on the other side of the Cham- 
ber, who called attention to the fact that it was a most extraordinary 
proceeding, and under no condition of circumstances, if Iremember his. 
language, would he consent that the President or any officer of the 
Government should have the privilege of expending the public money 
without limit and without guard; but somehow or other, too mysteri- 


,ous for me to comprehend, seemingly that side of the Chamber all at 


once discovered that it was not a proper thing to limit the appropria- 
tion at all, and when the vote was taken I think I did not hear a single 
vote on that side of the Chamber in support of the proposition of the 
Senator from Kansas. I speak from recollection. IfI am mistaken I 
will make the proper amend. ' 

Therefore, sir, whatever may be the action of the Senate respecting 
this resolution and the consideration due the House of Representatives, 
I will test the sense of the Senate as soon as may be by the introduction 
of a measure touching the question of limiting the appropriation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll on 
the motion of the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] to further insist om 
the amendment of the Senate and ask for a further conference. , 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BLAIR (when his name was called). I am paired with theSen- 
ator from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIAMS]. Were he present, I should vote- 

ea.?? 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BLAIR. As the voting on the other side of the chamber indi- 
cates that this is not treated as a political question, I am at liberty to 
vote, notwithstanding my pair, and I vote “yea,” 

The result was announced—yeas 52; nays 0, as follows: 


YEAS—52, 

Aldrich, Fair, Jonas, Pike, 
Anthony, Frye, Jones of Florida, Platt, 
Bayard, Garland, Kenna, Plumb, 
Beck, George, Lamar, agh. 
Blair, Groome, Lapham, Saulsbury, 
Call, Hale, McMillan, Sawyer, 

en, Hampton, Maxey, Sewell, 
Cameron of Wis., Miller of Cal. Sherman, 

krell, n Miller of N. ¥., ‘ance, 
Coke, Hawley, Mo: est, 
Conger, Hill, Morrill Voorhees, 
Cullom, Hoar, Palmer, | Walker, 
Dolph, Jackson, Pendleton, Wilson. 
NAYS—0. 
ABSENT—24. 
Allison, Dawes, Jones of Nevada, ý 
Bowen, Edm 4 D, Riddleberger, 
Brown, Farley, McPherson, Sabin, 
Butler, Gibson, Mahone, Slater, 
Cameron of Pa., Gorman, Manderson, Van Wyck 
Colquitt, Ingalls, Mitchell, Williams, r 
So the motion was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 


Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following joint reso- 
lutions; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 112) to print a report made to the Post- 
master-General relating to carrying the mails; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 116) fixing the time when the pay of cer- 
tain clerks to committees and other employés of the House of Repre- 
sentatives shall begin. 

The message also announced that the House had di to the 
amendments of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. Res. 121) appro- 
priating $50,000 for the support of certain destitute Indians. 

PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o'clock having arrived, 
Senate bill No. 19 is in order. 

TheSenate, asin Committee ofthe Whole, resumed the consideration of 
the bill (S. 19) to provide for ascertaining and settling private land claims- 
in certain States and Territories, the pending question being on the amend-- 
ment proposed by Mr. MCPHERSON. After the word “quantity,” in line- 
46 of section 12, itis proposed tostrike out ‘‘than eleven square leagues,’” 
and after the word *‘land,’’ in line 47, to strike out down to and in-- 
cluding the word ‘‘ quantity ’’ in line 49, as follows: ‘‘ to orin the right 
of any one original grantee or claimant, or in the right of any one origi- 
nal grant to two or more persons jointly, nor for a greater quantity ;’" 
so that the whole clause will read: 

No confirmation shall in any case be made or patentissued for a greater quan- 
tity of land than was authorized by the respective laws of Spain or Mexico ap- 
plicable to the claim. 

Mr. BAYARD. When this measure was last under consideration I 
was about to respond to some questions which had been put to me in 
regard to the limitations, if any, that the Congress of the United States 
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should impose upon the area of the lands and the patents issued under 
the provisions of this act. The proposition of the Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON ], modified by himat thesuggestion of the Sen- 
ator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], is to remove the limitation contained 
in the seventh clause of the twelfth section. The object of the amend- 
ment is to defeat the limit of eleven square leagues of land and allow 
the confirmation to be for any quantity of land in excess. I think it 
would shorten this discussion if at this time I refer also to a question 
put by the honorable Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON]. Heasked 
me the other day for a definition of imperfect claims, which are alone 
the subject of the proposed act. At that time I stated it to be any claim 
which required or would have required had the land remained under 
Mexican jurisdiction farther action by Mexican authority before the 
land in question could be separated from the publicdomain. If theSen- 
ator will read the language of the Supreme Court on that point, it will 
be more sati tohim. Inthe case of Carpentier vs. Montgomery, 
found in 13 Wallace—and I read from the opinion at page 493—the 
Supreme Court adopt by saying, “‘ We entirely concur in these views,” 
the definition given by the supreme court of California in Banks vs. 
Moreno: 


The precise point under discussion is whether or not the title of Peralta as 
exhibited by the i 


granted be sufficiently described to e it to be identified. In ts of 
estate it isnot always necessary to describe it by metes and bou or by aref- 
-erence to actual or artificial monuments, nor by courses and distances, If 


ing the tract by reference to the known occupation of the grantor or another— 
-or to another ent containing a sufficient description 
would be sufficient. 

Then it goes on: 


But it is equally certain that to constitute a complete and perfect grant to a 
specific parcel of land it must, in some method, appear on the face of the instru- 
ment, or by the aid of its descriptive portions—not only that a l 
was intended to be granted, but it must also be so described that the 
tract intended to be aged can be identified with reasonable certainty. It 
would be a contradiction in terms to say that a specific tract was granted if there 
was nothing in the tby which it could be ascertained with reasonable cer- 
tainty what parti: parcel was intended to be conveyed. 


According with that will be found in 4 Wallace of Graham vs. The 
United States showing that one of the requisites of Mexican law was 
the delivery of what they call juridical possession. Describing the 
general character of the Mexican or Spanish grants, they were gratui- 
ties for missions, for the occupation of vast and unmeasured areas; and 
I may say those were all granted under multitudinous conditions, con- 
ditions for occupation, conditions for improvement, failing which the 
land was to revert; and there were conditions, as I shall presently show, 
that they should not exceed a certain area; but after the party had 
commenced ion and had passed into the occupation of the land, 
before he could obtain absolute dominion, to use the language of the 
Supreme Court, the delivery of juridical possession was necessary. 
Then the judicial official in the presence of the vicinage with careful 
measurement assigned the possession accompanied by what would be 
called at common law livery of seisin. As long as the title stood with- 
out those confirmatory and complete acts on the part of Mexico, it was 
an incomplete title, and it remains with the United States to say whether 
those acts should now be performed by the United States in the shape 
of a special act of Congress or a confirmation as we propose by a decree 
of a court that shall be equivalent to the confirmatory act under the 
Mexican law. If, on the contrary, there is a perfect title and there is 
no need for further action by the Government, the party stands in pos- 
session protected by the laws of the United States just as the Senator 
or I would in regard to tracts of land held in Delaware or Indiana, and 
there is no necessity for any other law than that which now exists, and 
his rights to a possessory action or by the way of trespass or the like are 
the same as others. That was the guarantee we gave the Mexican 
ponie that they should have all the rights of citizens of the United 

tates, 

I should like to advert to a paper preliminary to that I have read, the 
report of the general land commission of 1880. This wasa report pre- 
liminary to the one from which I read the other day, and which will 
be found as an executive document of the Forty-sixth Congress. They 
are asserting the defects of the law of 1854 by which trials in regard to 
these claims were to be instituted before the surveyors-general. 

The law— 


Speaking of the act of Congress of 1854 under which the surveys were 
to be made and the testimony taken before the surveyors-general in the 
Territories— 

The law was singularly defective in machinery for its administration, and it 
im no limitation of time in the presentation of claims, and no Lane pe / for 
failure to present. Its operation has shiny a failure amounting to a denial of jus- 
tice both to claimants and to the United States. After the lapse of nearly thirty 
years, more than one thousand claims have been filed with the surveyor-gen- 
eral of which less than one hundred and fifty have been reported to Congress, 
and of the number reported Congress has finally acted upon only seventy-one. 
Under the law, only copies of the original title papers were submitted to Con- 


gress, and it is not presumed that its committees are so constituted as to make 
safe judicial findings upon the validity of titles emanating from foreign govern- 
ments, nor to measure the area of claims whose boundaries rest exclusively upon 
meager recital of natura! objects in termsof very general description. As acon- 
sequence the committees of Congress have naturally been reluctant to act with 
insufficient data upon questions which involved the functions of the judge 

than of the legislator, and as these claims have heretofore pertained to a semi- 
foreign population in a comparatively unsettled portion of our Territories, busi- 
ness of more importance to the general welfare of the nation has been per- 
mitted to exclude these local matters from regular consideration. In the limited 
number of cases finally confirmed Congress has been compelled to confirm by 
terms of genera! description, which have bering pti to include much greater 
areas of land than Con, would knowingly have confirmed. The established 
rule of area under the Mexican colonization law was a maximum of eleven leagues to 
a claimant, being a little less than 50,000 acres, but as illustration of the natural re- 
sult of confirmation without proper judicial investigation, one confirmation by 
Congress of two claimants has proved to embrace 1,000,000 acres and another 
about 1,800,000 acres, 


They then pass to consider the change in the character and values of 
this property, how the enterprise of American civilization impressed its 
activity on these lands, making it moreand more essential that there shall 
be a precise knowledge of the boundaries of these grants both for the in- 
terest of private holders and for the interest of the Government, that it 
may know which is public and which is private domain. 

My friend from Missouri [Mr. VEST] is anxious as he ought to be 
and as I am that there shall be the fullest, the most punctilious per- 
formance of our treaty obligations as a nation under any law and un- 
der any system we may adopt. Thecommission, whose Ihave 
cited—and I shall presently go back to what I believe to be the author- 
ity for that language in regard to the Mexican laws—was composed of 
men of experience, ability, and character, whose report made on this 


the | subject ought to carry great weight, because they were men 


specially 
fitted and who made the most careful examination of the whole subject 
of the public domain with which they were especially Their 
names I have read before to the Senate; it is unnecessary for me to read 
them again. ; 

I hold in my hand what may be called the corpus juris of the Mexican 
law respecting the disposition of the public domain of that republic. 
The first laws that I shall ask attention to are three separate acts but 
all in pari materia: First the national colonization law of the 4th of Jan- 
uary, 1823—— 

Mr. GARLAND. From what does the Senator read ? 

Mr. BAYARD. Rockwell’s Spanish and Mexican Law, Mines and 
Real and at page 617 of the Compilation. First is the act of 
the 4th of January, 1823; the next is the amendment of the 18th of 
August, 1824; and the next is the regulations of November 21, 1828. 
These three laws extending the operation of the same system, and all 
together will, I think, be held by the Senate the corpus of the Mexi- 
can law on this subject. They are continuous and recited declarations 
interpretations and extensions of the law of Mexico over the subject of 
her publie lands. 

The Senator from Missouri seemed to think that the Mexican act of 
1824 had reference and all these colonizations laws had reference only 
to foreigners. In that he was misled. These acts by name and ex- 
pressly extended to Mexicans, and natives as well as foreigners. 

In this Compilation at the foot of the page on which the national 
colonization law of the 4th of January, 1823, is found is a note of the 
editor referring to the laws of the Mexican Congress on the same sub- 
ject, the general regulation of the 18th of August, 1824, which my 
friend referred to, and the general regulation of the 21st of March, 
1828, pages 451 and 453 of the same volume, showing that they were 
printed as parts of the law on the same subject. One of them is a law 
establishing the vara, the league, the sitio, and the hacienda, the table 
of measures, the computation of lands; perhaps I had better, as it will 
be a subject of calculation here, read it: 
obi m The eran gt of land men pae poomine: Tabia Ue vara 
cach of whose sides shail te one eres shall be called a sitio: and this shall be 
eee of counting one, two, or more sitios; five sitios shall compose one 

cen 

ART. 6. In the distribution made by government of lands to the colonists for 


the formation of v: towns, cities, and provinces, a distinction shall be made 
destined for the raising of stock 


one, NS; or more labors. These l 
not less, 

ART. 8. To the colonists whose occupation is farming, there can not be given 
less than one labor, and those whose occupation is stock-raising, there can not 
be given less than one sitio. 

ART. 9, The government of itself, or by means of the authorities authorized 
for that purpose, can augment said portions of land as may be deemed proper, 
agreeably to the conditions and circumstances of the colonists. 


Now here comes article 11: 

As one of the principal objects of laws in free governments ought to be to 
approximate, so far as is possible, to an equal bution of property, the gov- 
ernment, taking into consideration the provisions of this law, will adopt meas- 
ures for dividing out the lands which may have accumulated in large 
in the hands of individuals or corporations, and which are not cultivated, in- 
demnifying the proprietors for the just price of such lands, to be fixed by 
appraisers, $ 


Here I take it is the declaration of the fundamental principle of the 


equal division of property so far as law can effect it. They there an- 
nounce their hostility to the aggregation of large bodies of land ina 
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single hand, and they announce also their intention that where such 
have occurred they shall be broken up, the lands shall’ be subdivided, 
and the excess shall be paid for to the parties in possession. y 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I wish to ask the Senatora question. Did the 
Mexican Government deal in the manner he is now relating with grants 
of Jand conveyed by the Crown of Spain and held by subjects of Spain 
in Mexico? Were they dealt with in the manner he has just stated? 
I speak of that particular class of lands conferred by the Crown of Spain 
upon individuals and maintained and guaranteed by treaty stipulation 
with Spain? i 

Mr. BAYARD. If my-friend will let me get through, I think he 
will see that in the first place it was competent for the sovereignty of 
Mexico, an independent power, to announce its own doctrine in respect 
of the real estate within its jurisdiction and provide, as does the United 
States to-day, for the taking of private property for public use upon just 
compensation being rendered. Here was in this frame of words a prop- 
osition for the distribution of property: 

Will adopt measures for dividing out the lands which may have accumulated 
in large portions in the hands of individuals or corporations, and which are not 
cultivated, indemnifying the proprietors for the just price of such land, to be 
fixed by appraisers, 

I am stating what was the policy of the Mexican Government and 
which I apprehend they had a right as a sovereign power, 
by the United States themselves to-day, to take private property for 
public use upon rendering just-compensation. But to go further in ar- 
ticle 18— 

Natives of the country shall have a preference in the distribution of land; and 
particularly the military of the army, of the three guarantees, in oeny 
with the decree of the 27th of March, i821, and also those who served in the 
epoch of the insurrection. i 

Then comes the grant to the empresario which I desire to notice: 
` Arr. 19. To each empresario who introduces and establishes families in any 
of the provinces designated for colonization there shall be nted at the rate 
of three haciendas and two labors for each two hundred families so introduced 
by him, but he will lose the right of property over said lands should he not have 
pulated and cultivated them in twelve years from the date of the concession, 
he premium cannot exceed nine haciendas and six labors, whatever may be 
the number of families he introduces. 

Arr. 20. At the end of twenty years the proprietor of the lands uired in 
virtue of the foregoing article must alienate two-thirds part of said lands, either 
by sale, donation, or in any other manner he pleases. The law authorizes him 
to hold in full property and dominion one-third part. 


The calculation is that the three haciendas were fifteen square leagues, 
that is to say, 75,000 acres, which would be about 275 acres for each 
family, not each individual. 

Article 23 contains an additional condition: 

If after two erg from the date of the concession the colonist should not have 
cultivated his land, the right of property shall be considered as renounced; in 
which case the respective ayuntamiento can grant it to another., 

Article 27 declares that— 

All foreigners who come to establish themselves in the empire shall be con- 


sidered as naturalized should they exercise any useful profession or industry 


by which, at the end of three years, they have a yee to DE themselves 
with decency, and are married. Those who with the foregoing qualifications 
re Mexicans will acquire particular merit for the obtaining letters of citizen- 

p. 

Article 32— 

The executive, as it may deem n: , will sell or lease the lands which on 
account of their local situation may be the most important, being governed with 
respect to all others by the provisions of this law. 

Now let us look at the next law in relation to this subject, or the 
same law with the amendmentof 1824. I have shown what the policy 
of the nation was. I have shown that land speculators or large hold- 
ings were not favored. Now we come to the law of colonization as to 
those foreigners who may come into the territory: 

The objects of this law are those national lands which are neither private 
property nor belong to any corporation or pueblo, and can therefore be colo- 


The twelfth article of that law provides: 

No one person shall be allowed to obtain the ownership of more than one 
Jeague square, of 5,000 varas#5,000 v.) of irrigable land (de regadio), four super- 
ficial ones of land dependent on the seasons (de temporal), and six superficial ones 
for the purpose of rearing cattle (de ). 

That is the distinct, positive inhibition of the law against a larger 
ownership under any circumstanees than eleven square leagues—— 

Mr. PLUMB. What is the Senator reading from ? 

Mr. BAYARD. Pages 451, 452 of Rockwell. Now comes the next 
law in pari materia of 1828: : 


It being stipulated in the eleventh article of the general law of colonization of | SA0 


the 17th of August, 1824— 
From which I have just read— 
rinciples established in said 


that the Government, in Si oer with the 

law, shall proceed to the colo on of the territories of the republic; and it 
being very desirable, in order to give to said article the most punctual and exact 
fulfillment to divtate some general rules for facilitating its execution in such cases 
as may occur, his excellency has seen fit to determine on the following articles : 


The first of these articles relates to the question raised by the Sena- 
tor from Missouri. : 


The governors (gefes politicos) of the territories are authorized (in compliance 
with the law of the general Congress of the 18th of coy eet 1824, and under the 
conditions hereafter specified) to grant vacant lands in their respective terri- 
tories to such contractors ((empresarios), families, or private persons, whe 


Mexicans or foreigners, who may ask for them for the purpose of cultivat 
and inhabiting them. yi E 


The fourth article provides, after describing how the petition shall 
be drawn and presented: 


The governor will accede or not to such petition, in exact conformity to the 
laws on the subject, and especially to the before-mentioned one of the 18th of 


August, 1824. 

If this be so, and under the law beginning with the act of 1823 lay- 
ing down the positive regulation of restricted area to be held by any per- 
son, and declaring as a fundamental policy of thenation that there shall 
be as nearly as may be an equal distribution of real property, declaring. 
in favor of dividing up lands where large tracts had accumulated in 
single hands whether of individuals or corporations, and indemnifying 
the owner for such portions in excess as were taken from him, follow- 
ing that by the distinct provision of the law of 1824 that no man shall 
own more than one league of one kindof land, six of another, and four 
of a third, making in all eleven square leagues, and then I find in 1828: 
that the governor in encouraging colonization, in making these grants 
for the purpose of securing the cultivation of these wild regions, shall 
do it in conformity with the laws, especially with the provision of the 
law of 1824. Now how can it be with the law of 1824 following the 
law of 1823 restricting the possession to the amount I have stated, and 
which the land commission have recognized, that any power to give 
more than eleven square leagues could possibly be imagined? 

But that is not all. On thefollowing page in the fourteenth section 
will be found what the minimum was. Having stated a maximum the 
minimum was here established of irrigable lands: 

The minimum of irrigable land to be given to one person for colonization shal? 
be 200 varas square, the minimum of land called de temporal shall be 800 varas- 
square, and the minimum for breeding cattle (de abrevadero) shall be 1,200 varas- 
square, 

These are very limited areas. Those are the three laws applied to 
the entire Mexican territory. That is, the wholefederation and allits. 
dependencies were controlled by these three generallaws. Passing on, 
however, you will find two special acts were made in respect to other 
territory; that is to say in 1834 circular was issued by the Vice-Presi- 
dent of the Mexican United States exercising the supreme executive 
power conferred upon him, promulgating certain regulations concerning 
the lands of Coahuila and Texas, and there you will find that the ap- 
eer to any family was much less. At page 625 it will be 
found: 

To each family which shall engage to colonize insaid State there shall be given. 
a tenth part of a sitio de ganado mayor: 

There is a limitation of about 500 acres to a family in these States. 
I find also some regulations of the 8th of December, 1846, at page 633. 
Without fatiguing the Senate by reading them, I will say that they 
were all much more restrictive as to the area of land grants than the 
act of 1824, and that they all show a gfowth in the strictness of the 
regulations connected with the measurement of land; and this was nat- 
ural. As civilization progressed, as these lands filled up, their value 
increased; the possibility of possession of them and control of owner- 
ship increased, and as it did the necessity for measurement and precis- 
ion of boundary became greater, and the areas of land granted hecame 
less. I refer also to page 643 containing the colonization laws for Coa- 
huila and Texas, at sections 11, 12, and 13, and also at page 746, to the- 
amount of four square leagues which were limited for the grant of towns, 
the pueblo grants, which have been the subject of a great deal of litiga- 
tion and of very careful decision by the courts of California. 

Now, Mr. President, if there be other general laws of Mexico or 
Spain with respect to the lands in the territories so ceded to the United 
States, I have not been able to discover them. I have examined the- 
decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States since the acquisi- 
tion of the territory of California and the adjacent territory under 
these two treaties, and I am unable to find anywhere an unconfirmed 
land grant passed upon by that court for an amount equal to eleven 
square leagues. The largest grant of any that I have been able to see was. 
the Mariposa; and Senators may remember the very forcible opinions in: 
dissent rendered by Judge Campbell and Judge Catron in regard to rec- 
ognizing such vague descriptions there which amounted to ten leagues. 
In the case of Hornsby there was another grant of nine leagues. But 
I say here in the presence of lawyers who have examined and are well’ 
acquainted with the history of the judicial decisions on this subject 
that nowhere in the courts of the United States has an unconfirmed 
t been passed upon favorably for as much as eleven square leagues 
of land. That I will agree is not a conclusive argument, but it is en- 
titled to weight. When I have shown the laws of Mexico would have 
forbidden any governor of Mexico from exceeding the limit of eleven 
square leagues to any one man, he should not hold it, much less should. 
it be granted, and when they do make grants they do so in vastly 
smaller quantities. I think the Senate must now be satisfied that the 
limitation in this bill imposed, after such long and careful considera- 
tion by the Committee on Private Land Claims, is just and proper, and) 
fully warranted by Mexican law. 

There was something said long ago by the Supreme Court on this 
subject. In 1863, in the case of es ts. The United States, the 


ther | state of things that we are now invited by the amendment of the Sen- 


¢ 


1884. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


: 


167 


ator from Michigan to reinaugurate, the action by a commission instead 
of a judicial tribunal, was stated by Justice Miller: 

No class of cases that come before this court are attended with so many and 
such perplexing difficulties as these Jocations by survey of confirmed Mexican 
grants in California. The number of them which we are called upon to decide 
bears a very heavy disproportion to the other business of the court, and this is 
unforjunately inereasing instead of diminishing. Some idea of the difficulties 
which surround these cases may be obtained by recurring to the loose and in- 
definite manner in which the Mexican Government made the grants which we 
are now required: judicially to locate. That government attached no value to 
the land, and granted it in what to usappears magnificent quantities. Leagues 
instead of acres were their units of measurement, and when an application was 
made to the government for a grant, which was always bet oad the only ques- 
tion was whether the locality asked for was vacant and was aga. hy cork 
When the grant was made, no surveyor sighted a com) or stretched a chain. 
Indeed, these instruments were probably not to be hadinthatregion. Asketch 
called a disefio, which was rather a map than a plat of the land, was prepared by 
_ the applicant. itgave, ina rude and imperfect manner, the shape and general out- 

line of the land desired, with some of the more prominent natural objects noted 
on it, and a reference to the adjoining tracts owned by individuals, if there were 
any,or to such other objects as were sup) to constitute the boundaries. 
Their ideas of the relation of the points of the compass to the objects on the 
map were very inaccurate; and asthe sketches were made by uneducated herds- 
men of cattle, it is easy to ne how imperfect they were. Yetthey arenow 
often the miost satisfactory, and sometimes the only evidence by which to locate 


Tings ditfonltien bave talho teen iooreseed than diminished Yy the Raof 
Congress of March 3, 1851, entitled “An act to ascertain and settle the private 
land claims in the State of California,” and the course re adopted 
under it by the board of commissioners and the courts, (1 Wallace, 587, 588. 

He proceeds then to state the utterly loose, vague, illusive method 
by which these boundaries were sought to be stated. He brings up 
the boards of commissioners, the utterly unsatisfactory character of 
their returns, and he winds up by saying that the courts have been 
compelled uently to grant judgments upon the face of these con- 
firmed titles for the same land to the different parties in whom the 
title had been adjudged. What was the result of this? The court 
speak of it as inadvertence; but itis not inadvertence. The court can 
not make law; they can not control facts. They must apply the law as 
they receive it from the Legislature, and the fucts as the witnesses shall 
detail them; and if on that law and on those facts a judgment logically 
ean be rendered it is not for them to consider the consequences. Said 
Justice Miller: ; ; 

The case before us is an example, containing as many of the perplexities 
to which we have alluded as can well exist in one case. Its consideration re- 
quires an examination of three different claims, which have each, independently 
of the other, been carried through the board of commissioners and courts, and 
finally confirmed, (1 Wallace, page 589.) 

The present bill is to prevent such a condition of things in regard to 
these Territories, for the court were then speaking of the Jand within 
the limits of the State of California which was the subject of a separate 
act. It is for the Senate to consider whether they desire to see in the 
face of this judicial criticism and public experience the same state of 

ings brought about in fegard to a more extensive area of lands in New 
Mexico and Arizona, for there is a very small portion of Colorado left 
to be affected by this proposed law. 

There were other suggestions made which probably it is not neces- 
sary now to be answered. I see that the Senator from Michigan who 
proposed a substitute for the bill and who made many adverse criti- 
cisms and asked many questions the other day in regard to this bill has 
not apparently cared enough for the discussion to remain in the Cham- 
ber when it was under consideration as a special order of business. In 
what I have said I meant to address myself in reply to the suggestion 
of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] and the Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON]. They felt, and properly felt, jealous of the 
honor of the country and anxious that it should be fully maintained in 

t of these Mexican ts. 

will say frankly that I myself felt at one time some doubt whether 
it was competent for us to impose this limitation upon the extent of a 
Mexican grant. To-day I say to the Senate, and I believe I have shown 
good ground for it, that it not only is law but that itis justice. It not 
only is the Mexican law, which we were bound to fulfill, but we have 
the superadded obligation which comes to all legislators to deal with 
questions in the spirit of the day in which they live. The Mexicans 
themselves have shown you that they did not intend the vague grant 
to be concluded by a sweep of the hand or a glance of the eye, or a de- 
scription as to a range of hills or mountains in the far distance. They 
did not intend that such vagueness should apply when they came to 
deliver absolute dominion of that land to the person whom they had 
permitted in the furtherance of a policy to induce and favor immi- 
gration to go upon it and occupy itin a manner that should not be in- 
jurious to the public but beneficial, and which always, however, was 
subject to the conditions of the Mexican law. It was intended not only 
that it should be measured before the delivery of juridical ion 
should be made (and for want of which parties claimant have been 
tarned out of the Supreme Court of the United States, as in the case of 
Graham vs. The United States that I read just now), but that it should 
be within the limitation as to extent imposed by the Mexican law to 
prevent the aggregation of vast bodies of property in a single hand and 
destroy the principle of equal division of land among the inhabitants. 

As I said before, in the presence of men well acquainted with the 
current of judicial decision, there is not acase of an unconfirmed land 
grant in the United States courts where a greater amount of property 


than eleven leagues, or, I say, ten leagues, has ever been involved. 
The courts have not been called upon to try that question by itself, 
because the claims came before them either of a much less amount 
than ten leagues, or else came before them confirmed by commissioners 
appointed by Congress or by act of Congress. If Congress shall con- 
firm the grant, the power of the Supreme Court is atan end. The 
confirmation of the grant has the same effect, says the Supreme Court, 
as a patent, and they are not at liberty to question it. So when the 
Maxwell land grant came up and nearly two million acres of land 
which had been inadvertently and ignorantly granted by ry Speen 
the want of ascertained boundaries or any knowledge of the actual 
contents had been confirmed to a single owner, the court said: ‘‘We 
are not the law-making power; the political branch of this Govern- 
ment has seen fit to confirm this grant, and we simply declare the law 
to be as we find it on the statute-book.”’ 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I will ask the Senator from Delaware 
if in the Mariposa case there was not a larger amount than eleven 
leagues confirmed by the Supreme Court. 

Mr. BAYARD. It amounted to about ten leagues, as stated by the 


court. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I thought it amounted to a much 
larger quantity. 

Mr. BAYARD. No, it was ten leagues out of a large tract. The 
amount confirmed by the court was ten leagues. I have the case here, 
however, and I will read what Judge Catron said in stating the case: 

On the 23d of February, 1844, Juan B. Alvarado petitioned the governor, Michel- 
torena, for ten leagues of land, alleging that the tract which he then owned 
rites eus sufficient to support his stock of cattle, and which he was desirous to 

That was the petition, and it was upon that amount that the judg- 
ment of the court was passed. But here is something that Judge Cat- 
ron said in his dissenting opinion, not inconsistent with the decision, 
but descriptive of the concessions under Mexican laws: 

To hold that the Mexican Government designed to leave in force for an in- 
definite length of time large undefined concessions, that might be surveyed at 
the election of the claimant at any time and at any place, to the hinderance of 
colonization and to the destruction of other interests, is an idea too extrava- 
gant to be seriously entertained; so far from it, the Mexican colonization laws 
contained more positive provisions to the end of granting distinct and known 

tracts of land to colonists than did any Spanish laws that have at any time been 
brought to the consideration of this court. (17 Howard, 571.) 

Well might he say so. I hope I have not fatigued the Senate, but 
if there be doubt in the mind of any Senator, I would ask him to read 
these laws which I have laid before you, to see how guarded and how 
full of conditions were all these grants that at first blush appeared to 
have been made so carelessly. They were, as the Supreme Court has 
said, gratuities. They were a permission to graze, to cultivate, to let 
the thousand herds of cattle and horses roam at will. All that was 
yet subject to the condition of population, of improvement, and finally 
of strict measurement, before what they termed the absolute donsinion 
could be given to an individual occupant. He was the merest licensee 
of the Mexican Government until he had completed the conditions un- 
der which he was to become the lawful owner and invested with the 
title, and before that could be, the most careful and vigorous conditions 
were all to be performed. 

The delivery of this juridical possession was a matter of great pub- 
licity and of contemplated notoriety. The whole neighborhood was 
gathered to know whether the rights of individuals were being invaded, 
and all the publicity that could be given was given to it before the 
measurement was applied to the land. How could that be applied? 
In quantities so minute, so small, that they were compelled to apply 
by law a minimum as well as a maximum before they would insist 
upon the performance of these formalities; and when you came to the 
utmost amount, there it stood as a barrier to the powers of the gov- 
ernor, as a barrier to the powers of any official, and that was the eleven 
square leagues, or in our measures about fifty thousand acres of land. 

Nay, farther, treating this question to-day and applying all those 
rules of natural good sense and equity, having reference to the times 
in which we live, the habits of our people, the intent of the law, the 
capacity to retain ion or to maintain actual possession of such 

tracts of land, I do not doubt that it would be in the power of 
the United States frequently to refuse the confirmation either by a 
court or by a legislature to such tracts of land far short of the ten square 
leagues, which is the maximum which the Supreme Court has yet, 
passed upon in any case not confirmed by act of Congress or by a 
commission. 

But that is not the question now before the Senate. The question 
is whether, with the report of this land commission, with the action of 
this committee, the scheme proposed is one that tends to secure justice 
to private claimants, and at the same time protect the Government of 
the United States, lest intending to do fhstice by its individual citizens 
it may thake itself liable to others whose rights may be invaded. 

I do not know now that it is necessary for me to speak of that clause 
of the bill which provides for the issue of land-scrip to the parties whose 
titles may have heen confirmed by the court and patented and find them- 
selves ousted by a preceding settler. Much was said here in regard to 

floating claims, and of the wrong, and the injustice, and the imposition 
which has followed the inadvertent grants, as in the case of Valentine 
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-and another in which they have floated their scrip over the country, 
locating it upen any public land that they saw fit. But a limitation 
~of this bill provides carefully against that. 

In the first place, the lands which are to be substituted for those 
whith may have been adjudged by the court under their decree are to 
be within these said States or Territory. There is the first limitation. 
In the next place, they are to be such lands only as are subject to pri- 
vate entry, and as I understand the land laws of this country until 
lands have been offered at public sale and withdrawn they are not sub- 
ject to privateentry. Therefore, whether they are to be offered at pub- 

lic sale is a question for the executive branch of the Government and 
the common honesty of giving an equivalent for lands which in our 
mistaken performance of a public duty from which we have excluded 
the true owner through the court or through Congress. ; Isay that duty 
is a plain one, and in executing it the safeguards have now been im- 
‘posed which former experience has proved to be necessary. 

There is no such thing as a general float of land-scrip proposed in the 
bill. It is only for the lands within those States and Territories named 
and which are subject to private entry. No lands, as I understand the 
public land law of this country, are subject to private entry which have 
not been offered at public sale under the order of the Executive and 

withdrawn. | 

I regret the length of this discussion. I am aware that it is very dry 

-and uninteresting, proven somewhat by the indifference of so many of 
the members of the Senate upon this subject; but I intended to answer 
the objections raised by the Senator from Missouri [ Mr. Vest] and the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] and also by the Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], and to assure them that the bill makes no 
restriction upon any perfected title, and is the full measure of our duty 
under the treaties with Mexico. r 

If people have honestly acquired one acre of land or one million acres 
of land and their title to that is a perfect title, that is to say all has 
been done that the treaty with Mexico required either government to 
perform, the bill does not affect them. Itaffects the possessory right; 
it affects the legal right; it affects the legal title of no man; but it does 
seek as cheaply and as wisely as experience can suggest, according at 
least to the statement of the land commission, according to the opinion 
of the Committee on Private Land Claims (from the weight of whose 
council I entirely except myself) as being the best mode yet suggested, 
and I hope will now for the third time receive the approval of the Sen- 
ate and become a law. 


y 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I ask unanimous consent to interrupt the regu- 
lar order of business long enough to introduce a joint resolution, that I 
may have it referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, who meet to- 
morrow morning. I should like to have it read and referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. ` 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRISON in the chair). Is there 
objection to the introduction of the joint resolution? The Chair hears 
none, and it will be received. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 50) making an appropriation for the relief 
of Lieut. A. W. Greely and his party, composing what is known as the 
Lady Franklin Bay expedition to the Arctic regions, was read the first 
time by its title. 

Mr. MePHERSON. Iask that the joint resolution be read at length. 

The joint resolution was read the second time at length, and referred 
to the Committee on Nayal Affairs, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of resentatives, &c., That the sum of $500,000 
be and is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, and immediately available, to carry into effect the provis- 


ions of House of Representatives joint resolution No. 119. and thatthe expenditure 
therein authorized to be made be limited to said $500,000. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 51) authorizing an 
expenditure of money for Indian educational purposes; which was read 
the first time by its title. 

Mr. PLUMB. Task that the joint resolution be read at length. 

The joint resolution was read the second time at length, and referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, £e., That the of the 
Interior be and hereby is ‘authorized to expend so much of the sum of $150,000 
appropriated for the purpose of further instructing and civilizing Indian chil- 
dren dwelling west of thie Mississippi River, &c., in an act entitled “An act making 
appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Depart- 
mentand for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes forthe year 
ending June 30, 1883, and for other purposes,” approved May 17, 1882 (22 Statutes, 
page 86}, as he may deem necessary for the purpose of erecting and repairing such 
schoel buildi as are now in course of construction or for which contracts 
have been pace, PaaS for such other educational purposes as he may consider 
proper, 

Mr. GARLAND introduced a bill (S. 1368) donating 320 acres of pub- 
lie land to each of the survivors of the Mountain Meadow massacre 
and to each of the legal heirs of any one killed in such massacre; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred tothe Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1369) to prevent and punish the coun- 
terfeiting within the United States of notes, bonds, or other securities 
of foreign governments; which was read twice by its title, and, together 
with the papers on file relating to the case, referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. LAMAR introduced a bill (S. 1370) for the relief of Washington 


Ford; which was read twice by its title, and, with the papers on file 
relating to the case, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 1371) granting an increase of 
pension to Mrs. Marie Louise Craven; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 112) to print a report made to the Post- 
master-General relating to carrying the mails was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Printing. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 116) fixing the time when the pay of 
certain clerks to committees and other employés of the House of Rep- 
resentatives shall begin was réad twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. pi 

DESTITUTE INDIANS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives non-concurring in the amendments of the 
Senate to the joint resolution (H. Res. 121) appropriating $56,000 for 
the support of certain destitute Indians. 

On motion of Mr. ALLISON, it was 

Resolved, That the Senate insist on its amendments to the said joint resolution 
disagreed to by the House of resentatives, and ask a conference with the 
House on the Garong votes of the two Houses thereon. 

By unanimous consent it was 
Pla ranie the President pro tempore appoint the conferees on the part of 


Mr. ALLISON, Mr. LOGAN, and Mr. BECK were appointed. 


LADY FRANKLIN BAY EXPEDITION. 


Mr. HALE. I move that the Chair be authorized to appoint the new 
conference committee on the amendment of the Senate to the joint reso- 
lution (H. Res. 119) making an appropriation for the relief of Lieut. 
A. W. Greely and his party, composing what is known as the Lady 
Franklin Bay expedition to the Arctic regions. 

There being no objection, the President tempore was authorized 
to appoint the conferees on the part of the Aecatey and Mr. HALE, Mr. 
SHERMAN, and Mr. SAULSBURY were appointed. 

PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 19) to provide for ascertaining and settling private 
land claims in certain States and Territories, the pending question being 
on the amendment of Mr. MCPHERSON. 

Mr. PLUMB. This discussion has taken a pretty wide range con- 
sidering the nature of the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
New Jersey. Itcertainly ought not to be necessary toargue that propo- 
sition at great length. The seventh subdivision of section 12, as re- 
ported by the committee, amounted toa declaration by Congress of the 
legal effect of the Mexican law in regard to the limitation of grants. 
I think enough has been said already to show conclusively that great 
doubt exists in regard to the law of Mexico upon thatsubject. With- 
out expressing any opinion myself upon that point, I will venture to 
say that I think a question of that kind ought to be submitted to the 
courts, and that it would not be a fair interpretation and carrying out 
of the treaty obligation of the United States toward the people who be- 
came citizens of the United States by reason of the treaty of Guadalupe 
Hidalgo for Congress itself to pass upon a question judicially affecting 
their rights of property. 

If it be as plain, as the Senator from Delaware says it is, that the 
law of Mexico limited the grant of land to asingle individual to eleven 
leagues, what more proper tribunal could ascertain and declare that fact 
than the judicial tribunal, whatever it may be, before whom these people 
are obliged to go to establish their rights under the Mexican law, and ~ 
obtain also a declaration of their rights under the treaty and under 
the laws of the United States? This is one of those questions, there- 
fore, which we can properly leave, and can only properly leave, to the 
judicial tribunal which is to pass upon the ultimate rights of these par- 
ties to the grants of land which they claim under the law of Mexico. 

But this discussion having taken the range that it has done, and hav- 
ing embraced practically all the essential features of the bill, I propose 
to state some of the objections which occur to me in regard to it. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Before the Senator passes to that point will he 
allow me to make a suggestion? I have the same difficulty which the 
Senator has. Does not the seventh clause under consideration accom- 
plish all we can do when we strike out the first portion of the clause 
and provide that ‘‘no confirmation shall be for a greater quantity than 
was authorized by the respective laws of Spain or Mexico applicable to 
the claim?” 

Mr. PLUMB. That is the position which I take in regard to the 
matter. The amendment of the Senator from New Jersey covers that * 


point exactly. 
Mr. LAPHAM. I think it does admirably. 


Mr. PLUMB. It covers it entirely. 

Mr. BAYARD. I do not desire to interrupt my friend from Kansas » 
but would merely ask him whether he would object to letting us take 
the question upon the amendments as we goalong, and then raisingnew 
questions and settling them one by one as we come to them? 
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Mr. PLUMB. I had not designed to move to amend the bill, but to 
address myself to some objections which occurred to me to the entire 
structure of it, and which, as I think, make it totally inapplicable to the 
case we are considering. I was about to say that I think in some re- 
spects it is unnecessarily restrictive in iis character, and will work 
‘great injustice to a class of people who are dependent upon us entirely 
for the measure of their rights, or rather for what they are to get as the 
result of our acquisition of them and their property by the treaty. On 
the other hand, I think the bill enlarges certain rights unnecessarily 
-and unjustly. 

In the first place, I think the first section, in referring to incomplete 
Spanish or Mexican grants, is liable to great misconstruction. Ilis- 
tened with interest to the definition which the Senator from Delaware 
gave of the difference between a complete and an incomplete grant. 
The very fact that it required such labored argument to establish the 
distinction which exists in his mind and which must be enforced by 
the court should, I think, call for the greatest caution. I am enforced 
in my objection to that phrase of nomenclature or definition by a ref- 
erence to the act of Congress which provided for the settlement of 
grants of a similar character arising under the same treaty in the State 
of California. There the commission was required to examine and pass 
upon every right or title derived from the Spanish or Mexican Govern- 
ment. It was not limited necessarily to a grant; it was not limited to 
an incomplete title nor to a complete title; but it simply took those 
people with reference to all their rights and required them to be adju- 
dicated upon by the commission and a determination reached in accord- 
ance with the law and the facts in each particular case. 

I therefore think that if the bill is to be passed, this limitation of 
the authority of the court to pass upon an incomplete title ought to 
be stricken out, and that all the rights of all the citizens of New Mexico, 
Arizona, Colorado, and Nevada under the treaty should be passed upon 
by this commission. i 

I am the more enforced in my judgment of that by the fact that there 
are a large class of people in New Mexico who if this provision is to be 
adopted will be cut out of their rights entirely. There are located in 
the valley of the Rio Grande, and more particularly in the neighbor- 
hood of the city of Albuquerque, quite a large number of people who 
are living upon small tracts of land running probably all the way from 
five acres to forty acres in extent, limited and varying in width upon 
the Rio Grande River, and extending back across the bottom and on 
to the mesa, giving tillable land and pasture land of irregular shape, 
conformed tono theory of survey, forming an aliquot part of no quarter- 
section of land or section of land, as we know it under our system of 
surveying land. These people do not hold there by reason of a grant 
in the ordinary sense of the term nor in the sense in which that term 
is used in the bill. They and their ancestors have lived upon those 
tracts of land, some of them as long as two hundred years without chang- 
ing possession or location. Others of them have been in possession as 
long as one hundred years, and none of them perhaps for less than fifty 
years. Those people under this bill would absolutely be cut out of all 
title whatever to their possessions. 

_ Ihave examined section 10 of the bill, which it was supposed by 
some might cover this class of cases, but upon a reference to it you will 
find that it is entirely inadequate, because it is limited to those who 
have grants, and these people have no grants. They were placed in 
possession, according to tradition, by the commanding officer of the post 
or fort or presidio, as it was called in the time of it, where they became 
not only the sources of supply for the food necessary to maintain the 

but also its means of defense against their enemies. Under the 
law of Mexico it was not necessary, nor even desirable, that they should 
ever have a paper title. Their possession had been recognized by the 
successive governments over them; they werein the actual and manual 
possession of those lands, and no one was likely to ever dispossess them. 
They have been protected since we acquired New Mexico simply by 
the order of the Commissioner of the General Land Office, who has 
directed that no entry should be permitted to be made of those lands. 
I have in my hand now-a copy of a dispatch sent by the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office within a few days to the register and re- 
ceiver of the land office at Santa Fé, N. Mex., answering an inquiry as 
to whether entries could be made within the sections in which those 
locations are, saying to the register and receiver that entries shall not 
be made unless the parties affirmatively prove that the lands they seek 
to enter are not in possession of anybody else. 

Mr. MAXEY. . Will the Senator from Kansas permit me to ask him 
a question ? 1 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRISON in the chair). Does the 
Senator from Kansas yield to the Senator from Texas ? 

Mr. PLUMB. I do: 

Mr. MAXEY. I want to understand this thing. Suppose a party 
filed a petition for a grant, a survey had been and actually 
made, and the ut in possession. He is put in actual possession 
of the land under marked bounds, but the final grant or concession has 
not been issued. Does the bill propose to cut out all the excess within 
that marked bo where the actual on has been delivered 
according to the Mexican law and turn it over to the United States? 
Is that the proposition ? 
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Mr. BAYARD. Certainly not. 

Mr. PLUMB. I understand that is the purpose of the bill. 

Mr. BAYARD. Certainly not. The Senator has explained that, I 
think, fully. 

Mr. PLUMB, Then I did not understand the question of the Sen- 
ator from Texas. 

Mr. MAXEY. Iwill repeatmy question. The Senator doubtless is 
perfectly aware of the various steps taken to secure a Spanish grant. 
Suppose that a party seeking title has filed his petition, an order of 
survey has been granted by the proper authority, the survey actually 
made, and the possession as required by the law delivered to the ap- 
plicant, and he placed in the actual possession of the land; and it turns 
out that it being an eleven-league grant, there is mom tothe out-bound- 
ary mark, as the law requires, containing more than eleven leagues, 
does the bill propose to cut out all the rest over eleven leagues? 

Mr. PLUMB. I certainly understand it that way. If that is not 
the case, then I have not only misunderstood the bill, but I have mis- 
understood the entire tenor of this discussion. 

Mr. MAXEY. That is what I should like to have understood. It 
will control my vote on the matter. 

Mr. PLUMB. And I can give cases where that is entirely proper 
and should be done. 

Mr. MAXEY. I beg to say that if that is the case, I certainly shall 
not vote for any bill that embraces such a clause as that. 
on BAYARD. Will the Senator from Kansas allow me to interrupt 

im? 

Mr. PLUMB. Certainly. 

Mr. BAYARD. I wish merely to dispose of one thing at a time. 
The Senator from Kansas was speaking of one thing and my friend from 
Texas I think was speaking of another. If the case he has described 
is true accurately, that the man has had the juridical possession of the 
land delivered to him under the law of Mexico, what more does he 
need? The laws of the United States and the treaty of Guadalupe ` 
Hidalgo say that his title is perfect, and the courts of the United States 
will maintain it. Heis not the man to come under this proposed law. 
He has no need for it. His title is just ns good under those facts as any 
title in the District of Columbia or elsewhere. We are speaking en- 
tirely of an incomplete title; and although possibly to the fatigue of 
my friend my argument on that subject was “‘labored,”’ it was drawn 
forth not by my own si tion but by the question of my friend from 
Indiana [Mr. HARRISON | now in the chair. I endeavored to answer 
him in order to leave nothing unexplained in the bill that it was thought 
worth while to reach by it. 

Mr. PLUMB, I made use of an infelicitous term in speaking of the 
argument of the Senator from Delaware. I meant to say that the argu- 
ment was lengthy rather than ‘‘labored.’’ It only illustrated, as I’ 
think, the difficulty of arriving at a conclusion which should be satis- 
factory as to exactly what class of cases are embraced in the bill. Take 
the case the Senator has himself suggested, a case where the claimant 
under the law of Mexico has had delivered to him the juridical posses- 
sion. The Senator says in that case there is a complete grant; butsup- 

it turns out at some time that there is a failure to prove it? 

Mr. MAXEY. The very case that I put was where the final con- 
cession had not been made, but the equities were complete. The party 
had made his petition in due form of law, was placed in the actual 
possession upon an actual survey, and has possession, but the final con- 
cession or grant, as they call it, is not made, Then theparty, having 
nothing further to do himself, but the government not having issued 
the grant to him, he has not, of course, a legal title; he has an equita- 
ble title. Now, can that surplus or excess be taken from him? That 
is what I want to know. 

Mr. PLUMB. That is part of the purpose I have now in view in re- 
gard to my objections to the bill. But taking the case which the Senator 
from Delaware has suggested, where the grant, as he says, is complete, 
the evidence of the juridical possession and of the boundary is not of 
record anywhere, or, at least, it may not be. It is a fact within the 
knowledge of somebody, which can be proven in a court. © That proof 
is made matter of record, and based upon that proof a paper title may 
be issued. But suppose a person relies upon the fact that he has got ` 
the complete title within the definition of the Senator from Delaware, 
and does not come within the jurisdiction of the court for the purpose 
of proving his title, and some other time, an action, of ejectment being 
pending in regard to this particular piece of property, he fails to make 
proof satisfactory, then he has got an incomplete title, although before 
he supposed he had a complete title. It will be necessary for everybody 
who has any title whatever to any of the lands in New Mexico not con- 
firmed by an act of Congress to come into this court and prove his title, 
and unless the muniment of title shall be in the court, or as a result of 
its judgment, he never will be safe. Consequently this limitation to 
incomplete titles is calculated to make confusion and to work great in- 
justice. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Will the Senator from Kansas permit me 
to interrupt him for a moment on that point? 

Mr. PLUMB. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I think if the Senator from Kansas would 
look at the act of Congress approved May 26, 1824, for the settlement 
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of the outstanding land grants in Missouri and in Arkansas he would 
find that this bill is a substantial copy of that. All the angry and long 
controversies in both those States were settled, as I understand, under 
the provisions of that act, the Janguage of which is almost in the very 
words of the measure now under consideration by the Senate on the 
ays points to which the Senator refers. That act has been in ex- 
for more than half a century, a large number of claims were 
settled under it, and I never heard of any great injury having been 
worked by it. The act of 1824 provides— i 
That it shall and be lawful for any person or persons, or their legal 
resentatives, lating hands aele hereditementa in that part of the 
late province of Louisiana which is now included within the State of ri, 
by virtue of any ch or Piman prani; concession, warrant, or order of sur- 
wey, Nepal oes ted, or issued, before the 10th day of March, 1804, by the 
pom authorities, to any person or persons resident in the vince of Louis- 
at the date thereof, or on or before the 10th day of , 1804, and which 
was tected or secured by the treaty between the United States of America 
and the: French Republic of the 30th day of April, 1803, and which might have 
been perfected into a complete title under and in conformity to the laws, usages, 
and customs of the government under which the same originated not the 
sovereignty of the country been transferred to the United States in each and 
every such case,” &c, 


That is the celebrated Missouri act of 1824, under which the titles to 
land in that State were settled. 

Mr. PLUMB. The circumstances are entirely different. At that 
time there was no demand for land; there was no controversy about 
land; and there was hardly anything anywhere to excite even the ac- 
quisitive faculty of anybody. Whatever a man claimed he took, what- 
ever he wanted he got, as the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY ] 
well says. We are now at a trying period of the history of this coun- 
try, when land is worth something, when there is a controversy about 
land everywhere, and when men will need to be on their guard more 
fully, and particularly in reference to their titles, than they ever were 
before. In addition to that, the jurisdiction from which we got the land 
is different. There was never such a lax land law known among men 
as that which prevailed in the Mexican Government, so far as it related 
to thie actual possession of title, by the issuance of a piece of paper 
from the general government to the claimant. 

The class of people of which I have spoken would, as I have said, 
absolutely be put out of the possession of their holdings under the op- 
eration of this bill. They have no grant, they have no warrant, they 
have no survey in the meaning of the bill. They are a class of people 
who by reason of their poverty, by reason of their general helplessness, 
and by reason of the fact that they have dwelt upon this Jand for gen- 
erations, are entitled specifically to our sympathy and to our most 
careful support. Even if it were possible to enlarge this bill so as to 
embrace them, still its provisions would be confiscation to them, Every 
one seeking to acquire a title to a piece of land under this bill is re- 
quired to file his petition setting up at great length his claim of title or 
claim to title. Hehasgot to prove thatinacourt. Anappeal is bound 
to be taken against him, because if the decision is in his favor the dis- 
trict attorney is instructed to appeal to the supreme court of the Terri- 
tory. One of these persons owning only from ten to forty acres of land 
(the highest holding any of them have) would find not only all he has 
wiped out in the payment of lawyers’ fees, but a mortgage put upon his 
entire future. That is the treatment we propose to mete out to those 
people who became citizens of the United States by no will of their 
own, and whom we contracted to protect in all the rights which they 
had under the laws of Mexice. We have no right, I submit, to impose 
upon them this ive proceeding, nor any expensive proceeding, for 
the purpose of enabling them to acquire title to the land which Mexico 
would have given them and had given them practically without cost. 

I think the bill is somewhat liberal in some respects. Section 9 pro- 
vides for issuing scrip to make up the lack which the court shall find 
in any man’s grant. The familiar form of making these grants was to 
name certain exterior boundaries within which the selection of the 
particular amount of land granted was to be made. Sometimes, as in 
the case of the Maxwell grant, the exterior boundaries embraced seven, 
eight, ten, perhaps even twenty times the amount of land that was 
granted. Judicial possession was given, that is to say, a man was put 
in possession of a particular piece of land, which became a corner-stone 
perhaps, or at all eventsaplace from which the boundary of his 
sion was to be determined. It was one of the points; all the rest of 
them were floating; the lines could be carried in any direction and in 
all directions within the exterior limits named in his grant. A familiar 
illustration of that was the Mariposa case, in which the Supreme Court 
of the United States affirmed that right as existing in a person holding 
under the original grantee. 

Now, take a case of this kind: A person has a grant we will say for 
eleven leaguesofland. The exterior boundaries are one hundred leagues 
ofland. Hehasacertain possession all the way, more or Jess well defined, 
and also more or less ill defined. It is a matter of no particular conse- 
quence, because he has a right to use the adjacent land as pasture land, 
subject of course to such infringement as may come from the operation 
of the land laws of the United States, or from some one going upon those 
lands with the freedom common to Americans, who may more or less 
trespass upov the limited area so held within the greater area. When 


the court comes to find out what the boundaries of the tract of A B are 
within these exterior boundaries, it finds a certain possession. He ought 
to have the right to go in a certain direction, but in the mean time some 
one, perhaps with the consent of the grantee himself, has settled upon 
that under the land Jaws of the United States and has cut off in that 
particular direction a quarter-section, or a section, or ten or one hun- 
dred sections of the grant. The party is not then constrained to go, 
somewhere else within the exterior limits and get his land, but he may 
stop right there and say, “‘So much has been taken off from the land 
which I was put in possession of within these exterior limits, and in- 
stead of taking other land just as good perhaps and adjoining within 
these large boundaries, I will take scrip, which I can locate upon the 
fattest land in the Territory of New Mexico or Arizona or in the State. 
of Colorado.” One acre cut off in that: way and located under that 
provision would probably be worth any ten or perhaps any fifty acres. 
within the original grant. It is the most dangerous power that could 
possibly be conferred upon a court. It would not operate in favor of 
all those people, but only of afew. It would open up a wide domain 
for speculation in the public lands of the United States, which although 
not intended would inevitably ensue. 

I think with reference to indemnity that Congress ought to leave 
itself in a condition to pass upon each particular case to he reported 
by the court, if its report shall ever be made. If this provision for in- 
demnity is not in the bill, my belief is that all those people will get 
sometime, if they ever get judgment at all, all the land they are enti- 
tled to. 

But one of the fundamental objections to the bill is the tribunal. 
These cases are to be tried by the United States courts in the Terri- 
tories and in the States within which the grants are situated. Every 
one familiar with the condition of things existing in New Mexico (and, 
that is the Territory within which most of these grants lie) knows 
that the courts of that Territory are overburdened now with their cur, 
rent and ordinary business. It is almost impossible now to get prompt 
trial for any case, civil or criminal, pending in those courts. You bur- 
den those courts now with the adjustment of these land grants of great 
value and of great number, hotly contested as some of them will be, 
and as all of them are bound to be in point of fact, because that obli- 
gation is placed upon the district attorney, and it will be years, it will 
be a generation in the ordinary course of things, before the cases are 
settled. In addition to that, after they are settled in the court of the 
district, the district attorney is compelled to appeal to the supreme 
court of the Territory, and after the supreme court of the Territory 
has upon the case it still remains to be carried to the Supreme 
Court of the United States, The generation of men who are legis« 
lating or seeking to legislate upon this subject will never witness the 
adjustment and perfection of these grants under this bill. 

I have before me the report of the surveyor-general of New Mexico, 
for the year 1879, a man thoroughly versed in all the surroundings and 
belongings of these land grants in the Territory of New Mexico. I ask 
the Chief Clerk to read so much of his report as I have marked for the 
purpose of showing many of the difliculties which the courts of the Ter- 
ritory will have in settling the cases if this bill should become a law, 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Judging from the light of experience, I am of the opinion that a reference of 
these cases for adjudication to the district courts of the ve districts in 
which the lands may be situated would not be advisable, and while there are 
some arguments in favor of such a reference, I believe the results would not be 
as satisfactory as under the present system. 

Some of the objections to that method are, that the court of adjudication should 
have direct and ready access to all the archives, it being frequently necessary, 
on account of the entiquity of the title papers, to introduce for purposes of com- 
person other original documents bearing the signatures of the same Spanish or 

exican officials whose signatures, or purported signatures, appear on the muni- 
ments of title in the cave at bar, and the genuineness or ungenuineness of these 
title papers are frequently necessarily determined by such comparison where 
there are no living witnesses familiar with the signatures of such officials to. 
prove ordisprove the genuinenesss of the same. 

The evidence of the abandonment or fraudulent character of a grant may exist 
among the archives in documents having nó direct connection with the case at 
bar in one district, and the same document may embrace evidence of n similar 
character, or reverse, in another case pending in another district, and the docu- 
ment may be required in evidence in both district courts at the same time; or 
its existence may be known to one and unknown to the other, or may be un- 
known to either, unless direct and easy access to the entire archives can be had 
by the court, If these documents are sent back and forth from one district to, 
another, or to and from the regular custodian of the same, they would be liable 
to be lost; and if distributed among the several judicial districts, the evidence 
of legality or illegality of the documents in some paar case might be on fle 
in ropa district than the one in which it might be required in evidence in such 

wuar case, 
Pothe investigations of this office the past year have demonstrated that some of 
these pe sae are forgeries; and a comparison of the signature of the gov- 
ernor on the title papers with the signature of such officer proven and 
accepted as genuine upon other documents in the archives, and the judgment of 
experts thereon, is not infrequently required to establish the character of the 
document under consideration. j 

Unless the court before which these claims are adjudicated can have access 
to all of these archives it is much more liable to be imposed upon by fraudulent 
title papers, 

Mr. PLUMB. Reference has been made to abuses that grew out of 
the administration of the law of 1851 in California. 

Mr. BAYARD. The law of the United States? 

Mr. PLUMB, Yes. 
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Mr. GARLAND. The act of March 3, 1851, 

Mr. PLUMB. California was a long way off. As I said a moment 
ago, referring to another class of cases, there was abundance of land for 
everybody; there was no pressure for scrutiny; there was no law pro- 
viding for any great scrutiny in regard to validity nor in regard to the 
extent of the grants to be passed upon. In addition to that there was 
no public sentiment; tlfere was no press, no telegraph, no communica- 
tion of any kind practically connecting California with this side of the 
mountains. What was going on over there was regarded as something 
that was incidental to the acquisition of that territory, not likely to 
occur anywhere else, and affecting nobody practically but the people 
who lived in California and who agreed among themselves in regard to 
what they wanted, and substantially in regard to what they got. 

No such abuses could ever arise under the administration of a similar 
law in New Mexico or in Arizona, but a commission of men appointed 
with reference to their especial qualifications for this service, to sit at 
Santa Fé, at Albuquerque, at Mesilla, at Las Cruces, or any other 
point in the Territory where it should benecessary to examine the rec- 
ord, hear the witness in person, have ample time to scrutinize every 
single thing ena to these titles, would be the best possible way of 
adjusting them, and is the way that ought to be adopted. Put them 
now into the courts, sandwiched between cases of trespass and damage 
on the one side and criminal causes and causes arising under the min- 
ing laws of the United States on the other, and they not only will not 
be tried, and the unsettled condition of things now existing will con- 
tinne for a generation or more, but the decisions to be arrived at can 
not in any case be as complete, as absolutely certain of being just and 
fair, as they would be if they were tried beforea court which had juris- 
diction for that purpose and for nothing else. That iswhat I not only 
think we ought to do but what I think we are bound in good faith to 
do. We have waited now for nearly forty years without doing anything 
practically to settle these vexed questions and give to those people the 
rights we guaranteed to them under the treaty. We ought now to do 
it, and to do it in such a way as that the delay which has already oc- 
curred will not be supplemented by a delay. as great, and added to that 
the great cost and burden of the expenses that are provided for in the 
bill, and the @nstant assertion on the part of the Government of its 
right to appeal notwithstanding the case may be just as plain as day. . 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, it may be considered presumptuous 
for me to offer any suggestions in regard to this bill, especially should 
I take a different view of its provisions from that entertained by the 
honorable Senator who has just preceded me; but I have become inter- 
ested during the discussion upon the bill, and I desire to submit a few 
suggestions of my own. 

I presume there is no difference of opinion in this body, at least there 
ought to be none, as to the duty of the United States to provide in some 
manner for the confirmation of Jand claims and grants under the au- 
thority of the Spanish and Mexican Governments which were made 
prior to February 2, 1848, the date of the treaty of ‘Guadalupe Hidalgo, 
in the now Territories of New Mexico, Wyoming, Arizona, and Utah, 
and the States of Nevada and Colorado; nor should there be any differ- 
ence of opinion as to whether the tinie has now arrived when provision 
for the confirmation of these claims should be made. The treaty was 
executed in 1845, and after the lapse of all the time which has inter- 
vened down to the present day these claims in the State of California 
are not yet entirely disposed of, and scarcely a beginning has been made 
as to the confirmation of these claims in the States and Territories men- 
tioned in this bill. Notwithstanding the matter has been frequently 
called to the attention of Congress by the Chief Executive of the nation 
and by the Secretary of the Interior and by other officers of the Interior 
Department, Congress as yet has made no adequate provision for the 
confirmation of these claims. 

In 1854 a law was passed providing for the examination of claims by 
the surveyor-general of New Mexico, but confessedly that law has been 
a failure; it has amounted to a denial of justice. After twenty-six 
years a thousand claims had been presented to the surveyor-general, 
and only about one hundred and fifty, it appears, had been reported for 
confirmation, and only seventy-one of that number had been confirmed 
by Congress. Under the act of 1854 the surveyor-general of New Mexico 
received elaborate instructions from the Interior Department in regard 
to his proceedings in securing the documentary testimony in regard to 
these grants and private claims and in regard to his course of procedure 
in executing that law. 

As to the character of the testimony upon which the rights of these 
private claimants depend, I desire to read from a communication from 
the surveyor-general of New Mexivo to the Interior Department, dated 
September 30, 1855: 

In accordance with your instructions I made ion to his excellency 
David Merriwether, governor of the Territory, for such of the archives as re- 
lated to grants of land by the former authorities of the country, which he 
declined vering, giving as his reason that their selection from the large 
amount of papers composing the public archives of the Territory would involve 


an immense amount of labor and a heavy ne gs i aha he was not au- 


thorized toincur. He, however, allowed me to remove containing 
such to the their deposit; 
two 


them in my own office; where: 
them. On the last uty was 


accomplished, and from one hundred and six@-cight packages, averaging one 
aE SS et ca eh) 
and other dopuments referring to claims to hand have ben selected, and are 
now being arranged and class in a systematical form in this office. It will, 
however, be im ible to have them properly and substantially bound, as re- 
quired by your instructions, on account of the different sha: and forms in 
which they are to be found—some existing on sheets of foolscap paper, 
while others are to be found on half sheets, and o! again on scraps of paper, 
which can never be bound in any convenient form. 

This is the statement of tl& condition of the documentary evidence 
relating to these claims. 

Again, we have just heard read an extract from a report or commu- 
nication from the surveyor-general of New Mexico, in which he states, 
as I understood a reading of the document, that it has lately been 
found thatalarge number of the documents on which the rights of these 
claimants are based are forged. 

Now there are presented to this body two measures forsetthing these 
claims, which involve a hearing of the testimony, an examination of 
the documentary evidence, a judicial decision, a segregation of these 
private claims from the great body of the public land, and a survey of 
them; in other words a determination as to their validgy and their ex- 
tent, and the final eonfirmation of them by a judicial tribunal. 

One plan proposed is the bill which has been reported from the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims, and while E will say that I do not know 
that it is the best plan which can be devised, I unhesitatingly declare, 
from what information I have on the subject, that it is the best plan 
which ever has been devised by the Congress of the United States to 
inquire into the validity and extent and to confirm these claims, and, 
with one or two exceptions, it meets with my hearty approval. Objec- 
tion has been made to it on the ground that it provides for the issuing 
of scrip. This objection is not well founded. Prior to 1860, and pos- 
sibly prior to 1862, it was the policy of the Government as the genera, 
surveys were extended over the public domain to offer the lands at pub- 
lic sale. These public sales were continued during a length of time 
regulated by law. At the expiration of the time alloted for the publie 
sales, if the lands had not been sold, they became offered lands, and 
any citizen of the United States could thereafter enter any amount of 
those lands he chose at private entry, paying therefor $1.25 an acre. 
and receive his patent at once. With the of the homestead bil? 
in 1862, ifnot previously, the policy of the Government changed, and since 
that time there has been nosuch thing as offering landsat publicsale. The 
policy ofthe Government has been to reserve the public lands for home- 
steads—for homes for actual settlers, and to-day the offered lands of 
the United States are comparatively worthless; they are lands which 
would not sell at private sale or at publicauction; they are lands which 
for a quarter of a century have gone begging for a purchaser at a dollar 
and a quarter an acre. These are the lands known as lands subject to 
private entry; and to these lands is the location of the scrip authorized 
by this act limited. I think that the Government would be doing well 
and getting the best of the bargain if it had granted away lands which be- 
longed to these private claimants and could account for them with this 
character of scrip that could only be located on these detached and 
isolated portions of the public domain which are subject to private entry. 

Another objection has been made against the provision of this bill 
which authorizes testimony which has been taken before a surveyor- 
general to be used in contests before the courts in cases where the wit- 
nesses are dead. It is suggested that the provision ought to be broader 
and require all this testimony to be received. I am not prepared tosay 
that such a provision would do great harm, because the testimony is 
not made conclusive on the courts by the provisions of the bill. The 
provision of the bill is substantially that the court may give it such 
weight as it is entitled to. It may be ex parte testimony, and it would 
be an injustice to people who may be claiming these lands under the 
laws of the United States and have a standing under the provisions ot 
this bill, to object to the confirmation of these private land claims 
granted under the laws of Spain and Mexico and who may become par- 
ties to the litigation, to allow all the testimony which has been taken 
in the proceeding before the surveyor-general to be read in evidence and 
to be considered in a controversy between such parties claiming under 
the laws of the United States and the claimants under the Spanish and 
Mexican grants. 

There are, however, some provisions in this bill which I think are 
injudicious; for instance, the provision by which these suits are to be 
instituted and tried in accordance with the laws governing suits in 
equity before the district court. I apprehend that that provision has 
been borrowed from some previous act. In the discussion of the bill 
to provide a civil government for Alaska the Senator from Indiana 
[Mr. HARRISON] asked me what civil jurisdiction the district courts 
had. I suggested then that they had original jurisdiction in cases in 
admiralty, but they have other civil jurisdiction; by various statutes 
jurisdiction in particular cases has been conferred upon them until the 
list of matters in which they have civil jurisdiction has become quite 
lengthy. They did have jurisdiction in equity of certain matters grow- 
ing out of the bankrupt law and the internal-revenue laws. I concede 
that there is no great objection to conferring this jurisdiction on the 
district courts; but is there a necessity for it? I believe not. Since 
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1867 the judges of the district courts may hold circuit couris. By the 
provisions of an act passed in‘1867 circuit courts may be held by the 
justice of the Supreme Court who is assigned to the circuit, by the cir- 
cuit judge, and by the district judge, or any two of them. There- 
fore there is no reason now for allowing these proceedings to be insti- 
tuted in the district court ina State. I think it would be far better 
to have the bill amended so that- these suits should be commenced in 
the circuit court, which may be held and is held by the district judge, 
and then the appeal will be directly from that court to the Supreme 
Court of the United States if the case is appealed. But an attempt is 
made in this bill to authorize an appeal directly from the district court 
over the circuit court to the Supreme Court of the United States. 

The other provision to which I refer is a provision that the costs of 
survey required to be paid by the claimant shall be a lien on the land. 
It isan unusual proceeding, it seems to me, to make a lien upon land 
and provide for the sale of the land for the lien without providing any 
tribunal to determine the amount, without providing any record upon 
which the lien is to be recorded, and without making any provision as 
to the proceedings by which the land is to be sold for the lien. I think 
it would be a sufficient security of the right of the United States to 
strike out that provision and leave the section to read that a patent 
shall not be issued until one-half the cost of survey has been paid. 

I said I believed this was a good bill. Why go I believe so? The 
gentleman who preceded me, the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], 
suggested that it would be many years—I cannot recall his exact lan- 
gu hefore these controversies would be determined in these courts, 
and this bill provides for at least fourteen distinct tribunals in which 
these proceedings may be instituted. There are three judges, a chief- 
justice, and two associate justices in each of the four Territories, and a 
judge of the district court in each of the States. Therefore, as I said 
before, we have here in this bill provided fourteen distinct tribunals; 
and more than that, they are convenient to the litigants—they are do- 
mestic tribunals. 

Again, this bill refers all these controversies to the established courts 
of the United States, to a part of the judicial system now existing with 
all its machinery for entertaining, hearing, examining, and determin- 
ing these controversies, with its clerks, with its marshals, with its rec- 

with its offices where these records may be preserved and safely 
kept, convenient at all times for the examination of the parties inter- 
ested in them. Besides that, it provides for the original papers being 
preserved in this record. With such a provision, with so many distinct 
tribunals having jurisdiction over separate districts of this territory, it 
is possible, it is highly probable, that the three years’ limit provided by 
this act will be a sufficient time to enable all these proceedings to be 
commenced, and in the due course of judicial proceedings all the con- 
troversies will be satisfactorily determined. _ 

Now let us examine for a moment the other plan proposed, an itiner- 
ant commission consisting of three persons, with a clerk, stenographer, 
and other attachés, who are to travel over two entire States and four 
Territories to hear and investigate and determine controversies which 
have arisen or may arise in regard to these private land claims. I ask 
the Senator from Kansas, if it would take the time which he states to 
have these controversies determined in fourteen different courts already 
constituted and upon which jurisdiction is conferred by this bill, how 
long would it take this traveling commission to determine them? 

More than that, Mr. President, it is provided in the proposed sub- 
stitute that the testimony in regard to the original and present posses- 
sion and occupation of the land claimed and boundaries and ‘limits 
shall be taken upon or in the vicinity of the land. Just think of it! 
A commission traveling over this vast extent of territory, not locating 
themselves at convenient points within the district, but traveling about 
and receiving the testimony in the vicinity of each private land claim! 
If the provisions of the bill offered by the committee could be charac- 
terized as infamous, I should like to ask the Senator who proposes tie 
substitute what epithet we could apply to the substitute which would 
fitly characterize it? 

Now, Mr. President, I desire to call attention to another provision of 
this proposed substitute. Section 5 provides— 

That the commissioners shall give due and public notice of the time and place 
for filing claims and of holding their sessions in each State and Territory. 

I should like to inquire of the Senator offering the substitute whatis 
“due notice?” If it applied to any existing law, if this provision was 
te be enacted in regard to the existing Jaws of the United States and 
this commission were to proceed in conformity to the laws and rules of 
practice which govern the courts of the United States, we should know 
what “due notice” is; but as it is, itis left entirely to the discretion 
of the commission. It may be a handbill, it may be a public procla- 
mation, it may bea publication in a newspaper; and this is the “‘ notice”’ 
which is to be given not only to the holders of these private claims, 
but to parties who may claim the land adversely to them under the 
laws of the United States. 

There is another provision in the substitute which I desire 


to call to the attention of the Senate. It is found in section 12, which 
` provides— 
That the commissioners shall have the power and authority, upon the hear- 


to determine con- 
decide upon 


, proofs, and examination of claims Joo a ipea y 


ing 
vover an gasna of fact cases, and to 
thevalidity of the title under the grant or claim. 


Why, sir, I undertake to say that there never has been in the history 
of the jurisprudence of this country such a law as is proposed by this 
substitute granting to a commission of three persons the power to con- 
clusively decide all questions of fact which may arise in regard to these 
numerous and valuable claims. To be sure there is a provision here for 
a writ of error, but the whole substitute shows conclusively that upon 
an appeal or upon the taking of a writ of error nothing but errors of 
law can be reviewed. If this bill had not been introduced by the hon- 
orable Senator from Michigan [Mr. CONGER], I should have supposed 
that it had been drawn by some person who wished to get on the com- 
mission and to hold the extraordinary power in this great extent of 
country consisting of two States and four Territories—the power of de- 
ciding conclusively all questions of fact relating to these claims. 

The United States have had some experience under a law somewhat 
similar, though more guarded in its provisions than that proposed by 
the substitute. In pursuance of the provisions contained in the eighth 
article of the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo the Congress of the United 
States passed an act approved March 3, 1851, entitled ‘‘An act to as- 
certain and settle private land claims in the State of California,” which 
provided for the appointment of a commission composed of three per- 
sons, to continue for three years, with a secretary qualified to act as 
interpreter, and necessary clerks, and a law agent to represent the 
United States. I will not follow the history of the legislation which 
followed. Suffice it to say that within the period of twenty years there 
were something like twenty different acts of Congress passed in rela- 
tion to these claims, extending the time in which the claim might be 
presented, providing additional remedies to the claimants under the 
treaty, and to-day, after the lapse, as was said, of nearly forty years, 
these claims have not been disposed of. a 

But that is not all. I desire, for the information of the Senate, to 
read briefly from a report submitted by Attorney-General Black to the 
President of the United States May 22, 1860: 


Under the act of 1851, to ascertain and settle private land claims in Californ: 
eight hundred and three claims, comprehending nineteen thousand one hund 
and forty-eight square miles of territory, were presented to the board of land com- 
missioners, and nearly all of them were pated hee either by the board or by the 
district courts to which they were appealed. 

A very large portion of the best mineral and agricultural region in Califor- 
nia, the ports, commercial points, sites for fortifications, light-houses, and other 
nationa! purposes, were covered by Mexican nts, real or fabricated. In all 
the territory conquered or purchased from Mexico there seemed to be not an 
island or place for a fort, a custom-house, hospital, or post-office but must be 
purch: upon his own terms from some private claimant, under a pretended 
title from Alvarado, Micheltorena, or Pio Pico. It was incredible that such 
grants could have been made in good faith by any government. . But they were 
supported by such an array of ony from Mexican officials and other wit- 
nesses as to render defense hopeless, unless by some vigorous means thorough 
rapon could be had and proof obtained that would demonstrate the 

u 


Under the last administration a large appro; ion had been made forthe 
purpose of examining records in the city of Mexico. That examination led to 
the conclusion that even the archives of that government had in some way be- 
come an instrument of. modong aaus against the United States. Documents 
of title were produced from the official depositories of the supreme government 
supporting a claim by a French adventurer upon a large part of the city of San 
Francisco, Fort Point, the islands of Alcatraz, Farallones, and Point Tiburon, on 
which the fortifications and light-houses of the United States were being erected. 
These documents bore the signatures of a former Mexican governor and a Mex- 
ican secretary of state; they weresworn to be genuine by a high Mexican official, 
once a member of their Con, , Who, with the permission of his own govern- 
ment, at the instance of the French minister, had left his public duties in Mexico 
to go to San Francisco and bear witness to the validity of this claim. It was 
vouched, moreover, by letters from the president of the republic to the governor 
of California and to the board of land commissioners. But notwithstanding all 
this, the title papers were then believed and afterwards clearly proved to be mere 
forgeries. Under these circumstances it was resolved by the President to employ 
competent legal counsel to go to California and prepare a just defense against 
the case of Limantour and other land claims pending there, and to provide him 
with adequate means for a thorough investigation of them, à 

In the month of February, 1858, Mr. Stanton was employed and sent to San 
Francisco under instructions, a copy whereof is hereto annexed, marked A. Mr. 
Stanton immediately departed for California, and was en there for nearly 
a year, and until the final decision of the Limantour case by the district court 
in favor of the United States, He was accompanied by Lieutenant Harrison, 
rs the Navy,and Mr. James Buchanan, jr., who were employed under his direc- 

ion. 

A portion only of the archives of the Mexican Government had been placed in 
the custody of the surveyor-general. There had been no collation or translatien 
of them, and many of the most important were scattered over the State, some in 
the custody of unauthorized officers, some in the A aon porn of individ and 
others in boxes which nobody guarded, and which had never been open 


Something like the state of affairs that was found to exist in New 
Mexico when the first surveyor-general of that Territory undertook to 
look up the testimony relating to these claims. 


Their value to the United States, as evidence in these land cases, was almost 
wholly unknown. Under directions given from the Interior Department, backed 
by a penal act of Congress soon afterward passed at the instance of this office, 
they were collected in the different towns and pueblos, wherever they could be 
found, from Sacramento to San Di were carefully collated and bound, 


wy 
undred folio volumes. The most im- 


portant documents y translated and printed. A volume of 
photographic copies of official mdence, official seals, and fraudulent 
grants were together for the use of the courts and the De 


ex- 
plained in the letters hereto annexed, marked B, C, and D. 
furnish irresistible proof that there had been an 
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organized of fabricating land titles carried on for a long time in Califor- 

nia by Mexican officials; that forgery and perjury had been reduced to a reg- 

ular occupation; that the making of false grants, with the subornation of 

— De woven to eres them, become a trade and a business, Desolate 
n 

priceless value to the poire HE been seized upon under these spurious 


conquest; Sacramento, Marysvill 
titles no better. z 

I have read this extract from the report of Attorney-General Black 
to show the condition in which these titles were found to be in Cali- 
fornia. I am justified in saying, after the extract from the report of 
the surveyor-general of Mexico read by the Senator from Kansas, that 
something like the same condition of affairs exists in New Mexico. I 
therefore say it would be extremely unwise to appoint a commission of 
three persons and require them to examine all these private land claims 
in two States and four Territories, and to give them the power to de- 
termine conclusively questions of fact and send them out to make the 
necessary confirmation of these claims by the United States. 

It has been by the Senator from Kansas that the bill re- 
ported by the committee would work an injustice to certain claimants 
of lands he has mentioned, but so far as I can understand and from 
what he has said those claimants have no standing whatever under the 
treaties between the United States and Mexico. They do not derive 
their right or title to the land occupied by them, whatever it may be, 
under treaties. Their right to the land appears to be a mere 
right of possession, or possibly a mere possession. Ifthey have acquired 
any title to the lands which are in their possession it has been by pre- 
scription, by the running of the statute of limitation; and the general 
tule is that statutes of limitation do not run against the Government. 
If they are to be protected in the on and in the title to the lands 
they occupy it must be under some additional legislation by Congress. 

There can be no general act passed that will not work injustice in 
some cases, and in view of what we know of the history of these claims 
I suggest that the provision for the appeal of these cases from the dis- 
trict court of the Territory to the supreme court of the Territory and 
from the supreme court of the Territory and the district court in the 
States to the Supreme Court of the United States, with the right of the 
Supreme Court on appeal to examine into questions of fact and deter- 
mine whether or not these claims are just claims and making the ap- 
pellate court the final tribunal to determine whether patents shall issue, 
is a just provision, is a judicious provision, and while it may work in- 
justice in the cases of squatters mentioned by the Senator from Kansas, 
as I said before, there can be no general law by which a large number 
of private rights are to be settled but what will be found to work some 
injustice to some particular individual. 

I think, therefore, in view of this whole matter, that the bill reported 
by the Committee on Private Land Claims will be found to be effective; 
will be found to be so that both the rights of the United States 
and of all claimants of these lands will be fairly and equitably adjusted; 
that it will be economical, because it refers these controversies to the 
existing courts of the country. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, I move that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After eighteen minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were réopened. ; 

Mr. INGALLS. I move that the Senate do now adjourn to meet on 
Monday next. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 
` The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 24, 
nays 23; as follows: 


YEAS—2. 
pee George, > ackson, Plumb, 
er, , onas, Pugh, 
Camden, Eo Jones of Nevada, Ransom, 
Hares Lamar, Saulsbury, 
Fair, Hawley, Palmer, Vance, 
Garland, § Platt, Vest.. 
NAYS—23. 
Allison, Conger, Manderson, Pendleton, 
Ba: Frye, Maxey, Pike, 
Blair, Harrison, Miller of Cal. Sawyer, 
Call, Hill, Miller of N.Y., Sewell, 
Cameron of Wis., Hoar, Mitchell, Van Wyck. 
Coke, MeMillan, Morgan, 
ABSENT—29. 
Aldrich, Dolph, Lapham, Slater, 
Anthony, Edmun y; F . Voorhees, 
Bowen, Farley, McPherson, Walker, 
* Gibson, Mahone, Williams, 
Sona: of Pa., Groome, aon he ilson. 
q e, eberger, 
Cullom, Jones of Florida, Sabia, : 
Dawes, Kenna, Sherman, 


So the motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 45 minutes p. m.) 
, February 4. 


the Senate adjourned to Monda 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, January 31, 1884. 


The House met at 120’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. JOHN 
S. LINDSAY, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s ings was read. 

The SPEAKER. Before the Jo is approved the Chair desires 
to call the attention of the House to the fact that on yesterday the gen- 
tleman from Kansas [Mr. MORRILL] reported from the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions a bill (H. R. 566) for the relief of Rebecca Burch, 
widow of a soldier of the Revolution, and asked that the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions be discharged from its further consideration, and that 
the same be referred to the Committee on Pensions. An examination 
of the Journal shows that the bill was not referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, but was referred in the first, instance to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. If there be no objection, therefore, that part of 
the Journal which records the proceeding referred to will be omitted, 
asit was entirely unnecessary; and with that omission the Journal of the 
proceedings of yesterday as read will be approved. 

There being no objection, the remainder of the Journal as read was 
approved. 

KANSAS RAILROAD GRANT. 


Mr. ANDERSON. I desire to makea privileged report. I amdi- 
rected by the Committee on Public Lands to report back with a favor- 
able recommendation the preamble and resolution which I send to the 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas by an act of Congress approved March 3, 1863, there was granted to 
the State of Kansas for the purpose of aiding in the construction— 

First. Of a railroad and telegraph from the city of Leavenworth, by the way 
of the town of Lawrence, and via the Ohio City crossing of the Omage River, to 
the southern line of the State in the direction of Galveston Bay, in Texas, with 
a branch from Lawrence, by the valley of the Wakarusa River, to the point on 
= RE o Topeka and Santa Fé Railroad where said road intersects the 

eosho River. 

Second. Ofa railroad from the city of Atchison, via Topeka, the capital of said 
State, to the western line of the State in the direction of Fort Union ard Santa 
Fé, N. Mex., with a branch from the point where this last-named road crosses 
the Neosho, down said Neosho Valley to the point where the said first-named 
road enters the said Neosho Valley, every alternate section of land designated 
by odd numbers for ten sections in width on each side of said roads and each of 
its branches; and 

Whereas it was provided by said act as follows: “That ifany part of said roads 
and branches is not completed within ten years from the passage of this act, no 
a a be made, and the lands unsold shall revert to the United 

7” an 

Whereas it is alleged that the whole of said roads and branches were not com- 
pleted within ten years from the of said act, to wit, that the road from 
the city of Leavenworth to the town of Lawrence, the branch from Lawrence, 
by the valley of the Wakarusa River to the Neosho, and the branch from 
where the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fé road crosses the Neosho, down said 
Neosho Valley to the point where the Leavenworth, Lawrence and Galveston 
road enters said valley, have never been constructed; and 

Whereas it is alleged that the Secretary of the Interior, on or about October 
1883, certified to the State of Kansas a list of about 189,384 acres for the benefit 
the said Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fé Railroad Company: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, requested to im- 
mediately inform the House of Representatives whether or not the roads and 
branches above mentioned were completed within ten years from the passage of 
said act; and if not so completed, by what authority or under what law the list 
of lands above specified were certified to said State as aforesaid. 


The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. ANDERSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


APPROPRIATION FOR DESTITUTE INDIANS. 


Mr. ELLIS. Iam instructed by the Committee on Appropriations j 
to report back the joint resolution (H. Res. 121) appropriating $50,000 
for the support of certain destitute Indians with Senate amendments, 
and further to ask that the House non-concur in the Senate amend- 
ments. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendments of the Sen- 


ate. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Is THE SENATE OF THE Usrrep SrarTes, January 29, 1884. 
That the joint resolution of the House of sor Sieg aber (H. Res. 


riating $50,000 for the support of certain destitute Indians do pass 


g 
with the following amendments 


In line 1, strike out “50” and insert “100.” 


At the end of the joint resolution insert the following: 
“And that out of this appro: i not 


priation the sum of exteeding $5,000 be ex- 
and making purchases of such supplies, uding cost 


— for tele 
Amend the title so that it will read: “Joint resolution appropriating $100,000 
supporgof certain destitute Indians.” > 


for the 


Mr. ELLIS. I move that the House non-concur in the Senate amend- 
ments. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the report of the 
Committee on Appropriations, which is that the House non-concur in 
the amendments of the Senate. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. I think the House should concur in the amend- 
ment increasing the amount to $100,000. I believe it is necessary. 
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I was a member of the commission that visited those Indians last sam- 
mer. We found them in a very destitute condition. They are ina 
section of the country which was originally a fine buffalo country, but 
the game has all gone. The time has come when these Indians must 
turn themselves to agriculture to make a living. They are anxious to 
yield up portions of their vast but now useless hunting-grounds, and 
only ask such temporary support as will enable them to become self- 
supporting. Visiting them in company with Senator VEST, we found 
them in such destitute condition that unless the Government did some- 
thing for them they certainly would starve during this winter. We 
did not have authority to pledge the Government to furnish them with 
food, but we did give them the assurance that we would personally do 
everything in our power to get Congress to pass an appropriation in 
order that they might be kept from starvation. 

Mr. ELLIS. The House committee gave every dollar recommended 
by the Department of the Interior. All of the reports upon which this 
request for aid was based were before that Department and before us. 
We presumed that the Department of the Government having special 
charge of this matter knew what was required; and we based our action 
upon those reports and upon the recommendation made by the Seere- 
tary of the Interior and gave every single dollar that was asked for. 

The debate in the Senate does not develop the reasons which guided 
that body in its action. No report from the Senate accompanies the 
House resolution, and we are in the dark as to the reasons which gov- 
erned their action. } 

The second amendment we deem is entirely useless. There isan ap- 
propriation made for telegraphing and for correspondence, and for com- 
missions for purchasing these supplies, which is unauthorized and un- 
warranted by the general statutes. It is presumed, I suppose, that the 
supplies purchased by this appropriation must be advertised in the usual 
manner. In the case of an emergency such as this authority is given 
under the general statute forthe Secretary to purchase in open market. 

Mr. CHACE. Myrecollection is that the Secretary recommended an 
appropriation for this purpose of $137,000. 

Mr. ELLIS. No, sir. 

Mr. CHACE. I have not the report before me. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. I think if the gentleman from Louisiana will 
look at the estimates he will find the Secretary recommended $50,000 
for the Crow tribe alone, $25,000 for the Blackfeet Indians, $25,000 for 
the tribes at the Belknap agency, and some additional sums, of which 
I have not the exact figures, for the tribes at Fort Peck. 

Mr. ELLIS. The estimates reached us in a special communication 
from the Department ofthe Interior, which, if the gentleman will allow 
me, I will send for to the committee-room and get. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. Under a resolution of the Senate a joint commis- 
sion was appointed to visit those Indians, among others, last summer. 
On the part of the Senate it consisted of Senator DAWES, Senator CAM- 
ERON of Wisconsin, Senator LOGAN, Senator MORGAN, and Senator VEST; 
and on the part of the House the members were our late lamented friend 
and colleague Mr. HASKELL and myself. We traveled over a large por- 
tion of the territory occupied by the Sioux tribes, and also the country 
of the Indians provided for in this bill. The inspection of the northern 
tribes was assigned to the Senator from Missouri | Mr. Vest] and myself 
as a subcommittee. We found those Indians in the most lamentable 
state of destitution. Up to within a few years ago these Indians had 
never been necessitated to make any demand upon the Government. 
They lived upon that portion of the plains which was known as the 
buffalo country. Their subsistence, their clothing, their lodges, were 
all made from the products of that animal; and from the sales of sur- 
plus robes, beyond their own necessities, they obtained large amounts 
of money. Individually each of these Indians was enabled to make 
more money per day by hunting these wild cattle of the plains known 
as the buffalo and by trapping for furs than the average mechanic or 
laboring man was enabled to carn in the pursuits of the whites. They 
were therefore independent of the Government. ) 

But so great has been the devastation by hunters and others of that 
valuable animal the buffalo, that it has now almost entirely disap- 
peared. These Indians, who have never been trained to agriculture, 
who are without farms or means of support, now find the buffalo all 

ne, and the whole country destitute of game. In order to give the 

ouse an idea of the condition of affairs there, I will state that eleven 

ears ago I traveled over that country when it seemed to me that the 
buffaloes were as thick as the stars in the sky, that they were practically 
inexhaustible. The plains were black with them, yet during the past 
summer Mr. Vest and myself traveled over 400 miles in that country 
and all the game we saw was one antelope and two coyotes, and this 
desolation was in a region which was formerly so overrun by the buf- 
falo as to be designated on all the old maps as the ‘‘ bufialo country.” 
The destruction of that animal is the occasion of the necessity which 
confronts the House to-day. We found that the Indians there would 
surely starve this winter unless some provision was made for them. 
While, as I have said, we had no authority to pledge the Government 
to any particular action in the way of supplying their wants, as there 
was no treaty with these Indians under which we are bound to issue 
rations, but in reply to the entreaties of these suffering people we vol- 
untarily pledged ourselves to do the best we could to obtain such ac- 


tion on the part of the Houses of Congress as would prevent their starv- 
ing this winter. 

I have no doubt that the members of that commission in the Senate, 
when this resolution was sent to that body—in fact, I was so told yes- 
terday by Senator Vest—went before the Committee on Appropriations 
and made such representations as led to increasing theamount contained 
in the joint resolution of the House. I am very sure that is the way 
the increase came to be made. 

Now, while I have no objection to having this matter go to a confer- 
ence committee in order that my honorable friend from Louisiana [ Mr. 
ELLIS], who I know intends to be kindly and liberal in this matter, 
shall have all the information possible upon the subject, still I think 
the House should concur in the action of the Senate as soon as possible. 

These Indians are very desirous of being placed upon such portions 
of their immense and useless hunting-grounds as may be necessary to 
support them by farming and stock-raising and to surrender the re- 
mainder to the United States, asking in return that such assistance 
may be given them as will enable them to become farmers and stoek- 
raisers, and that until they can themselves produce something. We 
found them very reasonable and sensible in view of the changed condi- 
tion of affairs, and I ask leave to insert some of their utterances in the 
conferences we held with them: 

Big Nose, chief of the Piegans, said: 

Since Governor I. I. Stevens came here, this is the first time the Government 
has done me a service; since then there has been nothing bnt unfulfilled prom- 
ises. I hope you men (the commission) will carry out your words. What I 
mean is, that fora while after the Stevens treaty we got plenty, then dwindled 
down to nothing. This council raises my hopes, but the winter is close. You 
sec how r we are; there isno buffalo; we are on the verge of starvation. I 
would like to know if anything will be done this winter. If not, it will be too 
late for many; they will starve. 

Senator Vest said that it would be three months before the Great Council 
would meet. He would immediately ask that something be done to keep them 
this winter. Under our laws the Great Council must vote money before it can 
be used; but he would make it his business to see that they would be provided 
with food for the winter. He saw that the buffalo were gone and that somethi: 
must be done, but he warned them that the buffalo would not come back wi 
the spring; the game was gone forever. It had been destroyed. and the Govern- 
ment will now give yon plows and reapers and hoes, will break up some ground 
for each family, and help to build a house, and when they will take care of them 
give some cattle to replace the buffalo, and we will do all we can to hel you 
nes a living for yourselves, [Cries of “Good!” “Good!” from the chiefs and 

indians, 


In the report of the subcommittee in regard to the Gros Ventres and 
Assinaboines at Fort Belknap had the honor to concur with Senator 
VEST in this statement: 


We found the condition of these Indians most deplorable. They have hereto- 
fore lived chiefly by the chase, but the game has now disappeared, and as they 
are entirely ignorant of agriculture and have no cattle they ean only look to the 
Government forsubsistence. Jerry, head chief of the Gros Ventres, stated pab: 
licly in the council that one of his tribe was then dying from starvation, and we 
have no doubt that seg of them will perish during the coming winter unless 
relief is given them. Their reservation is on the line of British America and 
the winters very severe. Insufliciently clothed, and allowed from three to four 
pounds of beef to each person for a week, it will be easily seen that unless the 
rations are increased great raped and even death, must ensue, Mr. Lincoln, 
the agent, stated to us that his supplies for the yearamounted to 150,000 pounds 
of flour and 25,000 pounds of wheat. equal to thirty weeks’ rations: 180,000 
pounds of beef, in ss, equal to six weeks’ rations; 5,000 pounds of bacon and 
pon pounas of coffee; but sugar, tobacco, and coffee are only issued in pay for 
wor! 

We can not think that anything besides the bare statement we have made ef 
the terrible destitution among these unfortunate savages is necessary to secure 
the prompt action of Congress in giving relief. Justice. humanity, religion, all 
call upon us as a Christian ple to act at once, and to hesitate would be a last- 
ing stain upon our national character. 


Mr. RANDALL. Itis desirable that this bill with the Senate amend- 
ments should go to a conference. The Senate has doubled the amount 
appropriated by the House, and we have been unable to find in the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD any reason for their doing so. I hope, there- 
fore, that the recommendation of the Committee on Appropriations 
will be adopted by the House. 

Mr. KASSON. I suppose that could be done without the conference 
on the part of the House being considered as instgucted absolutely 
against concurring in the Senate amendments. That is the only point 
I am anxious about. ‘ 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not agree in the matter of instructing a com- 
mittee of conference in the light that perhaps the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. Kasson] may do. I think the conference should be free 
and ample. . 

Mr. KASSON, But the gentleman knows that the conferees on the 
part of the House sometimes themselve as instructed by the vote 
of the House to be obstinate in adhering to the action of the Honse. 
I think if no information has been furnished the Committee on Ap- 
propriations why the amount was increased by the Senate it would be 
well that the matter should go toa conference. But I want the under- 
standing to be that those of us who dissent from the recommendation 
of the Committee on Appropriations shall not be considered as pledged 
against concurring in the Senate amendments by agreeing to have the 
matter referred to a conference. 

Mr. RANDALL. I take it that every conference committee will 
pay due attention to the expressed wishes of the House. 

Mr. ELLIS. We want an unfettered conference, and to know the 
reason that influenced the action of the Senate in'this matter. I have 
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no disposition to say that the House may not concur in the amend- 
ments of the Senate at last. I have no doubt that the gentleman from 
Montana [Mr. MAGINNIS] is correct in his statement concerning the 
necessity for prompt action of Congress in this matter. : 

Mr. RANDALL. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him 
long enough to say that the Committee on Appropriations gave every 
dollar that was asked for this purpose ? 

Mr. ELLIS. I have already so stated. 

Mr. KASSON. Forthis particular tribe. 

Mr. KEIFER. I think that no member of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations was opposed to giving for this purpose all that was asked. 
lf it shall turn out that there was a mistake in the estimate which was 
laid before the committee, and that the amount asked for was not large 
enough, I am in favor of increasing the appropriation. 

The principal objection I have to concurring in the amendments of 
the Senate, however, lies in the fact that if the second amendment be 
adopted it will then become necessary for the Department to advertise 
and to receive bids for furnishing these supplies, and thus cause delay 
in the use of the money for relieving these starving Indians. By force 
of the language in the amendment of the Senate, it would beabsolutely 
necessary to advertise and obtain the goods required for the purpose of 
relieving these Indians. 

Under the general statute the Department, finding that there is an 
emergency, may in its discretion purchase the goods and supply them at 
once. I think that amendment should be corrected in conference, so 
thut the Department*may be left to act under the general law. 

Mr. REAGAN. Ofcourse I disagree with these amendments, because 
I disagreed with the original jointresolution. But I hope thesuggestion 
made by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KErFER] will not be construed 
into allowing the Indian Bureau to spend this money without responsi- 
bility and without competition. 

Mr* ELLIS. I now yield to the gentleman from Rhode Island [ Mr. 
CHACE]. t 

Mr. CHACE. I understand by the terms of this joint resolution -as 
it comes before us that it is an exigency appropriation. With all def- 
erence to the members of the Committee on Appropriations I think the 
report shows that the Department recommends an appropriation of 
$138,000 for this p 

Mr. ELLIS. The gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. CHACE. But I will not object to this going toa conference. I 
only wish to say that in my judgment this isa case which demands the 
most prompt action possible. 

These people are starving, dying; thousands of them are already dead. 
Why? Because they have been defrauded of their just rights by the 
Government of the United States. Two years ago this House made all 
haste to make an appropriation for the relief of starving men in the 
South. I insist that it is due to these Indians from us that we should 
lay aside a little of the red-tape that surrounds these cases and act im- 
mediately. 

I will not oppose the reference of the subject to a conference commit- 
tee, but I hope that the committee may act promptly and report the 
measure as soon as possible. 

Mr, ELLIS. I now ask a vote on my motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman trom Louisiana [Mr. ELLIS] on 
behalf of the Committee on Appropriations moves non-concurrence in 
the amendment of the Senate; but the gentleman from Montana Terri- 
tory [Mr. MAGINNIS] moves—— 

Mr. MAGINNIS. I withdraw the motion. I only made it for the 
purpose of calling attention to the necessity for speedy action. 

The motion of Mr. ELLIS to non-concur in the amendment of the 
Senate was agreed to. 

Mr. ELLIS moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

TRADE BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES AND MEXICO. 

Mr. REAGAN. Irise tomake a privileged report. I am instructed 
by the Committee on Commerce to report back the resolution which I 
send to the desk with a recommendation that it be adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested to transmit to this 
House such information as he may be able to communicate at an early day in 
regard to the trade between the United States and Mexico and t6 the trafficover 
railroads connecting the two countries. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. REAGAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. BAYNE. I ask unanimous consent—— 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 
Mr. THOMAS. I want to makeastatement. Iask consent to make 
a unanimous report from the Committee on Naval Affairs which ought 
to have been presented yesterday, but which was prevented from coming 
in because I was necessarily absent. 


The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the Chair will receive the 
report. n 
There was no objection. 
GRADUATES OF NAVAL ACADEMY. 

Mr. THOMAS, by unanimous consent, reported back from the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. 
R. 2265) to equalize the rank of graduates of the Naval Academy upon 
their assignment to the various corps; which was referred to the House 
Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. JOHN 8. WISE. [I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I under- 
stand that yesterday the call of committees was interrupted by the ar- 
rival of the hour fixed for the funeral services, and that when the call was 
suspended the Committee on Invalid Pensions was submitting reports. 
I had a report to present. 

The SPEAKER. The call rests with the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, on last Tuesday, when 
bills were introduced, I was confined to my room by illness. I ask 
unanimous consent to introduce at this time two bills for reference. 

There was no objection. 


JOSEPHINE D. HELLYER. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. 4378) for the relief of Josephine D. Hellyer; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 


W. W. FRYBARGER. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, also, by unanimous consent, introduced a 
bill (H. R. 4379) for the relief of W."W. Frybarger; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. $ 


PAY OF COMMITTEE CLERKS, ETC. 


Mr. ADAMS, of Ilinois. I rise to make a privileged report. Iam 
directed by the Committee on Accounts to report back with a favorable 
recommendation the jointresolution (H. Res. 116) fixing the time when 
the pay of certain clerks to committees and other employés of the 
House of Representatives shall begin. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: b 

Resolved by thé Senate and House of Representatives, &c., That the pay of the 
clerks to committees of the House of Representatives which have been or ma: 
be hereafter authorized by the House, who are paid during the session only, 
begin from the time such clerks entered upon the discharge of their duties, which 
shall be ascertained and evidenced by the certificate of the chairmen of the several 
committees employing clerks for the session only; and the pay of the assistant 
riding and of the telephone heretofore authorized by the House to 
be employed, shall begin on the 3d day of December, 1583. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Hlinois, moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
joint resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. i 

Mr. STONE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I desire to ask 
whether it is in order at this time to correct a wrong reference inad- 
vertently made. A 

The SPEAKER. Ifthe matter relates to the improper reference of 
a bill the Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. STONE. The bill (H. R. 776) for the relief of the heirs of Nico- 
las and Mare Antoine Fouquet was inadvertently referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. I ask that the reference be changed tothe Com- 
mittee on Claims, to which the bill was referred in the last Co 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the change of reference 
will be made. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order has been demanded, and is the 
call of committees, which will be resumed where the call was inter- 
rupted yesterday. 

MORNING HOUR. 

Mr. PAYSON. I move, by unanimous consent, that the morning 
hour for the reception of reports from committees be dispensed with for 
to-da; 


y- 

The SPEAKER. It requires two-thirds to dispense with the morn- 
ing hour. 

The House divided; and the Speaker decided the noes had it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I demand a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 90, noes 60. 

Mr. HOLMAN demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Payson and Mr. HEWITT, ef Ala- 
bama, were appointed. 

Mr. STEELE. I desire to ask a parliamentary question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 


16 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 31, 


Mr. STEELE. I should like to know of the gentleman who made 
this motion whether this committee was not passed yesterday. 

The SPEAKER. That is not a parliamentary inquiry. 

The House again.divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 93, noes 54. 

So (two-thirds not having voted in the affirmative) the motion was 


not agreed to. 


CALL OF COMMITTEES. 


The SPEAKER. Committees will now be called for reports, begin- 

ning with the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
ROBERT M. FLACK. 

Mr. WINANS, of Michigan, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 3669) granting 
a pension to Robert M. Flack; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

NELLY ROBERTS. 

Mr. JOHN S. WISE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 1142) granting a pension to Nelly 
Roberts; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 


be printed. 
DILENO ROBINSON. 

Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 2251) to increase the pension of Dileno 
Robinson; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

JOSEPH R. BENJAMIN. 

Mr. STRUBLE, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back the 
bill (H. R. 2027) for the relief of Joseph R. Benjamin, and moved its 
reference to the Committee on War Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

JOSEPH DAWSON. 

Mr. TILLMAN, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back ad- 
versely the petition of Joseph Dawson, praying the donation of $10,000 
in lieu of a pension; which was laid on the table, and the accompany- 
ing report ordered to be printed. 

ORMSBY BLANDING. 

Mr. TILLMAN, from the Committee on Pensions, also reported back 
adversely, without prejudice, the bill (H. R. 1471) granting a pension to 
Ormsby Blanding; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 

ANNA LINDBLOM. 

Mr. TILLMAN, from the Committee on Pensions, also moved that 
that committee be disc from the further consideration of the pe- 
tition of Anna Lindblom fora pension, and that the same be referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

y THERESA CROSBY WATSON. 

Mr. LAIRD, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back favora- 
bly the bill (H. R. 103) granting a pension to Theresa Crosby Watson; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

è ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. LAIRD, from the Committee on Pensions, also reported back 
adversely the following cases; which were severally laid on the table, 
and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: ; 

Petition of L. W. Linkin for a pension; and 

A bill (H. R. 1743) granting a pension to Mathias Fosher. , 

SOLDIERS OF MEXICAN WAR, ETC. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Com- 
mittee on Pensions to report back and move that they be laid upon the 
table the bills which I send up to the Clerk’s desk, and this action is 
taken because the committee have agreed upon a general bill covering 
the matters referred to in these several cases. 

The bills are as follows: 

_ Joint resolution (H. Res. 42) to construe the act of March 9, 1878, 
to include soldiers who served fourteen days in the war of 1812; 

A bill (H. R. 213) granting pensions to the soldiers and sailors of the 

Mexican, Creek, Florida, and Black Hawk wars, and for other pur- 


poses; 

A bill (H. R. 418) amending the laws granting pensions to the sol- 
diers and sailors of the war of 1812, and their widows, and extending 
their provisions to the soldiers, sailors, and marines employed in the 
war with Mexico, commencing April 24, 1846; 

A bill (H. R. 630) granting pensions to the survivors of the Mexican 


war; ` 
A bill (H. R. 648) granting pensions to the survivors of the Mexican 
and Indian wars; ' 

A bill (H. R. 668) granting a pension to certain soldiers and sailors 
of the Mexican and other wars therein named, and for other purposes; 
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A bill (H. R. 678) to provide pensions for the soldiers and sailors of 
the Mexican war and of the Indian wars of 1836, &c. ; 

A bill (H. R. 850) granting pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of 
the Mexican, Florida, and the Black Hawk wars and certain widows. 
of deceased soldiers and sailors of the same; 

A bill (H. R. 1123) to provide for placing all the surviving soldiers. 
and sailors of the United States who served in Indian wars, including. 
those who served in removing the Cherokee Indians from North Caro- 
lina, Georgia, and Tennessee to the Cherokee Nation, on the pension- 
roll; 
A bill (H. R. 1463) granting pensions to soldiers and sailors of the- 
Mexican war, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 1473) granting pensions to the survivors of the Mexican. 
and Indian wars; 

A bill (H. R. 1480) granting a pension to soldiers engaged in the war 
with Mexico; 

A bill (H. R. 1485) granting a pension to soldiers, sailors, and others. 

in the war with Mexico and with Indians prior to the year 1848; 

A bill (H. R. 1495) granting pensions to soldiers and sailors of the: 
war with Mexico and to the widows of such as are deceased; 

A bill (H. R. 1550) granting pensions to the survivors of the Mexican 
and Indian wars; j 

A bill (H. R. 1560) granting pensions to certain soldiers and sailors 
of the Mexican, Florida, and the Black Hawk wars, and certain widows 
of deceased soldiers and sailors of the same; 

A bill (H. R. 1564) granting pensions to certairr soldiers and sailors 
of the Mexican, Florida, and Black Hawk wars, and certain widows of 
deceased soldiers and sailors of the same; 

A bill (H. R. 1722) granting pensions to certain soldiers and sailors 
of the Mexican war; 

A bill (H. R. 1972) granting a pension to the surviving soldiers of the. 
Mexican, Florida, and Black Hawk wars; and 

A bill (H. R. 2544) amending the law gganting pensions to the sol- 
diers and sailors of the war of 1812 and their widows, and extending: 
its provisions to the soldiers, sailors, and marines employed in the war 
with Mexico. 

HENRY SCHNETBERG. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1410) granting 
a pension to Henry Schnetberg; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying: 
report ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORT. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported. 
back with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 386) granting a. 
pension to Anna Craig; which was ordered to be laid on the table and. 
the accompanying report printed. 

CLAIMS AGAINST THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. PRICE, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with, 
amendments the bill (H. R. 318) in relation to claims against the United: 
States; which, with theaccompanying report, was ordered to be printed, 
and referred to the House Calendar. 

A. H. HERR. 

Mr. ROWELL, from the Committee on War Claims, reported a bill: 
(H. R. 4380) for the relief of A. H. Herr; which was read a first and. 
second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri-. 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ADVERSE REPORT. 


Mr. ROWELL also, from the Committee on War Claims, reportedi 
back with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 625) for the re- 
lief of Samuel May. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Iask that that bill, with the adverse re- 
port, be referred to the Private Calendar. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. STORM, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back with. 
adverse recommendation a bill and petitions of the following titles; which 
were severally ordered to be laid on the table, and the reports printed: 

A bill (H. R. 2333) for the relief of John Cleary; 

The petition of James Scott and other loyal citizens of Tennessee; 

The petition of Hugh Davis, of Fayette County, Tennessee; 

The petition of Tilghman Weaver, of Fauquier County, Virginia; and 

The petition of William T. Duval. 

MARCOS RADICH. 

Mr. STORM also, from the Committee on War Claims, reported a 
bill (H. R. 4381) for the relief of Marcos Radich; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
ieee Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 

rin 
z MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message from the President, in writing, was communicated to the 
House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 

WILLIAM H. DAVIS. 
Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back, 
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as a substitute for House bill 107 a bill (H. R. 4382) for the relief of 

William H. Davis, of Oakland, Cal. ; which was read a first and second 

time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 

Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE OF BILLS. 

On motion of Mr. GEDDES, by unanimous consent, the Committee 
on War Claims was discharged from the further consideration of bills 
of the following titles; and the same were referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions: 

The bill (H. R. 3000) for the relief of William R. Miller; and 

. The bill (H. R. 1976) for the relief of John Kane. - 
ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back with an adverse recommendation the petition of W. S. 
Jennings, of Little Rock, Ark.; which was ordered to be laid on the 
table and, with the accompanying report, printed. 

Mr. ROGERS also, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
back with an adverse recommendation the petition of James M. Goodall, 
of Smith County, Tennessee. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I ask that the petition, adversely reported from 
the Committee on War Claims, of James M. Goodall be referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

There was no objection, and it was orderéd accordingly. 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York, also, fromthe Committee on War Claims, 
reported back with an adverse recommendation the petition of Samuel 
Howard, of Henderson County, Tennessee; which was ordered to be laid 
on the table and the accompanying report printed. 

Mr. TULLY, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back with 
an adverse recommendation petitions of the following titles; which were 
severally ordered to be laid on the table and the accompanying reports 

rinted: - 
Petition of Edward Gannaway, administrator of Edward J. Dunean, 
deceased ; 

Petition of Edward J. Tucker; 

Petition of Fannie T. Hunt; and 

Petition of Joseph J. Farrow. 

ABNER D. LEWIS. 


Mr. EVERHART, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
with an adverse recommendation the petition of Abner D. Lewis; which 
was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be 


printed. 
PRIVATE LAND CLAIM IN ARIZONA. 

Mr. WEAVER, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, re- 
ported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 1680) to confirm title 
to certain land grants in Arizona Territory; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PRIVATE LAND CLAIM IN NEW MEXICO. 

Mr. PARKER, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 128) to confirm 
a certain private land claim in the Territory of New Mexico; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

FRANCIS B. VAN HAESEN. 

Mr. MUTCHLER, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 847) for 
the relief of Francis B. Van Haesen; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

e PRIVATE LAND CLAIM IN NEW MEXICO. 

Mr. MUTCHLER also, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, 
reported back with a fivorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 129) to 
confirm a certain private land claim in the Territory of New Mexico; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

$ STANDARD OF TIME IN THE DISTRICT. 

Mr: BARBOUR, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 

rted back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 616) to estab- 

ish a standard of time in the District of Columbia; which was referred 

to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 

be printed. i 
DEVISEES OF DANIEL CARROLL. : 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, from the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill 
(H. R. 1594) for the relief of the devisees of the late Daniel Carroll; 
which was'referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

BRANNIN, SUMMERS & CO. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, from the Committee on Ways and Means, 
reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 652) for 
the relief of Brannin,Summers & Co,; which was referred to the Com- 


mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 


L. 8, ENSEL. 


Mr. MOULTON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
with an amendment the bill (H. R. 191) for the relief of L. S. Ensel; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


COMPENSATION OF MEMBERS IN CONTESTED ELECTIONS. 


Mr. MOULTON also, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 219) to amend 
sections 38 and 39 of chapter 4 of the Revised Statutes relating to the 
compensation of Members and Delegates in cases of contested elections; 
which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to 
be printed. 

RELIEF FROM CHARGE OF DESERTION. 


Mr. STEELE. I am instructed by the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs to report back a number of bills and petitions with reference to 
removing the charge of desertion, and to ask that the committee be 
discharged from the further consideration of the same, and at the same 
time to report a substitute. 

The SPEAKER. That can not be done. The bills can be reported 
adversely and the general bill can be reported as a new bill. 

Mr. STEELE. We desire to report-back these bills and petitions 
without prejudice and ask to be discharged from their further consid- 
eration. 

The SPEAKER. The only parliamentary report the gentleman can 
yea is to report against those bills and report another bill to the 

ouse. - 

Mr. STEELE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported a bill 
(H. R. 4383) to relieve certain soldiers of the late war from the 
of desertion; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
House Calendar, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana. I suggest that as many members have in- 
troduced bills to remove the charge of desertion the substitute, for the 
information of the House, be printed in the Recorp.. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will direct that it be printed in the 


RECORD. 
The bill is as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 4383) to relieve certain soldiers of the late war from the charge of? 
desertion. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Represéntatives of the United States of Amer- 
ica in Congress assembled, That the charge of desertion now standing on the rolls 
and records in the office of the Adjutant-General of the United States against 
any soldier who served in the late war in the volunteer service shall be removed 
in all cases where it shall be made to ap to the satisfaction of the Secretary 
of War, from such rolls and records, or from other satisfactory testimony, that 
any such soldier served ag ae | until the expiration of his term of enlistment, 
or until the Ist day of May, A. D. 1865, or was prevented from completing his 
term of service by reason of wounds received or disease contracted in the line 
of duty, but who, by reason of absence from his command at the time the same 
was mustered out, failed to be mustered out and to receive an honorable dis- 


charge. 

Sec. 2. That the charge of desertion standing on the rolls and records in the 
office of the Adjutant-General of the United States against any soldier who 
served in the late war in the volunteer service shall also be removed in all cases 
where it shall be made to ag aS the satisfaction of the Secretary of War, from 
such rolls and records, or from other satisfactory testimony, that such soldier 
charged with desertion or with absence without leave, and after such charge of 
desertion or absence without leave voluntarily returned to his command and 
served in the line of his duty until he was mustered out of the service and re- 
ceived a certificate of honorable discharge. 

Src. 3. That in all cases where the charge of desertion shall be removed under 
the provisions of this act from the record of any soldier who has not received a 
certificate of fags ia it shall be the duty of the Adjutant-General of the United 
States to issue to such soldier, or, in case of his death, to his heirs or legal repre- 
sentatives, a certificate of discharge. f We 

Sec. 4. That when the charge of desertion shall be‘removed under the pro- 
visions of this act from the record of any soldier, sych soldier, or, in case of 
his death, the heirs or legal representatives of such soldier, shall receive all 
pay and bounty which may have been withheld on aceount of such charge of 
desertion or absence without leave: Provided, however, That this act shal! not be 
so construed as to give to any such soldier as may be entitled to relief under the 
provisions of this act, or, in case of his death, to the heirs or legal representa- 
tives of any such soldier, the right to receive pay and bounty for any period +f 
time during which such soldier was absent from his command without leave of 
absence: And provided further, That no soldier, nor the heirs or legal represent- 
atives of ao soldiers, who served in the Army a praa of less than six months 
shall be entitled to the benefit of the provisions of this act, 

Sec. 5. That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions of this 
act are hereby repealed. 


Mr. STEELE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
with adverse recommendations, without prejudice, the following bills 
and petitions; which were severally laid on the table, and the accompa- 
nying report ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 1160) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili< 
tary record of Adam Winter; 


A bill t R. 903) for the relief of Alvin A. Ayres; 

A bill (H. R. 902) for the relief of the soldiers of various companies 
of the Eighth Cavalry, Missouri State Militia; 

A bill (H. R. 1750) for the relief of Charles Winder; 

A bill (H. R. 1749) for the relief of David M. Winkle; 

A bill (H. R. 1639) for the relief of Pierre Pernot; 

A bill (H. R. 1638) for the relief of Isaac R. Moulton; 
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A bill (H. R. 1452) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of William Hull; 

A bill (H. R. 1434) to remove the charge of desertien from the mili- 
tary record of John W. Gummo; 

A bill (H. R. 1163) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of George W. Stelts; 

A bill (H. R. 1162) to relieve Lewis ©. Ranck from the charge of de- 
sertion; 

A bill (H. R. 409) for the correction of the military record and hon- 
orable discharge of Samuel. Pitman; 

A bill (H. E 1119) for the relief of E. Z. Burchfield; 

_ A bill tr R. 725) to remove the charge of desertion from the rolls 
of the Adjutant-General's Office against William Ebert; 

A bill (H. R. 1579) for the relief of Davis M. Jackson, late of Com- 
pany E, Fourth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 697) to remove the charge of desertion against William 
H. Doughty; 

A bill (H. "R. 430) for the relief of Joseph Ford; 

A bill (H. R. in for the relief of John Lockabaugh; 

A bill (H. R. 395) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of Hiram Russell; 

A bill (H. R. 286) granting relief to Archibald Hunley; 

A bill ( H. R. 214) for the relief of John H. Shugart and Albert F. 
Shugart; 

A bill (H. R. 202) for the relief of John Bancroft; 
A bill (H. R. 2700) for the relief of Martin Murphy; 

A bill (H. R. 2376) removing the charge of desertion from the record 
of and granting an honorable discharge to Fernando Moreno, late a pri- 
vate in Company G, Eighth Illinois Veteran Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 2510) to remove the charge of desertion aguinst David 
Harrington; 

A bill Weed R. aaa to amend the records of the War Department; 

A bill (H. R. 2531) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of Peter Mott; 

A bill (H. R. 2612) to remove the charge of desertion against James 
Pluck, late of Company K (subsequently C) Ninety-fifth Pennsylvania 
Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 2776) removing the charge of desertion against Pleasant 
W. Fortner from the records in the Adjutant-General’s Office; 

A bill (H. R. 2777) for the relief of Isaac Rains; e 

A bill (H. R. 2843) for the relief of Charles L. Lewis; 

A bill (H. R. 2904) for the relief of Lucy Burhite; 

A bill (H. R. 3001) for the relief of C. G. Davis; 

A bill (H. R. 3095) for the relief of Jasper N. Martin; 

A bill (H. R. 3152) for the relief of Edward B. Hughes; 

A ne H. R. 3154) to remove the charge uf desertion from Frederick 
A. Noeller; 

= bill (H. R. 3162) authorizing the Secretary of War to remove the 

one of desertion from the record of Israel B. Spangler; 
ill (H. R. 3249) te expunge from the records of the War Depart- 
ment an entry of desertion in the case of Joseph Collins; 

A bill (H. R. on for the relief of Joseph Hines; 

A bill (H. R. 3368) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of Samuel A. Rank; 

a A bill (H. R. 3458) to relieve John Lyon from the charge of deser- 
on; 

A bill (H. R. sa for the relief of Joseph H. Weatherbe; 


A bill (H. R. 3499) to amend the records of the War Department; 

A bill (H. R. 3362) authorizing the Secretary of War to remove the 

of desertion from William Wilson; 

A bill (H. R. nai for the yelief of Charles W. Rodecker; 

A bill (H. R. 2113) for therelief of John F. Bair; 

A bill (H. R. 2114) for the relief of I. J. Davis; 

A bill (H. R. atts for the relief of John Burkhart; 

A bill (H. R. 2117) for the relief of John Gibson; 

A bill (H. R. ie for the relief of Thomas Crawford; 

A bill (H. R. 1918) for the relief of Albert Schindler; 

A bill (H. R. 1987) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of Henry B. Jay; 

A bill a R. 1776) for the relief of Burrel Burns; 

A bill (H. R. 1778) for the relief of Stephen E. Lamar and others; 

A bill (H. R. 1817) for the relief of Thomas Dailey; 

A bill (H. R. 1967) for the relief of George F. Walker; 

A bill (H. R. 1913) to remove the ¢ of-desertion against Alex- 
ander Nugent, of Seymour, Ind., late a private in Company G, Seventy- 
seventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry; 

A bill (H. R. 2260) for the relief of Isaac Johnson from the charge 
of desertion; 

A bill (H. R. 3361) authorizing the Secretary of War to remove from 
the record the charge of desertion of Private John W. Davis; 

A bill i R. 2507) for the relief of John McFadden; 

A bill (H. R. 1816) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to relieve cer- 
tain soldiers of the late war from the charge of desertion,’’ passed at 
the first session of the Forty-seventh Congress; 

a (H. R. 3923) for the relief of Martin McNamara alias Martin 
ac 
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A bill (H. R. 3898) to remove the charge of desertion from John E. 
Sage; 

A bill (H. R. 3895) for the relief of George Alcott; 

A bill es R. 3776) for the relief of Theodure T. Hallock; 

A bill (H. R. 3696) for the relief of Peter Kumpf; 

A bill (H. R. 3664) for the relief of Michael Niland; 

A bill (H. R. 3633) to remove the charge of desertion from James 
Arnold; 

A bill (H. R. 3537) to remove the charge of desertion from the mil- 


itary record of John Wiley; 

A bill (H. R. ast for the relief of Michael A. Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 1438) to relieve certain soldiers of the late war from 
the charge of desertion; 

Petition of John Wiley to be relieved from the charge of desertion; 

Petition of Joseph W. Sparks to be relieved from the charge of de- 
sertion; 

Petition of Frederick A. Noeller for removal of charge of desertion; 

Petition of Michael Rowland, late of Company B, Ninth Tennessee 
Cavalry, for removal of charge of desertion; and 

Petition of Zack C. Brooks, late of Company F, Eighth Tennessee Cav- 
alry, to be relieved from the charge of desertion. 

MELISSA G. POLAR. 


Mr. SPRIGGS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
ported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 2344) for the relief of Me- 
lissa G. Polar; which was referted to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. - 

SARAH A. REDMOND. 

Mr. SPRIGGS also, from the Committee on the District of Columbi 
reported back with a "favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2346) 
for t the relief of Sarah A. Redmond; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompany- 
ing report ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. TALBOTT. I desire to report a bill from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, to be printed with the report and recommit' 

The SPEAKER. That can not be done during this call. Under the 
rules bills reported during this call must go to one of the Calendars. 
The Chair will recognize the gentleman at another time. 


RED LAKE INDIAN RESERVATION. 


Mr. PEEL, of Arkansas, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, re- 
ported, as a substitate for H. R. 846, a bill (H. R. 4384) relating to 
the acquisition and disposal of the Red Lake Indian reservation, in the 
State of Minnesota; which was read a first and second time, referred 
the sees Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT AUGUSTA, GA. 

Mr. REESE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported, as a substitute for H. R. 3091, a bill (H. R. 4385) for the 
erection of a public building at Augusta, Ga.; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

CHANGES OF REFERENCE. 


Mr. AIKEN. Iam directed by the Committee on Education to re- 
turn certain papers relative to a resolution for the purchase of histori- 
cal paintings. These papers were presented by the gentleman from 
Connecticut [Mr. Warr], to accompany a resolution which was referred 
to the Committee on the Library. I ask that the Committee on Edu- 
cation be discharged from the further consideration of these papers, 
and that they be referred to the Committee on the Library. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, that order will be made. 

There was no objection, and it yas ordered atcordingly. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Iam directc.! by the Committee on Labor to ask 
that certain papers heretofore re.erred to the Committee on Education 

and Labor before the division of that committee may be referred to the 
Committee on Labor. 

There being no objection, the following resolutions were referred to 
the Committee on Labor: 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 38) to provide for the enforcement of the 


Sn ac law; and 
lution of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts concerning the 
employment of convict labor upon the works of the property of the 
United States. 

MRS. S. A. WRIGHT AND MRS. C. FAHNESTOCK. 

Mr. MOREY, from the Committee on Patents, reported back favor- 
ably a bill (S. 297) for the relief of Mrs. S. A. Wright and Mrs. C. 
Fahnestock; which was referred to the Commttee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

MARGARET CASSIDY, 

Mr. MOREY, from the Committee on Patents, also reported back fa- 

vorably the bili (S. 298) for the relief of Margaret Cassidy; which was 


d 


1884. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


149 


referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Canas 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
The SPEAKER. The morning hour has expired. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. COBB. I move thatthe bill (H. R. 3520) declaring forfeited cer- 
tain grants of land made to cortain States in aid of the construction of 
railroads be transferred to the House Calendar, where it belongs; and 
for that purpose I move the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union be discharged from its further consideration, and that it 
be put on the House Calendar. 


FORFEITED LAND GRANTS. 


Mr. CORB. I now move that the House proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 3520) declaring forfeited certain grants of land made 
to certain States in aid of the construction of railroads. 

Mr. TUCKER and Mr. TALBOTT asked by unanimous consent to 
submit reports from committees. 

Mr. COBB. I should like to yield to gentlemen, but I do not know 
how long it will take. This is an important matter, and we will get 
through with it in a little while. I move that the House proceed 'to 
the consideration of the business on the House Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to 

Mr. COBB. I do not know whether the Chair fully understood my 
motion. I moved that the House go tothe consideration of the House 
Calendar for the purpose of taking up the bill I have indicated. 

The SPEAKER. Under the resolution adopted by the House some 
time ago, when the House proceeds to the consideration of the business 
on the House Calendar bills in relation to forfeiture of land grants 
have precedence over other business on the Calendar. 

Mr. COBB. I ask to take up the bill H. R. 3520 for present con- 
sideration. 

The SPEAKER. The first bill on the Calendar is the bill (H. R. 
3933) to declare a forfeiture of land granted to the Texas Pacific Rail- 
road Company, and for other purposes. 

Mr. COBB. ‘The other was first reported, but got on, the wrong Cal- 
endar; otherwise it would have precedence. 

The SPEAKER. The bill does not lose its place. If reported first, 
it will stand first on the Calendar. The Chair in his statement referred 
to the printed Calendar before the transfer was made. 

Mr. COBB. I desire to say it is the intention of the members of the 
committee to press the passage of both bills to-day. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Let the bill be read. 

The SPEAKER. It was read when up before. 

Mr. VAN EATON. I desire to offer an amendment to the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SPRINGER in the chair). The gen- 
tleman from Indiana is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. COBB. What does the gentleman desire ? 

Mr. VAN EATON. I wish to offer an amendment. 

Mr. COBB. I consent that he may offer it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the bill (4 Sasypenin J after the word “act,” in the fourteenth line, the fol- 
lowing words: except so much of said act as relates to the grant of lands 
in aid of a railroad from Brandon to the Gulf of Mexico, commonly known as 
the Gulf and Ship Island Railroad,” 

Mr. COBB. The report accompanying this bill was read in Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union the other day, and 
unless some gentleman desires to have it read again I will not ask for 


its reading now. 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Is the report lengthy? 
has been already read. 


Mr. COBB. Yes, sir. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The report 
I hope there will be an explanation given 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 
of the details of this bill. 

Mr. COBB. Yes, sir; I propose to say a word upon it. 

This bill relates to seven grants made to railroad companies, or to 
States, rather, for the benefit of railroad companies that might after- 
ward be created or which might be in existence at the time of the pas- 
sage of this act. The act was passed on the 3d of June, 1856. Noneof 
these roads—— 

Mr. CHACE. Did I understand the Chair to rule that the reading 
of the report on this bill is not in order? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair stated that the report had 
been already read. It is not in order now to demand the reading if 
objection is made. 

Mr. CHACE. It has not been read to-day. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It was read at the time of the consid- 
eration of the bill in Committee of the Whole, and can not be called for 
on every consideration of the bill. 

Mr. COBB. AsI was about saying, Mr. Speaker, none of these roads 
have been completed, none of them begun. Their grants simply stand 
in their name without any work whatever having been done upon the 
roads which these grants con nea. Ido not deem it necessary, 


therefore, to take up the time of the House in discussing in detail any 


of these grants. Itisamere question of policy now whether the grants 
shall be forfeited in view of the failure of the companies to construct 
the roads or not. 

Under a decision of the Supreme Court in a similar case, although 
all of these grants contained the condition that in case the railroads 
are not completed in ten years from the date of the grant, at the end 
of that period the lands shall revert to the Government of the United 
States, under the decision of the Supreme Court of the United States in 
the case of Shulenburg rs. Herriman it has been held that these were 
grants in presenti and carry the legal title to the States to which they 
are made or to the railroad companies. That being so, the committee 
deemed it rightand proper that there should be a declaration upon the 
part of the legislative department of the Government creating these 
grants declaring a forfeiture and restoring the lands to the public do- 
main, reserving, as you will perceive by the bill, the rights of settlers, 
homesteaders, &e., made in good faith. None of these lands in any of 
these grants have been sold. In the case of the State of Alabama I 
believe one of these grants was not accepted at all. As to the other 
grants, no corporations were organized for the purpose of oe 
them. This is about the substance of the facts in the case, and, as 
have said, it seemsscarcely necessary to detain the Houselonger. The 
expression of the House and the feeling, I take it, is such that if this 
was an original proposition to grant these lands to these States for the 
benefit of railroad corporations in constructing their roads, they would 
not be granted at all. 

The only question is whether we will allow these grants to remain 
that were made twenty-seven years ago, seventeen years having expired 
since the expiration of the time when the grant contemplated, the com- 
pletion of the various lines of road. Ido not believe the House will 
entertain for a moment the idea of continuing these grants lon, 

Now, there is a minority report, and I will allude to that bri 
perhaps will have nothing further to’say. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Before passing, I wish to ask the gentleman 
why it is that several roads have been excepted from the operation of 
this bill? 

Mr. COBB. The only exception in the bill was with reference to the 
roads which have been completed. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. But there appear to be two or three other roads 
excepted from the forfeiture under the terms of this bill, 

Mr. COBB. No; only those that were completed are excepted. We 
have excepted those which have been completed according to the orig- 
inal grant from the operation of this bill and from any forfeiture. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. But, if my friend will bear with me, on the 
second page of the bill it appears that several exceptions are made—one 
in Alabama, one in Lonisiana, one I believe in Arkansas—— 

Mr. COBB. If the gentleman will examine the report he will find 
that it goes fully into the details of the matter. It says that all of 
the roads which were completed are excepted from the operation of the 
bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Were those roads completed within the time 
limited by the act? i 
Mr. COBB. Yes, sir; that is the information the committee have. 

Mr. CHACE. That those roads were completed within the time con- 
templated by the grant? 

Mr. COBB. No, sir; of course not. The seven roads for the for- 
feiture of whose grants provision is here made were not completed. But 
there are other grants. This bill provides for the forfeiture of grants 
where the roads have not been completed or anything done by way or 
completion. It excepts from the operation of the repealing clause those 
roads and grants where the roads were completed. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Within the time? 

Mr. COBB. Within the time fixed, of course. 

Mr. CHACE. Then I understand the gentleman from Indiana to 
ag excepted roads were completed within the time contemplated by 

e act. 

Mr. COBB, Yes, sir; that is the information the committee have. 
Therefore we have taken them out of the operation of this repealing or 
forfeiting act. These roads that are affected hy this act, as I have dis- 
tinctly stated before, are roads where no steps were taken to complete the 
road further, perhaps, than to organize. Not an inch of any one ot 
these seven roads whose grants we propose to forfeit as provided for in 
this bill—not an inch of those roads was completed or is completed to- 
day; and, as I said, it is twenty-seven years since the grants were made, 
and they were required to complete the roads within ten years. Re- 
peating myself, as the House is now giving more attention, I may say 
that if the roads were not completed within ten years the lands granted 
were to revert to the United States. None of these roads have been 
completed in any particular. These grants, then; stand tied up from 
settlement or purchase, and it isa question now for this House to de- 
termine whether it will forfeit these grants that stand in this position, 
the title, as I have already said, being in the States to which the grant 
was made in the first place. 

Mr. DUNN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. COBB. Certainly. 

Mr. DUNN. Ido sae Kcr tik understand fully what is except- 


y, and 
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ed from the operation of this act. For instance in line 34, page 2, the 
bill says: 
oe talents the Maan of proiek fo net el Aai d or whig and. erties ore 
railroad from the point where the Iron Mountain Railroad intersects the southern 
boundary of Missouri to a point at or near the town of Helena, on the Missis- 
sippi River. 

Does this act forfeit that grant? 

Mr. COBB. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DUNN. Is there not an ambiguity in the language as to 
whether that is excepted from the forfeiting clause or included in it? 
Mr. COBB. At what line of the bill was the gentleman reading? 

Mr. DUNN. I was reading from line 34. 

Mr. COBB. I think that is very clear: 

Also so much of chapter 165, 14 Statutes at Large, page 83,as makes a tof 
Maa Eps Deere se Arkansas to aid in the construction and extension of a rail- 

Mr. DUNN. The question is whether that is excepted. 

Mr. COBB. It is notexcepted. It isincluded very clearly. 
gentleman will read the first part of the bill he will see it is. 

Mr. DUNN. The first clauserepeals the act mentioned ‘‘except’’—— 

Mr. COBB. Then it states the exception and goes on and repeals 
those that are not excepted. 

Mr. DUNN. Had not the language be better repeated in line 15 so 
as to say ‘‘also repeal” or ‘‘also except?” 

Mr. COBB. I think not. 

Mr. DUNN. I think there is an ambiguity. 

Mr. COBB. I think there is no ambiguity at all. The bill pro- 
vides— * 

That so much of the several acts and of acts of Co: as low re- 
cited be, and they are hereby, asein pe hanna mereeere are Da 

And then it states the exceptions. 

Mr. DUNN. Ifthe committee is perfectly satisfied, I am. 

Mr. COBB. The committee are satisfied, and I think the language 


If the 


is very clear. 
Mr. DUNN. I merely wanted to call attention to the fact that there 
is possibly an ambigui 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. There may be no ambiguity in the bill as 
it now stands; but I think there will be if the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Mississippi should be adopted coming in at the end 
of line 14 and beginning with the word “‘also’’ just as the word “also” 
heads the section beginning line 15. ’ 

Mr. COBB. It is very clear that would be excepted. If the amend- 
ment is attached to the first section of the bill, why then the provision 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] reads would apply to that. 
As it is, it does not apply to it. Let me read again: 

That so much of the several acts and parts of acts of Congress as are below 
recited be, and they are hereby, repealed, namely: 

Chapter 83, 11 Statutes at Large, page 30, approved August 11, 1856, entitled 
“ An act granting public lands in alternate sections to the State of Mississippi to 
= in the construction of railroads in the said State, and for other purposes,” 


Now thatis the exception. We declare in the first part of the bill 
all of these grants méntioned thereafter shall be repealed with the ex- 
ception of this one, and we go on and set it forth. 

Mr. DUNN. You say— 

That so much of the several acts and of acts of Co as below 
isclied Be cea ther ashe TODOS ata eas 

And then you say “‘except’’— 

Mr. COBB. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DUNN. Does that exception apply to all below that word 
“ except?” 

Mr. COBB. Of course that applies only to what it says, and it says 
in as direct terms as language can express— 

Mr. DUNN. Had it not better be made clear? 
has COBB. I will read again from the bill for the information of 

the House: 


That so much of the several acts and of acts of Congress as are below 
recited be, and they are hereby, T TALAI, 

Chapter 83, 11 Statutes at Large, page 30, approved August 11, 1856, entitled 
“An act granting public lands in alternate sections to the State of vapsnern to 
construct railroads in said State, and for other purposes,” except so much of 
sai ; r 


That is, the act making the grant to Mississippi is what is meant, 
and no stronger language can be used there. 
Mr. DUNN. Let me suggest—— 


Mr. COBB. Let me continue: 


Except so much of said act as relates to a grant of land in aid of ‘‘a railroad 
from Jackson to the line between the State of Mississippi and the State of 
Alabama,” which road was completed within the time prescribed by said act. 


Mr. VARNES, of Ohio. Now, the amendment on right there 
and says ‘‘also,” &c.; and then a herea ani ey eek the bill 
continues: ‘‘Also, so much of chapter 41,” &c. 

Mr. COBB. The amendment is not adopted yet. Ido not think the 
language can be made clearer. 

Mr, COBB. č ir ae n Ssa bo 

J } ere is any doubt about it, I am perfectly willing 
the bill shall be amended, but I can not see how to do it. 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 
ment shall be adopted the rest of the bill would be ambiguous, 

Mr. COBB. ` There is no ambiguity about the amendment; it only 
adds another grant or a part of a grant to the exception. 


It may be clear now, but if the amend- 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. If the amendment is read I think it will 
be seen that there will be an ambiguity. 

Mr. COBB. I might say what I said at the beginning. This por- 
tion of the bill refers to four grants to four different railroads, or rather 
to one grant to four different railroads. Perhaps that is the reason why 
gentlemen do not appear to apprehend exactly the meaning and foree 
of the language used by the committee. ‘‘ Chapter 83, 11 Statutes at 
Large, page 30, approved August 11, 1856,’’ contains grants to four dif- 
ferent railroads. 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The bill may be quite clear as it reads 
now, but if the amendment shall be adopted it will render what fol- 
lows ambiguous. ¢ 

Mr. COBB. We have not got to that yet. If the amendment shall 
be adopted then we can consider it. 

Mr. PRYOR. I desire to make an inquiry of the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Cops] in regard to the portion of the bill embraced in 
lines 22 and 23 of the printed bill. What grounds have the committee 
for repealing the grant in that instance? 

Mr. COBB. Because there has been nothing done to further the ob- 
ject of the grant. 

+ Mr. PRYOR. The gentleman will remember that the Memphis and 
Charleston Railroad was in a state of construction in 1852. 

Mr. COBB. That is not the Memphis and Charleston road; it is 
another road. 

Mr. PRYOR. I will read that portion of the bill to which I refer: 

Also, to aid in the construction of the Memphis and Charleston road, in sec- 
tion 6 of said act. 

Mr. COBB. That is a branch of the road, not the Memphis and 
Charleston road proper. I will read from the report what is said with 

to the Memphis and Charleston road from information received 
from the Interior Department: . : 
The State of Alabama refused to accept the grant for this road, and the lands 
were restored to market February 19, 1838. 

Mr. PRYOR. What road is that? 

Mr. COBB. The Memphis and Charleston road, the very road you 
are talking about. 

Your committee deem it prudent, however, to repeal the granting act so far as 
it refers to this road, and have provided for it in the bill presented. 

That is the factabout it. If there are any other questions which gen- 
tlemen desire to ask just at this point I will try to answer them. 

Now, one word with reference to the minority report filed with the 
majority report. The minority report is based solely upon the ground 
of policy. Itis admitted that nothing has been done to complete these 
roads or to forward their interest in that direction. 

The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. VAN Eaton], who represents 
the minority of the committee, desires to be heard. I do not care to 
take up the time of the House any further, unless some gentleman 
desires to propound a question; and, if so, I will take pleasure in an- 
swering it so far as I can. 

Mr. MULDROW. Do I understand the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. Cops] to hold that all land grants should be forfeited where no 
steps have been taken toward the completion of the work? 

Mr. COBB. That is the object of this bill. 

Mr. MULDROW. And I understand further that you propose to 
forfeit the land grants to the Memphis and Charleston Railroad ? 

Mr. COBB. Yes; because, as weare informed, nothing has been done 
in furtherance of the work. 

Mr. MULDROW. On the contrary, the Memphis and Charleston 
Railroad is completed, except that part of it between Stevenson, in Ala- 
bama, and Memphis, in Tennessee. All the road that passes through 
Alabama was completed years ago. Yet this bill provides for the re- 
peal of the law making the grant tothe Memphis and Charleston Rail- 
road through the State of Alabama as well as the State of Tennessee. 

Mr. COBB. I did not understand the gentleman from Mississippi 
[Mr. MULDROW ] when he first spoke. To what road does he refer? 

Mr. MULDROW. I understand that you propose to forfeit land 
grants only where no work has been begun toward the completion of the 
enterprise. Yet in this bill you propose to forfeit the land grant to the 
Memphis and Charleston Railroad, on which much work has been done, 

Mr. COBB. Ihavenot taken that position. Iam in favor of forfeit- 
ing every acre and every inch of land granted to railroads where they 
have not earned it in strict conformity to law; that is my position. 

This bill provides for the forfeiture of the land grant of the Mem- 
phis and Charleston Railroad Company. That grant, as I said a while 
ago—if the gentleman had listened he would surely have understood 
me—was never accepted by this corporation, and never accepted by the 
governor on behalf of the State; he refused to acceptit. Yet I sup- 
pose the gentleman would insist that we ought to force this grant upon 
the Memphis and Charleston Railroad Company. I read a while ago 
the statement in the report that— 


The State of refused to t for this road, and the lands 


Alabama the 
were restored to market February 19, 1658. Your committee deem it prudent, 
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however, to repeal the granting act so far as it refers to this road, and have 
Wien foe it in the bill feina Ee S ? i 

Mr. PRYOR. Then, as I understand the gentleman’s position, this 
report, so far as the Memphis and Charleston Railroad is concerned, is 
based upon the fact, as contended by the committee, that the State of 
Alabama declined to accept the grant, not upon the ground that th 
road was not completed within the time required. 

Mr. COBB. Not specially upon that ground. We did not look into 
that question. The State haviug refused to accept the grant, the lands 
having been restored to the public domain and offertd for sale as lands 
usually have been in that State, we take it there is nothing but a tech- 
nical title in the State of Alabama. This railroad company never 
claimed these lands, and has no pretense for claiming them. TheState 
has refused to claim them. Still the committee believe that techni- 
cally perhaps the title of these lands, under the decisions of the Supreme 
Court, still remains in the State of Alabama. Now, for the purpose of 
removing all doubt upon that question, we propose to forfeit these lands, 

- thereby taking away the technical legal title which may have vested 
under the act. The State not claiming the lands, but having refused 
to accept the grant, the railroad company making’ no pretense of claim- 
ing them, and the lands having been restored by the Interior Depart- 
ment to the public domain, they are now subject to disposition as other 
public lands in that State, and have been ever since 1858. . Therefore 
we propose to forfeit the technical title. 

Mr. PRYOR. Or, in other words, to`remove what you suppose may 
be a cloud on the title by reason of this grant. 

Mr. COBB. I do not think it is a cloud—— 

A MEMBER. A shadow. 

Mr. COBB. But we feel that through abundant caution, and in or- 
der to fully restore these lands to the public domain and quiet the 
title, it is the duty of Congress to forfeit this grant. The railroad com- 
pany is not here claiming anything, the State has refused to accept 
the lands, and the Government ought to assert its titletothem. - 

Mr. PRYOR. I want to disabuse the mind of the gentleman from 
Indiana of the idea that there has been any non-compliance by that 
railroad company with the obligation to construct their road. As a 
matter of fact—and I speak of what I know—nothing of the kind has 
happened so far as the Memphis and Charleston Railroad is concerned. 
Its work has been completed, and was completed within much less 
time than the act provided for. It may be possible—I am not gain- 
saying that statement, but I want to get at the reason for the proposed 
revocation of this grant, so that it may be placed on the proper 
ground—it may be that the State of Alabama and the company have 
declined to accept the grant, but I do not want this act to proceed upon 
the mistaken assumption that the company has not complied with the 
requirement as to the construction of the road, for it is known to the 
country that the road has been in active operation for years. 

Mr. CALKINS. Will my colleague [Mr. Coss] allow a question for 
information? 

Mr. COBB. Certainly. 

Mr. CALKINS. It was utterly impossible during the remarks of my 
colleague for us who remained on this side of the Hall to hear what 
he said. I wish to ask him whether any of the lands the title of which 
it is proposed to declare forfeited have been patented either to the 
States or the railroad | companies mentioned in the bill? 

Mr. COBB. No, sir; none of them: 

Mr. CALKINS. Has any title passed to actual claimants or occu- 
pants? 

Mr. COBB. Not from the railroad corporation or the State. 

Mr. CALKINS. Has any title passed under any act of Congress, so 
that the titles of these claimants or occupants will be disturbed if this 
bill be passed ? 

Mr. COBB. No, sir. Insome instances these lands have been settled 
upon; but there is a second section of the bill providing for the protec- 
tion of persons who have made settlement or purchase in good fai 

Mr. CALKINS. That was the point I was coming to. 

Mr. COBB. We have provided for that. 

Mr. CALKINS. I see that the second section undertakes to protect 
certain occupants; and I was going to ask my colleague to state how 
these occupants claim titles to these lands. 

Mr. COBB. _ Some of them by purchase from the Government, as I 
secon praia and some by settlement under the pre-emption and home- 
stead laws. 

Mr. NE: Do any of them claim title through or under these 
grants 

Mr. COBB. None from the State, none from the railroad companies. 
Whatever rights these settlers have were obtained under general laws of 
the United States. 

Mr. MULDROW. I wish to inquire of the gentleman from Indiana 
upon what evidence the committee acted in assuming that the State of 
Alabama had declined to accept these lands for the benefit of this rail- 
read company? 

Mr. COBB. We have authority for that fact resting upon this infor- 
mation, that a telegram was received from the governor of the State of 
Alabama refusing to accept the grant. I believe there is a letter from 


the governor of the State of Rp on file in the Interior Department 
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wherein he refuses to accept the grant of lands for railroad purposes. 
The proof, sir, seems to be ample, and it was perfectly satisfactory to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr..-TUCKER. When was that telegram received? 

Mr. COBB. In 1855 or 1856. 

Mr. MULDROW. Let me put this further question to the gentle- 
man from Indiana. 

Mr. COBB. Certainly. 

Mr. MULDROW. Suppose the State of Alabama, acting as trustee 
to receive this land in trust for the railroad, declined to accept that 
trusteeship, and yet the road has been built. It was the of Con- 
gress to give them the aid of these lands for the construction of the road; 
and now, because the State of Alabama as trustee refuses to accep’ t the 
trust, is it equitable the road should be deprived of the benefit of the 
grant? 

Mr. COBB. I can say to the gentleman from Alabama that so far 
as I know, and so far as any member of the committee has been able 
to find out, this road has never made a claim for this land grant. The 
burden is upon the road to show that they have asked for the grant 
of lands. In other words, Mr. Speaker, they did not accept the lands. 
Under the law now, having refused for twenty-seven years to accept 
this land grant, it would be held, certainly, by any court in the coun- 
try that that fact itself would be held as an abandonment of their 
rights, whatever they may have been. It would be held as an aban- 
donment even if they had accepted it in a formal way at first and then 
made no claim for the lands for twenty-seven years. It occurs to me, 
as I have already stated, Mr. Speaker, that any court in Christendom 
trying the question would declare, under the circumstances, the com- 
pany had abandoned the grant. 

Mr. MULDROW. They had no means by which they could acceptit. 

Mr. COBB. They never tried to accept it. They never asked for 
the land. They are not here now appealing for it. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Most of it being sold. 

Mr. COBB. If the gentleman is speaking for the company he has a 
channel to speak through different from that from which I get Sp as 
formation, What he has said does not come through the proper c 
nel of this Government, the Interior Department, for there is nothing 
of that sort to be found there. I know of no officer of the company, 
no stockholder, no man having any interest in it, unless my friend has, 
whoasked fora moment thisgrant besustained. Itseemsthe gentleman 
asks, after twenty-seven years have passed away, after the governor has 
refused to accept the trust, and after these lands have been restored to 
thé public domain for disposal under the general law—the railroad com- 
pany, I repeat, not having asked or demanded it since that time—the 
gentleman now comes in and asks that this portion of the bill be stricken 
out. It is aremarkable request, it appears to me. 
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Mr. OATES. It was not the governor who declined to accept it, but 
the Legislature. 
Mr. MULDROW. I do not speak for the railroad company. 


Mr. COBB. Can there be any equity or justice in now giving toa 
railroad corporation these lands after it had first refused to accept them, 
and after they had refused to pay tax to the Commonwealth of Alabama 
on them for twenty-seven years—can there be equity and justice in 
giving this company these lands after such has been the fact? If there . 
is, I am not able to see it, and I do not think any member of this House 
will be able to see it. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Especially when private individuals 
have gone there and invested their means and made their homes on those 


Mr. COBB. As my friend from Alabama says, especially since pri- 
vate individuals have taken up those lands and made their homes there. 
To undertake to take these lands away from those who now hold them 
and give them to this company under the circumstances would be a 
crime. 

But I shall not say anything further at this time unless some gentle- 
man desires to ask me a question. 

Mr. PRYOR. Is there any information before the committee which 
would go to show that any individual, since the grant was made, has 
entered and paid for these lands? 

Mr. COBB. I can only say that I have been informed by the Inte- 
rior Department that settlements have been made on some of these 
lands, but what the circumstances are particularly I can not say. We 
did not go into that question, because, as I have said, the company re- 
fused or the State of Alabama refused to accept these lands in trust for 
this corporation, and therefore the committee have believed it was not 
necessary for us to go further than to provide, as we have done in the 
second section, that individuals having gone on these lands in good faith _ 
shall be protected. 

Mr. EATON. When were these lands restored to the public domain ? 

Mr. COBB. In 1858. 

Mr. EATON. It ann pretty late now to give them away. 

Mr. COBB. Yes, 

Mr. VAN EATON. ‘Mr. Speaker, I desire briefly to call the atten- 
tion of the House to the views as set forth in the amendment I had the 
honor to offer to the bill under consideration. I desire in the first place 
to return my sincere thanks to the chairman of the Committee on the 
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Public Lands, as well as to the House, for the courtesy extended to my- 
self when this bill was first brought up for consideration; for at that 
time I was physically unable to present my views as I would like to 
do, whatever may be the result of my attempt to-day. Furthermore, 
I desire to say that last week when the resolution of the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] was up for consideration two of my col- 
leagues from Mississippi and myself voted against it. We knew that 
the people of our State had never ceased to hope for the benefits that 
were naturally expected to flow from this grant which we are now con- 
sidering. We considered that we were instructed, when the matter 
came up, to vote against the forfeiture of that grant; and we believed 
that we would be placing ourselves in an antagonistic or contradictory 
position if we voted for a sweeping act of forfeiture one day and the 
next came in and asked the House to make an exception in our favor. 

Now, speaking for myself alone, Mr. Speaker, I have this further to 
say: I did most heartily concur in the sentiments so well expressed by 
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] on that question, and the gen- 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr], to the effect that it was rather sweep- 
ing legislation to be hurried through on such shortconsideration. I felt 
that there might be cases where there should be an exception; where 
the roads, although not completed, might fairly appeal to the justice and 
equity of this House; where we might not require the pound of flesh, 
although we did happen to have the bond. 

I heartily concur with the general spirit and scope of the resolution 
to which I have referred. As a general thing I think these old grants, 
where they have not beenavailed of by the companies for whose bene- 
fit they were made, ought to be forfeited, but I think there may be ex- 
ceptions. I think that there may be cases where we might very prop- 
erly decline to make a forfeiture, and I think, Mr. Speaker, the case 
under consideration, covered by my amendment, is one of those excep- 
tions, as I shall hope to show. 

Let us look at it. In 1856, on the 11th day of August, there wasap- 
proved an act of Congress granting lands to States in aid of certain new 
railroads. Among the rest, as expressed in the act, was a grant to the 
State of Mississippi in aid of the construction of a railroad from Bran- 
don to the Gulf of Mexico. This, I say, was on the 11th of August, 
1856. The bill had the usual provisions for surveys, location, filing of 
maps, and sale of lands. The bill further provided that if the road 
was not completed in ten years no further sales should be made, and 
the lands should revert to the United States. 

Well, now, at the outset, to be understood, to be plain, I admit before 
this House that this road has never been built or commenced, and yet 
I appeal to the sense of justice of this House not to forfeit-this particular 
grant; and why? Has anything been done upon it? 

Mr. Speaker, I find on reference to Executive Document No. 144, of 
the Forty-seventh Congress, which I hold in my hand, the report of the 
Secretary of the Interior upon this subject. He states thaton the 27th 
day of November, 1860,a map of the definite location of the road was 
filed in his office. Mark the date, November 27, 1860. So that up to 
that time we find the beneficiaries of the grant were taking all proper 
initiatory steps to avail themselves of it. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it is only necessary for me to refer to the state of 
things prevailing in this country in November, 1860, to show you by 
the mere statement, stronger than any argument, that in that section 
of the country at least nothing further could be done in the way of 
railroad building at that particular time. In fact, youmay say during 
the whole of the ten years covered by this grant in that section of the 
country it was literally a physical impossibility to construct a road. 
We know it now, we did not know it then, it was not long after this 
grant was made that the war cloud gathered above the horizon, so soon 
after to burst in the terrible tempest of battle. 

Whatever could be done in the North and West, in the section where 
the grant-is located no road could have been built clear up from the 
time the maps of location were filed until the time of forfeiture, Au- 
gust 11, 1866. At that time the war wasjustover. The people inthat 
section were in the throes and troubles of reconstruction trying to build 
up a new order of things. In fact railroad building about that time 
was just the last thing they could think of. 

o much for that, Mr. Chairman. I think just barely to state the 
date of the decade in which the act required that road to be built and 
to state the location of country in which it was, is to state a reason full 
and ample why that road could not be completed in the ten years. 

But weare met with the argument that seventeen years and more 
_ have elapsed, and all that time you have done nothing. Mr. Speaker, 
we could not avail of that grant since the 11th of August, 1866, for the 
simple reason that the date of forfeiture had attached, and we could 
get no capital, no men of money to take these lands and base a loan or 
mortgage upon them and use them as the basis of credit for the construc- 
tion ou road. No man would touch them after the forfeiture had 
attach 

But what else could we have done? It is said wemight have shown 
an honest disposition to avail of them. So we have. It has been the 
dream of the people of the State of Mississippi for more than a genera- 
tion to have this road built. The act of 1856 was so far the commence- 
ment and putting in practice of their desire. 

Now, sir, as soon after the war, as soon after the troubles and tur- 


moils consequent upon the war, as they possibly could the people of 
the State of Mississippi commenced moving in this matter, in conven- ` 
tion, in Legislature, in public meetings and gatherings, expressing their 
desire that this land grant might be again put into force and effect by 
Congress. Iam told by my colleague from Mississippi [Mr. BARKS- 
DALE] that the first act of the State Legislature on this subject was 
in 1870. Mark the date. About as soon after the date of forfeiture 
as you could expect the people of that section to think about making 
railroads they memorialized the Legislature, in 1870, when the State was 
under Republican rule; showing this is no partisan measure, that all 
the people, without regard to party, desire this grant and desire the 
building of this road. 

And so on from time to time the Legislature asked Congress to restore 
this grant or renew it. And, Mr. Speaker, I am going to ask to be read 
from the Clerk’s desk now, the last memorial on that subject, the me- 
morial of the Legislature of 1882; and I beg the attention of the House 
while it is read, toshow that what I say about the position of the State 
of Mississippi is correct. I want the whole memorial read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A memorial to the of the United States in reference to waiver of for- 
feiture of the grant in aid of the Gulf and Ship Island Railroad. 


To the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the Congress of the United States in Congress assembled: 


Your memorialists would respectfully show to your honorable body that the 
State of AEE ah has made repeated but ineffectual efforts heretofore through 
its Legislature, in the form of resolutions and mernorials to Con: too 
a revival of the grant of es lands made by the Government in 1856 to aid in 
the construction of the Gulf and Ship Island Railroad; that this liberal and 
valuable donation was lost by no supineness or indifference of our people, but 
by the interruption of all works of internal improvement caused by the late war, 
and since its close to the prostration and poverty which it entailed. No enter- 

rise in our State has ever received more repeated and cordial indorsement 
m our Legislatures and people than this. At its present session our Legisla- 
ture has granted a new act of incorporation, with liberal provisions, thus again 
ae the abiding and earnest interest felt by our people in this important 
work. 

It is almost superfluous to dwell on the great benefits to our State which 
would result from the construction of this road. It would gratify a long-cher- 
ished aspiration of all Mississippians to have within our own borders a seaport 
town through which the export and import trade of the State could be con- 
ducted. It would speedily populate and develop the resources of a large sec- 
tion of our State hitherto isolated and neglected for want of facility of access, 
a section of immense resources in its magnificent pine forests, its bold peren- 
nial streams, which afford unlimited water-power, and its genial, salubrious 
climate, making it the appropriate seat of cotton and woolen manufacture ona 

scale. There is no portion of our State so well adapted to sheep hus- 
bandry, stock-raising, and farming on a small scale. We are persuaded that its 
natural advantages would speedily attract a hardy and thrifty population from 
the West and North, and that the development of its great natural resources 
would add largely to the wealth of our State and its annual revenues, So long 
since as 1860, essor Eugene W, Hilgard, of the University of Mississippi (dis- 
tinguished throughout the country for his valuable contributions to science), 


says: 

The most casual observer, as soon as personal inspection shall have made 
him conscious of the reality, can not fail to be impressed with the immense 
importance of opening a highway through which Mississippi may commu- 
nicate over her own, with a portion of her territory which both a 
harbor commensurate with the magnitude of her commercial interests, and a 
climate not only healthful and pleasant, but capable, moreover, of producing 
many of the choicest fruits of the tropics as well as the temperate zone, Along 
with the cotton bales of northand central —o the lumber and tu 
tine of the vast pine forests of the South would find their way through this 
nel to the great highway of nations, Nor would the ample grazing grounds 
which separate these forests from the coast long remain without a landmark to 
guide the traveler. May the day not be far distant when one uninterrupted 
band of iron shall link together the wheat and cotton fields of the South and 
West with the live-oak and orange groves of the coast of hes iN vss 

It is not our State and its people alone who would reapadvantages from the con- 
struction of such aroad, The work would asemi-national importance in 
affording to the grain-growers of the West and Northwest the shortest and cheap- 
est line of transportation to the seaboard for the export of their large annual sur- 
plus products; while at the same time it would enable them to receive their’ | 
supplies of sugar, coffee, and other tropical products, as well as foreign mer- 
chandise, at a great reduction in cost of transportation. The Legislature of 
Mississippi has just ted a charter to the Yazoo Valley and Mississippi River 
Rail , to extend from Jackson via Yazoo City to Arkansas City, in the State 
of Arkansas, This franchise was obtained by the Chicago. Saint Louis and New 
Orleans Railroad, which, with ample capital, purposes building this line without 
delay. The addition of the aomen link from Jackson to Pascagoula, or 
other point on our seaboard o posite 8 ip Island Harbor, will then connect the 

in fields of the West and Northwest by almost an air-line of railway with 
the shipping of the world at that point. 

We must consider the most important practical question of the resources avail- 
able for the work. It is manifest the road can not be built by corporate or indi- 
vidual sul ons in our own State. The well known pec condition of 
our people forbids such a hope. But we have good reason to believe that if the 
former grant of Government lands can be revived a substantial basis of credit 
will be created; and with this material aid assured, there will be no difficulty in 
enlisting Northern and foreign capital! to insure the early completion and equip- 
ment of the road. 

It is apparent that this revival of the Government land grant, or waiver of 
forfeiture on the terms and conditions of the original grant, becomes the all-im- 
portant and indispensable condition of success in the undertaking. Hence, we 
make this direct ap to Senators and Representatives in Congress, and ear- 
nestly request that they will, without delay, revive and extend the grant of 
at the present session of Congress, And asin duty bound your memorialists will 
ever pray, Åc. 


Resolutions of the Mississippi islature payne ao ing the memorial to Con- 
gress in reference to Gulfand Ship Island Railroad. 


Resolved by the Legislature of the State of Mississippi, That our Senators and Rep- 
resentatives in Congress be requested to present to their respective Houses of 
the National ure in Congress assembled the foregoing memorial, and to 
urge upon their Houses suitable bills to secure the waiver of the forfeilure ana 
extension of time asked in the foregoing memorial. 

Resolved further, That his excellency the governor be requested to forward 
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eopies of the foregoing memorial and resolutions to our Senators and Repre- 
sentatives in Co 7 


use of representatives March 8, 1882. 
W. H. H. TISON, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
Adopted by the senate March 7, 1882. 
R. 0. REYNOLDS, 


President of the Senate. 
ROBERT LOWRY, Governor. 


Mr. VAN EATON. Mr. Speaker, the point I desire to make right 
here is this, that in addition to the memorial which has just been read 
by the Clerk, memorial after memorial has been sent up to this Con- 
gress by the State of Mississippi since the forfeiture of this grant in 1866. 
Taking this fact in connection with what I said before, I think I have 
made out a clear and reasonable case, in which neither non-user nor 
laches can be attributed to the beneficiaries of this particular grant. 

I desire now to call the attention of the House. for a moment to an- 
other phase of this matter, and I will be as brief as I can. In looking 
over the tables of land grants, I find that there have been granted— 

I say, not patented, but voted by Coi to corporations, 
not to States, in all 145,000,000 of acres, and to States there have been 
granted 35,000,000 of acres, or, say, 180,000,000 acres, or 280,000 square 
miles in all. = 

Now I wish to call the attention of the House, in no invidious spirit, 
with no sense of complaining, but to fortify the principle upon which I 
started out, of something like equal and exact justice or at least fair 
dealing. Let us fora moment see how the account stands with the 
States on the subject of land grants. I have shown you that to cor- 
porations there have been voted 145,000,000 acres; a quantity so vast 
that the mind can hardly grasp it. As has been well said, whole em- 
pires have been voted away to corporations. But let that pass. 

How does oe account stand with regard to the States? I hold in 
my hand a table showing the actual amount of acres patented—not 
granted, but absolutely patented to the States. At the risk of wearying 
the House I will run over it very briefly. 

The account standsthus: Illinois, 2,595,053.acres; Florida, 1,857,458; 
Alabama, 1,857,458; Louisiana, 1,072,405; Mississippi, 937,159; Ar- 

2,444,945; Iowa, 4,544,332; Missouri, 1,828,005; Michigan, 
3,356,937; Wisconsin, 2,503,380; Minnesota, 7,572,963, and Kansas, 
3,880,993. 

I am not complaining that these different States have been so far 
benefited by the magnificent bounty of Congress. I only want to com- 
pare my own State with other States. The State of Mississippi has 
received less than a million of acres, while Minnesota has received over 
seven million of acres; not simply voted, but absolutely patented to 
the State, and of which it avails itself. And here we of Mississippi 
are to-day pleading with the House not to take away from us the little 
grant thatis mentioned and referred to in the pending bill. 

Let us speak about that a moment; I think the House ought to be 
advised about it. On examining the tables andthe papers in the office 
of the Secretary of the Interior I find that be has made an approximate 
estimate of the amount of land in this grant as originally made; that 
amount is 652,800 acres, I wish tostate to the House this further fact, 
that after the forfeiture of the 11th of August, 1866, the Government 
of the United States has allowed purchases to be made of lands embraced 
within this t. A great quantity of the original grant has been 

bought, so that according to the best judges to-day it is estimated 
that there is available in the grantto the State of Mississippi not over 
500,000 acres. 

There is a bill pending before the House, one introduced by myself, 
in relation to the land grant to the State of Mississippi. If I can get 
the grant saved, or rather the forfeiture of it prevented, the bill which 
I have introduced will, if passed, regrant to the State of Mississippi 
just simply the half million of acres now left unsold, asking for no in- 
demnity on account of lands that have been sold of the original grant. 

I wish to state here that we want the rights of all purchasers and 
settlers to be faithfully protected. Whether this bill passes or not, 
whether my amendment is adopted or not, in any event, whatever bill 
may pass, the rights of all purchasers of lands will be protected! In 
case the House shall see fit to adopt my amendment and not allow this 
forfeiture, the amount of land that will be saved to the State of Missis- 
sippi will be simply 500,000 acres, which, added to the 900,000 acres 
we have already received, will make the amount granted to the State 
of Mississippi less than 1,500,000 acres, while other States, as I have 
shown, have received from 3,000,000 to 7,000,000 acres each absolutely 
granted to them. 

‘There is another reason why this grant should be made good, and I 
wish to say a word on that subject. It was eminently right and proper 
that the grant should be made in the first place, and every single reason 
applying to the grant then applies to it now and with greater force. 

The grant embraces a section of country covered for the most part 
with pine timber, most excellent pine timber. But it is fur from mar- 
ket; the country is not thickly settled; not much of it has been taken 
up for farms or It consists of just such land as pays nothing 
in the world until the country is settled and its vast resources devel- 
oped, just such a country as private enterprise never would construct 
aroad through. 


Adopted by the 


Approved March 9, 1882, 


‘our people are interested, without regard to 


Another consideration. This is nota great trunk line; it is not aline 
connecting one great point with another great point, or one great sec- 
tion with another great seetion, like roads that connect the Atlantic 
with the Pacific. The object of this road is to connect the railroads. 
near the center of the State of Mississippi, through vast tracts of pine 
forest, with the Southern Sea, so as to give our people in that part of 
the State and their products a seaport for their commerce, an outlet to 
the sea. à ¢ 

And, Mr. Chairman, it is a fair land, fair as any the sun shines on, 
from the initial point of the proposed route all the way to its terminus, 
tently sloping to the Southern Sea, holding vast possibilities of wealth 
in timber, in lumber, in field and herd, waiting only the magic contact 
of capital, skill, and energy to develop all these and return fourfold 
any benefactions bestowed upon it. 

It may be possible that in a long range of years this road may be built 
without the aid of any grant; but I stand here to say that if there ever 
was a section of country, if there ever was a portion of a State, if there 
ever was a State, to which it was right to’vote aid by a land grant, this 
is such a case. Take the map and look at this section of country. 
Trace it down from the center of the State through all this region of 
pine forest, far from market, far from any outlet, far from any chance of 
development, and you must see what a beneficence would be a grant of 
this land, what a vast benefit this railroad would be, ' 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Will the gentleman from Mississippi permit a 
question? 

Mr. VAN EATON. IfI can answer it, I will do so. ` 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Ifthe land grant in behalf of which the gen- 
tleman has been speaking should be excepted out of the operation of 
the forfeiture provided for in this bill, what assurances can the gentle- 
man give thè House that this road from Brandon to the Gulf will be 
constructed in the next few years ? 

Mr. VAN EATON. This assurance, that capitalists have been look- 
ing up that section of country, have been examining into the condition 
of this grant, with the view of assisting the people of the State to build 
this road if they could avail themselves of the grant; but they refused 
to touch the enterprise so long as the forfeiture hangs over the grant. 
More than that, these men who have the means, have given us assurance 
that they would build the road if they could have the benefit of the 


grant. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. ` Is there a company incorporated which pro- 

to construct this road from Brandon to the Gulf? 

Mr. VAN EATON. Such an act of incorporation has been passed 
morethanonce. Thevolumeof the actsof the Legislature of Mississippi 
which I sent to the Clerk’s desk contains another act of incorporation 
passed in 1882, I thank the gentleman for calling my attention to this 
point. Inthatactof incorporation orrecorporation the leading men of the 
Statearenamed, without regard toparty. Amongthose whom I justnow 
think of are my colleague [Mr. BARKSDALE], Col. Jones S. Hamilton, 
one of the most enterprising men in our State, and George C. McKee, 
who formerly held a seat in this House, a leading Republican of our 
State. Itis thus shown that this is a public enterprise in which ‘ull 
party. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Will the gentleman answer another 
question ? 

Mr. VAN EATON. I will try to do so. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Are we to understand that the reason 
this road has not been built heretofore is because of the situation of 
the grant, the fear that it might be rescinded by reason of the expira- 
tion of the time originally limited? ` \ 

Mr. VAN EATON. That is true. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Ifthat be true, why will these men build 
this road within the next few years while this same doubt continues? 

Mr. VAN EATON. They will not. Iam trying to have that diffi- 
culty removed. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Then, in the third place, what objection 
is there to the forfeiture? Will you be worseoff if the forfeiture be made 


than you are now? 

Mr. VAN EATON. Only in this: we shall have lost the land and 
the road. If Congress does not enforce this forfeiture we intend to ask 
this House for such legislation of a moderate kind as will insure, if not 
the cémpletion of the road, a forfeiture of the grant within a very 
short time at least. We do not ask or wish that the grant shall be 
hung up inoperative for a great length of time. It ought not to be. 

Mr. BRUMM. What reason is there why this grant should not be 
forfeited that does not apply to every other grant forfeited by the bill? 
Is there any difference between this and other land grants? If there 
is none, why should it not suffer the same fate? 

Mr. VAN EATON. I have tried to show as far as I possibly could 
why this grantshould not be forfeited. Now, why these others should 
not be forfeited I do not know, and am not here to speak for them. 

Pe ca So far as you know they all stand upon the same 

Mr. VAN EATON. It may be so, but I am not their friend, their 
agent, or their attorney. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Will my colleague yield.to me for a moment? 
Mr. VAN EATON. Certainly. 
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Mr. SINGLETON. Mr. Speaker, when the resolution of the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] was presented to the House a few 
days ago I voted for it. , That resolution declared in favor of the for- 
feiture of all land grants where nothing had been done by the parties 
to whom they were made. At the last session of Congress I introduced 
a bill into this House proposing to renew the grant to the State of Missis- 
sippi for a railroad from Brandon to Ship Island. I did it in obedience 
to the instructions of the Legislature of my State; and I did it because 
I thonght it was proper to do so. F urged its passage before the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands by all the means in my power. Able attorneys 
were employed to come here, who made learned briefs and eloquent* 
speeches before that committee, and yet that committee failed to make 
any report in regard to that matter. 

Now, sir, I would be perfectly willing to segregate this grant from 
others, and I would be willing to vote for it, although I could scarcely 
justify myself as being consistent; but when the broad principle is pre- 
sented to me whether a hundred million of acres of public lands shall 
be held by these corporations without any roads having been built and 
without any taxes having been paid to the States in which they are lo- 
cated, I felt I was compelled to take a broader view of the matter and 
vote for theresolution. Isay I believe this grant ought to be excepted; 
but when it comes to putting them all back, when it comes to saying 
these railroads shall hold on to millions of acres of the public lands so 
as not to allow any person whatever to enter on them for settlement 
and cultivation, I say we can not afford to do it. 

Mr. VAN EATON. I was aware, Mr. Speaker, my colleague from 
Mississippi had introduced the bill he spoke of. I was also aware he 
was friendly to the measure under consideration. I have only this to 
say about that: I could not vote for the sweeping resolution of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, knowing I intended, as I said in the outset, to ask 
the House to make this exception. I am just as much in favor of the 
general principle of forfeiting these grants, when reason can be shown 
they should be, as my colleague or any other member of the House. At 
the same time, as I have already said, I wished to leave myself in the 
situation where, if a case is shown to have merit, I can in my humble 
capacity vote for it and do what is just and right and equitable. That 
is all. 


I shall detain the House but a few moments longer. I have tried to 
show the House why this road was not built; that before and up to the 
war, after doing all we could at that time, taking all the proper steps up to 
1860, that for the six years following it was physically impossible, and 
that for all the. years which followed, the seventeen years of negligence 
with which we have been taunted, men would not take hold of these lands 
on account of the defect that appeared in the title; and I do not blame 
them for that. I have shown that time and again our people, in every 
way they could, have come to this House and asked for an extension of 
this grant; and I say now, as I said before, that no negligence, no laches 
can be imputed to the people who purpose to avail themselves of this 
grant. That is the reason why I have offered this amendment asking 
this grant shall be excepted ont of the face of this bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not come here in the character of a suppliant. I 
come here simply as a Representative from an equal State, coequal with 
rd of her peers, appealing to the equity and sense of justice of this 

ouse. 

In conclusion I have to say I speak for a land offering at this time 
the greatest encouragement for the investment of capital and the im- 
migration of the enterprising; for a people who, harried by war and 
tried in the fires of reconstruction, rising superior to troubles and dis- 
couragements such as few peoples have encountered, are fast building 
up a new South; who extend the warmest of welcomes to all who come 
among them with honest intentions; and who, having left the things 
that are behind; join -heart and hand with all who would add to the 
prosperity and increase the happiness of all the people of ‘‘a great, free, 
and prosperous: realm.’’ [Loud applause. ] 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SPRINGER in the chair). Does the 
gentleman from Mississippi desire t6 be heard in opposition to the 
amendment? 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I represent a district which is in part inter- 
ested in the pending question, and desire to be heard in opposition to 
the bill which has been reported from the committee. If, however, 
any gentleman desires to be heard on the other side, I think I will yield 
the floor for the purpose of hearing him. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Michigan will be 


Mr. HATCH, of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I am heartily in accord 
with the proposition involved in the first section of this bill. I agree 
with the remark made by a gentleman when the resolution voted upon 
the other day was before the House for consideration, that the time has 
come to reverse this policy of extending Government aid in the shape 
of land grants for the construction of railroads, and I am happy to see 
that this House has approached the consideration of this question de- 
termined. to take back into the hands of the General Government the 
vast domain that now lies encumbered by these shadowy titles. 

But.it is my single purpose to restore to the public domain these 
lands, and while taking them to ourselves not foolishly or recklessly 


to bestow them on somebody else. In this eénnection I challenge par- 
ticularly the provisions of the second section of this bill. I want to 
know what it means, upon what interests it is to operate, and what 
will be its result or its effect upon the public lands. 

The second section, it seems to me, is not well guarded. In the first 
section we propose to take back the public domain that was perhaps 
recklessly bestowed upon these corporate organizations. But by the 
second section what are we going todo? That provides— 

That in any and all cases, as to any lands embraced within the terms of any of 
the acts named in section 1 of this act, whenever the ent of the Interior, 
or its officers, or the local land officers, have treated ds as open to selec- 
tion, purchase, or homestead entry, and have allowed purchases, selections, and 
entries of any of said lands under the general laws of the United States, the acts 
of the Department of the Interior and its officers, 
poruitins such entries, selections, and 

issuing patents, certificates, and lists 
all such unanthorized acts are hereby ratified and confirmed. Thatis 
what it means. 

Now, I know not what is hidden behind the scope of this section, but 
I can see well that there is room for aconsiderable job. I can see room 
for a very extensive speculation. These lands were granted inthe year 
1856, twenty-seven years ago, as we have been so frequently reminded 
to-day. They were withdrawn from market. At that time what was 
their value? I suppose not to exceed $1.25 an acre. 

But twenty-seven years have come and gone, and what to-day is their 
value? I suppose that they are worth verý much more now than they 
were at that time. Have these lands been entered by speculators at 
the old price? Have people been held back from competing for th 
purchase of the lands because, forsooth, they were encumbered by rail- 
road claims? I donot know. It is impossible to know. The com- 
mittee in their report make no statement upon this point. They touch 
but briefly upon the subject. 

I do know that in my own State lands that have been affected by 
these railroad grants have risen enormously in value; and if to-day the 
incubus of the railroad grants could be removed and these lands put up 
at auction, the Treasury of the United States would gather into it fifty 
or sixty dollars an acre for them. This was done but recently in the 
State of Minnesota on pine lands, such 9s these are said to be. They 
were auctioned off by officers of the United States Government at from 
fifty tô sixty dollars an acre. Have these lands, in anticipation of the 

of some such meagure as this, been entered through the general 
or local land offices at $1.25 an acre? If go, who has engineered the 
speculation? ‘To whom will accrue the profits? Let us have an ex- 
planation. Let us understand what we are doing. 

Now, I will vote for the first section of this bill. I heartily approve 
of it. I do not know but that I shall vote for the second section if the 
House refuses to strike it out, as Tam so anxious to reach definite results 
that will follow from the operation of the first section. But I prefer 
that the second section should he stricken out, or the first and second 
separated altogether; and I would like to see a motion made by some 
member of this committee, some one who knows more about it than I 
do, to strike out the second section. Let us simply adopt the policy of 
restoring these vast domains to the control of the Government, and then 
by itself in a subsequent act decide the question upon whom we will 
bestow them, or what price we will fix for their purchase. 

Mr. STRAIT. I would like to ask the gentleman at what place 
this sale took place in Minnesota of which he has just spoken. 

Mr. HATCH, of Michigan. At Duluth, I presume; but I do not 
know that fact. t 

Mr. STRAIT. I will tell the gentleman that lands were sold for 
three dollars and some cents per acre, which was the average price ob- 
tained for them, instead of $50 or $60 as he states. 

Mr. HATCH, of Michigan. I happened to know a gentleman who 
paid the $60 for some tracts. > 

Mr. STRAIT. At the average price? 

Mr. HATCH, of Michigan. I do not know the average price. 

Mr. STRAIT. It was three dollars and some cents per acre. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I trust the House will not commit itself to the 
declaration of indiscriminate forfeiture contained in the bill reported 
from the Committee on the Public Lands. And if it shall please this 
body to adopt the amendment of my colleague [Mr. VAN Eaton], who 
is a member of the committee, I will ask the favorable judgment of 
the House upon a bill which I will send to the Clerk’s desk to be read 
as a part of my remarks. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mexico to the town of Brandon, State of Mississippi, in the act aforesaid, mrang 


d grant has not been realized the State: Therefore, 
Be it en by and House of atives of the United States of 
America in , That the time required by the aforesaid act, ap- 


route and termini i pA in the act of August 11, 1856, donating the 
the construction of the said road from the Gulf of Mexico to Brandon : Provided, 
That taad Da eee ya = eryr pane metas of the ap- 
roval then ands described act of August 11, 1856, shall 
vat to the United States. ~ 


Src, 2. That the State of Mississippi be authorized to confer the privileges of 
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resaid act its 
sonsteantion ADE AAA NCEA inal tah MOTET ct DIY is MAOD Arii 
to the said company through the public lands belonging to the United States. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. As has been stated, Mr. Speaker, in 1856 Con- 
gress donated to the State of Mississippi alternate Sections of land on 
either side of a railroad projected from the Gulf of Mexico to the town 
of Brandon, where it was designed to be connected with the system of 
railroads then in operation or in contemplation. The donation was in 
pone of a generous and liberal public policy, which had operated 

cially in all the States to which ts had been made. Its in- 
tent was to promote the settlement and improvement of the public lands 
and to enhance those which were reserved to the Government by making 
their products accessible to market. Hence the act of donation pre- 
scribed that the land should be sold for double the minimum price of 
the public lands: This beneficent and liberal policy has been profit- 
able in many ways to the Goyernment and to the people. 

It is unnecessary to di legal principles involved in the grant. 
The very terms of the act and the report of the committee imply that 
the title will remain to the State until it is canceled by an affirmative act 
of Congress, The question presented for consideration by the bill of 
the committee and the amendment of my colleague [Mr. VAN EATON] 

_is, shall this indiscriminate declaration of forfeiture be made? The 
answer of those who oppose the amendment is that the t was made 
upon the condition that the lands should revert to toe Government 
Within ten years if the read was not completed, but it may reasonably 
be assumed that if the reasons are sufficient and satisfactory why this 
reversion should not be enforced it will not be; and these reasons do 
exist. They are abundant. 

In the first place, the lands for the most part remain unsold. In the 
next place, the motives to enhance their settlement and improvement 
still remain. Therefore, if the policy was meritorious in the beginni 
it is equally so now. Not the mere question of time, but the great 
object sought to be accomplished by the policy should influence the 
action of the House. If the policy of the grant is wise, what differ- 
ence can it make to the Government whether it be consummated in ten 
years, in fifteen years, in twenty years, or even in fifty,years? 

The question has been asked why the road has not been built. Iam 
abundantly prepared to show, indeed my distinguished colleague [Mr. 
VAN EATON ] has shown, that the failure is due to no lack of interest 
in the great Seis wigs on the part of the State of Mississippi. At the 
first meeting of the Legislature after the grant was made it was for- 
mally accepted. A commission was appointed to carry out its objects 
and an appropriation was made for surveying and locating the line of 
the road. In pursuance of the act the line was surveyed and located, 
and in 1860 the State transferred to the Gulf and Ship Island Railroad 
her stock in other roads, which had cost her $1,300,000in gold. These 
acts attest the fixed purpose of the State in good faith to avail herself 
of the benefits of the grant. 

The prosecution of the enterprise, however, was arrested by a great 
historical event, upon which it is not necessary that I should now. 
dwell. When the curtain dropped upon the scene in 1865 the time had 
expired for the completion of the road. By the hard fortune of war, 
from 1865 to 1870 Mississippi was reduced to a condition of Territorial 
vassalage and deprived of her Statehood. Her relations to the Federal 
Government were restored in 1870, and from that time to the present 
she has continued to appeal to Congress to renew the grant. 

In addressing Congress with her petition, which has been read as a 
part of the remarks of my colleague [Mr. Vax Eaton], let it be un- 
derstood that my State does not ask this body to depart from an estab- 
lished usage nor to create a new precedent for her benefit. The exam- 
ples are numerous in which similar indulgence to that which I ask for 
Mississippi has been granted to other States. Let me cite a few of these 
instances, for I have them here inabundance. In 1862 Congress 
an act supplemental to ‘‘an act granting the right of way to the State 
-of Missouri and a portion of the public lands to aid in the construction 
of certain railroads in said State,” which was approved June 5, 1862. 
I ask the honorable gentleman from the State of Missouri to listen to the 
act: 

Be it 
abe carte te et seg Berea os Une a ¢ 
sxipplecantal or the completion of the road therein described “from the city of 
Saint Louis to such point on the western boundary of said State as may be desig- 
nated by the authority of said State," as well as the time of reversion to the 
United Btates of the lands granted to the State of Missouri for the use 
of said road, is hereby extended ten years from the 10th day of June, 1862: 
Provided, That in case said POPART A to complete said road within the time 
as thus extended the said lands then revert to the United States.—Lester’s 
Land Laws, volume 2, page 52. 

It is instructive to look to the motives that influenced Congress to 
grant the indulgence asked for by the State of Missouri. They are pre- 
cisely the grounds on which I am advocating the claims of Mississippi. 
I will read from the Congressional Globe for the second session of the 
Thirty-seventh Congress, page 2431. Mr. Phelps, of Missouri, in adx 
vocacy of the bill, said: 

The grant is not extended to the railroad company, but tothe State of Missouri. 
It is the State that will obtain all the benefits of this bill. 
. kd + s = s Ld 
The effects of the 


revulsion of 1857 to 1558-59. 


financial extendedin Missouri 
‘Theriyil war that has recently carried devastation through the country has been 
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passed | have a right to 


most severely felt there. The flight of its inhabitants, the destruction of their 

roperty, all prevented their being able at ej myrrh ar yy den hana eae This 
Pi mescly extends the time within which the people of the State may recelgre 
the benefis intended to be conferred by Congress in the land grants made te- 


When the bill went to the Senate, unanimously and without discus- 
sion, as the record shows, it that body. 

In the volume which I hold in my hand (Lester’s Land Laws) I find 
many other examples, one especially, to which I will call the attention 
of the House, and particularly the attention of honorable gentlemen 
representing the State of Michigan: 

Be it enacted, &c,, That the time limited for the completion ef the Marquette 
and Ontonagon Railroad of the State of yrange er) the same phere A 
extended for the term of five years beyond the time for its completion by 
the act of Congress of June 3, 1856, &e. (Volume 2, page 108.) 

Again, I find an act approved March 3, 1865, entitled ‘“‘An act toex- 
tend the time for the completion of certain railroads to which land 
grants have been made in the States of Michigan and Wisconsin.” I 
will not take up the time of the House by reading it; the purpose and 
object of the law are sufficiently expressed by the title. 

Again, an act was passed March 3, 1865, ‘‘extending the time for 
the completion of certain land-grant railroads in the States of Minnesota: 
and Iowa, and for other purposes.’’ Let the distinguished gentlemen 
who represent those States remember the example which I have cited 
in their own case, In this instance not only was the time extended 
but the quantity of land originally granted was very largely increased. 
There are other acts of extension which were granted in favor of Mich- 


igan. 
The following is an act of similar purport for the benefit of Wisconsin, 
approved September 13, 1868: è 


Be it enacted, &c., That the t#me fixed by an act ting lands to aid in the 
construction of certain railroads in the State of Wisco: y wed May 5, 
1864, for the completion of the from Tomah to Saint ix River, or 

extegded for a period of the West 


lake, be, and the same is hereby, three years to 
Wisconsin Railroad Company, a corporation established by the laws ofthe State 
of Wisconsin, &c. 


I find an act, approved July 28, 1866, “‘ to revive and extend the pro- 
visions of an act granting the right of way and making a grant of land 
to the States of Arkansas and Mi to aid in the construction of a 
railroad from a point upon the Mississippi opposite the mouth of the 
Ohio River, via Little Rock, to the Texas boundary near Fulton, in Ar- 
kansas, with branches to Fort Smith and the Mississippi River, approved 
February 9, 1853, and for other purposes.” Now let the gentleman 
from Ar’ as well as the gentleman from Missouri, remember what 
has been done in the interest of their own States before they decide to 
vote against the amendment of my colleague. : 

On page 226 of the volume above cited ap an act, approved May 
7, 1866, extending the time for the completion of the Pacte E Railroad, 
Eastern Division; also one passed m 21, 1866, extending the time for 
the construction of the first section of the Western Facific Railroad. 

Numerous cases are contained in this volume, which I will not 
recite in detail. F have shown that it has been the invariable rule of 
Congress to extend the time forthe completion of important enterprises 
when it has been petitioned tg do so by the States in whose behalf the 
yerse were made. All I is the application of the same rule to the 

tate which I have the honor in part to represent. May I not reason- 
to members of this House to do as they have or as they 
would be done by under similar circumstances ? 

Mr. Speaker, I trust that my State will not be made a vicarious suf- 
ferer for the alleged wrongdoing of others, and I protest against com- 
plicating her just claim and involving it in the same fate with those of 
powerful moneyed corporations which are charged, whether correctly or 
incorrectly I will not undertake here to decide, with asserting their 
right to grants which they have not earned. What I ask, and what I 
expect, is that each case will be considered upon its 
own merits. The same considerations of sound and enlightened public 
policy which originally induced the bestowal of the grant to Missis- 
sippi still exist and plead ly in favor of its continuation. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, I sympathize with my friend from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. BARKSDALE], and also with his colleague [Mr. VAN 
EATON], my colleague on the committee, in their appeals tothis House 
to adopt the amendment excepting from this bill the grant to the rail- 
road company in theirState. But, sir, in carrying out the policy which 
this House a few days ago unmistakably declared with reference to 
these railroad land grants, there was not in my judgment, nor is there 
now, after having heard the discussion, any good reason why this grant 
should be made an exception. I am unable to perceive why it should 
not stand upon the same basis with the grants to other corporations that 
have been negligent—but no more so than this corporation—in avail- 
ing themselves of the provisions of ‘these grants. 

y friend from Mississippi has cited as precedents a number of cases 
in which this House has extended the period of the ts to various 
railroad companies; but unfortunately no such record is presented in 
the case of the corporation for whom he speaks, I have not been in- 
formed, nor I believe has any member on this floor asserted or shown, 
that there has been any act, or even any bill, introduced in this House 
— the present session for the purpose of extending that grant to any 

ture time. 


ably a 
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Mr. BARKSDALE. I will ask my friend from Alabama to what 
measures he refers. 

Mr. OATES. To the bill the gentleman had read just now, the bill 
introduced this session. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. With the gentleman’s permission I beg leave 
to correct him. A bill haying precisely this object in view was intro- 
duced by my colleague [Mr. SINGLETON] at the last session or during 
the last Per Nag 

Mr. OATES. Well, then, until the last session of the Forty-seventh 
Congress, it seems, no action was taken for the purpose of 
the time within which this corporation might avail itself of the provis- 
ions of the original grant. 

Mr. MULDROW. My friend is again in error, for in the Forty-fifth 
Congress, I think—certainly not later than the Forty-sixth—I myself 
introduced a bill looking to the restoration of this grant. 

Mr. OATES, This is the first information I have had even of that; 
and at any rate the measure, has not been pressed very vigorously. I 
do not think it can be alleged in behalf of this grant that those who 
seek to avail themselves of its benefits have been very diligent. In pur- 
suance, therefore, of the general policy, I see no reason for the adoption 
of the amendment offered by the gentleman from Mississippi. 

But, Mr. Speaker, it was not with reference to this matter that I 
rose to address the House. Under all the grants embraced in this bill, 
except one, the companies to whom the s 
no action whatever, as I learn, toward the construction of their respect- 
ive roads. With the exception of the Memphis and Charleston rail- 
road, not a mile of road has been constructed by any of them, not arail 
laid. With regard o the single road named, some explanation perhaps 
is necessary, because it has been stated on thig floor, and it isa fact, that 
this road was completed before the expiration of the time named in the 
grant. The reason the committee have reported in favor of the forfeit- 
ure of this grant will be manifest wheatlattention is called to the terms 
of the grant and the facts connected therewith. . The act of June 2, 
1856, provides in the first section:» j 

That there be, and heroy, prenen to the State of Alabama for the purpose 
of aiding in the co: n of railroads— 

Then follows a specification of the several lines of railroad— 
every alternate section of land designated by odd numbers for six sections in 
width on each side of each of said roads. 

Then the sixth séction provides— 

That a grant of lands shall be made to said State to aid in the construction of 
the following roads in said State, to wit: The Memphis and Charleston Railroad, 
extending from Memphis, on the raap tale ty in Tennessee, to Steven- 
son, on the Nashville and Chattanooga , in Alabama. 

This last section further provides that this grant with others is made 
upon the same terms, conditions, and restrictions as are set forth in the 
preceding sections of the act. What do those preceding sections pro- 
vide? In section third it is declared— 

That the said lands hereby granted to the said State shall ge subject to the dis- 
posal of the Legislature thereof, for the purposes aforesaid and no other. 

Then section fourth provides— i 


That the lands hereby granted to said State be disposed of by said State 
only in manner following, that is to say: That @ quantity of land not exceeding 
one hundred and twenty sections for each of said roads, and included within a 
continuous | of twenty miles of each of said roads, may be sold; and when 


the governor of said State shall to the Secre! of the Interior that any 
twenty continuous miles of any of said roads is completed, then another quan- 
tity of land hereby granted, not to exceed one hundred twenty sections for 
each of said roads having twenty continuous miles completed as aforesaid and 
included within a continuous length of twenty miles of each of such roads, may 
be sold,and so from time to time until said roads are ee and if any ot 
said roads is not completed within ten years, no further shall be made, and 
the lands unsold revert to the United States. 

Gentlemen will see that after the of this act it became nec- 
essary for the Legislature of the State of Alabama to take action on the 
subject. The lands were granted to that State in trust, and the State 
alone, under the grant, could administer the trust, Therefore it was 
necessary for the Legislature of that State to accept the trust and pro- 
vide the machinery by which the lands could be sold in pursuance 
of the grant. The State, not acting through its governor alone but 
through its governor by authority of the Legislature, declined to accept 
the trust. I will read now from Executive Document No. 10, by the 
Secretary of the Interior. . 

This road was authorized by that portion of the act which provided for the 
Memphis and Charleston road, extending from Memphis, on Mississi; 
River, to Stevenson, on the Nashville and Chattanooga Rai Alabama. 
The £ of Alabama refused to accept the grant for such road, and the lands 
withdrawn were restored to market by notice 595, February 19, 1858. 

I can not well conceive how the Memphis and Charleston Company 
could have sold and disposed of any of these lands when the State of 
Alabama, acting through its Legislature and governor, refused to accept 
the grant. 

I therefore conclude, Mr. Speaker, without further inquiry, that none 
of these lands were ever held by this company. In fact, perhaps it 
would bea hardship, perhaps this company would to-day object to this 
grant being confirmed and their company compelled to conform to its 
terms, because it obligates them, like nearly every other land grant, to 
carry the mails of the United States Government, as well as troops and 
supplies, on terms much less than otherwise the company would been- 


grants were made have taken | sj 


titled to charge. I have no inf ion, and in fact the committee of 
which I have the honor to be a member have no information, that this. 
company ever attempted to exercise any power in regard to this grant 
or ever disposed of an acre of this land. 

Well, then, in logical order this brings me to answer, and I will do 
it very briefly, the argument of the gentleman from Michigan on the 
other side [Mr. HATCH] against the second section of the bill under con- 
sideration. Gentlemen will observe that the Secretary of the Interior 
pi peaa embraced within the grant to the Memphis and Charleston 

i Company upon the market. Those lands have been entered, 
and occupied, and improved, nodoubt, very largely. Perhaps thataction 
was not regular, I am not prepared to. say whether this grant was so- 
imperfect as it seems to have been regarded by the Secretary of the In- 
terior, so that it was n to offer these lands at public sale before: 
they were subjected to entry and homestead or not. There may be a 
doubt about that. The committee thought, to save therights of any who 
may have purchased from the Government any of the lands granted to 
the railroads mentioned in this bill, to save them in their rights and 
to protect their homes, it was proper to incorporate this second section, 
which reads as follows: 


Src. 2. That in any and all tases, asto any lands embraced within the terms 
ofany of the acts named in section 1 of this act, whenever the Department of 
the land officers ha’ said as 


and 
such sales, and in issuing patents, certificates, and lists thereon, are hereby rati- 
fied and validated, and the rights and titles of parues or penaos holding patents 
of lan: 


the £ of the Interior, the Commissioner of the General Land Office, or 
certificates issued by.the officers of the local land offices, or who have made 
hom entries or pre-emption settlements or claims upon any of said lands 


Now, one other suggestion in this connection. Suppose there is some 
i ity, suppose some of the oceupants of lands granted to these 
railroad corporations have not perfect titles and are occupying the lands 
and cultivating, are they not within the spirit of the general policy of 
this Congress touching the public lands? Why disturb them in their 
titles, why disturb them in their possessions, although their titles are 
deficient? If they located on these lands and are cultivating them 
they are within the spirit of the homestead laws, and therefore I say 
their titles should be confirmed. And that is all the second section of 
this bill proposes to do. And it seems to me there can be no misunder- 
standing of the object and purpose of the bill. They are to terminate 
these grants, with the solitary exception of the road from Jackson to- 
Meridian, Miss., completed within the time, and nothing has been said 
in favor of that except what has been urged by my eloquent friends. 
from Mississippi who have spoken on this subject. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I had not intended taking any part in 
the discussion of this bill, nor do I interid to go into any question con- 
nected with the general merits of it, but I aceept as a member of the 
Committee on Public Lands the invitation extended by the gentleman 
from Michigan on my left to explain to the House the necessity for the 
provision incorporated in section 2 of this bill. I beg gentlemen of the 
House to remember when all these acts were passed there was inclnded 
in each one of them a provision as an express condition that unless these 
several roads were constructed within ten years the lands granted should 
revert to the General Government. The examinationof the discussion. 
in both Houses of Congress at the time these different bills were passed 
will show it was the opinion generally of lawyers this condition which 
was expressed in each was a condition precedent, so that, if any of the 
companies failed to complete their roads, then by operation of the law 
the lands would revert to the General Government, and the title be in 
it as before. 

So in 1866, when the ten years had expired within which these roads 
were to be built, and no attempt had ever been madeeven to construct 
any portion of them, the Interior Department and the people generally 
believed that these lands were open to sale and settlement; and so, 
in actual good faith, hundreds of settlers went on the lands included 
within the limits of these railroad grants and made homestead entries 
and pre-emption settlement. 

Mr. CHACE. Has the gentleman the evidence of the fact that the 
Interior ent entertained such a belief? 


Mr. PAYSON. Yes, sir. I have in my hand Executive Document . 


No. 144, which shows that all of these grants were restored to public 
sale at different times. I read now as to the Gulf and Ship Island 
Railroad: 

On August 15, meget, ed to the location of the road, the lands falling within 
the probable limits of the road were withdrawn from sale or: location by notice: 
567. A map of definite location of the road was filed in this office November 27, 
1860; and no lands have been approved to the State for said road, neither has 
atiy portion of the road been constructed. The reservation of lands for the road 
ceased on August 11, 1856, 


I say for the information of the gentleman from Rhode Island that 
the practice in the Interior ent is whenever a grant is made 
and a line of definite location filed for the construction of the r 


that those lands within its operation are withdrawn. Then they hav‘. — 
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been restored by the Interior Department under a misapprehension of 
the law which I shall presently refer to. 

Mr. Speaker, matters remained in this condition until 1874, when 
_ the Supreme Court of the United States, in the case of Shulenburg vs. 
Herriman, decided that instead of this condition being a condition pre- 
cedent it was a condition subsequent; and I need not state to mem- 
bers of the bar about me what that distinction may be. Itis enough 
to know, for those who may not understand it, that the effect of that 
decision was to hold that the legal title, as such, was in the grantee in 
all of these cases in the States respectively, and ‘that it required an af- 
firmative act of Congress to restore them to sale and settlement. But 
in the mean time hundreds and thousands of settlements had been 
made, and the gentleman from Mississippi last but one upon this floor 
is mistaken when he says that no sales of these lands haye been made. 
Hundreds and thousands of acres have been sold under a pure misap- 
pethensce of the law by the Interior Department. These people are 

in possession. They purchased the lands in good faith; many of them 
settled upon them as homesteaders; and so, Mr. Speaker, out of abun- 
dant precaution, as much because of the absolute necessity for a pro- 
vision of this kind where a citizen of the United States has purchased 
these lands in good faith, believing he had a right to purchase, and he- 
cause the Interior Department made the sales believing they had the 
right so to do, the Committee on Public Lands believe it.to be its duty 
to incorporate in this bill this provision, not only restoring the lands 
to the public domain as against the railway corporations claiming them 
and in whom the legal title exists to-day, but in addition to that to 
protect these innocent .and grantees. 

I say to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. HATCH] that therenever 
has been an intimation either in the Forty-seventh Congress, where 
these matters were examined at length by the Judiciary Committee 
and of which I had the honor to be a member, or in the Committee on 
the Public Lands of this Congress—there never has been an intimation 
of jobbery or speculative purchase of a a. acre of the lands affected 
by the scope and provisions of the bill under consideration. 

If I have made myself understood by the House, Mr. Speaker, that 
is all I desire. If any gentleman desires to propound a question to me 
in reference to this bill, as a member of the committee representing it 
I shall attempt to give the information demanded. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Will the gentleman permit me to ask 
him a question? 

. PAYSON. With prapta 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Is there any State in which these 
lands are situated that makes any opposition to the forfeiture of these 
grants? 

Mr. PAYSON. Not one. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Is there any railroad company orig- 
inally the beneficiary of these grants’ which makes any opposition to 
this forfeiture. 

Mr. PAYSON. Not one, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Are there any citizens in any State 

represented before the committee by counsel or otherwise who are op- 
posed to the forfeiture? 

Mr. PAYSON. Nota citizen, except in the case of the Gulf ae 
Ship Island Railroad, represented by the gentleman from Mississipp 
[Mr. VAN Eaton]. ere is not a claim of any kind it the forfeit- 
ure of these grants. There was not a representative of any State inter- 
ested that has filed any opposition before the committee regarding this 
forfeiture; and the only opposition which a there at all before 
the committee or the individual members of it has been made on the 
ground of equity, assuggested by the gentleman from Mississippi i in re- 
lation to the Gulf and Ship Island Railroad. 

\Mr. COBB. I now demand the previous question upon the engross- 
ment and third reading of the bill. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I desire to offer an amendment. 

Mr. COBB. I decline to yield for further amendments. 

Thè SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana declines 
to yield. If the previous question is ordered it will include the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. PAYSON: Before the question is taken on the motion for the 
previous question I desire to make a point of order. I insist that the 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from Mississippi is noti n order, 
for the reason that on Monday last a bill introduced by that 
himself was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, whic Pinelands 
the substance of this amendment; and under clause 4 of Rule XXI, as 
I recollect the rule, the amendment is not in order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinksitis too late to make 


the point of order on the amendment after it has been before the House. 


for consideration for an hour or more. 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I think thegentleman in charge of the bill 


will agree to admit an amendment in line 22. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has declined to yield. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. WOOD. _ As I understand the gentleman from Indiana has de- 
clined to yield forany further amendment, I move to recommit the bill 
to the committee with instructions to report it back with the amend- 
ment which I hold in my hand. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion is notin order at this 
time. The first question is on the amendment of the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. VAN Eaton], which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the bill by adding after the word “act,” in the fourteenth line, the 
following words: 

“Also except so much of said act as relates toa grant of land in aid of a railroad 
from Brandon to the Gulf of Mexico, commonly known as the Gulf and Ship 
Island Railroad.’ 

So that it will read: 

That so much of the several acts and parts of acts of Congress as are below re- 
cited be, and they are hereby, repealed, namely : 

Chapter 83, 1l utes at Large, page 30, approved say Manier rpa Barbari 
“An act granting public lands ral alternate sections to the 
aid in the construction of railroads in said State, and for other E oE ex 
so much of said act as relates to a gra mt of and in nid of a ralvond from sept 
son to the line between the State o pov f Alabama,” which 
road was completed within the lorem pi 

Also, is completed within the time preseribed by said aet land in aid of “a rail- 
road from Brandon to the Gulf of Mexico,” commonly known as the Gulf and 
Ship Island Railroad. 

The question being taken on the amendment, the Speaker pro tem- 
pore stated that the ‘‘noes™ seemed to have it. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is om ordering the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Atthe suggestion of several gentlemen, I with- 
draw the demand for the yeas and nays. 

So the amendment was not to. 

The bill was ordered to be e and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. COBB. I move the previous question on the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the bill was passed. 

Mr. COBB moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

LAND GRANT FORFEITURE OF TEXAS PACIFIC RAILROAD, 

The next business on the House Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3933) 
to declare a forfeiture of lands granted to the Texas Pacific Railroad, 
and for other purposes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, d&c., Thatall lands granted to the Texas Pacific Railroad Com 
under the act of Congress entitled “An act to incorporate the Texas Pacific Pacific Rail- 


road Company and toaid in the construction of its road, and Las other pu 
approved 3, 1871, and acts amendatory thereof or supplemental et heroes. 
be, and they are hereby, declared forfeited, and that the whole of said lands be 
restored to the public domain and made subject to sale and settlement under 
existing laws of the United States. 

Sec. 2. That in any and all cases, as to any lands embraced within the terms 
of the act named in section 1 of this whenever the Department of = 
Interior, or its officers, or the local land oi rs have treated said lands as Q) 
to selection, purchase, or homestead entry, and have allowed purchases, se 
tions, and entries of any of said lands maine the general laws of the lec. 
States, the acts of the Department of the Interior, and its officers, and the local 
land officers in permitting such entries, selections, and purchases, in maki 
such sales, and in issuing patents, certifica and lists thereon are hereby ratte 
fied and validated ; and the Cf een titles o1 ee jes or persons ramen prego ts 
or claiming rais or title under certificates or lists of lands issued ed by 
the Secretary of the Interior or the Commissioner of the General Land Office, or 
certificates issued by the officers of the local land offices, or who have made home- 
stead entries or pre-emption settlements or claims of any kind upon any of said 
lands under the general laws of the United States, in any way affected adversely 
by said grant, are hereby confirmed and made valid to the same extent as tho 
said grant had never been made; and all of said lands embraced within the pro- 
visions of said acts shall be restored to the public domain, subject to the saving 
of rights as provided in this section, as though said grant had never been made, 


Mr. PAYSON. I think the report in connection with this bill had 
better be read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the report is 
very long. It will take more than an hour to read it. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I suggest that the reading be dispensed with, 
and that it be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. If I have the floor for that purpose, I 
move that the House adjourn. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Pay- 
son] has the floor. 

Mr. PAYSON. With the understanding that this will come up as 
pres business on Saturday, I have no objection to the motion to 

ourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair willstate that if this bill is 
not finished at the adjournment to-day it will be in the order of un- 
finished business, the consideration of the bill having been entered upon. 

Mr. COBB. I am satisfied the temper of the tag. oe is to pass this 
bill, and they can do it in five minutes. 

Mr. PAYSON. Upon the suggestion of the gentleman from Indiana 
that this bill can readily be passed, I ask unanimous consent to have 
printed in the RECORD as the argument I would make in support of it 
the report I made on the bill for the committee. I ask that that may 
appear in the RECORD as my argument, and I then will move the pre- 
vious question. 

The SPEAKER ez tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Illinois that the report be printed in the RECORD ? 

There was no objection. 
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The report is as follows: 


The Committee on Public Lands, to whom was referred certain bills relating 
to the grant of lands in aid of the Texas and Pacific Railway Company, having 
had the same under consideration, make the following report: 

Your committee have given this case careful attention and earnest consid- 
eration, not only on account of the magnitude of the interests involved, but be- 
cause this was the first grant considered by the committee where serious o; 
sition was made to the proposal to declare forfeiture of the grant for of 
the condition on which it was made, in which several legal questions were 
sented at the outset and earnestly ed by eminent counsel, questions which 
are common to all the cases of la pas pending before the committee, first 
among them being the question of the power of Con to interfere in any 
event; so your committee have carefully examined the whole matter before 
recommending what they do, namely, that the accompanying bill be passed, 
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declaring the grant forfeited for breach of the condition on which it was made, 
resto the lands to the public domain for sale and settlement under existing 
law, pi the rights of settlers and claimants under the Government. 


We find facts deemed essential to beas follows: : 

The Texas Pacific Railroad Company was incorporated by act of Congress 
approved March 3, 1871 (16 Statutes at . page 573). By section 1 of that act 
the route was defined and described as follows: 

“ From a point at or near Marshall, county of Harrison, State of Texas; thence 
by the most direct and eligible route, to be determined by said company, near 
the thirty-second parallel of north latitude, to a point at or near El Paso; thence 
by the most direct and eligible route, to be.selected by said company, through 
New Mexico and Arizona, to a point on the Rio Colorado at or near the south- 
eastern boundary of the State of California; thence by the most direct and eli- 

ible route to San Diego, Cal., to Ship’s Channel, in the bay of San Diego, in the 

tate of California, parma in the location thereof, as near as may be, the 
thirty-second parali of north latitude." 

Section 23 provides: 

“ That for the purpose of agar ran Texas Pacific Railroad with the city 
of San Francisco, the Southern Pacific Railroad Company of California is hereby 
authorized (subject to the laws of California) to construct a line of railroad from 
a point at or near Tehichipi Pass, by way of Los Angeles, to the Texas Pacific 
Railroad at or near the Colorado River, with the same rights, grants, and privi- 
leges, and subject to the same limitations, restrictions, and conditions, as were 
gaai to said Southern Pacific Railroad Company of California by the act of 

uly 27, 1866.” 

Section 9 provides for a land grant which, as described by the Secretary of the 
Interior, Executive Document 144, Forty-seventh Congress, first section, is— 

“ A grant of every alternate section of Epes land, not mineral, designated by 

‘ odd numbers, to the amount of twenty alternate sections mile on each side 
of the line as adopted by the company through the Territories of the United 
States, and ten alternate sections per mile on each side of the line in California. 
Exception is made ef lands sold, reserved, or otherwise of, and lands 
to which a pre-emption or homestead claim may have atta at the time the 
line of the road is definitely fix 

“Indemnity is provided for lands thus lost to the grant out of alternate odd- 
numbered sections not more than ten miles from the limits of the sections 
granted. Provision is also made for indemnity for lands Jost by reason of the 
near approach of the line of the road to the boundary of Mexico, and also for 
inert lands excluded from the grant out of odd-numbered sections nearest the 
line of the road.” 

Section 17 of the act required the company to commence the construction of 
the road simultaneously at San Diego, ..and ata point at or near Marshall, 
Tex., and prosecute the work so that the entire road should be constructed 
within ten years after the arson of act, 

the act of May 2, 1872, however, the time for the construction and completion 
of the road was extended to May 2, 1882, and the title of the company changed 
to the Texas and Pacific Railway Company. 

Section 4 of the act is as follows: 


“That the said Texas Pacific Railroad Company shall have power and lawful 
authority to purchase the stock, land ts, franchises, and Sig pien meg of, 
and consolidate on such terms as may be agreed upon between parties with, 


any railroad company or companies heretofore chartered by Congressional, State, 
or Territorial authority on the route preeniee in the first section in this act, 
but no such consolidation shall be with any competing line of railroads to the 
Pacific Ocean.” j 

Section 5 reads: H 

“That the said company shall have power and authority to make runni 
heretofore charte: or 


ar- 


ents with railroad company or com 
thas way. be hi fer chartered by ra eaa dAn , State, or Territorial authority ; 
also to p: lands, or to accept donations or grants of lands, or other prop- 


erty from States or individuals for the purpose of aiding in carrying out the 
— of this company.” 
ion 6 reads: ’ 

“That the ri lands, land grants, franchises, privil andappurtenances, 
and property of every description belonging to each of the purchased or consoli- 
dated railroad company or com: es as herein provided shall vest in and be- 
come absolutely the property of the Texas Pacific Railroad Company: Provided, 
That inall contracts made and entered into by said company with re ora all other 
railroad company or companies, to perfect such aforesaid consolidation or pur- 
c the ebtedness or other legal obligations of said company or companies 
shall be assumed by the said Texas Pacific i Company, as may be agreed 
upon, and no such consolidation or purchase shall impair any lien which may 
exist on any of the railroads so consolidated or purchased; but said company 
shall not assume the debts or obligations of any company with whichit may 
consolidate or purchase as afi d to an amount greater value 
of the assets received from the same.” 

Section 15 provides— A 

“That all railroads constructed, or that may be hereafter constructed, to inter- 
sect said Texas Pacific Railroad shall have the right to connect with that line; 
that no discriminations shall be made, &o, oh f 

Section 18 provides for the appointment of a commission to examine the road 
as constructed, and for a report tothe President for approval, preliminary to the 
issue of patents for the land. 

Section 23 reads: j . à : 

“That for the purpose of connecting the Texas Pacific Railroad with the city 

of San Francisco the Southern Pacific Company of California is hereby 
authorized (subject to the laws of California) to construct a line of railroad from 
a point at or near iam Pass, by way of Los Angeles, to the Texas Pacific 
Railroad, at or near the Colorado River, with thesame ts, grants, and privi- 
leges, and subject to the same limitations, restrictions, and conditions as were 
granted to the said Southern Pacific Railroad Company of California by the act 
of Jnly 27, 1866: Provided, however, That this section shall in no way affect or 
impair the rights, present or prospective, of the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad 
Company, or any other railroad.” 

Pending the construction of the railroad of the Texas Pacific Railroad, the 
Southern Pacific Railroad Company of Arizona, and the Southern Pacific Rail- 
road Company of New Mexico were chartered by the Legislatures of those Ter- 
ritories respectively, the objects of these corporations being to constructa line 
.of railroad from a point (Yuma) on the Colorado River (which was the pro 
point of junction of the Southern Pacific Railroad of California with the Texas 
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Pacific Railroad) eastwardly to Texas, and practically al the line of the 
thirty-second parallel of north latitude, substantially identical with the route 
poorer by the Texas Pacific from El Paso (on the line between Texas and New 

‘exico) westwardly to Yuma. 

These two Orpoa last named, it should perhaps be stated, are y 
identical with Southern Pacific of California, all three forming, in fact, one 
eorporation—the Southern Pacific Railroad Company. This is believed to be all 
the legislation to be noticed in connection with the question in hand. 

Work waa begun by the Texas Pacific Com yat ,in Texas, and by 


the Southern Pacific Company in California, the latter toward the 
— of junction as ve awed deters and the former west y toward 
, on its line by f point toward Yuma. It is enough to say that when 
the Southern reached Y about April, 1877, the Pacific had its 
De in Texas only completed to Fort Worth, distant some 1,200 miles from 
‘uma, 


ued 

until November, 1881, until it was ended by a contract between the Southern 

Pacific Company and the Texas and Pacific Company, then represented by Mr. 

eat Gould, who had succeeded Mr, Scottas the head of the last-named corpora- 
n 


For reasons which will be apparent later in this report your committee deem 
it very essential to keep in mind the relations which these com es sustained 
toward each other during the period construction was gof the road of 
each, and to remember that the clearly expressed intention on the part of Con- 
gress in the act hakiug this grant was KI iai for a competing through line 
of railroad from the Mississippi to the Ocean, and that San Diego wasto 
be the western terminus. At that time the position of Peony through trans- 
continental line of transportation, owned by the Central ific and the Union 
Pacific Companies, was well understood by the people and their representatives 


in Cor 

The Connon had in the charters to these two corporations given them boun- 
tiestoaid in the construction of their roads most rotia in et otpa para 
but the enterprise of ac a transcontinenta. e of railroad was believed 
to be necessary for a ah re efense of the country in time of war, as well as for 
the proper transaction of business between the t and West, 

The events are too recent to need recital here of the monumental fraud, treach- 

and depredation committed by these corporations upon the public, 

© managers of these two corporations procured in the passage of an act 
er every interest of the people that was protected by the acts incorpo- 

ng them. 

The nd mortgages of the companies, gating over sixty-four millions 
of dota wers made a prior lien over the lien of the Government for its claim 
of about the same amount, and the first lien of the Government made second, In- 
deed, as was said in debate on the bill, nothing that the ingenuity of man could 
invent for their benefit was withheld. 

Consolidation from ocean to ocean was expressly permitted, and the result 
was what we have all witnessed and as a people we have experienced. 

As soon as the civil war closed the old ‘project of a Southern transcontinental 
route was revived, and it was favored by many of the statesmen of that period 
on the ground that it would aid the South in recuperating, and it was only just, as 
the North had had the benefit of the immense grants and enormous aids given to 
the other companies ; and above all it was plausibly and properly argued that the 
construction of a rival competing through line along the thirty-second parallel 
to San Diego would remedy the monopolistic evils so apparent as to freight and 
passenger tariffs over the Central and Union Pacific roma 

The new route was called the "open highway,” and, under the leadership and 
a of General Frémont, the new enterprise, known as the Memphis 
and El Paso, was put on its feet. 

It received immense grants of land in Texas from the Legislature (the United 
States having no public lands in that State); was encouraged by Congress, and 
was prospering well, until, in the attempt to secure the investment of forei 
capital in the enterprise, General Frémont was arrested on a charge of fraud im 


This troughs the scheme to an end apparently, until Mr, Scott, of the Penn- 
sylvania Railroad, was induced to interest himself in the pe To give the en- 
terprise the appearance of a new project, and divested of the odium attaching 
to the ignominious failure of the old one, the name of Memphis and El Paso 
was abandoned and that of the Texas and Pacific adopted. All the land grants 
made by Texas to the Memphis and Ei Paso were transferred to the Texas Pa- 
cific; the citizens of San Diego, made large, valuable donations of lands and 
property to the new company for terminal facilities, and the assistance of Con- 

ss secured by the passage of the act of 1871 making this grant, to aid the 
*open highway "; to secure a “thorough competing line” to San Diego, and to 
prevent, as far as it seemed possible to do so, any arrangement or contract of 
ee or sale or consolidation” with any competing line of railroads to the 
cific Ocean (sections 4 and 5). 

So these two ideas are clearly apparent: that Congress intended to authorize 
this special enterprise to act in the construction of its proposed road to San 
Diego, which road was to be a competitive line with the Central and Union to the 
Pacific Ocean, and carefully guarded against the loss of the identity of the cor- 
poration it was creating by provan that all purchases, consolidation, property 
rights acquired, &c,, should be the property of the Texas Pacific Company (sec- 
tion 6). 

This was the condition of affairs when Mr. Scott became interested in the en- 
terprise, and so continued until the panic of 1873, when active work in Texas 
was rr ere for lack of necessary means, 

We all remember that for a time investors could not be induced to embark in 
the most promising of schemes of railroad building after the great disaster to 
the Northern Pacific. 

So Mr. Scott came to Congress and urged that, as an act of justice to a great 
enterprise, in the interest of a healthy competition, a guaranty of the interest 
=. on the bends of his yoy ty 

This appeal of Mr. Scott to the Forty-fifth Congress met with sturdy, strenuous 

ition by the Southern Pacific Railroad Company. 

hat corporation, seeing the importance of the vast and increasing transcon- 
tinental traffic, and desirous of controlling it itself, commenced operations for 
securing it by, first, defeating the agent created by Congress to build the road, 
foreseeing that the difficulties under which the Texas Pacific were laborin 
were insurmountable unless the helping hand of Congress could be extend 
to it; second, by procuring the necessary authority to build east of Yuma. and 
ea constructing its own road to the Mississippi Valley and the Gulf coast in 

'exas. 

It should be borne in mind that up to this time the Southern Pacific had no 
ngra east of Yuma, on the west bank of the Colorado River, in ifornia. 
The only authority it bad from Congress was in the last section of fhe act of 
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1871 to build a line of road from just above Los Cal., to the Texas Pa- 
cific at or near the Colorado River; and, roreapir fs megphrsie whey yt 
nition Congress has ever given it. At Yuma the power of the Southern Pacific 
Sooipeny ceased so far as Co: was concerned. 

How the Southern Pacific labored to defeat the Texas Pacific from securing 
the aid desired is best shown by a few extracts from letters written by Mr. 
Huntington, e goer ma of the Central Pacific, to Mr. Colton, the 
ostensible head of the Southern which letters have become public ina 
litigation in California for a division of the vast profits aris» ¢ from the con- 
summation of this scheme. The authenticity of these letters never been 
denied, and what they tend to or do prove will be noticed er, 

Just now the disclosures made by these letters are exceedingly opportune, 
and we insert a few of over three hundred of the same general character and tone. 

specimen letters: 


These are the 
(No. 1.) 
New YORK, November 17, 1874. 
FRIEND Coron: Yours of the 7th and 9th instant are received. I notice that 
you are yet on Luttrell’s trail. Ih you will get some one to convince him 
that we are good fellows, and that should not be a hard thing to do, for I have 
E sranshioe by petitig a majority of NS mock. Ale opinion fe that majority 
2 y a majority of the . My opinion a 
of that stock is E a kads o tines that control the A. and P. and Texas P. 
You no doubt are aware that they went in with the Texas P. some two years 
ago, and that the two companies to run the A. and P, down to meet the 
Texas P. somewhere in Texas, and then run one line through to the Pacific; but 
will find out all I can and let you know. 
Yours, truly, - 
©: P. HUNTINGTON. 


(No. 2.) 
/ NEW YORK, November 28, 1874. 


to all our M. C. and 
engi ve ht as it is, fix it and send it back,but if we could get it as it is I would 
sat a 


Colorado to meet, the then 
many dare give him aid to do what we offered to do without. 
My only fear then would be the ery that the C. P, and the S. P. was all one and 
would be s vast monopoly, &c., and that is what we must guard against, and that 
is one reason why you should be in Washington. I send copy of my letter to 
Scott on cereaeh o the bill; he sent it for me to fix to suit me. The U. P. people 
are not yet 7 to order steamers, 

Yours, tru . 
©, P. HUNTINGTON. 


New York, November 20, 1874. 


FRIEND Cottoy: Herewith I send copy of bill that Tom Scott proposes to put 
through Congress this winter. Now I wish you would at once get as many of 
the associates together “ra can, and let me then know what you want. Scott 
sent me three copies fixed as he wants them, and asked me to help him 
them through Congress, and if I would not do it as he has fixed it, then he asked 
_ me to fix it so that I will, or in a way that I will supportit. Now do attend to 
ens vet gre ay hg ora Beets asia) ta cae te en we are to- 
er when yours ere. is pre to pay, or promises to pay, a 
aan amount of money to pass his bill, but I do not think neers 7144 howd 
though I think this coming session of Congress will be composed of the hun- 
griest set of men that ever hy iertepecasiew ty that the d—— only knows what 
they will do. But as Scott's bill propose to give up the A. and P. land grant 
(the west end of it), I am not sure that it would not be as well to let the bill stand 
in that way, we sto) the Texas Pacific at the Colorado River. If we ask to 
come this side of the Colorado it will be hard to stop the Texas P. from going 
west of it. Ithink the Texas P. or some of their friends will be likely to take 
the ground that the S. P. is con! by the same parties that control the Cen- 
tral and that there must be two separate corporations that run roads into San 
cisco, and it will be very hard for us to make head against that argument, 
and I am disposed to think Colton had better come over and spend a few 
weeks at least in Washi n. Would it not be well for you to send some party 
down to Arizona to get a bill in the Territorial Legislature granting the 
right to build a railroad east from the Colorado River (leaving the river near 
Fort Mohave)? Have the franchise free from taxation, or its property, andso that 
the rates of fares and freights can not be interfered with until the dividends on 
the common stock shall exceed 10 cent, I think that would be about as 
good as a land-grant. It would not do to have it known that we had any inter- 
est in it, for the reason that it would cost us much more money to such a bill 
through if it was known that it was for us; and then Scott woul pr ated he 
thought we had anything to do with it. If such a bill was I there 
pre kas be got from Congress a wide strip for t of way, machine- 
ops, & 
Yours, truly, 


(No. 3.) 


©. P. HUNTINGTON. 


(No. 4.) ; 
New York, December 10, 1874. 
FRIEND Cottoy: Your two letters of November 29h are received. The Texas 
Pacific bill, as amended by me, is on the way to California. As it is somewhat 
different in theory from your views as set forth in your letter, I will not reply to 
yoa in detail before you receive the bill. I agree with you that there will no 
il} pass this session granting such aid as is asked for. I think we must add sec- 
tion to the bill as sent out that will allow, or may be com: us to build a road to 
connect San + Sey with our line. On account of this } tion I think it im- 
e 5. 


portant that P. should be disconneeted from the Central as much asit well 
ean be. And, as you say, I think it should have a su tendent that does not 
connect with the’, P., although I think it would be difficult to get another man 


as good as Towne. I agree with you fully when you say our telegraph super- 
intendent is no good. J sent you on the 8th copy of my letter to Scott. I have 
just received his reply, I will have copy of it made and sent to you, also my 
reply. before this and will send them with this. This S. P, is an important 
matter, and should be attended to at once. I am glad you are coming over. 


Yours, truly, 
Cc. P. HUNTINGTON. 
(No. 5.) 
DECEMBER $, 1874. 
DEAR SR: Herewith I hand you two copies of the bill for your road, 
with such alterations as I want embodied therein, itisa hard time for build- 


ing railroads jo now, and as we are all interested in the construction of this 
road, I trust these alterations will meet your approval, and that such ar- 
rangements will be made as will secure the early completion of the road. 


Truly, yours, 
C. P. HUNTINGTON, President. 
Hon. Tuomas A. SCOTT, 
President Texas and Pacific Builway Company, Philadelphia, Pa. 
(No. 6.) 
Texas AND Pactric RAILWAY CO., 


OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT, 
hiladelphia, December 9, 1874. 


C. P. Huxtrxetox, ag i 
Vice-President, New York. 


L (No. 7.) 

; New YORK, January 17, 1875. 
FRIEND CoLTON: * * è I have received several letters and telegrams from 
Ester ong op to-day, all calling me there, as Scott will certainly pass his Texas 
Pacific if I do not come over, and I shall go over to-night, but I think he 
could not pass his bill if I should help him; but of course I can not know this 
for certain, and what effort to make against him is what troublesme. It 
costs money to things so that I would know his bill would not pass. I be- 
ah aian ,000 I can pass our bill, but I take it that it is not worth that much 

us. 
Yours, truly, 
z €. P. HUNTINGTON. 


(No. 8.) 
New YORK, March 25, 1875. 


FRIEND Coron: Your telegram in relation to passenger coaches is received 
and is having attention. Tom Scott has gone, or is going very soon, over the 
Texas Pacific road, and so on into Mexico, and I hear of several prominent par- 
ties going to Mexico with him. He has commenced to get u Texas Pacific 
connected with some Mexican scheme, and I have no doubt but that he will be 
before Co: next winter in great force, but we ought to bein condition to at 

this side of the Colorado River, Ihave been at work consid- 

gup pamphlet in relation to the 8, P., 

should be very good, and I think after you 

e book yn will take some of the securities. Colburn is putting 

e shape. I find him to bea yery valuable man. not 

you do something to bringa the gross earnings of the S. P.? They are very 

small forso much road as ing operated. I think that road should have a 

first-class superintendent. I send with this copy of B. 8, Manufacturing Com- 
pany letter in relation to curtains for sleeping-car. 

Yours, truly, 
©. P. HUNTINGTON. 


New York, Apra 7, 1875. 

FRIEND Coutron: Your three letters of April 27 and one of 28, Nos. 23, 24, 25, 
and 26, are received.. I read your letter No. 25 where it refers to matters here 
with much satisfaction, as it shows that you understand the whole situation 
between P. M., O. and O. and U. P. and C. P. Any one fully ar aar ay 
ponnn of the different companies would see at a glance that the C. P. 
not entirely master of the situation, but I am very well satisfied that if we hold 
steadily to our purposes and not strain our credit too much we shall finally beat 
all the wild rs like Jones and Gould. If I mistake not Jones isa small 
gun com with Gould. I have set mattersto work in the South that I think 
will switch most of the South off from Tom Scott’s Texas and Pacific bill. [am 
having articles written and set afloat in the papers here about O. and O. Co,. 
and they make the rounds by being recopied, and as it costs g, it isa chea; 
Vap Hedi bee rns Tam having articles written and j ranp as tho 

in the places where we buy cars and locomotives, &c., for the S. P. It 

gives the S. P. some notoriety without cost. I notice what you say of C. P. 
stock. If you will read my letters to Stanford, Nos. 510, 521, 529, and some others 
that Ido not recollect numbers of, you will have my views. Iam often asked 
by my in California about my views in the matters that I have writ- 
ten to the others of, and allow me to say that all letters that I number consecu- 
tively I have supposed would’ be read by all, and then go into the basket to- 
gether. As to more fifty-pound steel or iron rails, I must say that at the t 
outlook it seems to me we have as many contracted for as it is safe o have 
when we include the cost of buying them. 


(No. 9.) 


Yours, truly, 
C. P. HUNTINGTON, 
(No. 10.) ‘ 
New York, May 8, 1875. 
FRIEND COLTON: Yoursof 29th April, No. 28, was received. I send with this 
recei| bill of the six coaches Laser bay of Gilbert, Brush & Co. All the mate- 
rial that I buy here is paid for by Central Pacific, Some of it, like these 


coaches, I know are for the S. P., but just whether they are to be charged to the 


S. P. or the Western ent Company. I donot know. Then some other _ 
things—say rails—I do not know whe they will go on to the S, P., or not, 
and you will see y of the material as it arrives out, and 


see it is charged to the proper company, and when material is ordered if 
you would let me know to or for what company I would then see that it was 
charged here to the proper party. 

Yours, truly, y 


(No. IL.) 


FRIEND CoLrTON: Yours of the 20th is received, with 
do not think Booth made many votes by his Grand Hotel x gov- 
ernor said—Governor 8.—some good things to the Chronicle interviewer; but 
I think it unfortunate that he should so closely connect the C. P. with the $. B, 
as that is the only weapon our enemies have to fight us with in Congress. 

La * = é $ $ 


C. P. HUNTINGTON. 


New York, May 28, 1875. 
newspaper cli T 


$ 
Yours, truly, K 
(No. 12.) 


C. P. HUNTINGTON. 


NEW YORK, September 15,1875. 


Frrenp CoLTON: Scott is stirring up the South on his Texas Pacific. Parties 
yy—some for him, some againsthim. I have writ- 


cease sigh E cog leech and if you 
you should do so at once. You know my views, and I 
ng talk with Gage on the matter, and if we could get two franchises to 
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the State I think we should do so atonce. Weshould not be known 
uld be sure that we have the control, in black and white, before they 
become a law. I will write again in a few days. Somehow I have not got my 
ideas in line yet. 

Yours, truly, 


run throu: 
in it, but s 


C. P. HUNTINGTON, 


No. 
Ais IN NEW YORK, September 18, 1875. 


FrRtenp CoLTON : Scott is ESEA that he p P can to help him inthe pas- 
sago of his Texas Pacific bill sarongh xt Congress. Scott gets popri ara to 
letters and has them published in the 5 BEA papers. I send one with 


this as sample, Cay nih pnia was written by G. T. Bea’ to Senator 
Gordon, of Atlanta, He is making the old fight over hat it is the 
Central Pacific that is fighting him int neons that they (the C. P.) do not intend 
to let the South have a road if they can hel Our e in California made 
a great mistake when they undone what wee qos inter to these 
two interests. But I see no way to help it,so we myst make the t under this 
disadvan . Simonton has lost much here in his t against Ralston, and I 
nessa not 3 hex niin if he lost his position with the Associated Press. 
ours, truly, 


C. P. HUNTINGTON. 
P.S.—Of course I hold that Colton and his friends hold the S. P. Co. 


(No, 14.) 

New York, September 27, 1875. 
Friexp Covtron: Yours of the 18th, with inclosure, as stated, is recei 
must be very busy with all of your associates out of the city. I notice by Moe- 
Carthy's letter to Mr. Crocker that the ple of San Diego will join with us if 
he will agree to build east from their city, and I am inclined to think we had 
better do that, as that would strengthen Wigginton very much to have his peo- 
ple ask O DE OERE wO PADE Scott is ma pie oneen pos 

sible effort to his bill the coming session of Con; i 
gathering in South to resolutions favoring the Texas fic bill, then 
ose that the Texas Pacific owes, [their] name is legion, and of course they are 
all for it; then he is Oa proposin a connection with all the broken-down roads in the 
South, with a peona of money to help them all if his bill passes, and by some 
kind ofa turn he is settling up wi batera ba all those that hold him with the brok and that 
is to help him, as it makes ises worth ae the broken-down 
fellows that Inhatesien to bates If we had a franchise DNN S TOA DEAN 

roads through Arizona (we es sagt , but having it in the name 
rty), then have some party in W: ashington to make a local fight Sa pray) 
or ned offering to buila bonds by the ited States, and if that could not be 
erry offering to build the road without any aid, it could be used against 
uch a way that I do ete any politician would dare vote for it. 


Can not you have Safford call ure t such char- 
ters as we want at a cost of say $25,000. If we could get such a charter as I spoke 
dh ya Bayon ch cone hehe bpmsenlegs wri Adios absorbs ing done it must 

toward us, but 


a 
by Mr, Crocker when I wasin California. I think money is too cheap with you 


paoe more value on a dollar than we do, and I think when any one of us goes 
the front in a car d thereafter more T o 
of road that we build therea’ than $1 


Yours, truly, ar 4 


New York, October 4, 1875. 


FRIEND COLTON: KONR of the 23d and 25th of September, Nos. 68 and 69, are 
ĮI will look into the 


(No. 15.) 


received. I expect to Washington next week and 
S A oot ou write. kirip e preke ype paea eaer: Dre 
U. P. people TeS for some years, and I should not be the 
Texas PaciiogPom jenmi bay apr alk phe anti fg oso res Sam, Mor- 
TERREA t a few days since 
oo eS cack teak ieee rar wt e Texas iry hakan 

other claims against it that Tom Scott Feat Mae 
Seen ce r haoa bon tore zurden inne te it in loon t ten days if 
is doing in the Bow y him his money. I hear something every day of what 
is doing in the South for his Texas ic. I can not believe he will 


thro : but one sd oh weak points will be having no rights in 

which we can. build roads. Iam glad to hear that you are getting our finances 

in a better condition than they have been, and hope with you that you will pay 

a old — Cohen what we owe him. Nothing new here. Our matters 
about as usual. 


ours, truly, / 
C. P. HUNTINGTON, 
(No, 16.) 
New York, October 9, 1875. 
FRIEND COLTON: * * * It seems to me that we can as well protect the Cen- 


tral by anying the Mohave branch of the S. P. out 700 or 800 miles from San 
Francisco as though we went to Salt Lake, and if we have to build as far east 
as Salt Lake, it should be on some line farther south, va we could connect 
with something more agreeable than the U. P. I think it im 
we have two franchises to run from the Colorado River t A 
east line of the Territory. Such ones as those I spoke to you of would be very 
valuable to us. I suppose they would cost less to have other ies than our- 
selves stand at the front while they are being obtained; that is, if 

be free from taxation and es ke ina with the fares and freigh’ 

after the charters were obtained I think they would serve us best to have it 
known that they were controlled by the S. P. I am endeavoring to 
bination of interests to build a road from New Orleans to El Paso. 


ld roads in Arizona. I told him I did not know, but I had no doubt 
we could get the right if we had not got it. let me know how you would 
build in the Kaede at gee time if you wished to do so. I Lxeastvest a letter to- 
day a that was there a few da: = ago and talked 

loud about P. That he should surely pass his bill the coming session 
BN truly, > > 
C. P. HUNTINGTON. 
(No. 17.) 
New York, Oclober 18, 1875. 
FRIEND COLTON: * * * interesting letter of the 5th asien mention 
San matters. Now, it is well to switch that people le from the 
road; eer ane you inven On neki MAAS teas VIT AADS 


not make them an proposition. 
ONAE and KADA AERIAN with the South and 
good articles published) 


cisco and California wants is a direct ——— with New Orleans and other 


cena eg R rrr eng comely & , and we oppose the Texas Pacific 
because we thin ers ry ears our getting such 
connection, and I have not had any talk with ‘Atlant Atlantic and for the 


Fe 
E; 
3 
E 
i 


pomel fellow should lend them some money; then that fellow no doubt would 
gel 
Yours, truly, 
©. P. HUNTINGTON. 
(No. 18.) 

New York, November 10, 1875. 
FRIEND Cotton: Yours of October 23, 1875, No. 85, is before me, Dr. Gwin is 
also here. I think the doctor can do us some if he can work under cover, 
but if he is to come to the surface as our man, I think it would be better that he 
should not come, as he is athe Shang nanaer: to very many on the Republican side 
of the House, and then there so many things about our business that he does 
not know, and he has not the time to learn it before Congress comes and goes. 
It was very unfortunate that he came over in directors’ car with Mr. Crocker. 
l received ngasa bn pka a p SS Massachusetts that said that Gorham and 
NA NA VOR OF ene come over 


States P over beam he Pacificfor many years. But Gwin must not be 
known as our plas be 
Yours, ete., 
» CPE 
(No. 19.) 


New yay November 13, 1875. 


by the public that he was here in our interest it would no doubt hurt us. When 
he left sy early lin ode) fp ra Somme gt aera agg peti oe 
his whereabouts, ete., to write to R. T. Colburn, of Elizabeth, N. J. ane 
several interviews with the Houston and Central Railroad peo 

as a Jand rat from Galveston to Austin, and is the only live road in 


to El Pado. ‘and we buil 
tints do it. He said = 


through, we build to El Paso from the west and they from the east, I think 
Scott's fish will be cooked. Budd is doing work in the Gulf States. Has 
the 70 shares of glass stock been in? How are you with the 
machine-shopgrounds? I borro yesterday $100,000 easy for 4,5, and 6 months 
at7 per cent. No commission. I think I shall e up some twelye-months’ 
rans 12 per cent. 

ours, > 


C. P. HUNTINGTON. 


New York, November 23, 1875. 


Frrexp Cotton: Yours of the 13th, No. 95, is received, and I am glad that 
you see your way clear tosend me $1,500,000 for interest before the Ist of Jan- 
as our payments are very December, and this with the Texas 
ee ee ae ee the: Soa Co eo oe 
reports. They of course ve some friends gress, ey will offer 
resolutions to investigate us, stating that we have forfeited our charter, ete. I 
Pacine. ‘The South are getting very much in carnes us let go of his Texas 
The South are getting very much in earnest in their opposition to Scott's 
from the South almost every day pitching into him. | have 
win since he left, 
Yours, truly, 


(No, 20.) 


C. P. HUNTINGTON. 


New York, November 24, 1875. 

FriEsD Coros: Your "gg coh of the 22d, advising Shoot we wesc er of another 
$100,000 in gold, is received. Colonel Morton, whom you no dou I recollect, 
was in the office to-day, and said he had hada ea Contersace with Boos V P. 
of the Texas Pacific road, and Morton said some one asked him to find out what 
I wanted. I said to M. that I did not think the S. P. had any proposition to 
mee that if the Texas P. had any to make it would ba coubiaered. but it was 
this anesor if all the A 


ear Pens bs the nk: 


(No, 21.) 


and a any pro 
wrens, a C. said he woul: 
no memorandum, I want you to make such a 
some days since. Lam getting the South wel 
Northern project. 

Yours, truly, 


stoma (o is bea Laroba ite to recninad hen, an be took, 
n as I wrote to you for 
waked up on Scott's Southern, 


C. P. HUNTINGTON. 


New York, December 16, 1875, 


Frrexp Coros: Your two letters of the 6th, Nos, 109 and 110, are received, 
with inclosures. Ihave looked over the two bills that you sent. They are very 
well, but I do not think that we shall be able Go pans ohter of thiota; and I am no 
ways clear that we want to pass the erst —— if we could, as it 


(No. 22.) 


ord to wait. I ha’ 


the construction co. that would be likely to build the road, 
Sees T bad to knee cent hc cane ok ae co. that were 
financially strong take an interest in the building co.; and I recollect that it was 
at one time thought there could not be outsiders found that would take all the 
stock of the pe eee gone nae ay Pena rag pc 


construction co. I 
amended so as to allow theS. P. to boiia east of the Colorado River; but I much 


CONGRESSIONAL 


1884. 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


doubt being able to do anything, for if Scott can not pass his Texas Pacific bill 
he can do much to hinder us from ingours. Then the A. and P. will oppose 


They would like to work with the 8. P., 
have taken the und that there would be 
has no land i 


tant 
that this grants sixteen caries net a from Austin to El Paso, and they have 
d the first twenty-five miles. What do youall 


C. P. HUNTINGTON. 


New York, December 22, 1875. 


our letters of the Ith inst., Nos. 111 and 112, are received ; 
lso, — you would send $125,000 in gold. You need send more 
gold for the January interest. I notice the progress on the tunnels; ee As 
slow. I hope the work on that next to the cae one in the Tehichipi 
pahed Iam glad to notice that you are of commencing it soon. 
hat is the exact length of the San Fernando tunnel? I think the will 
return to California in January. I have just returned from Washington. The 
doctor (Gwin) was unfortunate about the Committee; that is, there was 
not a man put on the committee that was on his list, and I must say I was de- 
ceived; and he was often with Kerr, and K. was at his rooms and spent nearly 
one evening. The committee is not necessarily a Texas Pacific, but it isa com- 
mercial committee, and I have not much fear but that they can be convinced 
that ours is the t bill for the country. If things could have been left as we 
fixed them last ter there would have been little difficulty in defeating Scott's 
bill; but their only argument is, it is controlled by the Central. That not 
amount to much this: It allows members to vote for Scott's bill for one 
reason and give the other—that it was to break up a monopoly, &c. If 
these interviewers would keep ont of the way it would be much easier 
traveling. I send a few clippings. 
Yours, truly, 


(No. 23.) 


FRIEND COLTON: 


Cc. P. HUNTINGTON. 


(No, 24.) 
New York, December 17, 1875. 
Frrexp Couron: I expect to have a bill ready early next week so amending 
the Texas Pacific act as to allow the 8. P. to build east of the Colorado River; 
or, rather, will have some changes made in the bill you sent over. The vote in 
the House the other day will do much good in helping Speaker Kerr in making 
the rail: and land committees in such a wa: that they will not be likely 
to fh ey favor of any subsidies. Of course the South were not all for Scott's 
bill before we working there; but we have done good work, and I 
Southern Fc re every day from the line of his travels that 

righi page or a Pacific. See cli gs inclosed. The Rail Ga- 
zette, in publishing the proceedi: of the Saint Louis convention, made some 

mistakes which I have endeavo: 


to correct, as you will notice of let- 
ters sent to you. Nearly all the here ha z sa A 


ve taken favorable of it. 
I send slips from World and ne. The editor's article in the Railroad Ga- 
zette I did not see until after its publication. Ihave looked over Governor Ir- 
win’s message; it seems to be well eno! although not just sucha one on rail- 
road matters as I expected. 
Yours, truly, 
C. P. HUNTINGTON. 


NEw York, March 4, 1876. 


FRIEND CoLTOS: Yours of Feb, 24, No. 142, is received. I have been in Wash- 
ington most of the time since Co: met, and zou say truly when you write 
that you think I have had a rough fight here th winter: Railroad Com- 

ery difficult matter 


done; but Scott is v able, and then he promises everything to 
é day and in this fight, and Bs 


(No. 2.) 


What do you all think of it? * è * 
C. P. HUNTINGTON. 


New York, March 22, 1876. 

FRIEND CoLTON: * * * I am having a very livel t in Washington, 
‘but things do not look bad.’ Pass 

Scott is making a very dirty fight, and I shall try wyna to pa; him off, 
and if I do not live to see the grass growing over him I shall be ai e 

Iam doing all I can to demoralize Scott in Texas. He has got to have legis- 
lation in that State. to extend time on his land grant or else it is lost to him. 

* 2 


Yours, truly, 


Yours, truly, 
(No. 26.) 


: ©, P. HUNTINGTON. 


(No. 27.) ` 
New York, May 12, 1876. 


FRIEND Corton: Your letters of April 29th and May 2d and 4th, Nos. 155, 156, 
and 157, are received, with inclosures as therein stated. Iam very glad to learn 
that you are able to beout again. Bad time for any of the S., P. party to besick, 
as we have fight enough to go around and give each one all he cares for, 

if his wants in that line are anyways reasonable. Isent Hopkins an article yes- 
terday cut from the Comme Advertiser; to-day I met one of the editors, 
Noreutt; he told meSecott pa for having it published; that he would not have 
let it gone into the paper if it had been left to him, &c. With this I send sl 
trom to-day's Times. Just what is to come out of this fight I can not say, but 


| 


expect to live to see the 
we shall be hurt some. 
matter contained therei 
money to get i i 
at least so long as he thinks by he can make us get out of the wa 
of his Texas and P. swindle, which I not propose: 10:00; See correspo: 
ence with Judge Bell, of Texas. I wish you would write on paper that would 
allow of my filing your letters. From the memorandum sent of the work done 
and to be done on the Tehichipi tunnels it would seem as though the rails 
ought to be laid to the summit by July Ist. This evening's papers have just - 
come in, and they have a long article about the petition presented to-day by A. 
A: t, calling for a committee to investigate C. P, C, and F., &c, 


ours, truly, 
C. P. HUNTINGTON. 


(No. 28.) 
New York, May 28, 1875. 
Frieyp Couros: Yours of the 20th is received, with N. P. clippings. I do not 
think Booth made many vətes by his Grand Hotel The governor said— 
Governor S8.—some to the Chronicle interviewer; but I think it un- 
fortunate that he should so closely connect the C. P. with the S. P., gs that is 
the only weapon our enemies have to fight us with in Congress. * *\* 


ours, truly, 
zi C. P. HUNTINGTON. 


New York, November 15, 1876. 

in Philadelphia last night with Tom Scott. 

do not have my own way altogether, but I 
agree u some bill that we can all work for. We shall 
ha prorate on business more than I would like. And I think 
there should be a bridge company organized (that we are not known in) to 
River at, say, Arrowsbury or any other point on the 
river, then build at the gouae the railroad crosses, under contract with the 


is way we could tax the through business on this line 
a 


i 
3 
s 
5 
f 
f 
S 


(No. 29.) 


©. P. HUNTINGTON. 


(No. 30.) 
New York, December 4, 1876. 

FRIEND Cotton: * è è Isend copy of the bill, although not altogether 
agreed to yet. You will notice it allows of a outside of the railroad cor- 
poration at the Colorado River; or, as you will see, the road from the west goes 
to the river and starts from the river to go east; but there must be nothing said 
about this bridge. If there should be it will kill it, and it is possible we may 

need this bridge outside the railroad company. * * * 
Yours, &e. C. P. HUNTINGTON. 


A BLACK-MAIL BRIDGE. 
New York, December 7, 1876. 
Farenp Co.tox; Your letters, Nov. 28 and 29, Nos, 7, 8, and 9, have just come 
to hand. As to the bridge over the Colorado River, it is a matter that I care 
nothing about, if you do not. But in fixing up the S. P. and T, and P. matter 
it occurred to me that we should have to prorate with the T and P. AstheS. P. 
would be over mountains and a country where water and fuel will be 
expensive, it occurred to me that a bridge with an arbitrary [control] would be 


well, to help us to pet what we really ought to have, and protect our interests 
epee. reg : d before, if you don't want it I don’t. * è * 
ours, truly, . 


C. P. HUNTINGTON. 
(No. 31.) 


Wasutvertos, D. C., December 20, 1876. 


FRIEND Cotton: I am having the roughest fight with Scott that I have ever 
had, but I hope to drive him intosomething that we can accept. Ishould not have 
much trouble if matters could have been left as we fixed them when you were 
tne Det tae, acl Gry have TADA tas orp of TOODO LAADA wa, 

t eC. P, ve rai e cry of monopoly nst us, 
makes it very hard for us; but such is life. You must send us considerable 
money by the Ist of January to pay interest; my being away from New York 
so much of late has prevented me from making loans there, as money has been 
hard to get, and F; has not been able to renew our paper only to a very lim- 
ited extent, and we have to pay this month, with what we have i pai, say 
$1,800,000. Then, in January, say interest $1 and bills payable $800,000. You 
must put off your bills and vy tones there for two or three months if it is neces- 
sary. You had better have it telegraphed asoften as you can how you are push- 
ing on the road toward Fort Yuma. 

Yours, truly, 
€C. P. HUNTINGTON, 


(No. 32.) > 
SCOTT AND THE LOBBY. 
New York, October 3,1877. 


Frrenp Couron: Herewith I send memorandum of bills le and trans- 
actions in . You will notice the amount to be is month is very 
large, and just how much of it can be borrowed here is uncertain, but much of 
i hope; but a portion will have to come from the earnings of the road in Cal- 
ornis. 


Your letters, Nos. 12, 13, and 14, are received. Ishall go to Washington to-mor- 
row night to see about the Colorado bridge. I think it can be fixed, but Scott 
is doing his very best. There has been, I , more work done since Congress 
adjourned for the T. and P. than was ever done before for any interest in the 
whole history of this country, but if we spend as much money in laying rails 
east of the Colorado as he spends on his W: n lobby, we shall, in my 
onipion, surely beat him, I 1 do all I can here, but I do not feel as well as I 
wis I did, and somehow dread the coming fight. 

I will endeavor to write you again to-morrow. 

Yoars, truly, 
C. P. HUNTINGTON. 


+ New York, March 20, 1877. 

FRIEND Cotton: Your lettersof March 7th and 9th, Nos. 33 and 34, are received. 
I notice what you write in your No. 33 relating to the C. P, sending goods via 
Chicago. Now, I have no interest as to the route over which this business trav- 
els, Me it takes the route that will best advance the whole interest of the C. 
P., which it seemed to me would be best done by our sending a part via Saint 
Louis and a portion via Chicago. There is considerable complaint, which shows 
itself in Washington, because all the business goes through Chi and none 
via Saint Louis and Cincinnati, and so we have the same amount for the C. P. 
It would seem best we divide this business, And as to the time that is made on the 
Northern line, I think you would have no trouble in getting the Southern lines * 
to agree to take it via New Orleans that is now taken, and they certainly would 
have no trouble in filling the contract as to the time. 

Scott is'at work, and I think is doing more than ever before, preparing to put 
his Texas Pacific through next winter, and possibly at the extra session, if there 


(No. 33.) 


— I have little or no fears of his doing anyth’ 


to build on the direct line between Fort Yuma , and I 
ee ee ee 
I have just received pose aps Crocker in relation to daily mails east of 
Y but of that I will him. 
ours, truly, 
Pr A C. P. HUNTINGTON. 
(No. 34.) 


New York, May 17, 1877. 


FRIEND Cotton: Yours of the 9th, No. 48, is received. dnd toy any Sooni 
our stopping at Fort Yuma is well, and would be almost concl if 8.P. 


wantsisa road. gman 
others talk a Ha 
of the whole 


Gare wk or vee 
fornia a nanes Colonel Seott to goon and destro; 


money.. 
z located? Ho pae Woni that. But 


property that we have in 


so y com- 
E E S 
wo! estroy y way. 
TA STT MEEME TAEA tne Octorado iri thle steson. 
If I have a clear view of what I think ought to be done I will write you. 
ours, truly, 

C. P. HUNTINGTON. 


(No. 35.) 
New York, October 5, 1877. 


* Frrexp CoLTON: Yours, No. 15, is received. I notice your remarks on our 
matters in California. ‘1 haye no doubt there is many things 
dispatches about the Colorado come over very Wi 
has had as much to do w: ing us on the bridge as Scott has, although I 
have had no reason for sot up to this mo. (see clip from Tribune) 
except Jim Wilson, of Iowa, is their man and has much uence with M: s 
Secretary of War. Wilson was in W: n when the first order went out to 
stop work on the bridge, and Gould came in twice and Dillon once to tell me 
that the Secretary of the Interior had his wer paint on, and was to attack us in 
his message, &c, I thought at the time they were trying to cover up something 
and rather supposed it was to check us on the 8. P. 

I met George M. Pullman last ngei He told me that he met General En 
a few days since, and that D. told that Gould said to him (D.) that he would 
build as fast from Salt Lake west as we built east of the Colorado. I am dis- 
posed to think that you in California have never fully realized how much of a 
menace to the U. P, was the building of the S. P. east from Y and I am 
satisfied that we want to so fix the S. P. that the U. P. interest will be just as safe 
asthe C. P. Just how to do it is not so clear, but I am inclined to we shall 
have to give the U. P. a one-half interest in all the road east of Yuma, or, say, 
ten twenty-seconds of the whole road, and the latter I think they would not 
care to do and give us what the stock Lorri fang mg Apaes you will recollect. 
as near as we could get at it, was 20 per cent. ; but this isan important matter and 
has got to be met, as those great interests are only valuable so long as they can 
be worked in harmony. Talk this matter over and let me have your views. 


Konis emy, C. P. HUNTINGTON 


THE PRESIDENT CROSS. 
No. 361.] NEW- YORK, October 10, 1877. 


FRIEND CoLTON: Yours of September 28th is received, and its contents care- 
a ooa orp On OA ESEN but it is very difficult to keep any money; but 
o can, 


I went to Washington night before last and returned last night. I think Ihave 
the bridge question settled for the present. I found it er to do than I ex- 
pected. The Secretary of War told me that they had had it up in two Cabinet 


meetings, and had concluded not to do anything, as Congress would come to- 
gether next week; but I got him out of that idea in about twenty minutes, I 
then saw three rs of the Cabinet; then I went and saw the President, He 
was a little cross at ; said we had defied the Government, &c.; but I soon got 
him out of that belief. I said to him that we were very much in earnest about 
building the §. P. I said to him that I had written out after we were given the 
right to go on and complete the bridge, after being once stopped, that they 
had better push the work night and day, as we had been arg ee once without 
any reason known to us, and that we might be again, and I guessed the 
boys very likely quit work and went to reg $8 and the military quit at the 
same time and got their su and went to bed, supposing the workmen would’ 
do the same, but instead of going to bed went back and 
bridge, so as to be sure and have it so trains would ey received 
any orderto quit. The President laughed heartily at that, and said he guessed 
we meant business. He then said,“ do propose to doif we let Fa run 
I said, ** Push theroad 


over the bridge ?” ton through Arizona.” said, 
”* Will you do that? If you will, that will suit me first-rate.” 
Now, I think you 


better spend a little money building east from Yuma 
and have it telegra) over as often as youcan; it will do us much good here. 
I would like to hear now and then how the Ione coal is used. 
I have telegraphed to Crocker to have it understood there that the draw was 
= Lo eOe oa £08 PES ot Aenean, Gime not saying we had anything 
o Y 
Yo truly, 
Sie N Cc. P. HUNTINGTON. 
(No. 36.) 


HAYES’S FALSE REPORT DECLINED, 


New YORK, October 15, 1877., 
Frrexp CoLTON:* * * Very likely such a reportas Mr. H. would us 
would be worth the price he asks; but as the crops are short this year in Cali-* 
fornia, and as what we might call an off-year with us, I am tothink we 
pass for this year. 


had better let it 
I do not think General Sherman telegraphed to any one on this side about the 


at Yuma. 
General McDowell wrote to the of War recomm 
wigs be put back just as it ardiei riagi rai codon Eticn wate een Te 
piace, Ene ah con. DAE iret vary pan TAAA Go ie 
no one, o tary, 
interests in feran ple Northern Mexico, &c. Wemay need it; as Ith 
it very likely Scott may try to get a resolution through Congress to stop 


JANUARY 31, 


in Arizona, and 'haps to stop our the bridge. I send wta 
this a elip tom to-day's Times. it will not hurt us, sithough you will notia = 
has its hit at us. 
Yours, truly, 


Cc, P. HUNTINGTO™ 
(No. 37.) 

° New YORK, June3, 1878. 
FRIEND CoLTON : Yours (Nos. 89 and 90) are received, As to rails tolay twenty- 
two miles on west side of ento , I wrote Stanford a few days since. 
Could not get rails, I notice what you say about sale of land on account of 

Central Pacific; also, about building any more road. 

I quite with you in the main; but all the reasons that ever existed why 
we should d east of Yuma now ezist, one reason why we should 


not, viz, not s the money, prevents me freee muging She exbaneion of tas line. 
I put (something?) in the omnibus bill to kill the T. and P., and I think it wil} 
a0 t,t have received three telegrama to eotie to Washington to-night, Igo. 
ours, y, 
C. P. HUNTINGTON. 


plainly of the hostile position of the Southern Pa- 
cific toward the Texas d all these years, and that it neither had nor 
claimed any rights east of Yuma. ed oe Sage ai ce t 
DETR en neal Having resolved to buil 
able | = 1 Bidet by tallanr dace monet ny 
Pacific desired to a; riate, , what afterward occurred, 
Texas Pacific would atem Triana aare anon tates, 
reservation, and of course could not be legally 
condemned or appropriated under its right-of-way act, as that did not extend 
it any rights on gona 4 


reservations. 
In October, 1876, the authorities at Yuma 
permission was granted, but in noenee 


Pacifie given permission to lay its track 
and the -open contest between 


These letters tell the sto: 


session Fo: in full. 7 

Itis en to state here that the Southern Pacific was under the 
leave to cross " temporarily a portion of the reservation,” in not only ares i 
its permanent railroad across it, but in building a permanent railroad, and, 
through its construction company, a toll bri over the river, which enables 
them to do as proposed in letters No. 29, 30, “to tax the business of the 

untry.”" This in rosea oats of the War Department, the itive 
of War. 

General McDowell] wrote, October 3, 1877: “The post commander was power- 
less, all the troops having been withdrawn to the field.” Nor hasit yetever pro- 
cured the consent of the Government to occupy this reservation. It has been a 
continual trespasser to this ep SH 

Failing to procure authority Congress to build east of Yuma, the Southern 
Pacific procured charters from Tı Legislatures of Arizona and New 
Mexico to proceed and build through those Territories over the line selected 

the Texas Pacific; and on commencing its work under these charters the 

Pacific invoked the aid of the sodichiry. It filed a bill for an injunction 

and a receiver as to the improvements of the Southern Pacific, and the relief 

ai he was given; but the Southern Pacific continued its work, paying no at- 

tention to the order, and the litigation continued as pending until settled by a 

decree, entered at the March term, 1882, of the court, not on a judicial investiga- 
tion, but by agreement of all the parties. 

On the question as to the relation of these two companies during all the years 
the two lines were being constructed, your committee do not find a single act 
performed by either that was not hostile in its character as to the other. 

, on the question as to whether the Southern Pacific had eithér the in- 


tention of as! or the or expectation of receiving a dollar of aid or an 
acre of land, we that in the Forty-fifth and Forty-sixth asaguinst 
the request of Mr. Scott for guarantee to his road, statement ent and 


statem 
A great pr taal erocan taa DE tatives of the Southern Pa- 
ific that aid of any character was entirely and an unjustifiable expendi- 
ture of the public money and 


It was a by them practically demonstrating the 
Bee eiod ko governmental aid to the enterprise of building a railroad alo: 
b; its own there and without aid, which ft 


Mr, Huntington, in 1878, wrote: 

“Tf it were once ‘ood that no subsidies would Danion Da geag by 
Congress, the incomplete gap (between Fort Worth, the western us of the 
Texas Pacific then, and Yuma) would be filled within five vrs roe private capi- 
es eon without asking or committing in any way the natio revenues to 

work.” r 

Before the Senate committee, in 1878, he said: 

“ We are ready to construct right along, and willing to provide an outlet to 
the East for ourselves without cost to the Government.” 


And again: 
“The question before you is whether you will give the Texas Pacific a gur 
antee of nearly forty ns of bonds for ae ga a road, miles of which is 
useless and 600 miles of which we offer te build without aid.” 

Scores of syed in W: abinsts to-day at ienn paapa Mr. hic wed 
ington, made during session ol ‘orty-sixth Congress, in 0; ion 
to the Texas Pacific, that the Southern could and weal build the roed 
Leger noe hace St hae acre of land if the Texas fic was kept out of 

e way. ` 

In the current Seny payors at this date appears a letter from ex-Senator Gor- 
don, explanatory of his course in rting the Southern Pacific plan of oppos- 
ing Scott, which your committee deem worth notice. Among other things he 


k charge of the Texas Pacifi: 


in 
Tex., about 91 miles east of El Paso, 
s few miles of that point. - 
the 26th of November, 1881, an agreement was made between Mr. Hunt- 
ington and Mr. Gould, representing the two corporations, of which thisis an ab- 


stract: 
It is made between C. P. Huntington on one side, representing the Southern 


4 


CONGRESSIONAL 


1884. 


Pacific, and the ay faon TE and San Antonio roadsand their connec- 

tions eastward as far as New Orleans, and Jay Gould on the oe ee A 

senting the Texas and heng Seara Jeng Orleans connection, 

ines a i and Texas, and Missouri 
sompanies, 


e tron 
Pacific 


any of the termini on the Mississippi or 
railroad 


wise, or among 
business for points reached by them in Northern Texas, Arkansas, and Missouri 
is to be delivered to them at El Paso or the junction, as the case may be. 

The agreement does not prevent or interfere with the completion of the Hunt- 
ington road through Texas via San Antonio and Houston, but provides that 
after its poco fy oo the New Orleans and seaboard business thereof shall be 
divided equally the two lines and their connection, the Huntington 
road from Houston to New Orleans being accorded the rivilege of using 100 
miles of the Texas and Pacific nearest. to New Orleans w. necessary on the 
above terms. The two systems of intersect and cross each other at Ho 
ton, and between this point and Galveston they use the Galveston road, re. 
ning through trains if necessary. The through business to and from El Paso 

the Pacific will be divided on the basis of one-third to the Texas and Pacific 
ane its See, and two-thirds to the line via San Antonio, that being the 


In consideration for the privil es of using intly the road into El Paso, and 
PEPATE] an Francis, as well as San Diego 
mish e 


judicial district of New Mexico, the bill of the Texas Pacific, filed san pending 


fornia $250 per mile per month; for the Southern Pacific of Arizona $135 per 
mile per month and taxes; for the Southern Pacific of New Mexico, the same 


AEE ANEREN SCAG Pi Ue ine wie LEA tien SA 
ese rents an ° e ol ne are u nthe 
account of the Central } Pacific. 


of November, 1881, was consummated. i 
That anie from es ee defeat ee ee ene paren 
as engaged in, namely, construction of a com thro’ - 
Mt while the Southern Pacifio minall merits ti 
t while the Sou! was no yan ent corporation, 
it was in fact practically the Central Pacific. 

That the Southern Pacific was built with the money of the Central Pacific out- 
side of the securities based upon it, and is operated and controlled by it, 

That so far as Congress is concerned the Southern ic never had any 
rights east of Yuma m which it could base a claim against the Government, 
either legal or equitable. 

That the Southern Pacific built its road éxpressly without the intention, ex- 
pectation, or hope of receiving a dollar of aid or an acre of land therefor from 
the Government, 7 
ioe by its action it aided in defeating-the building of the road contemplated 

gress. 

That no attention has ever been paid by it toward making San Diego a ter- 
minal point, but, on the ar pes so far as either of these companies is con- 
cerned, there is nota railroad within upward of one hundred miles of that place. 

‘That, as suggested in letter No. 29 above, in order “to tax the through busi- 
ness on the line,” two bridge companies have been be cong oy one owning the 
bridge over the Rio Grande and the other the bridge over the Colorado. 

That, in connection with the facts in this report presented, common notoriety 

that the transcontinental transportation question now stands in this con- 


wi 


dition: 

The next route north of this, the Atlantic and Pacific, is controlled by the Cen- 
tral Pacific west of the Colorado and by Mr. Gould east of it. 

The Central Pacific and the Union Pacific, with Mr. Gould's connections east 
of Omaha, control the middle route. 

Pi dh a the Pacific Mail the Central Pacific keeps the water route un- 
er control, 

The Northern Pacific is not only in a “pool " with the Central, but an agree- 
ment has been made between them w. the territory of the t North- 
west has been divided between them as to transportation, as though ownershi| 
of the country followed building of railroads into it, subject to which practical 
assertion of ownership the transportation of freight for the entire Pa coast 
is under the control of the few men who sope as their rule for charges “all the 
traffic will bear," and who have introd for the first time in the history 

„and in the cay pue in the civilized world, the practice of 
“special contracts,” whereby a of the Republic, to avail himself of the 
necessary benefits of the improved methods of transportation by steam and rail 
equally with those these men choose to favor with reasonable rates of charges, 
must contract that he will not deal in the property freighted with any but those 
tive the right of eamlscage over thes tookesn 1 saerta nihe Aala 

tons the over and papers n 
of pait busines asd wetier wach oontra haa been YRIMiad, oe or an 
are the men w. on equity, vast t of 

an empire in area, and estimated by themselyes at forty millions of dollars in 
value, shall be given them. : 
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foro Sonor m has had no difficulty in dispbs' ing of the claim on the basis of 
n Lt e 

Nor have we been lexed in solving the question as to the legal right of 
the Southern Pacific to grant. 

As has been stated, we have had the benefit of legal argument by some of the 
most eminent counsel in the land, and the claim by this company to the grant 
on legal grounds may be stated in this way: 

“ By the act making the grant the title to the land to the Texas Pacific— 
the act was a grant in presenti, with a condition su nent. 

“The Texas Pacific, Sau OOTI Shirai IV oaen MEE Lisa gto ect to 
the condition subsequent, which contained, among other i f 
the road to San Diego and the completing the whole line by May 2, and 
that there should beno consolidation with any competing line, yet the title 
was an assignable interest, which could be conveyed, that by the deed made 


subseq express terms reserve 
po the grant forfeited for breach of the condition if 
it should not be complied with, therefore no right of forfeiture exists, and the 
hands of are tied, and the Government is powerless to resume the grant 
TE eine sonia. prasnlly sated, the Aistingvishiel conse! tot the 

n words, gen: y stated, the gu cow com 

declares that in law the power to declare a forfeiture of a grant made on perar 
tion subsequent for breach of the condition must be reserved to the grantor by 
express terms in the act making the grant or it does not exist, 

o authority was produced to the committee except the statement of the attor- 
neys asserting extraordi doctrine in support of it; but the interests 
false s0 t, we have examined the books on the question, and are not able 
v pe s single authority in support of the proposition, and we believe none can 

ound. 

On the contrary, Washburn on Real Property (vol. 2, 3d ed., p. 15) asserts the 


rule to 
“ Where the condition of a grant is express there is no need of reserving a 
- r of entry for a breach thereof in order to enable the grantor to avail himself 
o 
5 Ses also SEE e AI EOE 220; Gray vs. Blanchard, 8 Pick., 284; Lit- 
eton, sec, 331. 
Indeed, all the decided cases we can find, as well as the text-books, arein har- 
mony and to the same effect; so we do not present argument upon it here. 
unsel also urge that, under the law, a forfeiture of a grant is purely a ju- 
dicial question, one for the courts alone, and that Congress has no power in the 


matter, 

We are of different opinion. It seems peo clear to this committee that a 
declaration of forfeiture is only the act of the Vite mv MAIDE D tay toe re- 
sume the grant, to be ex: at his option, terminating an estate for breach of 
the condition on which it ees The power rests with him; it is at his 
option whether he will ex it or not; purely a.matter of ion, with 

e exercise of which the courts have nothing to do, and until it is exercised 
there is nothing on which the court can act. 

When forfeiture is declared and resumption of ownership asserted by the 
grantor, then the court pay be invoked to declare whether the t existed or 
whether it had been effectively exercised; but the question of forfeiture is with 
the grantor, personal or legislative, as the nt is private or public, and the 
TUONTI no jurisdiction whatever until r the grantor has acted to assert 

or its right to declare the forfeiture, and then the grantee may invoke the 
i 


judiciary. 
i To us this is toò clear to be regarded as debatable or needing elaboration. 

But the counsel also that if the committee should declare that the t 
to declare a forfeiture did exist, then the Southern Pacific had the right to t 
grant on the ground that it had substantially complied with the requirements of 
the act as they should have been performed by the Texas Pacific in the building 
of a road to the Pacific coast; that while the rn Pacific was practically a 
volunteer in the on of the work, not having authority from Congress 
to undertake and prosecute the work, yet having built a railroad along substan- 
tially the same line which the Texas Pacific would have followed, and having 

ven the country, by the building and the contract of November, issl with the 

ific, a line of railroad to San Francisco, and the Texas Pacific being 
satisfied, the Government is bound to be, and give them the grant, And in the 
argument used, the illustration of a reward offered for lost goods, the finder is 
always a volunteer and entitled to the reward; that it is immaterial to the loser 
who finds and restores his goods. They evade the question of the necessity of 
San being made a terminal point, as well as that that city has been avoided 
and no road located or built to it by them, or in which they are interested. 

But waiving the question of full performance, has this last claim a basis in the 


law? 
E pes the claimant popia can be held to be entitled to this grant it must 
found that the conditions of the grant have all been complied with by it or 
its tor; that it is the} “ successor and assign” of the Texas and ic; 
and also that such su on is not the result of a combination or consolida- 
tion with the Texas and Pocific `“ by rival or competing through Ine of railroad 
to the Pacific Ocean.” 
Neither of these tions can be held in favor of the claimant here. The 
Southern Pacific is not the “successor and assign ™ of the Texas Pacific. These 
words have a well-defined significance, and when used in connection with a 


corporation, sole or gate, have invariably been held to be words of limita-_ 


tion, like the word “ heirs“ in a conveyance to an individual. 

The successors of a corporation correspond to the heirs of a natural person. 
(Burrill's Law Dict., title Successors; Bouvier’s Law Dict.; Angell & Ames, 
Corp., sec. 192; 2 Kernan Rep., 129.) 

We confidently assert that not a case can be found (except the Attorney-Gen- 
eral’s opinion in the N. O., B. R. and V. case) where the words “ successors and 
assigns” are used as applied toa Rod aes when that body simply succeeds 
by purchase or contract to a part orall of the assets of another corporation, but 
not including its franchise or right to exist as a corporate body. No construc- 
tion is better settled in the law. 

The Southern Pacific simply asserts a t undera deed from the Texas Pa- 
cific as grantee of what is assumed by both to be partof the assets of the Texas 
Pacific, but the granting corporation, the Texas Pacific Company, still exists 
and remains, with all the vitality and activity it ever possessed as an artificial 
creature, losing none of its identity, although by this contract it attempts to di- 
vest itself of part of its powers and a portion of its tangible assets, ButtheSouth- 
ern Pacific is simply the vendee or grantee of the Pacificas to the items 
named; this and nothing more. The Texas Pacific can not so exist and at the 


T, 
In a case like this a very clear distinction is to be taken between legally suc- 
ceeding toa portion of a property ofa corporation as vendee or tee and being 
” to th contract alone 


the act for the express and avowed J eng of causing the construction 

rty-second parallel from the Missis- 
po had reefer . The points which were to be connected as well asthe 
rp) ag rosso should form the work and be the recipient of the bounty 
of Government for the mance of the work were all determined by Cone 
gress and expressly 
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° 
The position of the transcontinental line, Central and Union Pacific, was well 
understood by the people and their Representatives in Congress then, and too 


oceans was an 

‘Central and Union Pacific (and tiy beyond the power of their creator to 

prevent) caused an planar emcee on the of the people die! another and a 
h, Fo pro 


t . ints were fixed; the bay of San Diego named asa western 
piira of this to-be jasen line, and work to be begun simultaneously at either 
end and rapidly p was by section 23 to be connected 


is clearly a substantial req ‘ 
In every section of the act clearly appears the ex 
Texas Pavific Company shall 
and for the clearly 
stock of other com: 


oopan to construct the road wi 
by A feesie that any other party, by privity of contract merely, 
either to perfi 


Colorado. It was only horized to connect with the Texas Pacific at or near 
the Colorado, for the purpose of connecting San Francisco with the new route; 
there and at that t its power ceased, so far as Congress was concerned. All 
that it has done since was at its own instance; it was not induced by the land 
t to build east of Yuma; the Government did not request it, but did all in 
its power, in its feeble way and with the small military force at its disposal, to 
prevent the occupancy of p Ba Kana reservation and the Colorado River, but un- 
successfully; it pursued its course as a rival road to the one chartered by Con- 
gress, and for the purpose, now clearly apparent, of defeating the expressed will 
of the people for a competing road across the continent, by securing for itself, in 
connection with the Central Pacific, the entire control of the vast and increasing 
transcontinental transportation. 
The claim of the Southern Pacific to be treated as a successor of the Texas 
succeeded ri 


int by 
Central Pasifioreached San Francisco, and the natural depot and entrepôt 
for the pro: com tive line on the Pacific would be San Diego; not a rail- 
road is within 100 miles of it, except on paper, now, so far as these companies 
are concerned, and all the benefits conferred by the road taken to San Francisco 
and made to inure to the benefit of the company it was to compete with. The 
facts which we state in this report show that the Southern is in fact the 
Central Pacific, practically the same directory in both, the former operated un- 
der a lease to the latter; all yoda’ Sapvepsery yi in the account of the Central 
Pacific. © degre renin, a ly as well be made by the Central Pacific by 
name as by the Southern i same logic that would justify grant: 
this application would compel doing thesame act for the Central Pacific if it 
the acts done ly by the Southern Pacific, É 
The difficulty with the reasoning of the counsel for the applicant is, thatthey 
assume that allthat was contemplated by Congress was that a railroad should 
be built along the 32d parallel, and that it is absolutely immaterial who or what 
company builds it, or what the relation or bearing of the builder may be toward 
the people or the question of transportation, so that the company named in 
the ng act is satisfied, either by compulsion or purchase ; in effect making 
the r company the agents of the Government to Easton a gratuity upon the 
co; n which had defeated not only the company appointed by Congrastg 
do its work, but Congress itself. This is required, and must appear; the 
railroad contemplated by the granting act shall be built or procured, and by the 
designated party or its legal successor, one which stands in its place and 
under the restrictions and provisions of the granting act; and if hase or con- 
solidation be attempted or effected, that the corporation by Congress shall 
be the major factor in the case; that it shall absorb the others, and be the owner of 
the “co! "and not, as in this case, when the process has been reversed. 
The act provides a grant for “aiding in the construction of the railroad and tele- 
h line herein provided for,” &c., not a railroad co: by the Central 
or the Union Pacific, or the Atlantic and Pacific companies, or either of 
sence but by a company it created, its successors or assigns, as a competitive 
ne. 
Again while counsel waived argument upon the question before us, we sub- 
mit that the condition in the grant prohibi: consolidation with riyal or com- 
ting lines has been absolutely violated by the Texas and Pacific in the mak- 
as the contract of November, 1881. 
ractically and legally, so far as it affects the public or the question of trans- 
rtation, that contract was one of consolidation, and with a rival, hostile line. 
t prora for traflic arrangements a pool of receipts, a perpetual user, an ab- 
solute community of interest, an pareecions not to construct parallel lines, and 
a surrender of all rights and franch beyond the connecting point, so far as it 
was possible for the Texas and Pacific to surrender and convey. 
PA ppano ore oa whole sasn, then, ay find that oron aber gy a pae 
r corporation for an ayowed, specific purpose; agreed to give 000.000 o 
acres of land, if within ten years it should build its road from Marshall, Texas, 
to San Diego Bay, as provided. 
Congress prohibited it from making any arrangements with others which 
would destroy its own identity or interfere with the proposed or expected 


results. 

Col provided that in any consolidation it might make, or contracts with 
regard io p rope rights, the property acquired, rights secured, or consolidation 

ected, AY mld be the property of the Texas and Pacific. 
This company has not accomplished a single oien for which it was created. 
It has never been in a position or condition in which it could perform, or even 
attempt to perform, substantially one single act required of it, 

It never reached a point nearer than 90 miles of where it could earn anacre of 
ground; it was never in sight of “the promised 2 

_ Failing to do any act it was bound and required to do, it attempted to do every 

act possible which it was prohibited from doing. 

Organized to build across the continent, it solemnly bound itself with its rival 
and enemy never to attempt to do it. Created to compete with the Central Pa- 
cific, it makes a perpetual alliance with it,and a perpetual pool astocharges and 
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rates, Established to promote a healthy, beneficial competition. it rh Yn 
away, so fur asit is able, its franchises, or right to exist asa corporation inall the 
territory where Con had sole jurisdiction, and parceled out, as suited the 
convenience of itself and its opponent, the ing trade of one-third of the 
territory of the Republic. Given life for a purpose, it uses e means 
within its power to defeat the object of its creation, and, asa fitting climax to 
all this iniquity, it endeavors to supplant Congress as a donor of the public do- 
main, as a part of the transaction, which was its own suicide. The Southern 
Pacific claims to ‘stand in the shoes” of the Texas and Pacific, 

Your committee agree that “ standing inthe shoes” would do if the Southern 
Pacific filled the shoes, But it does not. 

It never had authority or recognition by Congress east of Yuma. All its at- 
bia before Congress to secure recognition there have repeatedly failed as 

For its own , at its own instance, in its own way, by methods 
which many honest, Soa men have denounced, greedy to embrace all the land 
with its network of rails to secure nopo of transportation, surmounting op- 
position and beating down all obstacles in its way, and in doing so crushing the 
agent Congress had selected as the instrument to build a road there, doing noth- 
ing, lutely nothing, by the governmental authority or assent even, and hav- 
ing succeeded in defeating a necessary work and rendering absolutely abortive 
the attempt to have one competing transportation route to the Pacilie built, it 
coolly asks to bestow upon it fifteen millions of acres of land, to give it 
the ownership of an area sufficient for perhaps one hundred thousand homes 
asa reward for that result. 

So has committee seor the raaa vay 2 bill with the recommendation 
Mat ae suggesting here that it may not be improper to adopt the same rule 
as to Mr. Huntington that he proposed as to Mr. Scott in his letter of November 
8, 1874, No. 2, above, “ but if Scott kicks at it, I propser say to Con ‘We 
will build east of the Colorado to meet the Texas fie without and then 
see how many members will dare to give him aid to do what we offered to do 
without.” e plead guilty to a curiosity to see how many members of this, 
House will ‘dare to vote" to give this grant to him now, for doing what he 
then proposed to do and did without aid or ise of any. We are confirmed 
in our conclusion by the action of the Judiciary Committee of the House of the 
Forty-seventh Congress, where, as we are advised, fourteen of the fifteen mem- 
bers of that committee concurred in the opinion that the Southern Pacific Rail- 
road Company had neither legal nor equitable claim to ~ part of the grant, 
and that under the decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States action 
on the part of Congress is necessary to restore this land to the public domain. 
No legal rights can be divested or sir the ce action, and whatever 
legal rights exist can only be ascertained after forfeiture. 

e ought, perhaps, to ‘ee for the length of this report; but the interests 
are so vast, the value of property so great, the claim of the railroad com- 
pany insisted upon with so much zeal and a: mt candor and earnestness, 
and, moreover, this being the pioneer case in list of proposed forfeitures of 
lapsed land grants to railroads before this Congress, we have th t it not in- 
exped ent to thoroughly canvass the questions presented, altho subjecting 
ourselves to the charge of prolixity. 


A bill to declare a forfeiture of lands granted to the Texas Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany, and for other purposes. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
America in Congress , Thatall lands granted to the Texas Pacific Rail- 
road noes mn Bam) the act of Congress entitled “An act to incorporate the 
Texas ic Railroad COAT ae re aid in the construction of its road, and 
for other pu “ approved y piak and acts dmendatory thereof or 
sipplsenental thereto, be, and they are hereby, declared forfeited, and that the 
whole of said lands be restored to the publie domain and made subject to sale 
and settlement under existing laws of the United States. 

Sec, 2. That in any and all cases, as to any lands embraced within the terms of 
theact named in section 1 of this act, whenever the rtment of the Interior, or 
its officers, or the local land officers, have treated said landsas open to selection, 
purchase, or homestead entry, and have allowed purchases, selections, and en- 
tries of any of said lands under the general laws of the United States, the acts 
of the Department of the Interior, and its officers, and the local land offices, in 
os such entries, selections, and purchases, in making such sales and in 

uing patents, certificates, and lists thereon, are hereby rati and validated ; 
and the D y and titles of parties or persons holding patents or claiming right 
or title under certificates or lists of lands issued or certified by the Secretary of 
the Interior, the Commissioner of the General Land Office, or certificates issued 
by the officers of the local land offices, or who have made homestead entries or 
pre-emption settlements or claims of any kind upon any of said lands, under 
the general laws of the United States, in any way affected adversely by said 
grant, are hereby confirmed and made valid to the same extent as though said 
grant had never been made; and all of said lands embraced within the provis- 
ions of said acts shall be restored to the publie domain, subject to the saving of 
rights as provided in this section, as though said grant had never been made. 


After the passage of the bill, 

Mr. REED said: Before we pass from this subject I would like to 
ask permission to have printed in the RECORD the report of the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary of the last Congress upon this subject, follow- 
ing the report of the committee of this Congress, as embracing the views 
which some of us entertain, as a justification of our action in this case. 

Mr. PAYSON. I think that is right. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The report of the majority as well as the views 
of the minority? - 

Mr. REED. Certainly. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SPRINGER). Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED]? 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. Lobject, because it will only unneces- 
sarily cumber the RECORD. 

Mr. REED. I hope the gentleman will not object. The report of 
the Committee on the Judiciary of the Jast Congress is referred to in 
the report of the Committee on Public Lands of this Congress and is 
corroborative of that report. There are only four pages of it; five pages 
including the views of the minority. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. I withdraw my objection. 

There being no further objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

The report, with the views of the minority, is as follows: 


Mr, REED (August 3, 1882), from the Committee on the Judiciary, submitted 
the following report: 

The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred IL Res, 286, submit 
the following pas : 

Texas and Pacific Railroad Company was incorporated under the name of 
the Texas Pacific by the act of March 3, 1871. By section 1 of that act the route 
was defined and described as follows : 

“From a pointat or near Marshall, county of Harrison, State of Texas; thence 
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1884. 


‘by the most direct and eligible route, to be determined by said company, near 
“the thirty-second parallel of north latitude, toa point at or near El Paso; thence 
by the most direct and eligible route, to be selected by said company, 
maw Mexico and Arizona, toa ton the Rio Colorado at or near s0 
eastern boundary of the State of California; thence by the most direct and - 
ble route to San Diego, Cal., to Ship's Channel, in the bay of San in the 
State of California, pursuing in the location thereof, as near as may be, thirty- 
second parallel of north latitude.” 
Section 23 proyides— £ k 
“That for the purpose of connecting the Texas Pacific Railroad with the city 
of San Francisco, the Southern Pacific Railroad Company of California ishereby 
authorized (subject to the laws of California) to construct a line of railroad from 
a point at or near Tehichi by way of Los Angeles, to the Texas Pacifie 
Railroad at or near the Colorado River, with the same rights, grants, and privi- 
leges, and subject to the same limitations, restrictions. and conditions, as were 
eaves to said Southern Pacific Railroad Company of California by the act of 
July 27, 1866." 


by 
mile on each side of 

the es of the United States, 
and ten alternate sections per mile on each side of the line in California, Ex- 
ce disposed 
which a pre-em 
line of the road is definitely fixed. 

“Indemnity is provided for lands thus lost to the grant out of alternate odd- 
numbered sections not more than ten miles from the limits of the sections 
granted. Provision is also made for indemnity for lands lost by reason of the 
pay ese abd the line of the road to the boundary of Mexico, and also for 
mineral lands excluded from the grant out of odd-numbered sections nearest 
‘the line of the road.” 

The same authority estimates the quantity of land embraced in the grant at 
14,309,760 acres. ~ 

The Texas and Pacific Company was raosta to ene SA constructi 
-~f its road at San Di and at Marshall simultaneously, and to com it 
ten years. The act of May 2, 1872 (17 statutes, 59), extended the time of comple- 
Hoa May 2, 1882, which time at date of this report has expired. 


e of the Interior further reports that— ` 
"The le: of the entire line is estimated at 1,483 miles. Proof of the con- 
struction of 181 miles of this road in Texas has been furnished, but no evidence 
of md that reached this office.” 


has proceeded much farther 
in the State of Texas than the last figures indicate, but the exact number of miles 
‘is not material, as none of it is west of El Paso on the Texas line. 

To this should be added the fact that at the hearing before the committee it 
seemed that whatever railroad had been built from San Diego eastward had 
Sean ey eres Smet 

This statement shows that the Texas and Pacific have never completed any 


earned 
Garak ey DOS gobs pore I DEI AST TN housed ys to doit. Infact, 
y 


charter, west 


El Paso, 
While the ten years which were allowed for the building of the Texas and 
anal foa nother corporation, the Southern Pacific, started out of 
to meet the Texas and Pacific at the Colorado River. When it 
reached the Colorado it found that the Texas and Pacific had not built in the 
‘Territories, and was asking Congress for a guarantee of the interest on its bonds, 
in addition to the grant, to enable it to go on. 

hsa senor pe iphone to build to El Paso, claiming that no 
guaranty was needed, and no grant even, and without ty or land 
grantit occupied substantially the route on which the act oE Marek, 1871, con- 
templated that the Texas and Pacific would build. After the completion of the 
Southern Pacific to El Paso, it entered into an agreement with the Texas and 
Pacific, which was not produéed before the committee. It was admitted, how- 
ever, that the latter company had releasedits title to the land t to the South- 
ern Pacific, and that corporation was now the claimant of the lands. 

If the Texas and Pacific claimed the lands, the strongest argument which 
would have been found in the seventeenth section of the 
The of that section, while not identical with that 
sections of the charter of the Northern Pacific, 
nevertheless resembles it, and under that section an argument might have been 
advanced that the only right which the United States had reserved for them- 
selves was to complete road. Had the facts shown that the Texas and Pa- 
cific had begun its work in good faith, had already large sums of 
money in an effort to build the road, was in the act of building it as rapidly as 

ble, that there was no oe that it could be finished earlier than it was 
ing finished, there might have arisen a very serious question as to the power 
and duty of Congress in the premises But the Texas and one party to 
the grant or contract, having made no effort to carry it out, having renounced 
it, both informally and formally, both by acts and by writing, there can be no 
question of the right of the United States, the other y, to resume possession 
of the proposed grant, unless the Southern Pacific have acquired some rights 
by virtue of some deed of release. 

On behalf of the Southern Pacific it is urged that the words used in the ninth 
section, “and assigns,” in the phrase “ there is hereby granted to the said Texas 
and Pacific Railroad Company, its successors sapien on te he alternate sec- 
tion,” &c., authorize the latter company to transfer the in question in bulk 
to any other person who would receive it charged with the same trust; that the 
Southern Pacific, having received the lands at a time when they had completed 
a railroad which was thagsame, or nearly the same, in location as that described 
in the act of March, 1871, received the lands disch: from the trust by reason 
of its fulfillment. In the opinion of the committee the words “and assigns ” do 
not, in this ease, have this meaning. We think these words describe the nature 
of the estate, are words of limitation, and do riot constitute the grantee an agent 
of the United States to select another corporation which has performed similar 
workand make it the beneficiary of the grant. Nor do they constitute the 
pee an agent to bestow a gratuity. It is further claimed on-behalf of the 

uthern Pacific that the sections—notably section 4—authorizing consolidations 
give the authority needed for the transfer. Whether these sections would. 
under any state of facts, confer such power ueed not now be determined, for no 
facts have been laid before us which show any consolidation whereby the Texas 
and Pacific has absorbed the Southern Pacific. So far as this transaction is con- 
cerned the process would seem to have been reversed. 

The consolidations contemplated by sections 4, 5, and 6 were those nao 


other companies were to become part and 1 of the Texas and Pacific. 
the Southern Pacific had become part anil parcel Of the TOLAS end Pacific, I 
could not be the claimant here. 


It is further urged on behalf of the Southern Pacific that, inasmuch as that 
sompany have done what the United States offered to give the granted land to 
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the Texas and Pacific if it would do it, equity requires that the land grant should 
be transferred. 


To this, as a request fora gratuity, no objection can be made. That would 
rest in thesound judgment of Congress. But thisrequest is put upon the ground 
of a claim founded upon equity emt goed conscience. `The iyo Seems simple. 
Congress would never have been j in offering the lands had it not deemed 
the offer necessary to secure the Now that events have demonstrated its 
non-necessity the reason for offering it has entirely failed. The Southern Pa- 
cific was not induced by it to build. It built from other motives; not at the 
request of the United States, nor even-for the benefit of the United States. It 
happened for its own pw to build the road the United States wanted, and 
prevented the company from building it which the United States had author- 
ized. It is diffieult to see how this state of facts lays the United States under 
any obligation, either in equity or good conscience. 

To these considerations may be added the fact that action on the = of the 
United States is necessary to enable the United States to restore this land to the 


public domain. Whatever rights ies have can be ascertained better 
after an act of forfeiture than before, and none of them will be lost. 
No question of policy can arise here such as would arise if this were an enter- 


prise not yet completed, but in the process of completion, which such an act 

would interrupt, ver road is to be built has been built. 

: me committee therefore recommend the passage of the accompanying reso- 

ution : 

“Joint resolution to declare the forfeiture of lands granted the Texas Pacific 
Railroad Company under act of March 3,1871, and acts amendatory thereof 
and supplemental thereto. e 
“ Resolved by the Senate and House of 

in Congress assembled, That all lands 

pany under the act of 

cific Railroad Com an 


of the United States of America 
granted to the Texas Pacific Railroad Com- 

entitied “An act to incorporate the Texas Pa- 
to aid in the construction of its road, and for other 


United States. 


Mr. Kyorr, from the Committee on the Judiciary, submitted the following as 
the views of the minority: ; 

le in the recommendation of the committee, the undersigned 

are unwilling to be committed, even by the remotest implication, to the doctrine 

that the United States might be deprived of its right to enforce a forfeiture of 

the lands to this or any other railroad company for breach of the con- 


ditions upon which such t may have 
reserved the A, ea A 


under existing laws of t 


were grani ag gprs a ca ot e breach, may be 

p w work. 

The undetsigned are aware that it is substantially so in the report of 

Reysan in thn cantor the ibaga rog barn to Ute are R 

to perceive any difference in the legal effect of the upon which the 

conclusion was made to hinge in that instance and that em) in the seven- 
section of the act lands to the Texas Pacific pany; but they 


teenth granting 
dissented from the doctrine then, and dissent from it now. 


, re-enter upon a breach of any condi- 
tion upon which cones wey epee, sat ee nee such re-entry the estate 
of the grantor becomes void ío, the person who re-enters being seised of 


and it as well settled that laches are never to be imputed to the Gov- 
ernment. of these were recently asserted by this committee 
with great clearness and force in the case of the Ontonagon and Brulé land 


grant. 

If, therefore, the Government, as grantor, has the right, without regard to the 
lapse of time, to reinvest itself of such an estate for a breach of any of the condi- 
tions upon which it had previously Å saapa it, it is impossible to see how itcan 
be deprived of the power to do so ply because it has reserved to itself the 
right to do something in addition to the exercise of the mere right of forfeiture. 
A question as to the policy of insisting upon such forfeiture is one thing; the 
naked legal right to enforce it is quite another. 

The therefore, cannot assent to an or intimation in 
the report establish the propositi 
ure does not exist either in this grant or that to the No: 
Company in case of a breach of any condition upon — — 


Mr. PRYSON. I move the previous question on the engrossment 
and third reading of the bill. 
Tepene question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
e bill was erdered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 
an PAYSON. I move the previous question on the passage of the 
ill. Í 
The previous question was ordered. 
ae SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the passage of the 
lil. 
Mr. PAYSON. On that question I demand the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. : 
Thequestion was taken; and there were—yeas 261, nays 1, not voting 
58; as follows: 


YEAS—261. 
Adams, G. E. Blount, Budd Clements, 
Aiken, Bowen, Burleigh, Cobb, 
jenar p Cabell, Connoli 
y. 

Arnot, Preskineldge, Caldwell, Converse, 
iar reg, Brewer F, B came J.M. Coors 
—— ae See 

e, en x, W. 
Beach, Browne, T.M. Carleton, ; isp, 
Belmon Brown, W. W. Cassidy, Culberson, D. B. 
Bennett, m, Chace, Culbertson, W. W. 
Bi Clardy, Cullen, 
Bland, Buckner, Clay, Curtin 
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Cutcheon, Hitt, Muller, Stockslager, 
Hoblitzell, Murray, Stone, 
Dav Holman, Mutchiler, Storm, 
Davis, G. R. Holmes, Neece, Sernin 
Davis, L. H. Hooper, Nelson, Strub : 
Davis, R. T, Horr, Nicholls, Sumner, C. A. 
Deuster, Houk, Nutting, Sumner, D. H. 
Dibrell, Houseman, k Talbott, 
ingley, Howey, O'Hara, Taylor, J.D. 
ery, Hunt, Patton, Taylor, J.M. 
Danhens, Jerrenis, [Sacto Thom 
n o yson, ty 
Dunn, Johnson, Pee aon VAA 
Eaton Jones, B. W. Peel, S. W. Tillman, 
Eldredge, Jones, J. H. Peelle, S.J. Townshend, 
Ellis, Jones, J.K. Perkins, Tucker, 
Ellwood, Jones, J. T. Pettibone, Tully, 
Ermentrout, Jordan, Poland, Turner, H.G. 
rans, I.N. Kasson, Turner, Oscar 
Everhart, Kean, Potter, Van Alstyne, 
Evins, J. H. Keifer, Price, ‘ance, 
Ferrell, King, Pryor, Van i 
Fiedler, Kleiner, Wait, 
Findlay, Lasers Rand Wakefield, 
Finerty, + + + 
Follett, Lanham, à Warner, A.J. 
Forney, Lawrence, arner, 
Fyan, Le Fevre, Riggs, Weaver, 
Geddes, Lewis, Ro x Wellborn, 
George, Long, Robinson, J. 8. Weller, 
Gibson, Lore, Robinson, W.E. | Wemple, 
G) I Lowry, Rockwell, te, J.D. 
Goff; L; n, Rogers, J. H. White, Milo 
Graves, cAdoo, iting, 
Green, McCoid, Rowell, Wilkins, 
Greenleaf, MoGomas, Russell, Williams, 
Guenther, McCormick, Ryan, Willis, 
Halsell, McKinley, Scales, Wilson, James 
Hardeman, MeMillin, Seney, Wilson, W. 
rt, Matson, Seymour, Winans, E. B. 
Hatch, H. H. Ma wary Shaw, Winans, John 
Hatch, W. H. Miller, J.F. , Skinner, 0. R. Wise, G. D. 
aynes, Miller, 8. H. Skinner, T, G. Wise, J.S 
Henderson, D.B. Milliken, Slocum, olford, 
Henderson, T.J. Mills, Smith, , Wood, 
Henley, Mitchell, Snyder, Woodward, 
pa ag Morey, “J pac ner, R Soak nc 
Her! organ, nger, aple, 
Hewi A. 8. Morrill, le, York. 
Hewitt, G. W. Morrison, sy 
Hill, Morse, Stewart, Charles 
Hiscock, Muldrow, Stewart, J. W. 
NAYS—1. 
Barr. 
. NOT VOTING—58. 
Adams, J.J. Hammond, Lovering, Ray,G. W. 
Ballentine, Hanback, Mayo, Ray, 
Barbour, Hancock, Millard, Rice, 
Belford, Hardy, Money, , Rogers, W.F., 
Bin Harmer, Moulton, Shelley, 
Bisbee, Hemp! urphy, oa fei 
Blackburn, Holton, Och: Sp: ý 
Boutelle, Hopkins, O'Neill, les Stevens 
Campbell, Felix Hurd, O'Neill, J.J. Taylor E.B 
Covington, utchins, Paige, Vv: tine 
Dibble, Kelley, Parker, W 
Dorsheimer, Kellogg, Peters, Washburn, 
Dowd, Ketcham, Soe a Young. 
Elliott, Lamb, ` 
Foran, Libbey, Ranney, 


È So the bill was passed. 

The following pairs were announced: ’ 

Mr. MILLARD with Mr. Post, of Pennsylvania, 

Mr. DIBBLE with Mr. BELFORD. 

Mr. PAIGE with Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. 

Mr. VALENTINE with Mr. HARDY. 

Mr. WASHBURN with Mr. SHELLEY. Pe 

Mr. CAMPBELL with Mr. RICE. 

Mr. Cox, of New York, with Mr. RUSSELL. 

Mr. MoNEY with Mr. WADSWORTH. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I desireto state that Iam paired on all 
political questions with my colleague Mr. BLACKBURN; but notconsider- 
ing this to be a political question, and having been informed that my col- 
league, if here, would vote for the bill, I have voted in the affirmative. 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina. My colleague Mr. HEMPHILL is 
absent on account of sickness; if t, he would vote “‘ay.” 

Mr. STRAIT. My colleague Mr. WASHBURN is absent; if here, he 
would vote “ay.” 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. My colleague Mr. O'NEILL is detained 
at home on account of sickness. 

Mr. HANBACK. I was unavoidably absent when my name was 
called; if I had been present, I would have voted “ay.” 

Mr. PAYSON. The gentleman from Colorado, Mr. BELFORD, is de- 
tained from the House by illness. He desired me tosay, if he was ab- 
sent when this bill was passed, that if present he would vote for it. 

Mr. REED. My colleague Mr. BOUTELLE is absent on account of 
sickness; I have no doubt he would vote ‘‘ay’’ if present. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

Mr. PAYSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moyed that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BUREAU OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY. 


Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, from the Committee on Agriculture, by 
unanimous consent, reported the following; which was read, considered, 
and adopted: 

Resolved, That House bill 3967 ‘tp provide for the establishment of a bureau 


SE ARA ANEY O pth ode re of diseased andto provide 
for the prevention ee of pleuro-pneumonia and ous 
diseases among domestic ” be made a special order for Tuesday, Feb- 


ruary 5, 18%, and to continue from day to day until disposed of, not to interfere 
with regular appropriation or Sinua, bills. 


Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. ° 

The latter motion was to. 

Mr. BLAND. I move the House adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair, if there be no objection, 
will lay before the House several executive communications. . 

There was no objection. 


REPORT OF THE COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS. 


The SPEAKER tempore laid before the House a letter of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, baearrie Ba report of the Commissioner ot 
Patents, showing the operations of his office for the year ending Decem- 
ber 31, 1883; which was referred to the Committee on Patents, and 
ordered to be printed. 

AMERICAN HOG PRODUCTS IN GERMANY AND FRANCE 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a message from the 
President of the United States; which was read, as follows: 


To the House of Representatives of the United States : 
ith, in response to the resolutions of the House of Represent- 


atives, the following re of the Secretary of State, with accom 
pers elative to the restrictions upon te Importation of American Bog P Bind 


CHESTER A, ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 31, 1884. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Imovethat this message, with the accompany- 
ing papers, be referred to the Committee on Commerce. . 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I move the reference tothe Committee 
on Agriculture. This message is in response to a resolution of inquiry 
reported from that committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
TOWNSHEND] has moved the reference to the Committee on Commerce. 
The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] moves the reference to the 
Committee on iculture. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I have not yielded the floor. I desire to say 
that this message is in response to a resolution offered by myself, which 
was referred to no committee, but was adopted in this House by unani- 
mous consent. Subsequently, a week or two afterward, a similar reso- 
lution came in from the Committee on Agriculture. This question is 
now under consideration by the Committee on Commerce, several bills 
upon the subject having been referred to that committee. No other 
committee has any bill on the subject except the Ways and Means 
Committee, which does not propose to act upon it. I think the House 
ought torefer these doeuments to the Committee on Commerce, who are 
already considering the subject, with bills before them. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. HatcH] insisted on his motion? 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I will ask the Chair whether the mes- 
sage from the President is in to the resolution reported from 
the Committee on Agriculture or the resolution to which the gentle- 
man from Illinois refers. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The message states that it isin re- 
sponse to a resolution of inquiry, but does not state what resolution. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Does not the resolution accompany the 


message? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. My resolution was offered a couple of weeks 
before the resolution from the Committee on Agriculture; and the Com- 
mittee on Commerce is now considering the subject—expects, I under- 
stand, to consider it to-morrow. 

Mr. CABELL. Mr. Speaker, there was a motiom to adjourn some 
time ago, Is not that the regular order? @ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair asked ission to present 
several executive communications, of which this message was one. 
There having been no objection, the message was presented, and it is 
now before the House for reference. 

Mr.. TOWNSHEND. I understand the gentleman from Missouri 
withdraws his motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As the Chair understands, the motion 
ef the gentleman from Missouri is withdrawn. 

Mr. CURTIN. This correspondence is communicated to the House 


in answer toa resolution offered by the gentleman trom Iowa [Mr. Kas- 
son, which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
. TOWNSHEND. My friend from Pennsylvania is mistaken. 
Mr. CURTIN. No, I am not mistaken. 
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Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman from Iowa did not offer the 
resolution requesting this information. 

Mr. CURTIN. Yes, sir, the gentleman from Iowa did; and bills-on 
the subject have been referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. My resolution was offered two or three weeks 
before the gentleman from Missouri attempted to move in the matter. 

Mr. CURTIN. That is of no consequence. This isan answer to an 
inquiry of the Committee on Fo Affairs, because we have been in 
constant communication with the tary of State while this corre- 


spondence has been in course of pi tion. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. Has the Committee on Foreign Affairs any 
bill before it on this subject? ' 


Mr. CURTIN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I was not aware of that. 

Mr. CURTIN. And the correspondence has reference to the inter- 
pretation of treaties with foreign countries. The resolution was offered 
by the gentleman from Iowa; the language is clear and distinct; and 
we have been in constant consultation with the Secretary of State 
during the preparation of this correspondence. I know what I am 
ee E about. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I think my friend will discover that the reso- 
lution introduced by the gentleman from Iowa was simply a resolution 
of instruction to the Committee on Foreign Affairs to consider and re- 
port what they might deem to be a proper measure on this subject. 

Mr. CURTIN. And it had reference to treaties with foreign coun- 


tries. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I know that; but it did not call for execu- 
tive information. 

Mr. CURTIN. This correspondence has been brought out by con- 
stant intercourse on the part of the Foreign Affairs Committee with 
the Secretary of State. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Now, I ask the gentleman whether he will not 
admit that the first resolution calling for information on this subject 
was introduced by myself and adopted by the House before any resolu- 
tion from the gentleman from Iowa or from the Committee on Agri- 
culture. Allow me to say further that there have been three or four 
bills in regard to this matter introduced and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, which has already taken cognizance of those bills, has 
been considering them, and is perhaps about ready to report. Why di- 
vide this subject among several committees of the House? . 

Mr. CURTIN. I have no doubt the Secretary of State will furnish 
you with any information he has on the subject. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. He has already done it. 
answer to my resolution. 

Mr, HENDERSON, of Iowa. The message of: the President of the 
United States says it is in answer to ‘‘ resolutions” of the House, not 
to the resolution of the gentleman from Illinois, but to several reso- 
lutions, among the number one introduced by my colleague [Mr. KAS- 
0N], and one introduced by myself which was reported by the Com- 
mittee on culture and adopted. It is in the plural and is not lim- 
ited to the single resolution of my friend from Illinois. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Who offered the first resolution in the House? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. It does not matter. The first com- 
mittee which was the Committee on Agriculture, and they re- 
ported the resolution I had the honor to introduce. This message is 
comprehensive and covers the whole question, and I trust, Mr. Speaker, 
it will be ordered to be printed, as it isa matter of greatimportance. I 
ask that order be now made by the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion was that the message be 
printed and referred to the Committee on Commerce. If the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. CuRTIN] moves it be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, that motion will be in order. 

Mr. BLAND. [Irise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER ares State it, ; 

Mr. BLAND. I moved some time ago the House adjourn and the 
Chair recognized that motion. y 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair did not. The gentleman 
was not entitled to the floor when he made it. 

i Mr. TOWNSHEND. I do not yield the floor to the gentleman from 
1ssourti. 

Mr. BLAND. , Mr. Speaker, I insist on my motion being put. 

hed SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri is out of 
-order. 

Mr. BLAND. Irise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. What is it. 

Mr. BLAND. That this question is not debatable. 

‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. That point of order is well taken. 

Mr. BLAND. I insist on its enforcement. 

Mr, TOWNSHEND. I wish tosay a word—— 

The SPEAKER pro t . It is not debatable. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask to be heard by unanimous consent. 


Mr. rege I object. 
The SPEAKER pro tem There is nothing before the House. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. am entirely indifferent to what committee 


I submit this is in 


at goes, provided some committee will report on it for our action. 


be referred to the Committee on Commerce, the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, the Committee on Agriculture, or the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and I do not care which one shall take charge of it, if the com- 
mittee will take cognizance of it and act on it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the absence of any motion the mes- 
sage will be laid upon the table, and ordered to be printed. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that that body had disagreed to the report of the committee of conter- 
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the joint resolution 
(H. Res. 119) making appropriation for the relief of A. W. Greely and 
his party, composing what is known as the Lady Franklin Bay expedi- 
tion to the Arctic regions, and further insisted on its amendment d.s- 
agreed to by the House, and asked for a further conference between the 
two Houses, and had appointed Mr. HALE, Mr. SHERMAN, and Mr. 
SAULSBURY as managers of said conference on its s 

It further announced that it had passed the bill (H. R. 3948) mak- 
ing appropriations to supply deficiencies on account of appropriations 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1854, in regard to rebate of taxes on 
tobacco and to provide for of the meeting of the Legislature 
of the Territory of New Mexico, with amendments; in which concur- 
Tence was requested. ; = 

It further announced that it insisted on its amendments to the joint 
resolution (H. Res. 121) appropriating $50,000 for the support of cer- 
tain destitute Indians, disagreed to by the House, and asked for a con- 
ference on the agreeing votes of the two Houses, and par 
Mr. ALLISON, Mr. AN, and Mt. BECK as managers of confer- 
ence on its part. ‘ 

IMMEDIATE DEFICIENCIES. 

Mr. BURNES. I ask unanimous consent to take from the Speaker’s 
table House bill 3948, with Senate amendments, for reference to the 
Committee on Appropriations, ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The title of the bill will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

A bill (H. R. 3948) making appropriations to supply deficiencies on account of 


approp: ns for the year en June 30, 1884, in regard to the rebate of 
the tax on tobacco and to provide for the e of the meeting of the Terri- 
torial Legislature of New Mexico, and for r purposes. 


The bill was taken from the Speaker’s table, and, with the Senate 
amendments, referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


GREELY EXPLORIN EXPEDITION . 


Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the message from the 
Senate in relation to the Greely expedition may also be taken from 
the Speaker's table, and the joint resolution referred, with the amend- 


ments of the Senate, to the Committee on ef rere 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The title of the joint resolution will 
be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


House joint resolution 119, making an appro: on for the relief of Lieut. 
Franklin 


A. W. nd his Pe rising kn the Lady 
Bay Gonotitlon to the Atolli een + fer 
The joint resolution was taken from the Speaker’s table, and, with 
the Senate amendments, referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 
Mr. CABELL. I move that the House do now adjourn. 


RIGHT OF WAY OVER LAKE TRAVERSE INDIAN RESERVATION. 

The Speaker pro tempore, by unanimous consent, laid before the 
House the following message from the President of the United States; 
which was read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a communication of the 29th instant from the Secretary of 
the Interior, submitting, with accom nying papets & report of the Commis- 
Q! 


sioner of Indian Affairs upon the su ht of way of the Chi s 


Milwaukee and Saint Paul Railroad through Lake verse Indian rese: 
in Dakota, 


The subject is commended to the consideration E. Dak 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 31, 1834. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BLAND. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro Pending the motion to adjourn, the 
Chair desires to submit to the House certain personal requests of mem- 
bers. 

There was no objection. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. ELLIOTT (on motion of Mr. BOYLE), tor a few days. 

To Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, for four days, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. VALENTINE, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family, 

To Mr. CovineTon, until February 5, on account of important busi- 


Ttcan | ness. 
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WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. COSGROVE, by unanimous consent, leave was 
granted to withdraw from the files of the House the commission and ac- 
companying papers of Lieut. Benjamin F. Gutman, of Missouri. 

On motion of Mr. WAIT, by unanimous consent, leave was granted 
to withdraw from the files of the House papers in connection with Maj. 
James A. Betts, asking to be retired with the pay of lientenant-colonel, 
there being no adverse report. 

The motion of Mr. BLAND was then agreed to; and accordingly (at 
5 o'clock and 10 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. ‘ 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers/were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BALLENTINE: Papers relating to the claim of R. R. Reed, 
adminjstrator of R. F. Buchanan, deceased—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, the petition of J. W. Nance, jr., to have claim referred to Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BARBOUR: The petition of Robert A. Phillips and others, 
citizens of the District of Columbia and adjoining counties in Virginia, 
for anamendment to the charter of the Aqueduct Bridge Company— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. ? 

Also, petitions of citizens of Virginia, for compensation for stock 
driven off by order ‘of General Sheridan—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. BAYNE: Papers relating to the claim of Joseph Walton— 
to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, the memorial of F. and J. Heinz and 35 others, against the 
repeal of the act of March 1, 1879, relating to the manufacture of vine- 
gar—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BRENTS: The petition of C. P. Judson and others, asking 
for an appropriation to improve the navigation of the Nootsack River, 
Washington Territory—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, the petition of C. M. Bradshaw and others, for custom-house 
building at Port Townsend, Wash.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CAINE: The petition of John T. Caine, for compensation as 
Delegate in the Forty-seventh Congress—to the Committee on Elec- 
tions. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: Papers relating to the claim of J. H. Adams— 
to the Committee on Claims. # 

By Mr. CALKINS: The petitiontof A. M. Morris and others, for an 
sppopan io for educational pùrposes in Alaska—to the Committee on 

ucation. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: Petitions asking for the appointment of a com- 
missioner for the testing of iron, steel, and other structural materi- 
als—to the Committee on Manufactures. 

By Mr. CONVERSE: The petition of J. A. Shaw and 138 others, citi- 
zens of Hocking County, Ohio, praying for the restoration of the wool 
tariff of 1867; of J. J. Parrish and 70 others, citizens of Ohio, and of 
V. A. Caldwell and 28 ethers, on the same subject—severally to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, the petition of Hon. William H. West and 20 others, members 
of the bar of Logan County, Ohio, praying the said county be trans- 
ferred from the northern judicial district of Ohio to the eastern sub- 
division of the southern judicial district of said State—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. . 

By Mr. COVINGTON: The petition of Eliza L. Roberts, for relief for 
destruction of barn—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Memorial of Colonel Fenton Post, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Department of Michigan, asking a grant of one hun- 
dred and sixty acres of land to honorably discharged Union soldiers, 
&c.—to the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and 
Back Pay. 

* By Mr.G. R. DAVIS: The petition for increase of pension of Will- 
iam Emerson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, the papers relative to the improvement of the Black River, 
Missouri—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, the papers relative to the improvement of the Mississippi River 
at Cape Girardeau, Mo.—to the same committee. 

By Mr. DEUSTER: The petition of the weiss-beer brewers of Chi- 
cago, Ill., and Milwaukee, Wis., for relief—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: The petition of ship-owners of Rockport and 
Camden, Me., for the passage of certain bills to promote the interests 
of the American merchant marine—to the Select Committee on Ship- 
building and Ship-owning Interests. 

By Mr. ELLIS: Papers relating to the claim of Mary J. Maltby—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. I. N. EVANS: Resolution of the Commercial Exchange of 
Philadelphia, Pa., relative to the trade-dollar—to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. HILL: The petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 


Association of New York, of the Good Templars of the State of New 
York, and of the Good Templars of the District of Columbia, relative 
to thealcoholic liquor traffic—to the Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor 


By Mr. HITT: The petition of 275 soldiers, for 160 acres of land to- 
every honorably discharged soldier or sailor of the late war—to the 
Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, 

By Mr. HOPKINS: Remonstrance of grocers of Pittsburgh, Pa., 
against the repeal of the act of March 1, 1879, as to vinegar, &c.—to- 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOUK: Papers relating to the claim of Theodore T. Coffin— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KLEINER: Papers relating ‘to the claim of M. Trickett— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LACEY: Communication of W. H. Powers, of Hastings, Mich., 
asking increased allowance for post-offices of the third class—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 7 

By Mr. LOVERING: Papers relating to the claim of H. D. Green— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

TAR papan area to the claim for relief of persons who served in 

e First an egiments, and Second Brigade, Tenth Divisi 
of Massachusetts Militia—to the Committee on War Claims. iii 

By Mr. MCCOMAS: The petition of 92 citizens of Garrett County, 
Maryland, against the admission of Canadian lumber free—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. ` 

Also, the petition of G. C. Roderick and 52 citizens of Frederick 
County, Maryland, asking remedial legislation to provide a mode for 
payment of honest war claims of loyal citizens—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, the petition of Solomon Neucomer and others, of John H. Firey, 
of David Wolf, of Levi Middlekauff, administrator, and of Owen Ar- 
dinger, all of Washington County, Maryland—severally to the same 
committee. 

By Mr, MORGAN: Memorial of Chilhowee Post, No. 103, of Califor- 
nia; Forbes Post, No. 38, of Hardy; Smith Post, No, 117; and of B. R. 
Davis Post, No. 109, Grand Army of the Republic, regarding back pay, 
pensions, and bounty—severally to the Select Committee on Payment 
of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

Also, memorial of Shelhyville Post, No. 102, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, in reference to back pay, pensions, and bounty—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. 8. J. PEELLE: The petition and papers for the relief of J. 
O. Harding—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Maria V. Brown—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. POLAND: The petition of Elisha Mulford and 8. W. Dyke, 
relative to statistics in regard to divorce laws in the several States—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. REED: Memorial of Alpheus S. Packard and others, faculty 

“of Bowdoin College, Maine, asking for statistics concerning divorces in 
the States and Territories of the Union—to the same committee, 

By Mr. RIGGS: Papers relating to the claim of James T. Dodson— 
to the Committee on War Claims. = 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: Papers relating to the claim of Patrick Dro- 
ney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. W. F. ROGERS: Papers relating to the claim of Robertson 
Topp and William L. Vance, papers relating to the relief of the heirs 
of A. F. Hurley, and papers relating to the claim of William Lavery— 
severally to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH: The petition of citizens of Lancaster County, Penn- 
sylvania, and of Hechtold and 53 others, and of Peter McConomy and 
87 others, relative to the trade-dollar—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Memorial of F. W. Crosby and Charles Will- 
iams, relative to exhibiting a model in the Speaker’s lobby—to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

By Mr. TALBOTT: Papers relating to the claim of William W. Mor- 
ris—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. THOMPSON: Papers relative to the claim of James M. Craw- 
ford—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. VANCE: Papers relating to the claim of William B. Mor- 
row—to the same committee. i 

By Mr. VAN EATON: The petition of Juliet Holt—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Papers relating to the claim of Mrs. Ann 
Mahar—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WASHBURN: Papers relating to the claim of W. J. Hayes— 
to the Committee on Appropriations, 

Mr. WELLBORN: Resolution of the Legislature of the State of 
Texas, in reference to the improvement of Galveston Harbor—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WELLER: Papers relating to the claim of James M. Bacon— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. J. D. WHITE: The petition of Thomas Murrell, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, February 1, 1884. 


The House met at120’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. JOHN 
8. LINDSAY, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

CLERICAL FORCE IN THE DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a letter 
from the Attorney-General, asking for an increase of the clerical force 
in the Department of Justice; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

DISCHARGE OF EMPLOYES DURING VACATION OF CONGRESS. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I ask unanimous consent to introduce for refer- 
ence the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That Rule II be amended by adding thereto the follo : 
Feet. That pe employé shall Z pacer be except for predao, AE the 
vacation of Congress.” 


The resolution was referred to the Committee on Rules. 
PERNETTA HENDLEY. 

Mr. DOCKERY, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
4386) for the relief of Pernetta Hendley; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 
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CLERK FOR COMMITTEE. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee on 
Accounts tosubmita privileged resolution for immediate consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Expenditures in the Interior Department be 
allowed a clerk, who shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the House. 


The SPEAKER. The question is upon the adoption of the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. DOCKERY. There is a substitute—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to have the report read, in order that it 
may be spread upon the record. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred the resolution of Mr, 
Youre— 

“ That the Committee on Expenditures in the Interior Department be allowed 
a clerk; who shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the House,”"— 
respectful rt the following substitute, and ask that it do now ; 

y Resolved, That the Committee on Expenditures in the Interior Prepares 
be allowed a clerk, who shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the House at 
the same rate of compensation now paid committee clerks for the present Con- 


gress. 
Mr. KASSON. I should like the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 


DockEry ] to explain whether this makes a permanent clerk; and also, 
as the report does not state it, what is the occasion for this. 

Mr. DOCKERY. There is a further report which I ask the Clerk to 
read, and which will explain the necessity. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In support of the resolution we offer the following statement of facts: 

By the provisions of the thirty-fourth section of the eleventh rule of the House 
of Gisasnontatives the mittee on nditures in the Interior Department 
is charged with the duty of examining the accounts and expenditures of that 
a of pe alas enon = Weert keeping the a ih correct- 
ness of such expenditures, their conformity with a priation laws, proper 
application of public moneys, the security of hay GARANE against unjust 
and extravagant demands, chment, the enforcement of the Bet boy of 
moneys due tothe United States, the economy and accountability of public ofi- 
cers, the abolishment of useless offices, the reduction or increase of the pay of 
o! and further provides that all these subjects shall be within the juris- 
diction of said committee, 
of the H geysers jedan ae resus thecsdotaon adie aon 
of the House can y t witho e aid of a com t 
whose entire time and services should be at the command of the committee. 

In addition to yaaa eai duties assigned by law to this committee, nad 
committee find that os duties have been assigned it by order of the 
House, which will necessarily require a considerable amount of clerical labor. 
and which can not be erly disuimrged without it, A recent resolution of 
the House has it to make an investigation of the manner in which an 
important public work on the Hot Springs reservation is being conducted, with 
a view to ascertain its durability, its conformity to the requirements of law, and 
He pronapia effect upon the health of the town of Hot Springs; and, also, 

a view of ascertaining whether or not the money appropriate by the Govern- 
ment for the construction of said work has been prope y expended. This in- 
vestigation, if properly made, will volve an examination of a 
number of coni uire 


tracts, pls ons, and accounts, which will 
and clerical labor than any member of a committee could wi 


more Aaya: de- 
vote be 

Your committee also find that the Secretary of the Interior has directed a let- 
ter to this committee calling attention to the manner of public mone: 


disbursing 

to various institutions under the care of and supported by the Government, an: 
suggesting that the same be examined with a view to greater economy and effi- 
peas gid in its Ss This would also, if entered upon, require the services 
a a cler 3 

In view of the facts above stated your committee 
that the resolution be ado; by the House, vith an amendment fixing the 
pA nsation of the cler] erein provided for at six dollars per day during the 

ons of Congress. 
All of which is respectfully submitted. 


The SPEAKER., The question is upon the adoption of the substi- 
tute reported by the committee for the resolution referred to them. 
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The substitute was agreed to; and the resolution as amended was 
adopted. 

Mr. DOCKERY moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. SLOCUM. I call for the regular order. 


_ Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I desire to submit a privileged resolu- 


tion. 
The SPEAKER. Isit of a public or a private nature? 
APPROPRIATION FOR DESTITUTE INDIANS. 


Mr. ELLIS. I rise to a privileged question. The Senate have de- 
sired a conference on the di votes of the two Houses on the 
joint resolution (H. Res. 121) appropriating $50,000 for the support of 
certain destitute Indians. 

The SPEAKER. That is such a matter of privilege as the Chair 
thinks ought to be entertained even after a call for the regular order on 
Friday, relating as it does to a communication from the Senate concern- 
ing a conference upon amendments to an appropriation bill. 

Mr. ELLIS. I move that the House insist on its disagreement to the 
Senate amendment to the joint resolution and agree to the conference 
asked by the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to: 

The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints as conferees on the part of the 
House the gentleman from Louisiana, Mr. ELLIS, the gentleman from 
Indiana, Mr. HOLMAN, and the gentleman from Kansas, Mr. RYAN. 

COMMITTEE ON ELECTIONS. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. The privileged matter to which I desire 
to call the attention of the Chair and the House is a resolution that the 
Committee on Elections have leave of the House to sit during the ses- 
sions of the House. ` 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, if there be no objection, will entertain 
that resolution. The resolution submitted by the gentleman from 


Georgia will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Elections and subcommittees of said com- 
mittee have leave to sit during the sessions of the House. 

The resolution was adopted. 

‘ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker-—— 
Mr. BAYNE. I call for the order. 


The SPEAKER. This being Friday, the regular order is the call of 
committees for reports of cea nature. 

Mr. BAYNE. I move the morning hour be di with. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I er i EA EE, to have 
printed some extra copies of the report of the Committee on Pensions, 
report 115, as the supply isexhausted. Iask the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania to yield for that p 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is insisted on by other gentle- 
men, and unless that is withdrawn the Chair can not entertain these 
requests. 7 

The question being taken on Mr. BAYNE’s motion to dispense with 
the morning hour, there were—ayes 146, noes 11. 

So (two-thirds having voted in the affirmative) the morning hour was. 
dispensed with. 

Mr. SLOCUM. I move that the House now go into Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar to consider the bill for the 
relief of Fitz-John Porter. And I further move that after two hours. 
and forty-five minutes from the commencement of the consideration of 
that bill in the committee general debate be closed. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the question. The gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. SLocum] moves that the House now re- 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar 
for the further consideration of the bill for the relief of Fitz-John Por- 
ter; and pending that motion the gentleman moves that at the expira- 
tion of two hours and forty-five minutes from the time the considera- 
tion of that bill shall be commenced general debate shall close. 

Mr. STEELE. There areseveral gentlemen on the list to speak upon. 
that bill. They have prepared speeches, hoping that they may be heard. 
I trust that gentlemen on the other side will not undertake to cut off 
debate to-day. Letus have all of to-day for general debate. The gen- 
tleman from Maine, Mr. BovTe te, is to and should 
have an opportunity to be heard. It was the understanding that he 
should be given time to speak upon this bill. I trust that gentlemen 
on the other side will not take advantage of numbers to cut off debate 
to-day. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. I do not believe that any other private bill that 
ever came up before the House has had the full and free debate which 
this bill has had. It has been discussed in all its and in every 
particular. I would say to my friend from Indiana [ Mr. STEELE] that 
if the general debate is allowed to run for to-day and to-morrow, and 
even to continue afterward, at the end of the time fixed for closing 
general debate there will be gentlemen who will want to speak. 


800 


I can say this with more freedom because I myself bad intended to 
speak on this bill. 
ported it, and one of the first whose names were upon the list of the 
chairman of the Committee of the Whole. But I gave up my time in 
order that the Private Calendar might not be blocked for the entire 
session. From what I know of the temper of the House I think that 
the debate ought to close at the time mentioned by the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Stocum]. Members will then have an opportunity to 
debate under the five-minute rule, and no doubt those gentlemen who 
may not have time to speak will be allowed to print their speeches in 
the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. This question is not debatable, but the Chair in- 
dulges members now in order to ascertain if some understanding can 
not be arrived at. 

Mr. REED. I would suggest to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Stocum] to make the time forgeneral debate three hours and forty-five 
minutes. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND (to Mr. Stocum). Do that. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. And have it understood that the previous ques- 
tion will be considered as ordered at the end of that time. 

Mr. REED. We are willing that general debate shall close in three 
hours and forty-five minutes. I think the situation is such that at least 
that much should be allowed. Members have had their names on the 
list of those desiring to speak for a great number of days. I think if 
that is done it would be satisfactory to every one. 

Mr. SLOCUM. I will adopt the suggestion of the gentleman. 

Mr. STEELE. The debate then to proceed under the five-minute 
rule. 

Mr. COX, of New York. You cannot get rid of that. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. That will be a matter for the Committee of the 
Whole. i ; 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. SLocum] accepts the suggestion of the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. REED], that there be three hours and forty-five minutes’ 
general debate upon the bill now pending in Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar. If there is no objection, that order will be 
made. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The motion of Mr. SLocum that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calender was then to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
(Mr. SPRINGER in the chair). 3 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole, 
and resumes the consideration of the bill (H. R. 1015) for the relief of 
Fitz-John Porter. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WoLrFoRD] is 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. RANDALL. Before the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WoL- 
FORD] proceeds, I will ask him to yield, that the House may accede to 
the request of the Senate for a committee of conference. 

Mr. WOLFORD. Not to be taken out of my time. 

Mr. RANDALL. Certainly not.. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection the committee will rise 
informally for the p: indicated by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. RANDALL i 

There was no objection. 

The committee rose informally; and the Speaker resumed the chair. 


GREELY RELIEF EXPEDITION. 


Mr. RANDALL. I ask consent of the House that the message from 
the Senate in relation to the joint resolution making an appropriation 
for the relief of the Greely expedition be taken from the Speaker’s 
table for consideration at this time. $ 

The SPEAKER. The resolution of the Senate will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Senate to the report of the committee of confer- 
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the Sen- 
ate to the joint resolution of the House 119 making an appropriationfor the re- 

w 


lief of Lieut. A. W. Greely and his party, com: hat isknown as the Lady 
in Bay expedition to the Arctic regions; and that the further in- 
sist upon its amendments to the said joint resolution disagreed to by the House 
of Repi tatives, and ask a further conference with the House on the disa- 
greeing votes of the two Houses n. 
Ordered, That Mr. HALE, Mr. SHERMAN, and Mr. SAULSBURY be the conferees 
on the part of the 


Mr. RANDALL. I move that the House adhere to its disagreement 
to the amendanents of the Senate, and agree to the further conference 
asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

The motion was to. 

The Speaker announced as the conferees on the part of the House 
Mr. RANDALL, Mr. HUTCHINS, and Mr. CALKINS. 

The SPEAKER. The Committee of the Whole will now resume its 
session. } 

FITZ-JOHN PORTER. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar (Mr. SPRINGER in the chair). 

The CHAIRMAN. The House now resumes the consideration of 
the bill (H. R, 1015) for the relief of Fitz-John Porter. By order of 
the House all debate upon this bill has been limited to three 
hours and forty-five minutes. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
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WOLFORD] is entitled to the floor for forty-two minutes remaining’ of 
ur, 


I was one of the members of the committee that re- | his ho 


Mr. WOLFORD addressed the committee. [See Appendix. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. THOMPSON! I ask that the time of my colleague be extended. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to state that the time for gen- 
eral debate has been limited by order of the House, and the Chair has 
already allotted the time. An extension could not be made unless the 
committee should rise so as to obtain an order of the House. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I ask that additional time be allowed my col- 
league, by unanimous consent, not to come out of the time which has 
been fixed by the Honse, 

The CHAIRMAN. It must come out of the time of other gentle- 
men, because the time for general debate has been limited. 

Mr. WOLFORD. I can soon get through. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I hope the gentleman will have addi- 
tional time. 

The CHAIRMAN. It can not be granted unless it comes out of the 
time of other gentlemen. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Can not my colleague’s time be extended by 
unanimous consent? Every other gentleman who has spoken on this ~ 
bill has had his time extended if he desired it. 

The CHAIRMAN. That may be true; but the House has made an 
order limiting the time for debate, and the Chair must enforce that 
order. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. We can rescind that order by unanimous con- 
sent. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Committeeof the Whole can not set aside an 
order of the House as to the limitation of time. Unless the House 
should rescind its order the Chair will insist that every member oc- 
cupying the floor shall be confined to the time prescribed by the rules. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I ask that my colleague be allowed to print the 
remainder of his remarks, 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the gentleman from 
Kentucky will be allowed to extend his remarks in the RECORD. 

Mr. WOLFORD. There was an argument that I wanted to make, 
and to reply as a personal privilege to a question propounded to me by 
my distinguished friend and colleague [Mr. WHITE]. I hope to have 
the privilege of printing that, too. [Cries of “Yes!” “Yes!”] 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. WHITE. I have no objection to that, provided the gentleman 
he print also what he said in the city of Lexington on the day re- 

erred to, à 

Mr. WOLFORD. That is exactly what I propose to do. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair put the request ‘that the gentleman 
be allowed to extend his remarksin the RECORD, and heard no objection. 

Mr. CALKINS. Mr. Chairman, it has been said to me several times 
since this bill has been pending that it is unnecessary for those opposed 
to Fitz-John Porter’s restoration to the Army to make any further oppo- 
sition to the bill, because ‘It is going to pass,’’_I know that. Iun- 
derstand perfectly well that this bill will pass. I understand perfectly 
well that the leaf turned down twenty-two years ago in the book of his- 
tory is to be opened, and the action then taken is to be reversed. But 
those of us who are opposed to this action will not adopt the means which 
we believe Fitz-John Porter used on the memorable 27th and 29th of 
August, 1862, and refuse to fire a shotattheenemy. On the contrary, 
we will adopt as our example the gallant conduct of the brave sailors 
and marines on board the ship Cumberland, who, when she was swept 
fore and aft, shot through and through, and was sinking to the bottom 
of the sea, fired their guns at the enemy and then mounted the yard- 
arms, and as she went down gave three cheers for their country and 
their flag. [Applause. ] 

You may reverse history, you may undo what was done then, and 
you may call that a vindication. But I deny it. More than four mill- 
ions of the voters of this country will deny it. 

I admit there is a condition of affairs now that may make it-possible, 
nay, probable, for you to pass this bill all the way through. If there 
is such a condition of affairs I shall appeal from that action to our su- 
periors, the people; and when you hear from them, you and I alike 
must bow to their decision. 

An old rule of law is, that if you are to try a case asa judge or juror 
you must place yourself in the condition of the person being tried, so 
near as may be, at the time the centroversy occurred, and look at the 
circumstances from that standpoint. A man in T or China can 
not be tried according to the common law, but according to the Jaws of 
those countries. You can not try this case twenty-two years after it 
happened unless you surround yourselves with the precise condition of 
things which existed then. That is the first thing for every member of 
this House to do—not to try it from the standpoint we occupy now, 
but from the standpoint that was occupied then; and haying placed our- 
selves in that situation, we are competent to award a verdict. 

And" this, Mr. Chairman, leads me to speak for a moment to the 
Schofield board. i 

Mr. BAYNE. That leads you to the main trial. : 

Mr. C I will come to that soon enough for my friend's ben- 
efit. There has not been an advocate nor an apologist for Fitz-John 
Porter on this floor who has not planted himself on the award or find- 
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ing made by the Schofield board. Without it they have no basis upon 
which to stand—not even General Grant’s letter, because that was 
written after the Schofield board had reported and is based on it. 

What was the Schofield board? I ap to you, each one of you, 
on both sides, to answer, what was that Schofield board? Every gen- 
tleman on this floor admits it was organized without authority of law. 
It was organized by an arbitrary act of the President; and when organ- 
ized it had no power to subpeena witnesses or administer oaths. Every 
man who made his statement before that board could have willfully 
falsified any fact and would have been answerable to no tribunal and 
committed no offense in law. And this board, so constituted without 
authority of law, extrajudicial, made a finding, and upon that finding 
you plant your arguments to overthrow the verdict and judgment of a 
constitutional court, organized under the forms of law, amenable to the 
oath of office, and answerable under the severest penalties for violations 
of duty. i 

tron illustrate. Recently the Supreme Court of the United States 
decided the civil rights law to be unconstitutional. There can be found 
three eminent lawyers in the United States who entirely disagree with 
the Supreme Court in its decision. Now, suppose the President of the 
United States should select, without law and without authority, three 
lawyers to sit and deliberate on this decision and render an award, and 
having done so adversely to that decision we should bring it in here 
and seriously predicate an argument on such a finding as that against 
the decision of the Supreme Court of the United States and the court 
itself, what would you gentlemen who favor Fitz-John Porter do? 
Why, you would tear it into shreds and throw it in our teeth, as you 
would have a right to do; and 7e the only basis you have to stand 
upon is a decision as void and of as little effect as a decision of that 
kind would be. 

But you state that General Grant has written a letter, and that he 
has acquitted General Porter. And the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. SLocum] has seemed utterly dazed that any gentleman on this 
side of the House should dare disagree with General Grant. He went 
further, and declared on the floor that there were not to exceed ten 
men in the entire House who could ever be competent to try and de- 
termine the questions here involved. I suppose my friend included 
himself in the ten. 

I admit General Grant has written both the letter referred to by my 
friend: from Michigan [Mr. CurcHEON] and the letter published in 
the North American Review, from both of which, and from each of 
which, a glance will tell you that his decision, if I correctly understand 
him, was based on a misapprehension of the facts. 

I think more of General Grant than any of Fitz-John Porter’s friends 
do. I commenced my services in the Army in a humble way under 
him. He had then just been promoted to a brigadier-general. Some 

tlemen who I see here to-day were with me at that time.” “My un- 
erstanding has always been that General Grant’s soldiers obeyed his 
orders. When he ordered a disembarkation at Fort Henry the water 
was up to our waists, but we obeyed. When he ordered a ¢ upon 
Fort Donelson three days in succession against an abatis almost impass- 
able, I never saw a soldier in thatarmy refuse obedience. At Shiloh, on 
that bloody Sunday when twenty thousand men out of eighty thousand 
on both sides were placed hors de combat, I never saw a soldier that did 
not execute the orders of General Grant. And so, Mr. Chairman, from 
there to Arkansas Post and around to Champion Hills, at Vicksburg and 
Jackson, his soldiers obeyed his orders, and because they did obey and 
only for this reason he obtained the exalted position which he now oc- 
cupies in the world. [Applause.] O, brave commander, I honor you—I 
loveyou! But you have yielded inan evil day to thesocial influences, it 
may be, which surround you, or because you have been misled by 
Porter and his friends, and have said this man ought to go acquit. I 
beg to say to you none of your officers ever dared to disobey a like crder 
of yours. [Applause., ] 

Mr. ROSECRANS. May I ask the gentleman from Indiana a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. CALKINS. Not now, general; I will yield pretty soon to you 
for a question, 

In 1862 General Fitz-John Porter was a major-general of volunteers, 
and was in command of the Fifth Army Corps of the Army of the Po- 
tomac. His conduct, Mr. Chairman, had been gallant theretofore, and 
he had given evidence of devotion to his country which was equal to 
any man’s in the service. Iam glad to do him that act of justice to- 
day; and inasmuch as he was a trained soldier and knew his duty, and by 
so far as he was advanced beyond ordinary men in this particular calling 
is the standard he himself has erected by which he must be judged. 

Fitz-John Porter was tried and convicted before a court-martial and 
eashiered from the Army, the sentence being that he ‘‘ be cashiered, 
* * * and forever disqualified from holding any office of trust or 
honor under the Government of the United States.” He was charged 
with and convicted of the consecutive violation of three orders, as fol- 
lows: 

HEADQUARTERS ARMY QF VIRGINIA, BRISTOE STATION, 
August 27, 1862—6.30 p. m. 


GENERAL: The major-general commanding directs that you start before 1 
o'clock to-night and go forward with your whole corps, or suéh part of it as is 
with you, so as to be here at daylight to-morrow morning. 
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Hooker has hada very severe action with the enemy, with the lossof, aboutthree 
hundred killed and wounded. The enemy has been driven back, but is return- 
ing along the railroad. We must drive him from Manassas and clear the country 
between that place and Gainesville, where General McDowell is. If Morell has 
joined you, send word for him to push forward immediately. Also send word 
o Banks to hurry forward with all speed to take your place at Warrenton 

unction. 

It is necessary on all accounts that you be here at daylight. I send an officer 
with this dispatch who will conduct you to this place, Be sure to send word to 
Banks, as he is on the road from Fayetteville, probably in the direction of Beale- 
ton. Say to Banks also that he had best run back the railroad trains to thisside 
of Cedar Run. If he is not with yo, write him to that effect, 

By command of Major-General Pope. 

GEO, D. RUGGLES, 


Colonel and Chief of Stap. 


P.S.—If Banks is not at Warrenton Junction, leave a regiment of infantry anc 
two pines of artillery as a guard until he comes up, with instructions to follov 
you immediately. Banks is at the junction, instruct Colonel Cleary to run 
the trains back to Cedar Run, and poma regiment and section of artillery with i 

By command of Major-General Pope. 

GEO, D. RUGGLES, 


Colonel and Chief of Staff. 
Maj. Gen. F. J. Porter, Warrenton Junction, 


This order was received by Porter at 9.30 in the evening, and was 
disobeyed by him. Instead of moving at 1 o’clock as ordered, he did 
not leave until 3, which brought him to Bristoe a few minutes after 10 
the next day, instead of at daylight, as General Pope expected. 

The distance between Bristoe and Warrenton Junction is about nine 
miles. 

The next order was as follows: 


HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF VIRGINIA, 
Centreville, August 29, 1862. 
Generals MCDOWELL and PORTER : 

You will please move forward with your joint commands toward Gainesville, 
I sent General Porter orders to that effect an hour and a half ago. 

Heintzelman, Sigel, and Reno are moving on the Warrenton turnpike, and 
are now not far from Gainesville. 

I desire that as soon as communication is established between this place and 

our own, the whole command shall halt. It may be necessary to fall back be- 
ind Bull Run, at Centreville; I presume it will be, also, on account of our sup- 
lies, Ihave sent no orders of any description to Ricketts, and none to interfere 
n any way with the movements of General McDowell's troops, except what I 
sent by rap heart Saan Y which were to hold his position on the Warrenton pike 
until the troops from here should fall on the enemy’s flank and rear. 

I do not know even Ricketts’s position, as I have not been able to find where 
General McDowell was until a late hour this rearing N General McDowell will 
take immediate steps to communicate with General Ricketts, and instruct him 
to join all the divisions of his corps as soon as practicable. 

f any considerable advantages are to be gained og plete from this order 
it will not be strictly carried out. Onething must be held in view, that the troops 
must occupy a position from which they can reach Bull Run to-night or to-mor- 
row morning. The indications are that the whole force of the enemy are mov- 
ing in ag direction at a pace that will bring them here by to-morrow night or 
the next day. 

My headquarters for the present will be with Heintzelman's corps or at this 


place. 
JOHN POPE, 
eal Major-General Commanding. 
Porter at this time was at Manassas. 
The third order was as follows: 
HEADQUARTERS IN THE FIELD, 
August 29, 1862—4.30 p. m. 
Major-General Porter: Your line of march brings you in on the enemy's right 
flank, I desire you to push forward into action at once on the enemy’s flank, 
and if possible on his rear, keeping your right in communication with Gen- 
eral Reynolds. The enemy is m: in the woods in front of us, but can be 
shelled out as soon as = engage his flank. Keep heavy reserves and use your 
Lo 


batteries, repni: wel he right all the time, Incase you are o ged 
to fall back, do so to your right and rear, so as to keep you in close communica- 
tion with the right wing. 
JOHN POPE, 
Major-General Commanding. 


These orders were all issued within the short space of forty-eight hours, 
and the disobedience of each occurred within thattime. Such was the 
finding of the court-martial that tried General Porter and passed sen- 
tence of dismissal upon him. 


THE ARMY OF THE POTOMAC. 


When the Army of the Potomac was organized, and while General 
McClellan was in command of it, it was handled with that cautior 
and care which a general may properly adopt for a defensive army. I 
am not here to cast any aspersions upon General McClellan, but simply 
to assert a truth which no persons know better than the gentlemen who 
confronted him at that time. They, of all men in the army, are able 
to speak with reference to his caution. One instance is proven by the 
fact that after the confederates had evacuated Manassas it was found 
they had kept McClellan for a long time looking into the ends of 
‘‘ Quaker guns” after having removed their artillery from the frown- 
ing earthworks they had there erected. I will not detract one iota from 
his record. But he had a degree of caution which amounted almost 
to absolute inaction, and he managed the Army of the Potomac in that 
way until that trite saying ‘‘All quiet along the Potomac” became a 
by-word throughout the whole country. $ 

General Porter was General McClellan’s friend. He was his boon com- 
panion. Heleaneduponhim. He breathed the same atmosphere, and 
argued from the same standpoint. 

Now, I want to read some of the most remarkable history that ever 
took place in the shape of correspondence between the Commander-in- 
Chief of the Army and Navy and its commanding general. It is well 
known-hat the Army of the Potomac was transferred to the Peninsula. 
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and after the seven days’ fight it took shelter at Harrison’s Landing 
under the pretection of our iron-clad fleet. At Harrison’s Landing 
General McClellan chang to the idea of proceeding to Richmond with 
the energy of despair, and when he was ordered by General Halleck to 
bring his army back to succor Pope and throw it between Washington 
and therebel army, which was then marching upon this city, heanswered, 
in a spirit of insubordination, as follows: 

If I save this army now, I tell you plainly that I owe no thanks to you nor to 
any other person in Washington. * * * 

‘ou have done your best to sacrifice this army. 

On July 12 his telegram to the President shows that he was fearful 
of being removed from the command of the army. 

Halleck issued the order for the withdrawal of his army from Harri- 
son’s Landingon August 3. It was repeated A 4, with directions 
to use ‘‘all possible dispatch.” On August 9 eck informed him 
that the enemy was massing to crush Pope, and his (McClellan’s) “ de- 
lay is not satisfactory,” and that he must move ‘‘ with all possible 
celerity.’’ 

On August 10 Halleck telegraphs him that the enemy is again fight- 


ing Pope, and “there must be no further delay in your movements. |- 


Much has already occurred which is entirely unexpected and must be 
satisfactorily explained.” 

To this dispatch McClellan answered that he had not sufficient trans- 
portation. August 12 Halleck replied— 

Nearly every steam vessel in the country is now under your control. * * * 
In addition to the steamers there is a large fleet of sailing vessels which could 
be used as rts, 

August 14 Halleck telegraphs him as follows: 
scp and Pope are hard pushed and require aid as rapidly as you can 


The first of McClellan’s troops to reach Pope did ‘so on the 23d of 
August, and only twenty thousand out of ninety thousand of the Army 
of the Potomac ever reached him in time for action. From the 3d of 
August to the 23d wasa lapse of twenty days. Fivedaysat the outside 
was all that was to be consumed by McClellan to re-enforce 
Po) McClellan left Fortress Monroe on the evening óf August 23 
and arrived at Aquia Creek on the morning of the 24th, and reported 
to Halleck for further orders. . 

Pope had been fighting the enemy for two weeks; the engagement of 
Cedar Mountain was fought August 9. From that time on until Sep- 
tember 1 there was a succession of battles, including those of the Rap- 
pahannock, Thoroughfare Gap, and Manassas Plains—all memorable 
events. Pope was slowly retiring to Washington. 

Mr. Lincoln and the Secretary of War were fearful that Pope’s army 
would be crushed and the national capital fall into the hands of the 
enemy. 

I may stop to remark that at this time the Army of the Potomac was 
under the protection of our gunboats at Harrison’s Landing. A provis- 
ional army had been gathered up and General Pope had been brought 
from the West, much ra his will, and put in command of it. It 
was called the Army of Virginia. It consisted ofabout thirty thousand 
men, Now mark, while Halleck wastelegraphing to McClellan to push 
forward to help Popeand to come to the preservation of Washington, here 
was what he was saying to Pope. On the 17th of August Halleck says: 

Maintain a bold front and all will soon be well. 

Again on the same day he telegraphs Pope that the ‘“‘Army of the 
Potomac is marching to your rescue.” On August 18 he says in an- 
other dispatch: 

Stand firmon the line of the Rappahannock until I can help you. Fighthard 
and aid will soon come. 

On the 21st he says: 

A large force will be in to-morrow. 
On the same day in another dispatch he says: 


Hold every inch of ground, and fight like the devil until we can re-enforce you. 
Forty-eight hours more and we can make you strong enough. Do not yield an 


inch if you can help it. 

Now examine the dispatches sent by Halleck to McClellan. 

Reynolds’s division of twenty-five hundred men joined ea August 
23, Heintzelman’s corps on the 26th, and Porter reported for duty to 
Pope on the 27th. All these were under way to report to Pope before 
McClellan arrived at Aquia Creek. The next re-entorcements from the 
army, under Franklin and’ Sumner, joined Pope at Centreville Sep- 
tember 1, after the struggle was over. 

On the morning of the 27th of August Halleck telegraphs McClellan: 

Pope reports a general battle imminent. Franklin’s corps should move out 
by forced marches, 

At this time General McClellan had landed at Aquia Creek, onthe 
Rappahannock, and this was the first order that McClellan got from 
Halleck informing him of the battle. 

McClellan replied on the same day that he had ordered Franklin to 
‘í prepare to march.” On the same day Halleck repeats the order, 
“ Franklin should march as soon as possible.” These were sent before 


10 0’clock in the morning. On August 28, at 4o’clock p. m., McClellan 
answers as follows: 

Franklin is with me, but will not be in condition to move before to-morrow 
morning. . 


On the 27th Stonewall Jackson had struck Manassas and had burnec 
immense stores. y 
On the 28th, after this occurrence, Halleck telegraphs to Franklin 
directly and orders him to ‘‘ move to Manassas.” 
McClellan answers this telegram, saying: A 
AE moment Franklin can be spared with a reasonable amount of artillery he 
go. 


At 3.30 the same day Halleck telegraphs: 
Nota moment must be lost in pushing as large force as possible towards Ma- 
nassas, so as to connect with Pope before the enemy is re-enforced. 
McClellan answers within a few minutes, saying: 
tae Franklin's nor Sumner’s corps is in condition to move and fight a 
e. 
i aoai now became angry, and telegraphed at 8.40 P m, of August 


There must be no further delay in moving Franklin’s corps to Manassas, 
They must go to-morrow morning, ready or not ready. If we delay too long to 
get ready there will be no necessity to go at all, for Pope will either be defeated 
or victorious without our aid. 

Í can imagine I see the grim old soldier, after he has been for two days 
ordering the troops out to succor Pope, when he indites that telegram. 

Two whole days had now been lost. On the 29th, at 10.30 a. m., 
McClellan informed Halleck that— 
Franklin’s corps is now in motion. 


But he adds: 
I should not have moved him but for your pressing orders of last night. 
On the 27th McClellan had telegraphed Halleck; 

I learn that heavy firing has been heard this morning at Centreville. 


Napoleon’s maxim for a soldier was ‘‘March to the sound of can- 
non.” 

This dispatch of the 26th, at 10.30 a. m., says: 

Franklin’s corps is now in motion. 

Already forty-eight hours had elapsed since the roar of the cannon 
had been heard and the battle had been reported to McClellan. 
_ Two days of cannonading had not stirred McClellan from his moor- 
ings. 
Returning to the 28th of August, McClellan asked Halleck: 
Do you wish this movement of Franklin's corps continued ? 


Now, mark you, they had marched six miles in two days in the direc- 
tion of the fight. After two days McClellan telegraphed: 
Shall this movement continue in the direction of the fight? 


Says another dispatch sent by McClellan a few moments after that I 
have just read: 

Franklin has near between eleven and twelve thousand men ready for duty, 
How far do you wish this body to advance? i 

Halleck replied: ; 

I want Franklin’s corps to go far enough to find out something about the 
enemy. * * * Our ple must move more actively and find where the 
enemy is. Iam tired of guesses. 

These various dispatches brought the following celebrated dispatch 
from McClellan. At 3.30 o’clock on the 29th he telegraphed to Hal- 
leck: 

I am clear that one of two courses must be adopted: First, to concentrate all 
our available forces and open communication with Pope; and second, to leave 
pee get out of his scrape, &e., at once using all our means to make the capi- 
tal $ 

At 6 p. m. on the 29th of August Franklin’s corps left Alexandria, 
marched six miles, and bivouacked. Halleck heard of it and tele- 
graphed: 

This is contrary to my orders. Investigate and report the fact of this diso- 
bedience. That corps must push forward as directed, 

McClellan immediately answers and assumes the responsibility of 
Franklin’s non-action. At the end of three days Franklin, under Mc- 
Clellan’s orders, had been able to get six miles in the direction of the 
enemy. On the 30th Halleck’s patience was worn out and he tele- 
graphed to McClellan: 

I am by no means satisfied with Franklin's march of yesterday, Considering 
the circumstances of the case he was wrong in stopping at Annandale. 

To this McClellan responds and asks where he shall send the troops. 

I can imagine the feelings of General Halleck when he received this 
dispatch. He then telegraphed back to McClellan immediately that 
Franklin’s march had not been satisfactory, and he says tg him, “I 
want you to send Franklin where the fighting is.’ He did not do it, 
though. Neither Franklin nor Sumner ever reached Pope until the 
1st day of September, and then it was too late to participate in the en- 
gagements which had already resulted in a reverse to our arms. 

My next position is that the dispatches passing between Porter and 
Burnside, Porter and McClellan, Porter and Pope, Porter and his divis- 
ion commanders were precisely in line, all breathing the same spirit 
which was breathed in these dispatches between McClellan and the 
War Department. They were loyal to McClellan, but disloyal to Gen- 
eral Pope’s authority, accompanied by sneers and taunts, which show 
the animus of Porter and his utter forgetfulness of soldierly qualities 
which all subordinates are bound to show to their superiors, 
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On the 23d of August Porter was ordered to report to Pope for 
by orders direct from General Halleck. 

On the 25th he writes to Burnside, saying: 

I do not like to act on uncertain data furnished by Halleck, as I know he is 
misinformed as to the location of some of the corps mentioned in some of his 
dispatches. 

And closes this remarkable communication by this inquiry: 

Does McClellan approve? 

On the 27th he writes as follows to Burnside: 

Isent you the last order, which indicates the future as well as the present. 
Wagons are rolling along to the rear rapidly, as if a mighty power was propell- 
ing them. Isee no cause for alarm, though this order may cause it. We are 
marching now to get behind Bull Run, and I presume 1 be there in a few 
days if strategy don't use us up. The strategy is magnificent, and tactics in in- 
verse proportion. 

Again he says: . 

The enemy have a contempt for this Army of Virginia: I wish myself away 
from it, with our old Army of the Potomac, and so do all of our companions. Í 
was informed to-day, by the best authority, that in opposition to General Pope's 
views this army was pushed out to save the Army of the Potomac, an army 
that could take the best care of itself. * * * Most of this isprivate; butif you 
ean get me away, please do so. 

In another dispatch of the same day he says: 

Inform McClellan, that I may know that I am doing right. 

On the 28th he says: 

All that talk about taking Jackson, &c., was bosh. * è è The story of Me- 
Dowell having cut off Longstrect was without foundation. I expect the next 
thing will be a raid on our rear by Longstreet, who was “eut off.” 

August 28, 9.30 a. m., he says: 

I pore forthe best, and my lucky staris always upabout my birthday, the 31st, 
and I hope Mac’sis up also. You will hear from us now by way of Alexandria. 
On the 29th of August, at 6 a. m., Porter says: 


Heintzelman and Keno are at Centreville, where they marched yesterday, and 
Pope went to Centreville with the last two as a body-guard, at the time not 
knowing where was the army, and when Sigel was fighting within eight miles 
of the army, within sight. Comment is unn . © * & I hope Macis 
working and will soon get us out of this. It would seem from purported state- 
ments of the enemy that he was wandering around lost, and I expect they know 
what they are doing, which is more than any one here or any place else knows. 


Thus he speaks in the most contemptuous way of General Pope, and 
has nothing for him but sneers. About the same time McClellan sends 
this dispatch to Halleck : 

have no confidence in the dispositions mad: them. To speak 
— iy, and the occasion requires it, there ptis ; aoa total aoan ce of 
rains. 

Both McClellan and Porter breathe the same spirit in their dispatches, 
and the former spends three whole days within six miles of Alexan- 
dria knowing that a battle is imminent, and the other, with the sound 
of cannon in his ears, lies quietly by for many hours without taking 
his troops into action. 

I come now directly to the order of the 27th day of August, 1862. 
Fitz-John Porter was tried for a violation of three orders: of one known 
as the order of the 27th of August; of another known as the joint 
order of the 29th to McDowell and Porter, and of another known as 
the 4.30 order of the 29th of Angust. 

I will not spend much time on these orders, because every gentleman 
who has preceded me has discussed them fully. I may state that the 
order of the 27th of August was in substance that General Porter, who 
then lay at Warrenton, should march at 1 o’clock that night, so as to 
aby Bristoe Station by daylight the next morning, the morning of the 

General Porter admits that he violated this order, and pleads in con- 
fession and avoidance, He says, in effect, “I did violate that order; I 
did not start until 3 o'clock, or two hours after I was ordered to move.” 
And in another place in the record he says he did not start until 4 
o'clock or daybreak; but he says: 

It was impossible for me to go, first, becanse the night was dark; 
second, because the roads were blocked up with wagons; and third, it 
was not very material whether I went at all, because Jackson did not 
attack Pope as was expected the next morning, and no harm came of 
my not obeying the order. 

I will not stop long to discuss with any soldier on this floor the excuse 
given that the night was so dark as to prevent a march; I will not argue 
whether that should be considered an excuse for preventing a march in 
the face of positive orders. Nor am I going to linger on the question 
of the blockading of the roads by wagons. 

General Rosecrans once ordered Gereral J. F. Miller to takea brigade 
of a few thousand men and advance one night when it was as black as 
darkness could make it and hold Bragg’s entire army in check till the 
Army of the Cumberland could be put in position. It is a matter of 
history that General Miller obeyed orders. The difference between 
the two is striking. 

In looking over the Congressional Directory I find that there are forty- 
seven gentlemen on this side of the House who have been willing to 
write themselves down as having borne some lot or part in the recent 
war for the preservation of the Union. I notice that on the other side 
of the House there are seventeen gentlemen who were willing te write 
themselves down in the Congressional Directory as having borne some 
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lot or part in the effort to preserve this Union. That makes altogether 
sixty-four who wore the blue during the recent war now in this Cham- 
ber. 

I notice at the same time that there are rising sixty gentlemen, all 
on the other side of this Chamber, who are willing to admit and write 
themselves down as having borne some lot or part on the other side ot 
that controversy. I only mention this fact to show that when we talk 
to soldiers about an excuse for violating an order, all of them haye 
some personal knowledge concerning such matters. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. LYMAN] says that he ad- 
mits a violation of the order took place, but he thinks the court-martial 
was too severe. In his judgment a reprimand would have been sufi- 
cient; he thinks that General Pope or the court-martial should have 
scolded Porter. , That is just about what the court-martial did do. 
They said to Porter, in the language of Shakspeare, ‘‘ Never more be 
officer of mine.” 

My idea about the duty of a soldier is quite different from that of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts. I notice from a report that just 
sixty days prior to this order to General Porter, when the First Brigade 
of the Fifth Corps Was ordered by McClellan to succor Shields—mark 
you, one of the same divisions of this same corps—it marched thirty-six 
miles in ten hours and got into a fight promptly. When the order 
was received from one man this division of this corps could march many 
miles for the purpose of succoring a Union general and his troops. But 
on this night, the 27th of August, when General Porter was ordered to 
march eight or eight and a half miles by General Pope, the road had 
become so bad, the troops had become so tired, and the wagons so 
blocked up the roads that it was impossible for General Porter to march 
to the succor of Pope! 

I submit the following proof en the subject of the order of the 27th 
of August, 1862. The order was delivered to him at 9.30 o’clock by 
Capt. Drake De Kay. It was but a few moments before Porter an- 
nounced his decision in the premises; that is, that the night would 
certainly be dark, and that the wagons would certainly block up the 
road. He did not wait for the thing to happen, but decided that it 
would happen. 

Had he attempted to have made the march and failed it would have 
been a tenable ground for excuse, but to say that this thing would come 
to pass, and act upon it, should afford no excuse, though in fact the oc- 
currences as predicted did come to pass. The secure confidence exhib- 
ited in his report, after coming to this conclusion, is a remarkable fact 
in the history of the case. 

The fact is he treated the order with the utmost contempt, and never 
thought of obeying it. He simply said in hisown mind he would start 
when he thought it was the most convenient, and he acted accordingly. 
The magnificent strategy which he had before spoken of and the tactics 
in inverse proportion were ever before his mind. 

The urgency of this dispatch was apparent. Hooker had hada severe 
engagement. x 

It is necessary on all accounts that you should be here (Bristoe) at daylight. 
I send an officer with this dispatch who will conduct you to this place. 

There could be no greater emergency than this order described, yet 
Captain De Kay said to Porter when he delivered the orders: 

The last thing General Pope said to me on leaving Bristoe was, that I should 


remain with General Porter and guide the column to Bristoe Station, leaving 
Tigh o'clock, and that General Pope expected him certainly to be there by day- 
t. 


When De Kay delivered this order to General Porter, Generals Mo- 
rell, Butterfield, and Sykes were in Porter's tent. Referring to the 
order in their presence, he said, ‘‘ There is something for you to slee 
on.” Notone of these officers read the dispatch, and it is entirely evi- 
dent that they were not aware of the urgency of the occasion. 

Morell says he saw the order in Porter’s hand, but did not read it, 
nor did he hear it read, nor were its precise terms indicated to them, 
other than the order of starting. 

Sykes testifies: 

Q. Do you remember whether you were made acquainted with the — 
lan of the order, stating that by all means General Porter must beat 
toe ion by ar ty oe next morning? 

A. No, sir; I think not. I am satisfied that if its urgency had been made 
known to us we would have moved at the hour prescribed? - 

Butterfield’s testimony: 


Q. Did you see the order of the 27th from Pope or know anything about the 
of its terms? 
A. I did not. 

It was not difficult, therefore, for General Porter to obtain from these 
general officers advice suited to his purposes. They knew nothing of 
the urgency of the occasion, and, in general harmony with Porter's de- 
sire, readily assented to the proposition not to move until 3. Porter 
was the inspiring spirit of the occasion, and against him, and him alone, 
ean accusations of neglect and criminal disobedience be lodged. 

To an officer having the welfare of his country at heart the darkness 
of the night or the blocking up of the roads would have presented no 
barriers. General Longstreet found no barriers in the way when he 
pushed forward his command at night around Thoroughfare Gap so as 
to be on hand for battle next morning. 
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But it seems that what would impede General Porter’s progress 
would form no obstructions to General Longstreet. 

The following extracts from the reports made by rebel officers con- 
clusively prove what I here assert. As was said by one of them: 

During the whole night that General Porter thought it too dark to move they 
were wandering around loose over the very country that Porter was to move 
over, Onthatnight (the oir Jackson's whole army, after wee ourstores at 
oes moved off by the light of the flames and marched until day towards 

ey. 

General J. E. B. Stuart said that— 

On the night of the 27th, after destroying everything at Manassas, the army 
started for Stone Bridge, via Centreville. 

A. P. Hill says that— 

On the night of the 27th, about 12 o'clock, the depot building [at Manassas] 
with an immense amount of commissary stores and about two miles of loaded 
a aes, were burned, and about o'clock I moved my division to Centre- 
ville. 

It will be remembered this was the identical hour (1 o'clock) that 
Porter was ordered to and should have moved. The zeal of the two 
officers for the respective causes which they represented is here made 
apparent. 

Stonewall Jackson, in his report, says that— 


On the night of the 27th Taliaferro moved his division across to the Warren- 
ton and Alexandria turnpike, pursuing the road to Sudley Mills and crossing 
the turnpike in the vicinity of Groveton. 


Taliaferro reports it thus: 


At night Major-General Ewell, who had been fighting during the evening at 
Bristoe Station, crossed Muddy Run, by direction of Major-General Jackson. I 
moved my division, with the entire train, across the Warrenton and Alexandria 
turnpike, pursuing the old military road to Sudley Mills, and at daylight halted 
in the battlefield of the 1st of July, 1861. 


Col. B. T. Johnson, commanding the second brigade of Taliaferro’s 
division, reports it this way: f 
I left Manassas with my brigade about dark, reaching Warrenton road after 


i im and proceeded down this road, picketing it and holding it until day- 
t. 


J. K. Boswell, chief engineer of the Second Army Corps, reports 
that— 

During the night of the 27th the entire corps marched in the direction of Sud- 
ley Mills, and bivouacked between Catharpin and Sudley Mills, 

Colonel Walker, of the artillery, reports that— 

On the night of the 27th, at 12 o’clock, we took up our line of march at Cen- 
treville. 

This disposes of General Porter’s claim that the night was too dark 
for the troops to move. 

It will be hard to convince an enlightened people that, if the rebel 
army could move with such ease and safety as they did, General Porter 
could not move his men over identically the same ground. 

As to General Porter’s other defense, that the wagons blocked up his 
way, it can hardly betreated in a dignified manner. A lineof infantry 
are rarely ever in summer time, when the roads are perfectly good, se- 
riously impeded by wagons containing pork and beans, hard-tack, and 
such like provisions; but, on the contrary, are ever ready to welcome 
them, whether at night or by daylight. 

As to the further suggestion that the troops were fatigued and could 
go no farther, it deserves but a passing notice. Sykes’s men marched 
about twelve or fourteen miles that day; Morell’s men had marched 
about sixteen or twenty miles, but were in camp before sundown; But- 
terfield’s men had probably made but a short march, and it nowhere 
appears that they marched as far as either of the other two divisions. 

I come to the orders of the 29th of August; and at this point some 
description of the geography of the country ought to be made. I will 
give a brief statement of it, but will not ask my friend from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. LYMAN] to represent the rebel right or the rebel left, either 
for this day or for a passing moment. [Laughter.] 

Gainesville, Centreville, and Manassas are three angles of a triangle. 
I have the maps before me, and any pienen can verify the descrip- 
tion. Centreville is about north of Manassas; Gainesville is to the 
west of both, and the lines from Gainesville to Centreville and from 
Gainesville to Manassas are much longer than the line from Manassas 
to Centreville. The angle at Gainesville, therefore, is much more acute 
than either of the other two. From Gainesville to Centreville runs the 
Warrenton turnpike. From Manassas westwardly runs a road crossing 
the Warrenton turnpike at or near Gainesville. From Manassas to 
Gainesville also runs the Manassas Gap Railroad, continuing on through 
Thoroughfare Gap, It is a little to the north of west of Gainesville. 
From Manassas to Gainesville is about eight miles. 

There has been a controversy all the way through, there is a contro- 
versy now, as to the time when Porter received what is known as the 
daylight order and what is known as the order directing him to proceed 
to Gainesville (upon which he was not tried), and also the joint order 
to him and McDowell. But all agree—and I plant my argument upon 
this proposition, to which every gentleman assents—that General Porter 
had received the order before the head of his column arrived at Daw- 
kin’s Branch, which is three and one-half or four miles from Manassas 
in the direction of Gainesville, because he and McDowell conferred 
about the joint order when they had reached Dawkin’s Branch on the 
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road toward Gainesville. I now make a general summary of the tes- 
timony on this point, as follows: 

On the 29th of August Jackson’s army was drawn up in line of 
battle about north and south, his left nearly to the Warrenton pike 
and his front extended down that road, upon which there was sharp 
fighting. Sigel and Heintzelman had beey fighting in the morning be- 
tween Gainesville and Centreville, and Jackson came to a stand at 
Groveton, on the Warrenton pike, about eight miles from’ Centreville. 
Our forces had been much cut up and asked forre-enforcements. Pope 
replied that McDowell and Porter were en route from Manassas and 
would soon come up on the enemy’s right flank. 

THE ORDERS, 


Pope had sent an order to Porter on the morning of the 29th of 
August. This is known as the daylight order. That order was as 
follows: 

HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF VIRGINIA 
Centreville, Va., August 29, 1862. 

Push forward with your corps and King's division, which you will take with 
you, upon Gainesville, I will follow the enemy down the Warrenton pike, Be 
expeditious or we will lose much, 

JOHN POPE 
Major-General Commanding. 
To Maj. Gen. FITZ-JOHN PORTER. 


This order reached Porter while he was on his way to Manassas from 
Bristoe, about 9 o’clock in the morning. Sykes’s division was in the 
lead and passed on toward Centreville. The head of Morell’s division, 
on arriving at Manassas, took the Warrenton pike toward Gainesville, 
and this threw him in front. Sykes countermarched and fell into 
(line) column after Morell. Morell’s leading brigade was Griffin’s, 
and his leading regiment was Colonel Marshall’s—the Thirteenth New 
York—the Sixty-second Pennsylvania following. The column halted 
before it came to Dawkin’s Branch. This was between four and five 
miles from Manassas, in the direction of Gainesville. 

WHAT TIME DID THEY HALT AT THIS SPOT? 

The joint order which has been heretofore referred to, and upon which 
Porter was tried, had been received by him before this time. Morell 
says.they arrived at Dawkin’s Branch between 10 and 11 o'clock. 
Morell says: 

We had gone up the road to Gainesville perhaps about three miles when I 
meta countryman coming toward me. I stopped him and asked him the road 
to Gainesville, and also the news from the front. He said he had just come from 
Gainesville; that the enemy’s skirmishers were there to the number of about 
four hundred and their main body not far off. I then moved on up the road, and 
in a short time our skirmishers reported that they had discovered the enemy's 
skirmishers coming over. The column was then halted by General Porter, who 
was with me. 

He further states that his division reached this place about 10 or 11 
o’clock in the morning, and that they marched directly up from Ma- 
nassas Junction. General Porter then, at this time, was three miles 
from Manassas at or about 11 o’clock in the morning, and was but a 
shogt distance from our troops, who were confronting the enemy on the 
Warrenton pike. ‘ 

General Griffin makes the following statement: 

On the morning of the 29th we marched (page 161) from Bristoe Station to Ma- 
nassas Junction, my brigade leading the division. * è * We halted at Manas- 
sasabout halfan hour. I received ordersto counte: and proceeded in the 
direction of Gainesville. * * + Ihad marched about two miles, having passed 
King’s division on the road, when a countryman said, “ Look out! A trooper has 
been taken here, just in front a short distance.” I asked him what forces were 
infront. He , “ None excepta few mounted men.” I halted my own brigade 
and threw four companies of the Sixty-second Pennsylvania to nt, with 
instructions to move on about halfa mile, throwing out flankers to the side and 
skirmishers tothe front. Five miles from Manassas the skirmishers commenced 
firing upon the enemy's pickets. Atthis point General Porter rode up and halted 
the command., We left at9o’clock onthisroad. A battery was planted 
at this point, and the enemy’s battery soon opened upon it. 


This was Stuart’s battery. He commanded the cavalry. 

Captain Martin locates Porter at this point as early as 11 o'clock in 
the morning. Colonel Marshall, of the Fifteenth New York, threw his 
regiment out as skirmishers, and states that he did so about 1 o’clock, 
after two hours’ valuable time had been lost. Heaversthat they were 
in sight of General Pope’s army and the distance between them was 
quite short. 

Speaking of the re-enforcements that soon came through Thorough- 
fare Gap, Colonel Marshall says: 

tahoe a distinct army from that which General Pope's army were fighting 
with, 

He says further that at this time he could see General Pope’s left 
and the enemy’s right during the greater part of the time—about two 
miles off; probably more. 

General Porter had been at this point for one hour before the enemy 
was re-enforced by the troops from Gap, and he must have 
seen and known where General Pope's army was located. Colonel 
Marshall saw it, and if he could certainly Porter did. 

Here, then, was Porter, with ten thousand or twelve thousand choice 
troops, within plain sight of a battle in which Colonel Marshall says our 
troops were being worsted. He was in sight of it as early as 11 o’clock 
in the morning, and here he stopped. What was the order that had 
brought him to this point? 


Push forward upon Gainesville. Iam following the enemy down the Warren- 
ton turnpike. Be expeditious or we will lose much, 


1884. 


General Griffin (page 165) says that— 

On the 29th, in the evening, there were some very heavy volleys of musketry 
o% the right and front, say two miles, maybe not so much, maybe farther. 

Lieutenant Stevenson, of Marshall’s regiment, testifies directly to the 
same thing. Can there be any doubt that Porter might have gone to 
Pope’s assistance under these circumstances? This testimony, albeit, 
is taken from witnesses introduced by Porter himself in the court- 
martial trial. 

It is true that along in the afternoon, about 4 or 5 o’clock, Morell, 
Griffin, Marshall, and others insisted that there was a large rebel force 
in front of them which had just come down through Thoroughfare Gap. 
None of them claim that this force, supposed to be Longstreet’s, was 
there as early as 11 o’clock. Marshall says on arriving his skirmish- 
ers were fired upon by a ‘* body of dragoons,” as he styles them. Grif- 
- fin spoke of a countryman who said that a trooper had been taken in the 

front, and that there was nothing there except a few mounted men. 
Further on in his testimony he stated that the enemy commenced form- 
ing in Porter’s front between 2 and 3 o'clock. 

General Reynolds testifies that— 

On the 29th I was on the left of General Sigel’s command, engaged with the 
enemy, who was then wholly on the right of the Warrenton pike as we faced 
it. General Sigel was moving obliquely across the pike (page 170). I was on 
his extreme left, all our troops facing the enemy. Their right, toward sunset, had 
been extended across the pike, with fresh troops coming down the Warrenton 
turnpike, but up to 12 o'clock it was not across the pike, and I ed out im- 
mediately and back on their right with my division, but was obliged to change 
front to meet the enemy coming down the Warrenton pike. I was forming my 
troops parallel to the pike to admit the enemy’s right, which was on the other 
side of the pike, but was obliged to change from front to rear to face the troops 
coming down the pike. That was, I sup , AS late as 1 o'clock, and they con- 
tinued to come in then until they formed and extended across the turnpike. 

This testimony shows that no re-enforcements had come to the rebels 
until after 12 o’clock, and perhaps as lateas1. There could then have 
been nothing in front of Porter but the cavalry force of Stuart. More- 
over, Lieutenant Stevenson, who went across this broken country from 
our left to Porter’s front, is asked whether he encountered any enemy 
until he reached Colonel Marshall’s regiment, and he answered plainly, 

‘No, sir.” 

Mr. Chairman, there are certain controlling facts inevery case. What 
isthe controlling fact in relation to thisjointorder? Itis in the language 
of the order that Porter is commanded to establish communication be- 
tween himself and Reynolds. That is the controlling point. Com- 
munication was to be established; and then the order further describes 
where he is to go, and what is to be done. 

As a matter of fact, what was done? General Porter moved out to 
Dawkin’s Branch, three and a half or four miles distant, as I have said, 
and there he halted. „Itis in evidence, not denied by anybody, ad- 
mitted by all, that he arrived at this place not later than 11 o’clock in 
the morning. Longstreet was marching from the other direction, from 
Thoroughfare Gap, to connect with Jackson’s right. The distance that 
each of these armies had to travel was just about thesame. Now mark 
the significant fact that Porter was to re-enforce his superior, General 
Pope, on a certain line of road, and General Longstreet with twenty- 
seven thousand men was to re-enforce Jackson, and the distance that 
both had to march was just about the same. 

The map lies before me. If there is a doubting Thomas within the 
sound of my voice let him come and verify it. 

Porter’s positive orders were to establish communication with Pope’s 
left, which was General Reynolds’scommand. I want to contrast for a, 
moment the acts of these two generals. 

You say that Porter was nota traitor to his country. Iagree to that, 
I say so, too ; but what I say is that he lost sight of his country in his 
hatred for Pope. [Applause on the Republican gide.] Under the cir- 
cumstances then surrounding him he was as guilty as if Pope had not 
intervened between him and his country. Pope’s order was the coun- 
try’s order. 

I want to contrast the actions of Longstreet and Porter. With the 
same distance to march Longstreet got up and was in striking distance 
of Jackson by 11 o’clock. But my friend said, and he said it with em- 
phasis, Longstreet was in Porter's front by half past 11 o'clock. So 
much the worse for Porter. If Longstreet could march twenty-seven 
thousand men the same distance Porter had to go with only ten thou- 
sand men and got in at half past 11, I ask you, if you apply the same 
rule to each, where should Porter have been at thattime? Mark you, 
the joint order ordered him to establish this communication with Pope’s 
left. Longstreet marched to the sound of the cannon, and I ask you to 
read his testimony, or his statement before the Schofield board. He 
said they left Thoroughfare Gap about daylight. As the thunder of the 
guns began to sound in the ears of his soldiers they began to lengthen 
and quicken their pace. Colonel [addressing Mr. CurcHEoN], you and 
I know what that means. When they heard the thunder of the guns 
of the enemy their pace began to quicken, and by 9 o’clock the head of 
his column came up to Gainesville so he could have rendered Jackson 
aid if he had been sorely pressed. But when the thunder of the guns 
began to pour into Fitz-John Porter’s ears his pace began to slacken; 
and when he reached Dawkin’s Branch and could see, as Colonel Mar- 
shall testifies, the swaying of our troops on the right, could hear the 
-booming of the cannon and see the bending of the line, he halted his 
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column, and never marched a foot from 11 o'clock that morning tili 3 
o’clock next morning when he received the peremptory order of Pope 
to come at once. Three or four times during the afternoon his troops 
were marched up and down from Bethlehem church to Dawkin’s 
Branch. 

There is the difference in the zeal of the two men. Ah, Mr. Chair- 
man, let me contrast it with another scene I remember well. On the 
6th day of April, 1862, the battle of Shiloh began in the morning. 
There were two armies of nearly forty thousand men each confronting 
each other. The battle began raging at 6 in the morning. General 
William Nelson, of Kentucky, was at the head of Buell’s army, who 
were marching to our rescue. He was sixteen miles from the hattle- 
field. Before that day he had received word from General Grant’s 
headquarters that he might pursue his course leisurely, as there was 
no hurry, but when he marched to Savannah and found Grant’s head- 
quarters deserted and heard the booming of the guns, without orders 
he put his column in motion and before the sun had set in the west ten 
thousand fresh troops came to our rescue and turned what might have 
been a defeat into a glorious victory. [Applause.] Yet within sight of 
the battle, within a mile and three-quarters from the left of General 
Reynolds, General Porter admits, every man who has spoken for him 
admits, that he staid there from 11 o’clock until he was ordered away 
the next morning at 3 o’clock, and never lost a man. 

A MEMBER. Yes; one man. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, as was said the other day by my colleague, at 
the battle of Marengo Dessaix was ordered in an opposite direction by 
Napoleon before the battle opened. The French troops were routed in 
the early part of the engagement and Desaix was marching by Na- 
poleon’s orders away from the battlefield. Napoleon had been sending 
his aids and couriers to bring him back, but they had missed him. 
Desaix’s ears caught the sound of battle. He heard the thunder of the 
artillery, and his troops began to slacken their steps; «slower and slower 
they marched until they came toa halt. Then came the command, 
"About face,” and they marched with swiftness to Napoleon's aid. Al- 
though the battle had been lost and the French troops were flying in 
confusion, Desaix said to Napoleon, ‘This baitle is lost, but there is 
time enough yet to win another to-day,”’ and, acting upon the word, he 
made that memorable charge, and gained a glorious victory for the 
French arms. , 

Mr. Chairman, I have said before, and I repeat it now, that although 
we may not live to see the day when we can separate the cause for 
which the confederate Soldiers fought from their deeds of heroism and 
valor on the field of battle, yet there will come a day when separat- 
ing the cause from their deeds this country will be as proud of their 
personal heroism as it will be of the deeds of any other men who have 
made themselves conspicuous for bravery and courage. [Applause. ] 

General W. H. FORNEY represents a district from Alabama on this 
floor. He was commanding one of the advance divisions of Longstreet’s 
troops at Gettysburg, and was ordered to charge with his division 
against the ridge held by our soldiers and bristling with our cannon. 
The desperate charge was made; four orfive times he was shot through 
and fell to the ground. His gallant men raised him in their arms and 
offered to bear him to the rear. Said he: ** No; do not carry me to the 
rear; carry me with my troops to the front. Ah! Mr. Chairman, he 
had zeal for his cause. This is what Fitz-John Porter did not have, 
and is the gravamen of the charge against him. 

It is attempted to be shown that there was no serious engagement 
on the 29th. Even my good friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] 
undertook to argue that there was no serious battleon that day. When 
I put the question directly to my friend from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT], 
then speaking, hesaid, ‘Yes, there wasa battle that day,” and the official 
records show that sixthousand of our men bit the dust! I need not go 
further into the question, as no one disputes there was some fighting, 
and however much or little, the sound of the guns was a constant order 
for Porter to go to the rescue. 

It nowhere appears that Porter made any attempt to find what troops 
were in front of him at any time after he arrived at Dawkin’s Branch. 
His reference to the matter in his final report states that he saw ‘‘ clouds 
of dust.’’ General Rosser also states in his report how the dust arose; 
General Stuart substantially corroborates General Rosser, At page 147 of 
the record of the court-martial Major Heyland testifies to what he saw 
down by his regiment. It will be remembered that this was Colonel Mar- 
shall’s regiment and the one that was farthest advanced on the picket 
line. At the risk of repetition it may be stated here that Porter was 
on the Gainesville road, having arrived at Dawkin’s Branch as early as 
11 in the morning. I have no doubt that parts of his command were 
withdrawn in the direction of Manassas during the period between the 
time of his arrival and final withdrawal; in fact, there can be but lit- 
tle doubt that Morell was withdrawn, because he went over to the right, 
past the railroad, to the open field, until he struck the pine bushes on 
the right in the direction of Reynolds. 

When McDowell arrived at the head of Porter’s corps, at Dawkin’s 
Branch, he found that Porter was in possession of this joint order. 
Griffin states in his evidence that Porter called his officers together, and 
said he had a communication to read from General Pope. 1t was read, 
and Griffin’s evidence shows that it was the joint order (see page 162). 
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This was long before McDowell joined him. Griffin also testifies that 
Porter’s head of column left Manassas at 9 o’clock in the morning. 
Morell testifies (page 150) to a statement which confirms the testimony 
of Griffin. It is perfectly evident now, from this testimony, that at 11 
o’clock Porter was in striking distance of Pope’s left. The battle be- 
tween Pope and Jackson was then raging. The question now resolves 
itself into this: Was it Porter’s duty to sit down and do nothing while 
his comrades were engaged in battle, or was it his duty under these 
orders to establish communication between Pope’s left and himself? 
As has been shown, the head of his column was within two miles of 
Pope’s left. It is not denied that from 11 until 6 he maintained his 
position on the road without attempting the establishment of commu- 
nications, unless his futile attempt in the pine bushes, before alluded 
to, can be considered as an attempt. 

McDowell testifies what his understanding of the joint order was. 
He puts it in this way at page 85, namely: It meant ‘‘how Porter 
and he could, in the most y manner, join the left of Pope’s army 
and attack theenemy.’’ Itis evident that Porter so understood it when 
McDowell left him, for he gave Morell orders to begin the movement 
at once, and immediately countermanded it (see testimony, page 146). 
Morell did move his command to the right over the railroad. One 
brigade and a ba’ went over the railroad, and when he reached the 
other side of the field he was ordered to return. Griffin states it on 
page 162 thus: 

McDowell and Porter went off to the right of where they were and looked at 
a map, held a conversation, rode some distance to the right, and almost directl 
after McDowell left he received an order to recall his pickets and remove hi 
command to the right. He had moved it six hundred yards when he encoun- 
tered the little pine bushes, reported the fact, and was ordered back. 

‘The remarkable feature about this conversation between McDowell 
and Porter is the following: McDowell says (see page 85 of McDowell’s 
testimony) that Porter, pointing his finger in the direction of the dust 
rising above the trees, said: ‘‘ We can not go in there anywhere without 
getting into a fight;’’ and McDowell retorted, “‘ That is what we came 

ere for.” 

Now, later in the evening he wrote a note to Generals McDowell and 
King, which is a distinguished piece of military composition. The 
note is as follows: 


Generals MoDowELL and Kiseg: I have found it impossible to communicate 
by crossing the fords to Groveton, The enemy is in great force in this road, and 
they appear to have driven our forces back, the force of the enemy haying ad- 
cobs Y and ours retired. [havedetermined to withdraw to Manassas. I have at- 
tempted to communicate with McDowell and Sigel, but my messengers have run 
into the enemy. They have gathered artillery, cavalry, and infantry, and the 
advancing masses of dust show the enemy coing inforce. Iam now going to 
the head of the column to see what is passing and how affairs are going. Had 
you not better send your train back? 

F. J. PORTER, Major-General. 


I will communicate with you. 


Now mark! All the orders he had received during the day were to 
go forward, not back, and the reason he assigns for retiring to Manas- 
sas is: 

, it appears, are being driven back, the force of th emy havin: 
Pieces yen ian retired. ERA AEA : 

This proof taken from Porter’s witnesses „establishes the following 
propositions: 

1. Porter’s column had advanced in the direction of Gainesville to 
Dawkin’s Branch, being between three and a half and five miles from 
Manassas. 

2. It reached that point between 10 and 11 o’clock, Porter himself 
being present. 

3. It was only about two miles from Pope’s left, and within sight 
of it. 

4. He heard the battle raging along Pope’s front. 

5. He staid there until 6.30 that evening, moving backward and for- 
ward on the road, and did not attempt to assist or succor Pope’s army. 

Mr. Chairman, the 4.30 order is the next. That was the order to 
General Porter to attack the enemy; but Porter did not attack. His 
excuse is that there were too many men in front of him. He did not 
have in his mind that almost divine language, the description of the 
battle of Balaklava. Suppose there were a million of men in front 
and his superior officer ordered him to attack. What was his duty? It 
was to do as General Sherman did when he attacked Vicksburg. It 
was his duty to do just what the general at Chattanooga did when 
General Sherman unwound his Army of the Tennessee and threw 
it around the right flank of the rebel army and drove it back in 
confusion. I wish I had the descriptive power of my distinguished 
friend from Texas [Mr. MILLS]. On that day he stood on the left or 
his command. While standing there our army was ordered to push 
forward and take a position which was-designated; and this is the de- 
scription he gives me: He says the confederates massed their artillery 
on a certain round top near where he stood. They were protected by 
parapets and breastworks, and while standing there, to their dismay, 
out rode a brigade from the woods dressed perfectly in line, and marched 
forward to within three hundred yards of the rebel line. The moment 
they halted forty guns belched forth their thunder against them. In- 


stantly the men fell into disorder and rushed back into the woods. 
Their brigade commander rallied and brought them up again into the 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 1, 


very jaws of death. They had aparttoplay. WhileShermap flanked 
the confederates on the right this brigade was ordered into the jaws of 
death to attragt the attention of the enemy from the movement pro- 
gressing in their rear. And well did they perform this duty. When he 
brought his brigade up the second time the markers and guidons were 
put out, the men rio themselves as if on parade or review, while 
& storm of shot and shell swept through their ranks and their comrades 
fell like blades of grass before the fire. Still they held their ground. 
After the alignment was made the command was given to lie down, and 
their commander, throwing his leg across his horse, sat there with perfect 
coolness under this fire from the rebel line. General Hardee came to 
that part of the field and saw the situation. Struck with the gallantry 
of this brave brigade and its co: ing officer, he ordered his men to 
cease firing. These men did their duty. They obeyed orders, and the 
battle was won. 

Whata contrast between thisaction and thatof Fitz-John Porter. The 
one deserves to live in song and praise; the other deserves the universal 
reprobation of all brave men. i 

Ah, Mr. Chairman, the inspired description of the charge at Balak- 
lava comes to me: 

“Forward, the Light Brigade!” 
Was there a man dismayed? 
Not though the soldiers knew 

Some one had blundered, 
Theirs not to make reply, 
Theirs not to reason why, 
Theirs but to do and die, 


Into the valley of death 
Rode the six hundred. 


[Applause. ] 

When did Porter get the 4.30 order of the 29th? 

Now, it is a remarkable fact that Griffin states in his testimony that 
they started back and had gotten a mile and a half when they were 
ordered to face about and make an attack. This was evidently in con- 
sequence of Porter’s reception of the 4.30 order, which was peremp- 
tory. 

Col. Benjamin F. Smith, of the Sixth United States Infantry, Sykes’s 
division, states that— 

They had marched on the Gainesville road some few miles and then halted, 
Morell being in advance, and subsequently received orders to march back in the 
direction whence they had come; that they then retraced their steps to a point 
near Manassas Junction and camped in the woods. 

The 4.30 o’clock order was as follows: 

HEADQUARTERS IX THE FIELD, 
August 29, 1862—4.30 p. m, 

Your line of march brings you in on the enemy right flank. I desire you to 
push forward into action at once on the enemy’s flank, and, if possible, on his 
rear, kecping your right in communication with Geferal Reynolds. The enemy 
is in the w in front of us, but can be shelled out as soon as we en- 
gage their flank. 

eep heavy reservesand use your batteries, keeping well closed to your right 
to fall back do so to your right and rear, 
with the right wing. 
JOHN POPE, 
Major-General Commanding. 


all the time, In case you are obli 
so as to keep in close communication 


To Major-General PORTER. 


Porter received this order as early as 6 o'clock or 6.30 in the after- 
noon, It was August, and the sun was still shining brightly. He did 
not obey this order. His excuses for disobedience are, first, that he 
did not receive the order until it was too late in the day to obey it; 
and secondly, that Longstreet was in his front and he could not obey 
it. If the first excuse be true, there is no need of the second. But 
conscious guilt sometimes will pile up excuses until one breaks down 
the other. It is true that the evidence is conflicting as to when he 
received this order. Captain Pope (General Pope’s brother) says that 
he delivered it at 5 o’clock in the morning. Duffee, the orderly, who 
was with Captain Pope, puts it at 5.30. That Porter did not really 
believe it was too late when he received the order is shown by the 
form of his order to Morell. It is as follows: 


General MORELL: I wish you to push up two regiments, supported by two 
others, preceded by skirmishers, the regiments to be at intervals of two hun- 
dred yards, Attack the party with a section of battery opposed to you. The 
povery works well on our right, and the enemy are said to be retiring by the 
turnpike. Give the enemy a good shelling when our troops advance. 

F. J. PORTER, Major-General. 


This order was issued in consequence of the one from Pope. Morell 
says in addition to this written order he received another verbal order 
to attack, but both orders were soon countermanded, and before Porter 
arrived at the head of the column. 

When the order was received by Porterhe was at Bethlehem church. 

Colonel Locke says (page 131) that he carried the order to Morell just 
after Porter received the 4.30 order from Pope. Why was it, I ask, 
that the orders to attack were countermanded before Porter had arrived 
at the head of the column? You look in vain for any testimony that 
throws any light on this subject. He had received no news from the 
front, and herhad received no order from his superior countermanding 
his order to attack. 

Morell says, continuing his testimony: 


Before I got the main body in condition to. move the order was counter- 
manded, and I was directed to remain where I was during the night. General 
Porter himself came up a few minutes afterward and remained with me some 
time. 
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There must have been two hours at least of daylight remaining after 
Porter got this order. The next excuse is, that there was a large force 
of the enemy in front of him. Now, the only evidence that Porter 
had on which to base his action was the clouds of dust that Rosser’s 
troops had kicked up and the information of Buford that seventeen 
regiments ana a pey of cavalry had. passed through Gainesville on 
their way to orce Jackson. The fact is that neither Porter nor 
any of his officers really knew what was in front of them, and what 
was worse, they made no attempt to ascertain. First, as to what his 
officers knew. In Porter’s note to McDowell and King, before quoted, 
he referred ominously to the clouds of dust, which created great per- 
turbation of mind. Morell also speaks of the clouds of dust, and so does 
Griffin. A reconnaissance as early as 11 a. m. would have shown Ros- 
ser with a few troopers on the turnpike, with brush tied to the tails of 
their horses, galloping up and down the road for the express purpose 
of fooling a Yankee general. 

Very likely at this time, if he had pushed far enough ahead, he 
would have found Longstreet’s force striding in with that long sweeping 
step which an eager soldier falls into when he hears the cannon bel- 
lowingin hisfront and knows that his comrades are in the death-struggle 
of an engagement. 

As far as Morell is concerned, it does not appear that he made any 
attempt to find out, or was ordered to do so, at or soon after 11 a. m., 
when he halted at Dawkin’s Branch. After a while he sent some 
skirmishers across the branch, and this was all he did. 

Griffin, who commanded the leading brigade, threw the Sixty-second 
Pennsylvania to the right, and ‘‘at this point General Porter rode up, 
and we halted.” There they staid. 

Griffin says further: 

I made no reconnaissance myself. Colonel Marshall was somewhat alarmed, 
for he says that when he threw his regiment across the road, about 2 p. m., the 
head of a large column came into sight in his front, which at 3 o'clock veneyes 
skirmishers and threw him back, and that this force was twice as large as Por- 
ter’s; he could not, however, see this force, for they were in the woods, but he 
judged of its size from the dust they made. The point to which I call particular 
attention is that Marshall did not convey this information to Porter, because, he 


says, “after dark Porter sent for me and questioned me very stringently as to 
the enemy.” 


Lieutenant Stevenson says when he crossed the country from Pope’s 
left to Porter’s front he saw a large force, from twelve thousand to fif- 
teen thousand, about half a mile from Marshall’s skirmishers. And 
being questioned, says: ‘‘He does not remember speaking to any one 
about it when he arrived at Porter’s command.” 

I have made no reference, thus far, to the single trooper who came 


down from Gainesville and met Porter’s force near Dawkin’s Branch, 


and reported that the enemy’s skirmishers had just arrived at Gaines- 
ville. Hence I say that Porter did not inform himself, and took no 
proper steps to learn, what was in his front. In the next place, I say 
that if Longstreet had been massed in his front when he received the 
order to attack, ‘‘keeping well closed toward the right and in com- 
munication with General Reynolds,” it was his duty to have made the 
attempt. 

The overshadowing fact, however, is that this soldier, this petitioner, 
this corps commander, sat all day in the presence and hearing of an 
awful engagement in which six thousand men on our side alone were 
killed and wounded, and did absolutely nothing. If they had been in 
the condition of the Assyrians after the Angel of Death struck them, 
they could not have performed less service than they did. If he had 
developed the force in front of him—presuming that there was such a 
foree—would not this menace have kept Longstreet from throwing his 
whole force, or a great portion of it, against the weary and battle-worn 
battalions that had been fighting so long? 

A reconnaissance or advance on Porter’s part would have been reported 
to Longstreet at once, and every oneacquainted with the characteristics 
of that old soldier knows that he would have found out what was hang- 
ing on his right flank before proceeding to weaken his own column in 
order to succor Jackson. But the testimony of witnesses may be con- 
flicting. Man’s recollection is faulty at best, but when you get hold 
of an act performed at the time no failing recollection can wipe that 
out. Porter, therefore, by his own act conclusively shows that he had 
no knowledge of Longstreet’s presence in his front, for when he ordered 
Morell to attack he confined him to four regimentsand a battery. It 
is hardly to be presumed that a sane'Inan would send four regiments 
and a battery to attack an army corps of twenty-five thousand men. If 
he had thought they were there, does anybody suppose he would have 
sent this mere handful of men to attack them? It must be borne in 
mind that the language of the order is, that Morell is to ‘‘attack the 
party opposed to him.’ If he knew that the ‘‘party’’ he ordered Mo- 
rell to attack was Longstreet’s twenty-five thousand men, he must cer- 
tainly have been mad upon thatfield. He would hardly have ordered 


up @ bare section of artillery, either, to oppose Longstreet’s corps if he 
knew they were there and was sane. Now, is it not perfectly evident 
that Porter believed that the section of artillery that had been opened 
on them in the morning by Rosser's cavalry and the dragoons which 
had fired on Marshall’s line were all the enemy that were opposed to 
him at the time of giving this order? 

Up to this time the evidence in this case has been confined to the tes- 
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timony before the court-martial. The reports of the confederate officers, 
since published, fully sustain the testimony before the court-martial. 
Up to 11 o’clock there was certainly nothing in Porter’s front except 
Rosser’s cavalry; at 11, or shortly after, Longstreet’s corps began to 
straggle up. 

General Lee saysin his official report that it took twoand one-half hours 
to deploy this corps. This would bring it as late as 2 o’clock anyway. 
This, mark you, is the earliest time that it was possible for Longstreet to 
have been deployed in line. Stuart, on the morning of the 29th, when 
he left the confederate left, went in the direction of Tho Gap. 
He met Longstreet the otherside of Gainesville. Stuart turned offin the 
Manassas road, while Longstreet kept down Warrenton pike, toward 
the rebel right. This is what forced Reynolds to change front. Mean- 
while Stuart kept on down the Manassas road, and saw Porter’s head of 
column. Stuart had nothing but cavalry, and they are the men spoken 
of by Marshall as ‘‘dragoons, troopers,” and the like. Stuart took in 
the situation at once. He saw that if Porter was allowed to march up 
and attack the flank, or throw himself between Longstreet and Jackson, 
that utter rout and destruction would follow. s 

Now, this is what Stuart says of the situation at this time, that is, 
after he had discovered Porter: 

T met with the head of General Longstreet's column between Ha ket and 
Gainesville, and then commu: to the general General Jack- 
son’s position and the enemy’s. I then passed the cav: through the column, 
so as to place it on Longstreet’s right fank, and advanced directly to Ma- 
nassas, while the column (Longstreet’s) kept down the pike and joined Jack- 
son’s right. I selected a fine position for a ba’ on the right, one having 
been sent to me, | fired a few shots dt the enemy's supposed pòsition, which in- 
duced him to shift it. General Robertson, who, with command, was sent to 
reconnoiter far down the road towards Manassas, reported the enemy in his front. 
Upon repairing to the front I found that Rosser’s ent was e with 
the enemy to the left of the road, and Robertson’s vı had found the enemy 
approach from the direction of Bristoe Station towards Sudley. The 
longation of his line of march would have passed through my position, whi 
was a very fine one for artillery as well as observation, and struck Longstreet 
in flank. I awaited his approach long enough to ascertain that there was at 
least an army corps, at the same time keeping detachments of ca 
brush down the road from the direction oi i , 50 as to 
enemy— 


A ruse which Porter shows was successful— 


and notified the commanding general, then occupying a ition o ite me 
on the turnpike, that Lo: Vs flank and rear were seriously t edand 
of the importance to us of the position I held. Immediately upon the receipt of 
that information Jenkins’s, Kemper’s, and R. D. Jones's brigades and several 
perot artillery were ordered to me, and being pisses in position fronting 
stoe, awaited the enemy’s advance. After ex: ging a few shots this corps 
withdrew to Manassas, leaving artillery to hold his position until night. 


There was then nothing in Porter’s front before Stuart’s cavalry 
started out and made this reconnaissance. It developed the fact that 
Porter’s corps was there; kept his (Stuart’s) cavalry dragging brush to 
raise a dust; sent over to the pike, giving the information to Long- 
street, and the latter issued orders and actually sent three brigades and 
a battery (Wilcox’s) down to Stuart’s aid. Now, this constituted the 
entire force that was in Porter’s front when he received the 4.30 order. 
This was a much smaller force than Porter had himself. Porter had 
as much as two hours of daylight left, and if he had been inspired with 
the same zeal that actuated the rebel General Stuart he would have 
found time to win a victory before dark over the forces opposed to him. 

Stuart does not give the time of day when these brigades joined him, 
but General Longstreet says in his report: z 

Ata late hour in the day Major-General Stuart reported the approach of the 
enemy in heavy columns against my extreme right, I withdrew General Wil- 
cox with his three brigades from the left and placed hiscommand in position to 
support Jones in case of an attack against my extreme right. After some few 
shots the enemy withdrew his forces, moving them around toward his front, and 
at 4 o’clock in the evening began to press forward against General Jackson's 
position. Myton rdet, say were moved back to their former positions, as were 
also Hood’s two bi es. Hood's two brigades, supported by Evans's, were 
quickly pressed forward to the attack, At the same time Wilcox’s three brig- 
ades made a like advance. 

By this evidence of General Longstreet’s it is clearly shown that 
there was nothing but Stuart’s cavalry in Porter’s front ‘‘until a late 
hour in the day.” It is true it is indefinitely expressed; but, taken in 
connection with General Lee’s report that it took them two and one- 
half hours to get into position at least after arrival in the field, it 
could not have been far from 1 or2o0’clock. Porter, therefore, had two 
hours in which to have gone to the relief of our left. 

General J. E. Johnston relates the following in his narrative: 

When the United States Secs pees in their advance within fifteen of 
the Texan front rank, one of color-bearers planted his colors eight or ten 
feetin front of his iment, and was instantly shot-dead; a soldier sprang for- 
ward to his place and fell also as he gras the color-staff; a second and third 
followed successively, and eaeh received as speedily as his predecessors; 
a fourth, however, seized and bore back the object of soldierly devotion. 

If this had been the spirit that had actuated Fitz-John Porter on the 
27th and 29th nobody can tell to-day how many of the boys that bit 
the dust then would be alive now. Nobody can tell how many widows’ 
weeds, how many empty sleeves, how many weary crutches were made 
by the want of zeal on the part of that man that day. 

What are we asked to do in passing this bill? We are asked to say 
that Abraham Lincoln, Edwin M. Stanton, and General Halleck con- 
spired together to organize a court-martial to convict Fitz-John Porter, 
whether guilty or not. The gentleman from New York [Mr. SLOCUM 
refers to General William T. Sherman and his difficulty with Mr. Stan- 


eceive the 
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ton to help him out of this dilemma in getting Fitz-John Porter re- 
stored to the Army. Ah, Mr. Chairman, General Sherman was true 
to his country; and while he and Mr. Stanton had a difficulty, yet I 
believe General Sherman would say to-day that he did not believe Stan- 
ton was untrue to himself, to him, or his country. 

Now let me say a word to you and to the country. If these scenes 
are to be re-enacted here, there may come a time when the bugle blast 
of the Grand Army of the Republic, coming up from the side of their 
camp-fires, shall summon General Sherman to come out of his retire- 
ment and lead them to victory as he did before. [Applause.] The 
loyal North will demand this from him, or from some true and tried 
soldier of the Army, if such betrayal of trust is to be repeated here. 

Mr. Chairman, there has been a persistent attempt made by Fitz-John 
Porter ever since Johnson’s administration expired to get relief from the 
verdict of this court-martial. Everything that wealth and influence 
and ability could bring to bear has been done, and at last Porter under- 
took to prove that Mr. Lincoln was favorable to his restoration. But, 
Mr. Chairman, when they put his son, the present honorable Secretary 
of War, upon the stand, he testified that his father said, after a careful 
examination of the case, that instead of being cashiered Fitz-John Por- 
ter should have been shot. The following is his testimony, speaking of 
his father: 

He gave me some account of the case as it presented itself to him, and either 
read to me or quoted to me, I don’t recollect which, a note written by General 
Porter, as I recollect, ta General McDowell. I never saw the note until this 
morning, so I give my recollection of it. My recollection is better than anything 
else, y recollection of the contents of the note is that it was in substance this, 
that General Porter wrote to General McDowell that he judged by the sound of 
the firing that our troops were beaten, and that he should therefore withdraw 


his corps from the field. That is my recollection of the contents of the note as 
giventomethen. My father was exceedingly urgent or strong in his condem- 


nation. 

Q. As to the spirit of that note, what did he say? 

A. I recollect one distinct remark that he made, but at what period in the con- 
versation I do not now recollect. He said that the case would have justified, in 
his opinion, a sentence of death. 


The sentence and approval of the court-martial proceedings are as 
follows: 

And the court do therefore sentence him, Maj. Gen. Fitz-John Porter, of the 
United States volunteers, to be cashiered, and to be forever disqualified from 
holding any office of trust or profit under the Government of the United States. 

Major Denarel, Prostiont. 

J. HOLT, 
Judge-Advocate, 

There being no further business before them, the court tne hrs die. 

Major-General, President. 

J. HOLT, 
Judge- Advocate. 

HEADQUARTERS OF THE ARMY, 

. Washington, January 13, 1863. 


In compliance with the sixty-fifth article of war, these whole proceedi are 
transmitted to the Secretary of War, to be laid before the President of the United 


H. W. HALLECK, 
General-in-Chief. 
The following are the orders of the President: “ The fo: ing proceedings, 
findings, and sentence in the foregoing case of Maj. Gen. F: ohn Porter are 
roved and confirmed; and it is ordered that the said Fitz-John Porter be, 
hereby is, eashiered and dismissed from the service of the United States as 
a major-general of volunteers and as colonel and brevet Ln aig Raw ey in 
the TIENNE service of the United States, and forever disqualified from holding 
any office of trust or profit under the Government of the United States.” 
“ABRAHAM LINCOLN, 
“JANUARY 21, 1863.” 


The names of the men who constituted the court-martial are given in 


the following: [Special Orders No. 362.) 


HEADQUARTERS OF THE ARMY, 


(Extract. ] 

Ill. The military commission ordered to assemble on' the 20th instant b; 
Special Orders No. 350, November 17, 1862, from headquarters of the Army, 
hereby dissolved, and a general court-martial is hereby appointed, to meet in 
this city on the 27th instant, or as soon thereafter as practicable, for the trial of 
Maj. Gen. Fitz-John Porter, United States volunteers. 

Detail for the court. 

Maj. Gen. D. Hunter, United States volunteers. 

Maj. Gen. E. A. Hitchcock, United States volunteers. 

Brig. Gen. Rufus King, United States volunteers. 

Brig. Gen. B. M. Prentiss, United States volunteers. 

Brig. Gen. James B. Ricketts, United States volunteers. 

Brig. Gen. Silas Casey, United States volunteers. 

Brig. Gen. James A. Garfield, United States volunteers. 

Brig. Gen. N. B. Buford, United States volunteers. 

Brig. Gen. J. P. Slough, in place of Morris. 

Col. J. Holt, Judge-Advocate-General United States Army, judge-advocate 
and recorder of the court. 

No other officers than these named can be assembled without manifest injury 
to the service. 

By command of Major-General Halleck. 

E. D. TOWNSEND, 
Assistant Adjutant 


Now, Mr. Chairman, you ask us to reverse this action; ay, more; you 
ask more than that. You ask us, where James A. Garfield wrote 
“‘ guilty ” twenty-two years ago opposite the name of Fitz-John Porter, 


to blot it out and write ‘‘not guilty.” You ask us to march to the 
tomb, Mr. Chairman (Mr. SPRINGER in the chair), that preserves the 
sacred dust of your predecessor, Abraham Lincoln, the man who saved 
the country from destruction; the man whose memory lies close to the 
hearts of your constituents and mine. You ask us to march to the 
door of his tomb, and where he wrote “‘ approved’’ opposite the court- 
martial’s findings, to reverse that by our puny efforts and write “ dis- 
approved.” I refuse to do it.. [Applause.] You can take part in that 
if you like. You may write that if you so desire. The people of this 
country will reverse your action and spit upon and spurn it. [Loud 
applause. ] 

Mr. PHELPS. Mr. Chairman, ing for the one most interested, 
Texpress his deep regret for the unkind allusions to the livingand thedead 
which have been made in the heat of this discussion. In his long search 
for justice he has carefully avoided any reflection upon those who have 
impeded him in the pursuit, and he refuses to accept any responsibility 
for these allusions, whether made by those who are friendly or those 
who are unfriendly to the bill. And may I not assume that if those 
who had made them had the floor they, too, would express their regret: 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Stocunt] who has charge of the 
bill, that he reflected upon the great war minister, whose great faults 
history will pardon for his greater achievements; the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. STEELE], that, in his surprise at finding that a general 
on the board of examination viewed the evidence different from him, he 
intimated that he lookedat the evidence with an eye upon the Presi- 
dency; the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CurcHEon ], that he checked 
thecourse of hisstrong ment to intimate thatthere was another gen- 
eral who wished to be reinstated; my colleague from New Jersey (Mr 
McApoo], a young Rupert in debate, that he suggested that a convic- 
tion of the military incompetency of still another general was a uni- 
versal condition of sanity; my peaceful friend from Michigan [Mr. 
HORER], that he confessed that he could think just as General Grant 
did in everything, except in military matters; and my neighbor here 
from Ohio [Mr. TAYLor]—but I can not give the time to recall all the 
rma names that have been unnecessarily dragged into this de- 

te. 

Could they all be eliminated it were better; and this case could 
stand or fall on its own merits. Itis my duty to speak to-day for Fitz- 
John Porter because he is my constituent. Itisatthesame time a pleas- 
ure and an honor because he is my friend, and I believe him to be an 
honest man and a loyal soldier. 

‘f The mills of the gods grind slowly ” in his case. 

It was twenty years last week (Monday) since the last signature was 
put to the verdict of a military jury which drove him out of the Army 
and made him a leper which his Government should never touch with 
an oflice of trust or profit, This verdict awarded him such infamy that 
for a while Iscariot and Arnold were his only competitors. A blunder- 
ing Department furnished to ananxious President, a baffled Army, and 
an indignant people this sacrifice; and fifteen millions straining unto 
death to save their country in an hour of supreme despondency and 
gloom found a momentary relief in cursing the name of Porter. 

Who was this sacrifice? One whose ancestry deserved well of the 
Republic; one, who as a boy of gentle heart and ways learned in the 
National Academy to hold a stain upon his honor as a wound, and to con- 
ceive all honor as sphered in loyalty to his country; one, who as a youth 
stood the most chivalrous and accomplished officer in a guild whose 
military code gives to the testimony of a member under oath no greater 
force than his formal declaration; one who in manhood won wounds 
and glory in the field, and who on the 27th day of August, 1862, as 
said the gentleman from Michigan, ‘‘stood the consummate flower of 
the American Army and its pride.” This was the gentle, chivalrous, 
illustrious soldier who was thus lifted up into a storm of obloquy and 
reproach asa traitor to hiscountry. Whatcan hedo? His fate is worse 
than Arnold’s or Judas’s. Arnold, hating his country, fled from it and 
received the rewards of treason; but Porter loves his country, and has 
no thought except ofloyalservice. Judas went outand died, conscience 
stricken; but Porter’s conscience is clear, and remorse refuses to lead him 
to the field of blood. He does what an honest man ought, and only an 
honest man can do; he takes up his burden and bears it. He will live, 
and live down his wrongs. He will wait, and trust to God and his coun- 
try for redress. He withdrew to the quiet of a New Jersey village and 
established his home. There he faithfully discharged all his duties, 
neither seeking nor shunning gbservation. He was a good husband, a 
good father, a good neighbor, citizen, and friend. That little village for 
twenty years has watched, honored, and loved the man. They have seen 
his eye grow sad and his hair grow white with hope deferred. But he 
never talked of his grievance nor asked for pity. He was fulfilling a 
sentence which, for such a man, Edward Everett truly said, was ‘‘in 
some respects worse than a sentence of death.’’ This was his home life. 
His life abroad was a constant struggle to regain hisgood name. That 
was his mission, and he prosecuted it without pause or rest. On every 
proper occasion, in every proper place he declared his innocence, offered 

is evidence, and asked for examination. He began when, on the 3d 


T. 


day of September, 1862, immediately after the battle of Manassas, he 
repaired to Washington and demanded a court of inquiry. 


Lincoln 
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ted it on the 5th of September, and here is the order, but neither 
orter nor the world knew it until sixteen years afterward: 


War DEPARTMENT, 
Washington City, D. C., September 5, 1862. 

Ordered, That there be a court of inquiry to inquire and report as to— 

First. Maj-Gen. Fitz-John Porter. Was he and his command in the battle of 
Friday, August 29, 1862, General Popg commanding United States forces; and, if 
not, where was he; and why was he not in said battle? 

Second. Maj-Gen. William B. Franklin. Was he and his command in the bat- 
tle of Saturday, August 30, 1862, General Pope commanding United States forces; 
and, if not, why was he not in said battle; why did he not march from Alexandria 
toward General Pope sooner than he did; and having marched, why did he not 
reach General Pope sooner than he did? 

Third. Brig-Gen. Charles Griffin, Was he and his command in the battles of 
Thursday and Friday, August 29and 30, 1862, General Pope commanding United 
States forces; and, if not, where was he; and why was he not in said battles, one 


or both? 
ABRAHAM LINCOLN. 


The court met three or four timesand then ‘‘ wasadjourned indefinitely 
by order of General Halleck.” Stanton gave no long rope to his courts 
when the people and the aceused knew of them. He gave shorter rope 
when the le and the accused knew nothing of them. In this case 
he acted Seely: The War Department might hereafter need a court 
of a differentsort. It did, and he furnished it monthsafterward. This 
was the first act of his mission, and we trust that this is the last—where 
he stands an old man at the bar of Congress, again declares his innocence, 
presents his proofs, asks for examination, and demands justice. 

What was his crime? He did not obey an order of his Superior to 
fight, And what was his defense? That the order came at night, 
and when it was too late to execute it. And second—for he was no 
coward, and only one man on this floor has been desperate enough to 
impute cowardice to him—and second, had the order come in time he 
would not have obeyed it, for its execution was the fruitless nd assured 
destruction of his corps. I speak of one order. You say you have 
heard much of several orders, True, much in this House, but nothing 
in the report of the minority. The charges connected with the other 
orders brought into this discussion were so trivial and unimportant, and 
the answers to them were so complete and satisfactory, that the mem- 
bers of the committee to whom the opposition to this bill was intrusted, 
the prosecutors of this case, ignored them. Not so, however, the free 
lances on the floor, who found in this ocean of facts about the sky above 
and the earth beneath and the atmosphere between so fruitful a head 
of eloquence that the galleries thought they heard the famous chorus 
of the opera, ‘‘Let us talk about the weather.” [Laughter.] Neither 
of these two orders was to fight. They weresimply to march. Thongh 
not important enough to be mentioned in the minority report, as they 
have been the source of so much eloquence in the House, let me refer 
to them to escape confusion. 

[Order No. 1.] 


HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF VIRGINIA, 
Bristoe Station, August 27, 1862—6.30 p. mw. 

eral commanding directs that you start at 1 
o'clock, and come forward with your*whole corps, or such part as is with you, 
so as to be here by daylight to-morrow morning. Hooker has had a severe ac- 
tion with the enemy, with a loss of about three hundred killed and wounded, 
The enemy has been driven back, but is retiring along the railroad. We must 
drive him from Manassas, and clear the country between that place and Gaines- 
ville, where McDowell is, If Morell has not joined you, send word to him to 
push forward immediately; also send word to Banks to hurry forward with all 
8) to take your place at Warrenton Junction. It is necessary on all accounts 

at you should be here by daylight. I send an officer with this dispatch who 
will conduct you to this place. Be sure and send word to Banks, who ison the 
road to Fayetteville, probably in the direction of Bealeton. Say to Banks, also, 
that he had best run back the railroad trains to Cedar Run, If he is not with 
you, write him to that effect. - 

P.S.—If Banks is not at Warrenton Junction, leave a regiment of infantry and 
two pieces of artillery as a guard till he comes up, with instructions to follow 
you immediately, If Banks is not at the junction, instruct Colonel Clary to run 
the trains back to this side of Cedar Run and post a regiment and section of 
artillery with it. 


The first order was that General Porter should start at 1 o'clock on 
the morning of August 28, 1862, and march his force nine or ten miles 
to Bristoe Station, that it might there join at daybreak with the main 
army for the purpose of clearing the country between that place and 
Gainesville. General Porter, upon receiving it, summoned his generals 
and they looked at the state of affairs. The night was dark and misty; 
the road, surface and ditch, was blocked with wagons and cannons and 
their wrecks. It was doubtful if any effort made before the first glim- 
mer of light would accomplish anything. It was certain that no effort 
could get the troops to Bristoe Station at daybreak, as was desired. 
These troops were fatigued and would need rest. They should be fresh 
for the all-day task of wandering in pursuit, which the order fore- 
shadowed. The order showed, too. that the task to which they were 
summoned was not one of immediate importance. It was not a sum- 
mons to a defense, or to an attack where great haste and exact punct- 
uality wasdemanded, The order said that the enemy had already been 
driven back and was retiring. The task was to “clear the country ” 
behind them. That task could begin as well any hour after daylight. 
These facts upon which that little council of war passed were not 
conjecture. Before the order was received Porter had sent out two 


Genera: The majo 


aids to view the road and report. This he did in anticipation of orders, 
and when he and his associates decided that it was not wise to make 
the start at 1 o'clock, he promptly sent a messenger to Pope and in- 


formed him of the decision and its reasons. He started at 3 o'clock 
with the first glimmer of light that made the start practicable, and 
there is no evidence that loss resulted to anybody from the delay. Pope 
admitted in his testimony (volume 1, page 19) that it did no harm, 
The whole charge is so trivial that it was evidently brought as a make- 
weight, as something to buttress the main charge. 
HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF VIRGINIA, 
Centreville, August 29, 1862, 

Generals MCDOWELL and PORTER: 

You will please move forward with your joint commands toward Gainesville. 
I sent General Porter written orders to that effect an hour and a half ago. 
Hcintzelman, Sigel, and Reno are moving on the Warrenton turnpike, and must 
now be not far from Gainesville. I desire that as soon as communication is es- 
tablished between this force and your own the whole command shall halt. It 
may be necessary to fall back behind Bull Run at Centreville to-night. I pre- 
sume it will be so on account of our supplies. Ihave sent no orders of any de- 
scription to Ricketts, and none to interfere in any way with the movements of 
McDowell's troops, except what I sent by his aid-de-camp last night, which 
were to hold his position on the Warrenton pike until the troops from here should 
fall upon the enemy’s flank and rear. I do not even know Ricketts’s position, 
as [have not been able to find out where General McDowell was until a late 
hour this moning General McDowell will take immediate steps to communi- 
cate with General Ricketts, and instruct him to rejoin the other divisions of his 
corps as soon as practicable. . 

' If any considerable advantages are to be gained by departing from this order, 
it will not be strictly carried out, One thing must be had in view, that the 
troops must occupy u ition from which they can reach Bull Run to-night or 
by morning. The indications are that the whole force of the enemy is moving 
in this direction at a pace that will bring them here by to-morrow night or next 
day. My own headquarters will be, for the present, with Heintzelman’s corps 


or at this place. 
JOHN POPE 
Major-General Commanding. 

The second order was addressed to McDowell and Porter. Itis the 
joint order. It directed that their forces should move toward Gaines- 
ville. And what is the defense? First, Porter might have disobeyed 
without censure, for it was a discretionary order. The order says, ‘‘If 
any considerable advantages are to be gained by departing from this 
order it will not be strictly carried out.” The second defense is that 
it was carried ont, for the order found Porter with McDowell, just 
where it ordered him to be. Says McDowell (volume 1, page 349): 
‘I commanded Porter's corps and my own division. We there on the 
ground received the joint order which directed the very thing we had 
done.” And Pope knew that this joint order had been obeyed, for 
in his dispatch numbered 26A (volume 1, page 329) he says so. Why, 
then, did gentlemen discuss this joint order which was executed, as say 
both McDowell and Pope? There would seem to be no reason except 
for the temptation to warm our blood with the battle-cries of McDow- 
ell, “Fight? That is what we are here for,” and ‘‘ You go in there.” 
These are good cries either for the House or for the field, but they 
were better had they been uttered by McDowell on the field as they 
were repeated by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEIFER] in the 
House, in a voice that could be distinctly heard; for General Porter 
never heard them; Lieutenant-Colonel Locke, chief of staff, never 
heard them; Captain Martin, of a Massachusetts battery; Captain Earle, 
Lieutenant Davis, and General Patrick never heard them; but, being all 
six by and present, did hear General McDowell say, ‘‘ This is no place 
to fight a battle; you are too far of.” And when General McDowell 
was recalled to explain the dilemma, that the three gallant officers did 
not hear ‘‘That is what we are here for,” and to ‘Go in here,” but 
on the contrary, ‘*This is no place to fight a battle,” what was Mc- 
Dowell’s explanation? I repeat his very words: 

I can not recollect precisely what occurred or what conversation or what 
words passed between us at that time. I can not say what language I used or 
how it may have been understood whilst talking on that. (Pages 217 and 218.) 

Why did not the gentleman from Ohio declaim what General Mc- 
Dowell was heard to say, and not what he wished he had said? The 
ery “‘ This is no place to fight a battle” would not be so good for the 
House but would have been a better order in the field; for it has never 
seemed to me a very creditable picture, even when painted by the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, to see McDowell take eighteen thousand men (ten 
thousand of Ricketts’s, eight thousand of King’s) from Porter, leave him 
with only nine thousand, and march away with his great force from 
the field, while he pointed to Porter in the opposite direction and said, 
“ You go in there.” It always seemed to me and to the world that 
McDowell, if either, should have gone in there himself. [Applause.] 


HEADQUARTERS IN THE FIELD, 
k August 29, 1862—4.30 p. m. 
Major General PORTER: 

Your line of march brings you in on the enemy’s right flank. I desire you 
to push forward into action atonce on the enemy’s flank, and, if possible,'on his 
rear, keeping your right in communication with General Reynolds. 

The enemy is massed in the woods in front ofus, but can be shelled outas soon 
as you engage theirflank. Keep heavy reserves and use your batteries, keeping 
well closed to your right all the time. In case you are obliged to fall back, do 
so to your right and rear, so asto keep you in close communication with the 


right wing. 
JOHN POPE. 
Major-General Commanding. 

And now for the order of 4.30, an order which the minority report 
did discuss. Upon it stands or falls the guilt of Porter. This order re- 
quired Porter to fight. It instructed him to attack the enemy on his 
flank and, if possible, on his rear. He did not attack the enemy on his 
flank or on his rear. And what is hisdefense? First, he received the 
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order after 6 o'clock at night, when it was too late. But, again, Por- 
ter, notwithstanding the cowardice with which the gentleman from Ohio 

[Mr. KEIFER] taunted him, chooses to accept a braver defense, and ad- 

mits that had the order come in time he would not have made the 
attack, 

First, as to the time that this order was received. Before the court- 
martial there was no documentary evidence tofix it. There wasmuch 
oral testimony, and some of it conflicted. The vast preponderance, 
however, seemed to establish the fact that Porter received it at sunset. 
Major-General Sykes says he was present when the order was delivered, 
and says, ‘‘It was as near sunset as I can remember.’’ Colonel Locke, 
too, saw the delivery, and says it was between sundown and dusk. 
Captain Monteith, too, was present; he says itwas sundown. Thetes- 
timony of these three officers joined with that of General Porter would 
seem to be sufficient. But before the advisory board, sixteen years af- 
terward, some new dispatches of Porter were produced. General Mc- 
Dowell produced one which is marked as No. 38 P. The whole context 
of this dispatch shows that Porter was at the time of writing it without 
any information from Pope, and eagerly awaitingit. He pleads, ‘‘ Please 
let me know your designs.” After McDowell had presented it to the 
board and it had been read, Porter with a listless curiosity took it up, 
when his eye fell upon the date obscurely written in the corner “‘ Au- 
gust 29,6p.m.’’ This settles the matter. The 4.30 order was not 
received until after 6 p. m., August 29, 1862, It was received later, 
and, if later, it was received too Jate to make the attack if directed. 

But had it been delivered earlier, as it ought to have been, Porter 
would not have made the attack. He could not make it. He could 
not attack upon the flank, much less upon the rear, of Jackson’s force, 
as he was ordered todo. He knew that a great force had come to Por- 
ter’s front of which the order showed his commanding general knew 

i This new force of the enemy blocked his way, and he could 
attack the flank or the rear of Jackson only by annihilating the force 
of Longstreet. Longstreet had twenty-five thousand men in front of 
Porter; Jackson had twenty-three thousand in front, but to his right; 
and Porter had what McDowell had left him, nine thousand. Porter 
could attack and lay their bodies at the feet of Longstreet’s guns. The 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE] thought he ought to have done 
so, as he thought that the charge at Balaklava was war and not a spec- 
tacle. Porter thought otherwise, and his opinion seems to have been 
approved by General Grant, General Schofield, General Terry, and Gen- 
eral Getty, He must bear this difference of opinion between himself 
and the gentleman from Indiana in such company asthis. [Laughter] 

It is charged that Porter didnot know at that time that Longstreet’s 
forces were before him. What evidenceshows that he had this knowl- 
edge on the afternoon of the 29th of pepa 1862? First, the whole 
tenor of his dispatches shows that he watched the progress of the 
enemy’s forces and had been constantly expecting Longstreet’s appear- 

-ance. On the 27th Porter says ina dispatch, No. 20, ‘ Everything has 
moved up north,’’ and says that he gets his information from an inter- 
cepted letter of Lee’s. McDowell knew it, and said that Longstreet was 
coming through Thoroughfare Gap (volume 1, page 349), and McDowell 
says he told Porter all he knew. Again, in the dispatch that Porter 
sent at 6 o’clock, August 29, asking Pope for information, he says: 

From the masses of dust on our right, and from reports of scouts, I think the 
enemy are moving largely that way. 

Earlier in the day Porter had captured prisoners from Longstreet’s 
army. At noon McDowell showed him Buford’s dispatch, which said 
that a large force had passed Gainesville, only three miles off, before 9 
o’clock that morning. (Volume 1, page 82.) At about that time the 
enemy fired musketry at McDowell and Porter while their forces were 
together, and during all that afternoon Marshall and Morell were fly- 
ing over the country testing the enemy at every point, and reported in 
a dozen messages that they found him everywhere present in front and 
in strong force. (Dispatches 29 to 31, both inclusive, volume 1, pages 
333 to 335, 380 to 382.) These were the means by which Porter gained 
his rie and he testified that he had it before the court-martial 
in 1862: 

To begin, the fundamental averment of the order upon which it all rests is en- 
tirely untrue, That averment is that my line of march as pursued under the 
joint order above referred to brought'me in on the enemy's right flank. The 

ct is that my line of march as so pursued brought me not in on the enemy’s 
right flank, but it brought me directly upon the front of a separate force of the 
enemy from ten to fifteen thousand strong, of the presence of which thus di- 
rectly in my front General Pope, when he wrote the order, was wholly ignorant. 

Do gentlemen want better evidence than this? Here is Pope’s an- 
nouncement on the 27th that the enemy is coming. Here is Me- 

Dowell’s testimony that he knew on the morning of the 28th that the 

enemy was coming through the gap. Here are prisoners taken on the 
morning of the 29th, and here are Marshall and Morell in a dozen mes- 
sages in the afternoon of August 29 confirming his knowledge. And 
here, as well as anywhere else, let me say that I do not find that the 
new testimony, whether obtained from loyal or Union sources intro- 
duces anything new. It only serves to confirm what Porter and his 

witnesses had testified to in the trial. à 

These were the offenses. What was the court-martial that passed the 
sentence? It was composed of nine soldiers, gathered hastily in this 
city out of the gloomy atmosphere of defeat. They sat within the roar 


of the enemy’s artillery and their faces were black with the smoke of 
battle. They were honest and honorable men, but they were human, 
and when a stern Secretary of War who made and unmade generals at 
his will ordered them to vote and go, they voted and went. When 
they voted, they gave, just as you and I would have done, to their 
country the benefit of the doubt. They sat forty-five days; they gave 
the accused thirteen daysoutofthem. They neglected to produce any 
of his witnesses for whom he asked, but Stanton’s order was read in the 
morning and they closed the testimony that day and went. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEIFER] said this wasa ‘‘ most august 
tribunal.” Has he forgotten the Long Parliament and its prompt obedi- 
ence and adjournment at the command of Cromwell, compared with 
which this ‘‘august tribunal’’ was a slow coach ? 

,They voted and went. The world will never know but that it was 
by a vote of five to four that Stanton got his will. I hope it was not 
so. For one judge left the bench and went to the witness-box to tes- 
tify for conviction, and four other judges received promotion within 
two weeks of the time they rendered their judgment. I wish the 
world on this point might appropriate the exclusive information of the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CurcHEoN]. He says ‘“‘ the nine able 
generals who tried him with all the essential facts before them said there 
could be but one verdict.” This is the information that we want, the 
unanimjty of the nine generals, but unfortunately it is confined to that 
gentlemuii, and history may not appropriate it. He has, too, exclu- 
sive information, for which Englishmen would pay a million of pounds. 
They would give that or more to make Admiral Byng asubordinate and 
the commander of a single ship. It would wipe out a bloody page in 
British history, and thestinging epigram of Voltaire, who thought that 
the English had to kill every now and then a brave admiral to encourage 
the rest. [Applause.] The gentleman from Michigan had, also, ex- 
clusive but this time inaccurate knowledge of the course of history. He 
says “‘impartial history will declare that there could be but one ver- 
dict,” yet the report of the minority which he signed calls attention 
to the opinion of a writer which it calls “a military historian, 
the author of perhaps the best history of our civil war that has been 
written.” The report says that ‘‘he was supplied with ample facilities 
to inform himself and sosituated that he can and does write without 
prejudice or passion. This historian, the Comte de Paris, writes: ” 

rot pgs history should censure Lee’s lieutenant rather than Pope’s for his 
inaction during the 29th; and whether the latter did or did not neglect the orders 

his chief, it must be acknowledged that Porter’s mere presence in front of Long- 

condemned forces outnumbering his own to remain inactive which other- 
wise might, with great advantage to the confederate cause, have been employed 
to attack Porter or to re-enforce Jackson. 

How happened my accurate friend from Michigan to make this great 
mistake? It came naturally from the unwillingness of his side to look 
at any new evidence. He read the first edition of this history, which 
censured Porter, and neglected to read the new edition, where the 
princely author, having read the new evidence, dared, like Grant and 
Schofield and Terry, to change his opinion in the presence of new and 
conclusive facts. And inasmuch as the ability, fidelity, and impartial- 
ity of the Comte de Paris have been so generously avyouched by our 
opponents, let me read what was his final opinion: 

His attack— 

Speaking of that which the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE] 
wished him to make on the night of August 29, so that the country 
might have seen another Balaklava— 

His attack, therefore, could not have uced the results upon which the 
general-in-chief had counted. In spite of the impossibility of his executing lit- 
erally Pope's order, and whatever may have been the orders given him by Mc- 
Dowell during the day, Porter might undoubtedly have pressed the enemy 
more closely. Perhaps he might even have obtained a partial success before 
Wilcox's arrival. But under no circumstances could this movement have had 
the slightest effect upon the result of the engagement which was now taking 
place on the right of the Federal Army, for Longstreet could have resisted Porter 
with forces superior to the latter without being obliged to detach a single man 
from that ia eg Therefore impartial history should censure Lee’s lieu- 
tenant rather t Pope’s for his inaction during the 29th, &e. 

But it is scarcely fair to leave the gentleman from Michigan alone to 
bear the errors which the side he so ably but inaccurately defended 
have everywhere made. I have time now to allude to a misrepresen- 
tation, unintentionally made, of the opinions held with reference to the 
conduct of the trial by Reverdy Johnson. One gentleman assumed 
that this august tribunal, which closed its evidence upon the day that 
the Secretary of War ordered, which sent one of its judges to the wit- 
ness-box and saw four others promoted within two weeks of the verdict, 
was all right, because Reverdy Johnson had said: 

Whatever may be the result, neither General Porter nor his friends can have 
any ground of complaint against the court. I consider the trial to have been 
perfectly fair. 

This would have been a great help to the character of this august 
tribunal had it been true; unfortunately it was a newspaper story; 
fortunately I have the newspaper in which it was published, and across 
its lying face a®® written these words: “False, absolutely false. R.J.” 

Here is the newspaper, and here is the indorsement, and here is the 
letter written by Reverdy Johnson, in which he says: 


I have obtained a copy of the Chronicle, and inclose you the article on the 
reply. The fact it states as to what I said in the presence of high officials of the 
Government is entirely false. 
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The generals who sat on the court-martial voted and went back to 
the fight. They hoped they had done their duty, but feared. Their 
uneasiness increased when lawyers, soldiers, and States began to ex- 
amine their report. They examined it sitting apart from the noise of 
battle and they weighed calmly the evidence. Lawyers like Daniel 
Lord, Sidney Bartlett, B. R. Curtis, J. G. Abbott, William D. Ship- 
man, and Charles O’Conor declared over their own signatures that 
the original verdict was against the original evidence. Said Daniel 
Lord: 


At the time of General Porter's trial I read the proceedings with astonish- 
ment at the testimony received and acted on, and am convinced that the trial 
was substantially conducted on an order to convict. 


Said Judge Curtis: 
I think General Porter was ey 


court which tried him, and he is at 
he chooses. 


Said Bartlett: 

You are entitled to my judgment in the 
fails to support the you, and 
tion should have been the result. 


Said Abbott: 

The fin of the court seems to me so unwarranted by the whole evidence 
that I should be glad to think it was the judgment of a tribunal utterly illegal 
and not recognized by the laws of the land. 


Said Judge Shipman: 
With all deference to the members of the court, I thought then, and still think, 
their conclusions unwarranted by the evidence. 


Said Charles O’ Conor: 

Iam convinced that a new trial ought to be had in the case of Fitz-John Por- 
ter. There is no adequate evidence of the misconduct all „and the record 
leaves it very do’ whether any opinion was ever formed against him which 
can justly be regarded officially authoritative. 


These lawyers, in writing, without pay, over their own signatures, 
thus declare that on the original evidence Porter’s should have been ac- 
quitted, and asked that the President of the United States should open 
the case. The President who put the last signature to the verdict ex- 
pressed to a governor of New Jersey his ardent wish that it might be 
opened. ' 

Governor Newell writes to Governor Randolph: 

I had several conversations with President Lincoln. The President was much 
interested, and said cheerfully that he would gladly grant a reo ng if any 
newevidence roupo neral Porter could be adduced. He said thathe 
had no prejudice, but been obliged to form his opinion from J 'udge Holt’s 
examination, as in his multitude of cares he had not been able to e a per- 
sonal investigation. 


The has been made that notwithstanding these sentiments 
President Lincoln refused an application for a review of the case. No 
application was ever made. A few months after the judgment of the 
court-martial Edward Everett, Robert C. Winthrop, Amos A. Law- 
rence, and others, of their own motion and without the knowledge of 
General Porter, prepared an eloquent memorial to the President, in 
which they asked him to reconsider the proceedings of the court- 
martial. The memorial got into the newspapers, as anything signed 
by such illustrious names naturally would, but was never presented. 
General Porter heard of it and sent his earnest request to Mr. Everett 
that no such action should be taken. He said wisely that it was pre- 
mature. Another, who became President, and whose presence upon that 
court-martial gave its decision greater weight, on the 18th of January, 
1875, moved in this very House that a board of examination might be 
appointed who should receive the new evidence which was offered. He 
introduced this resolution unsolicited, and wrote to General Porter that 
he believed it would be adopted; and here is the resolution: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America 
tn Congress assembled, That it shall be the duty of the President of the United 
States to convene a of officers of high rank in the Army, unconnected 
with the armies or transactions in quae to examine the evidence alleged to 
have been discovered by and to be in the A gorerg of Fitz-John Porter, unat- 
tainable at the time of trial, and re what, if any, bearing such evidence, 
if substantiated, would have in the findings and sentence of court-martial in 
case, 

And here is the letter, with that signature so familiar and so dear to 
many of us. I. present it now because it has been made public before: 

Wasutseton, D. O., February 19, 1875. 

Dear Ste: Your two letters came duly to hand, together with the pamphlet. 
I owe you an apol for not answering you sooner, 

I introduced the bill to which you refer, not because I was conscious of any 
intentional wrong done you by the court, for I have never concurred in the se- 
vere reflections which have from time to time a; in the public press on the 
motives and conduct of that court; but I am willing that any new evidence you 
may have shall be presented to the Government in an official form, and re- 
ported to the President by a board of officers who were in no way connected 
with the trial or with the operations of the army to which the trial related. 

I have spoken to several members of the Committee on Mili Affairs, and 
understand them to be willing to cout the bill to the Honse. ey have not 
yet had an opportunity to do so, but I hope they will before the session closes. 

Ishall consider your pamphlet as confidential, unless you otherwise direct me. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
J. A. GARFIELD. 


convicted on the evidence before the 
y to use this opinion when and where 


matter, which is that the evidence 
that acquittal instead of convic- 


General Frrz-Joux PORTER, 
Morristown, N. J. 
Gentlemen who have used their witto belittle the dignity and meth- 
ods of the advisory board and claim great friendship for General Gar- 


his | began. 


field would employ their wit better in telling how it differs from the 
board proposed in this resolution by him. Garfield proposed that the 
President shouldappoint. Garfield proposed that the appointees should 
be officers ofhigh rank in the Army. Garfield proposed that this board 
should examine the evidence alleged to have been discovered by and 
to be in possession of Fitz-John Porter, unattainable at the time of his 
trial, and report what, if any, bearing such evidence, if substantiated, 
would have in the findings and sentence of the court-martial in his 
case. How does the advisory board here proposed and described differ 
from the one whose report is before us? There has not been evenan at- 
tempt to show thedifference. One gentleman, when pressed, exclaimed, 
‘Garfield meant to have no such board as this.” 

Two of the board were so prejudiced against the accused that they at 
first refused to serve. Did the gentlemen object because one of the 
judges had no prejudice? This resolution introduced by Garfield shows 
that he was willing to have the proceedings of the court-martial open 
and its findings reviewed by an advisory board. And unless our oppo- 
nents can destroy the records of the Forty-third Congress they should 
cease their efforts to misrepresent his position. I draw my conclusions 
from this public act of General Garfield. As his friend, I can not pro- 
duce his private letters to show how near under provocation he came 
to breaking the secrecy on which honor shut his lips, and if I did this 
dishonor to his memory I should want to find something stronger for 
my case than the Cox letter, where he says: 

Ihave not yet made, in the light of the new testimony, a careful strategic 
study of the field and map as you have done. 

Can there be a stronger comment on the impropriety of this practice 
than the effort to claim an opinion from General Garfield out of a letter 
in which he admits that he had made no careful study of the subject? 
I, too, have letters, and they have allusions to this subject not unfavor- 
able to the side I advocate. Here are two of them, but they are marked 
‘‘ personal; and I will not read them to hurt the dead that I may help 
the living. 

A third President listened, approved, and acted. He named a board 
of examination just like that suggested by Garfield. He put on it 
‘f officers of high rank in the Army, unconnected with the armies or 
transactions in question.’’ He put on it Generals Schofield, Terry, and 
Getty, men whom the gallant Sherman declared to be “ officers than 
whom three better do not exist in the Army.’’ They made, as Garfield 
suggested, ‘‘an examination of the evidence alleged to have been dis- 
covered by and to be in the possession of Fitz-John Porter, unattaina- 
ble at the time of: this trial,” and they reported that the bearing of 
such evidence should reverse the findings and sentence of the court-mar- 
tial in his case. They had new evidence from the confederates against 
whom General Porter was ordered to march. They had new evidence 
in the dispatches of General Porter which had been concealed or with- 
held. They had accurate maps of the ground and the disposition of 
the forces, On these they report and acquit Porter of all guilt. Gen- 
tlemen hesitate because they are unwilling that the proceedings of this 
court-martial, this august tribunal, should be reviewed. They claim 
that the review of a court-martial is unconstitutional. I do not agree 
with this view. They speak as if court-martials were the Supreme Court, 
and established by the Constitution. They were, however, created by 
the Legislature, and the power that created can review, correct, or de- 
stroy. But the*action of the House to-day is not a review of the court- 
martial or its proceedings. We are hearing noappeal from that court. 
Weare exercisinga frequentand undisputed right. We are putting in- 
to the Army of the United States an illustrious general whose serv- 
ices there will be valuable to the Commonwealth. If our action seems 
to reflect upon the view of General Porter’s merits which the court- 
martial expressed, that isan unpleasant discrepancy between that board 
and this House. Let the verdict stand and go into history. But out- 
side of the courts and irrespective of that court’s decisfon the world 
now knows and admits that General Porter was a good soldier and suf- 
fered a wrong. And Congress, recognizing the inexorable logic of facts, 
accepts the conclusion and completes a pardon which the Executive 
[Applause.] It were as well to claim that the pardon of the 
President overruled the court-martial as that our action in restoring 
General Porter has overruled it. 

The advisory did not sit to review the trial of the court-martial. 
They sat to review a case in which the parties were the same, but thé 
evidence was very different. Their report contributed to that general 
conviction and that popular knowledge on which with the report we 
are acting. On the facts derived from this report and elsewhere we are 
asked to restore General Porter to his position in the Army. He does 
not ask money for services he was always ready and willing to perform. 
He does not ask compensation for suffering and loss a!most unparalleled 
in history. He only asks thatthe ranks of the Army from which he was 
driven should be open toreceive, and that thesword which was taken from 
him should be placed at his side. Shall this scanty justice be refused 
him? While I make the appeal I pause to admit his faults—serious 
faults, but excusable; faults, but not crimes. He was not a traitor. 
Punish him if, in his anxiety to furnish the information for which Bura- 
side, McClellan, and Lincoln constantly pressed him, he spoke with a. 
frankness and freedom which was characteristic of his nature but con- 
trary to the military discipline when he spoke of one who was his superior 
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in the field. Remember that dispatches were coming from Lincoln, from 
McClellan, from Burnside, saying that their only knowledge of the mo- 
mentous events transpiring in the front must come through him, and 
that, in grateful obedience tothree men whom he especially honored and 
trusted, he wrote just what he thought; and remember, too, that his- 
tory has stamped just what he thought and wrote as the truth. For 
this breach of military discipline, however, let him be punished. He 
had no faith in hiscommanding officer, and he improperly communicated 
his suspicions and dislikes to the President of the United States and to 
his commander-in-chief. This was an offense, nd so was Washington’s, 
when on the hot Sunday at Monmouth he cursed General Lee loudly 
for his cowardice or folly. Butthis offense is slight and has been already 
punished. Don’t think of this little fault. Think of his great vir- 
tues. Remember how he fought on the30th! That order came in time 
and from a superior who at last had learned his surroundings. And 
with Porter at their head the Fifth Army Corps charged into the gates 
of hell, and into the jaws of death. This was magnificent, and this 
was also war—war at its sternest. They went in six thousand—they 
came out leaving twenty-two hundred on the field. It was a loss to 
Porter of twenty-two hundred friends, for the Fifth Army Corps was, 
and is to-day, and while one veteran survives will be, the faithful, 
unfaltering, loyal friend of its gallant commander. Give him back to 
them. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, the chief of the rebellion walked down the steps of 
this Capitol threatening to return and destroy it. He attempted its 
destruction and failed. Yet Jefferson Davis walks in freedom. Men 
who penned our soldiers ia Andersonville and Libby still live, 

Officers trained at West Point, whose treason is not investigated, for 
they practiced it from the Mississippi to the Potomac, sit in this House. 
Shall Porter, innocent in heart.if erring in act, alone be punished ? 
Must he be a sacrifice for a nation ? 

The hero of Mexico and Malvern and Manassas asks only for justice; 
if you refuse him justice, I plead, against his wishes, for mercy. Take 
this innocent man from the side of Judas and Arnold and place him by 
the side of those who honor him—by the side of Getty and Sykes and 
Terry and Schofield and Grant. [Long-continued applause. ] 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, I find myself in the somewhat 
embarrassing position of controlling the last hour of the time on this 
side of the debate, for a portion of which applications have heen made 
to me by sixor eight gentlemen whose names were on the list of speakers 
and whom I am unwilling to deprive of the opportunity of being heard. 
I must, therefore, necessarily abandon the purpose of attempting to dis- 
cuss the merits of this case in anything like detail. In fact, Mr. Chair- 
man, in the few moments which I shall occupy under the stress of this 
limitation of debate, which is to be regretted in the disposition of so 
important a case, I may hardly hope to do more than perform a duty 
which I believe I owe to my native State, to the soldiers of my State, 
including many gallant members of the Fifth Army Corps, who desire 
to have their protest entered here against the passage of this bill. 

We have heard from major-generals and brigadier-generals and pri- 
vate soldiers, and the assertion has been made here by the gentleman 
from New York in charge of this nieasure that of all the soldiers in 
Fitz-John Porter’s command not one can be found to join in his con- 
demnation. It would have been my pleasure, as well as my duty, had 
time afforded, to have cited a satisfactory refutation of that fact from 
the mouths of a number of witnesses, as true and worthy soldiers as 
ever fought beneath the flag. Suflice it to say that among all the soldiers 
of my State, with whom I have a somewhat familiar and friendly ac- 
quaintance, I have received but one communication in favor of the 
passage of this bill, while on the other hand I have received numerous 
protests, among them an urgent letter lying upon my desk to-day from 
a gallant cavalryman of the glorious First Maine, who sat his horse by 
the side of Fitz-John Porter as his orderly on the 29th of August, 1862, 
and who writes to me to express the sentiment of indignation and as- 
tonishment which he says was almost universally felt among the troops 
at the inaction of their general and his failure to give the enemy battle 
on that a Another and similar protest comes to me from a brave 
sergeant of the Second Maine Infantry, who, like his comrade, says it 
was believed by the soldiers that Porter did not mean to support Pope. 
So much for the alleged unanimity of the testimony on the part of the 
soldiers in favor of Fitz-John Porter. ~ 

Mr. Chairman, if this measure has been based of rested upon one con- 
sideration more than another it has been upon a statement of the 
opinion recently given by the great commander of the Union armies, 
General Grant, who seems to be regarded with so much and such un- 
wonted enthusiasm on the other side of this Chamber for the purposes 
of this debate. À 

The groundwork of the argument here for Porter has been the asser- 
tion of the doctrine by the board of review, which is alleged to be in- 
dorsed by General Grant, that a corps commander in time of war is 
justified in using his discretion in regard to obedience to his orders. 
Now, I undertake to say’ that the declaration that a subordinate mili- 
tary officer in time of battle, in the face of the enemy, is justified in 
using his discretion as to obeying an explicit and peremptory order of 
his lawful commander is one of the most astonishing propositions ever 
put before the American people. I assert that it fonnd its contradic- 


tion in every fact and in every act of the successful prosecution of our 
war. 

But, Mr. Chairman, when the proposition is preaented upon so eminent 
an authority as that of General Ulysses 8. Grant it naturally requires. 
something besides mere assertion of dissent to meet and counteract it. 
I declare that General Grant’s statement in behalf of Fitz-John Porter 
is in contradiction of the very principles upon which he himself con- 
ducted the great operations that resulted in the suppression of the re- 
bellion. 

I appeal from the special pleading of General Grant in this case, so 
persistently pressed upon his sympathy, to the testimony of General 
Grant in another case where the fortunes and reputation and honor of 
as gallant an officer as ever wore uniform were atstake. General Gou- 
verneur K. Warren, of the Fifth Army Corps, which he commanded 
subsequently to Fitz-John Porter, was superseded at the battle of Five 
Forks just as the genius of victory was about placing the wreaths of 
final triumph upon our national standards, just as fruition was coming 
to the gigantic military efforts of four long years. General Warren was 
removed from his command at the supreme momentof national victory; 
he was placed under the cloud of suspicion and disapproval; and when 
he had rested for long years under this opprobrium and had unsuccess- 
fully sought fora removal of the censure, at last a board of inquiry was 
ordered in his case, and among the most important witnesses on that 
occasion was General Ulysses 8. Grant. 

Now, I will not go into the merits of this case of General Warren. 
That gallant soldier isdead. He sleeps enshrouded in the flag to which 
he was never false. He sleeps embalmed in the affections of the pesple 
whom he served with fidelity and ability for four long years. Heslesps 
beloved by the men whom he so often and so nobly led into battle. He 
sleeps with but one reflection upon his memory, the complaint—which 
is also earnestly denied—that he was a little tardy upon that occasion; 
and for that he was denied a share in the glories of Appomattox and 
put under rebuke while others were receiving the plaudits of the people. 

Mr. Chairman, when the time came to vindicate or relieve that gal- 
lant officer, who had become stricken by disease incurred in the service of 
his country, and who was yearning for the vindication which had been 
ielayed so long, General Grant was called as one of the principal wit- 
nesses; and I want to read to you from his testimony to show what 
General Grant’s opinion was in the case of General Warren in regard to 
the duty of subordinate officers. I read from the testimony of General 
Grant, proceedings of the court of inquiry, page 1041: 

Q. As far as you recollect was the reason of your requesting General Meade to 
send that additional dispatch the fact that you alluded to before, that you had no 
one to send yourself? 

General Grant answered: 


It would be impossible for me to answer now from recollection just what I did. 
I know through the whole of the day from the time General Sheridan was scnt 
off to my left flank until Five Forks was carried I was watching their eve: 
movementand everything that was done, doing all I could to aid. I was send- 
ing orders here and there to one army and another. 


Please note that he was not giving orders simply to subordinates in 
his immediate vicinity, but that he was sending off orders to one 
“army ’’ here and another “army ’’ there— 

I was sending orders here and there to one army and another, wherever F 
judged there was an opportunity of putting it in; and I wanted my orders 
promptly obeyed and generally had them. 

That he generally had his orders obeyed will be freely testified by many 
of his officers now seated on the floor of this House. But says General 
Grant in addition: — 

Where officers undertook to think for themselves and considered that the officer giv- 
ing them orders had «ot fully considered what everybody else was to do it generally led 
to failure or delay. 

I do not hesitate to say, Mr. Chairman, that is the doctrine, that is 
the essence of the military code which carried the banner of Ulysses 
S. Grant from Donelson to Vicksburg and from the Wilderness to Ap- 
pomattox. It was the doctrine of obedience to orders, and I ap 
from the special pleading of General Grant in behalf of Fitz-John Por- 
ter to his sworn declaration of his faith and his practice in the case ot 
Gouverneur K. Warren. 

If it were necessary to add emphasis to this terse statement of the 
necessity for prompt and implicit obedience and for the vesting of ab- 
solute authority in one commanding and directing head in time of battle, 
I might cite the language of that other great military ¢hieftain, Will- 
iam Tecumseh Sherman, who, in reviewing this case as General of the 
Army, July 15, 1882, said: 

It would be an unsafe and dangerous rule to hold the commander of an army 
in battle to a technical adherence to any rule of conduct for managing his com- 
mand. Heis responsible for results, and holds the lives and reputations of every 
officer and soldier under his orders as subordinate to the great end—victory. 
The most important events are usually compressed into an hour, a minute, and 
he can not stop to analyze his reasons. Ie must act on the impulse, the convic- 
tion of the instant, should be sustained in his conclusions if not manifestly 
unjust. The power to command men and give vehement impulse to their joint 
action is something that can not be defined by words, but it is plain and mani- 
fest in battles, and whoever commands an army in chief must choose his subor- 
dinates by reason of qualities which can alone be tested in actual conflict. 

No one has questioned the patriotism, integrity, and great intelligence of Gen- 
eral Warren. These are attested by a Jong recond of most excellentservice; but 


in the chish of arms at and near Five Forks, March 31 and April 1, 1865, his per- 
sonal activity fell short of the standard fixed General Sheridan, on whom 


alone rested the great responsibility for that st food a days. 
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My conclusion is that General Sheridan was perfectly justified in his action in 
‘this case, and he must be fully and entirely sustained if the United States expects 
great victories by her armies in the future. 


Apply the rule and the logic of these clear-cut declarations of Grant 
and Sherman to the case of Fitz-John Porter, and the attemptto argue 
in favor of restoring him to the position he forfeited will appear worse 
than ridiculous. Their words warn us that the excusing, not to say 
glorifying, of such insubordination and failure of duty as that for which 
Porter was cashiered by a general court-martial will strike a danger- 
‘ous if not fatal blow at the discipline and morale of our Army. To ap- 
ply the wren of General Sherman, the verdict of that court-mar- 
tial “ must be fully and entirely sustained if the United States expects 
‘great victories by her armies in the future.” 

The other theory of justifying a disobedience of orders in time of war, 
in presence of the enemy, upon the strength of evidence of the military 
situation discovered many years after, unknown to the delinquent offi- 
eer at the time and largely furnished by the enemy who were benefited 
by the delinquency, seems to me a novel and dangerous one. 

I think the American people will hesitate still some time before con- 
demning General Grant for crushing the rebellion because distinguished 
officers of the confederate army and other eminent Democrats have ex- 
pressed very emphatic disapproval of his strategy and its results. 

We are not quite ready to admit that the march of Sherman from At- 
lanta to the sea was a blunder because the English language has proved 
inadequate to the expression of the disgust of our late confederate breth- 
ren at the unmilitary and unchivalrous character of such a tramp across 
the heart of the enemy’s country. 

I should not even be willing to expunge the record of Farragut's 
magnificent passage of the forts at Mobile Bay because in the opinion 
of the confederates the torpedoes laid across the channel ought to have 
blown his fleet to splinters. How easy it would now be to obtain tes- 
timony that under the circumstances Farragut as a prudent commander 
ought to have stopped his fleet when the Brooklyn, in the lead, dis- 
covered that the line of sailing led directly across the dead line of the 
submarine batteries, and when the iron-clad Tecumsch, striking one of 
them, lurched and went down, with all on board, within a stone’s throw 
of his own vessel. Yes, it would be easy to prove how strong the de- 
fenses were and how desperate the attempt to force them; Dut the pict- 
ure we choose to bear in mind is not that of a cautious and inglorious 
retreat; we love rather to remember the grand old Admiral as he stood 
in the shrouds above the smoke of battle and gave the order for his 
own glorious Hartford to take the lead, and, signaling the fleet to 
follow the flag-ship, stormed the gateway of Mobile with his wooden 
squadron, as he before had forced the fiery entrance of the Mississippi. 

Lives might have been temporarily saved and bloodshed spared if 
the commander of the devoted six hundred had asserted discretion 
and refused to ride to death amid the awful guns at Balaklava. But 
the example of such a failure to obey would have cost England thou- 
sands of lives in subsequent operations, and history would have failed 
of one of the most magnificent examples of devoted valor. Had the 
commander of the Light Brigade failed to obey, and afterward spent 
years in appealing for justification, he would never have formed the 
theme of immortal verse, nor furnished the model for heroism to his 
countrymen. Better for him, better for humanity, even though “some 
one had blundered,’’ that while gallantry has a historian he and his 
men will be remembered as they rode splendidly ‘‘into the jaws of 
Death ’’ for the honor of the flag and the glory of old England. ~ 

Mr. Chairman, lack of time prevents me from saying some other things 
which I would like to have said. Permit me simply to advert to one 
remarkable phase in this discussion. I must say that I have sat here 
with feelings akin to indignation when I have listened to the use that 
has been attempted to be made of the name of the late President Gar- 
field in this debate. We have had the political foes of General Garfield 
citing him here as in behalf of the dishonoring of his own verdict, and 
we have had men of his own political household attempting to make 
us believe that in some way General Garfield would approve of the put- 
ting of this stigma upon his own memory. 

Mr. Chairman, we all know that General Garfield was a magnani- 
mous man. We all know that his liberality knew no bounds. We all 
know that his political mistakes, suchas they were, came from his over- 
generosity. There is no fact fresher or more painful in American his- 
tory than that the only leaves that have withered upon Garfield’s tomb 
have been the olive branches that he offered to his enemies 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. Stocum] has undertaken to 
make it appear that General Garfield is in some way the author of and 
sponsor for this measure, which stigmatizes one of the most important 
actions of his life. Such injustice to his memory is in keeping with 
the only kind of return that General Garfield ever received for the 
magnanimity that he so constantly displayed. How much has the 
party of the gentleman from New York testified its appreciation of Gen- 
eral Gartield’s great-hearted political liberality? It was shown in 1880 
when their national committee instructed their hirelings and scavengers 
to crawl on all fours from the slums and the gutters of every city of 
the Union from San Francisco to New Orleans and to write upon the 
«urbstones and door lintels insults to the integrity of James A. Garfield. 

A MEMBER. That is clear. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. The gentleman says ‘‘that is clear.” Itis. It 
is also clear that in New York in the same year the representatives of 
the same party attempted to pay another installment of their debt of 
gratitude to the great, liberal, and conciliatory leader of the Republican 
party by deliberately endeavoring to fix upon him the authorship of an 
infamous forgery. That is the reward that General Garfield has re- 
ceived. 

And here to-day we have men endeavoring to make us believe that the 
murdered President, if he could speek, would desire that the verdict of 
his court-martial should be reversed and dishonored. I want to say, 
Mr. Chairman, that I know something of General Garfield's feelings in 
regard to this case. I have talked with General Garfield myself in re- 
gard to it. I have talked with the dearest friends he had on this earth. 
I have talked within twenty-four hours with one close friend who bent 
over him as the last feeble, fluttering breath forsook his lips; and they 
all bear testimony that to the last moment of his life General Garfield 
felt the injustice of the finding of this ‘‘ board of review”’ as the great- 
est and most grievous wrong that had ever been put upon him. 

I protest against the false pretense of bringing the name of James A. 
Gartield in here to-day to assist in the desecration of Gartield’s memory. 
I protest against invoking that great shade in behalf of casting a stigma 
upon Stanton and upon Lincoln. I protest in the name of the loyalty 
of this country against the attempt made to roll back the tide of years 
and to brand the patriots of 1862 while rewarding the traitors. I pro- 
test against the verdict about to be rendered here—no, it will not be a 
“verdict.” I protest against the vote to be given here, and declare 
that in no sense can it be held a vindication of Fitz-John Porter. I 
assert as my solemn belief, and certainly upon a firm and unyielding 
conviction, that Fitz-John Porter never could be vindicated by the 
votes of the representatives of the loyal people whose flag he betrayed 
in the face of the enemy. [Applause. } 

I now yield ten minutes of my time to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. Brown]. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I think I have discovered, in the 

short time I have been a member of this House, a disposition on almost 
every hand to reverse all that the people did in the days of the war and 
the years immediately following. The first gentleman who addressed 
the committee upon this question [Mr. SLoctum] made the assertion, 
and it has been quoted on both sides of the House from time to time, 
that, Fitz-John Porter was tried in a time of passion; that his case did 
not have that consideration which would have been given to it had he 
been tried when the passions of the people had subsided after the war 
hadended. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] reiterates 
it; and I think almost every gentleman who has undertaken to defend 
Fitz-John Porter on this floor has assumed about the same position. 
* The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. PHELPS], who so well closed 
the debate on the other side, tells this House that he comes here and 
speaks in defense of Fitz-John Porter because Porter is a constituent 
of his, I-wish this whole question was referred back to his constitu- 
ents, and that Fitz-John Porter could go where he could be properly 
vindicated, by the people. 

I pity Fitz-John Porter; my heart goes out to him in pity. There- 
fore I would not have that mockery of commendation, that mockery of 
vindication, which must, of necessity, come from this House if this bill 
shall pass. The vindication which Fitz-John Porter should seek is a 
vindication from the people. 

Now, I know of no better State for an appeal to be made with a greater 
certainty for vindication than the State of New Jersey. It is in that 
State where lives the man next to him, the man who approached nearest 
to him in treachery in that hour when Fitz-John Porter fell; the State 
where George B. McClellan was vindicated. I am in favor of remand- 
ing this whole question back to New Jersey, where Fitz-John Porter 
may be vindicated by the people and their suffrages, and that would 
be a vindication worth something to him. 

Mr. Chairman, between the 26th and 31st days of August. 1862, on 
the ‘‘ Plains of Manassas,” there was fought a series of batiies result- 
ing in great disaster to the Union arms.. They were disastrous on ac- 
count of the great loss in men and materials; they were disastrous 
because they served to reveal a spirit of jealousy, envy, and chicanery 
among officers high in command so bitter and so deep-seated as to de- 
moralize the army and dishearten the people. Twenty thousand men 
had bled and died in vain; twenty thousand stand of arms had gone 
into the hands of our enemies. The capital of the nation was threat- 
ened, and at least one of the great captains upon whom the nation de- 
pended to lead her armies had proved himself much more willing to 
sacrifice his country for his own aggrandizement than to sacrifice himself 
for his country’s glory. 

The campaign which ended in this great calamity really opened on 
the 18th day of August. On that day at 4 o'clock began the retreat 
induced by the necessity of the situation. General Pope had received 
such information as satisfied him that Lee—no longer menaced by the 
Army of the Potomac under McClellan—was about to throw his whole 
army with crushing force upon him and to cut his communication with 
Fredericksburg and the capital. He immediately fell back to the north 
side of the Rappahannock. Here he made a stand, and until the 22d 
resisted successfully all attempts of the confederates to cross the stream. 
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There were of his forces on that day less than forty thousand men of all 
branches of the serviee. He at once notified the commander-in-chief 
of his perilous situation and asked for re-enforcements. These were 
promised within two days. At the same time he was urged to con- 
test the ground on his retreat, so that the entire force then on its way 
from Harrison’s Landing could reach the field before a general engage- 
ment. Thus assured, General Pope continued his perilous retreat until 
the 26th of August, when he reached the plains of Manassass. Al- 
though of the entire time there was hardly an hour when some por- 
tion of his command was not engaged, he held the advancing host so well 
in check, that on the latter day he had reached ground, without seri- 
ous loss, where he should have been met with all the men and materials 
necessary for a successful termination of the campaign. 

This great success was achieved by tireless vigilance on the part of the 
general and by heroic endurance on the part of his men. I venture 
the assertion—and I base it not only upon recorded history but upon 
personal observation—that of the troops of Pope’s command who gave 
their lives to their country in that heroic struggle more than one-half 
of the number never laid aside the harness of war from the 18th day 
of August, when they buckled it on, until the hour they fell in death 
upon the fated fields of Manassas. 

Such was the skill, the heroism, and the endurance that brought the 
Army of Virginia through perils by night and perils by day upon soil 
where but for base ery it had been rewarded with victory. But, 
sir, the promised re-enforcements came not. Though often urged and 
besought and commanded, McClellan hesitated, and Porter delayed. 
The troops promised for the 25th began to come in small detachments 
only on the 27th. In the mean time Jackson had flanked Pope’s right 
and played havoe with military stores at Manassas and was making off 
with his plunder. 

On the 27th Hooker met the retreating columns of Jackson, under 
Ewell, and the first battle of the series was fought. At this time only 
three divisions of the Army of the Potomac—Hooker's, Heintzelman’s, 
and Sykes’s—had reached a pointto be of use to Pope. Porter was, how- 
ever, only nine miles from headquarters, and, with the other detach- 
mentsof McClellan’scommand, marching in the direction needed, Pope 
had every reason to expect that with the exercise of reasonable speed, 
in the movement of his troops, he could fall upon Jackson, and before 
assistance could reach him from Longstreet defeat and scatter his 
forces. It was at this point of time that the order of 6.30, about which 
so much has been said, was written. Priorto its writing Pope had sent 
two precautionary orders explaining fully the situation to Porter and 
stating clearly and distinctly both the perils of the situation and the 
prospects of triumph, and urging upon him in the plainest possible terms 
the great necessity for prompt movement when the hour for the final 
order should come. Let me call the attention of the House to these 
orders. They are dated, respectively, August 26, 7 o’clock p. m., and 
August 27, 4 o’clock a. m., and are as follows: 

HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF VIRGINIA, 
Warrenton Junction, August 26, 1862—7 o'clock p. m. 


GENERAL: Please move forward with Sykes’s division to-morrow morning 
through Fayetteville to a point two and a half miles of the town of Warrenton, 
and take position yore res can easily move to the front, with your right rest- 

railroad, 


ing on the up Morell to join you as ily as ble, leaving 
y small ca forces to watch the fords. If there are any troops below 
coming up, they at Rap- 


ould come up rapidly, leaving only small rear guard 
porsina Station. You will find General Banksat Fayetteville. Iappend be- 

ow the position of our forces, as also those of the enemy. Ido not see how a 
general en; ent can be postponed more than a day or two. ‘ 

McDowell, with his own corps, Sigel’s, and three brigades of Reynolds's men, 
being about thirty-four thousand, are at and immediately in front of War- 
renton; Reno joins him on his right and rear, with eight thousand men, at an 
early hour to-morrow; Cox, with seven thousand men, will move forward to 

oin him in the afternoon of to-morrow; Banks, with six thousand men, is at 

yetteville; Sturgis, about eight thousand strong, will move forward by day 
after to-morrow; Franklin, I Pono; with his corps will by day af-er to-morrow 
night occupy the point where the Manassas Gap Railroad intersects the turn- 
pike from Warrenton to Washington city ; Heintzelman’s corps will be held in 
reserve here at Warrenton Junction -until it is ascertained that the enemy has 
begun to cross Hedgman's River. You will understand how necessary it is for 
our troops to be in position as soon as ble. The enemy'sline extends from 
a point a little cast of Warrenton ae ur Springs around to a point afew miles 
north of the turnpike from Sperryville to. Warrenton, with his front presented 
to the and his trains thrown around well behind him in the direction of 
Little Washington and Sperryville. Make your men cook three days’ rations 
and keepat least two days’ cooked rations constantly on hand. Hurry up Morell 
as rapidly as possible, as also the troops pesoeese up in hisrear. The enemy has 
a strong column still farther to his left toward Manassas Gap Railroad in the 
direction of Salem. 

JOHN POPE 


Major-General, Commanding. 
Maj. Gen. Firz-Joux Porter, 
` Commanding Fifth Army Corps. i. 


This order of Pope on the 26th shows that Porter was thus early noti- 
fied of what was expected. 
UARTERS ARMY OF VIRGINIA, 


HEADQ' 
Warrenton Junction, August 27, 1862—4 o'clock a.m. 

GENERAL: Your note of 11 p: m., yesterday is received. Major-General Pope 
directs me to say that under the circumstances stated by you in relation to your 
command he desires you to march direet to this place as rapidly as possible. The 
troops behind you at Barnett's Ford will be directed by you to march at once 
direct to this D re or Weayerville, without going to Rep annock Station. 
Forage is hard to get, and you must your animals as far as you can doso. 
The enemy’s cavalry has intercepted our railway communication near Manas- 
sas, and he seems to be advancing with a heavy force along the Manassas Gap 
Railroad. We will probably move to attack him to-morrow in the neighbor- 
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hood of Gainesville, whith may bring our line farther back toward Washing- 

ton. Of this I will endeavor to notify you in time. You should get here as 

Lenin Sor se day to-morrow as possible, in order to render assistance should it 
n 


I am, general, very respectfully, your obedient servant 
GEO. D. RUGGLES. 


Colonel and Chief of Staff. 


FEBRUARY 1, 


Maj. Gen. F. J, PORTER. 
Commanding Fifth Army Corps. 


What could have been more explicit than to say, as did Pope after 
explaining to Porter the disposition not only of his own but of Lee’s 
forces, ‘* You will understand how necessary it is for our troops to be 
in position as soon as possible;’’ and again, ‘‘ Make your men cook three 
days’ rations,” and ‘* Hurry up Morell as rapidly as possible, as also 
the troops coming in his rear,” adding, ‘‘ The enemy has a strong 
column still farther to the left’’ than before indicated. Was this an 
intimation to Porter that he could take his own time, that he could 
come to the front at leisure, as suggested by the West Point board and 
by General Grant’s letter and by gentlemen on this floor? 


THE ORDER OF 6.30. 


Being thus forewarned of what might be expected at 6.30 on the 27th, 
Pope issued the following positive order and instructions: 


HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF VIRGINIA, BRISTOE STATION, 
August 27, 1862—6.30 p. m. 
GENERAL: The major-general commanding directs that you start at 1 o'clock 
to-night, and come forward with your whole corps, or suc rt of it as is with 
you, so as to be here by daylight to-morrow morning. Hooker has had a very 
severe action with the enemy, with a loss of about three hundred killed and 
wounded. The enemy has been driven back, but is retiring along the railroad. 
We must drive him from Manassas, and clear the country between that place and 
Gainesville, where McDowell is. If Morell has not joined you, send word to him 
to push forward immediately; also send word to Banks to hurry forward with 
all speed to take your place at Warrenton Junction. It is necessary, on all 
accounts, that you should be here by daylight I send an officer with this dis- 
poti. who will conduct you to this place. sure to send word to Banks, who 
on the road from Fayetteville, probably in the direction of Bealeton. Say to 
Banks, also, that he had best run back the railroad trains to this side of Cedar 
Run. If he is not with you, write him to that effect. ’ 
By command of Major-General Pope. 
GEORGE D. RUGGLES. 


Colonel and Chief o; Stag. 
Maj. Gen. F. J. Porter, Warrenton Junction. ey 


P.S,—If Banks is not at Warrenton Junction, leave a regiment of infantry and 
two pieces of artillery as a guard till he comes up, with instructions to follow 
you immediately, lf Banks is not at the Junction, instruct Colonel Cleary to 
run the trains back to this side of Cedar Run, and post a regiment and section 
of artillery with it. 

By command of Major-General Pope. 

GEORGE D. RUGGLES, 
Colonel and Chief of Staff. 


In this order the military board profess to find something indefinite, 
something indicating the author's intent to leave in part the carrying 
out of his command to Porter’s discretion. If regard is had to the 


language employed such a construction can not with any propriety be 


placed upon it. Still more absurd do such conclusions appear when 
we take into account Porter’s familiarity with the preceding orders 
which made known the perilous situation and the imperative need of 
relief. Even if there had been no time stated in the order when Porter 
should report at Bristoe Station, all discretion was denied him when 
Pope mee Fog the hour for starting. But when a limit is stated 
within which the journey should begin, and a time distinctly named 
when it should end and the command be at Bristoe for duty, all chance 
or possibility for doubt must be considered atan end, To assert, there- 
fore, that the order left to Porter any discretion in the matter is to 
acknowledge dishonesty in the person making such assertion or to con- 
fess that he had not critically examined the order in question. Evi- 
denceby such a witness should have little weight with this House. The 
language is: ‘‘ You (Porter) start at 1 o’clock to-night and come for- 
ward with your whole corps, so as to be here at daylight,” and ‘‘it is 
necessary on all accounts that you should be here by daylight. I send an 
officer to conduct you to this place,” 

That language so plain, positive, definite, and unequivocal should be 
tortured into a ‘‘ discretion ’’ only proves the straits to which the friends 
of Fitz-John Porter are pushed to find an explanation for his conduct on 
that occasion. 

But, as if to place itself beyond the range of pity and secure the con- 
tempt of all mankind for its opinions, thereviewing board adds another 
justification for disobedience to this order which, if founded on fact, 
would make the former excuse still more absurd and ridiculous. It 
alleges that even if Porter had not been allowed discretioa he could not 
have obeyed the order, because, first, the night was too dark to march; 
second, the road was impassable on account of previous rains; and third, 
that it was crossed by streams and blockaded with teams and wagons 
floundering in mud and stranded in the mire. Itis needless tosay that 
if Porter had been given discretion to march either at 1 o’clock or at 4, 
when he did march, it would be entirely unnecessary for the military 
board, or for General Grant, or for the gentlemen on the other side to 
furnish any other justification for the delay whatsoever. Why distort 
the facts, as sworn to by a multitude of witnesses, in order to find a sec- 
ond justification? The night was not so dark that Porter could not 
march over that road. 

The testimony shows that though the night was at times cloudy there 
was no rain, and that troops in nearly every corps in the Army, both 
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Union and confederate, marched that night, and during the very hours 
when it is claimed Porter could not march on account of the darkness. 
To this effect was the testimony of General Butterfield, General Me- 
Keever, Col. Robert C. Cleary, Solomon Thomas, Captain Duryea, Gen- 
eral Pope, General Myers, Major Duval, and a multitude of others. 
Henry Kidd Douglas, adjutant-general to Jackson, swore that Jackson’s 
whole command marched from Centreville to a point near Groveton 
on this night. General Early corroborates this, and says he marched 
without experiencing any difficulty on account of the darkness. The 
following are a few among many who swore to the same effect: 

Lieut. Edward Brooks, called by the Government, and sworn and ex- 
amined as follows (general court-martial record, page 112): 


By the Judge-Advocate: 
What is your ition in the military service? 
ns Iama firat entenant of volunteers in the Sixth Wisconsin Regiment, 
Q. State to the court, if you please, whether or not you were serving with the 
Army of Virginia on or about the 27th of August last. 
A, I wa 
Q. In far place occupied by that army were you on the night of the 27th of 
Au ? 


A. I was at Bristoe Station and at Greenwich. 

Q. Do you remember the character of the night; if so, will you state whether 
it was of usual or unusual darkness? 

A. It was not very dark; not so dark but what I could find my way through 
the woods, < 

Q. Wasor was not the night of such a characteras to offerany unusual difficul- 
ties to the march of troops? 

A. It was not. 

Q. What was the general condition of the road from Warrenton Junction in 
the direction of Manassas Junction? 

A. It was very good, 

Q. Did you have full opportunities of ascertaining the condition of that road on 
the night of the 27th of August? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What opportunities did you have? 

A. Itraveled from beyond Warrenton to Warrenton Junction, from Warrenton 
Junction to Bristoe Station; and after arriving at Bristoe Station I went across 
the country to Greenwich. . 

Q. Have you or not frequently passed over that road? 

A. Very often. : 


Board record, page 640: 
Col. Thomas F. McCoy, called by the recorder, being duly sworn, was exam- 
ined, and testified as follows y X 2 i A 


Q. Whose brigade and whose division ? 


A. Duryea's bri , Ricketts’s division, McDowell’s corps. 
Q. What rank you leave the service with? 
A. Colonel, 


Q. Were 7 brevet brigadier-general? 
A. Yes, sir, 


Q. Where were you on the afternoon of August 25, 1862? 
A. A little southwest of Warrenton. 

Q. How late did you march that day and evening? 

A, The 2th? 


Q. Yes. 

A I don’t think we marched on the 25th. We marched on the 23d. 
Q. Until how late? 

A, About 10 or 11 o'clock. 

Q. On the 27th of August were you on the march late in the day? 


A. Yes. 
Q. Until how late did you then march? 


A, All night; until 1 o'clock. 
Q. What difficulty, if any, was e need in marching that night? 
A. We didn’t have any dittoulty marching that night. There was a good 


deal of straggling among the soldiers. 


Board record, page 861: 
John P. Taylor, called by the recorder, having affirmed, testified as follows: 
Direct examination : 


A. Reedsville, Pennsy 
Q. Were you in the military service of the United States in the month of 
August, ; ifso, in what capacity? 

A.I was captain of the F: irst Pennsylvania Cavalry at that time, 


s Am Have you ever been over the road from Warrenton Junction to Bristoe 
tion? 
A. Yes; quite frequently. : 
7 What was the character of that road from Warrenton Junction to Catlett's 
n 18627 


A. It is on the left side of the road from Warrenton Junction to Catlett's. 
There is a stream that passes between Warrenton Junction and Catlett's, I think 
at a distance not to exceed a mile. 

Mr. BuLLITT. Had the witness been over this road frequently before that ? 

A. Yes; I encamped at Catlett's in the spring of 1862 for some three weeks, 
immediately after the enemy vacated Manassas. We were there three weeks 
before the advance moved to Fredericksburg. ` y 

Q. Go on and describe the character of the road as it then was from Warren- 
ton Junction to Catlett's Station, 

A. There is a stream passes down between Warrenton Junction and Catlett's 
and a railroad bridge crosses there, and some trestle-work, but above the bri 
it is almost level country for some miles west, At that time there was a 
of woods that came down near Catlett's—a narrow Sane Y of woods. We 
moved all over that ground for a mile west of the rai x 

Q. Then coming from Catlett's to Bristoe, what was the character of the road? 

A. Thatis nearly a vast pe most of the yar: There are two streams, I 
think—small ravines--but the country is a vast Begg General G moved 
his division of cavalry a mile to the north of railroad, in the night, from 
Bealeton to Auburn, about two’or three miles north of Catlett’s. 

Q. Across the country? 

A. Yes; across the country about a mile, where there was no road, 

Q. At that time could wagons go on each side of the road? 

A. There were roads some distance there on each side of the railroad, and 
wagons and troops moved frequently in column. 

Q. More than one road? 

A. O, yes; the troops had made roads. Sometimes one road would get bad, 
and they would off and make another road. The country was such they 


could have one almost any place, 


I. H. Duval, called by the recorder, being duly sworn, testified as follows: 


Q. Where do you reside? 

A. Wellsborough, W. Va. 

Q. Were you in the military service of the United States in the month of Au- 
gust, 1862? If so, in what capacity? 

A. I was major of volunteers, First West Virginia Regiment. 

Q. Whose brigade and division? 

A. I was in the fourth brigade, Ricketts's division. 

Q. Where were you on the evening of August 27, 1862, and what did you do? 

A. On the evening of August 27 I was with my brigade. We were about four 
miles, I think, northwest of Warrenton at that time—north or northwest—and 
I was directed by my colonel to carry a letter that he handed me from General 
Ricketts to General Pope. 

Q. To what point? 

A. It was supposed to be somewhere near Centreville. That was my order, 

Q. What did you then do? 

A. I started and made the trip and delivered the letter. 

Q. You left the camp about what time? 

A. Nearly dark. It was after sundown. 

Q. What road did you take? 

A. I came back to Warrenton, and I followed then the road running from 
Warrenton in the direction of Catlett’s Station. I was directed to go that way 
and keep out of the way of the enemy. 

Q. Did you po through Warrenton Junction? 

A. No, sir; I struck the road at Catlett's. 

Q. What direction did you then take? 

A, I took the road leading from Catlett's Station to Manassas Junction by the 
way of Bristoe. 

Q. Where did you find General Pope? 

A. I found General Pope near Manassas Junction. 

Q. What was the character of that night? 

A. I don't know that I recollect eager in to that. I rode all night. 
though, until about 3 o'clock in the morning, when I took a little rest. I 
no particular difficulty in finding the bts 

Q. From Catlctt’s Station to Bristoedid you meet with any obstruction to your 
movements? 

A, There were a great many wagons along the line; there were some troops, 
but I went along without any particular obstruction. There were no OAAR 
that kept me from going. 

Q. Did you have any escort with you? 

A. No, sir. 


Board record, page 586: 
William E. Murray, called by the recorder, being duly sworn, testifies as fol- 


Ws: 
Direct examination: 

Q. Where do you reside? 
A. Winchester, Ind. 

Q. Were you in the military service of the United States inthe month of Au- 
gust, 1862; ifso,in what capacity? . 

A. Yes; I was a memberof Company C, Nineteenth Indiana Volunteers. 

Q. In whose brigade and division? 

A. Gtbbon's brigade, King’s division. 

Q. Where were you on the night of August 27, 1862? 

A. On the night ofthe 27th our regiment wasencamped near New Baltimore; a 
little to the north, I think, of New Baltimore. That is, we stopped there about 


lo 


10 o’clock, perhaps. 
Q. How long had you been marching before you made that halt on that day 
of the 27th? 


A. We had been marching, I think, most of the day; not continuously, but 
back and forth, 

E a sunset, how much of that time had you been marching up to 10 
o ? 


A. Lam unable to state the distance. 
E be ata you marching duri: 


Q. How was it after 

A. Much the same. 

Q. Do you recollect the character of the roads at that time, as to whether they 
were dry or muddy? 

A. I don't remember any mud; I think they were generally dry. 

Q. Do you recall what the character of the night of the 27th of August was? 

A. There was no moon, according to my recollection, but it was clear; we 
could see objects plain enough. 

Q. Ata ce? 

A.A or so. 

Q. How much of that night were you up after coming to a halt at 10 o'clock? 

A. I should think that I did not lie down till near midnight. 

Q. yet that time, do you recollect what the character of the night was, as 
far as inguishing objects was concerned ? 

A. My recollection is that it was the usual starlight night. 

Q. pp to that time, during that night, what difficulty, if any, did you experi- 
ence ing? 

A. No particular difficulty. 8 

Q. How was the regiment, so far as its formation was concerned, on that march 


A.I think they kept their formation about as well as usual. 


Board record, page 591: ; 
i pansa M. Campbell, called by the recorder, was sworn and examined, as 
follows : 

Direct examination : : f 

Q. State your residence; 

A. I reside in Randolph County, Indiana. 

Q. During the month of August, 1862, were you in the military service? Ifso, 
in what capacity? 

A. I was in the military service, and in the Nineteenth Regiment of Indiana 
Volunteers, Gibbon’s brigade, s division. 

Q. Where were you on the ev g of August 27, 1862? 

A. We were marching from the direction of Warrenton to Centreville, on a 
road that led in that direction, as faras I knew. 

Q. On what is called the Warrenton, Gainesville, and Centreville pike? 

A. I think that was it; that is my recollection of it. 

Q. How late did you march? 

A. We marched until after night, Icould not state how late it was, because I 
did not have any timepiece. Jt was after night when we stopped, 


Q. What was the character of the night? 

A. It was an ordinary n: , Witheut moonlight; that is my recollection about 
it: nothing extraordi nany way, only an inary night, such as we hada 
good many of in Virginia about those times, 


816 


CON GRESSION AL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 1, 


How far could you distinguish objects? 
y We marohi nae regiments in companies, and got along without any diffi- 
culty that I recollect of. How far we could see I could not say. 
Board record, page 597: z 
J. H. Stine, called by the recorder, being duly sworn, testifies as follows: 
Direct examination: - 
Q: Where do you reside? A 
A. I reside at Winchester, penres County, Indiana. P 
Q During the month of August, 1862, were you in the military service of the 
United States? lfso,in what regiment? : 
A. I was in Company ©, Nineteenth Indiana Volunteers. 
Q. Where were you on the afternoon, evening, and night of the 27th of Au- 
1862? 


A. We started from Sulphur Springs near noon and marched north aoe 
Warrenton, going seecees there about 3 or 4 o'clock, and on north toward 
bat 


Run battle-groun 

Q. At what time did your regiment halt? 

A. We marched quite a time after 9, 

Q. Where was the rest of the brigade? 

A. The whole brigade was together. 

Q. Where was the rest of the division? 

A. I took a great interest in the history of the movement of i 
day we werc understood to be going into battle; I don’t itively recollect 
whether the whole of the division went into camp or not; I w the next day 
we were not together all the time. 3 

Q. In marching during that evening what difficulty, if any, did you experi- 
ence in getting along? 

A. None, particularly. 

Q. Did you keep to the road? 

A. Mainly we did, though sometimes we didn’t. 

Q. Do you recollect what the character of the night was on the 27th of August, 
1862? 


A. My recollection is that from, say 8to 10 o'clock—it was maybe toward from 
8 to 1l—it was not so light as afterward. 
t $ = 


Board record, page 683: 
Wi.tiam Birney, called by the recorder, being duly sworn, testified as follows: 
Direct examination : 
Question. Where do you reside? 
Answer. Washington city. ; 
In the month of August, 1862, what rank did you hold in the service of the 
United States? 
A. I was major of the Fourth New Jersey Regiment; I commanded the Fifty- 
seventh Pennsylvania. 
Q. You finally left the service with what rank? 
A. Brevet jor-general. 
Q. Early that month I believe you were taken risoner? 


A. No. sir; I was taken prisoner at s 
Q. Wnen did you assume of the Fifty-seventh Pennsylvania? 
A. Immediately after my exchange. If my memory serves me, I was ex- 
yes on the 13th of August, and took command about the 15th. 
Q. In whose division were you then? 
A. Commanding the Fifty-seventh ; I was in Kearny’s, Heintzelman’s corps. 
Sere were you on the night of August 27, 1862, and the morning of the 
A. I was in camp, a little north of the Alexandria railroad. 
Did you march any that night; ifso, when, and for what length of time? 


We marched some time before daybreak, and in the direction of Bristoe Statio) 
Q. How many hours is it your recollection, about, that you marched? 
@ What ditieulty, If any, did you experience in marching that night, from 
culty, if any, ou experience in Mma: t night, 
‘hos sharecber'of tae DIENE ce Uns charh of tne toate? 


and that 
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The testimony I have quoted is taken almost at hap-hazard, and is in 
substance like the entire mass of evidence upon this point. What, 
then, becomes of the assertion that the night wasso dark Porter could 
not march? It remains not only unsupported by evidence, but it is 
affirmatively established that whole brigades and divisions marched on 
that night without difficulty. The only darkness that prevented Gen- 
eral Fitz-John Porter from obeying the command of his superior was 
in his own heart, where it had thriven under the malign influence of 
envy, jealousy, and ignoble ambition ! 

But it is claimed as an excuse for disobedience that the roads were 
muddy and that they were obstructed by a -train, neither of 
which assertions is true. At the time when the order was delivered 
the rear end of the train was already three miles from Porter’s head- 
quarters and going in the direction he was ordered to march. The 
train would have from say 10 until 1 o’clock at least to increase this 
lead, so that if Porter had started at 1 o’clock, when ordered, he could 
hardly have overtaken a single wagon if they had not been parked. 
But that there should be no excuse for delay whatever, Pope gave in- 
structions to his quartermaster, General Myers, to order the trains into 
park, thus leaving the roadways on both sides of the railroad open for 
the passage of the troops. General Myers swears that this order was 
carried out; thatthe trains went into park and remained until daylight, 
long enough for Porter to have passed his entire corps between War- 
renton Junction and Bristoe. But this is not all; between these two 
points there is a railroad track along which Porter could have moved his 
troops if he had desired, even if the whole wagon-train had been on the 
roads. A desperate effort is further made to prove that the night was 
rainy. That there was a sprinkle of rain may be possible, but that it 
fell in sufficient quantities to retard in the least the advance of troops 
on the night of the 27th is disproved by innumerable witnesses, 

The frantic efforts to manufacture a rain-storm for that night only 
show how thoroughly the friends of Porter are pushed to find a pallia- 
tion for his offense. The only rains of any consequence during the whole 
of that memorable campaign were on the nights of the 22d of August 
and Ist of September. The rain of the 22d was a succession of very 


severe thunder-storms, so copious as to make a flood in the Rappahan- 
neck and prevent Pope from recrossing that stream, as he had previously 
determined to do. These showers cooled the air, and there was neither 
severe heat nor rain until the battles of Groveton and Bull Run. The 
battle of Chantilly oceurred on September 1, and was wp not only 
in the rain but much of it in the dark. These were the only rains that 
occurred in the whole campaign beginning August 18 and closing Sep- 
tember 1. Any man who will deliberately swear that there was such 
a rain on the night of the 27th as to impede the movement of troops in 
the least (unless he does so under an entire misapprehension), will swear 
to anything for the accomplishment of his purpose. 


MUDDY ROADS, 


Neither were the roads muddy. I marched along this road on the 
23d of August, the day following the heavy rains of the 22d, and even 
at that time there was not sufficient mud to impede the progress of the 
march. Augustrains, unless they continue many days, in that part of 
Virginia never convert the roads into mud, unless heavily traveled 
while the rain is falling. The soil is sandy and light, and the rains of 
a night are all lost in the streams before morning. By this I do not 
mean to be understood as denying the existence of mud-holes whére 
small unbridged streams crossed the roads. I remember distinctly that 
there were a few such places on that stretch of road, places that would 
hinder and delay teams. But that there was mud to hinder to any 
considerable extent the advance of troops, even in the night-time, I 
most emphatically deny, and in this I am clearly supported by the tes- 
timony, part of which I have already quoted. 

Neither the darkness of the night, the rains, the mud, the wagons, 
nor any other thing in the heavens above, on the earth beneath, or in 
the waters under the earth interfered with the execution of Pope's 
orders, save only the purpose in Porter’s heart to destroy his superior 
officer. 

Porter was ordered to.move at1 o'clock. Atwhat time did he move? 
My friend from Massachusetts says at 3, a trifling delay of only two hours, 
but even then there was only a half-hearted order given that his troops 
be ready to move at that time, and in fact they did not move until day- 
light, and even at sunrise Porter was seen, like Cesar, ‘‘in his tent’’— 
not on ‘‘a summer evening” but on a summer morning, all uncon- 
cerned, and still at Warrenton Junction! And yet my friend calls this 
a reasonable compliance with the order, only such a divergence there- 
from as may be permitted by the laws of war. Sir, I would like to see 
suchalaw. I have not been able to find it. I believe it exists only 
in the fertile imaginations of the West Point board and of those who 
accept its conclusions as both fact and law. 

My friend says Porter was not needed at Bristoe, for when he finally 

reached that place at 10 o’clock he was not used! Indeed! How is 
this to be inferred? Because he was of no use to his country at 10 
o’clock, doesit follow that he would not have been of the utmost serv- 
ice at 4? The exigency that demanded his presence at 4 had passed 
at 10. Less than six hours wasted when troops are moving into posi- 
tion for a fight have lost the greatest battlesin the annalsof war. Sir, 
Waterloo had its hesitating Grouchy, Bull Run its Patterson, and 
Groveton its Fitz-John Porter! It remained, however, for the latter 
to bear into history a name tarnished not only by hesitancy, but inef- 
faceably stained by disobediencein the crucial hour of his country's ag 
tiny. 
But now, for the sake of the argument, and that we may have astart 
from the same premises, suppose we admit as true all that was portrayed 
by the vivid imagination of the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Mc- 
Apoo}]—that the night was dark as Erebus, the road a sea of mud 
whereon floundered and floated in helpless confusion three thousand 
army and six thousand army mules! Su all the ‘‘oak- 
cleaving thunderbolts and the cataracts and hurricanoes’’ that met old 
King Lear on the heath were outthatnight to “* drench the steeples and 
drown the cocks,” the face of nature was not thereby destroyed nor 
were the marks of time obliterated. It is still written history that 
more than twenty thousand men marched that night to the orders of 
their commanders toward the plains of Manassas, and in the record of 
events there remains debited to Porter’s account the fact that he neither 
marched nor tried to march. 

Now, sir, I am free to admit that were this all, and were we permit- 
ted to forget the motive pp Aa. Porter’s disobedience—a motive 
clearly shown in the several] written by Porter to Burnside (which 
I shall have published with these remarks)—I could see my way clear to 
vote for this bill. Iwould not by my vote condemn any man who had 
previously borne an honorable record for a single act of disobedience 
except under peculiarly aggravating circumstances or where an evil 
motive is indisputably evident. Unfortunately, the circumstances of 
this case are not only peculiarly aggravating, but an evil motive un- 
questionably existed. Fitz-John Porter disobeyed not one order but 
many. His motive manifested its hideous presence not in one letter 
but in many. 

SECOND BRANCH OF THE CASE. 

Having fallen so far out of time as to be of no use to his country on 

the 28th of August, Porter, after reaching Bristoe, at his own request, 


was permitted to rest himself and his men during the whole of that 
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day. Mr. Chairman, I desire here, and before presenting the next 
branch of the case, to remark that the great ado made over the wearied 
condition of Porter’s men on the night of the 27th is in my opinion 
little less than an insult to the American soldier. 

If the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. MCADOO] has so poor an opin- 
ion of a soldier’s endurance and of his willingness to sacrifice for his 
country, he has much yet to learn concerning both. That gentleman 
actually argued to this House that it was a piece of unpardonable cruelty 
to ask Porter’s men to march on the night of the 27th, because they 
had already marched eighteen miles that day! Why, sir, there were 
thousands and tens of thousands of soldiers in that glorious Union 
Army who marched sixty miles without sleep or rest! The soldiers 
under Porter on that night needed but the order of their commander 
and they had moved to Bristoe without a murmur. 

There is some difference of opinion among the lawyers as to whether 
the motive shall be proved before or after the main facts. In this case 
I am not driven to a decision upon this point. The offenses of Porter 
are many; I can place the “‘ motive testimony” in the middle, and flank 
this on either side by the other testimony that points to his offenses. 
I ask permission here to read the several letters of General Porter writ- 
ten on the 27th, 28th, and 29th of August: 


To General BURNSIDE : 

Morell left his medicine, ammunition, and at Kelly's Ford. Can you 
Yave it hauled to Fredericksburg and stored? wagons were all sent to you 
pad ie andammunition. Ihave sent back to you pag? Brox of the First and 
Si New York Ca except what has been sent to Gainesville. I will get 
them to you aftera while. Everything here is at sixes and sevens, and I find 
Iam to take care of myself in every respect. Our line of communication has 
taken care of itself, in compliance with orders. The army has not three days’ 

rovision, The enemy captured all Pope's and other clothing; and from Mc- 
Dowell the same, including liquors. No guards accompanying the trains,and 
small ones bridges. The wagons are rolling on, I shall be here to- 


ee et F. J. PORTER, Major-General. 


WARRENTON, 27—p. m. 


WARRENTON JUNCTION, August 27, 1862—4 p. m. 
General BURNSIDE, Falmouth: 
I send you the last order from General Pope— 


That is, the order he had received before—not this 6.30 order that he 
had received the night before, but another order—iirecting him to move 
up the troops— - 
which indicates the future as well as the present. Wagons are rolling along 
rapidly to the rear as if a mighty power was propelling them. I see no cause 
for alarm, though I think this order may cause it. McDowell moves on Gaines- 
ville, where Sigel now is. The latter got to Buckland Bridge in time to put out 
the fire and kick the enemy, who is pursuing his route unmolested to the Shen- 
andoah or Loudoun County. The forces are Longstreet's, A. P. Hill's, Jack- 
son’s, Whiting’s, Ewell’s, and Anderson’s (late Huger’s) divisions. nay, pene 
is said by a deserter to be very strong. They have much artillery and long 


m trains. 

The raid on the railroad was near Cedar Run, and made by a regiment of in- 

fantry, two squadrons of cavalry, and a section of artillery. The place was 
ed by nearly three regiments of infantry and some cavalry. borg routed 
the guard, captured a train and many men, destroyed the bridge, and retired 
leisurely down the road toward Manassas. Tt can beeasily repaired. No troops 
are coming up, except new troops, that I can hear of. Sturgis is here with two 
regiments. Four werecutoff by the raid. The positions of the troopsare given 
in the order. No enemy in our original front. A letter of General Lee, seized 
when Stuart's assistant adjutant-general was taken, directs Stuart to leave a 
squadron only to watch in front of Hanover Junction, &c. Everything has 
moved up north. I find a vast difference between these troopsand ours, tI 
they were new, as they to-day burnt their clothes, &c,, when there was 

not the | cause. 

I hear that they are much diso: i LR O ages canter wig ive 
them heart, and, I think, head. e are working now to get behind Bull Run, 
and, I presume, will be there in a few days, if strategy don’t use us up, The 
sti is magnificent, and tactics in the inverse proportion. I wouldlikesome 
of my ambulances. I would like, also, to be ordered to return to Fredericks- 
burg and to push toward Hanover, or, with a large force to strike at Orange 
Court-House. I wish Sumner was at Washington, and up near the Monocacy 
with batteries. I do not doubt the enemy have large amounts of supplies 
provided for them, and I believe they have a contempt for this Army of Vir- 
ginia. I wish myself away from it, with all our old Army of the Potomac, and 
so do our companions. 

I was informed to-day by the best authority that, in oposition to General Pope's 
views, this army was pushed out to save the Army of the Potomac, an urmy that 
could take the best care of itself. Pope says he long since wanted to go behind 
the Come Iam in great need of ambulances, and the officers need medi- 
cines, which, for want of transportation, were left behind. I hear many of the 
sick of my corps are in houses on the road very sick. I think there is no fear of 
the enemy crossing the Rappahannock. The cavalry are all in the advance of 
the rebel army. At Kelly’s and Barnett’s fords much property was left, in con- 
sequence of the wagons going down for grain, &c. If you can push up the grain 
to-night please do so, direct to this een There is no pran here y, or any- 
where, and this army is wretchedly supplied in that line. Pope says he never 
could get enough. Most of this is private. 

k F. J. PORTER. 


But if you can get me away, please doso. Make whatuseof this you choose, 
so it does good. 


| BRISTOE, August 28, 1862—9.30 a, m. 
General BURNSIDE, Falmouth: ss 


My gee will soon be up, and will at once gointo position. Hooker drove 
Ewell s6Ome three miles, and Pope says McDowell intercepted Lo t, so 
that without a long détour he can not Join Ewell, Jackson, and A. P, Hill, wh 


O 
re Oe to be, at Manassas. Evwell's train, he says, took the road to 
Gainesville. where McDowell is coming from. We shall be to-day as follows: 


I on the right of railroad, Heintzelman on left, then Reno, then McDowell. He 
hopes to get Ewell and push to Manassas to-day. 

hope all well near Washington, I think there need be no cause of fear 
forus. I as ifon my own way now, and thus far have kept my command 
and trains well up. More supplies than I sup; on hand have been brought, 


but nore to spare, and we must make connection soon. I hope for the best, and 
XV—52 


my lucky star is sos up about my birthday, the 3ist,and hope Me's is up 


You will hear of us soon by way of Alexandria. 
Ever yours, d F, J. P. 
Four MILES FROM MANASSAS, August 28—2 p. m. 
General BURNSIDE, Falmouth : 
All the talk about ing Jackson, &c., is bosh. That enormous gap, Manas- 


sas, was left open, and the enemy jumped through; and the story of McDowell 
having cut off Longstreet had no good foundation. The enemy have destroyed 
all our bridges, burned trains, &c., and made this army rush back to look at its 
line of communication, and find us bare of subsistence. We are far from Alex- 
andria. Your supply train of forty wagons is here, but I can’t find them. 

There is a report that J: n is at Centreville, which you can believe or not. 
The enemy destroyed an immense amount of property at Manassas—cars and 
supplies. I expect the next thing will be a raid on our rear by way of Warren- 
ton by Longstreet, who was cut off. 


F. J. PORTER, 
Majo 
This is the latest news. 
BRISTOER, 29h—6 a. m. 
General BURNSIDE: 


Shall be off in halfan hour, The messenger who brought this says the enemy 
had been at Centreville, and pickets were found there last night. Sigel hada 
severe fight last night, &c. 

Pope went to Centreville with the last two asa pody gurra; at the time not 
knowing where was the enemy and where Sigel was fighting—within eight 
miles of him and in sight, 2 

The enormous trains are still rolling on. Many arrivals not having been 
watched for fifty hours, I shall be out of provision to-morrow night. Your train 
of forty wagons cannot be found, But I expect they know what they are doing, 
which is more than any one here or anywhere knows. hae 


Taken as a whole these letters speak volumes as to the condition of 
Porter’s mind toward Pope. Here are five dispatches written within 
forty-eight hours. Each of them has something sarcastic about Pope, and 
each shows a purpose to do as little as possible in the conflict then in- 
evitable. He thinks the confederates have a contempt for the Army of 
Virginia, and he wants to ‘‘be back with the Army of the Potomac, an 
army which is able to take care of itself.” His contempt for the Army 
of Virginia seemed to coincide exactly with that of the confederates as 
interpreted by him. 

On the 28th Porter seems anxious to know only that all “‘ goes well 
at Washington,” and that his ownand McClellan’s stars are in the as- 
cendency. FortheStars and Stripés and for Pope’s army and the Union 
he seemed entirely oblivious, though he closes by prophesying that 
“you will hear of us soon by way of Alexandria.” Always sighing for 
Alexandria, McClellan, and Washington. Asa part of this branch of 
the case, and toshow how thoroughly indifferent was Porter to the great 
duties and responsibilities of the hour, I desire to read the testimony 
of Lieutenant-Colonel Smith. 


Lient. Col. Thomas C. H. Smith’s testimony is as follows: 
By the JupGz-ADVOCATE: 
. Will you state in what capacity you were serving in the Army of Virginia 
in its late campaign under General Pope in August last? 
A. I was aid-de-camp on the staff of General Pope. 
Q. Did J dea or not, on the 28th or 29th of August, carry any orders from Major- 
General Pope to Major-General Porter which concerned his movements on those 


days? 

A. I did not. 

Q. Did you or not see General Porter during either of the days of the 27th, 28th, 
and 29h of August? 

A. I saw General Porter on the afternoon of the 28th. 

Q. At what place and under what circumstances did you see him? 

A. Thad been sent back to the ammunition on the train at Bristoe and charged 
with its distribution. General Porter wished over four hundred thousand rounds; 
General Hooker something over ninety thousand rounds, About 2 or 3 o'clock 
I had sent forward to General Porter some three hundred and twenty thousand 
rounds, and had seized ns to forward the balance, and left Captain Piatt 
in . The business being then Faar f forward, I went on to find 
General Pope. On getting to the point where I had left General Pope in the 
morning, I found he had moved on, and, to inquire the road he had taken, I 
went to General Porter’s headquarters, near the Manassas water-station. I 
found General Porter in his tent, and asked him which road General Pope had 
taken, and he informed me. I had some ten minutes’ conversation with him. 
One of his staff was present; I forget his name, 

Q. Will you state that conversation? 

A. After asking him about the road, I told General Porter the amount of am- 
munition that I had sent forwardto him, and also that the balance would come 
immediately forward. Iasked him if he had received it, or made some remark; 
I can not remember the exact expression. General Portersaid that he had not; 
that was the substance of his reply—either that he had received hardly any of 
it, or none of it, if I remember aright. I expressed some surprise, and said that 
it had been sent forward to the front as ordered; and, either in reply to some 
question of mine or to some remark, or of himself, he said that he had no offi- 
cers to take charge of it and distribute it or to look it up, or something of that 
kind. [remarked that he could hardly ex) us at headquarters to be able to 
send officers to distribute it in his corps; t it had been sent forward on the 
road in the direction where his corps was. He replied that it was going where 
it belonged; that it was on the road to Alexandria, where we were all going. 
I do not know as it is evidence to give the spirit in which this was said—the 
way it impressed me. Those remarks were made in a sneering manner, and 
appeared to me to express u great indifference. There was then a pause for a 
moment. General Porter then spoke in regard to the removal of the sick and 
wounded from the field of Kettle Run. He said it would hurt Pope, leaving 
the wounded behind. I told him that they were not to be left behind; that I 
knew that a positive order—an an ty aby order—had been given to General 
Banks to bring all the wounded with him, and for that purpose to throw prop 
erty out of the wagons if necessary. To this General Porter made no reply in 
wes but his manner to me expressed the same feeling that I had noticed 

‘ore. è 

This conversation, from General Porter's manner and look, made a strong im- 
pression on my mind. I left him, as I have said, after an interview of about ten 
minutes, and rode on, arriving at our headquarters on Bull Run just as we en- 
tered them, and pitched ourtents forthe night. After my tent was pitched, and I 
had had something to eat, I went over to General Pope, and reported to him briefi: 
what I had donein to the ammunition. I then said to him, “ General í 
saw General Porter on my way here,” Said he, “ Well, sir.” I said, “General, 
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he will failyou.” “ Fail me,” said he; “ whatdo = mean? Whatdid hesay?” 


Said I, “ It is not so much what he said, though he said enough ; he is going to 
fail you.” These expressions I t. Ithink I remember them with exact- 
ness, for I was excited at the time from the impression that had been made La So 
me, Said General Pope, “ How canhe failme? He willfight where I put him; 
he will fight where I put him; or “He must fight where I g him; he must 
fight where I put him ™—one of those expressions. This General Pope said 
witha great deal of feeling and impetuously, and perhaps overbearingly and 
in an excited manner. I replied inthe same way, saying that I was certain that 
Fitz-John Porter was a traitor; that I would shoot him that night, so far asany 
crime before God was concerned, if the law would allow me to do it. I speak of 
this to show the conviction that I received from General Porter's manner and 
expressions in that interview. I have only to add that my prepossessions of 
him were favorable, as it was at headquarters, up to that time. I never haden- 
tertained any impressions against him until that conversation. I knew noth- 
ing with rd to his orders to move upto Kettle Run, I knew nothing of any 
ure on his part to sony. with any orders. 
oon State more distinctly the point where you saw General Porter on the 28th 

Au ? 

A. He was encamped at the Manassas water-station, between Bristoe and the junc- 
tion. The water-station was a short distance from his headquarters,‘ (The witness 
indicated upon the map before the court where he thought the place to be.) I 
do not think the water-station is more than one-third the distance from Bristoe to 
Manassas Junction. That is my impression; I can not speak positively about it. 

Q. In the conversation to which you refer, did or did not General Porter man- 
ifest any anxiety to get possession of, and have distributed in his corps, the am- 
munition of which you speak? . 

: A. No, Beat Ithought he showed an utter indifference upon the subject; showed 
t very p. y 

Q. Át what hour of the day did this conversation between you and General 
Porter take place? 

A. Ithinkitmust havebeen about 4 o'clock in the aflernoon; half past 3 or 4 o'clock, 

Now, sir, I would not attach much importance to the testimony of 
Colonel Smith but for the fact that there is cropping out through the 
action of Porter, as described by the witnesses, precisely the same spirit 
and the desires that appear in his own letters. Hestill longs for Alex- 
andria, and all his hopes and ambitions are turned that way. Still he 
struggles to impress some one with the contempt he feels for Pope. 

We come now to the orders under which Porter acted or should have 
acted on August 29. They are as follows; I print them in the order 
they were issued: 

HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF VIRGINIA, 
Near Bull Run, August 29, 1862—3 a. m. 

GENERAL: McDowell intercepted thi t of Jackson. Sigel is imme- 
diately on the right of McDowell. Kearny and Hooker march to attack the 
pasa A rear at early dawn. Major-General Pope directs you to move upon Cen- 
treville at the first dawn of day with your whole command, leaving your trains 
to follow. It is very important that you should be here at a very early hour in 
ap morning. A severe engagement is likely to take place, and your presence 

necessary. 

Tam, general, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

= gi ads GEORGE D. RUGGLES, 
Colonel and Chief of Staff. 
HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF VIRGINTA, 
Í Centreville, Aug. 29, 1862. 
Push forward with your corps and King’s division, which t Suter will take with 


‘ou, upon Gainesville. Iam following the enemy down the Warrenton turnpike. 
expeditious, or we will lose much, 
JOHN POPE. 


i - ~ Maj. Genl, Commanding. 
The joint order to Generals McDowell and Porter: 


HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF VIRGINIA, 
, August 29, 1862. 


Major-General PORTER. 


Generals MCDOWELL and PORTER: You will please move forward with your 
joint commands toward Gainesville, Isent General Porter written orders to 
that effect an hour and a balf . Heintzelman, Sigel, and Reno are moving 
on the Warrenton turnpike, and must now be not far Gainesville. Idesire 
that as soon as communication is established between this force and your own 
the whole command shall halt. It may be necessary to fall back behind Bull 
Run, at Centreville, to night. I presume it will be so on account of our a 
I bave sent no orders of any description to Ricketts, and none to interfere in 
any way with the movements of McDowell’s troops, except what I sent by his 
aid decomp last night, which were to hold his position on the Warrenton pike 
until the troops from here should fall on the enemy’s flank and rear. I do not 
even know Ricketts’s position, as I have not been able to find out where General 
McDowell was until alate hourthis morning. General McDowell will take im- 
mediate steps to communicate with General Ricketts, and instruct him to join 
the other division of his corps as soon as practicable, If any considerable ad- 
vantages are to be gained by departing from this order, it will not be carried out. 
One thing must be held in view—that the troops must occupy a position from 
which mer can reach Bull Run to-night or by morning. e indications are 
that the whole force of the enemy is moving in this direction at a pace that will 
bring them here to-morrow night or the next day. My own headquarters will, 
for present, be with Heintzelman’s corps or at this place. 

JOHN POPE, 
Major-General Commanding. 
The 4.30 order directing him to attack the enemy at once in flank 
and rear: ’ 
HEADQUARTERS IN THE FIELD, 
August 29, 1862—4.30 p. m. 
Major-General PORTER: 

Your line of march brings you in on the enemy’s right flank. I desire you to 
push forward into action at once on the enemy's flank, and, if psssible, on his 
rear, keeping your right in communication with General Reynolds. 

The enemy is massed in the woods in front of us, but can be shelled out as 
soon as you engage their flank. T heavy reserves and use your batteries, 
keeping well closed to your tall the time. In case you are obliged to fall 
back, do so to your right and rear, so as to keep you in close communication 
with the right wing. 

JOHN POPE, 


Major-General Commanding. 
The order to report in person: 3 
HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF VIRGINIA, 
In the field near Bull Run, August 29, 1862—8.50 p. m, 
GENERAL: Immediately npon receipt of this order, the precise hour of receiv- 
ing which yoy will acknowledge, you will march your command to the field of 


battle of to-day, and report to me in person for orders, You are to understand 


that you are expected to comply strictly with this order, and to be present on th 
oaa within three hours after its reception, or after daybreak to-morrow AAE 
g. 
JOHN POPE 
Major-General, Commanding. 


Major-General F. J. PORTER. 


It is very difficult, sir, for me to understand what there is in any of 
these orders to induce the conclusion that Pope misled Porter, or that 
the latter was at a loss to know what to do at the time of receiving either 
or any of them. It is certain that it was found necessary to change the 
one written at 3 a. m. from an order to come to the battlefield by way 
of the Gainesville route rather than by Centreville. But in this there is 
no evidence of lack of capacity or brains, as the gentleman from New 
Jersey would have us believe. By one route Porter would come upon 
the field on the right of Groveton, and by the other upon the left. The 
difference in distance from Manassas, where Porter was supposed to be 
at 3 a. m., was trifling. The order is explicit in requiring Porter to 
move promptly in the morning. ‘‘It is very important you should be 
here ata very early hourin the morning.’’ The admonition is repeated, 
as if remembering the slow obedience of the 6.30 order of A 27. 
Pope not only ordered Porter to start ‘‘at the first dawn of day, with 
his whole command,” but adds, “‘It is very important you should be 
here at a very early hour in the morning,” and then tells him also of 
a “severe engagement likely to take place” as the reason for making 
such a demand. 

Now, sir, is it not somewhat strange that Porter’s conduct on this oc- 
casion should stultify theconclusions of the West Point military board, 
which attempts to justify Porter’s behavior on the 27th? But so it is. 
That board labors hard to torture a construction of the order of the 
27th into an implication that Porter was not wanted to fight but to fol- 
low a retreating foe. The language of that order warrants no such con- 
clusion, but the board forced it nevertheless, and in so doing they take 
their client (for such they seem to make him) out of the frying-pan 
only to drop him into a still warmer place. 

In searching for justification they lose their logic. They excuse a 
disobedience on the 27th which the situation of the 29th utterly con- 
founds and contradicts. At Warrenton, they say, Porter was not in 
duty bound to move promptly because he was not wanted to fight; and 
at Dawkin’s Branch he did not move because he was wanted to fight! 

I think it is not denied by any one that all three orders given on the 
red were indicative of a fight and that Porter was wanted to take part 

erein. : 

But it is answered, first, that he was on the enemy’s front instead of 
his flank, where Pope sup him to be; second, that the number of 
the enemy was too great for him to assail; third, that the order came 
too late to be executed that night; fourth, that there was no fight 
whatever; and fifth, that by remaining inactive he saved the Union 
Army from defeat! 

Now let us inquire as to these several pleas in avoidance. Suppose 
we admit that when the 4.30 order was received Porter ‘‘ was noton the 
enemy’s flank;’’ that does not prove that he could not and should not 
have been there, nor does it excuse him for not having been there be- 
fore the order was issued. Had he followed the spirit, or even the let- 
ter, of Pope's previous orders he must have reached the point indi- 
cated as early as 2 o'clock p. m. 

The board in its report assumes that Longstreet was already in po- 
sition at noon. I am not disposed to deny the existence of conflicting 
testimony upon this point. If Longstreet was already in position when 
Porter reached Dawkin’s Branch his right flank could have been reached 
by advancing along the Gainesville road to a point not exceeding three 
miles from where he halted at, say, 11.30 o'clock. If Longstreet was 
not in position, then Porter should have prepared to strike Jackson’s 
right flank, thus securing a position to poras Longstreet from re-en- 
forcing Jackson. General Grant, as well as the West Point board, has 
assumed that when the order was given to attack the enemy it meant 
Jackson.. Why Jackson? There were ‘‘a thousand Richmonds” on 
that field ! " Longstreet was a foeman worthy of Porter’s steel. It mat- 
ters not whether that enemy was in line of battle or still on the march, 
when Porter came to Dawkin’s Branch it was his duty to pause not, but 
to march right on until he stood shoulder to shoulder with McDowell 
and face to face with the enemies of his country. 

I donot believe, however, that Longstreet was in position when Porter 
reached the point where he might have chosen his own ground to fight. 
The fact that the dust seen by Porter was produced by strategy, as 
sworn to by General Rosser, and so far as I know neither questioned 
nor denied, and the fact that a trooper had just come through from 
Gainesville unmolested, are, I think, conclusive on this point. But I 
will not undertake to hold General Porter to account upon a doubtful 
premise. I prefer that, in any case where there is a scintilla of doubt 
upon facts, he be given the benefit of the doubt. Let us, then su 
Longstreet had gained the positionindicated on themaps before Porter 
reached Dawkin’s Branch, and I ask how is Porter excused from striking 
the enemy’s flank or rear? From whence comes the conclusion that 
an order directing an attack ‘‘upon the enemy’s flank or rear” can not 
be executed unless the enemy’s flank or rear is at the moment of re- 


ceiving the order presented totheattacking general just in a convenient 
position to be attacked ? 
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Up to the time this new theory of war was announced by the West 
Point board I had supposed that in a case such as we are discussing it 
would be the duty of the general receiving the order to go where the 
flank or rear could be struck. Indeed, if a general is to wait until his 
enemy presents flank or rear for him to fight he will usually do as did 
Porter—not fight at all. The logic of this new theory (or whatever it 
may be called) is that because Longstreet did not present to Porter the 
flank or rear of his army therefore Porter was excusable. Excusable for 
what? Not only for not fighting, but for remaining three miles, yea, 
four miles, from the enemy while that enemy was constantly sending 
re-enforcements to destroy his comrades! s 

Second. But gentlemen say Porter was justified in his disobedience 
because the enemy outnumberedhim. Waiving for the time the point 
that this position is untenable upon the hypothesis asserted, let me re- 
mind gentlemen that Porter then had no evidence that Longstreet had 
more men than himself. He admits that the only evidence he had of 
Longstreet’s numbers was derived from Buford’s letter. By that it was 
claimed Longstreet had seventeen regiments, one battery, and five hun- 
dred cavalry. In 1862 that did not mean generally more than ten or 
twelve thousand. How, then, does the question of numbers he must 
meet if he obeyed justify disobedience of the order? But it is in evi- 
dence that before 4 o’clock seven brigades of Longstreet’s corps had 
been sent to and did re-enforce Jackson, and fought until 9 o'clock. 

Third. The West Point board and. General Grant agreein saying the 
order came too late! Of course they do not thereby get rid of the fact 
that Porter should have been fighting before the 4.30 order was written. 
Nor do the necessities of this conclusion reflect much credit upon the 
justice or patriotism of General Porter. It is in evidence that the fight 
at Groveton continued until 9 o’clock. I never have heard this dis- 
puted. The reportof every confederate officer, as well as of our own, 
shows this to be true. Why should not Porter have taken part in the 
fight ? 

The evidence differs slightly as to time; but assuming that the order 
was not received until 6 o’clock, Porter should have been in position 
at that time to do immense damage to the enemy. The testimony, thé 
official reports of all the generals, and so far as I know all the histories 
of the war, agree that the heaviest fighting of the day was between 6 
and 9 o’clock in the evening. The ingenuity of man has not yet, and 
I ventureto say it never can, furnish a rational excuse for Porter’s re- 
maining out of the fight during these hours. The Union Army needed 
his aid, and his only, to have won a glorious victory. I quote the tes- 
timony of General Sturgis and others in this connection. : 

TESTIMONY OF GENERAL S. D. STURGIS. 

General S. D. Sturgis testifies that he moved on the Gainesville road 
August 29, 1862, with his command. (Board record, page 711.) 

Q. You say you went a mile and a half beyond Bethlehem church toward 
Gainesville 7 

A. That is my recollection. 

Q. What did you then do? 

A. I reported to General Porter. I rode in advance of my brigade. I found 
troops occupying the road, and I got up as near as I could and then halted 
my command, and then rode forward to tell General Porter t they were there. 
He said, “For the present let them lie there.” 

Q. t did you do then individually? $ 

A. Well, I simply looked about to see what I could see. I was a ees to 
the lay of the land, and the troops, andall that; so without getting off my horse 
I rode about from place to ey watching the skirmishers, and among other 
things I took a glass and looked in the direction of the woods; about a mile be- 

nd which seemed to be the object of attention—beyond the skirmishers; there 

saw a glint of light on agun; and I remarked to General Porter that I thought 
they were probably putting a battery in position at that place, for I thought I 
seen a " 

Q. State Shat the conversation was. 

A, L reported this fact of what I had seen to the general; he thought I was 
mistaken about it, but I was not mistaken, because P opened in a moment—at 
Jeast a few shots were fired from that place—four, as I recollect. 

Q. What force of the enemy did you see in that direction at that time? 

A. I didn't see any of the enemy at all. 

Q. Then what did you do? 

A. Then when they had fired, as near as I can recollect, about four shots from 
rag pieco; General Porter beckoned to me; I rode up to him, and he directed me 
to take my command to Manassas Junction, and take up a defensive position, 
inasmuch as the firing seemed to be receding on our right. 

Q. What firing do you mean? 

A. I meanthe cannonading thathad been going on for some time on our right, 
probably in the direction of Groveton. 

Q. How long had you heard that cannonading? 

A. I don’t recollect exactly where I heard it Arst. My impression has been 
that I heard it all along the march from Manassas to General Porter’s ition. 
I do not recollect distinctly that I did hear it, but I know I heard it all the time 
after I arrived there until I left, 

Q. What time of day was this that you received the order to move back with 
your command to Junction? ` 

A. I have no way of fixing the time of day. I have carried in my mind the 
impression that it was more about the middle of the day—about 1 o'clock. 

. What did you do when you received that order? 

A. I sent word to General Piatt to move back to Manassas Junction, and that 
J would join him there. 

Q. Do you know whether your order wis obeyed? 

A. Yes; it was obeyed. 


TESTIMONY OF GENERAL GEORGE SYKES. 
On the original trial Brig. Gen. George Sykes swore, after saying that 
he was with the petitioner when an officer b: t him the order from 


General Pope, as follows (G. C. M. record, pages 177, 178): 

Question by Judge-Advocate, Did General Porter make known to you the 
character of that order? 

Answer. He did not, 
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Q. Did he read it in your presence? 
A. Not that I know of. 
= x è oi $ $ = 
Q. How long did you remain with General Porter on that occasion, after the 
receipt of this order? 
A. I continued with him from that time all night. 
$ s $ s = 
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Q. You had then, as I understand you to say, no Soowsethe Ore a positive 
order had been given by General z Fop on that afternoon for ral Porter to 
attack the enemy on their right ? 

A. I had no such knowledge. 

The evidence of General Sykes leads ROOT to the conclusion that the peti- 
tioner had no intention or desire to attack or would have told his division 
commander then and there. 

Look at it in any light, there was no effort then, or at any time afterward on 
that ‘rind to put Sykes’s division into position to support or participate in an 
assault. 

EVIDENCE OF REV, JOHN LANDSTREET, 

Q. What waren see that impressed itself upon your attention ? 

A. There considerable dust, indicating a body of troops. I heard that 
General Stuart had ordered some of the Fifth Cavalry to go out and cut and 
drag it up and down the road. 

Q. Did you hear the order? = 

A. Yes; to drag the brush along the Gainesville road, so as to serve as a feint 
and conyey the impression that there was a force Leen Anet the Gainesville, 
It was given, I distinctly recollect, to a member of the F. Virginia Cavalry. 

Q. Who was the colonel of that regiment? 

A, T. L. Rosser, 


Fourth. We come now to the assertion made by the military board 
that there was no battle on the 29th, ‘‘but only a succession of skir- 
mishes at wide intervals.” This assertion of the West Point board has 
less of testimony, if possible, to ent fp it than any of the material 
matter with which it deals. It would seem that while the report was 
being made up it occurred to the writer that the assertion might be con- 
strued as a misrepresentagion unless veiled some way in mystery, and 
so the report goes on to say: 

_ The reports of the 29th and 30th have somehow been strangely confounded. 


By whom, ey ? By none but the defenders of Porter, who seek a 
Vindication of their man in a denial of history. They have madea heroic 
effort to strike the 29th of August from the scroll of time. It will not 
vanish, however, nor will it m; into the 30th, so as to lose its own 
identity. I quote from a few of the official reports of both Union and 
rebel generals. So far as I have been able to examine them there is no 

i ment whatever upon the question as to whether there was a 
battle or not on thatday. ‘There is no confusion or ‘‘misconstruction”’ 
discoverable in any of them. I find confusion nowhere save in the 
findings of the board and those who follow it. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania dislikes the current history of that 
time; he has no faith in reports of military men who participated in the 
battles. He prefers the hap-hazard hits of a West Point military board, 
collated after the passions ‘‘ wait on the judgment” for twenty years. 

Let me here give extracts from some of these reports. 

Report of Maj. Gen. 8, P. Heintzelman, 
» ARLINGTON, VA., October 21, 1862. 
* = = 


General Sigel 
At1l a.m. the head of Hooker's division arrived; General Renoan hourlater, 
At the request of General Sigel I ordered General Hooker to place one of his 
brigades at General Sigel's disposal, to re-enforce a portion of his line then hard 
pressed, General Grover reported, and before long became e , and was 
afterward sup) by the whole division. General Pope arrived between 1 
and 2 p,m. The enemy were driven back a short dtstance toward Sudley 
church, where they made another stand and again poe a portion of our line 
back. All this time General Kearny's division held its pesition on our extreme 
right. Several orders were sent to him to advance, but he did not move till after 
the troops on his left had been forced back, which was near 6 p.m. He now 
advanced and reported that he Mawhiniddag 2 theenemy. This was not, however, 
until after the renewed heavy musketry fire on our center had driven General 
Hooker's a and those he was sent tosupport back, They were greatly out- 
numbered and behaved with exceeding gallantry. 

It was on this occasion that General Grover’s brigade made the most gallant 
and determined bayonet charge of the war. He broke two of the enemy’s lines, 
but was finally repulsed by the overwhelming numbers in the rebel third line. 
It was a hand-to-hand conflict, using the bayonet and the butt of the musket. 
In this fierce encounter of not over 20 minutes’ duration the Second New Ham 
shire, Colonel Marston, suffered the most. The First, Eleventh, and Sixteent 
Massachusetts and Twenty-sixth Pennsylvania were engaged. The loss of this 
brigade, numbering less than two thousand, was a total of four hundred and 
eighty-four, nearly all killed and wounded. I refer you to General Groyer’s 
accompanying report. j 

General Kearny pushed the eneniy earlier it might have enabled us to 
have held our center and have saved some of this, heavy loss. Kearny, on the 
right, with General Stevens and our artillery, drove the enemy outof the woods 
they had temporarily occupied. The firing continued some time after dark, and 
when it ceased we remained in possession of the battletield. 


Report of Maj. Gen. Franz Sigel. 
NEAR Fort DE KALB, Virersi, September 16, 1362. 
+ - é $ s * $ 


Batile of Groveton, near Bull Run, on Friday, August 29, 1862. 


On Thursday s a Au 28, when the First Corps was encamped on the 
heights south of Young’s Branch, near Bull Run, I received orders from General 
Pope to “ attack the enemy vigorously" the next morning. I accordingly made 
the necessary preparations at night and formed in order of battle at daybreak, 
havin, ed that the enemy was in considerable force beyond Young's 
Branch, in sight of the hills we occupied. His left wing rested on Catharpin 
Creek, front toward Centreville; with his center he occupied a long stretch of 
woods parallel with the Sudley Springs (New Market) road, and his right was 
posted on the hills on both sides of the Centrevitle-Gainesyville road, I therefore 
Cisia Posie Schurz to deploy his division on the right of the Gainesville 
road, afd, by a change of direction to the left, to come into position parallel with 
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the SudleySpringsroad. General Milroy, with bis brigade and one battery, was 
directed to form the center, and to take possession of an elevation in front of the 
so-called ‘stone house,” at the junction of the Gainesville and Sudley Springs 
roads. General Schenck, with his division, forming our left, was ordered to ad- 
vance quickly,to an adjoining range of hills, and to plant his batteries on these 
hills at an excellent range from the wnt Be position. y 

In this order our whole line advanced from point to point, taking advantage 
of the ground before us, until our whole line was inyolved in a most vehement 
artillery and infantry contest. In the course of about four hours, from half past 
6 to half past 10 o'clock in the morning, our whole erred! dhe and neari 
all our batteries were engaged with the enemy, Generals Mi 
vancing one mile and General Schenck two miles from their original 
At this time (10.30 o'clock) the enemy threw forward large 
ht, but was resisted firm 


of artillery, under Lieutenant Blum, of Schirmer's battery, mere 
Forty-first New York Volunteer Infantry, beyond their line and opposite the 
right flank of the enemy, who yas advancing in the woods. Ky 


At 2 o'clock in theafternoon General Hooker’s troops arrived on the field of 
battle and were immediately ordered forward by their hoble commander to par- 
ticipate in the battle. One brigade, under Colonel Carr, received orders, by my 
request, to relieve the ments of General Schurz’s division, which had main- 
tained their ground nst repeated attacks, but were now worn out and nearly 
without ammunition. Other regiments were sent fo: to relieve Brigadier- 
General Milroy, whose brigade had valiantly disputed the ground against greatly 
Ma, ons numbers for eight hours, 

o check the enemy if he should attempt to advance, or for the purpose of 
ing and supporting an attack from our side, I placed four batteries, of 
erent ncaraanei ona range of hills on our center and behind the woods, 
which had been the most hotly contested of the battlefield during the day. 
I had previously received a letter from ior-General Pope, saying that Fitz- 
John Porter's corps and Brigadier-General g's division, num) g twenty 

d men, would come in on our left. I did, therefore, not think it prudent 
togive theenemy time to make new arrangements, and ordered all the batteries 
to continue their fire, and to direct it JEn the enemy’s position 
in the woods before our front, Some of our troops p! in front were retiring 
from the woods, but as the enemy, held in check by the artillery in the center 
did not venture to follow, and as at this moment new regiments of Gene 
Hooker's command arrived and were ordered forward, we maintained the posi- 
tion we had occupied in the morning. 


General Longstreet, in his report, says: 
e HEADQUARTERS NEAR WINCHESTER, Va., October 10, 1862. 


s 

Early on the 29th (August) the columns weré united, and the advance to join 
General Jackson was resumed. The noise of battle was heard before we 
Gainesville. The march was quickened to the extent of our ba cae The ex- 
citementof battle seemed to give new life and strength to our jaded men, and 
the head of my column soon reached a position in rear of the enemy’s left flank 
and within sae cannon-shot, 

On approaching the field some of Brigadier-General Hood's batterics were or- 
dered into position, and his division was deployed on the right and left of the 
turnpike, at right angles with it, and supported by Brigadier-General Evans's 
brigade, Before these batteries could open the enemy discovered our move- 
ments and withdrew his left. Another battery (Captain Stribling’s) was placed 
upon a commanding position to my right, which played upon the rear of the 
enemy's left and drove him entirely from that part of the field. He changed his 
front rapidly, so as to meet the advance of Hood and Evans. 

Three brigades, under General Wilcox, were thrown forward to the support 
of the left, and three others, under General Kemper, to the support of the right 
of these commands. General D, R. Jones's division was placed upon the Manas- 
sas Gap Railroad and to the right and in echelon with regard to the three last 
brigades. Colonel Walton placed his batteries in a commanding position be- 
tween my line and that of General Jackson, and en; the enemy for several 
hours in a severe and successful artillery duel. Ata hour in the day or- 
General Stuart reported the approach of the enemy in heavy columns nst 
my extreme right. I withdrew General Wilcox with his three brigades from 
the left, and placed his command in position to support Jones in case of an at- 
tack against my right. After some few shots the enemy withdrew his forces, 
moving them around toward his front, and about 4 o’clock in the afternoon be- 
gan to press forward inst General Jackson's position. Wilcox’s brigades 
were moved back to theif former position, and Hood's two brigades, supported 
by Evans, were quickly pressed forward to the attack. At the same time Wil- 
eox's sares bri, made a like advance, as also Hunton’s brigade of Kemper’s 
command, 

These movements were executed with commendable zeal and ability. Hood, 
supported by Evans, made a gallant attack, driving the enemy back till 9 o’clock 
at night, One piece of artillery, several regimental standards, and a number of 
pronon weretaken. Theenemy'sentire force was found to be massed directly 

n my front, and in so Sts Se position that it was not deemed advisable to move 
on against his immediate front; so the troops were quietly withdrawn at 1 
o'clock the following zorsa: The wheelsof ang we pe piece were cut down, 
and it was left on the ground. The enemy seized t opportunity to claim a 
victory, and the Federal commander was so impudent as to dispatch his Gov- 
ernment by telegraph tidings to that effect. After withdrawing from the attack 
my troops were placed in the line first occupied and in the original order. 
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Report of Major B. W. Frobel, chief of artillery of Hood's division, Longstreet's 
command, of second battle of Manassas. 
CAMP NEAR FREDERICK, MD., September 9, 1862. 
* e * * * è * 

Atlla.m.on Ery I was ordered by General Hood to proceed to the right of 

the turnpike road and report to General Stuart. This I did, with Captain 

man’s battery, Reilly being already in poruon on the left, and Garden having 

no łong-range pieces. General Stuart selected a position near*the Orange 

and Alexandria Railroad. The battery was brought up and immediately opened 

with marked effect on a column of the enemy moving to the right, which at 
, once changed direction, moring rapidly to the left. Fifteen rounds were fired, 
when, the distance being increased, I ordered Ca: n to cease 
firing. At 1 o'clock p.m. n Reilly was ordered to the left of the turnpike, 


and to take position with other batteries on a hill commanding the hills near 
Groveton House, 0 


Report of Col. E. M. Law, of Hood's division, Longstreet's command, of second 
battle of Manassas. a 
HEADQUARTERS THIRD BRIGADE, September 10, 1862. 
= $ $ = a s . 
Leaving Thoroughfare Gap at sunrise on the 29th the brigade marched in the 


direction of Manassas Junction. AtGainesville, on the Warrenton turnpike, the 
line of march changed abruptly to the left along the turnpike in the di on of 


Centreville. On arri about midway between Gainesville and the stone 
ho which is sit at the junction of the turnpike and the Sudley Ford 
road, I was ordered by Brigadier-General Hood, commanding the division, to 
form a in line of battle to the left of the turnpike and almost at right 
angles with it, the right resting on the road and the left connecting with Gen- 
eral Jackson's line. 
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Report of General P. Kearny (by General Birney), of Heintzelman’'s corps. 
CENTREVILLE, Vå, August al, 1862. 


La s La 

On the 29th, on my arrival, I was ed to the holding oftheright wing, my 
left on Leesburgroad. I ed Colonel Poe, with Berry's brigade, in first line; 
General Robinson, First Brigade, on his right, partly in line and partly in sup- 
port; and kept Birney’s most disciplined regiments reserved and ready for 
emergencies. 

Toward noon I was obliged to occupy a quarter of a mile additional on left of 
said road, from Schurz's troops peng faken elsewhere. 

Dining fue first hours of combat eral Birney, on tired regiments in the 
center falling back, of his own accord rapidly pushed across lo give them a hand 
to raise themselves to a renewed fight. 

In early afternoon General Pope's order to GeneralMoberts was to senda pretty 
strong force d. mally to the front to relieve the center in woods from pressure. 
Accordingly I detached on that purpose General Robinson, with feeb, yc 
the Sixty-third Pennsylvania Volunteers, Colonel Hays; the One h a 
fifth Pennsylvania Volunteers, Captain Craig; the Twentieth Indiana, Colonel 
Brown; and, additionally, the Third Michigan Marksmen, under Colonel 
Champlin, General Robinson drove forward for several hundred yards, but the 


‘center of the main battle being shortly after driven back and out of the woods, 


bei! detachment thus exposed so considerably in front of all others, both flanks 
in air, 


+ s$ $ s = = . = 
That I might drive the enemy, by an unexpected attack, thro: the 
brought up additionally the most of Birney’s regiments, the Fourth Maine, 


Colonel Walkerand Lieutenant-Colonel Carver; the Fortieth New York, Colonel 
Egan; First New York, Major Burt; and One hundred and first New York, Lieu- 
tenant-Colonel Gessner, and changed front to the left, to sweep with a rush the 
first lineofthe enemy. This was most su ‘ul. The enemy rolled up on his 
own right. It presaged a victory for us all. Still our force was too light. The 


enemy brought up rapidly heavy reserves, so that our farther was im- 
pected, ——- Sevens came up gallantly in action to roca x us, but did not 
ve the numbers, 


Report of Colonel Edward L, Thomas, commanding second brigade, A. P, Hill’s 


' division, Jackson’s command. 
HEADQUARTERS THIRD BRIGADE, LIGHT DIVISION, 
October 26, 1362. 
e s s * = s 
On Thursday, A 28, near Sudley Ford, this brigade was held in reserve 
by order of General Hill; was under but took no active part, and after the 


enemy gave way, moved forward cna bieousaned for the night on the field. 

Early on Friday, August 29, the march was resumed, with directions to be pre- 

pared for an attack near the railroad. General Gregg’s brigade meeting the 

enemy there, this brigade advanced to his right, the regiments being thrown in 

ere until all became engaged. The enemy were in strong position on 
erai road. 

We at once advanced and drove them from it. This position we were ordered 
to hold, and, if possible, avoid bringing ona general en ment, and held it 
against several attacks of the enemy in strong force during day. In the aft- 
ernoon an overwhelming force attacked us, now almost without ammunition, 
in front and on the left flanks, and forced us back a short distance, when Gen- 
eral Pender’s pegaga advanced promptly and in fine order to the assistance of 
the third, most of which joined General Pender, and together they drove back 
the enemy some distance beyond our per position, which was held until 
night, the brigade bivouacking on the field. 


Report of Brigadier-General S. McGowan. 


HEADQUARTERS SECOND BRIGADE, 
A. P. Hixv’s Licur DIVISION, SECOND ARMY Corps, 
i s s Camp Gregg, Va., February 9, 1863. 


$ 
Friday, the 29th, was the glorious but bloody day for the brigade. It may be 
allowed for us to claim that by holding the left steady on Friday we contributed 


to the success of the battle on Saturday. The distinguished brigadier- 
general who commanded, and was present ev here during the day and ex- 
erting himself to the utmost, was ir „Only to fall upon another vic- 


torious field Sveti snore). but many of our noblest and best officers and men 
fell there. The te of the killed and wounded of the brigade in this bat- 
tle was six hun and thirteen (613). 


Report of Brigadier-General N. G. Evans, Longstreet's command. 


HEADQUARTERS EvAns’s BRIGAD: 
Near Winchester, Va., October 13, 1862. 
. = $ * 


On the evening of the 29th of August the brigade engaged the skirmishers of 
the enemy in considerable force on the south side of the road near Groveton, 
and rendered efficient co-o tion to the commands of General Wilcox on the 
left and General Hood on the rightin driving the enemy from his position. The 
enemy falling back, and the darkness of the night concealing his movements, 
I formed my A in the camp of the enemy, until ordered to fall back by 
the bo te eine commanding. Leaving a strong picket in my front, I with- 
drew about a mile to the rear. 


kd : 
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Report of Lieutenant-Colonel R, L. Walker. 
HEADQUARTERS ARTILLERY BATTALION, March 1, 1863. 
. - > . = p 2 a 


_On Friday the 29th of August the batteries were placed in position on the 
ridge in the rear and to the left of General A. P, Hill's division. Captain Brax- 
ton's battery was engaged early in the forenoon on the extreme left, with the 
loss of some of his horses. Upon the cessation of the enemy’s fire ours ceased 
also. In the afternoon a section of Captain Pegram's battery hotly engaged 
the enemy on the right. His position was in rear of General Field's and G: s 
brigades. The loss of this section edema Sap and, the fire continuing with 
unremitted severity, it was withdrawn. tain Braxton was then ordered to 
the position, and, with five held it, with loss, under a terrible fire, until 
night closed in upon the field. Captain Crenshaw’s battery was also engaged 
during the day from a point in rear of General Pender's brigade. 


I quote from only a few. Isee nothing “strangely confounded.” 
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They all refer to a battle on the 29th, and it is described by adjectives 
such as are employed in the description of a battle. Several bayonet 

were made, and General Heintzelman says that General Gro- 
ver’s brigade made ‘‘the most gallant and determined bayonet charge 
of the war.” Bayonet charges seldom occur in a skirmish! 

We are not left to rely entirely upon the official records of the actors, 
for all the current historians agree in the statement that a very severe 
battle was fought on that day. There is great unanimity in fixing the 
losses at about seven thonsand on each side. Think of it, Mr. Chair- 
man, fourteen thousand men killed and wounded, aud a West Point 
reviewing board in order to clear their client say there was no battle! 
I read here from Lossing’s History of the Civil War, volume I, pages 
457, 458, and 459. 

Lossing says: 

The battle of the 29th was desperate and ton both sides, Grover's brig- 
ade of Hooker's division penetrated two of Jackson's lines by a bayonet charge, 
and after a severe hand-to-hand ne got on of the railway embank- 
ment on the confederate left, but at the cost of 30 per cent. of hisforees. Kearn 
meanwhile had struck Jackson’s left at the point ied by A. P. Hill, doubled 
his flank upon his center, and assisted Hooker in holding the railway intrench- 
ment for a time. * * * Heavy re-enforcements, composed of divisions 

Lo $s co had come to the aid of Jackson. Among them was Hood's 
famous Texan brigade. * * * So ended the battle of Groveton, with a loss 
of not less than seven thousand men on each side. 


Also, Sypher’s History of Pennsylvania Reserves, pages 339, &e. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] says that Reynolds 
swore he could not hear the enemy’s guns on the 29th of August. Ido 
not know where he secured thisevidence. I donotcare. I know Gen- 
eral Reynolds could never have uttered it. The facts of history make 
it impossible that he should ever have uttered these words. I read as 
follows: 

General Reynolds, with the reserve bey ae had, during the evening of the 28th, 
marched by the left flank from the road leading from Gainesville to Manassas, 
and moving in the direction of Centreville, had closed up with Sigel’s corps; at 
daylight on the morning of the 29th he was therefore on the field in frontof the 
enemy. 

And yet the gentleman says he could not hear the enemy’s guns. 
Listen again: 

With the spirit of a true patriot and a generous soldier, he did not delay action 
from doubt of authority to move. General Reynolds was subject to McDowell's 
orders, and might have declined to bring his troops into action without or- 
ders from that o! , but fortunately neither the officers nor the privates of the 
Pennsylvania Reserve Corps were governed by any other than patriotic mo- 
tives. It was enough for them to know that the enemy was in their front, and 
that Sigel’s corps was about to engage him. Reynolds formed his division on 
the left of Schenck’s division, and from daylight to dark, with no higher orders 
than the consciousness of a worthy deed nobly done, that general and his troo) 
marching and countermarching, a the flank or straight to the 
front, fought the enemy * * * until darkness put an end to the contest. 


And yet the gentleman says he. wants to acquit Fitz-John Porter by 
testimony so false as that he quotes, to the effect that Reynolds ‘‘ was 
out of hearing of the enemy’s 1 

Fifth. But the most absurd of all the positions taken by the military 
board is—‘‘that Porter’s fafthful, subordinate, and intelligent conduct 
that afternoon saved the army from defeat, which otherwise would 
have resulted from the enemy’s more speedy action.’ The absurdities 
of this conclusion are as numerous as the words used to express it. 
First, the day was not saved; it was lost. Trae, by the most desperate 
fighting our troops managed to hold ‘nearly all the ground taken; but 
there was in no sense a victory. But let us assume the board means 
to say that the army was saved from utter defeat and rout. How did 
Porter contribute to this end? Was he found charging at the head of 
his command upon the enemy? Did he call upon his men to rise and 
avenge their slaughtered brethren or share their fate, and did he ‘‘ break 
through the thick array of Longstreet’s legions and charge home upon 
them?” This would have been quite a soldierly scheme for “‘saving 
the day.’’ It is said that in the soldier’s temple of fame, when it shall 
finally be fully complete, there will be a black c , and upon his 
pedestal will be inscribed in letters both bold and bright, “‘ Here is the 
steed that saved the day by carrying Sheridan into the fight from Win- 
chester, twenty miles away.’’ No one will contend that Porter's 
charger saved the day by carrying Porter ‘into the fight.” 

He snuffed the battle from afar, while his master, all imperturbed, as 
if “‘grim-vi War had smoothed his wrinkled front’’ and he might 
“caper nimbly” to the rear, beckons to Sturgis (see testimony) and 
tells him ‘‘to take his command back to Manassas,’’ then betakes him- 
self to the ‘‘little ghurch around the corner,’’ four miles from a point 
where he could by any possibility ‘‘save’’ or help to save the day! 
And yet a military board says ke saved the day ! > 

The board leave us to grope our way without giving us any informa- 
tion as to how he saved the day, except by ‘‘subordinate and intelli- 
gent conduct.’ The further we inquire into just what this conduct 
was the more we are puzzled to see just how he saved the day. 

It is now admitted he did not charge upon the enemy, which, as I 
have said, is one way of “‘saving the day.” Let us see if another 


mode—not quite so heroic, but yet quite to a general’s credit if success- 
ful—was resorted to on that great day. Did he by strategy hold the 
enemy? Did he maneuver his troops and menace the enemy’s front, 
and by “feint” of battle keep Longstreet’s troops in position to resis 
the pretended charge? I find no such matter in the histories, neither 


‘thanks of the West Point military hoard! 


in the testimony, nor yet even in the West Point board’s report. Why 
they did not picture their hero in such an attitude passes my compre- 
hension. It could have been done with quite as much regard for truth 
as is manifest in most of their assertions! No, sir, there was not even 
the ‘‘pomp, pride, and circumstance of glorious war!” Porter did 
just what he hhd contemplated all the time from the 26th of August. 
He did nothing! 

But, lastly, did doing nothing ‘‘save theday ?’’ That being just what 
Porter did, and the military board having established (?) that he saved 
the day, we are left now only to inquire if his ‘‘masterly inactivity” 
did, indeed, save the day. This we can easily ascertain by inquiring 
into the effect of his inactivity. We are told by the reports of Long- 
street, Hood, Lee, and in fact by all the confederate generals, that Hood, 
of Longstreet’s corps (instead of remaining to resist Porter’s inactivity), 
was sent to the assistance of Jackson upon his arrival on the field; that 
Wilcox’s division of that corps soon followed, and that one of Kemper’s 
brigades of that corps, under Colonel Hunton, also went to the assist- 


X | ance of Jackson. 


True, that when Porter’s inactivity was stirred up by a few cannon- 
shots from one of Stuart’s batteries Longstreet thought he was to be at- 
tacked, and recalled Wilcox to assist in resisting the expected assault of 
Porter’s corps. But Longstreet, soon finding that there was nothing to 
fear from Porter, ordered Wilcox back to the assistance of Jackson. It 
will thus beseen how ‘‘ masterly inactivity ” did its perfect work. The 
West Point military board say Porter saved the day—and they are all 
honorable men—but we still fail to find the secret of that day’s salva- 
tion! Seven brigades of the twelve under Longstreet have now been 
sent to help Jackson in his ‘‘ skirmishes,” leaving only five brigades in 
front of Porter, while the latter, in hot pursuit of his p se to ‘‘save 
the day,” retreats to Bethlahem church covered with laurels and the 
God grant that we may 
never have another day so saved while the world stands. 

Now, sir, I have said much about the military board, not because I 
would impugn their motives or assail their honor. I believe them gen- 
erally to be just. I think it may be proper, however, that I should 
confess in this presence that I was not particalarly captivated with the 
conduct of Schofield when he masqueraded before the country as a per- 
secutor of the hapless Whitaker. But this does not, I hope, prejudice 
me against him more thanis just. For the other members of the board 
I have the profoundest regard. I can never cease to love the man who 
first planted the flag on the ramparts of Fort Fisher; and General Getty 
was true, faithful, and heroic wherever he followed or led his country- 
men in the battles for the Union. General Grant I believe to be the 
greatest of living generals. His motives in this matter I do not ques- 
tion at all. His letter is high-toned, forgiving, and chivalric. But I 
can not shut my eyes to the fact that he has traveled far away from the 
testimony in reaching his conclusions, and I feel that I am justified in 
saying that the testimony was never read by him, except in “shreds 
and patches,’’ and that he followed the findings of the board, presum- 
ing them to be correct. 

But, sir, I care not how General Grant reached: his present position 
on this question. He is but a man, and the greatest man, as my friend 
from Ohio [Mr. TAYLOR] has well said, ‘‘can only give his opinions 
strength by the reasons he can give for reaching them.” I am struck 
with the force of this remark when I remember how many men of mass- 
ivé brain power have in some great emergency proven themselves the 
weakest children of the state, The Supreme Court by one of its ablest 
members—a man of commanding ability—rendered a decision which was 
in essence the very refinement of cruelty; but, as ifto conciliate and grat- 
ify the votaries of slavery, he clothed these conclusions in language so 
barbaric and shameless as to place at once the whole court under the 
ban of contempt by the lovers of liberty everywhere, for a quarter of a 
century. I refer to the ‘‘ Dred Scott decision.” I am not certain but 
that the same court, notwithstanding the wernings of the past, has 
once again forfeited much of the respect that ever should attach to that 
high tribunal. Certainly the recent civil rights decision is not less 
than a sorrowful and a lasting disappointment. 

Sir, it will not answer to shape our actions entirely by the example 
of great men, even if they sit in high places. i 

But it is said the court-martial convicted Porter in a time of great ex- 
citement and unrestrained passion. Ideny it. The patience of this 
people in those dread years is without a parallel in history. That 
Porter was not shot and that McClellan was not cashiered is indisput- 
able proof of the fact I assert. Besides, sir, the hours, the days, the 
years which, to my astonishment, are denominated ‘‘times of passion ™ 
by my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] were the hours and 
days and years when more was achieved in therealm of freedom, truth, 
and righteousness, both by the iron hand of warand by fearless patriot- 
ism in the peace that followed, than in all the other years of this Repub- 
lie’s history. Shame, shame on the slander that says justice did not 
evenly hold her scales in that blessed era ! 3 

It was in these days of passion that the peerless Lincoln broke the 
chains and let the oppressed go free! It was in these days of passion, 
sir, that we purged our statute-books and supposed we had banished 
from our jurisprudence the all-polluting crime of slavery. Then it was 
that upon our beauteous banner for the first time was inscribed in let- 
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ters of living light and fadeless glory, to stream forever on her ample 
folds, ‘* Universal liberty and equal rights.” God grant we may never 
forget the days that gave us the priceless heritage. 

. Mr. BOUTELLE. I now yield to the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
PERKINS]. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, Iam not unmindful of the fact that 
nothing I can say in this discussion is likely to change the convictions 
or the vote of a single member of this House. Neither am I entirely 
unmindful, Mr. Chairman, of the unwritten law of this Chamber, which 
is that no new member can have an opinién upon this or any other sub- 
ject. 
But, Mr. Chairman, representing, as I have the honor to represent, in 

part, upon the floor of this House more than fifty thousand Union 
soldiers of the late war, almost every one of whom honestly and sin- 
cerely believes Fitz-John Porter guilty of the charges of which he was 
convicted, I can not permit this bill to pass this House.without for 
them, and in their name as well as in my own, entering my solemn 
protest against it. : 

For more than twenty years it has stood recorded that in a trying 
hour of our country’s extremity Fitz-John Porter was guilty of insub- 
ordination and disobedience of orders; and the great loyal heart of this 
country has all these years approved this record, and approves it to-day 
as one which should stand for all the ages that are tocome. But we 
find a bill presented to the legislative body of this nation asking that 
this record shall be obliterated, and the proceedings of the court creat- 
ing the same stricken down as unworthy of our respect. And we are 
asked to do this, not upon investigation and inquiry; not upon an ex- 
amination of the topography of the country and an inquiry to witnesses 
for the truth, but because we have the physical ability to do so, and 
because it would be gratifying to the wrongdoer to have this record 
expunged. 

In fact, we are told by the champion of this measure, the leader in 
this debate, that we are not competent to consider the merits of this 
bill, and to determine by investigation and inquiry the guilt or inno- 
cence of Fitz-John Porter. For the first time, I think, in the history 

,of legislative bodies we find a bill pressed upon the consideration of 
this House accompanied by the solemn assurance of its author that 
the House is not competent to consider it. 

Mr. Chairman, I shall not consume the time to enter upon a critical 
examination of the testimony in this case. The committee to whom 
was referred this bill did not do this. In fact, I think we are justified 
in saying they gave to the proof and to the bill itself no consideration 
whatever as a committee, because before the committee ever had a 
meeting it was published as matter of common gossip by the press of 
the country that it would report at its earliest opportunity this bill 
favorably to this House. But if the committee gave to it no consider- 
ation, the more necessity there is for our full and impartial investiga- 
tion of this claim. 

But as others have carefully considered the evidence, I shall assume, 
for the purpose of my suggestions, that certain propositions can not, 
and will not, be controverted in this debate. 

First, that General Porter received the orders of August 27 and the 
three orders of August 29; second, that he did not obey them; third, 
that he was not prevented from doing as ordered by the topography of 
the country, the condition of the roads, inclement weather, movements 
of the enemy, or the exhausted condition of his troops; fourth, that he 
consumed much time in writing unkind and uncharitable criti 
of his superior officer that might have been given to preparation and 
to the executing of the orders receited; and, fifth, that when he did 
reach the field on August 29 he refrained from taking his position be- 
cause of a demonstration of some force in his front. And from this I 
argue that he was guilty of willful disobedience of orders, of misbe- 
havior before the enemy and of insubordinatién, and that the decree of 
the nine distinguished military gentlemen who for forty-five days, with 
open doors, listened to all the evidence and to the eloquent appeals of 
the defendant and his counsel for sympathy should be upheld by this 
House as it has been upheld by the country. In fact in my judgment 
it is difficult to determine how a man, candid and dispassionate, can 
review the proceedings of that court-martial and study the history of 
those terrible days, the last of August, 1862, in Virginia, and come to 
any other conclusion than that Fitz-John Porter was guilty of every 
charge and of every specification that was presented against him in 
that fearful arraignment of which he complains to-day. Of course ex- 
cuses have been and will be offered for him; but I question whether in 
the world’s history we can find such a persistent; laborious hunt for | 
excuses as has been made to relieve Fitz-John Porter from the odium 
of his crime and the just condemnation of his countrymen. But do 
these excuses satisfy the public conscience? Do they mitigate or palliate 
the offense? Do they let in upon his movements and actions a ray of 
sunshine that dispels the dark cloud of disobediénce and insubordina- 
tion? 

It has been said that the night was dark, and that for such reasons 
he could not move his battalions; and yet we find that all that night 
confederate troops were hurrying to the front and moving into position 
to give battle to the Union forces. 

It has been said that it rained some; and yet we find men sleeping 
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upon the ground without shelter or the necessity of protection from the 
storm. 

It has been said that the road was blockaded with teams and wagons 
of transportation; and yet we find his own officer swearing that with a 
detail of a hundred and fifty men every obstacle to the night’s march 
could have been removed. 

It has been said that he could not have moved that night; and yet 
we find his own officers swearing they would have moved if they had 
been ordered. 

It has been said that his men were weary and exhausted; and yet 
we find that they had moved but from six to nine miles that day while 
opposing forces were moving thirty. 

It has been said that he was confronted with greatly superior num- 
hers; and yet we find the enemy riding with brush dragging from their 
saddles to raise a dust to retard his movements and to create an appear- 
ance of numbers. And it has been said for him that if he had taken 
the position ordered for his troops upon the 29th day of August, it 
would have resulted in an engagement and bloodshed; and yet wefind 
one of his superior officers then upon the field, when this excuse was 
offered by Porter in person, retorting: ‘‘ That is what we are here for.” 
And it has been said for him that he was loyal to his country, and yet 
we find even McClellan asking ‘him to stand by his colors and do his 
duty as a soldier. 

These excuses, Mr. Chairman, and like excuses, have been offered for 
him until many, from the very persistency of his importunities, are dis- 
posed in sympathy to say: ‘Let us be merciful, and in his age and 
feebleness grant him this relief.’’ 

We all know, Mr. Chairman, how pleasant it is to do a sympathetic 
act and to relieve an unfortunate being from suffering and humilia- 
tion. But, as has been said in this debate, sympathy in this instance 
to the wrongdoer would be cruelty to the six thousand loyal and pa- 
triotic defenders of their country who on that bloody battlefield iell 
wounded, and many of them dying, from rebel bullets. It would be 
cruelty to the Government which expected loyalty and obedience to 
orders from its defenders. And it would be a grievous wrong to the 
widows and orphans who for more than twenty years have been mourn- 
ing for those who came not from that field of conflict and of death. 

But, Mr. Chaifman, thisis not asked ofus in charity. We are notin- 
vited to look with compassion and sympathy upon the importunities 
of this old man—to bury in the oblivion of forgetfulness the wrongs he 
did and in commiseration grant him this relief. But it is demanded 
of us as. justice, an absolute right, and that we may fortify ourselves 
for the work, we are asked to traduce the living and defame the dead. 

As for me, Mr. Chairman, I can not accept this invitation; I can not 
enter upon this work, but prefer rather that the judgment which my 
conscience approves shall stand recorded until the resurrection and the 
better life. 

But, Mr. Chairman, in the course of this debate we have heard still 
another excuse offered for General Porter. We have heard it said that 
if he was actuated by malice and hatred of General Pope he was justi- 
fied. We have heard it said that ‘‘he would not have been a good sol- 
dier if he had not burned with contempt for the vacillating and inca- 
pable Pope.” And why? Had Pope wronged him? Had Pope com- 
mitted any crime that deserved the execration and contempt of the loyal 
people of the country? Had he been unmindful of duty and recreant 
to his country’s interest? Had he violated trusts and betrayed the con- 
fidence of a loyal and patriotic people? Had he spurned with contempt 
the orders of his superiors, or been guilty of cowardice and shameful 
acy in the presence of the enemy? What had he done, if none of 

ese? 

He had been schooled at his country’s expense in the discipline and 
science of war. He had been loyal to her institutions, He had re- 
sponded promptly to every call of duty. He had obeyed all orders of 
superiors, and had risen rapidly in rank. He had fought upon the 
plains of Mexico and had displayed gallantry and courage of the high- 
est type upon many fields of carnage and bloodshed. He was the senior 
in rank and years of General Porter, and now the country saw him in 
command of the Army of Virginia, and from every loyal hearthstone 
and hamlet in the land earnest, eloquent, fervid, pleading prayers were 
offered to the God of Hosts and to the God of Battle that the same genius 
that had routed the enemy onso many Western battlefields might unite 
and revivify the Army of Virginia and lead its legions to a glorious and 
successful victory over the armies of treason and rebellion. And then 
it was, Mr. Chairman, and under such circumsthees, that we are told 
in this debate that Fitz-John Porter would not have been a good soldier 


| ifthe had not burned with contempt for him, 


Are we surprised that men entertaining such convictions and giving 
expression to such utterances! should clamor for the vindication of 
Fitz-John Porter? Could they be consistent and do less? 

But, Mr. Chairman, many and strange are the scenes witnessed in 
this debate. We find them here asking for the passage of this bill be- 
cause as they say General Grant approves it, and has given to it the bene- 
fit of his great name. 

Wonderful indeed are the conversions of these men to the convictionsof 
General Grant, for we find that for years when he was Chief Executive 
of this nation—when he was the commander-in-chief of its armies— 
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yea, in those terrible years of anxiety and bloodshed when ft was not 
certain we had a Government strong enough and a people toyal enough 
to overthrow treason and rebellion, and Grant was achieving those 
splendid victories of Donelson, Shiloh, Vicksburg, Mission Ridge, and 
Petersburg, they had not one word to say in favor of his convictions or 
one expression of encouragement and hope for his splendid achieve- 
ments; and when he electrified the country by his assurances from the 
Wilderness that he “ would fight it out on that line if it took all sum- 
mer,’’ they were silent and dumb. 

But now because, forsooth, in his old age he has opened the channels 
to his heart and listened to Porter’s appeals for sympathy, and said a 
kind word in his behalf, he becomes a demigod, and we are sacrilegious 
in questioning his judgment. 

Mr. Chairman, for General Grant asa soldier and a statesman I have 
great respect. And for his achievements upon the field of battle this 
nation owes hima debt of gratitude which it should ever be our pleas- 
ure to honor and repay. But to my mind his opinions argue nothing 
for the friends of this bill. For eight years he was President of this 
nation and sworn as we are sworn to respect and uphold the Consti- 
tution of his country and to respectits laws; and during all this time, 
with this oath and duty resting upon his conscience, he upheld and ap- 
proved the verdict of this court-martial. And it can not be said hedid 
this without thought and without his attention being called specially 
to the complaints and grievances of General Porter, because, as has been 
so well said by the eloquent gentleman from Michigan, during those 
eight long years Fitz-John Porter stood knocking in season and out of 
season at the door of the White House asking General .Grant to take 
his case under consideration and reopen it and furnish him a new hear- 
ing; and we must not forget that at that time, in answer to these im- 
portunities, Grant said in 1869, and again in 1874, that he had care- 
fully considered the papers submitted by General Porter, and -was not 
prepared npon the papers submitted to grant even a review. But now, 
when he is out of office, when he is without official cares and responsi- 
bilities, when the solenin obligations of an important office are not 
binding his duties to the people, he says remove this stigma from the 
name of General Porter. 

But, Mr. Chairman, when as a private citizen he permits the kind 
sympathies of his nature to be appealed to, and asks us to strike down 
by legislative enactment this judgment of a court now standing for 
more than twenty years, he forgets that the same oath and the same 
duty to the Constitution and to the country is resting upon us that 
rested upon him for eight years, when he turned a deaf ear to sympathy 
and stood by his country and the right. 

Mr. Chairman, as I have heard rain and dark nights pleaded as an 
excuse for General Porter, I could not but recall scenes long since fa- 
miliar, but now rapidly passing from the recollections of us all—I could 
not but recall the days when the distinguished soldier who sits as chair- 
man of the Military Committee, and favors the passage of this bill, was 
leading the boys of the Cumberland from Nashville to the bloody banks 
of the Chickamauga. I could not but recall how in those days if “Old 
Rosy,” as the boys loved to call him, gave us an order to march at 
once, or to move at 1 o’clock in the morning, we knew what it meant, 
and we all Knew that bad roads, swollen streams, inclement weather, 
and rebel forces were no excuses for not obeying the imperative orders 
ef our chief. And so it is here, and it is in the light and remembrance 
of those days that we are to judge of and act upon this case. 

It does not occur to me that it is necessary for one of us to spend a 
moment's time in discussing the proposition that a court sitting for the 
trial of an offender almost twenty years after the offense was com- 
mitted is as likely to ascertain the truth and promote justice as the 
court which tries the case when all the participants to the transaction 
can be had and when all the circumstances are fresh in the recollection 
of witnesses. And this suggestion, for the purposes of this case, treats 
the board of review of 1878.as a court, which I deny. As has been ar- 
gued, it was absolutely without power. It could notadministeralaw- 
ful oath; it could not compel the attendance of a single witness; it could 
not-execute an order or enter a judgment or sentence of any kind as the 
culmination of its investigations. 

But the opinions of this board, composed of three officers, listening 
to the testimony almost twenty years after the wrong was committed, 
is set up for the purpose of overturning the judgment of the court of 
nine officers, listening to all the evidence when the facts and circum- 
stances were fresh in the recollections of all, sanctioned as it is by the 
President and the conscience of the country. Mr. Chairman, for cen- 
turies criminals and criminal lawyers have known the importance of 
delay. They have known that in procrastination and delay was their 
only safety; that time was the essence of their defense; that if continu- 
ances and delays could be had from time to time until witnesses could 
die or be scattered beyond the jurisdiction and process of the court, 
and until the facts and the details and the minutie of the crime 
should pass from the recollections of those who remained, they would 
be measurably safe. - And such is human imperfection and the frail- 


ties of our nature that this cannot be otherwise; and whatever may 
have been the object or motive of Fitz-John Porter in getting this re- 
view of his case in 1878, in my judgment as against the decree of that 
court-martial of 1862 it is absolutely worthless. 
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Of course, Mr. Chairman, we can understand the anxiety and the 
pertinacity of this petitioner and we can sympathize with him in his 
misfortunes, 5 

Milton put into the mouth of Satan this language: ‘‘ Which way I 
fly is hell;” and so it is with this old man with this judgment resting 
upon him. But for this we are not responsible. Our duties are plain, 
and he alone is responsible for that conduct in August, 1862, which 
culminated in this court-martial and sentence. 

Mr. Chairman, on some of the Southern battlefields monuments are 
erected to commemorate the achievements of the confederate dead. Of 
this I do not complain. They tell us in silent but eloquent lips the 
story of that conflict. They show us where the heresies of State rights 
and of secession went down shot to death by Union guns and pierced by 
loyal bayonets. They are milestones marking the pathway of that ill- 
fated confederacy. They tell us of its death, and not of the birth of the 
dogmas that gave it potency and power. I would not have it otherwise. 
For all the generations that are to come I would have them stand there 
to tell of the futile efforts made by man and of a great section of the 
country to overturn and destroy this Republic of America and to rear 
upon its ruins a confederacy dedicated to African slavery and human 
degradation and I would have them stand there to teach this impressive 
lesson to the generations yet unborn. And to the men who participated 
in that contest an appeal is now made to vindicate Fitz-John Porter. 

For years many of them thought it no crime to fight against this 
Government, and therefore, where the wrong of Porter in refusing at 
such time to obey one of its military officers? We find Fitz-John Por- 
ter convicted by that distinguished court-martial upon the evidence of 
McClellan, Burnside, Pope, McDowell, Heintzelman, Morell, Griffin, 
Reynolds, Sykes, Butterfield, Buford, Parke, and a long list of Union 
soldiers, and we see him vindicated yegrs afterward by this board of 
review upon the testimony and records of Lee, Longstreet, Jackson, 
Early, Hope, Gordon, Mosby, Rosser, Wilcox, and a score of other con- 
federates, who think Porter was justified in not obeying in those days 
of peril the orders of his superior officer, Major-General Pope. 

Are we surprised at this? Not that I impute perjury to them. 
Would they not have thought him justified if he had never unsheathed 
his sword in behalf of his country, but had permitted it to rust in its 
scabbard until his country had been wrecked and its institutions over- 
thrown by disloyalty and treason? And it is upon this testimony that 
we are invited to vindicate a disobedient and unfaithful officer of the 
Union Army. And we are asked to do this, Mr. Chairman, not as par- 
tisans, but as patriots. We are asked to set aside our political preju- 
dices and vindicate this man; and why? Because of the report of this 
board of review, and because the gentleman from New York assures us 
he is innocent. If he knows him to be innocent now he must have 
known it in 1862, and why did he not give to that court-martial the 
benefit of his distinguished information? 

Why did he stand silent in those days of trouble when the doors of 
the court were open to him, and permit this wrong to be consummated 
against his friend ? 

But, Mr. Chairman, this appeal to us to set aside our political preju- 
dices and to act as patriots is as amusing as itis pathetic. Is there a 
man upon the floor of this House who for one moment is so innocent 
and unsophisticated as to believe that this bill would for a single mo- 
ment be urged upon our attention by the gentlemen upon the other 
side of this House if its beneficiary were not a distinguished member 
of the Democratic party? 

But this ery of partisanship and sectionalism is not a new one. In 
the great North, where the Republican party has its power, liberty of 
conscience is encouraged, and every man is permitted to speak and 
vote his convictions, whilein the opposite section of our country violence, 
intimidation, assassination, and murder stalk abroad with impunity, 
stifling conscience, violating liberty of speech, and striking down polit- 
ical opposition, and because under such circumstances we have no 
home there we are charged with being a sectional party. 

And so it is, Mr. Chairman, in this debate. Upon this side of the 
Chamber we see men dividing upon this question and expressing their 
convictions for and against Porter as to them seems right, while upon 
the other side of this Chamber no voice is raised, no word is permitted 
to be uttered against this supplicant for a nation’s charity, and yet they 
charge us with partisanship. 

Was presumption ever more supreme! + 

Mr. Chairman, I have the honor of representing on the floor of ‘this 
House a constituency that loves justice but abhors treason; a con- 
stituency that guarantees to every man absolute and’ impartial justice 
before the law; a constituency that protects every man, no matter 
what his color, what his nationality, or what his previous condition, 
in every constitutional right and privilege; a constituency, sir, with- 
out sectional bias, and where the late confederate is welcomed with 
open hands and invited to come and make a home, and cultivate the 
beautiful prairies, and assist us in rearing the grandest civilization of 
the ages; a constituency, sir, that has a er number of ex-Union 
soldiers in proportion to its population than any State in this Union; 
a constituency that sent more soldiers into the field, and lost more men, 
and made more sacrifices for liberty and union, in proportion to its 
numbers, than any section of our country, and the judgment of that 
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constituency is, Mr. Chairman, that Fitz-John Porter has no cause for 
complaint, but that he should ever feel grateful for the charity of the 
court-martial trying him and for the magnanimity of the Government 
that he wronged. 

Dante says in that sublime poem of his that he found above the por- 
tals of the infernal regions this legend: ‘‘Leave all hope behind who 
enter here.” And so we would have it for all the countless centuries 
that are to come, that he who organizes treason against his Government 
and marshals forces for its overthrow, as well as those who wear the 
uniform of the United States soldier and profess loyalty to the institu- 
tions of our land, but who upon the field of battle are guilty of insub- 
ordination and willful disobedience of orders and jeopardize the lives 
and limbs of thousands who are defending the country against its ene- 
mies, should remember this inscription, and understand before enter- 
ing upon so great a wrong that there shall be no hope for them so long 
as loyalty is honored and good deeds are respected, and so long as this 
Republic stands as a hope, an aspiration, an encouragement for the poer 
and oppressed everywhere; and to that end, Mr. Chairman, should re- 
main forever this record of condemnation for the deeds and action of 
Fitz-John Porter. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I now yield to the gentleman from New York 
(Mr. BREWER]. 

Mr. BREWER, of New York. Mr. Chairman, I donot intend to de- 
tain thecommittee withany lengthy remarks. I donotintend to weary 
your patience with vain repetitions. The great questions of factand of 
evidence have been so fully and so exhaustively presented to the House 
that I need refer to them only in passing. Itwas my purpose when the 
discussion of this subject was commenced to simply vote in the negative, 
and then, if it were possible, to forget that sucha manas Fitz-John Porter 
everexisted. But, sir, the discussion of thissubject by the friends of the 
bill, and the friends of the gentleman in whose behalf it was framed, 
has taken so wide a range and been of such a character that I should 
be doing violence to my own feelings, doing great injustice to the dis- 
trict which I have the honor to represent, as well as to the memory of 
the many Union soldiers who fell during the last days of August, 1862, 
on the banks of the Potomac, in the vicinity of Manassas, Gainesville, 
and Bristoe Station, were I to utter no protest to the passage of this 
measure. I cannot forget, sir, that the disobedience of this one man 
brought great sorrow into the hearts and homes of my constituents. 
Therefore I ask the indulgence of the House while, in a few wordsand 
as concisely as possible, I give some of the reasons why it is utterly out 
of the question for me to in any manner‘aid in the passage of this bill. 

If the American citizen and the American soldier have one common 
shrine at which they may kneel and offer their pure and fervent devo- 
tion, that shrine is the altar of their country. If there is a principle of 
honor which the military officer should cherish above all earthly emolu- 
ments and above all selfish considerations, it is the honor of his flag and 
loyalty to his Government. If these qualities are wanting, he is neither 
the fit custodian of the one nor the proper representative of the other. 
Entering the school at West Point at an early age, General Porter be- 
came the child of the Government. He grew up under her fostering 
care and was educated at the nation’s expense. How he repaid that 
kindness will be shown as we goon. There is but one law to govern 
this case and thatismartiallaw. 'Theemergenciesof war, the exigencies 
which arise during the continuance of a long campaign, render it utterly 
impossible that a breach of trust in the army, disobedience of orders 
at a critical period during an engagement, or improper conduct in the 
presence of the enemy, could await the slow and uncertain p i 
in our civil courts; hence military law is at once arbitrary, swift, and 
decisive. In no other way could effective military operations be carried 
on and serviceable military discipline maintained; therefore all infrac- 
tions of army regulations and neglect of duty come befere a court-mar- 
tial for trial, and this was the kind of court before which this officer 
was tried and by whose unanimous verdict he was convicted and con- 
demned. 

The case presented for our consideration this day embraces two spe- 
cific charges. One was for disobedience of orders from a superior off- 
cer, and the other for improper conduct in the presence of the enemy. 
On both he was found guilty by the grave and irreproachable gentle- 
men that conducted his trial. If Fitz-John Porter was loyal to his 
flag and loyal to his country why did he waste those precious hours, 
nay, precious minutes, at Warrenton, for every minute the next day 
was big with events, and brought hope or despair to the hearts of the 
Union troops as the fortunes of the hour were for or against them? Why 
did he remain at ease in Warrenton? Was he hugging the delusive 
phantom of hope—hope, sir, that by this delay Pope might be crushed 
and*McClellan again placed in command? It looks very much like it. 
If ever a soldier had an opportunity to display his zeal and manifest 
his devotion and loyalty to his country General Porter had it on that 
occasion when he received the ordér from his commanding officer, Gen- 
eral Pope, dated at Bristoe Station, August 27, 1862: 

GENERAL: The major-general commanding directs that you start at 1 o'clock 
to-night and come forward with your whole corps, or such part of it as is with 
you, so as to be here by daylight to-morrow. Hooker has had a very severe ac- 
tion with the enemy, with a loss of about 300 killed and wounded. The enemy 


have been driven back, but is retiring along the railroad. We must drive him 
from Manassas and clear the country between that place and Gainesville,w 


McDowell is. If Morell has not joined you send word to him to forward 
at once. Also,send word to Banks to hurry forward with all eed ag sae ‘our 
lace at Warrenton Junction. It is necessary on all accounts that you be here 
y daylight, Isend an officer with this dispatch, who will conduct you to this 
probably in the direction of Bealeton. "Say to Danks alse that be haa best TUS 
Pack the railroad trains to this side of Cedar Run. If he is not with you, ta 
him to that effect. 
By command of Major-General Pope. 
GEORGE D. RUGGLES, 
Chief of Stag. 
If this order meant anything, it meant just what itsaid; it intended 
to convey to the mind of General Porterthat he should start at 1 o’clock 
sharp, that he should be at the place designated early in the morning. 
“Tt is necessary on all accounts that you should be here by daylight.’’ 
Did he obey this order, did he start at 1 o'clock? It is not pretended 
that he did. No; there was a lion in the way—the roads were block- 
aded with wagons, the night was dark. Did he attempt to do it? 
No; and in fact, as shown by one of his own command, the Fifth Army 
Corps, the best equipped and most efficient body of men connected 
with the Army of the Potomac, lingered around Warrenton until day- 
light next morning, when it should have been at Bristoe Station, and 
all for want of a leader loyal to his country and to his flag. Why did 
not General Porter get everything in readiness for an early departure? 
Why were not his troops ready at 1 o’clock to start for Bristoe Station? 
Why was he not there himself to give the order to march, and double- 
quick if necessary? Was this obedience to orders ina military accepta- 
tion of the term? At 5.30 a. m. on the 29th he received another order, 
which contained these words: 


A severe engagement is likely to take place and your presence is needed. 


This was received with the same apathetic indifference as the former 
on the 27th. Here he lingered at Bethlehem church, and here he re- 
mained nearly all day. Was he making preparations for attacking the 
enemy, or even to protect his ownarmy if he should be attacked? Noth- 
ing of the kind was done. He still delayed, and it was at this point 
of time that McDowell said to him, as they sat on their horses takin 
a view of the surroundings: ‘‘ General Porter, you goin here and I wi 
move farther down.” Porter’s reply, it seems to me, is the essence of 
the whole situation: ‘‘ We can’t go in here anywhere without getting 
into afight;’’ and McDowell says, ‘‘I supposed that was what we were 
here for.” -Didhe goin? No, sir; hedidnot. Every wind that swept 
over the hills brought to his ears the roar of the enemy’s cannon. 
Every breeze that came down the valley bore with it the rattle of mus- 
ketry. He still delayed, and the work of death still went on, and 
brave troops were being killed and wounded till they lay in heaps on 
the bloody field. They died where they fought for the Government 
which they loved, for the flag of their fathers, worn and torn as it had 
been in the wars of our country, that it might not be trailed and tram- 
pled in the mire and dirt of rebellion. Where was the Fifth Corpsthat 
was to bring succor to their decimated ranks? Reclining under the 
droppings of the sanctuary at Bethlehem, ready and willing to fight, 
but virtually without a leader; eager to go to the front, but there was 
none to give the command. 

Where, where was Roderick then? 
One blast upon his bugle horn 
Were worth a thousand men. 

Fitz-John Porter was tried by a court of nine military men of high 
standing and irreproachable character.. For nearly three months the 
trial went on, the defense had every facility to bring and examine wit- 
nesses, the circumstances were all fresh in their minds, the evidence 
was conclusive, and such men as Generals Burnside, Hunter, Gar- 
field, Rufas King, and Hitchcock rendered a verdict against General 
Porter by which he was dismissed from the Army and forever debarred 
from holding any office of trust under the Government. And I wish to 
Say just one word in regard to the letter written by General Grant. Eight 
long years passed during which he had the power, and the only power 
on earth, which could pardon Fitz-John Porter; he was importuned by 
individuals, he was visited by delegations, he was flooded with letters 
and petitions; he did itnot. Butsome kind of bee got into his bonnet, 
and he made a mistake; it was the mistake of kindness, and I have no 
word to say against it. I have loyally followed where General Grant 
has led, but in this our roads diverge; he takes his own judgment years 
and years after the trial; I take the judgment of the court-martial, every 
member of that court; nine in number, men equally qualified to judge 
as General Grant himself. 

Let no man dare to charge that tribunal which convicted him with 
deviation from the principles of exact justice, or from their honest con- 
victions of right in rendering this decision. In looking through one of 
the leading Democratic newspapers in commenting on this case, it says 
Garfield’s reputation stands in the way of a vindication of General 
Porter; letit be brushed away like the flimsy thing thatitis, It regards 
Lincoln as only the simple tool of the designing men in charge of. this 
important trial. If, sir, the vindication of Fitz-John Porter is to be 
obtained at the expense of such characters and reputations as Lincoln 
and Garfield left behind them; if in order to be reinstated the friends 
of this man must blacken and defile the fair fame of the martyred dead, 
and set at naught the judgment and integrity of the living—then, I say, 


here | let mercy stay her hand and judgment remain. 
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But I need not refer to the testimony which compelled the verdict 
on that trial. The facts brought out on the trial of this case were 
clear and unanswerable, and so unmistakable that the righteousness of 
the verdict and findings of that court-martial have scarcely been ques- 
tioned; indeed, there was hardly an effort by the gentleman who intro- 
duced the bill to disprove the evidence or to set aside the facts pre- 
sented to the court. And now the question is, shall he be reinstated, 
with the rights, rank, and emoluments pertaining to that position? If 
we were to be governed by sympathy and personal considerations, as 
the honorable gentleman from New York seems to be, we might, per- 
haps, permit our feelings to override our judgment and vote for the 
bill. If we were to allow ourselves to believe that we owe to General 
Porter a debt of gratitude for previous services sufficient to obliterate 
the dark blot cast upon the honor of every true and loyal American 
soldier by his disobedience and insubordination, as some gentlemen 
seem to think we do, then we might vote forthe bill. Sir, we may pass 
this bill, or any other bill; we can never make black white, it is too 
late; no appeal from the court that tried him can do it; nọ improvised 
commission appointed to reinvestigate the case can do it ; no actof Gon- 
gress can ever relieve this deeper disability which must ever attach to 
the name of Fitz-John Porter. ‘‘ No, not all the blood of all the How- 
ards” can do it. 

And finally, what is obeying orders in the military acceptation of the 
term? I will tell you in the thrilling words of Tennyson: 

“ Forward, the Light Brigade! 
Charge for the guns!” he said. 
Cannon to right of them, 


Cannon to left of them, 
Cannon in front of them— 


Into the jaws of death, 
Into the mouth of m 
Rode the six hun $ 

That is what I should call obedience to orders, and let consequences 
take care of themselves. This example of insubordination of Fitz-John 
Porter, if overlooked or condoned, will be subversive of all military 
discipline and materially weaken the confidence which the American 
people have always placed in the honor, the loyalty, and virtue of the 
officers of the Army. If the punishment is severe, so was the bitter- 
ness and sorrow his disobedience brought to the hearts of the loyal peo- 
ple whose sons and fathers were killed and wounded in that three days’ 
fight. In the pain and mortification which Fitz-John Porter brought 
upon himself, and which for a score of years has weighed him down 
with sorrow and remorse, he has the ever-present consciousness that he 
alone was at fault. : 

So the struck le, stretch’d upon the plain, 
No more through rolling clouds to soar again, 
View'd his own feather on the fatal dart, 

And wing’d the shaft that quiver'd in his heart; 
Keen were his pangs, but keener far to feel, 

He nursed the pinion which impell'd the steel. 

Mr..BRUMM. Mr. Chairman, I look upon the proposed action of 
this House on the bill now pending as being in the nature of a motion 
in arrest of judgment and for a new trial, or as an appeal; at least the 
rules ni evidence and of practice are applicable in the jurisdiction of 
this bill. 

To set aside the verdict of a jury the prima facies are changed. The 
court-martial that tried Fitz-John Porter went upon the theory that he 
wasinnocent until he was proven guilty. The prima facies having been 
changed, itis our duty to treat him as guilty until you have proven him 
to beinnocent. The burden of proofis shifted, and you gentlemen must 
make out your-case beyond a reasonable doubt before you have the right 
to ask the vindication of this guilty man. 

I ask whether there is any material testimony which was not before 
the court of competent jurisdiction that tried Fitz-John Porter which 
was not traversed by that court except the question as to the relative 
position of the rebel army? Notone material fact; and therefore before 
any court in Christendom the new testimony which has been spoken of 
would amount to mere nothing. All of it is testimony that was tray- 
ersed by the court-martial, or could have been had, except that con- 
cerning the relative position of the rebel army. And that can have no 
bearing on the guilt or innocence of Porter. 

I care not where Longstreet was; I care not whether Porter could 
have struck his right flank or his left flank; I carenot whether he faced 
Longstreet or not; his order was direct, positive, and unmistakable. 

As has been stated here by the friends of Porter, that McDowell did 
not order him to fight, i. e., did not say ‘‘ go in here,” but only said, 
‘* Porter, you are too far out; that is not the place to fight.” Well, sir, 
if that was not the place to fight, why did not Porter go to the proper 
place to fight, and not remain idle the whole day in si@ht.and hearing 
of the fight? The only inference to be drawn from your own statement 
of McDowell’s order is that Porter was to go in some place to fight; yet 
he absolutely refused to go in at any place, thus disobeying the spirit 
as well as the letter of the order.’ j 

Now, what is the defense? Darkness, rain, mist, wagons. Great 
God! have men no other defense for refusing to obey an order in time 
of war than darkness, mist, rain, and wagons? Had it been Napoleon 
he would have set the flambeau to the wagons and burned them up; he 


would have broken them to pieces and passed along, allowing no such 
thing as wagons to have interfered with him. 

And will you tell me that the danger of Porter being cut to pieces 
was any excuse for not obeying the orders which he had received? 
When Napoleon on a certain occasion was met by his marshal and told 
that if he crossed the bridge it would cost him the half of his army, 
Napoleon’s reply was, “I had rather lose half my.army to-day than 
the whole of it to-morrow.’’ If Porter’s would have been cut to 
pieces, that was no matter of his. Perhaps it would have been better 
had it been cut to pieces than that the battle of the 30th should have 
turned out as disastrously as it did. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I now yield to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
JosEPH D. TAYLOR]. Š 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, I do not expect in the 
brief time allotted me to discuss in detail the merits of the billnow under 
consideration. Ido want, however, to enter my protest against the ut- 
terances of certain gentlemen in regard to military courts. Again and 
again during this discussion they have been maligned, traduced, and 
calumniated as unworthy the respect or confidence of modern civiliza- 
tion. They have been held up before this House as a mockery of jus- 
tice and as a stigma upon the age in which we live. As very little 
reply has been made to this sort of argument I wish to say a word in 
regard to military courts. ‘ 

For more that two years during the late war I had the honor of serv- 
ing as judge-advocate of various military courts. And after the war I 
served for some considerable time as citizen judge-advocate, closing up 
the business of the military district and department of which I had 
been for a time judge-advocate. These courts were held in city and 
camp, sometimes in one State and sometimes in another. Of the pris- 
oners tried by these courts some were executed, some were imprisoned, 
some were sent to the Dry Tortugas, some were acquitted, and some 
received that mild sortof sentence adjudged against Fitz-John Porter— 
were cashiered, that is, they lost their insignia of rank and that other 
right so dear to every American citizen, the right of holding office. I 
have also practiced law in the civil courts for more than twenty years, 
in the State courts, and in the United States courts, and I am frank to 
say, in the face of all this glorification of our civil jurisprudence to 
which we have been listening from the other side of the House, that 
in my judgment the findings and sentences of military courts are en- 
titled to as much respect and confidence as any jury system the world 
ever saw. Why should it be thought otherwise? Werenot the officers 
of the Army, who are found in such large numbers on this floor, justas 
competent as the masses from which the average jury ischosen? Mili- 
tary courts sometimes make mistakes; juries do the same. 

And while I do not propose to discuss the constitutionality of military 
courts, I want to say that no civilized nation, in this age or in any other 
age, has ever been able to dispense with them. Withoutmilitary courts 
there would be no discipline in the Army or Navy, and without disci- 
pline the Army and Navy would be utterly powerless. Destroy this sys- 
tem of compelling obedience to orders and this Government would not 
live a single day. 

The offense for which Fitz-John Porter was tried was cognizable only 
in a military court, and could have been tried in no other. If he could 
ignore the orders of General Pope, every other subordinate could do the 
same; and then, indeed, the war would have been ‘‘a failure.” 

And if these courts are authorized by the Constitution and the laws 
of the country, as we hold they are, this political body, this legislative 
branch of the Government has no more right to interfere with the decis- 
ion of the military court that satin the case of Fitz-John Porter than 
it has to interfere with the decisions of the Supreme Court of the United 
States, If, however, we are wrong in this, if there was a want of juris- 
diction of the person of Fitz-John Porter or of the offense for which he 
was tried, in the court that tried him, or if the proceedings of that court 
were in any way illegal, he has a complete remedy at law; he has an 
adequate remedy in the civil courts of the country, and should appeal 
to them, and not to this House. The courts of this country are always 
ready to break the shackles, to open the prison doors to any American 
citizen, black or white, bond or free, who is entitled to his liberty. No 
form of trial, no mockery of jurisprudence can stand in the way of our 
grand judicial system, which scrutinizes with eager eye and jealous care 
the rights and liberties of all our citizens. 

But the friends of Fitz-John Porter are not content with glittering 
generalities as to the competency of military courts in general, but this 
particular court is arraigned before the bar of this House for gross mis- 
conduct and gross injustice. As to the'personnel of this court I have 
but little to say. had been preferved against a general of the 
Army who was entitled by military law‘to be tried by his peers, and 
such men as General Hunter, General Hitchcock, General Ricketts, Gen- 
eral King, General Prentiss, General Garfield, and others were convened 
for this purpose» Illustrious names in American history! General 
Holt, of Kentucky, who was then Judge-Advocate-General of the Army, 
was made judge-advocate of this court. Did not the Government honor 
Fitz-John Porter in.giving his case into the hands of nine distinguished 

and in appointinga judge-advocate who was alike distinguished 
for his eminent fitness for this position? 


. 
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The names of these men, a majority of whom to-day sleep in the 
arms of death, are themselves a guarantee of a patient, impartial, and 
fair trial. Fitz-John Porter himself, and his distingui co 
Reverdy Johnson, gave their assent to the eminent fitness of this tri- 
bunal, and declined to object to a single member. Why should they? 
They were mainly educated where Fitz-John Porter was educated, had 
served in the same army in which he had served, and many of them 
were his warm mal friends. Could he have chosen a court more 
likely to be favorable to him than this, if he believed in his own inno- 
cency? And yet this is the court whose integrity is now on trial. 

The distinguished gentlemen on the other side in their denunciation 
of the proceedings of this court have seen fit, as I before remarked, to 
be specific in their charges of misconduct, which are as follows: first, 
that the court-martial before whom Fitz-John Porter was tried permit- 
ted General Holt, the judge-advocate, to remain in the room with the 
members of the court when they had retired for deliberation and for 
the decision of certain law questions which had been previously argued 
and submitted; second, that General Rufus King brought disgrace 
upon the court by coming down ‘from his high position as judge or 
juror and giving testimony as to some matter of fact of which he had 
personal knowledge; third, that during the progress of the case an 
order was read from the Secretary of War authorizing the court to sit 
without reference to hours and directing the court to proceed as rap- 
idly as the ends of justice would permit. 

These are the so-called grave charges which have been preferred 
against this court, and for which its proceedings are now to be reversed. 

Let me say a word as to the fairness of such accusations, As to the 
first charge, I need only say that General Holt simply did as every judge- 
advocate does, in every military trial, whether it be a military commis- 
sion or a court-martial, whether the judge-advocate be a military or 
citizen judge-advocate. The judge-advocateis the recorder of the court, 
and is required by law to remain gvith the court when it is cleared for 
the decision of questions of law, or when it is cleared for any purpose 
whatever, and the law requires him to call the roll of the members of the 
court, beginning always with the junior officer, and record not only the 
vote of each member but the result of thevote so ascertained. The 
judge-advocate takes no part in the deliberations of the court after it is 
cleared, and is as much forbidden by his oath from doing so as he is 
from disclosing what occurs during these secret deliberations. The 
court-martial was not as well off as your committees are. It had no 
clerk; the judge-advocate was its only clerk, its only recorder. 

A great deal has been said enlogizing the Schofield board as being 
without spot or blemish or any such thing, and yet it had a judge-advo- 
cate, though he was called a recorder, which means the same, and I see 
from the report that he was not only permitted to be present during 
the deliberations, but actually took part in them, and was assigned the 
duty of collecting and collating testimony. 

And gentlemen forget in this connection that a judge-advocate is not 
a mere prosecutor; that he is himself an officer of the court, whose duty 
it is to see that the innocent are protected as well as that the guilty 
` are punished. And my knowledge of General Holt is that no man in 
this broad land of ours had a higher sense of justice or did his duty 
more faithfully than Judge-Advocate-General Holt. 

As to the second charge, permit me to say there was no impropriety 
whatever in General King giving this testimony. He was authorized 
to make his statements under oath to that court, just as members of 
our grand juries are to the grand jury before whom a matter is being 
heard. And-yet who ever heard of an indictment being quashed for 
this reason? But allow me to say further, if this invalidates the decis- 
ion of that court, how much more fatal will be the objection to the tri- 
bunal before which this case is now being heard? Here are gentlemen 
before me who have been making statements of fact, men who have 
been pleading the cause of Fitz-John Porter, who propose to act as 
judges in the final vote soon to be taken. The personal friends and 
champions of his cause are here making statements not under oath, 
and not only making statements, but making prepared arguments in 
his favor. And these same men propose to vote for the restoration of 
Fitz-John Porter to his former place in the Army on the ground that 
the sentence of the court that tried him should be reversed because a 
single member of that court gave testimony. Oh, consistency, what a 
jewel thou art! 

As to the third charge I can make the same answer. The tribunal 
which tried and convicted Fitz-John Porter sat for forty-five days, with 
no business before it but this case; and if hurried a little by the order 
of the Secretary of War (and we have no assurance that it was, for the 
testimony of the defense was closed before that order was read to the 
court), it spent nine times as much time in the consideration of this 
case as this House proposes to give it under the limitation which has 
been fixed by the gentlemen in charge of the bill. 

The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. PHELPS] make§ the objection 
that possibly—yes, possibly (he does not know, nor pretend to know)— 
the decision of that court may have been made by five votes in favor 
of conviction and four votes it. Wedo not know this; he does 
not know it. The law wisely sealed the lips of the court, and the lips 
of the judge-advocate as well, on this matter. And whether the vote 
stood five to four, six to three, seven to two, eight to one, or nine in fayor, 


it is the judgment of the court all the same. If this were an objec- 
tion to the findings and sentence of that court-martial, it would be an 
objection to the judgments of the Supreme Court of the United States, 
which are sometimes reached by a majority of one, and yet it is the 
decision of the court as much as if the judges were unanimous. And 
when such a decision is made, whether right or wrong, it stands, and 
all the power of this Government, its Army and Navy, its blood and 
its treasure, stand pledged to its execution. I have somewhere heard 
of a decision of eight to seven which decided who should be President 
of the United States, and I do not think my distinguished friend from 
New Jersey would want the decision reversed for this reason even at 
this late date. 

Other gentlemen, less extreme in their views, have mot denounced 
military courts to such an extent as those to whom I have before re- 
ferred, but content themselves by saying that they are in favor of sub- 
ordinating the military trfbunalsand military power to the civil. That 
sounds well; we have heard it before. The question is, however, how 
much subordination do you favor? If the theory of subordigation 
which prevailed among certain classes during the war should be adopted, 
or had it then been adopted, our military courts and our Army and 
Navy would have been subordinated out of existence. Nomoremoney, 
no more men, no arbitrary arrests, no military despotism. That is 
what such subordination meant then. Does it mean less now ? 

Reverse the decree of 1862, annul and efface the findings of the high- 
est military court ever convened in this country, stigmatize the heroes 
of the war, cover with shame and reproach the name and memory of 
the immortal Lincoln, the lamented Garfield, the indefatigable Stanton, 
the brave and true Halleck, and you will have done a great deal more 
than subordinate the military to the civil. 

Mr. Chairman, we are asked here in our official capacity as the Con- 
gress of the United States to place the seal of condemnation on the de- 
cision of a military court that has stood unscathed, unreversed, and 
above reproach for twenty-two years; a court that was convened in 
time of war, when the spot whereit sat was red with the blood of fallen 
heroes, when the hills and valleys which stretched out in every direc- 
tion were trembling beneath the tread of marching armies, and when 
the whole heavens were dark with thesmoke of battle. The life of the 
nation was in peril, and the men who were charged with rescuing it from, 
the jaws of death were struggling to suppress the rebellion and save to 
generations to come the priceless boon of constitutional liberty. 

An officer of the Government who had been educated and honored by 
its liberality, knowing the rules of war and the path of dyty, underan 
oath to obey his superior officers, in the hour of battle refused to obey 
the orders of the commander whom President Lirfcoln had placed over 
him. Charges were preferred; a fair and impartial trial was had; the 
accused was found guilty; the findings and sentence were approved by 
the President, and all was done according to that law which is alone 
applicable to the vocation upon which Fitz-John Porter had voluntarily 
entered. And now it is proposed that the decree of this court shall be 
reversed by that branch of the Government whose only duty is to make 
laws, not to construe or enforce them. It matters little now to this 
Government whether Fitz-John Porter go on the retired-list or not so far 
as he himself is concerned, but this precedent may come back like a thun- 
derbolt thrown from the hand of the Eternal and shake this Govern- 
ment to its very center. There are gentlemen on this floor who profess 
to guard with great care the encroachments of one branch of the Gov- 
ernment on another, and now they are ready to usurp the powers, and 
absolutely annul the decree of a constitutional and legal court. This 
is now the argumentum ad hominem of the hour, and it may prove the 
argumentum ad ignorantiam. e 

‘A labored effort has been made in this discussion to eliminate from 
it all politicalallusions. In my judgment it is a political question, and 
I propose to consider it as such so far as it may be necessary in order to - 
present my views. This opposition to courts-martial is not a new feat- 
ure with a certain political party that now dominates this House. If 
it were I should make no objection to the arguments on the other side. 
I have seen too much and know too well the character of this antago- 
nisni to ae courts. During the time I wasjudge-advocate I learned 
this fact: that if we tried a prisoner for going to sleep on his 
post, for murder, or theft, we had no troublein executing the sentence— 
none whatever; but if we tried a prisoner for any crime that smacked 
of treason or disloyalty, there were always men, influential and promi- 
nent men, who interfered and used every influence in their power to 
rescue the prisoner from the sentence of the court. And more than this, 
in many localities in the North it was utterly impossible to convict a 
prisoner in a civil court of any offense which assumed a political phase, 
and during the war a great many cases somehow or other took on this 

e 


In the town in which I reside, a Government officer, a provost-mar- 
shal, was shot dead in his own door-yard in the presence of his wife and 
children. The murderers were arrested a few days later, in the same 
county, concealed in a barn, at noon-day. The evidence of their guil* 
was overwhelming, and yet we did not dare in that county to try that. 
case before the civil court because of this political element. A certain 
class of newspapers and a certain class of men espoused their cause and 
at once became their champions. The man whom they murdered had 
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been a remarkably vigilant officer; had arrested deserters, had ferreted 
out frauds upon the Government, and done his duty faithfully and 
well. 

The murderers were total strangers, not a single person in the town 
knew either of them, and yet they had hundreds of friends who openly 
declared their innocence and extended to them their sympathy. We 
applied to General Hooker, first fora guard to protect the jail, andsub- 
sequently for a military court to come there and try them, and he 
yranted both requests. And I shall never forget the howl that went 
up about that military court; how it was denounced by certain news- 
papers, and how in the opinion of many it ought to be driven from the 
county at the point of the bayonet. So great was this excitement that 
it continued to the end-of the trial, which lasted fully three months, 
and when the testimony was carried to Cincinnati by the order of General 
Ord, whose remains were spoken of in this House only a few days since, 
he deemed it his duty, owing to the political excitement, to approve 
the record himself, and conceal from the public the order he made for 
the execution of the prisoners, allowing no one to know the result ex- 
cept the prisoners and the officers in the camp in charge of them until 
the culprits were ready for interment and when interference with the 
sentence was impossible. He took the responsibility of approving the 
sentence and of seeing it executed, after which he forwarded the three 
thousand pages of testimony to the President. When asked why he 
concealed the fact that they were to be executed from the press and the 
public, he said he was determined to avoid the interference of certain 
politicians who alwaysinterfered in such cases; who misled and improp- 
erly influenced the President. He knew by experience what that was, 
and in this case he proposed to avoid it. 

-I know, Mr. Chairman, another case which occurred in another State 
where a Government officer was shot down under like circumstances. 
This case was tried before a civil court. Forty jurors were called, from 
whom the panel was to be chosen. Twenty of these were Republicans 
and twenty were Democrats. Every Republican when interrogated said 
he had formed and expressed an opinion, and hence they were all ex- 
cluded from the jury. The Democrats, or atleast twelve of them, said 
they had not formed or expressed any opinion, and the case was tried 
to them. The result was that the bloody-handed murderer was ac- 
quitted. This is only an illustration of the beauties of our civil system, 
which lie so near the heart of some of the gentlemen on the other side 
of this Chamber. 

Not only this, but it often occurred that men who were tried and con- 
alemned by military courts became not only martyrs, but heroes. I once 
knew an officer who was cashiered for cowardice on the eve of a battle 
And sent home in disgrace. He had scarcely reached home until he was 
chosen sergeant-at-arms of a Democratic State senate, and became at 
once ‘‘a bigger man than old Grant.” How many such instances can 
you name? 

There was another man, little known in the country except as his 
name was connected with a bill which he had introduced in Congress 
for the dissolution of the Union. He, too, was tried and convicted be- 
fore a military court for disloyal acts. This court was convened in 
‘Ohio by General Burnside under that celebrated Order No. 38. The 
sentence was expatriation, and Vallandigham went to Canada—left his 
country for his country’s good. : ; 

The old slave escaping to Canada used to sing: 

Tm on my way to Canada, 
That cold and dreary land; 
The dire effects of slavery 
I can no longer stand. 

That was not Vallandigham’s song. He went away not to esca 
the dire effects of slavery, but to serve out the sentence of a military 
court, and to this day his friends have an awful fear of such tribunals. 

Strange to say, he had scarcely reached the fond embraces of his 
British cousins when he was nominated for governor in the great State 
-of Ohio by the great Democratic party. This is what a military court 
did for Vallandigham. And, in this connection, I must call the atten- 
tion of the House to a little bit of history which will show what kind 
of atmosphere Fitz-John Porter was breathing, which may explain 
why he was so ready to criticise the Government and so obstinate in 
his disobedience to the orders of General Pope. : 

The convention which nominated Vallandigham for governor sent 
seventeen distinguished Democratic statesmen, representing the then 
seventeen Congressional districts of that State, to Washington for the 
purpose of procuring the revocation of the sentence of banishment, which 
still separated this patriot martyr from his friends in Ohio. This com- 
mittee, as I now remember, went first to New York, organized, elected 
a chairman and secretary, prepared a state paper, which they brought to 
Washington and handed to President Lincoln. The seventeen Ohio 
Democrats were all present and looked grave andsolemn. Lincoln read 

“it, and in a little while he handed them two papers, one the duplicate 
of the other, and said to them that if a majority of them, each acting 
for himself and representing nobody, would indorse and return one of 
- these paper agreeing to three things, he would revoke the sentence and 
permit Vallandigham to return. The three things which he asked 
these Democratic statesmen to consent to were in substance these: 

First. That there is now in existence a rebellion, and that the Army 
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and Navy can be properly employed to suppressit. Tothis, Mr. Chair- 
man, they refused their assent. Hearthenext. In the second place he 
asked them, or a majority of them, to promise that they would not dis- 
courage enlistments or encourage desertions from the Army. This, 
too, they refused. In the third place he asked them to agree to use 
their influence, so far as they had any, in favor of clothing, feeding, and 
paying the Union soldiers. This they likewise refused. Yes, Mr. 
Chairman, these seventeen Democratic statesmen, representing all the 
Congressional districts of the State, preferred to let their great leader 
Clement L. Vallandigham languish and pine across the border in Canada 
rather than assent to these three propositions. 

I refer to this for the purpose of letting in on the military court that 
tried Fitz-John Porter a little of the light that then shed its rays all 
through the North. Isitstrange that Fitz-John Porter should be found 
guilty of disobedience of orders and of misbehavior in the presence of 
the enemy, when so many of his friends were crying, ‘‘ Good Lord, good 
devil; for we don’t know into whose hands we will fall?’ 

Deny it as you will now, there was a time when disloyalty ran riot 
in the North, when the air was full of sympathy for the rebellion, 
when State and county conventions were bold in their expressions of 
disloyalty, when men openly rejoiced at rebel victories and groaned 
over our success, when thousands of men were ready to hail with glad- 
ness the news of the success of the Southern army. Secret organiza- 
tions, such as the Sons of Liberty and Knights of the Golden Circle, 
were in full bloom in several of the largest States. And I have in my 
possession now some of tht relics of Greek fire and maps of rebel prisons 
found on the persons of men who were drilling Copperheads by moon- 
light in Southern Indiana. The scheme was, as claimed by the pris- 
oners themselves, to release twenty thousand rebel prisoners, march 
them to the arsenals and arm them, and then with fire and sword sweep 
the entire North as with a besom of destruction. This was the scheme 
that had its allies in the North, and this was the absolute necessity for 
military courts. In such times as these civil courts are wholly inade- 
quate. 

These men, be they who they may, whosympathized with the re- 
bellion and refused to give a cordial support to the Government in its 
effort to suppress it, became somehow or other the friends of the Dem- 
ocratic party asit was then constituted. Why was McClellan nominated 
in 1864 Was it because of his ‘‘masterly inactivity’? or was it be- 
cause he was a successful general? It could not be the latter, for the 
same convention that nominated him declared the war a failure. 

I do not mean, Mr. Chairman, to charge the Democratic party with 
disloyalty during the war. Bynomeans. Democrats and Republicans 
fought side by side in every battle and sleep side by side in every ceme- 
tery. But all these men who were supposed to have a taint of dis- 
loyalty were Democrats. If that is any honor, the Democratic party is 
entitled to it; if it is any disgrace, they can not complain of the truth 
of history. 

It is worse than idle to claim that there is no politics in this bill. 
Who will deny that the hope of the success of Fitz-John Porter’s bill 
in this House lies in the fact that there is here such alarge Democratic 
majority? If there were as large a Republican majority no one would 
expect the passage of the bill, and the fact that a few Republicans will 
vote for the bill and a few Democrats against it does not in anywise 
rebut this proposition. : 

I have deemed it proper, Mr. Chairman, in view of my personal knowl- 
edge of military courts, to present my views in regard to them, and to 
say what I consider deserves to be said in their behalf, in view of the 
severe manner in which they have been maligned. I have attempted 
to show how inadequate the civil courts were during the recent war 
either to punish the guilty or to protect the innocent. I have also at- 
tempted to show that this hatred of military courts is no new thing, 
that it had its origin in the late war, and that the sympathy here ex- 
tended to Fitz-John Porter comes mainly from the same party who ex- 
tended like sympathy to men charged with disloyalty during the war. 
I can not consent that these gentlemen who have so maligned military 
courts, and who have held up to public execration some of the noblest 
men the world ever saw, shall be permitted to forget their own record. 

I have nothing to say, Mr. Chairman, in this discussion, about the 
men who vacated their seats ‘in this House und in the Army and Navy, 
and went boldly into the thickest of the fight under the flag of the re- 
bellion. They showed the cou of their convictions and voted as 
they shot. Theyhad the virtue of consistency. If Fitz-John Porter's 
sympathies were not with the North, if he did not love his country 
enough to follow any leader his country placed over him, he should have 
followed Lee. If all the men whose sympathies were with the rebell- 
ion had gone with the South we then would have known where they 
were, and the war would not have been prolonged as it was. 

Abraham Lincoln ‘said, when interrogated as to the punishment of 
Vallandigham, that the man who dissuaded a soldier from enlisting in 
the Union Army or the man who persuaded a soldier to desert was as 
much a traitor as the rebel who shot down a Union soldier in the front 
ranks of the Army. This is the theory of the Republican party, and 
this is the theory that so many Democratic leaders, not all, so persist- 
ently condemn. This is the reason why the former has stood by mil- 
itary courts during ali the years of the war, and this is the reason why 
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the Democratic party, in the main, has always been, as it is now, op- 
posed to them. 

Do the friends of Fitz-John Porter believe their own assertions in re- 
gard to his innocence? Do they believe he was as true a patriot and as 

rave a soldieras ever followed any flag or fought any battle? Do they 
believe that the court which tried him and sentenced him to be cashiered 
did him gross injustice? If they do, why do they not p in this 
bill todo him justice? If he was innocent, the present bill is an insult. 
If he was innocent, he is entitled to all his pay for the years of his dis- 
ability, and then he would not becompensated. This bill only pro 
to restore him to the pay of colonel and then to place him on the re - 
list. This of itself is a confession that his friends have not full faith in 
his innocence or in their ability to vindicate him, even in this political 
tribunal. If I could vote for the of this bill I could vote for 
hiscompkte restoration and for the fullest compensation for all the years 
since his conviction. 

It is from no feeling of malignity toward Fitz-John Porter that I 
oppose the of this bill. On the contrary, my sympathies have 
been touched by the earnest appeals in his behalf. But it is because I 
tremble for the safety of this Republic when it is proposed to ignore 
the precedents of the past and invite endless complications for the future. 

I have not attempted to discuss the evidence or facts upon which the 
court reached its conclusions. There are reasons above and beyond 
these more important to this Government than the life or the liberty 
of any oue individual—questions which may in the near future involve 
the life of the Republic itself. If the finding of the court that tried 
Fitz-John Porter can be set aside by partisan interference, what court 
in the land is safe in its jurisdiction? The judgments of the Supreme 
Court of the United States can all be set aside. The findings and sen- 
tences of every military court that sat during the war can be reversed, 
so far as any part of the sentences remain unexecuted. 

Mr. Chairman, in behalf of the soldiers of my native State, many of 
whom sleep to-day in unmarked graves; in behalf of those brave and 
true patriots who cast aside party affiliations, who left home and wife 
and children to follow their country’s flag and die, if need be, to save 
it from dishonor; in behalf of my country, so deeply interested in the 
decision of this hour, I desire to enter my protest against the passage 
of this bill. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Iyield five minutes to the gentleman from Iowa 
(Mr. HEPBURN]. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I had hoped to be able to occupy 
more than five minutes in the discussion of this case; and in order to 
fit myself for the discussion I have given careful study to all the pro- 
ceedings of the different courts, all the maps that have been filed, and 
all the data that were within my reach, and I have concluded, at least 

- to my own satisfaction, that I can not vote for this bill. I can not vote 
for it, Mr. Chairman, because of the questions involved in the merits 
of the case as I find them. I believe that there can be no question that 
those who bring to the study of this case amind undivided by other 
considerations than the determination to do exact justice between this 
party and the Government must arrive at the conclusion that the court 
which originally tried General Fitz-John Porter was right and that its 
judgment was correct. 

But aside from that I could not now vote for this proposition. Iam 
asked by the friends of this bill to place myself in the attitude of one 
reviewing the judgment of a court of ample power. I am asked, in 
other words, to set aside a verdict. Why? They tell me because there 
is newly discovered evidence; they tell me because there was conflict at 
least in the testimony of the witnesses who appeared in the court below. 
No one can dispute the proposition that there was conflict in the evi- 
dence; that the various propositions were denied by some and affirmed 
by others. + 

What is the duty of a court of review when there is conflict in the 
testimony? It is to allow the verdict to stand, because those who have 
seen the witnesses, those who have heard them testify, those who have 
had an opportunity to test and judge of their credibility are more com- 
petent to determine where the actual verities of the case are and what 
particular witnesses sheuld be believed or disbelieved. You, gentle- 
men, ask me to overturn this well-established, this universal rule, 

ized by all the courts of this country. You ask me to reverse this 
verdict because you say there is newly discovered evidence. Evidence 
of what character? Was there brought before the court of review or 
is there now urged here a particle of evidence that Hoes not bear upon 
one of the disputed propositions in the court-martial? The whole of 
this newly discovered evidence is at best but cumulative in its charac- 
ter. There is none bearing upon points that were not in controversy 
before the court-martial. 

What is the rule of courts in cases of this kind? Are new trials 
given upon newly discovered evidence that is merely cumulative in its 
character? Where.do you find the court that will sustain a proposi- 
tion of that kind? So that whatever the merits of the caso, teavmg 
them entirely out of the question, I can rest my judgment on this mat- 
ter upon well-defined, well-recognized, and undisputed propositions of 
law that no one of the gentlemen upon the other side will in my judg- 
ment deign or dare to e 

[Here the hammer fell.] 
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Mr. BOUTELLE. How much time, Mr, Chairman, haveI remain- 
? 


The CHAIRMAN. Two minutes. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I yield those two minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. MILLER]. y 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania, Mr. Chairman, I had not intended — 
to occupy the time of this House in di this question, but inas- 
much as I have paired with my colleague [Mr. RANDALL], who is 
necessarily absent, and who if present would have voted ay, I desire to 
place myself on record, and itis the greater pleasure for me to do so, for 
the sentiments of my constituents are in accord with my own convic- 
tions. 

I am opposed to the passage of this bill, not because I believe Porter 
was disloyal to his country on those three days in August of 1862 in 
the common acceptation of that term; not because I believe Porter held 
back from fear, but because I believe Porter on the 28th and 29th days 
of August, 1862, cherished such an animus toward those who had re- 
moved McClellan, and had such an animus toward Pope, that he failed 
to do his whole duty, and was guilty, during those two days, of such acts 
of insubordination toward his superior officer that justified the finding 
of the court-martial. F 

I believe, sir, that Porter did not wish to see Pope successful in that 
campaign. 

In the language of a distinguished soldier and statesman of this 
country who had the intelligence and the ability to study and decide 
this question, General Jacob D. Cox, a soldier speaking to soldiers of the 
Society of ex-Army and Navy Officers of Cincinnati, on February 28, 
1882: 


To remit the remainder of a continui unishment 
izenship, like other acts of amnesty ‘and oblivion, would 


This has been done. 


But to vote him a triumph, to record his conduct as the model of chivalry 
and excellent soldiership, to enrich him from the public Treasury, to restore him 
to his rank, to retire him on pay ten times as great as the pension your maimed 
and crippled comrades of similar grade are receiving, is todo dishonor to every 
one who really threw his soul into the struggle for his country. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time limited by the order of the House for 
general debate on this bill has expired. The bill will now be read for 
amendment and discussion under the five-minute rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the President be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized to nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to ap- 
point Fitz-John Porter, late a major-general of the United States volunteers and 
a brevet brigadier-general and colonel of the Army, to the position of colonel in 
the Army of the United States, of the same grade and rank, together with alb 
the rights, titles, and privileges, held by him at the time of his dismissal from 
the Army by sentence of court-martial promulgated January 27, 1863, and, in his- 
discretion, to place him on the retired-list of the Army as of that de, the re- 
tired-list deing thereby increased in number to that extent; and all laws and 
parts of laws in conflict herewith are suspended for this purpose only ; but this- 
act shall not be construed as authorizing pay, compensation, or allowance prior 
to appointment under it, 

Mr. LAIRD. Mr. Chairman, I move toamend by striking out the last 
word. Believing as I do that there is no place where the honor of an 
American soldier ought to be so safe as in the hands of the Representa- 
tives of the whole American people, I desire to say before this vote is 
cast that I shall vote first, last, and all the time for the vindication of 
the honor of General Fitz-John Porter. [Applause. ] 

And let me remark to the gentlemen who seek to bring the menace- 
of future punishment to bear upon the discharge of present duty that 
if I knew this act of mine would end my bodily existence as you say it 
may end my official one, then still would I do it; and I would thank 
God that my loyalty to my country as I understand her honor, that 
my loyalty to my general as I understood my duty, that my loyalty to- 
the truth as I know it to be, was strong enough to lift my conduct 
above the possibility of ignominious change to come from cowardly con- 
siderations affecting my life or future condition. 

I do this not because I am guided by the judgment of the Schofield 
board or the statement of Ulysses S. Grant, for I have not read the one 
and I have never considered the other, Nor are the convictions that I 
here hastily express the growth of a day; they are as old as the injus- 
tice he has suffered. I do it because I was with Fitz-John Porter from 
the siege of Yorktown until the attack of the enemy across the Chick- 
ahominy, from that attack to the battle of Hanover Court-House, and 
from that to Mechanicsville, from that to Gaines’s Mill, and throughout 
his career except when I was disabled by wounds [applause]; and I 
want to say, Mr. Chairman, it is my -eliberate judgment, speaking of 
what I know of Fitz-John Porter, that in all the great battles of the 
English-speaking race from Bannockburn to Gettysburg there has not 
been made by any soldier a record which demonstrates greater loyalty 
to the cause of his country than that made by Fitz-John Porter. - Having 
seen him on all his battlefields, I believe it can be said of him in action 
as was said of the soldier of old: 


He was swifter than an eagle; he was stronger than a lion; and from the 
blood of the slain and the fat of the mighty his sword returned not empty. 


Mr. STEELE. Does not the gentleman think Porter had his wings 


restoring him to cit- 
magnanimous, 


clipped at the battle on the 29th August, 1862? 
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Mr. LAIRD. Atleast his wings did not take him to the rear on that 
day, as it did McDowell, who brought the courage of a. quartermaster 
to bear upon the tasks of a hero; aiid yet you say McDowell ought to 
be promoted because he went to the rear, and because Porter did not 
he ought to be shot. i 

McDowell was ordered to move on the night of the 27th the same as 
Porter. So were Reno and Kearny. Reno and Kearny did not report 
until noon; Porter reported at 8 o’clock in the morning; and McDow- 
ell did not move at all. The court of inquiry in his case condemned 
what he did, but excused it on account of his conduct on the 30th. 

You who are so ready to condemn Porter for his delay of two hours 
on the 27th, why is it you never mention that his corps received orders 
at Harrison’s Landing at 5 p. m. of the 14th of August to join Pope and 
at 7 o’clock was under way for Fortress Monroe? At sunrise on the 
18th, though detained forty-cight hours to guard bridges and trains, it 
. encamped after a march of sixty miles at Hampton, having covered 
sixty miles in thirty-five hours, and by its rapidity reached Fortress 
Monroe on foot ahead of the division of Reynolds, that came by trans- 
port. 

I will give the gentleman another illustration of what I mean, and 
` it is with pain that I am obliged to refer to the fact that in all this de- 
bate there has not been on yeur side a single mention of the gallant 
conduct of Fitz-John Porter and his corps on the 30th of August, 1862. 
When the Fifth Corps, headed by General Porter, moved to the assault 
of Jackson’s troops in the sunken road, and when the effort to deploy 
the column had resolved itself into a great rush to get to the front 
where men could fire—not at the enemy behind earthworks ora rail- 
road embankment, but in a cut where nothing was visible but their 
heads, and when the column was being cut down in platoons by the 
confederate artillery, firing over the heads of their own men—there 
came ringing through the din ef the battle the order of their general, 

“ Fix bayonets, and jump into the ditch and bayonet them,” and in a 
moment more, had not Longstreet swept across our rear, the bayonets 
of the Fifth Corps would have been warmed in the marrow of the 
troops of Jackson. 

Was that the language and the conduct of a traitor and a coward? 
Since the Dutch king proclaimed that he would tear down the dikes 
and let in the ocean there has not been a braver speech. 

On the question of discretion I wish*to say a word. I will cite an 
instance that will perhaps come home to the gentleman from Michigan 
(Mr. Horr]. He said there is no discretion, and there ought to be 
none, on the part of a subordinate over the orders of asuperior. When 
the columns of the confederates at Gettysburg were advancing across 
the flank of the second brigade of the first division of the Fifth Army 
Corps, Colonel Jeffers, of the Fourth Michigan, holding the right of the 
line, asked leave of General Switzer to front, and Switzer asked 
General Barnes, commanding tlfe division, and that general sent back 
word, ‘‘Tell Géneral Switzer to advance with the second brigade.” 
And when the request was repeated and Barnes had again ordered the 
advance it did advance, to certain and senseless destruction, for the 
right of the brigade was surrounded in a minute, and the Fourth Michi- 
gan, as brave a regiment as ever léveled a musket, was annihilated 
without an opportunity to return an effective blow, and Jeffers fell 
stabbed to death with bayonets while fighting with a naked saber over 
his colors. 

Let the advocates of ‘‘no discretion”’ tell me if their science of war 
teaches that subordinates in the face of a better knowledge shall obey 
murderous orders, and slaughter thousands, and stand guiltless in his- 
tory? We asked no immunity from death; we did ask that our lives 
should be not thrown away, and that we be not put where we were to'be 
‘shot in the back. And when the gentleman from Michigan heard this, 
-did he goand stand before the battle-graves of this regiment, and looking 
into the gaping bayonet-stabs in the body of Jeffers, sing, therein be- 
ing assisted by the gentleman from Indiana— 


Theirs not to make reply, 
Theirs not to reason why, 
Theirs but todo and die? 


[Laughter and applause. ] 

One word to the gentleman from Indiana. You say that Lincoln 
approved the sentence of the court-martial with a full knowledge of 
all the evidence. I deny it. Abraham Lincoln, ‘‘so slow to smite, 
so swift to spare, so great and merciful and just,’’ never approved that 
sentence with a knowledge of the evidence. I loved the memory of 
the dead Lincoln and all who died with him for the greatest cause that 
-ever moved mankind, and I love the honor of the flag and the nation 
for which they died, and because I do I vote for the passage of this 
bill. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. HENLEY. I move a pro forma amendment. 

Mr. STEELE. Irise to oppose the amendment of the gentleman from 
“Nebraska. 

Mr. LAIRD. I withdraw it. 

Mr. STEELE. He has no right to withdraw it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman object? 

Mr. STEELE. Ido. 

Mr. HENLEY. I renew the amendment. 


`~ 


Mr. STEELE. - I rise to oppose the amendment. 

A The CHAIRMAN. It may be opposed by the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia, 

Mr. STEELE. Has the gentleman risen to oppose it? 

Mr. HENLEY. If the gentleman desires to know he has the em- 
phatic response, yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California has the floor. 

Mr. HENLEY. Now, Mr. Chairman, after the very exhaustive and 
absolutely unanswerable arguments of the gentleman from New Jersey 
[ Mr. PHELPS] and others supporting this bill I shall not attempt to 
shed any additional light on it; and the only expectation I have in 
taking the floor on this occasion is merely to speak of the record, which 
has been somewhat marred by certain action taken by gentlemen oppos- 
ing this measure. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CALKINS] made 
an assault on General Grant this afternoon, to which, I say to him and 
to the House, members urging this bill have every disposition in the 
world to make proper and adequate response, but we are tortured by 
the apprehension that if we should do so the gentleman from Indi- 
ana might follow the example of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
CuTCHEON] on the same side, and the result would be that in the morn- 
ing we would find ourselves replying to something that’ did not exist 
inthe Recorp. {Laughter and applause. ] 

How does this come? Gentlemen on the other side must pardon us 
for expressing some slight doubt as to the sincerity of their professions. 
The pennen from Michigan [Mr. CUTCHEON ] delivered a speech on 
this floor which contained a calumnious intimation in reference to Gen- 
ep Grant, and it was applauded to the echo by his friends on the other 
side, 

Lo and behold! it seems that the gentleman from Michigan concluded 
that he had better resort to a little penitential sorrow and accompa- 
nying sackcloth in that particular matter, because he takes a night 
and goes into prayerful meditation upon the subject, and in the morn- 
ing when the RECORD comes out, or the sueceeding day, we find that 
he has stricken out of his speech every defamatory allusion to General 
Grant; and not only that, but excluded the applause with which it was 
greeted and the expression of astonishment—[applause on the Demo- 
cratic side ]—Isrepeat the expression of astonishment that that applause 
elicited from the gentleman from New York [General SLocum], who 
expressed his unbounded surprise that anything defamatory of General 
a should escape the lips of a gentleman upon the other side of this 

ouse. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, for these reasons gentlemen must pardon us for 
a little incredulity for their good faith in this matter or we must at- 
tribute these opinions to their isan views. 

Another thing: We learned from the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
STEELE] a fact which I have no doubt afforded tò both sides a keen 
sense ofgenuineamazement. Welearned from the gentleman that when 
General Schofield presided over the board of inquiry upon which he 
was appointed by the President of the United States, and after calling 
witnesses after witnesses, ransacking all parts of the continent for testi- 
mony, proceeding with all the solemnity ofa court, administering oaths 
and probing this matter to the very foundation, we learned that he had 
an object in view, and that he did it—why? When he rendered his 
judgment exonerating Fitz-John Porter he did it, we are to infer, not 
because he believed Fitz-John Porterinnocent. Oh, no! That is not 
the suggestion of the gentleman from Indiana. Not because he acted 
from any honorable motive which should prompt a man to act in any 
ease, No; nothing ofthe kind. But, according to the gentleman from 
Indiana, he did it because at that time he was a candidate for the 
nomination for the Presidency at the hands of the Democratic conven- 
tion. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, did not the gentleman charge that directly? 
Did the gentleman from Indiana not charge that he knew that all of 
the evidence pointed to the fact that General Schofield at that time was 
a candidate for the Presidential nomination at the hands of wale nn 
cratic party? The gentleman has never retracted that ion. Let 
me ask, did any of you ever before hear that General Schofield was a 
Democrat? ` 

Mr. STEELE. You never heard that Greeley was a Democrat either, 
but you took him a hee on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. HENLEY. t? 

Mr. STEELE. Isay in response to the gentleman tbat nobody ever 
heard that Greeley was a Democrat, and yet you took him upand gave 
him the nomination, 

Mr. HENLEY. Doesthe gentleman from Indiana insist on his state- 
ment, or will he reiterate it, that General Schofield was a candidate for 
the Presidency at the hands of the national Democratic convention; 
that he did conspire with Senator Randolph in order to get that nom- 
ination, and as a motive for rendering a judgment of exoneration of 
Fitz-John Porter he did that? I ask the gentleman that question. 

Mr. STEELE rose. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
expired. 

Mr. HENLEY. I had prepared some observations upon this ques- 
tion none of which I have touched. I therefore ask leave to print 
some in the RECORD, 


The time of the gentleman from California has 


` 
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ed was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. [See Ap- 
ndix. 
ers STEELE and Mr. CALKINS addressed the Chair. 

Mr. SLOCUM. There was an amendment—— 

Mr, CALKINS, If the gentleman from California has referred tome 
as the gentleman from Indiana who made remarks defamatory of Gen- 
eral Grant in any manner, I wish to say that the statement is entirely 
gratuitous and without foundation in fact. 

Mr. SLOCUM. There was an amendment proposed the other day 
to amend this bill so as to provide against giving back pay. I accept 
that amendment. I move that the committee do now rise and report 
the bill back to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. STEELE. I have an amendment to offer. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I wish also to offer an amendment. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment submitted 
by the gentleman from New York. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
issn strike out all after the words “ prior to ” and insert “the passage of 


The CHAIRMAN. 
sidered as agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SLOCUM. I move that the committee do now rise and report 
the bill to the House with a favorable recommendation. [Cries of 
“Vote!” ‘Vote !??] 

Mr. STEELE. I wish to offer an amendment. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say a word 
on the subject before closing this debate. 

Mr. REED. Irise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York moves that the 
committee do now rise, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I move that the House do now ad- 
journ. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is not in session, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Then I move that the committee 
rise. I do this because I want tosay to the gentleman from New York 
that we consented to limit the general debate upon this bill to three 
hoursand forty-five minutes with the understanding that there should 
be a discussion under the five-minute rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Illinoisis out oforder. The 
gentleman from Maine rises to a point of order and will state it. 

Mr. REED. I suggest that the Committee of the Whole House can 
not report this bill so long as gentlemen are ready to offer amend- 
ments, > 

Mr. STEELE. Substantial amendments. 

Mr. REED. Anda number of gentlemen have addressed the Chair 

announcing their purpose to offeramendments. I suppose there can be 
nothing clearer than that. 
' The CHAFRMAN. The point of order is well taken so far as pend- 
ing amendments to the section are concerned. But it is in order for the 
gentleman from New York to move that the committee rise with the 
view of obtaining from the House on order to close or limit debate. 

Mr. REED. it in order for the Chair to instruct the gentleman 
from New York thus publicly in his movements? The gentleman from 
New York has himself had experience. 

Mr. STEELE. I desire to say that I have amgndments to offer. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. And I also have amendments. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. SLOCUM] 
moves that the committe rise. That motion is in order. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 154, noes 78. 

Mr. REED. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. j 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair appoints as tellers the gentlemen from 
New York, Mr. SLocum, and the gentleman from Maine, Mr. REED. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 161, 
noes 77. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker oare eene the 
chair, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
had had under consideration the bill an R. 1015) for the relief of Fitz- 
John Porter, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York (Mr. SLOCUM) is 


recognized. 

Mr. REED. I will say to the gentleman from New York that about 
fifteen minutes of debate are desired on this side, together with the 
right to us, I suppose, of offering in committee whatever amendments 
may be desired. 

Mr. SLOCUM. Will that satisfy the other side of the House? If 
they will be content with that, I have no objection. 

Mr. STEELE. - I want fifteen minutes myself. I have three amend- 
ments I wish to offer. 

Mr. SLOCUM. I desire to know if the proposition of the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. REED] will satisfy that side of the House. 

Mr. REED. Ifthe gentleman will say twenty-five minntes I believe 
that will satisfy this side. 


Without objection this amendment will be con- 


Mr. SLOCUM. ‘Take all you want. 
and then give us a vote. 

Mr. STEELE. Now let us adjourn. 

Mr. SLOCUM. I claim the floor. 

Mr. REED. Will the gentleman from New York make the motion 
that we shall have twenty-five minutes for debate on this side? . 

Mr. COX, of New York.' Will that satisfy gentlemen on that side 
of the House? 

Mr. REED. As I understand it that arrangement will be satisfactory. 

Mr. STEELE. The understanding being that the twenty-five min- 
utes will be for the use of those opposed to the bill. 

Mr. REED. That debate in committee shall close in twenty-five 
minutes on this side; but after that it is our right without any, agree- 
ment that amendments can be offered, but without debate. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Does the gentleman from Maine propose 
to have the vote to-night also ? 

Mr. REED. Yon can put the bill in sucha shape that you can get a 
vote to-morrow, or you can have the vote to-night if the House desires it. 

Mr. SLOCUM. In the management of this bill I have tried to be: 
exceedingly fair to the other side of the House. They have never made- 
a request that has not been conceded. They have never asked an ex- 
tension of time that has not been granted. They have occupied twice 
the time that has been occupied by this side of the House. I now 
again give way to you. Propose all your amendments. Take the 
twenty-five minutes by yourselves, but give us a vote after that. 

I now move that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
House with the understanding that there be a debate of twenty-five 
minutes on amendments pending. 

The SPEAKER. That understanding can only be made by unani- 
mous consent. The gentleman from New York asks unanimous consent 
that when the House again resolves itselfinto Committee of the Whole 
House the further time allowed for debate be limited to twenty-five: 
minutes, to be occupied by opponents of the bill, after which, of course, 
amendments may be offered, but without debate. 

Mr. COX, of New York. After which the committee will rise. 

The SPEAKER. That will follow. j 

Mr. KEIFER. It isin accordance with the understanding that some- 
of the gentlemen who want debate may have it on amendments yet to- 
be offered. 3 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the understanding as stated from 
the Chair would not interfere with that privilege. Is there objection to 
this understanding? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered by the- 
House. i 

Mr. CANNON. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I would like to inquire of gentlemen on that side 
whether if there be a final vote on this bill to-night they intend to have 
a session to-morrow ? l 

Several MEMBERS. No. 

‘Mr. HISCOCK. Then I hopewe will havea vote on the bill to-night. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] moves. 
that the House adjourn. 

The motion was not to. 

Mr. SLOCUM. I move that the House do now resolve itself into the- 
Committee of the Whole House. 5 

The motion was to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole- 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole House 
and resumes consideration of the bill (H. R. 1015) for the relief of Fitz- 
John Porter. By order of the House all debate under the five-minute 
rule is limited to twenty-five minutes, to be occupied by those oppos- 
ing the bill on pending amendments or such further amendments as 


Take your twenty-five minutes. 


they may offer. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Indiana. 
[Mr. STEELE]. f 

Mr. BAYNE. I rise to a parliamen inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 


Mr. BAYNE. Is the amendment of the gentleman from New York. 
[Mr. SLocum] pending ? 

The CHAIRMAN. That amendment has been agreed to and is a 
part of the bill. 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to move to amend the bill by 
striking out all after the word “‘ appoint,”’ in line 5, and inserting in liew: 
thereof the words ‘‘ Ward B. Burnett, late brigadier-general of volun- 
teers and a lieutenantin the United States Army.” I propose here the 
name of a man of whom I hold the certificate from Andrew Jackson, jr., 
that he was the bravest of all the men in the Mexican war [great 
laughter on the Democratic side] and was so judged by his comrades. 

A MEMBER. Andrew Jackson was dead then. 

Mr. STEELE. I am very glad to know that there is one of my 
friends on the Democratic side here who seems to know that Andrew 
Jackson is dead. I wonder that you do not seem to know he had a son!’ 
Let me read the certificate carrying out a bequest of his father of a 
gold medal to General Burnett: 

THE HERMITAGE, TENNESSEE, August 17, 1859. 


Bequeathed by Maj. Gen. Andrew Jackson “to that patriot of New York city 
who (should our happy country not be blessed with peace) shall be adjudged by- 
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his countrymen to have been the most distinguished in defense of his country 


’s rights,” and awarded under that bequest, by the general voice 
A E e 
& ANDREW JACKSON, JR., Trustee. 

I want to say further that this man is now blind and helpless. He 
was a graduate of West Point. Let me appeal to your bympathies on 
that ground, if no other will influence you. He is not the man who 
on the 29th day of August, 1862, received positive orders to go into 
battle, and instead of doing so went two and five-eighths miles to the 
rear and laid there all day. He is a distinguished soldier who gave 
the best of his life to his country and lost his sight from a wound re- 
ceived in its service. 

I now want to call the attention of gentlemen to this fact, that in all 
the discussion here they have not controverted the assertion which I 
made, and now make, that Fitz-John Porter did not even make a re- 
connaisance to find out whether there was an enemy that he might at- 
tack either in his front or right. Every single particle of the evidence 
will show that he could have attacked a portion of Longstreet’s army 
that was on his right front if he had tried to do so. Colonel Marshall 
and a colonel of a New York regiment say that they saw the troops of 
the enemy to our right and front, and there is no evidence that Porter 
wanted to go into the fight. On the contrary, the insubordinate dis- 
patches he sent to Burnside, the fact that he made no attempt to find 
if there was an enemy in his front, or if he could comply with his orders 
to join on the left of our army and press whatever enemy he might 
find to fight, was utterly disregarded. Longstreet has said that ‘‘find- 
ing that Porter had withdrawn from my front enabled me to send two 
of my divisions to the assistance of Jackson.” He doesnot say that hê 
waited for orders, but that he found it possible (owing to the want of 
spirit in Porter) to spare troops to fight the gallant men of Sigel, Hooker, 
King, and McDowell. 

Onhe contr: ry, there is the evi‘lence of General McDowell, who says 
that after talking the whole matter over with Porter he left him with 
the distinct understanding that he was going to put his troops in there; 
which, under the modification of the joint order, he wasauthorized to do. 
He directed him to go in there, but he did not do so. McDowell says 
that if he had done so he believes (and others testify to the same effect) 
that our victory on that day would have been a glorious one. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I had not intended 
to discuss this bill. Ido not pretend to be much of a military man 
myself nor to have much of a military reputation. It is true I served 
as an officer in the late war, and think I know the difference between 
a brigade and a division; but I have been inclined to accept the judg- 
ment of the gentleman from New York [Mr. SLocum] who has charge 
of this bill when he says that there are not ten men in this House who 
are capable of acting upon it intelligently. 

I have regretted one thing in the discussion of this bill, and that is 
that some of the friends of the bill, who advocate its passage, seem not 
to be more inclined to build up Fitz-John Porter than they are to pull 
‘down some other men who, in my honest judgment, are his equals, if 
not his superiors. i 

I desire, Mr. Chairman, to say a word for General John Pope, a na- 
tive of my own state, who has been spoken of here di ully bya 
number of gentlemen in their advocacy ofthis bill. I know something 
of his military character and of his military operations during the late 
war, and I am sure that no man, no patriot in all this broad land, ever 
justly complained that General Pope was notat the front with his com- 
mand when he was needed there. 

And I believe as much as I believe anything that General Pope did 
not have the cordial support and good-will of Fitz-John Porter and 
some of the subordinate officers under him at the second battle of Bull 
Run. ‘The conviction is forced upon my mind that even if Pope was a 
weak man, as some claim, he never derived any strength from Fitz- 
John Porter; that if he was an unskillful general, he never had the 
benefit of any counsel from Fitz-John Porter. 

But I believe him to have been a brave and gallant officer, who was 
always ready and willing to do. his duty, and that ‘he deserves: better 
of his country than some of his maligners. It is proper that I should 
say this much of General Pope, as a Representative from the State in 
which he was born. 

T shall not at this late hour attempt to discuss this bill, and could 
not do it in five minutes if I desired to do so. I want to say that, ac- 
eepting as largely true what the gentleman from New York [Mr. SLO- 
cum] has stated to this House, I think that this case was once tried by 
men who were better prepared to try it than we are here in this House. 
It was tried by honorable men, by high-minded men, by military men, 
by men of character and of judgment, who had the witnesses before 
them, and who scanned their evidence as they were capable of scanning 
it. For one, I am di to let the matter rest with them, and not 


and our count 
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disturb the judgment of the court-martial which found Fitz-John Por- 
ter guilty. 

Mr. Chairman, the passage of this bill is urged as a vindication of 
Fitz-John Porter ; but pass it, and while in the estimation of the peo- 
ple in some parts of the country it would be regarded as a vindication, 
I tell you in other parts of the country thousands and tens of thousands 


will still believe that the judgment of the court-martial, approved by 
Abraham Lincoln, was a just judgment, and that Fitz-John Porter was 
justly condemned. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Chairman, I rise to oppose this bill. The ques- 
tion for each member of this House to determine is, shall the decision 
of the court-martial in the case of General Fitz-John Porter stand? If 
it was right in January, 1863, it is right now. If it was wrong then, 
itis wrong now. If it was right in 1863, it should stand as firm as 
the Government in the interest of which the decision was made. If it 
was wrong then, the decision of the court-martial should fall, the stars 
should be replaced upon Fitz-John Porter’s shoulders, and the emolu- 
ments so wrongfully withheld from him should be willingly, speedily, 
and publicly given to him. Time never changes a right to a wrong. 
Circumstances, however potent, can work no miracle of this character. 
Either the decision of that court-martial was right or it was wrong. 

The issue is simplified by the friends of the bill. They insist upon 
its not as an act of mercy, but as an act of justice. Fitz-John 
Porter, through the medium of the advocates of this bill, asks this not 
as a favor but as a right. Ifthe claim made by him is just, then this 
bill is unjust to him, because it does not give him his rights. 

If the decision of the court-martial was wrong, then Porter is en- 
titled not only to be restored to his rank, but he is by every law of jus- 
tice and equity entitled to the pay of that rank during all these years. 
Not a single man who votes for this bill can consistently refuse to vote 
for a measure to give him the pay. There is no use mincing words upon 
this matter. If I believed the act of the court-martial was wrong, I 
would insist upon an amendment to this bill giving him the pay out 
of which he has been wronged. 

If the advocates of this bill believe in it as an act of justice, then I 
appeal to them to do this man full justice and act consistent with pro- 

essions. 

Was the decision of that court-martial right in 1863? 

The judgment of any organization of men, or of any individual, is 
fallible. We determine the correctness of human judgment by various 
human tests, and if it bears the scrutiny of these tests we can safely 
rely upon its correctness. 

Apply every known test to the decision of this court-martial, and see 
the result. 

Who were these men composing this court-martial? Were they mere 
boys? Were they men without age and experience? 

General Hunter was 60 years old at the time he became a member of 
this court-martial. He graduated at West Point in 1822, and had there- 
fore seen forty years of service in the Army. The fires of youth had 
waned ; the ambitions of manhood had been satisfied; and, crowned 
with age, a large experience, and a spotless reputation, he assumed the 
duties of judging the conduct of his brother officer. General Hunter grad- 
uated at West Point the same year that Porter was born, and had there- 
aria as many years of service in the Army as Porter had seen years 
in life. 

General Hitchcock was 64 years old at the time of this court-martial, 
and had seen forty-five years of service inthe Army. He graduatedat 
West Point in 1817. He was too old for the activities of war, but not 
too old for counsel, for calm, matured judgment. 

General King was 48 years old and a graduate of West Point in the 
class of 1833. He was adjutant-general of theState of New York from 
1839 to 1843, and at the outbreak of the war was the representative of 
this country at the court of Rome. He was therefore not only of ma- 
ture age, a soldier by education, but he had also the experience of a 
statesman to enlarge his judgment. 

General Ricketts was 46 years old, with twenty-three years’ experi- 
ence in the Army, having graduated at West Point in 1839. 

General Casey was 55 years old and a graduate of West Point in the 
class of 1826. He had therefore a ripe experience of thirty-six years 
in the Army. 

General Buford, also 55 yearsof age, graduated at West Point in 1827, 
and after eight years of service in the Army became a civil engineer, a 
railroad man, end at the outbreak of the war was engaged in banking. 

Thus six of the nine men on this court-martial were men of military 
education. The youngest of them was six years older than Porter, and 
all, with the exception of General Buford, had far more military expe- 
rience. They constitute one more than a majority of the court-martial. 

The remaining members were General Prentiss, 43 years of age; 
General Slough, 33 years of age, and General Garfield, 31 years of age. 
These three men had no personal acquaintance with Porter, had never 
served either in the Army of the Potomac or the Army of Virginia. 

General Prentiss served in the Mexican war as the adjutant of the 
First Illinois Volunteers, and from the outbreak of the rebellion to the 
time of this detail had no connection with an Eastern army. 

General Slongh was a lawyer by profession, an Ohio man by birth, 
mee began his military experience as colonel of the First Colorado Vol- 
un 

Of General Garfield, the youngest member of this court-martial, I 
need not speak. After he had rendered his decision he returned to 
the West, and the distinguished general, now member from California, 
selected him as chief of staff. 
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Thus I have at some length given the personnel of this court-martial 
to establish the ability of this court to render a righteous judgment. 

Twenty years of scrutiny by the counsel and the partisans of Porter 
have resulted in but one unfavorable criticism upon either of these 
men in relation to their action as members of that court-martial. We 
have heard that criticism repeated in the discussions upon this floor. It 
is true General King was sworn as a witness, but where is the man who 
dares charge that the testimony of this man was untrue. If it was 
true testimony, then it was General King’s duty to his country, to Por- 
ter, and to his associates upon the court-martial to make that testi- 
mony known, not in a cowardly and illegal manner in private con- 
versation with them, as he could have done by reason of his relation 
to them, but in a public manner, under oath, and subjecting himself to 
the law for swearing falsely, as well as to the cross-examination by 
General Porter’s counsel. Away, then, with such a flimsy charge! 
These men, then, not only had the ability, the capacity, but they had 
honesty of purpose, and were free from bias or prejudice against 
Porter. 


It will not do to charge that a sacrifice was demanded to shield men 
high in authority. If that be true, why select such men as constituted 
this court-martial? If General Halleck or the Secretary of War was 
actuated by such unholy motives, it would have been no more dishon- 
orable to have caused the selection of men who would have convened to 
convict. Men could have been selected who could conscientiously have 
convicted Porter without spending forty-five days in hearing testimony 
and in deliberation. A court-martial composed of distinguished gen- 
erals could have been convened which could have conscientiously con- 
victed and sentenced Porter to be shot upon the testimony of General 
Pope alone. In the light of forty-five days consumed in the hearing 
of testimony and in deliberation, let us hear no more of such unjust 
and unwarranted aspersions. 

What were the opportunities possessed by this court-martial for hold- 
ing a full and fair and complete investigation? The order convening 
it was issued November 25, 1862. This body continued in session for 
forty-five days; certainly an ample time in which to investigate the 
guilt or innocence of one man. 

It is true, as has been stated upon this floor, that at some period dur- 
ing the sitting of this court-martial an order was issued by the Secretary 
of War which seemed to have for its object the concluding of the pro- 
ceedings of the court-martial, but when it is known that this order was 
not issued until after the evidence of General Porter had all been pre- 
sented to the court-martial, and while the Government was presenting 
its rebuttal testimony, it will be seen at once that if the order had any 
effect at all, its effect must have been favorable to General Porter and 
not favorable to the prosecution. Therefore the issuance of this order 
ceases to be a factor on the side of General Porter. But the order had 
this significance and as a circumstance tended to prove this fact, namely, 
the proceedings of this court-martial were of a careful and deliberate 
character; that the charge of hasty action or hasty conclusions could not 
be made and was not made even by General Porter himself until fifteen 
years after its deliberations had been concluded. If the distinguished 
counsel that represented General Porter on that occasion had been satis- 
fied the action of the court-martial was hasty, even though he might 
not have alluded to it in his argument before that body, certainly at 
some subsequent time, After all reasons of a politic nature for with- 
holding criticism upon the actions of this board had disappeared, he 
would have made this charge, and not have left it to be discovered for 
the first time fifteen years after the dissolution of this court-martial by 
the friends of his client. 

But what were the opportunities for a careful examination of the 
question at issue by this court-martial? It must be conceded these 
opportunities were of the very highest order; the occurrences that had 
taken place on the 27th, 28th, 29th, and 30th days of August were 
fresh in the memory of the living. Not only fresh in the memory of 
those who were opposed to General Porter, who had not been connected 
with him in the Army, and who at that time believed him to have been 
guilty of disobedience to orders, but they were also fresh in the minds 
of his friends and the generals who were commanding divisions in his 
corps, as well as the colonels of his regiments, the captains of his com- 
panies, and the privates who marched in the ranks. It has been as- 
serted here—and Iam not prepared to contradict it—by the distinguished 
gentleman from New York that not a single soldier who served in 
Fitz-John Porter's corps on those disastrous days but what to-day be- 
lieves him to have been unjustly condemned. Be it so, concede it all, 
and what does it argue? It argues simply that every one of his corps 
of eight thousand mén were friends of his then, believed in him then, 
and it there was a single circumstance or a single iota of evidence that 
would be favorable to the acquittal of their honored and loved chief 
they would not have withheld it from this court-martial. So that 
every single fact known in his favor we may reasonably assume was 
presented to this court-martial, and was faithfully and carefully con- 
sidered by them. 

In addition to this, all this evidence was accessible at the time. This 
court-martial held its meetings at such a convenient pluce to the army 
that there was no difficulty in General Porter obtaining evidence of every 
man connected with his corps before that court-martial, and every op- 
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portunity was afforded him to present to that court-martial every single 
circumstance that could in the least be faverable to him. And, on the 
other hand, it was difficult for the Government to obtain testimony, be- 
cause we all know that itis much easier to obtain testimony favorable to 
acquittal than to conviction; and there were, doubtless, many persons 
yho knew of fa¢ts which would have been favorable to the prosecution 
of General Porter, but withheld them for the very reason they did not 
desire to be instruments in securing his conviction. Notwithstand- 
ing I had the honor to belong to a regiment that was the extreme left 
of the Union line on the 30th day of August, which was connected with 
the First Corps during all that series of battles, yet I do not now recol- 
lect and have never heard of a single witness from my regiment, m: 
brigade, or my division that was subpoenaed before that court- i 
And yet I know, and there are others upon this floor who know, that 
the most damaging testimony to General Porter could have been ob- 
tained by subpeenaing some of the general officers who commanded 
brigades and divisions in the First Corps upon that day. And not only 
from them, but also from the privates and ts and line officers 
who on the 28th and 29th realized the effect of his disobedience of or- 
ders, 

But it is urged that this court-martial was held in the time of great 

excitement, and the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. PHELPS] said 
something about the “ powder-begrimed visages of these generals 
fresh from the field of disaster to our arms.” The stern and unrelent- 
ing facts of history destroy not only the poetry of the statement, but 
sontrovert the statement itself. 
_ There was a time of excitement about the first days of September, 
when Lee and his victorious troops were hovering like a great threat- 
ening cloud abont the capital of the nation. Then there was ‘‘ rushing 
to and fro” and ‘‘ mounting in hot haste the steed,” and the powder- 
begrimed veteran, as well as the new recruit, poured into and through 
Washington to check Lee’s advance into Maryland. It is true these 
were exciting times, but before the October days came the battles of 
South Mountain and Antietam had been fought and Lee was forced 
back to Winchester, and long before the order for this court-martial 
issued he had been forced back beyond the Rappahannock, and the 
capital was safe. 

The country had learned alesson. The administration had learned 
it also. Both had been taught, at the expense of tens of thousands of 
precious lives, that a general might be the idol of his army and yet be 
a military failure; that a man might bea great engineer but a very 
small general; that he might be good on parade but worthless in ag- 
gressive warfare. The administration removed General McClellan for 
incompetency, and, though the Army murmured atthe time, subsequent 
events proved the wisdom of the action; and here let me say, in the 
light of history as recorded in the dispatches that passed between Hal- 
leck and McClellan, so admirably collated and so forcibly presented 
to this committee this day by the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. CAL- 
KINS], McClellan should not only haye been removed from the command 
of the Army, but should also have been cashiered for his inexcusable 
and reprehensible delays in obeying the orders of his superiors. There 
is only this difference between his action and that of Porter: McClellan 
obeyed, but with a tardiness that rendered his obedience worthless, but 
Porter did not even obey. 

But I have diverged from the lineof my argument. I say at the time 
of the convening of this court-martial the excitement had subsided, the 
Northern invasion of Lee had been checkmated, the capital was safe, 
and the old line of the Rappahannock re-established. But it is urged 
these men composing this court-martial were unconsciously infiuenced 
by the power of the war administration and the desire to court its favor. 

“Mark, how plain a tale shall put that statement down.” Hunter 
and Hitchcock and Casey and Buford were “‘in the sere and yellow 
leaf” of life; too old toreasonably expect to obtain important commands, 
King resigned his commission in the Army and resumed his duties as 
minister to Rome. Notone of this body received promotion afterward, 
save such as they would have received by reason of regular succession, 
except General Prentiss, and he won his honors notby his conduct as a 
member of this court-martial, but by his well-conducted defense of He- 
lena, Ark., July 4, 1863. . 

What is there, then, that can truthfully be charged against the mem- 
bers of this court-martial that can weaken the weight that should be 
given to their decision? That they were honest and capable is practi- 
cally conceded. - That they were free from bias and prejudice has been 
shown. That they acted deliberately, and decided after full, fair, and 
careful investigation, must also be conceded. That their opportunities 
to ascertain the truth were ample, and that they improved them is be- 
yond question. Apply every human test, and each and all affirm the 
judgment. It was right in 1863 and itisrightnow. It was just then; 
it is just now. 

Opinions of men who knew nothing of the circumstances at the time 
may change. 

It was stated in the opening argument of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Stocum] that every one of the men of Porter’s corps believes 
him innocent. I thought the statement an extravagant one at the time; 
aconclusion prompted by sympathy and long friendship, and not based 
upon reliable information. 7 
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The statements of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE], as 
coming fresh from some of Porter’s men in that State, show how nearly 
correct was my judgment of that statement. Not only this, Mr. Chair- 
Mman, but I have also what I think to be reliable information, that one 
of the 'men who commanded a division of Porter's corps during these 
last days of August, 1862, has disclosed within a few days his belief in 
the justice of the decision of the court-martial. 

But concede the correctness of the claim made by the gentleman from 
New York, and I meet it with the statement that every man whoserved 
in Sigel’s corps and McDowell’s corps and Heintzelman’s corps upon 
the 28th and 29th of August, 1862, has an abiding faith and belief in 
the justness of the verdict rendered. Ay, more than this; they believe 
firmly the judgment of that court-martial to have been one of much 
more mercy than was deserved. I speak thus with no harsh feeling, 
and with the full belief that I am voicing the sentiments and present 
feeling of the men who fought under those various leaders upon those 
eventful days. 

In addition to all of this, there was a history connected with the war 
which may be called an unwritten history; it was the history of the 
camp-fire. It was a history not found in the historical works of the 
rebellion, but a history, nevertheless, as deeply and as strongly im- 
Segre upon the mindof the subordinate as the history that was made 

y the generals at the various headquarters, and by correspondents of 
the press who always obtained their information at those headquar- 
ters. This history of the camp-fire, repeated after the day’s battle or 
march had ended, in occurrences coming within the range of the obser- 
vation of the soldiers in the ranks, was many times even more correct 
than that obtained by the press correspondents at the headquarters 
tent. And I assert that this unwritten history, impressed upon the 
mind of almost every soldier in Sigel’s and McDowell’s commands im- 
mediately after this series of battles which culminated in the second 
Bull Run disaster but confirms in every particular the correctness of 
the judgment of this court-martial. On the night of the 28th the un- 
written history of the camp-fire declared the corps of Porter to be near 
at hand. Many troops of the Army of Virginia and the old Army of 
the Potomac had never met, and the circumstance of the Army of Vir- 
ginia being re-enforced by one of the finest corps of the old Army of 
the Potomac was an important one, and was freely and fully commented 
upon around the camp-fire. Itwas understood on the nightof the 28th 
that the assistance of this valuable ally might be relied upon and could 
be confidently expected during the apprehended engagement on the 
29th, and tbe inquiry upon the day of the 29th, during much fighting, 
was frequently made in the ranks and by the line officers, Where is 
Fitz-John Porter’s corps? Why do we not hear from them? Every 
’ single impression created by that unwritten history and revived in the 
recollections of the soldier of to-day by the incidents connected with his 
company or his regiment as brought out in this discussion simply con- 
firms the belief in the justice of the finding of this court-martial. 

It is idle to argue that Fitz-John Porter did not disobey orders, be- 
cause it is conseded by his friends that he failed to obey; but it is urged 
by way of a plea of confession and avoidance, that although he did not 
obey the order, he was justified in not obeying it; and however elo- 
quent the appeals of his defenders may be, however logical their argu- 
ments may be, they all fall to the ground and become truly futile when 
they seek to contradict a fact which every soldier connected with the 
Army of Virginia at that time knew to be a fact. It is idle to talk 
about the darkness of the night as an excuse for not marching, because 
there are soldiers of the Army of Virginia upon this floor who know 
they did march that night, and the fact that they did march upon that 
night is a complete refutation of the paltry excuse presented by Porter 
and his friends. In addition to that, there was no rain, as all will re- 
member who remember anything about the night of the 27th. The 
rain came after the battle, on the night of the 30th, after the disaster; 
and how many there are who know that the night of the 30th was pitch 
darkness compared with the nights of the 27th and 28th. Not only 
was it dark, but a constant rain was falling, and yet troops marched 
that night. They marched to Centreville; they marehed in the direc- 
tion of Washington; they marched, as we supposed then, to the pro- 
tection of the capital, which was at the merey of the confederate vic- 
torious hosts, as many believed at that time. They not only marched 
that night, but they fought thatenight; and certainly if troops could 
march and fight when the night was dark and rainy, Fitz-John Porter 
with his corps could have niarched when he had but the darkness with 
which to contend. è 

We have shown, then, that this court-martial was comppsed of men of 
the highest order of intelligence'and experience; that they were men 
whose motives had never been impeached, whose conduct in the man- 
agement ofthis case and the decision rendered has not been criticised, and 
whose opportunities for a full, fair, and impartial investigation were such 
as could not be excelled by any subsequent board or body of men that 
could be organized to consider the same case. In addition to this three 
of this court-martial are still living. They are old men to-day. They 
are men still of high character, of undoubted integrity, and, by reason 
of their age, can not expect to engage longer to any great extent in 
In short, by reason of their age these men have 
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passed beyond the scope of human ambition and are contemplating the 
end of their lives. The discussion in relation to the case of General Por- 
ter has been going on for years. The attention of these men has been 
called to it, and to the allegation by him and friends that the court- 
martial which tried him had rendered against him an unjust judgment. 
No pride of opinion could prevent these aged veterans now from ac- 
knowledging the error of their judgment, and thus, in their declining 
years, doing justice to the man whom they had innocently Wronged, if 
they believed in the least he had been wronged by their judgment; but 
yet there has not been one single word or’syllable from any member of 
this court-martial which would lead us to believe thatany single one of 
that distinguished body ever changed his judgment; on the other hand, 
by their silence upon this question we must infer they are satisfied with 
their decision, and feel, even in the evening of life, no injustice has been 
done to General Porter. 

I will not detain the committee by going into a detailed discussion 
of the evidence in the case. Every phase of it has been ably and fully 
discussed, but I stand by the decision of that court-martial. I believe 
its judgment was correct. If this bill was an appeal of a penitent man 
for mercy, I might look at it differently, but the friends of the measure 
upon the floor of this House demand its passage, not as an act of mercy, 
but as an act of justice. To this claim I can not give my assent. It 
is true that Porter’s head is covered with the snow that never melts, 
but I remember also that there are other heads covered with gray hairs: 
mothers whose boys died because Porter disobeyed orders; wives 
whose husbands died because Porter allowed his hatred for Pope and 
his love for McClellan to eclipse his love for his country. With the 
vision of these gray hairs impressed upon my mind I may forgive, but 
I will not forget. ‘‘May my right hand forget its cunning and my 
tongue cleave to the roof of my mouth”’ if I ever forget the dead hero 
or his living relation and join in this action with unseemly haste to re- 
place the stars upon the shoulders of a disobedient general. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES] asks 
leave to print in the RECORD some remarks on this bill. The Chair 
hears no objection. [See Appendix. ] 

Mr. CALKINS. I wish to offer an amendment but not to discuss it. 

The CHAIRMAN. One amendment is pending. 

Mr. CALKINS. _I desire to‘offer this as a substitute for the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. It may be offered now, but it can not be voted 
on sier after the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
STEELE]. 

Mr. CALKINS. I do not wish it to be voted on now, but only to be 
considered pending as a substitute. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman wish to have it read now? 

Mr. CALKINS. No, sir; I do not wish the reading to occupy the 
time limited for the five-minute debate. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I shall occupy but a few 
moments. I merely wish to enter my protest against the passage of 
this bill. It was my fortune to bear an humble part in the campaign 
now in question. I commanded the rear guard from Robinson’s River 
to the battlefield. I marched all night with my men on the nights of 
the 25th, 26th, and the 28th of August. I say then that it is childish 
for men here on the floor of this House to say that it was impossible 
for Fitz-John Porter to march his command on the night of the 28th. 

The night was dark, it is true, but a good portion of Sigel’s troops 
marched that night, a large portion of McDowell’s troops marched that 
night, and if Fitz-John Porter had seen proper to have carried out that 
order he could have marched his cOmmand too. It would have been 
an easy matter. I appeal to my friend from New York [General SLO- 
cum, ] the author of this bill, and ask him the question how such an 
excuse as that would have been received by him when he commanded 
the left wing of the army in Georgia? I venture to assert that the of- 
ficer who sent such an excuse and who refused to obey his commands 
wonld have been dismissed from the service at once for disobedience of 
orders. Now, gentlemen, the truth of the matter is that Fitz-John 
Porter did not move his troops for eight hours on that day; that he 
lay all day within the sound of the cannon. At 12 o’clock on the 29th 
of August, General Sigel sent a letter to General Kearny informing 
him that it was impossible for Longstreet to arrive upon the field 
with his command that afternoon, and. urging him to swing in on his 
right and make an attack atonce. And he also in that letter requested 
General Kearny to inform General McDowell of that fact. Now, gen- 
tlemen, it is true that General Longstreet did not arrive there until the 
afternoon of the 29th; and all of that afternoon, all that day, while the 
enemy’s guns were heard in the distance, Fitz-John Porterdid not move 
hiscommand. What was Fitz-John Porter there for, if not to fight? 
What was he doing there? I ask the questian, Why did he hold in re- 
serve twelve thousand troops? Ah! my friends, the answeris palpable 
to all who know the facts. These differences had grown up at West 
Point. There was a difference that had grown up in the old Army be- 
tween those officers which is the nucleus of that question. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, I pro; a further amendment 
to the bill by striking out the words, in lines 8 and 9, ‘‘ together with all 
the rights, titles, and privileges,” &e. 
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I think the bill will be more perfect without that. That would leave 
the bill simply to restore him— ° 


to the position of colonel in the Army of the United States, of the same grade 
and rank held by him at the time of his dismissal from the Army by sentence 
of court-martial promulgated January 27, 1863, &c. 

These are the words of the bill as it would read if amended. Now, 
General Porter held in addition to that the rank of major-general of 
volun Ido not understand that it is proposed by anybody here 
to restore him to the grade and rank of major-general.of volunteers. 
As the bill now reads without the amendment I have suggested it 
would restore him to that rank and grade. 

Now, I have a word to say by way of reply to the remarks of the 
gentleman from California, I believe. Heseems to be exceedingly anx- 
ious lest I have not sufficient reverence and respect for my great leader, 
General Grant. Iwant to say to that gentleman, and I want to say 
to every gentleman on that side of the House, that I believe I love and 
venerate General Grant better than any man on that side ever has or 
dares todo. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

I followed General Grant in the Vicksburg campaign when Pember- 
ton surrendered. I followed him on the bloody field of the Wilderness, 
Ished my blood on the field at Spottsylvania Court-House. I followed 
him into the smoking hell of the Crater at Petersburg. And I yield to 
no man upon this floororanywhere else in my appreciation, my honor, and 
devotion to the military genius and statesmanship and the unequaled 
patriotism of General Grant. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

When General Grant first ran for the Presidency of the United States 
I had the honor to be one of the Presidential electors of the State of 
Michigan. This right hand wrote every ballot that was cast for him 
in that college; this right hand wrote the report of the electoral col- 
lege of 1868. Again and again I have followed him upon the battle- 
field. Again and again I have followed him in the affairs of State, al- 
ways to honor him, never to traduce him or detract from his honor. 
And yet General Grant is a man like ourselves, a man with like pas- 
sions, a man with all the feelings of humanity. Heisa man with like 
motives, a man influenced by the same incentives as ourselves, and I 
but simply called the attention of this House and the country to the 
fact that a certain collocation of circumstances had conspired to defame 
him. I callattention to the fact that for eighteen years, when invoked in 
his official capacity to undo the injustice alleged to have been done to 
Fitz-John Porter, he was silent and declined. But in another epoch, 
surrounded by circumstances unexplained by anything which appeared 
in this record, he reversed his opinion. 

Now, just one word in reply to my friend from Nebraska. 

Mr. HENLEY rose. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I donot yield. One word in reply to my young 
friend from Nebraska [Mr. LATRD]. honor his devotion to his leader. 
I honor the enthusiasm with which he advocates his old corps com- 
mander. But, Mr. Chairman, my friend from Nebraska speaks as most 
men have spoken on that side of the question. He speaks from his 
heart, and not from his head or his judgment. In that campaign he 
was & boy of thirteen, and with the enthusiasm of a boy of thirteen he 
followed the flag of his leader; and he gives us here to-day the outcome 
of the judgment of Eoy of thirteen, and not that of his mature years. 

Mr. HENLEY. e gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CUTCHEON] 
leaves the members on this side of the House somewhat in a condition 
of embarrassment. I want to! know, if all this which he said about 
General Grant is true, why hestruckit out of the RECORD. [Applause 
on the Democratic side. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. If a gentléman who got the floor on this ques- 
tion by pledging himself to the House that he was to speak against the 
amendment of the gentleman from Nebraska and then never uttered a 
word on that ak rnat, that gentleman is entitled to an answer 
I will answer him. I left that out of the RECORD simply because I 
had a mind to leave it out. [Ironical cheers on the Democratic | 
And furthermore, in my judgment, the RECORD as amended said all 
desired to ree 

The CHA AN. By order of the House all debate on this bill is 
closed. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] has offered an 
amendment which will be the first voted upon. The Clerk will re- 

rt it. 

Phe Clerk read Mr. STEELE'S proposed amendment, as follows: 


nn eee out the words “ Fitz-John Porter” and insert the words “ Ward 
urnett.’ f 

In the same line strike out the word “ major" and insert “ brigadier.” 

In line 6 strike out the words “ and a brevet brigadier-general " and the word 
“ colonel” and insert the words “a lieutenant.” 

And in line 8 strike out the words “ of the same grade and rank, together with 
all the rights, titles, and privaa held by him at the time of his dismissal from 
court-martial promulgated January 27, 1863.” 


act.” 
The amendment was not agreed to. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentlemen from Indiana [Mr. CALKINS] 
has sent an amendment to the Clerk’s desk which will next be reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clauseand insert: 

“That the President of the United States shall have the power to convene a 
general court-martial, consisting of seven general officers not below the rank 
of brigadier-general, at such time as he may see fit, who shall have power to re- 
try the case of Fitz-John Porter.’ 

* The said court-martial shall consider the evidence originally introduced be- 
fore the court-martial and such other testimony as the said Fitz-John Porter 
road produce, and likewise such other testimony as the United States may pro- 


uce. 
* The said court-martial hereby authorized shall have all the powers of a gen- 
eral court-martial. 

“The Judge-Advocate-General of the Army shall attend at the trial on a pol 
a the Government, assisted by one counsel from civil life to be selected by 


m. 

“ Said court-martial shall find and report whether in their judgment the said 
findingsand judgment of said original court-martial ought to stand, and make 
such other recommendations as to it shall be deemed best, 

aoe court-martial shall sit with open dvors and their proceedings shall be 
public, 


The amendment was not to. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I move to amend the bill by striking out the 
words in line 12 “in his discretion; the object being to make the 
retirement compulsory in case Porter is restored. 

Mr. KEIFER. That is not debatable. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not debatable. The amendment will be 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 12 strike out the words “ in his discretion ;” so that it will read: 

“ That the Président be, and he is hereby, autho: to nominate and, byand 
with the advice and consent of the Se to appoint Fitz-John Porter, a 
majos gendal of the United States volunteers and a brevet brigadi neral 
and colonel of the Army, to, the position of colonel in the Army of the United 
States, of the same e and rank, together with all the rights, titles, and priv- 
ileges held by him atthe time of his dismissal from the Army by sentence of 


court-martial promulgated January 27, 1863, and to place him on the retired-list 
of the Army as of that grade,” &c. ; -$ 


Mr. SLOCUM. I accept that amendment. 
Several members called for a division. 
The committee divided; and there were—ayes 137, noes 59. 
So the amendment was agreed to. ‘ 
Mr. CUTCHEON. I now ask a vote on my amendmen 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: ‘ 
d 9 strike ou’ s 
Ra pind pve mad ding ae words together with all the rights, titles, and 


“That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized to nominate and, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate, to appoint Fitz-John Porter, late a 


A dec pe of the United States volunteers and a brevet brigadier-general 

and colonel of the Army, to eo pes of colonel in the Army of the United 

woe of the sagas grade and held by him at the time of his dismissal from 
A rmy,” 


The question being taken, there were—ayes 71, noes 142. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. SLOCUM. I move that the committee rise and report the bill 
to the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. In absence of objection the 
considered as agreed to. 

There was no objection. 


preamble will be 


The motion of Mr, SLOCUM was agreed to. 
The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker ha resumed the 
chair, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Committee of the le House 


had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 1015) for the relief of Fitz- 
John Porter, and had directed him to report back the same with amend- 
ments. 

Mr. SLOCUM. I demand the previous question on the engrossment 
and third reading of the bill. 4 

The SPEAKER. The amendment must be first disposed of.. The 
question is first on agreeing to the amendment, which will be read. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

In line 12, strike out the words “in his discretion.” 


Mr. SLOCUM. I believe that amendment endangers the bill, and I 
ask the House not to to it. 

Mr. CONVERSE. desire to mgke a suggestion or two about that 
amendment. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. Is debate in order? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. SLOCUM] 
demanded the previous question on the engrossment and third reading 
of the bill, but the bill had not then reached that 

Mr. CONVERSE. I understand that the friends of General Porter 
expect that he will be placed on the retired-list if restored to the Army. 
The object of this amendment, as I understand it, is to make that com- 
pulsory; that if he is restored he shall be placed on the retired-list. 

Now, there are persons, myself among the number, who believe it 


| would not be right to place General Porter over men who have been 
serving in the Army now for twenty years while he has been out of it, 
of this | though we are entirely willing to restore him so far as we can. For 
one I am unwilling to punish those who have been in the Army and 
have been rendering service twenty years while he has been out of it. 
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Mr. MAGINNIS. The friends of General Porter are willing to leave 
that matter to the discretion of the President of the United States. 

Mr. SLOCUM. Then vote down the amendment. 

The question was taken upon the amendment, and it was not agreed 
to; there being, on a division—ayes 80, noes 134. 

The next amendment from the Committee of the Whole House was, 
in line 17 of the printed bill to strike out the words ‘‘appointment 
under it’’ and to insert in lieu thereof the words ‘‘the passage of this 
act;’’ so that it will read: 

But this act shall not be construed as authorizing pay, compensation, orallow- 
ance prior to the passage of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The question was upon ordering the bill as amended to be engrossed 
and read a third time. . 

Mr. SLOCUM. I call the previous question on that. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation thereof 
the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time. 

The question was upon the passage of the bill. 

Mr. SLOCUM. Do I understand that I now have an hour to close 
the debate on this bill? 

Mr. REED. I make the point of order that there can be no debate 
after the previous question has been ordered. : 

The SPEAKER. ‘The previous question was ordered upon the en- 
grossment and third reading of the bill, but has not been ordered on the 
passage of the bill. 

Mr. REED, The gentleman from New York now proposes to close 
the debate on the bill. 

Mr. SLOCUM. I take the floor and move the previous question on 
the passage of the bill. 

Mr. REED. That is right. 

Mr. SLOCUM. I withdraw the demand for the previous question, 
and yield my time to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. CURTIN]. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Irise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Some time ago an agreement was made 
that this side of the Houseshould occupy twenty-five minutes in debate, 
and the reason given was that the other side would not occupy any more 
time, and we could take thevote on the bill to-night. I say this is not 
in good faith. 

The SPEAKER, That is not a point of order. The agreement 
made by the House related alone to debate in Committee of the Whole, 
and not to debate in the House under the rules. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I give notice now that when the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. CURTIN] has closed I will moye, under 
the rules of the House, to recommit this bill, and occupy an hour my- 
self. [Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. CURTIN] 
is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CURTIN. Mr. Speaker, I am quite sure that I can say nothing 
that is new on this very important question, which involves the citizen- 
ship and the honor of an American soldier. Yet from my knowledge 
of the man, and my connection with him, it is proper, with the honor 
afforded me of closing this debate, that I should be heard. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Is it proper to inquire how long a time is now to 
be given to debate? 

. CURTIN. An hour. : 
> irs SPEAKER. Under the rules of the House there is one hour for 
ebate. 

Mr. HISCOCK, And it is then the intention of gentlemen on the 
other side to press a vote to-night? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not advised what the intention on 
“‘ the other side” is. i 

Mr. CURTIN. I do not know the rules of this House, but I under- 
stand that the gentleman who has of this bill, and who has con- 
ferred upon me the honor of closing this debate, has the right to an 
hour and has given it tome. Now what do you mean? Doyoumean 
to take it from me? 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I mean no di to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. CURTIN], but the pai asad from New York 
gave away his right to that hour in the agreement which was made 
about the debate. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Pennsylvania will proceed. 

Mr. CURTIN. I know Fitz-John Porter. well, have known him all 
his mature life. He was appointed from Pennsylvania a cadet at West 
Point, where he was instructed as a soldier. In his birth and his 
lineage from the Revolution which gave this country its liberal and 
matchless Constitution, the Porters have defended it upon the water 
and upon the land. When the late unhappy war commenced and dark 
clouds covered all this great country, and the people of the North were 
aroused from their peaceful pursuits to face the fact that war, cruel, 
savage war, existed, Fitz-John Porter was the first military officer sent 
to Pennsylvania to assist in the organization of troops for the defense of 
the Government and to meet the necessities of the war forced upon us. 
Washington, the capital of the country, was shut out from communica- 
tion with the North and West; there were no means of communication 
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between the capital and the country at large. Being at that time the 
executive of Pennsylvania, from necessity I depended much upon the 
military judgment sent to assist me. Fitz-John Porter was the most 
enlightened, most sleeplessly vigilant and ardent advocate of immediate 
military discipline, of the levying of troops, and the enforcement of obe- 
dience to the law that came to me through that long struggle. 

Nosy, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen on the other side of this Chamber, 
if you will turn to the records you will find one significant fact not so 
much for the living as in justice to the dead. The first citizens of this 
country that ever asked a rehearing for this soldier, with a view to re- 
dressing any wrong he might have suffered, were Horace Greeley of 
New York, Henry Wilson of Massachusetts, and myself. [Applause.] 
Surely the fidelity of the two persons I have named will not be doubted, 
and the presentation or application thus made to the Government for 
the redress of the wrongs done to this man was made after full consid- 
eration of all the facts and in the presence of all the lights which sub- 
sequent history had shed upon the eventful period through which we 
had jast passed. 

General Fitz-John Porter never approached or importuned me to be 
his advocate. Since the pendency of this bill, or since the meeting of 
Congress, I have not seen him here. As to the merits of this bill, it is 
a question on which men may have opinions on the one side and on the 
other, depending very much upon how you approach the facts, but I 
was rised to hear a distinguished member of this House [Mr. 
KEIFER ] say over and over again in his speech that General Fitz-John 
Porter was a coward. Before God I say I never knew a Porter who was 
a fool or a coward. [Applause.] 

That was the opening speech of this debate in opposition to the bill, 
and, from its character, must be regarded as the presentation of the 
views of those who are inspired by political bias in their action on the 
measure. There was much of the dust and smoke and sulphur of bat- 
tle in it; there was the rattle of rifle and of musketry; the detonation 
of heavy guns, and amidst all the strife which the gentleman drew from 
his imagination, above the noise and confusion and roar, the culmination 
of his rhetoric was the cry that Fitz-John Porter was a coward. Heis 
the first man who has ever put that statement in print; indeed, he is 
the first who ever had the temerity to say it, and I trust he will never 
say it again to ornament his rhetoric or logic. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I propose for a few minutes to turn the attention 
of this House to a portion ofthe history of that dreadful war which I 
would be glad to forget, with all its horrors, and do most sincerely re- 
gret that in this instance we must fight it over and revive its painful 
recollections, when justice is asked, sheep justice to an American citizen, 
and one who has been wronged, grievously wronged. I was then in an 
official position where I was forced to watch with painful anxiety the 
advance of armies, the terrible battles; and the gentlemen on the other 
side are not the only persons who mourn over the graves of the slain. 
I had occasionally the satisfaction to rejoice over the success of our 
armies, but in the beginning of the war that satisfaction did not often 
occur, ; 

When the war commenced, and the Government called for troops for 
a hundred days, the great State of Pennsyivania, not believing that the 
struggle was to end insoshorta period, organized an army of 15,800 men; 
thirteen regiments of infantry, one regiment of artillery, and one of cav- 
alry. The4roops were fully armed and equipped, and were encamped 
in different parts of the State; they were mustered in for “‘ three years 
or during the war,” and their muster provided that they should be 
transferred to the Government of the United States when that Govern- 
ment should demand their presence in her armies. Not once, Mr. 
Speaker, but constantly they were offered to the service of the Govern- 
ment of the United States and refused. They would have been at Bull 
Run, but the Government officially declined to receive them. You 
understand what occurred there. I suppose every man on this floor 
realizes all that occurred in that disastrous battle, and who knows but 
that the presence of such a body of splendid troops would hgve turned 
the tide of battle? About 1 o’clock on Monday morning I received a 
telegram from General Scott saying: 

We learn you have troops in Pennsylvania; send them forward immediately. 
Johnston has joined Beauregard. 

Not long after a similar telegram came from the President. These 
regiments were poured into Washington in forty-eight hours, and was 
the only army then available for the defense of the capital. What 
might have been the result of Bull Run if that army had been ac- 
cepted and added to the army of McDowell in the field? Yet who 
charges any disloyalty upon the men who refused to take them earlier? 
After Bull Run andits disastersa general had tobe misplaced. General 
McClellan is spoken of to-day on this floor in not very complimentary 
terms, yet I think that sufficient knowledge or consideration of the 
facts connected with that gentleman would have prevented such re- 
marks, He graduated with distinguished honors at West Point; had 
served through the Mexican war; had observed the Crimean war under 
a commission from his Government, and had made one of the most 
admirable reports ever made upon a war in this or any other country; 
had commanded troops in West Virginia, had there shown enterprise, 
energy, and activity, and had cl the campaign with success. The 
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the order of the President; left the Army of West Virginia, where he 
had won honor and fame, and nota laurel that he there won ever faded 
when placed on the brow of our colleague General ROSECRANS, who 
succeeded him in command. [Applause.] 

General McClellan gave to the Army a perfect organization; all the 
appliances necessary to make it eflicient or to give as large a share of 
comfort to the men as is possible to give to troops in the field. He 
made his plan for the campaign of the coming season. That plan 
has received the approbation of the military minds of this and foreign 
countries. He proposed to transport the larger part of his army by 
water, and to approach by the longline of the triangle to Richmond by 
way of the Peninsula. McDowell, with an army numbering morethan 
forty-five thousand men, under this plan of the campaign was to ap- 
proach Richmond from Washington or its defenses by the short line of 
the triangle. 

When General McClellan had transported his army to the Peninsula 
and had commenced his approach, Stonewall Jackson, perhaps the most 
enterprisingand energetic general of the confederate army, dashed into 
the Shenandoah Valley, attacked in detail three armies commanded by 
improvised generals put there by the Government, defeated them, and 
after those triumphs he returned by rapid marches, placed his forces 
again in the army commanded by General Lee, and took part in the bat- 
tle of Gaines’s Mill, where General Fitz-John Porter was in supreme 
command; the very gentleman who is to be the beneficiary of the legis- 
lation now proposed. Unfortunately for this country, unfortunately 
for the Government at Washington, still more unfortunately for those 
who contended against the Government, MeDowell’s forces were with- 
drawn into the defenses at Washington, though that officer declared at 
the time that he should proceed toward Richmond, as all the army 
down in the Shenandoah Valley and General Jackson had returned to 
the army of General Lee. 

It is quite unnecessary for me to say that Richmond did not fall, and 
it is a historical fact that up to the time they received the newspapers 
of the North announcing that McDowell’s force was not to march in 
the direction of Richmond the confederate government scarcely ex- 
pected to hold the city and were prepared to leave. When they re- 
ceived the usual notice through the papers of the Northof this unfortu- 
nateaction of the authoritiesat Washington they felt they were safe. To 
say the least of it, that was a grave mistake on the partof the Government 
here, to intrust a general with the command of armies, and then, after 
full knowl of the plans by which he intended to conduct his cam- 
paign, to withold his right arm when he intended to strike a blow at 
the enemy which might be fatal; and yet, sir, no one then charged and 
no one now charges the living or the dead with infidelity or disloyalty. 

Mr. Speaker, domestic war in this country was unexpected; it was 
sudden in its opening; it was new to our people and our Government; 
and I am not here to charge disloyalty upon those who in their igno- 
rance made gross mistakes. When the Army returned from Virginia 
it was necessary that public sentiment should be settled in some way, 
so as, if possible, to relieve the Government of any charge of incompe- 
tency to conduct its affairs to success, especially as the chief duty of 
those intrusted to its administration was to conduct a great war; so 
McClellan was said to be tardy by some, ta be incompetent, and it was 
even said at the time, and not in whispers, that he was disloyal, and he 
was removed from his command of the Army. The generous public 
accepted the action as proper, and the people of this country once more 
renewed their fidelity to the Government and their disposition to sup- 
port the citizens intrusted with its administration. 

General Pope wasthen placedincommandof the army. He came from 
the West; his proclamations glittered with generalities and rattled with 
brilliant rhetoric. [Laughter andapplause.] Irememberto have read 
them all at the time, and have no recollection of any other such produc- 
tions in the history of peace or war. [Laughter.] If not as logical, 
they were even more brilliant and beautiful than the rhetoric of the 
gentlemen who stand here on this floor to defend him and to accuse 
General Porter. [Renewed laughter.] General Pope scorned the com- 
forts of hotels or boarding-houses or cabins or tents, and proclaimed his 
headquarters to be in the saddle. [Renewed applause. ] 

At the time all this occurred the American people glowed with the 
expectation of seeing a brilliant military meteor come from the West 
who would lead the army to quick and rapid success and thus make a 
contrast tothe man they called ‘‘Tardy MeClellan.” Now, Mr. Speaker, 
I will not fight the battle of Bull Run over again; that has been done 
often enough on this floor, and it is enough for meto say that the Army 
suffered defeat, and that the President of the United States in person 
asked McClellan to resume the command again. I repeat, Mr. Speaker, 
that I will not fight that battle over again which terminated so disas- 
trously and led the President once more to place Gencral McClellan in 
command, and really I must doubt whether the history of that battle 
has been much improved by gentlemen on the other side, and I am 
forced to say, without intending any disrespect to any of my colleagues 
or gentlemen on this floor, that some of the newspaper correspondents 
gave at the time quite as good anaccount of that battle as has been given 
in this discussion with so much deliberation and which seems to be in- 
spired by distrust and hatred growing out of politics. 

Mr. Speaker, human passionsare the principal agencies in all politi- 
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cal affairs. That is the teaching of history in all the past; you can 
not separate passion, prejudice, ambition, and the hope of power from 
the politics of to-day; and if that philosophy be correct, it is demon- 
strated in the unseemly and unjust opposition to the gentleman who is 
to be restored to citizenship by this bill. I could not improve on what 
has been so well said in the history of this battle in marshaling the 
facts by my colleague [Mr. BAYNE], who was a soldier in the war and 
surely has a right to be heard in the defense of a soldier’s honor. 

And who upon this floor who listened impartially to the presentation 
of this case by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Ray], who also was 
a soldier in the late war, or by the enthusiastic gentleman from Ne- 
braska [Mr. LAIRD], whose opinion should not be taken because he 
was only thirteen years old according to the representations of one gen- 
tle: when he enlisted in the service and served as a private soldier, 
bu whose services were welcome even at that tender age. Itaketheir ' 
history of this battle and their solution of the orders given to General 
Porter, and accept the speeeh of the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
PHELPS], so remarkable in the clearness of its logic and the beauty of 
its diction, that when the distinguished gentleman closed General Fitz- 
John Porter would have been vindicated by acclamation by all the 
people of the country if present. [Applause. ] 

Itis said Fitz-John Porter was slow to obey orders. General Thomas 
was slow, and the gentleman from Michigan, if he did not know it at 
the time, must well know now that there was a clamor against General 
Thomas because of his tardy movements in Tennessee. Stalwart, stur- 
dy, brave Thomas drew his enemy to the place where in the plan of 
his campaign he intended to offer him battle. The newspapers clam- 
ored that Thomas was not fit to command the army. He was super- 
seded and the commission was on its way to the hands of another gen- 
eral to take command in his stead. General Grant himself was about 
to leave and take command in person when the news was proclaimed 
to the country that General Thomas had met his enemy and destroyed 
the army in a single terrible battle, and General Thomas went to his 
grave and left a sweet memory behind him as one of the bravest and 
grandest men that ever served in that or any other war. [Applause.] 

If General Thomas had been superseded, or if he had taken the direc- 
tion of the Government and had forced a battle before he was prepared, 
he too would have been condemned. Why, gentlemen must not forget 
that in the very beginning of the war it was said, semi-officially if not 
officially, when another great general demanded two hundred and fifty 
thousand men forservice in the West, that he was crazy, absolutely crazy. 
The first time I ever heard of General Sherman as distinguished, the an- 
nouncement was accompanied by the assertion that he was a crazy man, 
and it was said that he was demanding more troops than it was ex- 
pected the Government could possibly need to suppress insurrection 
and compel obedience to the law. They said no sane man could ask 
so large an army as two hundred and fifty thousand men; but before the 
war closed the Government had nearly one million one hundred thousand 
men in the field. And before the war was over many true and good 
men wished that that craze of Sherman had extended to some other 
generals who commanded troops. 

Gentlemen on the other side now say Sherman was a grand old man. 
Well, that is true. He served with much distinction at Vicksburg, 
and in long marches through Mississippi, and in his approach to At- 
lanta against one of the most experienced and skilled military men of 
this or any other country [Jos. E. Johnston], and with what courage 
he then swung off and made his romantic march to the sea and then 
conquered the coast by the reverse. After all, Mr. Speaker, if the 
Government was correct in saying that General Sherman was crazy in 
the beginning of the war, there is a consolation in feeling hopeful that 
we may be supplied hereafter with more generals afflicted with the 
same disease. [Laughter and applause. ] 

When Grant assailed Cold Harbor, a fortified line, and his army lost 
ten thousand men and the enemy not more than five hundred, and 
when the army positively declined to make another assault, no one ac- 
cused him of being a traitor. No one ever mentioned such an insinua- 
tion or made such a suggestion. It was more wood to the fire, more 
men to the front, more vigor and more power at the North to compel 
obedience to the law. General Porter could not expect to avoid his 
share of trouble, and victims were required there, just because the fail- 
ure òf McClellan’s campaign, broken up by the council at Washington, 
had to be explained. That was all. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, if General Porter violated orders, if he did what 
was alleged or charged against him, if he treated with disrespect or 
contempt General Pope, who was in supreme command, let me say that 
General Pope ought to have known and did know, and it is alleged on 
this floor that he knew, that General Porter had disobeyed orders on the 
27th of August, 1862, and then and there General Pope should have 
arrested him. He had the power and that was his duty. He should 
have taken from General Porter’s shoulder the insignia of his rank and 
the sword from his side. He should have done just what Washington 
did with Lee at Monmouth on the field or what Sheridan did with 
Warren at the Five Forks. 

The history of war is full of events of this character, where military 
men have been degraded on the field by their superiors, and no one on 
this floor will attempt to deny in his opposition to this bill that Pope 
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knew, as they allege, that Porter disobeyed orders on the 27th, and 
that he was in his command on the 28th and 29th, and fought in Pope’s 
presence on the 30th under his command. And yet, in the exercise of 
his power as commander of the army, he could have placed his subor- 
dinate officer under immediate arrest, and in irons if necessary. Ac- 
cepting, therefore, as settled by the admissions on both sides that Gen- 
eral Pope knew at the time that Porter had disobeyed his orders and 
caused a disaster to his army, it is not unjust to say that with all that 
knowledge if he then believed it and did not put him under arrest he 
was unfit to command the army, and if Pope believed that Porter was 
a traitor to him or his country or had disobeyed orders, it is most re- 
markable that he continued to command him and witness his active 
8 les a few days afterward to arrest the progress of the enemy to- 
ward the capital of his country. 

The army that had fallen to pieces under the command of General 
Pope, and the disorganization of which terminated his military career 
in the East, was taken by McClellan, at the request of the President of 
the United States, and reorganized. The army was marched under 
McClellan's command to South Mountain, fought a battle there, and a 
little later fought the battle of Antietam, and surely the gentlemen on 
the other side know the historical fact that the battle of Antietam pro- 
duced your freedom proclamation. President Lincoln wrote the free- 
dom proclamation at the Soldiers’ Home during the summer. He pro- 
duced it to his Cabinet early in the month of September or late in Au- 
gust, and at the time ‘‘said he was ible for the act, as it gives 
the policy to the war,” and declared that he did not hold any member 
of the Cabinet responsible. He did notask their opinions of the policy 
of the proclamation, but said that he would receive suggestions as to 
the change of words or sentences, and very few if any were made. 

One or two ions were made by Secretary Chase, who was then 
Secretary of the ury, but Mr. Seward said: ‘‘ While we accept the 
conclusion of the President, I would suggest that he had better wait for 
a military success;’’ and that caused the great President to pause and 
hesitate, and after Antietam, ing that battle as a military suc- 
cess, the proclamation was issued. e battle occurred on the 17th 
of September and the proclamation was issued on the 22d. General 
Porter remained in command with General McClellan, and was in the 
engagements to which I have just referred. After the bdttle of An- 
tietam General McClellan was removed from the command of the army, 
and his removal was disapproved by the masses of the American people. 
No man during all the war, commanding troops in the service of the 
Federal Government, had the confidence of the officérs and soldiers that 
General McClellan had inspired. All who lived at the time or have 
íead honestly know that truth. And so great was the disappointment 
at his removal that there was even danger of insubordination. 

The removal of General McClellan disturbed the country seriously, 
and General Pope having failed to put General Porter under arrest im- 
mediately, the public sentiment was well known and demonstrative 
that something had occurred that was improper, and public sentiment 
had to be relieved once more by some positive action on the part of the 
Government, and soGeneral Porter wasaccused. The career of the man 
who had failed to A so him under arrest, and who was heralded from 
the West as a gentleman who had large military experience, who had 
earned success in battles on the Western rivers, and from whose future 
military service the coun so much, ended in disappoint- 
ment. I have heard much said here of the wonderful military genius 
of General Pope. Gentlemen who say they knew him intimately speak 
or Ra oT pionie of his services in the war with Mexico, and his 
successes in his various commands in the armies during the war of the 
rebellion; and then the rhetoric of his proclamation was quite in har- 
mony with the declaration of his friends in their opposition to this bill. 

Forced into the war, Mr. Speaker, and holding an official position 
where it became my duty to offer all the moral and physical powers 
of a great State to the defense of the Government, surely I desired it 
to terminate, and with a view to that it is not improper for me to say 
here at this time that after the disasters of Bull Run and until a few 
days after the close of Antietam the great State of Pennsylvania con- 
tributed to the service of the Government more than thirty thousand 
men. There was no disaster to our armies during the war which caused 
greater distress than that at Manassas and Bull Run. Indeed, for a 
time strong, faithful, and loyal men hesitated as to the future, and it 
required the recall of McClellan and his restoration to an army he had 
so long. commanded, organized, and disciplined—an army that gave 
him their confidence, and as an earnest to the people of the country who 
had not lost their confidence in him to check their growing discontent. 

So far as the State of Pennsylvania was concerned, her people were 
willing to give all the material force and power of the State to sustain 
the Government, but the remoyal of McClellan caused great disappoint- 
ment at the time, as all know who either lived during that war or ever 
read its history with attention and with a disposition to judge fairly ot 
men and events. General Burnside was placed in command when Me- 
Clellan was removed. He is dead; but he was as kind and good-hearted 


a man as ever lived, and I will say nothing in reproach of either the 
man or the services he rendered to his country during his life. But he, 
either acting on his own judgment or, much more likely, under instruc- 


tions from Washington, sat down with his army at Falmouth and waited 
until the enemy erected batteries on the other side of the river to re- 
ceive him, and then threw his army across, not toa battle, but to a 
slaughter; and it is remarkable and may be regarded as one of the for- 
tunate events of the war that one single man of that army ever returned. 
Twenty-three thousand remained on the other side or were carried 
back wounded. General Burnside accepted the situation and declared 
his unfitness to command so an army, and I utter no disrespect to 
his memory (for he was an excellent soldier and a loyal, true man) when 
I say that the country accepted his declaration as true. 

Of course General Burnside retired from the command of that great 
army, and General Halleck, who was ‘here at the capital, assumed, in 
connection with the Secretary of War and the counsels surrounding him, 
to direct the movements of the Army from the capital. What effect can 
it have upon this case to repeat so often the story of the battle of Ma- 
rengo, as it is done in very florid language by the gentlemen opposed 
to this bill? Marengo has been rehashed and served up to this House 
three times. I propose to turn the attention of this House to the con- 
dition of affairs some time before the battle of Marengo, and may find 
better illustration of the reasons of failure here. Frederick the Great 
had changed the military system of the world once more. Armies op- 
erated in straight lines or angles and lines of fortifications, and in a 
system of warfare thus to be conducted on scientific principle there was 
always the presence of the quartermaster and commissary supplies in 
abundance; operating, as it was termed, from a base. 

In Austria the aulic council was established, and that body had 
charge of the military affairs of the empire and directed and controlled 
the movements of troops in the field. They directed the number of 
men, and on their maps in their council they moved armies at a dis- 
tance from the capital, and an officer in command of an army of Austria 
at that time who violated the orders of the aulic council was in dan- 
ger of losing his head, and certainly his command. We imitated that 
council here in Washington, and it is neither unreasonable nor unjust, 
but faithful to the truth of history, to say that most of our disasters _ 
resulted from the fact that the movements of the armies were directed 
from this center, and not by the will or plans of the generals in com- 
mand in the field. 

In the beginning of the French revolution the Austrians sent three 
armies into Italy, commanded by well-trained soldiers, each one being 
directed where he was to move his armies, where he was to get his 
means of supply, on what lines and angles he should move—positive 
directions as to their future action. The French people, at that time 
in the throes of a fearful revolution, had broken down absolute power, 
had crashed the remnants of feudalism and vassalage into the earth, 
and in their attempt to gain freedom and to vindicate the rights of hu- 
manity they incurred the hostility of all the centralized governments 
of Europe. A man suddenly appeared in the field. Educated as a 
soldier, he had attained some distinction as a subordinate officer at Tou- 
lon and had quelled insurrection at Paris. He came from the people, 
and defying low birth and iron fortune, became a captain of men. He 
led thirty-five thousand ill-fed, ragged Frenchmen, without a commis- 
sary or a quartermaster department at all, and inspired by the love of 
liberty he dashed inside the scientific lines of the Austrians and de- 
stroyed three armies, either of them of superior force to his own, con- 
quered Italy, humiliated the Austrian Government, and took and de- 
stroyed the council. And if Napoleon Bonaparte had died then he 
would have left a better memory behind than after his ambition robbed 
him of his patriotism. [Laughter. ] 

Isay he not only destroyed their armies and gave freedom to Italy. 
but he took the council. There was the result of an attempt to control 
armies from the central government, and it would certainly have been 
as well for our country if our Central Government had taken counsel 
from such a result, as history is philosophy teaching by example. 
When General Grant came to Washington he was put in supreme com- 
mand of all the armies of the Republic, and the counsels at Washington 
ceased to control. From the day Grant was put in command no mil- 
itary disasters occurred. The armies were successful, as these gentle- 
men who surround me, and who served in the army of the confederate 
states, so fully understand. It is said that Grant’s testimony is not to 
be taken in its full force because, as I understand the allegation, he 
was charged the other day in this House with some kind of under- 
standing that he was to be promoted in rank and thus retired, and his 
advocacy of General Porter would be alloyed with the dross of money ` 
and the gratification of his ambition. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, there never has been one day since I have had 
the honor of a seat in this House and have been allowed to vote, al- 
though opposed to General Grant politically, on which I would not 
have voted to restore him to the Army and give him pay for the service 
he has rendered to his country. And so far from there being combi- 
nation on either side of the Chamber to make any opposition to such a 
measure, I have never heard it mentioned, except by a few of the Dèmo- 
cratic members that have said to me they would vote as I did in casual 
conversation. I never objected to it, and it was quite unnecessary for 
the gentleman from Michigan [ Mr. CUTCHEON] to say that any impres- 
sion prevailed on this side of the House that any bargain of that kind 
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had occurred. I congratulate that gentleman on his taste in the 
fact that he did not publish what he said in his . [Laughter.] 
The repentance of the man who two thousand years ago repented in his 
last hour was not too late, but very close on the margin. It is said by 
one of the Seotch poets: 
Between the saddle and the ground, 
Mercy was asked and mercy found. 

So between the time that eloquent gentleman delivered his speech and 
the time the printer put it in type he repented [laughter], because he 
knows that General Grant’s testimony, which is certainly the greatest 
military authority in this country, is added to this case. Certain re- 
marks of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr] the other night 
were admirably replied to by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WoL- 
FORD] to-day. That gentleman took the House by surprise by his re- 
ply to the gentleman from Michigan. The gentleman from Michigan 
amused the House with his grotesque wit, as he always does, and when 
he appealed to the gentlemen on this side he said: “‘ You were in the 
rebellion against this Government and have no right to vote on this mat- 
ter; for this is our business; this is our generaland not yours.” Well, 
sir, I do not admire any such principle, nor can I think that any logic 
of the American citizen can reach it. I don’t believe any such thing. 
If we are of any consequence here or in the family of the nation of the 
world we have nationality. 

Twenty years have returned us to peace and, I pray God, to fraternity. 
The gentleman from Michigan remembers what we fought these men 
for. It was to keep union in the Government. We did not desire the 
union of the States to be broken, because we thought that throughont its 
borders its blessingsand benefits could be enjoyed as a great country in- 
stead of being divided into factions and ts and subjected to 
domestic strife. The people of the North were put in the field and 
called to arms to maintain the Government, to maintain the great na- 
tionality, this dead-level of social equality, this grandeur of individual 
rights, this invitation to the arts of industry and thrift and virtne. 
We fought in order that the example we haye set to all the world may 
not be broken, for, Mr: Speaker, six thousand years of rule of humanity 
stand parallel with one hundred yearsof rale of thisgreatpeople. Either 
the rule of six thousand years was wrong or weare wrong. There have 
been times in the history of humanity when there were ephemeral efforts 
of the government of man for himself, but they failed. Thus this Gov- 
ernment was framed and set up after the light and knowledge of years 
had made this great country the only true republican form of govern- 
' ment ever given to humanity. 

And, Mr. Speaker, when the war was over we invited the States to re- 
form their governments and send their Representatives to these Halls. 
They are the peers of the gentleman from Michigan. [Applause. ] 
There is not a maimed man who fought in that unhappy war on this 
floor who is not a peer of the Speaker, the President of the United 
States, and they are to be taken into full fellowship as a part and parcel 
of the country, and I regret from my heart to hear such appeals from 
gentlemen representing a constituency in this Chamber. He says 
“stand aside’’ to American citizens. Fitz-John Porter is an American 
citizen, you are American citizens, every man on this floor is an Amer- 
can citizen and is nothing more, and in the morning and in the eve- 
ning we should all thank the Almighty that we are American citizens; 
and all those inside and outside who obey the law and stand by the Gov- 
ernment of this country are peers, and no more, no matter whether 
they are honored by official position or in the walks of private life, and 
I hold it to be the paramount duty, as it is the right, of every member 
of this House, no matter where from or what his antecedents, to vote 
on a question which involves the rights of an American man. 

After the war there was a free forgiveness of those who differed from 
us on principle, but, as we in the North believed, attempted without 
cause to break down the Government. Why? Mr. Speaker, it was 
because they believed that they had just cause for resistance that pro- 
longed the war. But for sucha measure of sincerity in that belief they 
could never have put vast armies in the field and continued until their 
whole country was in desolation. Complaint, ranning through many 
years since the war, has constantly been made that the South is largely 
represented on this floor by soldiers and brigadiers, as they are gener- 
ally called. I accept their presence here as better men than those who 
sent them into the field to fight. I takeit forgranted that in the North 
as well as in the South the man who _pelieved he was right, pei 
he was in error and fought in that great war, is a better man than the 
quartermaster, the paymaster, the sutler, or the contractor of the army, 
and the gallant men who persuaded them to go outtofight. [Greatap- 
plause.] That is the class, those are the men who, on both sides, in per- 
suasive eloquence asked soldjers togointo the war. From every battle- 
ficld came up expressions in sympathy with the people, and to every 
battlefield hearts and prayers went out from home. 

The war left the South in poverty, absolute poverty, and it was not 
creditable in their poverty to send the carpet-bagger and the official 
thief down there to steal what little was left. [Great applause. ] 

Yes, Mr. Speaker, the war left the South in poverty, and itis not 
unjust to say that to some extent it blistered the morality of the North 
as all wars demoralize people. Every candid man on this floor will 


admit that it will take a long time to blot out the effects of the war 
even with those who were successful. We are now asked to deal with - 
a soldier sent to West Point from Pennsylvania; a man who for twenty- 
two years has suffered injustice. Yet men on the otherside of the House 
turn to ushere and say that citizens of the United States, elected to rep- 
resent the people of the United States, have no right to vote on this 
question and should stand aside. ad 

In the speech of the witty gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr] 
there was interpolated by another member of the House something 
about Agamemnonand Ajax, and the Lord knowswhat. [Great laugh- 
ter.] I did not understand it then, and I fail to understand it now. 
[Renewed laughter.] But one thing we all did understand, and that 
was that five minutes was put into the speech of the gentleman from 
Michigan by arrangement; anybody could understand that perfectly. 
You are asked to deal with an American citizen, and each one of you 
here represent a part of this great country, once more united, covered by 
the same Constitution, and with the same interest in the glories of the 
Revolution and the history of ourarmies. Yet it was asked, it was im- 
pertinently asked, that you should stand asideand leave this quarrel tous. 

Well, if you should leave itto the Representatives of the North, from 
the indications made on that side of the House I am not sure that Fitz- 
John Porter would lose this bill; indeed it would seem from the oppo- 
sition made that the Republican members of this House would not vote 
to continue the stain upon him. 

When I first saw Fitz-John Porter, Mr. Speaker, he was young; his 
eye was brilliant; his hair was dark; he was the model of a young 
soldier. It was at Harrisburg at the beginning of the war when Wash- 
ington was shutout from us. There were sixteen thousand militia there 
that Porter desired to take to Baltimore. They were not clad, barely 
armed, and nocomforts for them could be improvised atthe'time. I can 
see him now as he then presented himself when he said, ‘‘If you will 
give me this army I will march it to Washington if I have to march over 
the ashes of cities; but if you do not give me this army, and Washing- 
ton should fall, you will be responsible.” And I yielded the force to 
hiscommand, and he approached and covered Baltimore and held all hos- 
tile movements in check in that direction, and this man is now accused 
of being a traitor who thus promptly acted for himself and controlled 
the first movements of troops toward the capital of the country. [Great 
applause. } 

In the beginning of the war, when e ing was disjointed and in 
confusion, the newspapers of the North kept up a continuous cry of 
“On to Richmond.” That was the newspaper clamor; but those who 
were engaged in the organization of troops and in levying men for the 
service learned too much of the difficulty of raising armies and the ne- 
cessity for discipline to join in that cry. And those with conserva- 
tive views during that trying period of our history knew quite well 
and noticed that there was always somebody between our armies and 
Richmond, and gave us great trouble before we did get there after four 
long years of hard fighting. As the quota of Pennsylvania before we 
called out our three-years’ men, twenty-three regiments were placed 
under the command of General Robert Patterson, of Philadelphia. 
Some one to-day over on the other side Spoke of General Patterson in 
language far from complimentary of that old man, who is now in his 
grave. I would not mention his name, as he is dead, except for the re- 
mark to which I have referred. I think it was my colleague from the 
Schuylkill district. 

Mr. BRUMM. + You are mistakén, governor; it was not I. 

Mr. CURTIN. Ibeg mycolleague’s pardon. I might have been sure 
he could not do any such injustice as that to General Patterson’s memory. 
General Patterson was a foreigner, who came to this country in his youth 
and made it the country of his adoption. In 1812, with a captain’s 
commission, he raised a compahy in Pennsylvania and with it marched 
to Canada, arriving at the camp of General Scott’s army at midnight. 
The next morning he engaged in battle and served faithfully and gal- 
lantly through that war. In the beginning of the war with Mexico 
he was made a major-general, and as second in command joined Gen- 
eral Scott at Vera Cruz, engaging in every battle of that war until the 
fall of Mexico and the restoration of peace. 

When the late civil war commenced he was put in command of a dis- 
trict—Pennsylvania, Maryland, and Delaware. Communications were 
entirely broken with Washington, and he took command of the forces 
inthe Shenandoah Valley. It was charged upon General Patterson that 
he withheld his forces when he could have held Johnston, who’ was in 
his front and who passed to Bull Run, and secured that success. Gen- 
eral Patterson asked for a court of inquiry, but his application was 
declined. The President said tohim: “General Patterson, you can 
afford to wait.” Thatold man waited until the war was over, and then 
he published a vindication so perfect that»those who had accused him 
of treachery blushed, and the men who would have mobbed his house in 
Philadelphia were ashamed of theirconduct. That citizen-soldier died, 
having served his ado; country well. He was followed to the grave 


by the benedictions of his fellow-citizens, and when the coming sun of 
spring breaks the ice-bound earth and itsmiles in flowers, the first and 
freshest are gathered to be put upon the pore of that old Irish hero, who, 
in pride I can say, honored me by his frien 


dship. 
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Why, Mr. Speaker, General Thomas was accused, Sherman was ac- 
cused, General Grant was complained of, and now, when we have here 
a victim of the mistakes in Washington, for all made mistakes, it is 
asked that this House shall restore him to his rights. He is not now 
that handsomesoldier that I saw in his youth. His hairis gray and his 
eyesaredim. His children are above all others interested in having the 
stain removed from their father. Technically it is said we can not re- 
verse the decision of the court. When it is proposed in the American 
Congress to do justice to an American citizen, high or low, let themem- 
ber who will cast his vote on such technicality settle his technical doubts 
in eternity, for there is a higher law, that men shall do justice one to 
another. Charity and justice go hand in hand. This man now asks 
simple justice from his country, and that is all. 

I do not care whether the court of review had arightto examine wit- 
nesses on oathor not. It can not make the slightest difference in the dis- 
charge of duty in these Halls, nor can it make any difference whether 
the court was constitutional or not. Military courts and civil courts are 
entirely different. The one class is rigid, fierce, executing its sovereign 
will and decrees at once; the other takes care of the rights of persons 
and property. The humblest man in all this great country can appeal 
from the verdict of a jury or the judgment of a court, however trifling 
the amount in controversy. And when one is accused or found guilty 
of crime, in every State in this Union there is the right of appealing 
for a review by the courts of errors. Here isa man who many years 
since, In the excitement of the war, was under the mandate of the 
Secretary of War to hurry through the proceedings condemned by a 
court-martial, and who for twenty-two years has been asking a rehear- 
ing. The President gave him a court of inquiry. 

As the question now presents itself to us we are not to determine it 
by rigid rules or by technicalities; it is-the truth we are seeking, the 
plain, open truth, This man has appealed from the judgment of that 
military court; his appeal is here. It is sustained by the judgment of 
the court of inquiry, composed of eminent men sitting in a time of pro- 
found peace, when no victim was demanded, having before it all the 
evidence presented to the former court, supplemented by the testimony 
of officers of the Army of the United States and of the confederate army 
who were engaged in the battle; and more than all, supported and sus- 
tained by the opinion of General Grant, which must be regarded as the 
highest military authority in this land. He appeals to the Represent- 
atives of the people, and from this Chamber, representing the Ameri- 
can people, his appeal wings its way and is now pending before the 
august tribunal of the American public, Fifty millions of people are 
interested that no man shall be injured by public or private law, by 
military or civil law. To such a tribunal this man now appeals. He 
appeals on the facts as presented. He appeals on the highest military 
authority; he appeals as an American citizen, and the question is far 
above politics, with all its aspirations, its honors, its emoluments. 

Let us do justice, simple justice, in plain words which all men can 
understand, whether they be military men or civilians. If this man 
has been wronged, let us give him justice. Technicalities born of the 
ingenuity of man often stand in the way of truth and right, but simple 
justice flows from the throne of the Almighty, and let us take counsel 
from our hearts in dealing with this our fellow-citizen. I-know full 


well that many of the gentlemen on the other side will vote for this’ 


pill, and I am glad to hear that some who differ with me in political 
opinions will vote in that way. I know full well how my colleague 
from the Allegheny district [Mr. BAYNE] will vote, as he has spoken 
but do not- know how the gallant soldier who stands in my front will 
vote. He gave the first fresh years of his matured life to the service 
of the country and stood in the leaden hail of battle with the general 
we desire to relieve. 

Having served with Fitz-John Porter, he certainly will not tolerate 
for one moment the imputation that he was a coward. He has reason 
to know of his courage and his skill as a military commander, and if 
he has doubts I trust he will lean to the vindication of an honest, faith- 
ful man rather than to follow the progressive and rigid politics of his 
surroundings. To him and my colleagues on both sides of this Hall I 
appeal to remember the honor and the character of Pennsylvania. 
They all know of this man, they all know of the blood that runs in his 
veins, and in making that appeal to my colleagues I know it will go 
down to the body of the people. It is a soul-born sentiment or truth 
that in Pennsylvania we os to do homage and pay respect to the mar- 
tial virtues, and let it be understood that the fair fame of that historic 


State has never been tainted by the accusation of infidelity or treason | Cook 


to any of her citizens, soldiers, or statesmen. 

But forcible as the appeal which this bill makes to my colleagues in 
this enlightened presence of their pride in Pennsylvania, the case of 
General Porter appeals to every man upon broader, more far-reaching, 
and grander grounds. Proud as we are to be Pennsylvanians, there is 
a title of broader significance and still more dear to usall and to every 
man within our borders who ean stand up and say to all the world, and 
feel the full significance of the declaration, I am an American citizen, 
and will do justice to my peer and my brother either in private or of- 
ficial life when I know that injustice has been donehim. Here we are 


standing in the presence of an appeal by the citizen to the Representa- | Duncan 


tives of the people; and as they represent the people and are supposed 
to present public sentiment inits truth and right, from its Representa- 
tives it goes to the entire country, and will carry the appeal to the 
grand inquest of the American nation. 

Itshould be the pleasure, as it is surely the duty, of the Representa- 
tives of the American people to wipe away the stigma from General 
Porteg and to proclaim to all the world that we have restored him to 
his rights, made him once more a citizen. And I declare, as I under- 
stand it, that this bill wipes out every stain from the character of the 
man, it being the solemn adjudication of the Government as represented 
in these Halls. [Loud applause. ] 

Mr. Speaker, a code of morality which would be applicable to a man 
but should not control the actions of communities or States or nations 
would be a delusion and a fraud, and a Representative of the people in 
these Halls whois controlled by prejudice, or whose judgmentis w. 
by excitement, and most of all by the rigid bonds of political fellow- 
ship, must be forgetful of the morality which should guide him in his 
search for truth and justice. And now, when we are once more a united 
people and restored to fraternal relations, to concord and peace, when 
we are all interested in the progress and enlargement of the glory and 
power of this great people, let us do justice to every man within our 
borders, whether he be of high or low birth, whether he be soldier or , 
civilian, and searching for that justice which God has stamped on the 
human heart, let us take from this man the ban under which he has 
rested for many long, weary years, and give to his children that pride 
which they must feel in a father who served his country faithfully in a 
name that never was before tainted, and the consolation of knowing that 
they are not the children of a traitor to his country; but they shall re- 
joice and give to their country that fidelity that is due to it from every 
American citizen, and that after long years of suffering their father’s 
name has been restored in all its brightness and from his country he 
has at last received justice. 

And when that work has been accomplished, the citizens honored 
by the right of representation upon this floor can find consolation and 
just pride in the truth that ‘they too have performed their duty to 
their country, their constituents, and their fellow-citizen. [Great ap- 
plause.] Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous question on the passage 
of the bill. i 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Is it in order to move to amend the 
title of the bill? 

The SPEAKER, The title is the last thing to be considered. . 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I desire to amend the title of the bill 
at the proper time. 
or a BLAND. I demand the yeas and nays on the passage of the 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative— 
yeas 184, nays 78, not voting 58; as follows: 


YEAS—1M. 
Adams, J. J. El Š re, Seymour, 
Alexander, Baines H. Lovering, Shaw, 
Arnot, Ferrell, Wry, Singleton, 
ley, Fiedler, Lyman, Skinner, T. G. 
entine, Findlay, cAdoo Slocum, 
Barbour, Finerty. MeMillin, Smith, 
Bayne, Follett, Matson, Snyder, 
ch, Foran, Maybury, Spriggs, 
Belmont, Forney, Miller, J. F. Springer, 
Bennett, n, Mitchell, Stevens, 
Blanchard, Gibson, * Stewart, Charles 
pe g k, Sonen Saras J.W. 
ount, raves, orse, Stockslager, 
Boyle, Green, } Moulton Storm, 
Breckinridge, Greenleaf, Muldrow, Sumner, ©. A. 
a Halsell, * Murphy, Sumner, D. H. 
Buchanan, Harmer, Murray, Taylor, J. M. 
Buckner, Hatch, W. H. Mutchier, Thompson, 
Burleigh, Haynes, eece, ‘Throckmorton, 
Cabell, Hemphill, Nicholls, Tillman, 
Caldwell, Henley, es, Townshend, 
Candler Herbert, O'Hara, Tucker, 
Carleton. Hewitt, A. 8. O'Neill, J. J. Tully, 
Cassidy, Hewitt, G Patton, Turner, H. G 
Clardy, Hill, ierce, Turner, Oscar 
aay. k ee on S. W. TN Alstyne, 
ements, opkins, e ance, 
Cobb, Houseman, Poland, Van Eaton, 
Collins, , Hunt, 7 Ward, 
Connolly, Hurd, Potter, Warner, Richard 
fe Hutchins, Or, Wellborn, 
ve, Jam Y, Weller, 
Cox, 8. 8, Jeffo: Rankin, Wemple, 
Cox, W. R. Jones, B. W. Ranney, Wilkins, 
Gullrson,D.B, E ef ngs Willis” 
TSON, ones, J. ‘ 
Darpa Kean,” a Winans, E. B. 
y ean, nans, E. B. 
Da ; maraon. Wise, G. D. 
Davis, L Kleiner, Robinson, W. E. Wolford, 
E PI Ee a 
mb, rs, wW 3 
A Lani Rogers, W. F, Worthington, 
Dorsh A Le Fevre, E i S 
Dowd. Lewis, Scales, York, 
à Long, Seney, Young. 
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NAYS—77. 
Adams, G. E. Davis, R. T. La Russell, 
Anderson, ley, McCoid, | Ryan, 
Atkinson, I i eCormii Skinner, C. R. 
Ellwood, McKinley, Spooner, 

Bingham, Evans, I. N. Milliken, Steele, 
Boutelle. Goff, Moer Stephenson, 
Braine Guenther, Morrill, Stone, 
Breitung, Han Nelson, - 
Brewer, F, B. Hart. Nutting, Struble, 
Brewer, J. H. Hatch, H. H. Parker, Taylor, E. B, 
Browne, Henao T.J. aae Taylor, J. D. 
Brumm, epburn, yson 
Calkins, ; Peelle, 8. J. Wadsw 
Campbell, J.M. Holmes, Perkins, Wakefield, 

on, ooper, Peters, Wash 5 
Converse, orr, Pettibone, Weaver, 
Culbertson, W. W. Houk, White, Milo 

s ohnson, Whiting. 

Cutcheo! Keifer, Robinson, J. S. 
Davis, G, R. Lacey, Rowell, 
NOT VOTING—58. 
Aiken Elliott, Jones, J. H. Paige, 
Barksdale, Ellis, n, Randall, 
Belford, Ermentrout, Kelley, Ray, G. W. 
isbee, Ever! A a 

Blackburn, Geddes, Ketcham, Shelley, 
Bowen, George, Libbey, Talbott, 
Brown, W. W. Hammond, Mi Valentine, 

dd, Hancock, Mayo, Wait, 

Hardeman, Milard, Warner, A, J. 

Campbell, Felix Hardy, Miller, S$. H. te, J. 

4 Henderson, D. B. ills, Wilson, James 
Covington, aN Money, Winans, John 
Dibble, Hoblitzell, Muller, Wise, J. S. 
Dunn, Holton, Ochiltree, 

Eaton, Howey, O'Neill Charles 
So the bill was 


passed. : 

During the roll-call, when his name was called, 

Mr. EMAN said; Mr. Speaker, I ask to be excused from 
voting. j 

The SPEAKER. It is not inorder to make thatrequest at this time. 

Mr. HARDEMAN. I wanted to state the reason for the request. 
I believe that there is magnanimity enough in the Representatives 
from the North on this floor to pass this bill without my vote and do 
justice to Fitz-John Porter. I therefore ask tobe excused. If my vote 
is n , I shall vote ‘‘ ay.” 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I desire to say that, considering this a 

litical question, I have not voted. I am paired with my colleague 

Mtr. BLACKBURN. If he were present here, I suppose he would vote 
t'ay.’ Ishould vote ‘‘no,”’ 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I desire, Mr. Speaker, to recall my 
vote, as I am paired, but had forgotten it at the time of voting, with 
my colleague Mr. ErMENTROUT. If he were present, he would vote 
tay,” I were not paired, I should vote *‘no.” 

Mr. McoMILLIN. I am paired with Mr. RAY, of New York, but 
as he and I were of the same opinion in this case I have voted. 

Mr. COX, of New York. My colleague Mr, MULLER left here on 
an urgent telegram at 4 o’clock and was not able to secure a pair. If 
he were present, he would vote “‘ ay.” 

Mr. WEA My colleague Mr. VALENTINE is absent from the 
Honuseon account of sickness. If he were present, he would vote ‘‘no.”’ 

The following pairs were announced from the Clerk’s desk: 

Mr. Howey with Mr. Hrrr, on this bill. If Mr. Howry were pres- 
ent, he would vote “ay; Mr. HITT, “no.” 

- Mr. Eaton with Mr. WAIT, for this day. If Mr. EATON were pres- 
ent, he would vote ‘ ay;’? Mr. Warr would vote “‘ no’? on this bill. 

Mr. Bupp with Mr. GEORGE, on all questions until farther notice. 

Mr. KELLEY and Mr. DARGAN, on all questions until further notice. 

Mr. Kasson and Mr. TALBOTT, on this bill. Mr. TALBOTT would 
vote ‘‘ay;’? Mr. Kasson, ‘‘no.”’ 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. RANDALL, on this. bill. 
Mr. RANDALL would have voted ‘“‘ay;’? Mr. MILLER, ‘‘no.” 

Mr. ELLIS and Mr. CHASE, on all questions for this day. Mr. ELLIS 
would vote ‘‘ay”’ on this bill. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT with Mr. Brown, of Pennsylvania, on this vote. 

Mr. Horton with Mr. COVINGTON, until Tuesday, the 5th of Feb- 


Mr. PAIGE, with Mr. WILsoN of Iowa, for to-day. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, with Mr. KercHam, until February 6. 

Mr. MILLARD, with Mr. Post, of Pennsylvania, on all political ques- 
tions, from January 31 until this pair is withdrawn by notice on both 
sides. 

Mr. POST, of Pennsylvania. I desire tosay in connection with this 
announcement that this bill for the relief of Fitz-John Porter was spe- 
cially excepted from the operation of that pair, and I have therefore 
voted. 

Mr. VALENTINE with Mr. HARDY, from to-day until Monday. 

Mr. Money with Mr. WADSWORTH, on all questions, from January 

. 17 until further notice. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of New York, with Mr. Rice, on all political ques- 
tions, to February 8. ” 

Mr. BurNES with Mr, McComas, Mr. BURNES would vote “‘ay;’’ 
Mr. McComas, ‘‘no.”’ 


The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

On motion of Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, by unanimous consent, the 
reading of names was dispensed with. e 

Mr. SLOCUM moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
em ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

Thé latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, addressed the Chair. 
ae SLOCUM. I demand the previous question on the title of the 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I move to amend the title. 

The SPEAKER. Itis not in order to make that motion pending the 
demand for the previous question. ; 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I made my motion before. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman made the motion before the bill 
was passed; it was not then in order. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Then I shall call fora quorum upon this 


vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not know that a quorum is not pres- 
ent, 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I call for a division, then. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 87, noes 2. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I only desire to say, with the permission 
of the House, as I do not wish to consume timein demanding the presence 
of a quorum, that it was the duty of a soldier to fight. General Porter 
got orders to fight and did not go; and for that reason I have felt it my 
duty to vote against restoring him tothe Army. If I had been recog- 
nized I would have offered an amendment to this bill amending its 
title so as to read, ‘‘for the benefit of Fitz-John Porter, and for other 
purposes,” believing as I do that it is the purpose of the men who are 
pushing this bill, friends of General Porter, whether here or elsewhere, 
to introduce another bill at the next session of Congress to give him an 
enormous sum of money. I believe, furthermore, that it is a part of 
ie na of the Democratic party to undo—— [Cries of “Regular 
order!” 

et SPEAKER. The *‘ayes” have it, and the previous question is 
ordered. 

The title was ordered to stand as in the bill. 

: ADJOURNMENT OVER. 

Mr. MORRISON. I move that when the House adjourns it adjourn 
to meet on Monday next. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. MORRISON. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

And accordingly (at 7 o’clock and 25 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 
journed until Monday next. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BALLENTINE: Papers relating to the claim of W. G. Ad- 
kisson—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. W. R. COX: Papers relating to the claim of Giovanni Pace— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: Papers relating to the improvement of Pensa- 
cola Harbor, Florida; papers relating to the improvement of Key West 
Harbor, Florida; papers relating to the improvement of Tampa Bay, 
Florida; and pa relating to the improvement of Apalachicola Bay, 
Florida—severally to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. ELDREDGE: The petition of Jacob M. Van Riper and 39 
others, for the passage of a law giving to all soldiers in the Union Army 
in the late civil war 160 acres of land—to the Select Committee on 
Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. FERRELL: The petition of citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., for 
an appropriation for jetties at Carson’s and Townsend’s Inlets, on the 
coast of New Jersey—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. FORAN: The petition of members of the Board of Trade, 
merchants, and manufacturers of Cleveland, Ohio, asking that retalia- 
tory measures be adopted against those foreign countries that discrim- 
inate against the hog product of the United States—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. HOUK: Papers relating to the claim of Robert K. Byrd—to- 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KLEINER: The petition of Armer Reed Post, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Folsomville, Ind., relative to pensions, &c.—to the 
Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr, LUNA: Papers relating to the claim of Hugo Nedeless—to- 
the Committee on Claims. i 

By Mr. MORGAN: Memorial of James Marguess Post, Grand Army 
of the Republic, relative to bounties and pensions—to the Select Com- 
mittee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. NELSON: Petition asking for a mail-route in Minnesota— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. ‘ 

By Mr. HARA: Papers reliting to the claim of Douglass Syphax 
and others—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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By Mr. PARKER: Papers relating tothe improvement of the harbor 
at Waddington, N. Y.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: The petition of D. D. Riley and others, citi- 
zens of Grayson County, Kentucky, for one hundred and sixty acres of 
land for officers and. soldiers of the Federal Army, without regard to 
settlement—to the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, 
and Back Pay. 

By Mr. SMITH: The petition of 82 citizens of Lancaster County, 
Pennsylvania, to redeem the trade-dollars and to suspend the coinage 
of silver dollars—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. YOUNG: Papers relating to the claim of Coyonna, Taussig 
& Co. and others—to the Committee on Ways and Means. ` 

Also, the petition of Dixon 8. Boswell, asking for compensati 
property taken during the late war—to the Committee on War 


for 
ims, 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, February 4, 1884. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of ‘Thursday last was read and ap- 
proved. 

COMMITTEE SERVICE. 

Mr. GIBSON was, on his own motion, excused from further service 
upon the Committee on Claims. 

LAKE TRAVERSE INDIAN RESERVATION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which, with the ac- 
companying papers, was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed : 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


I transmit herewith a communication of the 29th instant from the Secretary 
of the Interior, submitting, with accompanying papers, a report of the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs upon the subject of the right of way of the SAPNO 
Milwaukee and Saint Paul Railway Company through the Lake Traverse Ín- 
dian reservation, in Dakota. 

The subject is commended to the consideration of the e Si 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, January 31, 1854. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in further compliance 
with a resolution of December 4, 1883, a report, received through the 
Secretary of War, of Dan. C. Kingman, Corps of Engineers, of his opera- 
tions in the construction and improvement of roads and bridges in the 
Yellowstone National Park, with his views as to the amount tlfat should 
now be appropriated therefor; also letters from Mr. Rufus Hatch, of New 
York, respecting the lease to him and others of sites within the park for 
hotel purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The former reports on this subject, 
the Chair thi were laid upon the table forthe time being. Ifthere 
be no objection, this letter, together with the accompanying papers, will 
be printed and laid on the table. 

Mr. HARRISON. A bill is under consideration and has not yet been 
reported from the Committee on Territories on that subject, and I sug- 
gest whether it would not be proper that the letter and accompanying 
papers should be referred to that committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair can only state that one or 
two previous communications upon the same subject were, on motion of 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], laid on the table. 

Mr. HARRISON. [ask the attention of the Senator from Missouri. 
I was suggesting that, as this matter is under consideration by the 
Committee on Territories, this and the previous reports upon the same 
subject had better be referred to that committee. 

Mr. VEST. I have before me now the bill agreed upon by the Com- 
mittee on Territories, and am only waiting that order of business in 
order to report it. We should haye moved before this time that the 
answer of the Secretary of the Interior to a resolution which I had the 
honor to offer should be referred, except for the fact that I knew the 
bill would be reported, and then the whole matter could be before the 
Senate in printed form. I take it that a better course would be to 
allow this communication, as the Chair suggests, to be printed, and 
then it can be considered together with the former report when the 
bill comes before the Senate. 

Mr. HARRISON. I make no objection if the bill, as I now under- 
stind, is to be reported from that committee to-day. 

' The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter, with the accompanying 
papers, will be printed and laid on the table, if there be no objection. 

Mr. VEST. That is the better course. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Postmaster-General, in response to a resolution of the 29th 
ultimo, calling for the causes of delay in the adjustment of the salaries 
and pay of postmasters under the act of Con; of March 3, 1883; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
and ordered to be printed. 


He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary of 
the Interior, transmitting, in answer to a resolution of the 20th ultimo, 
areport of the Commissioner of the General Land Office relative to lands 
certified or patented for the benefit of railroad companies since Decem- 
ber, 1875, in alleged contravention of a decision of the Supreme Court 
of the United States rendered during that year; which, with the ac- 
companying papers, was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Interior, transmitting a communication from the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs, submitting a report of the commission appointed De- 
cember 22, 1882, to re-examine and ascertain the damages accruing to 
certain Chippewa Indians, in the State of Minnesota, growing out of the 
construction, in compliance with law, of reservoirs upon their reserva- 
tions; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary of 
the Interior, transmitting a reportof the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
in relation to the action of Cherokee national authorities in the 
distribution of the $300,000 appropriated March 3, 1883, to be paid into 
the treasury of the Cherokee Nation out of funds due under appraise- 
ment for Cherokee lands west of the Arkansas River, and recommend- 
ing such additional legislation as will protect the rights of those who 
are citizens of that nation by adoption; which, with the accompanying 
papers, was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

i PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair presents a resolution of 
the Legislature of the State of Ohio, transmitted to the presiding officer 
by the governor of that State. It will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Joint resolution requesting our Senators and Representatives to so adjust the 
tariff as to encourage productive industries at home. 


Be it resolved by the General Assembly of the State of Ohio, That we favor a tariff 
for revenue limited to the necessities of the Government, economically admin- 
istered, and so adjusted in its application as to prevent unequal burdens, en- 
courage productive industries at home, and afford just compensation to E, 
but not to create or foster monopolies; and that the governor of Ohio be re- 
quested to forward copies of this resolution to each of our Senators and Repre- 
sentatives from Ohio at Washington. 

ARS + 


A. D. M. 
Speaker of the House of 
- SIAN vee 
President protempore of the 
Adopted January 26, 1884. 


, Mr. HOAR. Did the governor of the State of Ohio furnish to the 
Chair any exposition or definition of the resolution in addition to what 
has been laid before the Senate? : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks that is not a par- 
liamentary question. The governor of Ohio transmitted the resolution 
to the Chairin his official capacity, addressed to the Chair as President 
of the Senate. j 

Mr. CONGER. I did not hear the reading of the resolution exactly. 
Does it purport to be the resolution of a political convention or of the 

islature of a State? 

The PRESIDENT pro It isa resolution of the Legislature 
of the State of Ohio, transmitted by its executive magistrate to this 
body. The resolution will be laid on the table, if there be no objection. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I present the petition of W. Pike Post, No. 377, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Martinsville; Ohio, praying for legisla- 
tion to give pensions to every surviving enlisted man for the remainder 
of his life; second, for arrears of pensions to make good the deficiency of 
his pay in the Army during the late war; third, to prevent a reduction 
in the revenues of the Government. Imove that the petition be referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

The motion was to. z 

Mr. PENDLETON presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Gal- 
lipolis, Ohio, praying Congress to provide for sick and disabled seamen 
in that inspection district; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. FRYE. I havea petition which is directed to me, but which evi- 
dently was intended for the Congress of the United States. Therefore 
Task that it may be assumed to be so, and I will present it. It is the 
petition of Henry Little and other members of Burnside Post, No. 47, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Auburn, Me., praying that pensions be 
granted to ex-prisoners of the late war. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senatorfrom Maine asks unani- 
mous consent to present a paper addressed to him but intended for 
consideration in the Senate. If there be no objection it will be received 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HOAR. I present the petition of George B. Proctor, of Fitch- 
burg, Mass., and others, officers. of the Army in the late war, praying 
for the redress of certajn grievances by them suffered. I movethat the 
petition be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was a to. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Samuel M. Blair, of Middlesex 
County, Massachusetts, praying to be paid his (loyal owner’s) share of 
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the proceeds of certain 


turpentine seized at Savannah during the late 
war; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 
Mr. LAPHAM presented a memorial of en Yok roe soldiers 
pro 


and sailors of the United States residing in New Yor: testing against 
=the passage of the bill achange in the method of paying pen- 
sions; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Peter J. Reuss, late surgeon of the 
Seventh Regiment, New York Volunteers, praying for an increase of 
his pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

e also presented resolutions of Carpenter Post, No. 321, Department 
of New York, Grand Army of the Republic, relative to the pensioning 
of the veterans of the late war by the Government of the United States; 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MORRILL. I present thepetition of M. H. Buckham, president 
of the University of Vermont, and several professors of that institution, 
representing that there are ‘‘ wide differences between the laws of the 
several States as to the causes of divorce and the jurisdiction of their 
courts over suits for diyorce by or against non-residents,” and they ask 
that such a law may be passed as will provide for a thorough inquiry 
into the various matters referred to and the collection of statistics of 
divorce from the reports and authorities of the several States as a basis 
for future legislation. I move that the petition be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE presented a memorial of the Philadelphia Maritime Ex- 

, in favor of the passage of the bill (S. 234) to relieve ships and 
vessels from compulsory pilot fees; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of merchants of Chicago, re- 
monstrating against the repeal of the act of 1879 permitting vinegar- 
makers to use the vaporizing process; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I t a petition of the board of 
health of San Diego, Cal., praying for the establishment of a quaran- 
tine on the bo line between California and. Mexico. I do not 
know to what ttee the petition should be referred. As it relates 
to a question between the United States and the States in regard to the 
matter 6f quarantine, probably it should be referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. I move its reference to that committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, presented a memorial of citizens of Stock- 
ton, Cal., protesting against proposed legislation by Congress to allow 
settlers upon lands within the claimed limits of the rejected Moquela- 
mos grant to enter that land under the homestead and pre-emption laws, 
and praying that the matter may be judicially determined; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HARRISON presented the petition of G. M. Findley and 25 others, 
ex-Union soldiers and sailors, praying for the passage of a bill pension- 
ing every soldier and sailor of the late war at $8 per month from date 
of discharge; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Thomas J. Richards and 26 others, 
ex-soldiers, praying for the passage of an act extending the benefits of 
arrears of ons to all pensioners; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensii 

He also presented the petition of Thomas J, Richards and 24 others, 
ex-soldiers, praying for the passage of the bill commonly known as the 
equalization-of-bounty bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of Rev. Ross C. Houghton and 10 
others, ministers of the Gospel, resident at Indianapolis, Ind., praying 
thut an adequate appropriation may be made for the education of the 
Indians; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. GROOME.. I present a letter addressed to myself from Samuel 
I. Kinna, of Frederick County, Maryland, in regard to a modification 
of the law with relation to granting honorable discharges to soldiers 
charged with desertion, and, treating itas a petition, I ask that it may 
be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maryland asks 
unanimous consent to present a letter addressed to himself on the sub- 
ject of the discharge of soldiers now appearing on the rolls as deserters. 
The Chair thinks that questions of that kind, respecting the regularity 
of discharges from the Army, have generally been referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GROOME. Very well; let that reference be made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paper will be referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HARRIS. I present severally the petitions of William J. Ward 
and James B. Blackwell, guardian of Willie Blackwell, a minor, pray- 
ing that compensation be made for certain commissary supplies fur- 
nished to the Army of the United States. I move that the petitions be 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. LOGAN. Ipresent sundry petitions, signed by soldiers in differ- 
ent parts of the country, principally the States of Missouri and Colorado, 
praying for the passage of a law conferring the benefit of pensions on 
soldiers generally. The character of the legislation desired is set forth 


very fally in the prayer of the = I move the reference of the 
petitions to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LOGAN presented two petitions of citizens of Cal.; a 
petition of citizens of Appleton, Wis.; and the petition of John Hewitt, 
superintendent of schools, Waukesha County, Wisconsin, praying for an 
appropriation for educationin Alaska; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition praying for the relief of certain officers 
who have served-a certain number of years as captains, &c,; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. : 

He also presented the petition of John E. Ayres, late private Com- 
pany E, Eighth New York Cavalry, praying that he be granted $2.50 
an acre for one hundred and sixty acres of land in lieu of other land; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented a petition of ex-soldiers and sailors, citizens of- 
Rock Island, Ill, praying for the enactment of a law to give every 
honorably discharged soldier and sailor of the late war one hundred and 
sixty acres of land without any requirement whatever; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. ® 

He also presented the petition of William Logan, late a teamster in 
the United States Army at Fort Lewis, Colo., praying that he be 
granted a pension; which was referred to the Committee on Military 


He also presented the petition of G. M. Scott Post, No. 260, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Illinois, praying the passage of a bill grant- 
ing a pension of $8 per month to every man who served thirty days in 
the Army and who was at least once exposed to an enemy’s fire in the 
war of the rebellion; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the memorial of Thomas A. Smyth Post, No. 1, 
Grand Army of the Republic, remonstrating against the National Con- 
gress granting back pay and restoration to Fitz-John Porter; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. VEST presented a petition of Burnside Post, No. 18, of the Grand 
Army of the. Republic, of Pleasant Hill, Mo., praying thit Congress 
make an appropriation of such amount as may be necessary to pay the 
difference between the amount agreed to be paid soldiers in the late 
war and the actual value of the currency paid; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I present the petition of A. C. 
Brown and others, citizens of Marinette, Wis., representing that they 
purchased Government land in the Upper Peninsula of Michigan of the 
United States in the regular way, and that it now appears that those 
lands are within the Ontonagon and Brulé River Railroad grant. They 
ask that their titles be confirmed. T move thatthe petition bereferred 
to the Copmittee on Public Lands. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. SAWYER paana the petition of Benjamin T. rs and 6 
others, citizens of Wisconsin, praying for the passage of the bill to con- 
firm title to settlers on the Ontonagon and State-line grant in the Upper 
Peninsula of Michigan; which was referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented six petitions of citizens of Pennsylvania, 
praying for the redemption of the trade-dollar and that the coinage of 
the silver dollar be discontinued; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Healso presented resolutions of the Philadelphia Maritime Exchange, 
in favor of the passage of the bill (S. 234) to relieve ships and vessels 
from compulsory pilot fees; which were referred tothe Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. JON AS presented the petition of the Louisiana parishes of East and 
West Feliciana, East Baton Rouge, Livingston, Saint Helena, Tangipa- 
hoa, Washington, and Saint Tammany, praying to be granted certain 
remuneration claimed to be due them as the corporate successors and 
presumptive heirs of the defunct State of West Florida; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. CALL. Ipresent a petition of citizens residing along the Mana- 
tee River, Florida, praying for an appropriation for the improvement 
of that river. The petition is quite a lengthy one, and states the very 
great importance of that improvement to the commerce of the Gulf. I 
move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. PLU MB presented a petition of citizens of Taos, N. Mex., pray- 
ing for an appropriation for education in Alaska; which was referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. JACKSON presented the petition of R. K. Baird, late private 
Company E, Second Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, praying for an increase of 
pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HARRIS presented the petition of Nathaniel Blain, of Fayette 
County, Tennessee; the petition of Mrs. E. P. Cantrell, of McNairy 
County, Tennessee; the petition of William H. Hill, of Shelby County, 
Tennessee, and the petition of A. W. Cole, P. R. Bough, and S. F. Jor- 


dan, heirs of Mrs. F. A.-Cole, deceased, late of Shelby County, Tennes- 
see, praying compensation for property taken and used by the United 
States A tte during the late war; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. ’ 
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ALLEGED ELECTION OUTRAGES IN VIRGINIA AND MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. HOAR. I am directed by the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections, to whom was committed the duty of making certain inves- 
tigations, to report a resolution and ask for its immediate adoption. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read for in- 
formation: 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the investigation into certain alleged 
of Virginia and Mississippi o: by the Senate by its resolution of January 
29, 1834, tobe made by the Committee on Privileges and Elections, may be made 
by nr subcommittee thereof, and that said committee or subcommittee shall 
be authorized to proceed to said States, or either of them, and to sit wherever 
it may be found necessary for the purposes of said investigation, and, if neces- 
sary, to appoint an additional clerk, and that the expenses of said investigation 
be paid from the appropriation “for special and select committees,” upon vouch- 
ers approved by the chairman of the committce mesic! the same; and that the 
committee have authority to cause its oceans testimony taken to be 
printed from time to time as it may see fit, exclusively for its use. j 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the reso- 
lution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will call the attention of 
the Senator from Massachusetts to Rule XXV, which provides that to 
the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate there ‘‘shall be referred all resolutions directing the payment of 
money out of the contingent fund of the Senate, or creating a charge 
upon the same.” This resolution appears to provide an appropriation, 
although it says it shall ‘‘be paid from the appropriation for special and 
select committees.” 

Mr. HOAR. If the Chair will pardon me, the expenditure from the 
contingent fund of the Senate has already been directed by the resolu- 
tion which passed the other day, and this resolution provides for ap- 
plying that expenditure from the fund which is appropriated expressly 
for select committees. I suppose that by unanimous consent, if there 
be any technical question, it can be done. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was re- 
ferred the memorial of the Chamber of Commerce and Board of Trade of 
San Francisco, Cal., on the subject of bankruptcy, reported a bill (S. 
1372) to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy throughout the 
United States; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. HOAR. I will introduce a resolution to-day or to-morrow for 
printing extra copies of the bill for the convenience of Senators, which 
I suppose will have to go to the Committee on Printing. 

ae PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, asked to be discharged from their further con- 
seoan: which was agreed to, and the bills were postponed indefi- 
nitely: 

A bill E 26) to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy; 

A bill (S. 580) to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy through- 
out the United States; and 

A bill (S. 731) to repeal chapter 160 of the laws of 1878, entitled “An 
act to repeal the bankrupt law,” approved June 7, 1878. 

Mr. GARLAND, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 437) to provide for the appointment of official ste- 
nographers for the circuit and district courts of the United States for the 
several Territorial courts and for the supreme court of the District of 
Columbia, reported adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed in- 
definitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1369) to prevent and punish the counterfeiting within the United States 
of notes, bonds, or other securities of foreign governments, reported it 
without amendment. , 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Territories, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 221) to amend sections 2474 and 2475 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, setting apart a certain tract of land lying nearthe 
head waters of the Yellowstone River as a public park, reported it with 
an amendment. ; 

He also, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 206) making an appropriation for the 
purchase of ground and the erectiow thereon, in the city of Washing- 
ton, of a building to be used as a hall of records, reported it with amend- 
ments, 

Mr. LOGAN, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported adversely thereon; and the bills 
were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 69) to amend an act approved June 5, 1882, re-establishing 
the Court of Commissioners of Alabama Claims, and for the distribu- 
tion of the nai r the moneys of the Geneva award; 


occurrences in the States 


A bill iS 417) for the relief of William H. Whiting; 

A bill (S. 573) amending an act re-establishing the Court of Commis- 
sioners of Alabama Claims, and for the distribution of the unappropri- 
ated moneys of the Geneva award, approved June 5, 1882; 


~~. 


A bill (S. 769) amendatory of and supplementary to an act entitled 
“An act re-establishing the Court of Commissioners of Alabama Claims, 
and for the distribution of the unappropriated moneys of the Geneva 
award,” approved June 5, 1882; 

A bill (S. 901) to amend and supplement an act entitled “‘An act re- 
establishing the Court of Commissioners of Alabama Claims, and for the 
distribution of the unappropriated moneys of the Geneva award,” ap- 
proved June 5, 1882; and 

A bill (S. 1211) to amend and supplement an act entitled “‘An act re- 
establishing the Court of Commissioners of Alabama Claims, and for 
the distribution of the unappropriated moneys of the Geneva award,” 
approved June 5, 1882. ‘ 

Mr. LOGAN, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 247) to extend the duration of the Court of Com- 
missioners of Alabama Claims, and for other purposes, reported it with 
amendments. 

Mr. LAPHAM subsequently said: I move to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill (S. 573) amending an act re-establishing the Court of 
Commissioners of Alabama Claims, and for*the distribution of the un- 
appropriated moneys of the Geneva award, approved June 5, 1882, re- 
ported adversely this morning, was postponed indefinitely, and that 
the same be placed on the Calendar. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to; and the bill was placed on 
the Calendar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. GROOME, from the Committee on Education and Labor, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 141) to fix and regulate the hours of labor of 
laborers, workmen, and mechanics employed by the Government of the 
United States, reported it with amendments. . 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on education and labor, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 140) to establish a bureau of statistics of labor, 
reported it without amendment. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Select Committee on Additional Accommo- 
dations for the Library of Congress, to whom was referred the bill (8. 
1139) authorizing the construction of a building for the accommodation 
of the Congressional Library, reported it without amendment. * 

Mr. MORRILL. I desire to give notice that I shall endeavor to call 
up the bill in the course of the week. I shall ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the Senate to do so perhaps on Thursday or Friday. 

Mr. MAHONE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom were referred the following bills, reported them severally 
without amendment: 

A bill (S. 235) to provide for the érection of a public building in the 
city of Augusta, Me. ; 

A bill (8. 55) to provide for the erection of a public building for the 
useof the United States courts, post-office, and other Government offices 
in the city of Carson City, in the State of Nevada; 

A bill i rs for the erection of a public building at Camden, N. J.; 

A bill (S. 182) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase 
land adjacent to the custom-house in the city of Providence, R. I.; 

A bill (S. 52) providing for the erection of a public building at Waco, 
Tex.; and : 

A bill (S. 53) providing for the erection of a public building at San 
Antonio, Tex. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
229) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to erect a public build- ~- 
ing in thecity of Key West, Fla., reported it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 146) making appropriation for the erection of a public building‘at 
Greenville, 8. C., reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. PUGH. Iam instructed by the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2) to amend chapter 1 of 
the Revised Statutes in reference to the election of Senators in Con 
to report the same with the recommendation that it do not 
am also instructed by the committee to report that in its opinion a re- 
cital by the governor of the State that the person named for Senator 
was legally elected is all that is required under the existinglaw. The 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. GasE sD] wbo introduced the bill de- 
sires that it shall be placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FRYE in the chair). The bill will 
be placed on the Calendar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. GEORGE, from the Committee on Education and Labor, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 176) to protect employés and servants engaged 
in foreign and interstate commerce, and employés and servants in the 
District of Columbia and the Territories of the United States, reported 
it with an amendment. : 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 78) for the erec- 
tionof a public building at La Crosse, Wis., repo it withoutamend- 
ment. 

Mr. CALL, from the Committee on Education and Labor, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 32) providing for the payment 
of laborers in Government employ for certain holidays, reported it with 
an amendment. > 


PAY OF HOUSE COMMITTEE CLERKS, ETC. 
Mr. ALLISON. Iam directed by the Committee on Appropriations, 


* 
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to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 116) fixing the time 
when the pay of certain clerks to committees and other employés of 
the House of Representatives shall begin, to report it without amend- 


ment, and I ask that it may be put upon its 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Gommitiee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. CALL. I wish to say a word upon the joint resolution. I, asa 
member of the Committee on Appropriations, dissented from the pro- 
priety of passing such a measure, and I wish to state in avery few words 
why I didso. 

The joint resolution divests the House of Representatives of its power 
to say when the duties of its employés shall commence. If it can not 
fix the time when their pay commences, it can not fix the time when 
their duties shall commence. 

The Constitution says that ‘‘each House may determine the rules of 
its proceedings.” To my mind it is very clear that this can notbe true 
and at the same time another House of Co: prescribe the time when 
compensation shall commerfce, for the Senate might say, “‘ We will not 
agree until the end of the session that their pay shall commence,” if 
they have any power to limit the time when the duties shall commence. 
I find in Story upon the Constitution very briefly the following words, 
which I shall read, as giving my reasons for opposing the joint resolu- 
tion: 

Src. 837. The next clause is ‘‘ Each House may determine the rules of its pro- 
ceedings.” No person can doubt the propriety of the provision authorizing each 
House to determine the rules of its own pi If the power did not exist 
it would be utterly impracticable to transact the business of the nation, either 
at all, oratleast with decency, deliberation,andorder. The humblest assembly 
of men is understood to possess this power, and it would be absurd to deprive 
the councils of the nation of a like authority. ` 

It is very clear to me thatif the Senate can limit the time when the 
House employés shall commence to perform their duties or when their 
pay shall commence, orif the House can limit the time when in the 
discretion of the Senate the duties of its employés shall commence or 
their pay, then each House is not the absolute judge and can not de- 
termine the rules of its ings. 

Further, this is not a measure for the appropriation of money. Itis 
to fix the time when the pay of these clerks shall commence, and that 
by law, thus divesting each succeeding House of the absolute authority 
which each succeeding House of the Legislature has of the power to de- 
termine the rules of its:proceeding, to say what shall be the manner in 
which their servants shall perform the duties attached to the legislative 

ings of that body. 

What is included in the words ‘‘ Each House may determine the rules 
of its proceedings?’ And how shall weascertain it? The rule is clear 
by which all language is ascertained by the ordinary meaning of the 
words and by the object or purpose of their use. Rule of proceeding 
is the customary method. 

The method of procedure in all legislative bodies is by committees, 
clerks, bills, resolutions, and records orjournals, and by order and de- 
corum. No one will deny that these methods or rules of proceeding are 
necessary, and, if so, they includeall things necessary to their existence. 
The only question is whether the payment of money or compensation 
isnecessary for these methods orrules—whether you can have a journal 
without paying for the book in which it is kept or clerks without com- 
pensation for theirlabor. In other words, the customary and necessary 
means to any object or purpose are included in the requirement that 
the purpose or object shall be accomplished. 

The constitutional object or purpose here is two separate legislative 
bodies, each of them ‘‘ determining the rules of its proceeding.” The 
conclusion demanded is that whatever is necéssary for the separate per- 
formance of the legislative duties of each is included and intended in 
this requirement. But the argument of the committee must be that 
the time when the officers of each House shall commence the perform- 
ance of their duties and the time when their pay shall commence shall 
not be fixed by each House, but shall be fixed by both Houses. 

It is said that instead of ‘‘each House” determining what is n 
te its ure, two Houses formerly existing made a law which has 
taken the place of this constitutional provision and requires both 
Houses to fix by law the time when the pay of the employés shall 
commence. 

This is only to affirm that the Revised Statutes have changed the 
organic law. I do not agree with this reasoning, and therefore shall 
vote against the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. The joint resolution is necessary from the fact that 
the Revised Statutes provide that no one can receive compensation for 
any duty performed until he shall have taken an oath of office. The 
clerks of several committees of the House of Representatives have been 
sear service without taking that oath, and this is simply to re- 
lieve the House from the provision which is contained in section 1756 of 
the Revised Statutes, which requires the oath to be taken before any 
compensation can be paid. It is a matter that has passed the House of 
Representatives several times. A similar resolution was passed in 1880, 
and one I believe in 1878. 

Mr. BECK. I hoped the Senator from Iowa would read the clause 
of section 1756 of the Revised Statutes which induced all of the com- 


mittee, I believe, except the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] to recom- 
mend the passage of the joint resolution. It is a House joint resolu- 
tion. They senditto us. They desire that we shall agree tb what they 
have done, and the committee agreed to do it without dotting an ‘i’? 
or crossing a “‘t.’? We are allowing them to do just what they desire, 
which is to pay these clerks from the time they began the discharge of 
their duties before they were sworn in. They could not be sworn in 
because the committees were not appointed, and yet the gentlemen who 
were to be chairmen of those committees had the clerks there at work 
not knowing what day they could be sworn in, and they now ask us 
to agree to a joint resolution which they send to us, to which we say 
‘certainly.’ Section 1756 of the Revised Statutes reads thus: 
person elected or appointed to any office of honor or profit, either in 

the civil, military, or naval service, excepting the t and the persons 
embraced by the section following. 1, before entering upon the duties of 
-such office, and before being entitled to any of the salary or other emolu- 
ments thereof, take and subscribe the following oath. 

They ask relief from that provision in the Revised Statutes. We say 
‘‘ves;’? and that is all there is of it. ` 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill i R. 1015) for the relief of Fitz-John Porter; 

A bill (H. R. 3520) declaring forfeited certain grants of land made to 
certain States in aid of the construction of railroads; and 

A bill (H. R. 3933) to declare a forfeiture of lands granted to the 
Texas Pacific Railroad Company, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House further insisted on its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate to the joint resolution 
(H. Res. 119) making an appropriation for the relief of Lieut. A. W. 
Greely and his party, composing what is known as the Lady Franklin 
Bay expedition to the Arctic regions; agreed to the further conference 
asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. SAMUEL J. RANDALL of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
WALDO Hutcuixs of New York, and Mr. W. H. CALKINS of In- 
diana managers at the further conference on its part. 

The message further announced that the House insisted upon its dis- 
agreement to the amendments of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. 
Res. 121) appropriating $50,000 for the support of certain destitute 
Indians; agreed to the conference asked by the Senateon the disa 
ing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. E. J. EL- 
Lis of Louisiana, Mr. W. S. HOLMAN of Indiana. and Mr. THOMAS 
RYAN of Kansas managers at the conference on its part. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MoMILLAN. Is the introduction of bills in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Frye in the chair). The hour 
E 1 o’clock has arrived, and the Calendar of unobjected cases is in 
order. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iask that the morning business be continued until 
we have concluded it, notwithstanding the expiration of the morning 
hour. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee asks that 
morning business be continued, notwithstanding the hour has arrived 
for the consideration of the Calendar of unohjected cases. Is there ob- 
jection? The Chair hears none, and it will he so ordered. : 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 1373) granting a right of way 
to the Cinnabar and Clark’s Fork Railroad Company; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Railroads. 

Mr. CONGER introduced a bill (8. 1374) to provide for the sale of the 
old site of Fort Brady, Michigan, and for a new site and the construc- 
tien of suitable buildings thereon; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying petition and map, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, introduced a bill (S. 1375) to enable 
the people of the Territory of Dakota to form a constitution; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 1376) for the relief of Francis S. 
Davidson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Mili Affairs. , 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 1377) granting a pension to Jere- 
miah P, Swatzell; which was twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1378) for the relief of F. C. Bulkley; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. - 

Mr. FAIR introduced a bill (S. 1379) for the relief of John M. Dor- 
sey and William F. Shepard; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1380) for the relief of Philip Felsen- 
thal; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1381) for the relief of certain settlers on 
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the Duck Valley Indian reservation in Nevada; which was read twice | of 1884; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 


by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1382) for the relief of Louis 
B. Epstein; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1383) to prevent the retro- 
active operation of that portion of the naval appropriation act of Au- 
gust 5, 1882, limiting the number of graduates of the Naval Academy 
to be retained in the service, printed on page 285 of volume 22 of the 
United States Statutes at Large; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. JONAS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1384) for the relief of 
James 8. Clark & Co.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McPHERSON introduced a bill (S. 1385) to carry into effect the 
conclusion and recommendation of a board of rear-admirals convened 
under a joint resolution approved February 5, 1879, in the case of Capt. 
Henry Erben, United States Navy; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (8. 1386) for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at Huntsville, Ala.; which was read twice by itstitle, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. HAMPTON introduced a bill (S. 1387) to provide statuary and 
historical tablets for the Saratoga monument; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 1388) to increase the pension of 
Ward B. Burnett; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MAXEY introduced a bill (S. 1389) to provide a suitable build- 
ing for the United States courts, post-office, and internal-revenue offices 
in the city of Tyler, State of Texas; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 1390) for the relief of James J. 
Johnston; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents, 

Mr. COCKRELL (by request of a reputable attorney in the city of 
Washington) introduceda bill (S. 1391) referring to the Court of Claims 
the claims for pi seized by General Johnston on the Utah expe- 
dition; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 1392) to compensate John W. 
Smith for losses sustained by him during the war of the rebellion; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. LOGAN introduced a bill (S. 1393) to reimburse Frailey and 
De Verne for money paid into the Treasury of the United States; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1394) for the relief of the Illinois Nor- 
mal University at Carbondale, Ill.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1395) to amend section 4787 of the Re- 
vised Statutes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 1396) for the relief of H. L. New- 
man; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1397) for the relief of George Maxwell; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 


Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 1398) granting an increase 
of pension to Andrew J. Bolar; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 1399) for the relief of William C, 
Dodge; which was read twice by its title, and referred tothe Committee 
on Patents. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 1400) for the relief of Edward 
C. Garlick; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompa- 
nying paper and the papers on file relating to the case, referred to the 
Committe on Claims, 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 1401) relating to sea-letters, pass- 
ports, and evidences of title to vessels; which was read twice by its ti- 
tle, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. WILSON introduced a bill (S. 1402) to prevent the advertise- 
ment of lotteries in the District of Columbia and the Territories of the 
United States, to prevent the sale of lottery tickets therein, and for 
other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FAIR introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 52) appropriating 
$1,200 for the purpose of transferring the remains of soldiers interred 
at Fort Churchill, Nev., to the soldiers’ cemetery at Carson City, 


Nev.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MORRILL introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 53) authorizing 
the printing and binding of additional copies of 
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mittee on Printing. 
D. ©. ALLEN. è 

Mr. COCKRELL. On the last day of our session, from the Commit- 
tee on Claims, the bill (S. 385) for the relief of D. C. Allen was reported 
adversely. I have been informed that there is additional testimony, 
and I ask that the order indefinitely ming that bill be set aside 
and that the bill be placed upon the Calendar. I did not observe the 
report at the time it was made, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri asks that 
the order indefinitely postponing the bill named by him be reconsid- 
ered. Without objection it will beso ordered. The Senator asks that 
the bill be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. HOAR. Is not that a case which I reported? 

Mr. COCKRELL. No; the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA] 
reported it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be placed on the Calen- 
dar unless objection be made, 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will not ask that it be recommitted until we 
get the additional testimony, 
ion PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be placed on the Calen- 

THOMAS H. REEVES. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Some days ago the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. 
deal the chairman of the Committee on Public Lands reported 
adversely the bill (S. 352) for the relief of Thomas H. Reeves. I had 
stated to him at the ore or just about the time he reported it, that I 
should have no additional evidence, and suggested that he report the 
bill; but before the report was e I received information from the 

ies concerned that the additional evidence would be furnished and 
aimed to communicate that fact to him, but did not give him the in- 
formation until after he had made the report. I ask that the order 
indefinitely Spann Boss bill may be reconsidered, and that the bill 
may be placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri asks that 
the order indefinitely postponing Senate bill 352 be reconsidered. Is 
there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is reconsidered. The 
Senator further asks that the bill be placed on the Calendar. It is so 
ordered, there being no objection. 


ELIZABETH GORDON. 


Mr. GROOME. On the 29th ultimo the Committee on Pensions 
made an unfavorable report upon the bill (S. 650) for the relief of 
Elizabeth Gordon, and the bill was indefinitely postponed. With the 
consent and approval of the Senator who made that report, I ask that 
bi Ming by which the bill was indefinitely postponed may be recon- 
si s 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair), Is there 
objection to reconsidering the vote by which the bill named,by the ` 
Senator from Maryland was postponed indefinitely? The C hears 
none, and the vote is reconsidered. $ 

Mr. GROOME. I now move that the bill be again referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

“The motion was agreed to. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS, 


Mr, BAYARD submitted an amendment intended to be pro} by 
him to the bill (S. 729) for the protection of children in the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes; which was ordered to lie on the table 
and be printed. 

Mr. SHERMAN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him as a substitute for the bill (S. 1155) to provide for the issue of 
circulating notes to national banking associations; which was ordered 
to lie on the table and be printed. 

_ Mr. HARRIS. By request I offer an amendment in the nature of a 
substitute for the bill (S. 408) concerning Federal elections. Iask that 
the amendment be printed and referred to the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections, where the bill referred to is now pending. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Fryrin the chair). The Senator 
from Tennessee submits an amendment toa pending bill, and moves that 
it be printed and referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. PLUMB, it was 

Ordered, That the attorney for the heirs of Samuel H. M riana ad 
hereby permitted to withdraw from the files of the Baroy of the Senate 
papers in their claim for relief. 

On motion of Mr. BECK, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of the Madison Female Institute be with- 
drawn from the files and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

On motion of Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, it was 


Ordered, That the in the claim of Louis C. Madeira and Emilio F, Cabada 
be taken from the files and referred to the Committee on Claims, 
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On motion of Mr. HAWLEY, it was 
Ordered, That the papers in the case of L; T, Hadl 


ock, execu be with- 
drawn from the files and referred to the ittee on Claims, additional eyi- 
dence having been presented since an adverse report was made, 

On motion of Mr. HAMPTON, it was 


Ordered, That the rs relating to Se: bill 1210, Forty-seventh Congress 
wine from tne files of the Senate d referred to the Committee on Mili- 


On motion of Mr. PLATT, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of Betsey A. Mower be withdrawn from 
the files of the Senate, no adverse report having been made, 


On motion of Mr. MORRILL, it was 
That the papers accompanying the following numbered bills of the 
and referred to the 


Ordered, 
Forty-seventh Congress be taken from the files of the Senate 
Senate Committee on Finance: S, 551, 695, 1023, 1696, 2408, ~ 


On motion of Mr. GEORGE, it was 

Ordered, That the Hon. E, Barksdale, representative of the heirs of Henry E, 
Sizer, deceased, be authorized to withdraw from the files of the Seere: 's office 
the papers aon documents accompanying the bill for the relief of Henry E. Sizer, 
being e bill 330 of the first session of the Forty-sixth Congress, upon his 
complying with the rule on this subject. 

SUPERVISING ARCHITECT. 

Mr. BUTLER submitted the following resolution; which was read: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to 
forward to the Senate the testimony taken by a committee of the Treasury De- 

rtment during the last summer, and the report of said committee, touchin; 

e administration of the Supervising Architect's office by Supervising Archi- 
tect Hill. And that the Secretary of the Treasury communicate to the Senate, 
under and by virtue of what provision of law the Supervising Architect is a 
pointed, and the anope and extentofhis powersundersuch appointment ; wheth- 
er he executes an official bond, and whether he disburses pene icmoney in virtue 
of his appointment as Supervising Architect; and, if so, from which appropria- 
tion, and for what purpose. 


Mr. BUTLER. LI ask for the present consideration of the resolution. 
Mr. CONGER. Let the resolution be printed and lie over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made, and the resolu- 
tion will lie over under the rule, and be printed. 
CRIMES OF INDIANS UPON INDIANS. . 
Mr. MORGAN. I offer the following resolution, and ask for its 
present consideration: 


Resolved, That the Attorney-General be directed to send to the Senate copies of 
the correspondence between the ent of Justice and the Department of 


the Interior concerning the case of Johnson Foster, a Creek Indian, who was 

of the unlawful killing of Robert Poisal,an Arapaho Indian, in the 
In Territory, in September, 1882; and a copy of any opinion of the Attorney- 
General given in that case rela! to the jurisdiction of the courts of the United 
States over such crimes commi by one Indian against another Indian within 
the Indian Territory. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I think that had better be printed and lie over, 
Mr. President. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama asks for 
the prani consideration of the resolution, but there is objection. The 
resolugion will lie over under the rules, and be printed. 


ISSUE OF UNION PACIFIC OBLIGATIONS. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. I ask for the present consideration of the fol- 
lowing resolution: 

Whereas by section 4 of an act “making appropriations for the legislative 
a crores paisal expenses of the Government in = year ending June 

74,and for other purposes,” approv t was provided “‘ 

dividend shall hereafter be made by said company but from the rh pk net arn 
ings thereof; and no new stock shall be issued on mortgages or pledges made 
on the property or net earnings of the company without leave of Congress, ex- 
cept for th of funding and securing debt now existing or the removal 
thereof. y director or officer who shall pay or declare, or aid in paying or 
gopi piena dividend or creating any mortgage or pledge prohibited by this 
sa P a a by imprisonment notexceeding two years, and by fine not 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior inform the Senate whether the 
Union Pacific Railroad Company has issued any new stock or made any mort- 
gage pledge, lease, running arrangement, or r traffic contract since March, 


The resolution was considered, by unanimous consent, and 

Mr. HAWLEY. I believe the preamble is subject to action yet. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not know what the preamble is. [havea gen- 
eral objection to agreeing to preambles. I am perfectly willing to agree 
to the resolution, but before agreeing to a preamble I should like to 
read and study it. I agreed to the resolution because I can remember 
that, but I donot know how much of an indictment the preamble is. 

Mr, VAN WYCK. The preamble merely recites the act of Congress 
passed in 1873, a clause of an appropriation bill. 

Mp HOAR: The preamble does not say what corporation that ap- 
plies 

Mr. VAN WYCK. It applies to the Union Pacific Railroad Com- 


pany. 
Mr. HOAR. Let it be read again. 
Ph ion benign wali iano g pes of the act quoted refers to 
e Union c m: and it was not necessary to put 
in the whole of the act. mE x 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution is passed, and the pre- 
amble wil stard unless objection be made. 


to. 


PRINTING OF A BILL. 
Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee on Printing: 
Resolved, That 3,000 extra copies of the bill to establish a uniform system ot 
hrrg be poke reported from the Judiciary Committee on the 4th day of February, 


in pamphlet form for the use of the Senate. 
COLORADO SCHOOL LANDS. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no further “‘ concurrent 


-~| or other resolutions,” the Calendar of unobjected cases isin order. The 


first business on that Calendar will be laid before the Senate. 

The Chief Clerk announced as firstin order the bill (S. 74) to enable 
the State of Colorado to take lands in lieu of the sixteenth and thirty- 
sixth sections found to be mineral lands, and to secure to the State of 
Colorado the benefit of the act of July 2, 1862, entitled ‘‘An act donat- 
ing public lands to the several States and Territories which may provide 
colleges for the benefit of agriculture and the mechanic arts; and the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed its consideration. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. There isan amendment offered by the 
Senator from California [Mr. MILLER] pending to this bill. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. An objection was made to that amend- 
ment by several Senators, though I do not think the objection well 
founded, that it seemed to en the passage of the bill of the Sena- 
tor from Colorado. I withdraw the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr, MILLER, of California. The Committeeon Public Lands have 
reported a bill for California precisely like the amendment I offered to 
this bill, and at the proper time I shall ask to have that bill consid- 
ered. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next bill in order will be am- 
nounced. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, Iask unanimous consent to take up 
Senate bill 1024, precisely like the one just passed, applicable to @ali- 
fornia. It is Order of Business No. 110, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from California asks 
unanimous consent to take up Order of Business No. 110 on the Calen- 
dar. Is there objection ? 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the title of the bill be read for information. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I think Ishall object. Let the Cal- 
endar go on in order. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wisconsin objects. 
The next bill on the Calendar will be proceeded with. 


OREGON AND WASHINGTON INDIAN WAR EXPENSES. 


The bill (S. 936) to provide for the payment of so much of the ex- 
penses incurred by the Territories of Oregon and Washington in the 
suppression of Indian hostilities therein in the years 1855 and 1856 as 
have not been heretofore provided for and paid was announced as next 
in order. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that that bill be referred to the Committee on 
Claims. It seems to have gone to no committee of the Senate as yet. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Oregon [Mr. SLA- 
TER] who introduced the Bill is absent and sick, and requested that 
this bill lie on the table for the present before it shall be referred. The 
Chair hears no objection, and such order will be made. The bill will 
lie on the table for the present. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. 


SPECIAL ASSISTANT ATTORNEYS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next business in order is the 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN Wyck] 
directing the Committee on the Judiciary to examine and report what 
legislation, if any, is necessary to restrict the appointment of special 
assistant attorneys, &c. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Iask that that lie over without prejudice. All 
the information called for has not yet been returned to the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the resolution 
lying over without prejudice? The Chair hears none, and the next 
business on the Calendar will be stated. 


KANSAS CITY, FORT SCOTT AND GULF RAILROAD COMPANY. 


The joint resolution (S, R. 21) for the relief of the Kansas City, Fort 
Scott and Gulf Railroad Company was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. j 

The preamble recites that the Kansas City, Fort Scott and Gulf Rail- 
road Company, successor to the Kansas and Neosho Valley Railroad 


Company, has, under and in accordance with the provisions of “‘Anact 
to secure the rights of settlers upon certain railroad lands, and torepeal 
the first five sections of an act entitled ‘An act granting lands to the 
State of Kansas to aid in the construction of the Kansas and Neosho 
Valley Railroad and its extension to Red River,’ a 

1866,” restored to the United States all the unsold lan 


ed July 25, 
received by it 
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under its land grant and paid intothe Treasury the proceeds of all lands 
sold. Theresolution therefore provides thatthe Kansas City, FortScott 
and Gulf Railroad Company, successor to the Missouri River, Fort Scott 
and Gulf Railroad Company, shall be entitled to the payment in full of 
all compensation earned heretofore by the last-mentioned company in 
transporting mails and military and other supplies for the Government 
to the same extent and effect as though no lands had been granted for 
the benefit of the company. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is there any report? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. « There is a report. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. SAWYER 
January 9, 1884: 

The Committee on Railroads, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. 
21) for the relief of the Kansas City, Fort Scott und Gulf Railroad Company, have 


" had the same under consideration, and report the same back as follows: 


By an act of Congress approved July 25, 1866, there was granted to the State 
of Ranson, to aid in the construction of a, railroad “ from the eastern terminus 
of the Union Pacific Railroad, Eastern Division, at the line between Kansas and 
Missouri, at or near the mouth of the Kansas River, on the south side thereof, 
southwardly through the eastern tier of counties in Kansas, with a view to its 
extension so as to effect a junction at Red River with the railroad now bein; 
constructed from Galveston to Red River at or near Preston, in Texas,” an 
known as the Kansas and Neosho Valley Railroad Company, “every alternate 
section of land or parts thereof designated by odd numbers, to the extent of 
ten sections per mile on each side of the road, to be selected within twenty miles 
from the line of said way,” * * * “not granted, reserved, or sold, and to 
which the right of homestead settlements or pre-emption had not attached at 
the date of definite location thereof" (14 Statutes, 236). A map showing the definite 
location of said road was filed in the Department of the Interior June 27, 1868, 
and the lands inuring to said grant on the line of the road thus established were 
subsequently withdrawn from settlement for the benefit of the road, namely, 
under dates of June 12 and October 4, 1869. 

A mapshowing that the road had been constructed in accordance with the con- 
ditions of the granting act was filed in the General Land Office in ote! t 1871. 

The name of said road was changed from the “Kansas and Neosho alley 
Railroad” to the “ Missouri River, Fort Scott and Gulf Railroad Company” 
by decree of the probate court of Johnson County, Kansas, on October 5, 1868, 
and was rea y Heed again changed to that of the Kansas City, Fort Scott and 
Gulf Railroad Company, 

By an act of Congress approved March 3, 1877, entitled “An act to secure the 
rights of settlers upon certain railroad lands, and repeal the first five sections of 
an act entitled ‘An act granting lands to the State of Kansas to aid in the con- 
struction of the Kansas and Neosho Valley Railroad and its extension to the 
Red River,’ approved July 25, 1866,” the first five sections of said act of July 25, 
1866, were repealed. By the second section of said act of March 3, 1877, the Sec- 
retary of the Interior was directed to issue no more patents to said company, 
and to withhold all patents not delivered, 

The subsequent provisions of the latter act required the company to accept of 
the terms, conditions, and impositions thereof, including the reconveyance of 
all the lands patented to it, the repayment of all moneys received from the sale 
of eters the cancellation of all outstanding contracts for the sale thereof if the 
contracting parties should consent in writing thereto, the repayment to pur- 
chasers of all moneys paid on outstanding contracts. These provisions have been 
complied with and performed by said company within the time named, and the 

pore evidencing such performance are now on file in the Department of the 

nterior, 

In 1869 the construction of the road was commenced and within two years was 
completed through and beyond all the public lands from which its grant could 
have been satisfied. 

By reason of the existence of this Jand t, the Missouri River, Fort Scott 
and Gulf Railroad Company, between the date of its construction and the taking 
effect of the act of 3, 1877, was subjected to certain deductions from its reg- 
ular and proper charges for the transportation of the mails of the United States, 
and also of certain military and other freights of the Government, which it is 
the purpose of the joint resolution under consideration to cause to be paid to the 
company. 

As stated above, the company has complied with all the provisions of the act 
of March 8, 1877. In other words, it has conveyed to the United States all the 
lands reeeived by it by virtue of said t and not sold by it, and it has paid 
into the Treasury the proceeds of all the lands of said grant by it sold, so that 
the Government has been restored to the condition it was in practically before 
said grant was made, and the railroad company has had no benefit whatever 
from the grant. The amount of compensation withheld from said company in 
co uence of said grant being 50 per cent. of the regular c for the trans- 
p on of freight, and 20 per cent. of the regular charges for transportation of 

e mails between the date of the construction of the road and the taking effect 
of the act of March 3, 1877, is about $25,000, which it is the purpose of the joint 
resolution to require the repayment of. 

Your committee deem it only fair and equitable that as the Government has 
been placed in its ori; condition, it should now do the same by the railroad 
compan, and therefore recommend the passage of the joint resolution, with 
certain formal amendments submitted. a 


The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 


passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is-there objection to the preamble? 

The Chair hears none, and the preamble will stand. 
MARCUS RADICH. 

The bill (S, 975) for the relief of T. J. Boyles, administrator of the 
estate of Marcus ich, deceased, was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. It provides for the payment to T. J. Boyles, administrator 
of the estate of Marcus Radich, deceased, of Houston, Tex., of $440, in 
full for the rent of two buildings belonging to Radich, in Brownsville, 
Tex., one of which houses was occupied by the United States military 
authorities from August 21, 1865, to December 31, 1865, at the rate of 
$60 per month, and the other was occupied by the United States author- 
ities from January 31, 1866, to March 31, 1866 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SALLIE A. SPENCE. 
The bill (S. 431) for the relief of Sallie A. Spence was considered as 


in Committee of the Whole. It provides for the payment to Sallie A. 
Spence of $100, for rent of a building at Murfreesborough, Tenn., used 
and occupied as a hospital, under contract with the proper military 
officers, during July, 1864. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MRS, J, P. WILLIAMS. 


The bill (S. 379) for the relief of Mrs. J. P. Williams was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for the payment to Mrs, J. 
P. Williams of $900, without interest, being the amount due to her on 
her contract with the United States, as appears by certified accounts 
on file in the Treasury Department. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

J, A. HENRY AND OTHERS. 


The bill (S. 537) for the relief of J. A. Henry and others was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for the payment to the 
following-named persons, or to their legal representatives, of the amounts 
due on their contracts with the United States, as appears by certified ac- 
counts on file in the Treasury Department, namely: To J. A. Henry, 
$52; to Robert Stevenson, $54; to L. T. Green, $51 ; to Masonic Hall 
Company, Atlanta, Ga., $475; to E. Rouff, $45; to E. C. Clements, $200; 
to R. W. Corbin, $22.50; to Mrs. M. J. Donahoe, $345.50; to N. C. 
Blonton, $430. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES VANCE AND WILLIAM VANCE. 


The bill (S. 677) for the relief of the estates of James Vance and 
William Vance was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
vides for thé payment to the legal representatives of James Vance, de- 
ceased, and to the legal representatives of William Vance, deceased, of 
$5,500, in full payment for the use of buildings at San Antonio, Tex., 
between August 5, 1865, and August 20, 1866. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, and read the third time. 

Mr. CULLOM. It seems to me these billsought to be read at length, 
so that we may know what they are. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bills are read at length. 

Mr. CULLOM. I did not hear this one read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill has been read at length. 
The question is on its passage. 

The bill was passed. 

JAMES BRIDGER. 

The bill (S. 380) for the relief of James Bridger was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee dn Claims with an amend- 
ment to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That James Bridger be, and he is hereby, authorized to commence his suit in 
the Court of Claims against the kirar era Se any time within one Year after 
the passage of this act, for the value of the improvements by him erected and 
constructed at Fort Bri , situated in Green River County, in the Territory of 
Utah, and appropriated by the United States to its own use; and the Court of 
Claims shal have jurisdiction to hear and determine the said claim free from 
the bar of the statute of limitations; and said claimant and the United States 
shall have the right to use as evidence before said court any or documents 
in the War Department in relation to said claim, and any Sines competent testi- 


mony relative to the claim; and said court shall render judgment in favor of 
said claimant for the value of said improvements as found by said court, 


Mr. PLATT. Let the report be read, if it is nota long one. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is two pages. 

Mr. PLATT. Then let the Senator reporting the bill explain it. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. In 1843 James Bridger located cer- 
tain lands in the present Territory of Utah, thatis, he went uponthem 
and took possession. He erected improvements on those lands, which 
were subsequently knownas Fort Bridger. In 1857, when General 
Johnston went to Utah with his army, he took possession of Bridger’s 
improvements and lands. Heentered into a contract with him, orsome 
proper officer entered into a contract with him, by which it was agreed 
that the Government should pay him $10,000 when he showed that he 
had a good title to the land, and: a certain yearly rent was agreed to be 
paid also. Bridger has never been able to show that he had a valid 
title to the land, and the Government subsequently issued an order 
making it a military reservation. The Government is still in 
sion of the lands that were in the possession of Bridger at that time, 
and the War Department is nowimproving the buildings and erections 
on the Jand with the view of making it a permanent fort. This bill 
simply provides that Bridger may go into the Court of Claims and prove 
the value of the improvements on the land at the time it was taken 
possession of by General Johnston, and get judgment for the value of 
those improvements. 

Mr. PLATT. And not for the land itself? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Oh, no. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I would suggest, in view of the fact that it has 
been reported to us that the claimant, James Bridger, isdead, and that 
fact is not conclusively known yet, there be inserted as an amendment 
to the amendment the words, ‘‘or his legal representatives,” imme- 
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diately after the name ‘‘ James Bridger,” so that it will do for either. 
I move that amendment to the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and » 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Let the title be amended so as to 
read ‘‘A bill for the relief of James Bridger or his legal representatives.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER.. That amendment will be made unless 
objection be interposed, and the title will stand as amended. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 
the 31st ultimo approved and signed the following acts: 

Anact (S. 713) toremove the political disabilities of Samuel H. Lockett, 
of Alabama; and 

An act (S. 1256) for the removal of the remains of the late Maj. Gen. 
Edward O. C. Ord, United States Army, from Havana, Cuba, to Wash- 


ington, D. C. 
PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, 
the Chair will lay before the Senate the unfinished business, which is 
Senate bill No. 19. 

The Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (S. 19) to provide for ascertaining and settling private land 
claims in certain States and Territories. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending question is on the 
amendment offered by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] 
to clause 7, section 12. 

Mr. BAYARD. I submitted to the Senate at its last meeting my 
reasons why it would be inadvisable, and I think unlawfal, for us to 
adopt the amendment of the Senator from New Jersey. I trust there- 
fore the Senate will decline to accede to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. Theamendment is, after the word ‘‘quantity,” in 
line 46 of section 12, to strike out “‘than eleven square leagues,” and 
after the word “‘land,”’ in line 47, to strike out down to and including 
the word ‘‘quantity,’’ in line 49, as follows: ‘‘to or in the right of any 
one original grantee or claimant, or in the right of any one original 
grant to two or more persons jointly, nor for a greater quantity;’’ so that 
the whole clause will read: 

No confirmation shall in any case be made or patent issued fora 
tity of land than was authorized by the respective laws of 5 
applicable to the claim. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. : 

Mr. CONGER. In section 3, line 6, I move to strike out the words 
t -when the person testifying is dead;’’ so as to make the section read: 


Sec. 3. That the testimony which has been heretofore lawfully and regularly 
received by the surveyor-genera! of the proper Territory or State, or by the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office, spon all claims presented to them, re- 
spectively, shall be admitted in evidence in all trials under this act, so far as the 
subject-matter th 


ereof is competent evidence; and the court shall give it such 
weight as, in its judgment, under all the circumstances, it ought to faye 

I have commented on this clause heretofore, and shall merely refer to 
itnow. Testimony has for thirty years been authorized to be taken 
before the surveyor-general, who was appointed a commissioner under 
the law; the parties interested have at very great expense obtained tes- 
timony which, if not received now, by reason of the lapse of time and 
the loss of witnesses, can never be restored. This bill excludes the re- 
ceipt of such testimony, unless the witnesses are dead; and this ex- 
clusion applies not only to the verbal testimony of witnesses, but to 
documents and papers. There is a proviso still remaining in the bill 
that the court shall give the testimony received where the witnesses 
are dead such weight as, in its judgment, under all the circumstances, 
it ought to have. In view of that restriction, I see no reason why all 
the testimony taken under the laws heretofore passed should not be re- 
ceived in the examination of these cases. 

Mr. BAYARD. Icertainly hope the Senate will notadopt the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Michigan. In the first place, this bill for the 
first time in the legislative history of these claims provides for a trial and 
hearing on both sides before a judicial tribunal. ‘The hearings and the 
examinations heretofore in regard to these vast unmeasured bodies of 
land have been in a great degree ex parte; the character of testimony 
which has sought to sustain many of these grants has been vague and 
unsatisfactory to a great degree. _The consequence has been that, for 
want ofa proper representation upon the of the ndents, large 
bodies of land have been confirmed by Congress in what has subse- 
quently turned ont to be absolute ignorance of what they were doing. 
The limitation affixed by the committee was one of long deliberation 
and careful consideration. Itapplies the regular, the usual rule of evi- 
dence in courts to cases of this character. If the witness be alive 


r quan- 
or Mexico 


there is no hardship that he shall be produced and be cross-examined, 
because an examination without a cross-examination may prove, as we 
all know in common experience, entirely illusory. The half truth may 
be worse than the whole lie. 

In the present case there is no hardship, because if the witness be 
dead his deposition can be read with what force it may be entitled to 
before the tribunal; and if he be alive the rights of counter-claimants, 
now provided for for the first time, can be tested by compelling his pres- 
ence and subjecting him to the usual tests for the evisceration of truth. 
It would be the greatest error, it weuld be an assault upon justice, to 
permit a great mass of depositions, which are in reality but little more 
than mere ex parte affidavits, to be received as evidence in the cases in- 
poring the large amounts and the valuable properties affected by this 
bi 


I trust therefore that the careful consideration of the committee will 
not be disregarded, and that the Senate will sustain them in throwing” 
around these cases this necessary safeguard for the protection of private 
tights as well as publie rights, which was designed by the clause in 
question. If the witness be dead his deposition may be read; if he be 
alive there is no reason why he should not be called and subjected to 
cross-examination. Therefore whether you look at the private interest 
or the public interest, both demand alike that this safeguard and pro- 
tection should be maintained. I trust the Senate, in the face of the. 
loose character of the testimony, the hearsay oftentimes which has crept 
in, will not permit this safe to be stricken out of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair). The ques- 
tion ian} the amendment proposed by the Senator from Michigan [Mr. - 
CoNGER]. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HARRISON. As has been said by the Senator from Delaware, 
the surveyor-general of New Mexico and the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office in the investigations which have been authorized by 
existing laws were of course allowed to receive and doubtless did re- 
ceive ex parte affidavits. Very likely in many of these cases the sur- 
veyor-general may never have looked upon the face of the person whose 
testimony was presented; very likely he had no other evidence of the 
existence of such person as the witness who assumed to testify except 
his signature, real or pretended, to the paper which was presented to 
him and the authentication of the officer before whom the oath pur- 
ported to have been taken. í 

Now, Mr. President, as we are providing here a scheme by which 
these titles shall be brought to the tests of legal evidence, the rules of 
evidence that are in force in the courts of the country, it seems to me 
that it would be entirely out of character to say that everything which 
had been admitted as evidence by a surveyor-general in any of these 
Territories or by the Commissioner of the General Land Office should 
by the reason of the fact that he had received it as evidence be evi- 
dence before the court. It might very well be that the evidence was 
incompetent by reason of some rule of law such as the Senator from 
Delaware has s ; a court would possibly exclude it because it 
was hearsay testimony; but under thesection, as the Senator from Mich- 
igan proposes to amend it, such testimony must be received. The hearsay 
statements, by the section as amended, would necessarily be received as 
evidence in the case. , 

This makes interminable confusion of rule. If there be anything in 
the suggestion of.the Senator from Michigan that some of these wit- 
nesses are remote from the points where they would have to testify, 
and that it would be subjecting the claimants to unnecessary expense 
to require them to $ goy the witnesses again in court, his amend- 
ment, I think, should be so framed, if it is allowed at all, as that the 
court should have to judge of the question whether the evidence was 
admissible in itself under the rules of law, and should further have the 
power, upon any suggestion of fraud or deceit or forgery in connection 
with the testimony—upon any such suggestion from the adverse claim- 
antor from the distriet attorney of the United States—to compel the 
production of the witness in open court, that he might be cross-exam- 
ined, or to exclude his testimony. It may be that there might be some 
of this evidence that would be competent by the rules of law that 
would be difficult to obtain again, the authenticity and genuineness of 
which might not be challenged by the Government. If there should 
be any such, I would see no objection to allowing it to be introduced; 
but it does seem to me, if we are to proceed to test these titles in courts 
of law, that it would be—I will not use the term that was upon my 
lips; but it would certainly be anomalous to dump in upon these courts 
of law a mass of papers such as have been accumulated by the sur- 
veyor-general, and to compel the receipt of all that as evidenee without 
reference to whether it conformed at all to the recognized rules of evi- 
dence in courts of law and equity. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. President, the result of the adoption of this bill 
without the amendment would be to make a farce of all the labors and 
all the expense of about nine hundred claimants who have taken tes- 
timony under the provisions of a Jaw passed in 1854. Many-of them 
having died long ago, their heirs have gone on and taken testimony. 
This has involved an expense of thousands and hundreds of thousands 
of dollars in the aggregate. This would make that labor and that ex- 
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pense performed in accordance with the only law authorizing testimony 


to be taken a perfect farce. 

Iam no friend of these claims. I do not care how quickly they are 
swept out. I have no doubt many of them are forged and false and 
fraudulent claims. I would rather the matter should be disposed of 
in some manner to protect those who have legal claims. But there 
have been reports made to Congress, at intervals of five to ten years, 
from 1857 up to the present time, by committees of the Senate and by 
committees of the House, stating that this testimony had been taken 
at great expense. Congress has acted upon this testimony in every 
case which has been presented to Congress and disposed of; and in every 
case where a claim has been passed Congress has acted solely upon this 
kind of testimony in passing the claim. There are, it is said, about 
nine hundred claims pending on the testimony already taken before the 
surveyor-general under the provisions of this law. A commissioner of 
the General Land Office in one of his reports made the following state- 
ment to Congress: 


It might perhaps be suggested that, inasmuch as in the majority of the cases 
these ms will have to go into court for the final adjudication of title, the com- 
mission might be d with and the courts vested with original and ex- 
clusive jurisdiction in all cases, This course would be open to the following 


o ons: l 
irst. Day which is the principal objection against the present mode of set- 
tling these aims under the act of 1854, In this connection it should be taken 
into consideration, first, that the courts already have all of the legitimate busi- 
ness they can attend to; and second, that if the adjudication of the title in these 
cases were made an original proceeding in the courts, the whole case would have 
to be made up in the court, requiring in each case a period varying from two or 
three days to a week or ten days, according to the particular circumstances in 
each case, while, on the other hand, if the case is brought into court in the form 
of a complete transcript of the proceedings of the commission thereon it can be 
di of in a comparatively much shorter time, 
the confirmation of these claims were left entirely to the court, it would in 
my pagnon be a low estimate to fix the limit within which they would all be 
coniirmed at twenty-five years. 
Second. The commission, as constituted in the respon’ bill, with its inter- 
prose and two law agents, one of whom is required to be skilled in the Span- 
language, furnishes a more perfect and effectual means for the protection of 
the interests of the United States than if the adjudication of these claims were 
devolved upon the courts. The bill contemplates*that one of the law agents 
shall be in constant attendance upon the commission, while the other, whose 
duties will be more in the nature of a special attorney or agent, is abroad col- 
lecting testimony in behalf of the Government. In many instances it will be 
necessary for each agent to visit the premises in person to procure the informa- 
tion and witnesses necessary to a proper defense of the interests of the Govern- 
ment. The district attorneys could not ibly perform these duties, if it were 
Ps Sip of red ar the reon herbed - t ar oe of the bers P specie anid to ar 
scharge of the duties properly pertaining to their respective offices they wou 
have but little time to dorato to these duties, and second, that it would be nec- 
essary, in order to property. ‘orm them, for the district attorney of each judi- 
cia] district to be familiar with the Spanish language. 


In this same report of General Williamson, a careful head of the Land 
Office, he stated to Congress that if the testimony had to be taken again 
and the cases commenced de novo you might safely calculate that it 
would take over twenty-five years for any court to hear and finally de- 
termine these proceedings. 

Mr. DA . Will the Senator do me the favor to tell me what are 
the processes by which this testimony has been taken? The Senator 
says it was taken in conformity with theold law. I am ignorant of the 
provisions of that law myself, and I should like to know in what man- 
ner this testimony of which he has been taken, what has been 
the rule of law, and what efforts have been made to bring out the whole 

` Mr. CONGER. I can not answer fully. 

Mr. DAWES. I think the Senator can tell in general the provisions 
of the law. I acknowledge my ignorance of this law. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have the statute right here, and if the Senator 
from Michigan is willing I will read a portion of it. 

Mr. CONGER. Certainly. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The statute of July 22, 1854, is as follows: 

SEC, 8. And be it a th - 
mal anat such i oshsa aagi Ce ny eae 2 of the TAEI 

I have not those instructions— 


to ascertain the origin, , character, and extent of all claims to lands un- 
der the laws, usages, and customs of Spain and Mexico; and for this purpose 
may issue notices, summon witnesses, administer oaths, and do and perform all 
other necessary acts in the premises. He shall make a full report on all such 
claims as originated before the cession of the territory to the United States by 
the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo of 1848, denoting the various grades of title, 
with his decision as to the validity or invalidity of each of the same under the 
laws, usages, and customs of the country before its cession to the United States, 
and shall also make a report in to all pueblos existing in the Territory, 
showing the extent and locality of each, stating the number of inhabitants 
the said pueblos, respectively, and the nature of their titles to the land. 

It goes on to say that such report shall be made to the Secretary of 
the Interior and laid before Congress, with a view to confirming bona 

e grants. : 

Mr. DAWES. That does not quite give the information which I am 
after—whether in practice there has been any such thing as cross-exami- 
nation by an adverse claimant or by the United States, or whether it 
is a fact, as was suggested by the Senator from Delaware, that affidavits 
were received. All its value, it seems to me, would depend on answer- 
ing that question. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. President, an officer of this Government was 
directed by law to inquire into and examine these cases. He was re- 
quired to go upon the ground and ascertain and find the boundaries of 
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any claim presented to him which had boundaries defined. He was 
bound by law to have presented to him whatever of muniments of titl- 
there might be in the hands of the claimants, to take testimony, hear 
statements both for and against the confirmation of the claims, and take 
testimony where there were conflicting or overlapping claims. This 
was the law first for the Territory of New Mexico, and then it was ex- 
tended over the other Territories mentioned in the bill, conferring the 
authority on the surveyor-general in each under the instructions of 
the Department, which I have not, for all these matters are very vo- 
luminous, and from year to year these reports were made by the sur- 
veyors-general of these Territories and States respectively. Large masses 
of testimony were returned with the surveys which must be used, and 
the only ones which can be used, but yet under the provisions of this 
bill there has got to be a new survey, new lines, new testimony, new 
proof of landmarks which have been entirely destroyed and obliterated 
and cannot possibly be replaced in many instances. By the provisions 
of this bill all that testimony, all these, surveys, all these official pro- 
ceedings, are thrown out, unless perchance it be testimony of some per- 
son who has since died; and there has been-room for a great many to 
die from that time to this all over these Territories. The reports show 
that somewhere between six and seven hundred cases have been re- 
ported; in each one there is a great pile of surveys, examinations, and 
official records which are legal in their nature, and by virtue of the law 
ready to be presented, I presume, with affidavits made here and there, 
for andagainst claims. I presume, as in all such cases, there is conflict- 
ing testimony; there is no doubt about it. 

I call the attention of the Senator from Delaware to the fact that the 
custom and usage and laws passed to settle land claims under all other 
treaties with all other people have been by commission. It was so with 
Great Britain, with Spain in regard to Florida, with France in regard 
to all the northwest territory bordering upon our northern frontier, and 
which we received subject to the stipulations of the treaty of 1763 be- 
tween France and England, continued through the English occupation 
of that territory; and by our treaty with England we were required to 
recognize the old stipulations of the French and English treaty of the 
last century, of 1763, as well as the stipulations of the treaty with Great 
Britain in the surrender of that territory and the definition of its bound- 
aries, In those cases the land claims were settled by a commission, 
and by a commission of three persons, except in one case, where there 
were five, if I remember aright. 

In 1854 Congress in its wisdom thought that the commission should 
be confined to a single person, a recognized officer of this Government, 
the surveyor-general of the Territory within which the claim might lie, 
who had ability and authority to make all necessary surveys himself, 
to go upon the ground to see the landmarks; when the claim was 
bounded by rivers or mountain ranges or had natural landmarks, either 
of tree or rock or hill or river or creek, to personally find where the 
boundaries were and define them by his survey. That has been done 
for almost thirty years, with those living around him to point ont and 
assist in defining these boundaries, with the testimony of those then 
living who knew, with the old documents, perhaps since destroyed, not 
preserved and reported to this Government, copies of which only were 
presented asa part of the proof. From time to time these examinations 
and surveys and reports of the surveyor-general have been sent to Cou- 

I have them here in the report of the committee, from which I 
have read a letter, as long ago as when General Williamson was Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office. I have also the report of the 
present Commissioner, Mr. McFarland, which I will read: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFI 
Washington, D. C., June 9, ise2. 
Sm: Complying with the direction for 
1st instant, of the Assistant Secretary of a letter to you, dated 3ist ultimo, from 
Hon. George ©. Hazelton, of Committee on Private d Claims, House of Rep- 
resentatives, inclosing H. R. 3149, entitled “A EF to provide for ascertaining and 
settling private land claims in certain States Ad Territories,” and making cer- 
tain inquiries in connection therewith, I have the honor to state that the total 
number of claims, including pueblos, reported to Congress by the surveyor- 


neral of New Mexico, under the eighth section of the act of July 22,1854 (10 
itatutes, 141 


Of this num 
Rejected by the Supreme Court of the United States un 
act Of June 21, 1860 ......ssccevesvcvereudonecesense TAA R A T ORI EERE SE 1 
— & 
PCA Fk: COOMBS cuns os coerced dnsad novice Leceussaecacseopsi iri seseca apseccsnasonsspesecspese 76 


Relative to Colorado and Arizona, would say in reply that under act of Feb- 
ruary 28, 1861 (Statutes 12, page 172),the surveyor-general of Colorado has re- 
ported one claim, and under act of July 15,1876 (16 Statutes, page 304) the sur- 
veyor-general of Arizona has Pk gabe thirteen claims. 

As none of the claims repo: by the surveyo neral of Colorado and Ari- 
zona have been confirmed, the number pending in Congress is the same as re- 
ported, to wit, fourteen. 

From the foregoing it will be observed that the number of claims reported 

by the surveyor-general of New Mexico is.......cssesscsseresrensnseoreassensseneeeeecesene 141 
Reported by surveyor-general of Colorado... 1 
Reported by surveyor-general of Arizona..... 


Making a total of claims reported.............cccceeerreeee IEE 
Of this number there have been confirmed by COngress..........ssssreissseesse 64 


Congress.. 
Rejected by the Supreme Court of United States under fifth section of 
UR FUG AD LD ARES E A E OET E SA AE ELS 


Total pending in Congress ..........csessssescessseedssessrecescenssend esssucsancsnonsannnoees 9” 


rt contained in the reference, dated - 
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Of the 90 claims pending in Congress as aforesaid, three were rejected by the 
erte rY manasa of New Mexico, and two were rejected by the surveyor-gen- 
eral of Arizona, and the case of the Una de Gato, originally recommen for 
confirmation, was, upon reinvest! m, subsequently reported as fraudulent. 

it may be proper to state in this connection that in the claim of Gervacio No- 
Jan; numbered 39, and that of Jose Sutton, numbered 45, both in the Territory 
of New Mexico, adverse reports were made by the proper committee of Congress. 
These claims are also included in the number pending as aforesaid. 


In response to the second clause of the second question in Mr. Hazleton’s let- 


ter, I inclose herewith a copy of office letter dated January 9, 1878, to the honor- 
able Secretary of the Interior. ‘This letter estimates the total number of grants 
in New Mexico to be1,014._ I find upon examination of the rt of thesurveyor- 
general of New Mexico of A 22, 1881, that up to that time only 190 « 
including pueblos, had been filed with him, and deducting the 141 which ha 
then bes: reported by him, would leave 49 still pending in his office and 824 
claims yet to be filed with him, that none have been filed since that 


While I have no means of determining the accuracy of the statement con- 
tained in said letter as to the probable number of ts in New Mexico, which. 
May or may not be overestimated, I concluded to transmit a copy of the 


same, and the information upon t point may be accepted for what it is 


worth. 

From the most reliable information in the possession of this office, it is be- 
lieved that the number of claims to be reported by the surveyor-general of Ari- 
zona Will not exceed 11. All the claims ponding in Congress, with the excep- 
tion of about 12, have been surveyed, and the preliminary surveys are found, 
upon examination, to cover an area of about 5,500,000 acres. g 

This office is not advised of the existence of any private land claims in the 
State of Nevada nor in the Territory of Utah. 

Mr. Hazleton’s letter and inclosure are herewith returned. 

I am, sir, very respectfully, your obedient seryant, 
N. ©. McFARLAND, Commissioner. 

Hon. H. M. 


TELLER, — 
Secretary of the Interior. 


Three successive Commissioners of the General Land Office, three suc- 
cessive Secretaries of the Interior, up to the present time have urged 
upoa Congress to appoint a commission and turn over to 4 commission 
all the documents, papers, surveys, and files in each of these cases, 
From time to time the House of Representatives has passed a bill pro- 
viding for the appointment of a commission in accordance with the 
usage and customs of the country in all past time. It has been metin 
the Senate from time to time by a bill requiring cases to be commenced 
de novo in the courts—for this is not anew bill; it has passed the Senate, 
I think, three times—a bill sending these claims to the courts, and as 
many times the House of Representatives has refused to pass a bill im- 
posing upon claimants the additional expense and trouble, ay, the im- 
possibility, of again bringing to the attention of Congress all the proof 
te which they are entitled in the settlement of these cases. 

There is a conflict, and we may as well notice it, which may prejudice 
my view of the case with some, aconflict between those who entertain 
my views and those who seek to send these claimants to courts already 
overburdened with business, and when one point is there decided to 
send them to another court, and from that to another, until every case 
shall finally land in the Supreme Court of the United States. The 
Commissioner from whose report I have read well says that with the 
business of these courts it is impossible for any court having charge of 
all these claims and taking testimony anew in all these matters to get 
through a fair examination of them in twenty-five years. Sir, without 
some new organization of the Supreme Court of the United States it 
is impossible that the men now living and acting as judges there or 
their successors, who may be young when appointed, shall be alive to 
determine the last of these claims. We know, the Committee on 
Private Land Claims which reported this bill knows full well, that no 
case in the Supreme Court can hope to be reached now in less than three 
years from the time it is presented there unless by special act of Con- 

the case is given precedence. 

What kind of encouragement is it to a man who may have a just and 
legal claim sanctioned by treaty to be put off to such a remedy? How 
does this Government stand before the civilized nations of the world 
after having permitted claimants for thirty years under the authority 
of the laws to present their case and make their proof till they are old 
and worn and wearied, and ene of them gone to their graves—how 
does it look in the view of the civilized world for us to pass a bill such 
as this committee has introduced to require the very claimant who has 
had the claim far back in Mexican times running along till now hoping 
from year to year that Congress would take up the testimony and pass 
upon it—how does it lookin the face of the civilized world to have these 
men whose rights have been and are nominally protected by the solemn 
obligations of solemn treaties required to commence anew their cases, 
and commence anew the struggle to retain their homes and their land 
upon which they and their fathers have lived for two hundred or three 
hundred years, and to which now they have a mere right of occupancy, 
with their titles suspended in Congress, that half-way house between 
the hell of destroying their claim and the heaven of giving them their 
rights under the treaty! 

. I say that is a mockery of justice to which all good men should 
look; it is a mockery of justice to compel these men to begin again in 
the courts the assertion of their rights and the prosecution of their 
claims. You might better say to them at once, “We will forfeit all 
these claims because forsooth somebody wants your land;’’ better say 
at once to the Mexican nation with whom we made this solemn treaty, 
“ Weare carrying out treaty stipulations; for thirty years we have had 
laws to carry out treaty stipulations; we stand before the world acting 
in good faith because we have had the surveyor-general before whom 


these men might go; they have acted under our laws; we have given 
them the privilege of doing it; they have gathered together piles and 
piles of documents and surveys at great expense; we have fulfilled the 
treaty; but now there comes a time in the year of grace 1884 when the 
wisdom of Congress thinks these claimants should be delayed longer 
and when we can set aside the law, and while’ nominally and sneak- 
ishly conforming to the treaty we place impediments in the way ef the 
successful prosecution of the claims of these people until they shall be 
discouraged and give them up*to the rapacity of the nation.” That is 
the way it looks to me. 

I doubt whether many of these claims are not fictitious. I have no 
reason to believe but that many of them have been trumped up by 
those whose ancestors perhaps dwelt for a time upon these lands or on 
which some of them built an adobe house. That is not for me to de- 
termine. The Government did not stop to say to another nation: ‘If 
there is any wrong in these things we will throw away all the claims.” 
No, in the face of the world we made an honorable, fair treaty; in the 
face of the world we pledged the faith of thisnew, young, growing Re- 
public of ours, which professes so much love for the dear people, which 
protects the right to land above every other right in our whole borders, 
that we would look on those who owned these lands wher Spain ceded 
them to Mexico and when Mexico ceded them to us as having all the 
rights or citizens of our country and as entitled to protection in their 
property. l 

I would leave the case to anybody who will examine the law of 1854, 
and go to the Land Office and look at the multitude of testimony and 
files and surveys that have been presented there, and see how one after 
another of the original claimants has passed away and their heirs and 
legal representatives have been submitting papers. This bill proposes 
to send them back without a particle of their old proof, or surveys, or 
documents, or testimony, to begin again in the Territorial courts (of 
which there are three or four in a Territory), and the provisions of this 
bill give them no benefit of what they have done under the law; but 
they must fight their battle for their land over again. 

Sir, in my judgment it would be a foul stain upon the good faith of 
this Government to pass such a bill with sucha provision. I think the 
bill itself is entirely wrong in principle and theory. I shall ask the 
Senate at the proper time to adopt thesubstitute which has been adopted 
several times by the House, which has been recommended to Congress 
by three successive Secretaries of the Interior, and recommended by the 
Commissioners of the General Land Office several times, and has re- 
ceived the approval of the governors and people and claimants in the 
Territory mainly concerned, and of all who favor andof all who are op- 
posed to the granting of these claims. I shall ask it to see if it may not 
be possible that we may preserve the good faith and fair fame of our 
Republic as well in to Mexican greasers as to our own people. 

But my point now is that this amendment is a proper and a neces- 
sary and an honorable one. I want the votes of Senators for it, and 
therefore I called for the yeas and nays, so that it may be seen whether 
we will pay any regard to'our treaty obligations, whether with all our 
love for the great people we represent we will protect even the pocr 
Mexican in his rights. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, I do not know that I cam throw 
any light on this subject, but being a member of the committee that re- 
ported this bill, I desire for a few moments only to reply to some of 
as g of my esteemed friend the Senator from Michigan [Mr. 

NGER]. . 

I understand his amendment to the third section to be that we shall 
strike from the sixth line the words ‘‘when the person testifying is 
dead,” and he advocates this change in the interest, he says, of right, 
good faith, and justice. Well, sir, in the interest of right, faith, 
and justice it seems to me that this language should be retained in- 
stead of being stricken from the section. 

We propose to establish by section 3 a rule of evidence that shall 
control the courts where the litigants having these private land claims 
shall go. I submit that it is a very strange departure from the usual 
rule that where there are living witnesses who can be produced to 
undergo examination and cross-examination and where the truth may 
be sifted by such cross-examination, ex parte affidavits should be taken 
and used in court instead of the production of witnesses whò are liv- 
ing. I submit that the testimony which has been taken before the 
surveyors-general of the different States and Territories before which 
these peculiar claims may have been, without notice to the adverse 
party, without a chance for cross-examination, ought not to be received 
in the courts before which these cases are to be tried where the wit- 
nesses are now alive and can be produced. Surely every lawyer upon 
this floor will agree with me as to the evil of deciding cases by that 
class of testimony. It has been my fortune in the few weeks that I 
have been in this body to spend many hours in the committee-rooms 
of two committees, one the Committee on Claims, the other the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims, and I have frequently waited when er 
parte affidavits have been brought into those committee-rooms for the 
opportunity to see the witness who has sworn on paper without any 
chance for the adverse to cross-examine him. 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I should like to ask the Senator if it is 
not true that in these cases the United States is the adverse party, and 
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if its own officer charged with this particular duty was not on the 
ground to cross-examine and with the power to send for all the wit- 
nesses he desired. 

Mr. MANDERSON. That may beso. It may be that the surveyors- 
general of the States and Territories had that power; but I think it 
will be found to be in fact a power that has been but seldom exercised, 
and the testimony which it is proposed shall be taken into the courts 
that shall adjudicate these claims has not been taken in the shape of 
cross-examination by an officer of the Government, but consists of affi- 
davits taken by parties in interest and merely filed with the surveyors- 
general. I protest against the use of that sort of testimony for the pur- 
pose of establishing good faith, right, and justice. I say it is not good 
faith or justice to parties that they should not have the opportunity 
where the witness is living to subject him to a cross-examination. 

Mr. CONGER. Will the Senator allow me to make a suggestion? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to say that the testimony was taken under 
the provisions of the law of 1854. If the gentleman has examined any 
ef the cases he will see that it was in the nature of examination and 
cross-examination according to the usual forms of testimony. I do not 
want to be understood that that is the character of all the testimony; 
but that was the usual form of the testimony. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Unquestionably there are cases where there has 
been cross-examination of witnesses, and their examination has been 
under notice to the adverse party; but I submit that it will appear by 
the records of the Private Land Claims Committee of the Senate that 
the mass of the cases which have been adjudicated in times past, and 
most of the cases now pending, have been attempted to be confirmed 
upon simple ez parte affidavits, and that there has been no opportunity 
to those having adverse interests to cross-examine. 

Mr. BAYARD. I will say that the only witnesses called were such 
as the tribunal, consisting of the surveyor-general alone in a judicial 
capacity to do right between the parties, called for. There was noone 
there representing one side, where there were persons representing only 
the other side. 

Mr. CONGER. But he was the Government officer himself; he was 
the officer of the Government representing its interests. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Yes, but we understand how very slackly many 
officers of the Government perform the duties devolved on them, and I 
think it will appear that that is the fact more in the offices of surveyors- 
general where they come to adjudicate the matter of private land claims 
than in any other instance. 

But my friend the in i from Michigan says that this will work 
manifest injustice, becauŝe here are surveys and records of officers that 
can not be produced under this bill. I do not understand that that is 
the effect of the language of section 3. Records of public officers, sur- 
veys made and made of record by surveyors do not die. The statute 
provides that they may be introduced as evidence by the simple certifi- 
cate of the surveyor-general in any of the courts of the country, and 
even supposing the surveyor-general or his assistants who made the origi- 
nal surveys were dead, the chances are that their records still live and 
that over the seal of the surveyor-general and his certificate, made per- 
haps many years ago, they are as competent proof as though every man 
who ran a chain was yet living to give the detail of the survey. 

I do not think that during the consideration of the pending proposed 
amendment any a doom or discussion upon the question whether 
these are proper tribunals to try these causes is in order, but replying 
te the distinguished gentleman, I will simply say this: I agree with 
this committee that the proper tribunal to try these cases is the regu- 
larly established courts of the country. Ido not believe in the creation 
of special tribunals for the trial of special causes; I do not believe in 
commissions, The courts of the country, open to all litigants under 
the well-defined rules governing the admission of testimony, are the 
proper places to try interests so importantas those that arise under the 
treaty with Mexico. And I believe, sir, that it will be found that jus- 
tice will be better meted out, that the good faith of the treaty will be 
better kept by going to these regular tribunals. If they are over- 
crowded with work enlarge them. Ifit so be that many years must be 
occupied, by reason of the heavy dockets of these Territorial courts and 
the immense press of business around the Supreme Courtof the United 
States, enlarge the courts; make them more abundant; make some 
court between the Supreme Court and the Territorial courts that shall 
pass upon these questions; but I do not believe in the organization of 
any special commission while these courts exist and are competent to 
afford substantial justice. 

I shall oppose the proposed amendment ofthe Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I have been listening tothis debate 
with some interest. I said to the Senator from Delaware when the 
bill was taken up I was anxious to be informed. We are coming, E 
suppose, somewhere near a conclusion of the debate, and yet I am not 
informed of the necessity or justice of this bill, and the more I hear 
about it the more dissatisfied I am with it. In the hope that I may 
get some further or better light I may as well now as at any other time 
state why I do not like the measure. 

When we acquired certain territory from Mexico we made the usual 
covenants that a civilized government might be supposed to make un- 
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der the circumstances, guaranteeing to all the Mexicansin that land the 
right to remain or to go away, to hold their lands or to sell them and 
take away the proceeds, all without cost, tax, or embarrassment of any 
description whatever. That was our tee. After we had taken 
full possession—and we were deliberate about it all—in 1854 we passed 
a very reasonable, sensible, and humane bill. Here were many thou- 
sands of Mexicans scattered about the territory, some occupying larger, 
some smaller grants; many of them living in the pueblos where they 
had village lots. Under the act, which I have already read once and. 
need not read again in full, we made it the duty of the surveyor-gen- 
eral, under such instructions as might be given him by the Secretary of 
the Interior, to ascertain the origin, nature, character, and extent of 
all claims to land under the laws, usages, and customs of Spain and 
Mexico; and for this purpose he was to issue notices, summon witnesses, 
administer oaths, and do and perform all other necessary acts in the 
premises. 

Then he was to ‘‘make a full report on all such claims as originated be- 
fore the cession of the Territory to the United States by the treaty of 
Guadalupe Hidalgo of 1848, denoting the various grades of title, with 
his decision as to the validity or invalidity of each of the same under 
the laws, and customs of the country before its cession to the 
United States; and shall also make a report in regard to all pueblos ex- 
isting in the Territory, showing the extent and locality of each, stating 
the number of inhabitants in the said pueblos, respectively, and the 
nature of their titles te the Jand.” 

All this was to be laid before the Secretary of the Interior, who was 
to lay it before Congress, with a view to confirm all the bona fide grants. 


Under that we have gone on these thirty years—théoretically gone on. ~ 


Action under it has been suspended for three or four Congresses, while 
an attempt has been made to get this bill through, the general judg- 
ment of Congress having been against it for all these years, but it has 
determined friends. Now, let us see what sort of a bill it is. 

What is the case? About seventy claims for considerable tracts have 
been confirmed in New Mexico. The Secretary of the Interior made 
reports forwarding the reports of the surveyor-general several times con- 
cerning the pueblos, and the claims in the little villages were confirmed; 
most of thoseare out of the way. Whatremains? Some of the larger 
grants have never been disposed of, and outside of the pueblos but not 
included in the great grants are a number of small grants, small hold- 
ings, six, ten, twenty, sixty, one hundred and sixty, two hundred, or 
three hundred acres, as I am informed by gentlemen familiar with the 
Territory. Some of the people holding the larger grants have made 
their due application to the Interior Department. Thesurveyor-general 
has been upon the land or near it; he has summoned witnesses as pro- 
vided for in the statute of 1854; he has looked at the, papers; he has 
made formal report to the Secretary of the Interior in favor of various 
grants, and the Secretary of the Interior has laid those facts before 
Congress, recommending the confirmation of the claims. 

With regard to other landholders, they are exactly where they were 
when the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo was made. They are raising a 
few acres of grapes and grain; pasturing probably a few cattle; they 
have a mustang; they are living in the little hut where they lived be- 
fore we brought them under the American flag. 

Now this law is proposed. What does it effect? What should we 
suppose ought to be done? I should say one of two or three things. 
First, continue the process under the law of 1854, but more energet- 
ically and more thoroughly. Then I should say that an easy way of 
doing it without disturbing these people unnecessarily or causing them 
great expenditure would be to appoint an honest commission of three, 
or five, or seven, with pe to subdivide itself, if need be. Let it go 
into the Territory, and let it summon people to come there and present 
their claims, and let it make careful examinations, with full power of 
summoning witnesses and cross-examining; let there be attorneys for the 
Government with the commission to assist in theinquiry. Take this or 
any other most expeditious, just, and paternal way. Treat these peo- 
ple not as if they were rs to be put out of the lands, but treat 
them as respectable people in those lands where they and in many cases 
their fathers have been, in some cases, for many generations. 

But the bill says that these people, big and little, the ten-acre fel- 
lows and the two-hundred-thousand-acre men ‘‘may,’’? meaning 
‘shall,’ come into court, dropping all they have hitherto done before 
the Department of the Interior, dropping the whole of it dead—may 
come into court and make a full statement by petition of their claim to 
this land. “Claim,” sir! Why, they are in, and have been, some of 
them, one hundred and fifty years. Why do you wish to make them 
come and make aclaim? They can not understand how they are to 
‘claim’? the land that nobody ever claimed against; and yet you say 
they must. 

That is not all. You sag each petitioner shall give bonds for the 
costs in his case. Thatis notall. You say that if he proves before 
the inferior court in the Territory that the land is his under Mexican 
and Spanish title, the United States attorney for the Territory shall 
appeal to the supreme court of the Territory, the bond for costs re- 
maining. You go on to say that if the supreme court of the Terri- 
tory decides in favorof this old Spaniard or Mexican, the United States 
attorney shall certify the record up to the Attorney-General of the 
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United States; and then if the Attorney-General of the United States 
fails to give any direction in the case, the Territorial attorney shall 
bring the case before the Supreme Court of the United States. It re- 
quires a positive prohibition on the part of the’ Attorney-General of 
the United States to keep the case from going to the Supreme Court of 
the United States. A manas peaceably in possession as any one of us— 
and I venture to say there are large numbers of them who have been 
on those lands longer than any man in the Senate has been on any land 
anywhere—is to be attacked and carried through eight years of litiga- 
tion, giving bonds to pay the costs in either andin any event; no mat- 
ter how the suit turns ont he is to pay the costs. 

Mr. LAPHAM. The Supreme Court here tries the fact also. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I suppose so. The Supreme Court of the United 
States, as the learned Senator from New York says, may try the whole 
question of fact for the third time. 

Now, what is the real process of this bill? It looks like permitting 
a wronged citizen to appeal to the great sovereign for justice. Put in 

lain lish, this is the case: The United States attorney in the 
Territory shall bring suit against every Mexican he can find, andevery 
Spaniard he can find claiming to have a title older than the treaty of 
Guadalupe Hidalgo. That is it; he shall bring a writ of ejectment 
against him and try the title, compel him to give bond, and carry him 
to the Supreme Court of the United States, where he shall not recover 
costs if he wins in the ordinary form, but shall pay all costs, lose or win. 
That is the case. 

What does the treaty say? What did we promise in behalf of these 
people? 

Mexicans now established in Territories previously belonging to Mexico, and 
which remain for the future within the limits of the United States, as defined 
‘Sy the present treaty, shall be free to continue where they now reside, or to re- 
anove at any time to the Mexican Republic— 

Now, this is the essence— 

e nul Teneving Ge promute NENV they PEDES, WIGURA tate being 
-subjected on this account to any contribution, tax, or charge whatever. 

Mark this: ‘‘ without any contribution, tax, or charge whatever.” 

And yet the very first step that you take is against a man in peaceable 
possession, who may have been there for two hundred years, to compel 
him to give bond for the costs of six or eight years of litigation. Is 
that keeping the treaty in spirit or in letter? That is not all. 

After all the explanations that Senators have given or have under- 
ttaken to give here, I can not clearly discover who has to come forward 
cand make petition to be established in his already indisputable title. 
I was told by one Senator—I wrote his words down at the moment— 
“ifthe title is complete they want nothing of the United States.” 
Another Senator said, ‘‘1f a man has had juridical possession delivered 
to him under a Spanish or a Mexican grant, his title is complete, and 
he needs no further confirmation from the United States.” That is a 
mistake. If he has had juridical possession delivered to him under a 
Spanish or a M@xican grant he may consider his title complete, and 
amay never have heard a question of it for a hundred and fifty years, 
but I would not advise him to stand upon that. He shall go to the 

because if perchance he really has made any mistake, if he has 
xeally anybody burrowing under him, and if he has delayed going to 
court for three years he is gone, he has lost his land forever. All that 
he has got to do to lose his property is to sit still in his ranch, and in 


‘three years his title is in the United States Government; his claim | bled 


**shall be deemed and taken in all courts and elsewhere to be aban- 
doned and foreyer barred.’’ 

What, then, is the use of saying in the beginning of this proposed act 
that it may be lawful for any person claiming under this title to come 
to the United States court, when a little further on you say if he does 
mot come in three years he shall lose his whole title forever? 

If the title is complete, said one Senator, they want nothing of the 
United States. Let ussee. In line 9, upon the first page, the bill re- 
fers to persons claiming ‘‘by virtue of such lawful incomplete Spanish 
or Mexican grant, concession, warrant, or survey as the United States 
are bound to recognize and confirm.” But if you turn over to the 
second page, to lines 27, 28, and 29, you see that they are required to 
state in their petition ‘‘ whether the said claim has heretofore been con- 
firmed, considered, or acted upon by Congress.” What are they doing 
in that court if their claim has been acted upon and confirmed by Con- 
gress? Is it nota ‘‘complete’’ title? Yet the bill evidently contem- 
plates that such people should all, and would far better, come into 
court to have the whole question tried over again. They shall come 
there and state whether the claim has been confirmed or not. Suppose 
the man says it has been confirmed by act of Congress, is the court then 
ready to say, ‘‘ You go out with a clear title?” Ifthatisso, what does 
it mean when it only provides that any persons claiming by an incom- 
plete title may go there? No man in the whole Territory, claiming 
ander Spanish or Mexican authority, can afford to risk his estate under 
the provisions of this bill; all must go to court. 

There is an attempt in the twelfth section and in the seventh para- 

ph of it, merely an attempt, to do a wrong; and ina Dey way an 
our ago (I do not think the qùestion was understood, very few Sena- 
tors were here, it was the usual lunch hour), a very sensible amend- 


ment, so in my judgment, was voted down, and the paragraph stands 
as it is in the printed bill, that ‘‘no confirmation shall in any case be 
made or patent issued fora greater quantity than eleven square leagues 
of land,” &e. That is the essential part of it. i 

Suppose we enact that? Is it going to make one cent’s worth of dif- 
ference with the man who has a lawful Spanish grant for eleven and 
a half leagues, and has lived on it for one hundred years? Have you 
barred him? Can he not bring suit against any trespasser for the extra 
half league? I think he can. I do not think you will have deprived 
that man, except so far as force deprives him. I do not think you will 
have taken away his legal title at all. 

The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON], who addressed us a 
short time ago, says he does not wish to have special tribunals estab- 
lished, but would rather these men should all go before the existing 
courts in these Territories. Very well; let us take him at his word, in 
the full breadth of his statement. Leave these people where they are. 
The courts are open to them. If any man has a cause for attacking 
their titles let him call them to the courts. But you have reversed the 
operation. These people may come to the court, but if they do not 
come in three years you say to them, ‘‘You have lost your land for- 
ever.” They may come to court if they will guarantee the payment 
of the costs of six years’ proceedings, to be paid whether they win or 
lose. : 

There is much talk of these claims, asif they were all illegitimate, con- 
sisting of musty old papers, forged or stolen and brought in to establish 
title to great tracts of land. They are not. Iam assured by gentlemen 
who know about the subject that many of these claims, or what would 
be claims under this bill, which are peaceable titles now, are héld by 
small farmers. There isa great mistakeabout the large tracts. Some 
seein to think beeause a patent speaks of a hundred thousand acres, or 
five, six, eight, ten, or eleven leagues of land, that the tract is owned by 
some hidalgo, some great ranchero, who is the lord of thousands and 
hundreds of thousands of cattle ; but it isan error. The original grant 
may have been under one name; it may be known, if you please, as 
the Smith, or Jones, or whatever it may be grant; but there are very 
likely hundreds, it may be thousands, of people upon it. 

It would take too long to tell the whole story, but I could give a 
brief history of one of these grants. That is why I came to pay atten- 
tion to the bill. This brief was laid casually in my hands for exam- 
ination. I read it, and therefore I listened to the discussion. Here is 
one of these large grants. In 1806, or thereabouts, a Spanish ensign 
applied to the lieutenant-colonel commanding at Santa Fé for a grant 
of land. Spain had a great deal of land an¢ was generously at work 
giving it away, as we have been giving ours‘away, to promote settle- 
ments. The colonel ordered the alcalde of that region to go out and 
examine such land with a view to giving it away. The alcalde madea 
report that it could properly be done; and so the alcalde starts out with 
the twenty-six péople who were to have lots of land given them, and 
proceeds in his quaint way to say: 

On the Ist of March, in this year 1508, I, Manuel Garcia de la Mora, chiefalcalde 
of the town of La Canada, ed to the rancho of San Joaquin, and in view 
of, and in obedience to, the foregoing decree of Lieut. Col. Joaquin del Real Alen- 
caster, govorio of this ro; province, I, said chief alcalde, proceeded to the 
Chama River cañon, called the San Joaquin cañon, accompanied by the twenty- 
five settlers, and there appearing also fourteen other citizens without land, and his 
excellency having given me verbal instructions to the effect that should other 
persons come forward to increase the settlement Jand should also be assigned to 
them, with the same rights as the others enloy, and all the settlers being assem- 

led, I proceeded with the distribution of the land to them, as appears from the 
quantities of land they received, noted in the list and certified 

Now, hear— 
and into the possession of which I placed them, taking them by the hand 
and leading each settler over his own piece of land, and p. him in posses- 
sion in the name of the king, whom may God preserve! And they ran joyfully 
over the land, plucking up weeds and casting stones, and shouting aloud, “ Long 
live the king protects and helps us!” i 

That is the official document which is the title of these poor fellows 
to their land. This certificate is a of the muniments of title in 
the case of one of these grants. Itis not the great on of one 
lord of the land, but is inhabited this day by hundreds of the descend- 
ants of the forty persons who were then put in possession by turf and 
twig as well as by written muniments of title. This very grant was 
some seven or eight years ago finally approved, and I should say that 
it was approved after a contest in the territory under Mexican control 
in 1832. It was also cordially approved years ago by our surveyor-gen- 
eral. It has been reported by the Secretary of the Interior to Congress 
several times; twice favorable reports were made upon it by committees 
of the House. 'I do not know whether they had a just title or not. I 
know nothing about it any further than I have stated. It has been 
surveyed, approved by the Interior Department, and sent here. It is 
not one man’s grant; it is the possession of hundreds of people claiming 
unéez one original grant, and they are to be sent back now to bring a 
petition in their own behalf. That is alarge possession. Who owns it 
now, or how many of them, I do not know. They can combine and 
one petition will answer for the whole of them. But in the case of 
these small farms I advise, and I think the distinguished Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] who is I suppose the father of this measure 
and will undoubtedly defend it now—I think the distinguished Sena- 
ator from Vermont will advise a man in New Mexico who holds not 
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oyer 2,000 acres of land in the ordinary poverty of that land, in pref- 
erence to going to the Territorial court, to the supreme court of the 
Territory, and to the Supreme Court of the United States under bond 
to pay expenses—I advise him, and I think, I say, he will advise him, to 
saddle his mustang and go to Mexico or to some region outof the reach 
of the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harris in the chair). The ques- 
tion is cn the amendment of the Senator from Michigan | Mr. ConGER]J. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think I ought to say one word, although I dis- 
like to do it situated as I am; but as I was a member -of the Commit- 
tee on Private Land Claims for several years when this bill was under 
consideration Congress after Congress, and always reported favorably 
and always passed by the Senate when it was reached by a very large 
majority, I think I ought to cay a word or two. 

The Committee on Private Claims and its members, in the 
course of the six ‘or eight or ten years that the matter has been under 
consideration, have received a great many letters from the kind of set- 
tlers that my friend from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] speaks of, the 
men of small holdings. Without a single exception, so faras I remem- 
ber, all the possessors of these small holdings implore us by passing a 
bill of this character to secure them in their possessions against great 
and powerful ar who wish to clean them out and everybody else. 
I think if my friend from Connecticut, in respect of the Cañon de Chama 
grant, were a little further informed he would find that a powerful per- 
son or a combination of persons claim to have become the proprietors 
of every one of those small holdings and of all the surrounding country 
within the exterior pasturage limits that the community was given, and 
wish to have the thing confirmed in a lump. Their point before us was 
not the trouble about thesmall settlers, but theeleven-leaguemen. The 
small settler never has any eleven leagues nor any hundredth part of it. 
One gentleman who represented the Cañon de Chama grant—I thought 
I recognized the color of the paper when I saw my friend have it—gave 
the committee, when we were unable to see that a grant to a commu- 
nity of a right of pasturage left people who claimed to be the successors 
of those small holdings the owners in fee of the vast sur- 
rounding, fair notice, as he said, that while we might pass this bill 
through the Senate it should never become a law until we let them into 
the whole extent of their grand claim outside of the small holdings, 
which would not embrace five hundred acres altogether, which was of 
no possible account to them, upon the ground that a community right 
of pasturage granted to a town gave a legal title in fee to all the land 
over which the pasturage went when the settlers had long since aban- 
doned their little holdiggs, and there was not any community left at 
all. So I think we may dismiss the Cañon de Chama. 

The whole state of the case is just this, Mr. President: It is true, as 
it is true in every case where you are to ascertain rights, that some peo- 
ple will be put to expense that they can ill afford to bear. Justice can 
never be administeredin any other way. It never has been, and it never 
will be. The only question is, how you can best administer it. 

In respect of every one of these grants to small holders, as in the case 
of the Cafion de Chama, if there are any people left there now, one sec- 
tion of the bill provides for a single application in the name of the com- 
munity (where there was a community grant that is done up all at 
once) and provides for every settler who has any rights left petitioning, 
without their all being obliged to bring their separate petitions. It all 
mma Foes the original grant, and whatever rights there are are pro- 
vi or, 

But the real difficulty with this bill, the real obstacle in respect of 
its progress, is the one that was so candidly stated to me; not the diffi- 
culties of these small holders, every one of whom that we have ever 
heard implores us to pass it for their protection against powerful influ- 
ences, but the influence of gentlemen who wish to obtain (and they 
have a right to do it if they can) these enormous grants contrary to the 
policy and the laws both of Spain and of Mexico, and in the hope that 
if we do not limit it some things can happen that have happened so 
often before when there was no limitation of enormous grants being 
confirmed which turned out to be utter and entire frauds. We there- 
fore thought it was better for the public interest, for the interest of 
these small holders, to limit the jurisdiction of this inquiry to what 
the laws of Spain and Mexico required in those and if anybody 
could show a case where a larger grant ought to be confirmed, to let 
him come to Congress afterward and make his special case, 

Now a word as to incomplete titles, and then I am done. There was 
great force in what my friend from Connecticut said in respect of forc- 
ing a man who had been in possession of his little holding, him and his 
ancestors. for two hundred years, and who had a complete title under 
the Spanish and the Mexican laws, to go to the expense of coming into 
court and proving it over again. While many of these larger holders, 
who wanted to get title under a patent by act of Congress, urged us 


most strongly to take in all grants, complete as well as incomplete, it 
seemed to us unjust, and that anybody who is willing to stand upon 
the title he had should not be obliged to bring it forward, but those 
who were willing to admit that they required some further action of 
the Government, that they had not got a complete title under Mexico 
or Spain, should come forward in order that the public and private 
ownership might be settled. 
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That is the whole of the story, and therefore, following the sugges- 

tion of my friend from Connecticut, or following that idea (he did not 

it to us of course), we thought it was better to only apply the 

bill to the case of incomplete grants, and leave those who had good 
titles without being put to any nse. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator kindly allow me to ask, then, 
what are we to understand by the twenty-seventh, twenty-eighth, and 
twenty-ninth lines, on page 2, that the petitioner is to state *‘ whether 
the said claim has heretofore been confirmed, considered, or acted upon. , 
by Congress'’’ If it has been confirmed by Congress, that drops the 
proceeding immediately. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That would dismiss the case at once; that would 
end it. In the other case it might happen that there was still another 
aspect of it, as we endeavored most carefully to provide for every con- 
tingency, where there was still in respect of one of these grants a ques- 
tion of boundary that a man claimed more than apparently he would 
be entitled to om the papers under his complete grant, and claimed 
there was an addition to it, so as to compel every claimant to state the 
whole history of his claim. Ordinarily it would happen, if he state& 
what the history of his claim was, that he had got a grant which by a 
simple application of Spanish and Mexican law would show the court 
where it was. If he had got the case which he brought forward, where 
it appeared to them that his claim was complete, they would drop it 
at once and say, “Yon are all right; itis not necessary to go on with 
this case at all; we have no jurisdiction over it.” In other cases it 
might happen, and so we added that provision for both purposes, that. 
a man who claimed that in respect of part of his grant his title had 
become complete, in respect of some other part, as to boundary or 
something, it was not, and he wanted that tried, so as to make an end 
of every point of dispute. 

That was the object of it, and Isubmit to my friend from Connecticut 
that in that view it ought to be considered a good one. 

, Mr. HAWLEY. TheSenator will allow me another suggestion—one 
I made in my remarks, but he did not notice it; he did not remember 
it, perhaps. I see here provided in section 11 of the bill— 

That allclaims which are by the provisions of this act authorized to be prose- 
cuted shall, after three years from the taking effect of this act, if no petition in 


ig os to the same shall have been filed as hereinbefore provided, be deemed 
and taken, in all courts and elsewhere. to be abandoned, and shall be forever 


Suppose a manuel, somebody or other in one of those cafions, having 
been there a long time, considering his title to be absolutely secure, 
does not go at considerable expense and employ a United States citizen, 
a lawyer, to go up to court and give bond, but stays and attends to his 
own business, and there happens to be some little flaw in his title, some- 
thing that might have been defended against. Itis all very easily sup- 
posable. At the end of three years, this man in possession there, thus 
far undisputed possession, the claim is to be considered as forever aban- 
doned and barred; it becomes United States property, falls under the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office, and is open to the ordinary 
operations of the land laws. Now, I do not think that is a fair pro- 
ceeding; I think it would be a monstrous one, if I am right in my sup- 
position. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It certainly is, as my friend from Connecticut, 
states it. It is the case of every man in a government of laws where 
other people’s rights are concerned as well as his own, who happens to 
meet, as will sometimes occur, with misfortune just such as my friend 
has stated. It is very hard.indeed in that case. That was theprecise 
provision in the California land commission act, and it must be a pro- 
vision in every act which makes an end of disputes. It hashappeneé 
in more than one instance, I remember, though I do not remember the 
names of them, where exactly that thing has occurred that some poor 
settler away up in the mountains or somewhere did not come forward, 
although the law about California made claimants everywhere, with 
perfect as well as imperfect titles, come forward, and they were barred 
too, just the same. It happened that some people did not come for- 
ward. They appealed to Congress, and Congress in every instance 
where it appeared that their claim was a just one, made provision for 
it. Itis one of those things that are necessary in respect of making 
an end of disputes so as to secure everybody in his possession, and to 
allow the rest of the land to be disposed of, that you shall have a lim- 
itation and a provision to end the affair; and it will happen always, if 
you take a large number of cases in this world, that there will be here 
and there one where it works very hard indeed. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I understand perfectly well from the little law I 
have read what the law means by its being in the public interest that 
there shall be an end of litigation, but I submit that the committee in 
this case reversed all these operations. Why does not the committee 
say that if this Mexican manuel, in the cañon aforesaid, has been in 
peaceable possession twenty years he shall have acquired an absolute 
title. On the other hand, they say that ifhe does not come forward in 
three years and establish one he shall lose everything. ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If my friend will pardon me, as he asks me the 
question, because we give him a law that we give to no other citizen 
of the United States. No man settling on the public lands of the Unit- 
ed States gets any title by possession. That subject W&s considered 
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by the committee, and it was discussed whether it would not be better 
to say that any possession, after a long length of time, should he con- 
clusive evidence of title; but that was contrary to the whole land policy 
of the United States from its foundation down to this day; and so we 
thought we were not justified in making an innovation of that charac- 
ter. That would be a question for the court on raising a presumption 
of his making out a good title if he had a long possession. 

Mr. HAWLEY. But this is not a case of acquired title upon påblic 
lands of the United States. It is a simple transfer under the treaty of 
the Mexican there in lawful possession to us with his rights unim- 
paired. Our law of 1854 recognized that, and declared that all these 
claims should be left as they were, set-off and defined, and not included 
in United States land, for we promised by the treaty to hold them sacred 
as private property duly conveyed, the title to which had absolutely 
passed. I am not talking about acquiring possession of the United 
States inst the Government or an adverse holding. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Every settler here has a title from the Govern- 
ment where he lives (take it Mexico before the acquisition of this ter- 
xitory), or he has not, and this is exactly one of the ways to find ont on 
which side of the truth he stands, whether he has a title or not. We 
can not take the question in advance. If he has a title we protect him; 
if he has not a title and has not any rights which entitle him to have a 
title in equity and justice under the laws of Mexico, then we say, 
*‘the land you are on is the public land, and you have no right to it.” 
The Mexican can acquire no title against his government by possession 
any more than the American citizen. The law is the same everywhere 
about that, There is the answer to that. It begs the very question. 

The point is to find out whether a Mexican had a good title from his 
government or had a title that the government would have been bound 
to make good in the regular course of proceeding; and this tribunal is 
instituted to find out that thing, It is not necessary, therefore, to say 
there may be a case where the court will decide wrong; there may be a 
«ase where the man will fail te come forward when he has really got a 
good title and ought to be protected. That must happen everywhere 
in human affairs, and when such a case is presented as there have been 
from California Congress is only to do the best it can for him as a mere 
matter of grace and generosity and of duty, if it is within our reach; 
but the law must go on uniformly applied to everybody alike. The 
jaw merely provides for separating private rights from public rights, 
and that is all there is to it. 

I admit, as my friend from Connecticut says, that it will happen, 
probably in one case in a hundred under this bill, as it did under the 
California law and all other laws, that some man will be wronged; as 
it happens in one case in a hundred in the great judicial tribunal next 
door to us that probably in one case in a hundred, if the same judges 
ten years afterward, looking over the same facts again or additional 
facts with th would say, ‘‘ We made a mistake; we decided the case 
wrong against this man.” But that is the fault of human society, and 
we can not help it. 

Now, I will say one word as to the act of 1854, which I think my 
friend from Connecticut puts a somewhat incorrect construction upon. 
I think en a careful reading of the whole of that act, and the history of 
all that had taken place before it in respect of the Louisiana purchase 
and the Florida lands, he will find that the act of 1854 was merely a 
public inquiry under the authority of Congress for the information of 
Congress in order that it might proceed to do what it thought was fit in 
all the cases or in each case. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Certainly; I never claimed anything else. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It compelled no man to go before the surveyor- 
general; it authorized him to compel no man to come before him. He 
could summon a witness but he could not make him come. He had 
none of the powers of .a court, except the power of a magistrate to ad- 
minister an oath to anybody who was willing to take it. If he asked 
a question of a witness and the witness refused to answer, that was the 
end of it, he could not do anything about it. 

It is a misconception to suppose that any rights have been acquired 
either as to proof or anything else under the act of 1854. We should 
have been very glad to have provided, if from our experience in such 
affairs it would have been safe, that all the affidavits and other things 
that were taken by the surveyor-general might be used over again; but 
we had found from sad experience in a study of all the history of trans- 
actions of this kind that that would open the door to frauds that all of 
us would beashamed of ina very short time. Therefore we felt obliged 
to provide that this matter should be proved up anew where witnesses 
could be compelled to attend and testify and where they could be com- 
pelled to answer questions, and if they were dead then we went to the 
extent of saying that these affidavits of no more legal importance than 
that any one of usmight give and totally inadmissible in a court of jus- 
tice, might be received in order to promote, as far as we could in safety, 
the general interest of all these settlers. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The treaty says that these Mexicans shall have all 
their rights and all their lands ‘“‘without their being subjected on this 
account to any contribution, tax, or charge whatever.’’ If the charge 
had been one incident only to a summons before a convenient tribunal 
established there, with a hearing and an end to it, even theugh it would 
have been a c@Atribution levied then to establish a right on the part of 
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the people we are guaranteed to protect, one could have said less; but 
the bill levies this contribution upon them: a trial in the lower court, 
an appeal from that trial, if it be favorable; a trial in the higher court, 
an appeal from that if it be favorable; a trial in the Supreme Court of 
the United States, unless the Attorney-General expressly prohibits it. 
I should like to know from the gentleman’s experience (he knows much 
more about it than I do) what would be the probable charge toa Mex- 
ican of four to six years in the Territorial courts and about three years 
in the Supreme Court of the United States upon a land case, and how 
much one thousand acres of average New Mexico land would be worth 
to the man in comparison with that cost. ù 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I can say as I have got into this debate (and I am 
sorry for it, because I do not like to do it), that relatively the cost 
would be considerably less than in attempting to get through Congress 
any private land claim or any other private claim of any kind by a citi- 
zen of the United States. But that is not a complete and an entirely 
fair answer; that is only relative. If it be necessary that Mexican citi- 
zens who had property when this territory was acquired, or claims to 
property, shall be called upon to perfect their titles, if they had any, 
to do them justice it is necessary that they should be called upon to do 
something about them. You can not force justice upon a man. It 
would be barbarous and wicked to proceed ex parte and say that the 
United States will proceed through its courts without any notice to 
these people and call upon them to bring forward their title and set up 
their claims. They are claims not of perfected property but claims 
upon the justice and legal obligation of the Government under the prin- 
ciples of publie law to complete a transaction that they had not yet 
ended with the Government of which they were formerly citizens or 
subjects. 

The reason for this appeal business I will tell my friend from Con- 
necticut, and I am sure he will sympathize with it. , In the Territories 
a great many people have said (and I am afraid sometimes with some 
truth, and if it happens once in twenty times that is enough) there is 
now and then a judge who is under some bias. The bias is generally 
against the small holder and in favor of the man who has a big mine, 
or a big ranch, or a big land speculation. We were afraid as a matter 
of justice to the men who threw stones and tossed grass and said ‘* Long 
live the king,” that their case might be magnified into an enormous 
thing by their selling out and covering a great deal of land, or else the 
other way. We provided; therefore, that when the single judge, for 
that is whatit is in the district of the Territory, had gone through with 
the case, had taken all the testimony, made up his opinion on it, like 
a master in chancery, it should be brought before the full bench in 
order that judges from other parts of the Territory by consulting to- 
gether might exercise some restraint and control over this one single 
ee Peay of what might be very important interests to the settlers 
and to the public interests of the United States. Thus we had been 
told sometimes (and there is sad experience in the Supreme Court of 
the United States; it runs all through the reports about these land 
cases) that a very large percentage even of those that were disposed of 
in the district courts of California, for instance, after they went to the 
district courts there, turned out to be very bad cases after all, and that 
the interests of the settlers and the small holders would become swamped 
by great combinations, fraudulent combinations on fraudulent titles. 
Then appeals were provided to be taken to the Supreme Court of the 
United States very much in the way that these are, only they were not 
required to be reperted to the Attorney-General. Some appeals were 
taken, one notable one, where we are now called upon in the Committee 
on Private Land Claims to correct an error against one of these frauds, 
where an appeal was taken and was dismissed, as it was said, on the 
motion of a public officer of justice who was counsel for one of the 
claimants. That may not be true, but that is the story; and then we 
are called upon to make that good; the Supreme Court nevergot a chance 
to fet hold of it. 

We thought it was right for the public interest, for the safety of the 
settlers, and for the safety of the poopie of the United States, looking 
to the welfare of these Territories, to have every case from the supreme 
court of the Territory reported to the Attorney-General of the United 
States, and put in such a shape that no snap judgment should be got 
either way, in order to secure these great public interests that I am 
speaking of, and these small holders against great combinations. That 
is troublesome, I admit; but that every man may be protected in his 
rights, if he claims any, and that the public may be protected in their 
rights, you must have some means of accomplishing those purposes. 
We thought that that was the least obnoxious one that could be sug- 
gested, and if any better way could be named I certainly for one would 
be glad to adopt it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. May I ask the Senator one question? He would 
appeal from his own court in the lowest instance through a general cau- 
tion, a general fear of his own courts. Now, if he again loses his case 
in the higher courts, would it not be fair for him to pay the costs? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, Mr. President, the appeal from the single judge 
to the three in the Territory or the four—there are perhaps only three 
in any of the Territories covered by this bill—is a thing that occasions 
no e It merely removes the papers, the evidence to all the 


judges together, like a report of a committee to this body, for review. 
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When that court has decided in favor of the claimant, thenall there is— 
although my friend puts it in a strong and back-handed way—is that 
there shall be a report to the Attorney-General, so thatthe Department 
of Justice shall have its attention particularly called to each case and 
that no slip in the Department of Justice, no contrivance of clerks or 
anybody else, shall prevent the Supreme Court of the United States 
from reinyestigating that case if, on examination by the Department of 
Justice, it appears proper that they should do so. It is true, I repeat, 
that in some cases that will be hard and expensive, but our sad experi- 
ence has shown that the interest of the settler, the interest of the small 
holder, the interest of the people of the United States who wish to set- 
tle on the public lands in the regular way, requires that we should put 
up eyery possible safeguard ‘against the enormgus frauds that have so 
often happened. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I understand, then, that in the second trial in the 
Territory before the supreme court of the Territory it is not to cost 
anybody anything? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very little. 

Mr. HAWLEY, I will go there with my cases. 

Mr. CONGER. Whenacase is sent to the courts why should not all 
the papers in the case inthe Department, all the files connected with it, 
he sent to the courts. Is not that the usual provision of law? This 
is the first instance I know whereby the provision of law, all possible 
testimony of every description, as I have said before, is to be withheld 
from the court, unless it be the testimony of a witness who is dead. 
Now, the Senator from Vermont—I have asked his attention to this 
and he is going away just at the wrong time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will come back, then. 

Mr, CONGER. He did not reply to any suggestions I made because 
perhaps they were unworthy of notice. i 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No; I was not in when my friend spoke. 

Mr. CONGER. I-want somebody on this committee to tell the Sen- 
ate why every law referring cases pending in Congress, as these are, 


to some commission or court for adjudication has sent all papers and | grea 


files in the case to have their proper weight as the court might think 
best, and why this of all others is excluded, and all the testimony is 
to be taken again. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Do you want an answer now? 

Mr. CONGER. In a moment. From the beginning my objection 
was to this bill in that respect. I have reiterated, from time to time, 
the objection to that provision of this law; and whether it is so imma- 
terial that it does not merit any response at all, or whether the whole 
practice of the Government heretofore in regard to the Court of Claims 
and special courts has been so wrong that it is changed now, I can not 
tell; but it seems to me to be a great hardship. Believing it to be so, 
I have honestly presented it here, and no one has ever said one word 
justifying such a provision so contrary te all rules. 

Now, I have this to add, that under this bill with that clause stricken 
out the United States, through its officers, may dispute any testimony 
on file, may call any witness to disprove what is already on file among 
the proofs. There is no restriction upon it, and I say that the claim- 
ant should have the right to such files and surveys and testimony as he 
has taken for perhaps thirty years, and not have all swept away by this 
bill. I should like to know why not. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I most respectfully deny that there 
is any such rule of law or practice of the Government of the United 
States as my friend from Michigan describes, if I correctly understand 
him. Ido not understand when a case is sent from a Department to 
the Court of Claims or from this body or the House of Representatives 
to the Court of Claims, that anything which goes there among the 
papers is evidence at all that would not be evidence if the party had 
produced it originally before that court. If it be a deed, a contract, a 
grant, a release, he can present it and have the benefit of it if he œn 
prove that it is authentic. But I confess that my knowledge of law is 
so limited that I do not know any statute of the United States or any 
decision of any court which holds that when cases are sent to the Court 
of Claims affidavits that a claimant against the Treasury has presented 
are evidence there for any purpose whatever. 

Mr. CONGER. I have not the law here, but I ask the Senator, if he 
will permit me, whether in the cases referred to the Court of Claims in 
later years under his administration there is not an “express provision 
that the files and the papers in the case shall be sent to the Court of 
Claims and that they shall give such weight to them as shall seem to 
the court just; and there is the additional provision that additional 
testimony may be taken and presented to the court. That is the law. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I remember the first part of what my friend from 
Michigan says that all papers relating to any claim that goes to the 
Court ef Claims, which are in the Departments, are to be sent to that 
court; but Ido not remember the phrase that he adds that that court 
shall treat them as evidence, except upon the ordinary principles of law, 
that whatever would be evidence if the party presented it then and 
there would be evidence, and if-it was not he would make it up. If 
my friend can show me any such absurdity as that, I should like to 
see it. P 

Mr. CONGER. I accept that invilation with great pleasure, because 
Thave the statute right before me, and I dislike always to put my own 
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individual words or my recollection in competition with the Senator 
from Vermont. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. There is nocompetition; I only say I do not know 
any such law. 
Mr. CONGER. I read from the statutes of the United States passed 
at the second session of the Forty-seventh Congress, page 485, chapter 
116: 
An act to afford assistance and relief to Congress and the Executive Depart- 
ments in the investigation of claims and demands against the Government. 
That heading could very properly be applied to this bill: 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 


America in That whenever a claim or matter is pending be- 


fore any committee of the Senate or House of Representatives, or before 


House of Congress, which involves the investigation and determination of facts, 
the committee or House may cause the same, with the vouchers, papers, Re 
and documents pertaining thereto, to be transmitted to the Court of C) s 
the United States, and the same shall there be proceeded in under such rules as 
the court may adopt. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes; I remember it so far. 

Mr. CONGER. That is what I have said, that these documents 
should all be presented to the court, and as this bill says the court should 
give them such weightas intheir judgment they are entitled to. That 
is in this bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. You did not read that in the statute. 

Mr. CONGER. Itis not in the statute. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I thonght not. 

Mr. CONGER. Of courseit is notin thestatute. By the bill which 
the gentleman reported, and which passed, all these papers are sent to 
the court, and they are to consider them as proof, vouchers, papers, 
statements; but in this bill is the additional provision that the court 
shall give them such weight as they are entitled to if the witness is 
dead. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘That goes a great deal further than the act about 
the Court of Claims which the Senator has read. This bill goes a 
+ deal further than that, because that bill only sends cases to the 
Court of Claims and they do not then make a final judgment. They 
only report to Congress. Even in that case the law that sends aclaim 
to the Court of Claims does not provide what effect shall be given to 
that mass of papers, affidavits or whatever it may be. It says the 
court shall have those papers before them, but I could readily approve 
and I think I would have voted for it in that bill which provides that 
the whole shall again be reported to Congress, just like the surveyor- 
general of New Mexico was to do, that the court should take affidavits 
and anything else and that they should give weight to everything as far 
as they thought it entitled, because we finally rehear the whole thing, 
and as we have to rehear it, not on cross-examination but as a body 
going on probabilities, it was in the line of justice. But here Congress 
has nothing to do with the final re-establishment of these claims, leayes 
it to the judiciary, and leaving it to the judiciary we apply, as every 
country has done and must do, judiciary rules; that is, for the finding 
out of truth in the regular way where the witness can face the court 
and the cross-examining counsel and can be compelled to tell all that 
he knows, instead of a part of it. 

Mr. CONGER. Now, Mr. President, for further comment upon what 
I have said and what the Senator from Vermont has said, I will read 
this provision, section 3, as it would stand if the words are stricken out 
which I have moved to strike out: 

That the testimony which has been heretofore lawfully and regularly received 


by the surveyor-general of the proper Territory or State, or by the Co: 
of the General Lan 


munissioner 
d Office, upon all claims presented to them, respectively, shall 


be admitted in evidence in all trials under this act— 

Leaving out ‘‘ when the person testifying is dead” — 

so far as the su matter thereof is competent evidence; and the court shall 
ive it such weight as, in its judgment, under all the circumstances, it ought to 
ve, 

This provides, unlike the bill I have read and allother bills which I 
have examined, that the testimony shall be sent to the court, but it 
puts in a restriction that it shall not be used except where the person 
giving the testimony is dead. Al live witnesses, all witnesses that can 
be cross-examined, all vouchers and documents, all living persons are 
shut out by this provision, and I have not yet heard any defense of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. GARLAND. The Senator from Delaware who has charge of 
this bill has been called from the Senate on account of the illness of 
one of his children. He desires to be here during the progress of the 
bill. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. 

Mr. BOWEN. Will the Senator give way a moment? AsI under- 
stand the condition now, there is the original bill betore the Senate 
and the substitute offered by the Senator from Michigan. 

a GARLAND. The pending question is on the amendment tosec- 
tion 3. 

Mr. BOWEN. I wish to offer at this time a substitute for the orig- 
inal bill and for the one offered by the Senator from Michigan. I ask 
to have it printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Colorado will lie on the table and be printed. 
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Mr. GARLAND. I renew my motion. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After fifteen minutes tin executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 15 minutes p. 
m.) the Senate adjourned. 


LOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, February 4, 1884. 


The House met at12o0’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. JOHN 
8. LINDSAY, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday‘last was read and approved. 


CORRECTIONS. 


Mr. BISBEE. On last Friday I was paired with the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. Jones] on the Fitz-John Porter bill. By inadvertence the 
pair was not reported to the Clerk. I ask that this statement shall be 
putin the Recorp. I would have voted ‘‘no,’’ and Mr. JONES ‘‘ay.”’ 

Mr. HARDEMAN. On Friday I asked to be excused from voting on 
the Fitz-John Porter bill. I was denied the privilege, and then stated 
I should vote “‘ay.’? I am recorded as not voting. I ask that my 
name be recorded as having voted ‘‘ay.’’ 

The SPEAKER. Did the gentleman vote? 

Mr. HARDEMAN. Yes, sir; after my request to be excused from 
voting was not granted, I voted. I wish to be entered either as excused 
or as having voted. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair on Friday did not understand whether 
the gentleman voted or not. He rose and made a statement. 

Mr. HARDEMAN. I said then if I could not be excused I would 
vote ‘‘ay.’”? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia states that he did 
vote and voted ‘‘ay.’’ Is there objection to recording his vote? 

There was no objection. 

MEMBER SWORN IN. 

Mr. CRISP. I rise to a question of privilege. My colleague from 
Georgia, Mr. HAMMOND, is in the House and desires to be sworn in. 

Mr. N. J. HAMMOND appeared and qualified by taking the oath pre- 
scribed by section 1757 of the Revised Statutes. 

: LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

Te Mr. HILL, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Howey, from February 1 until the 7th instant, on account of 
im t business. 

o Mr. HEMPHILL, for three days, from February.1, on account of 

sickness in his family. 

To Mr. Post, of Pennsylvania, for one week, on account of impor- 
tant business. A 

To Mr. SINGISER, until Tuesday, February 5, on account of impor- 
tant business. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. VANCE, by unanimous consent, leave was granted 
to withdraw from the files of the House the petition of North Carolina 
Cherokee Indians, dated Tahlequah, December 1, 1881, for final set- 
tlement with the United States and for reimbursement of moneys for 
lands in North Carolina. 

E. N. GEORGE AND H. W. WALKER. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. I desire to make a privileged report from the 
Committee on Accounts, and ask for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the report, as follows : 


The Committee on Accounts, to which was referred the following resolution— 
* Resolved, That the Olerk of the House be directed to pay out of contingent 
fund of the House to E. H. George the sum of $125, and H. W. Walker the sum 
of $250, the said compensation benig for services rendered in elosing and open- 
ing pew books in the office of the Sergeant-at-Arms and preparing mileage re- 
rts for payment’'— 
jaa y report that they have carefully considered the same, and ask its 


passage. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution re- 
ported by the Committée on Accounts. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT moved to reconsider the vote by which the res- 
olution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

"The latter motion was agreed to. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. DUNN, Iask unanimous consent to present and have" printed 
in the RECORD a very short petition. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. I object. 

COMMITTEE CHANGES AND ADDITIONS. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair announces some additions to the com- 
mittees authorized by resolutions of the House and some changes in 
committee assignments. The Chair desires to state that the changes 
have been made by request of the members affected by them. 


On Rivers and Harbors, Mr. Jonny R. THOMAS, of Illinois, in place 
of Mr, JONATHAN CHACE, of Rhode Island. 


On Foreign Affairs, Mr. W. W. Eaton, of Connecticut, in place of 
Mr. GEORGE D. WIsE, of Virginia. 

On Naval Affairs, Mr. GEORGE D. WIsE, of Virginia, in place of Mr. 
W. W. Eaton, of Connecticut. 

On District of Columbia, Mr. NICHOLAS E. WORTHINGTON, of Ili- 
nois, Mr. Francis W. RocKWELL, of Massachusetts. 

On Education, Mr. Francis W. RocKWELL, of Massachusetts, in 
place of Mr. SETH L. MILLIKEN, of Maine, 

On Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi River, Mr. JONA- 
THAN CHACE, of Rhode Island, in place of Mr. JoHn R. THOMAS, of 
Tllinoi 


is. : 

On Committee on Expenditures in the State Department, Mr. GEORGE 
R. Davis, of Ilinois, in place of Mr. WILLIAM T. PRICE, of Wisconsin. 

On Expenditures in the Department of Justice, Mr. CHARLES F. 
Crisp, of Georgia, Mr. SETH L. MILLIKEN, of Maine, 

On the Select Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Trafic, Mr. WILLIAM 
T. Price, of Wisconsin, in placeof Mr. GEORGE R. Davis, of Ilinois. 


AGRICULTURAL COLLEGES, 


Mr. HOUK. Iask unanimous consent to submit for consideration 
at this time the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, after which the Chair 
will ask for objections, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas by an act of Congress approved July 2, 1862, entitled “An act denat- 
ing public lands to the several States and Territories which may provide col- 
leges for the benefit of culture and the mechanic arts,” many of the States 
and Territories of the United States received grants of public lands “for the en- 
dowment and maintenance of at least one college, where the leading object shall 
be, without excluding scientific and classical studies, and including military tac- 
tics, to teach such branches oflearning as are related to agriculture and the me- 
chanic arts in such manner as the Legislatures of the States may respectively 
propone; in order to promote the liberal and practical education of the indus- 
trial classes in the several pursuits and professions of life.” 

And whereas a number of institutions have availed themselves of the benefits 
of this fund and it is doubtful whether in some instances the true intent and pur- 
pose of this act of Con, is carried out by promoting or endeavoring to pro- 
mote as the leading object “the liberal and practical education of the industrial 
classes in the several pursuits and professions of life:'' Therefore, 

Be itresolved, That the Committee on Education be specially charged with the 
duty of eer eg into the working and management of such institutions as may 
be using the fund so appropriated, and of reporting specifically in the case of 
each; also to recommend such measures as will secure to the ind classes 
the benefits intended by such act. 

Resolved, That said committee shal] have full power to send for persons and 
papers and witnesses, and to exercise all other ers requisite to the making 
of a thorough investigation into the facts in Gaah case. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution just read? 

Objection was made, 

Mr, HOUK. I believe if the House will hear me for one moment 
the objection would be withdrawn. The adoption of this resolution 
can do no one any harm, and under it we can certainly ascertain whether 
this fund is properly used for the purposes for which it was appropri- 
ated. I have reason to believe that in some colleges it is not so used. 

Mr. MONEY. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The call for the regular order is in the nature of 
an objection. 

Mr. HOUK. Then I ask that the resolution be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education. è 

There was no objection, and the resolution was referred accordingly. 


SMOKING IN THE HALL. 


The SPEAKER. Complaint has been made to the Chair that there 
is smoking on the floor of the House. The Chair desires to call the 
attention of members to the rule, which will be read by the Clerk, and 
to state that he will instruct the officers of the House to see that it is 
rigidly enforced. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

While the Speaker is putting a question or addressing the House no member 
shall walk out of or across the Hall, nor, when a member is speaking, pass be- 
tween him and the Chair; and during the session of the House no membershall 
wear his hat, or remain by the Clerk's desk during the call of the roll or the 
counting of ballots, or smoke upor the floor of the House; and the roy dang 
at-Arms and Doorkeeper are charged with the strict enforcement of this clause. 
(Rule XIV, clause 7.) . 


Mr. KASSON. I hope that rule will be enforced. 


MARSHALS OF WEST VIRGINIA. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a let- 
ter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a reply to a reso- 
lution of the House of Representatives asking for complete lists of mar- 
shals and deputy marshals in West Virginia for 1882 and 1883, adopted 
January 21, 1884. t 

Mr. GIBSON. I would like to have that communication referred 
to the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice. It 
is proposed to follow it up with some other resolutions which have been 
referred to that committee. i 

The SPEAKER. It will take that course; the Chair thinks that is 
the proper reference. 

The communication was accordingly referred to the Committee on 
Expenditures in the Deparment of Justice. 
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CONTINGENT FUND OF NAVY DEPARTMENT. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Navy, transmitting a detailed statement of the expenditures of 
the contingent fund for the Navy Department, &c., for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1883; which was referred to the Committee on Expend- 
itures in the Navy Department. 

BUREAU OF CONSTRUCTION AND REPAIR. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Navy, asking for a deficiency appropriation for the Bureau of Con- 
struction and Repair; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

CONSULAR FEES, ETC. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of State, transmitting a statement of fees collected, accounted for, and 
reported by the various diplomatic and consular officers of the United 
States during the fiscal year 1882-83, together with a tariff of consu- 
larfeesand a full listof consular offices; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


CHIPPEWA INDIANS, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, transmitting a copy of a communication from the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, submitting papers and reports of 
Messrs. Marshall, Gilfillan, and Sibley, appointed December 22, 1882, 
to re-examine and ascertain the occurred to the Chippewa In- 
dians residing upon Lake Winnebagoshish and Leech reservations, in 
Minnesota, &c.; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


EMPLOYES OF STATE DEPARTMENT. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of State, transmitting the names of all persons employed in his 
Department, and recommending no change in the clerks and other em- 
ployéss which was referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the 

tate Department. 
NEW YORK SHIPPING COMMISSIONER. 


Mr. REAGAN. I desire tosubmita privileged report from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. That committee, to which was referred a reso- 
lution of inquiry, instruct me to report the same back to the House 
and recommend that it be adopted. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

ved, That the Secretary Treasury be, „di 
report to this House what ptg have Sues bey porte Ae selina rt 
shipp' commissioner of the port of New York under the act of Congress 
passed June 7, 1872, entitled “An act to authorize the appointment of shipping 
commissioners,” &c. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. REAGAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MONEY. I renew the call for the order, 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being called for, this being 
Monday, the Chair will proceed to call the States and Territories for 
the introduction of bills and joint resolutions for printing and reference 
to their appropriate committees. Under this call memorials and reso- 
lutions of State and Territorial Legislatures are in order; also resolu- 
tions calling for executive information for reference to their appropriate 
committees. . 

ALGERNON M. COOK. 

Mr. HERBERT introduced a bill (H. R. 4387) for the relief of Alger- 
non M. Cook; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MOURNING KETLER. 

Mr. HERBERT also introduced a bill (H. R. 4388) for the relief of 
Mourning Ketler; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, 
and ordered to be printed. 

LOUIS STALLINGS. 


Mr. HERBERT also introduced a bill (H. R. 4389) for the relief of 
Louis Stallings; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and 
ordered to be printed. 


REFUND OF PUBLIC-LAND PAYMENTS. 


Mr, HERBERT also introduced a bill (H. R. 4390) prescribing the 
proof to be made on applications for the refund of moneys paid for 
lands erroneously entered; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF RULES. z 

Mr. OATES. The resolution which I send to the desk is submitted 
for reference to the Committee on Rules at the unanimous request of 
the Committee on the Revision of the Laws. 


The resolution was read, as follows, and referred to the Committee on 


Rules: 

Resolved, That subdivision 3 of Rule XI be, and the same is hereby, amended so 
as to read as follows, to wit: “To the revision and codification of the statutes of 
the United States and to the amendment and revision of statutes which do not 

: iarly appertain to the jurisdiction of other committees other than the Ju- 


JURISDICTION OF UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr- PEEL, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (H. R. 4391) to amend sec- 
tion 2, chapter 137, Statutes at Large, of anact entitled ‘‘Anacttodeter- 
mine the jurisdiction of the circuit courts of the United States, and to 
regulate the removal of causes from State courts, and for other purposes,’’ 
approved March 3, 1875; which was read afirst and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


RAILROAD FROM LAKE SUPERIOR TO PUGET SOUND. 


Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas (by request), introduced a bill (H. R. 
4392) supplementary to an act entitled “An act granting lands to aid 
in the construction of arailroad and telegraph line from Lake Superior 
to Puget’s Sound, on the Pacific coast, by the northern route,” approved 
July 2, 1864; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

NATHANIEL JOHNSON COFFIN. 

Mr, HENLEY (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 4393) granting 
arrears of pension to Lieat. Nathaniel Johnson Coffin; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 


DIRECT TAX OF 1861. 


Mr, HENLEY also submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, requested to 
furnish the House of Representatives with a tabulated statement showing as 
follows, to wit: The amount of money apportioned to and assessed upon the sey- 
eral States and Territories and District of Columbia under the act of Congress 
approved August 5, 1861, and acts supplemental thereto and amendatory thereof; 
the amount paid by and allowed to each thereof, with dates of each respective 
pera and allowance; the amount of the credits on account of the 10 and 

5 per cent. deduction named in said acts, and dates of each of such credits; 
the amount of credits allowed each thereof from other sources, stating the source 
and nature and authority of such credits and dates thereof, respectively ; the total 
amount after deducting all such credits, allowances, deductions; the total 
amount paid by and the total amount due by each and all thereof, respectively, 
and now remaining unpaid, including all taxes, collected and uncollected, pro- 

from sales for non-payment of taxes, including amounts bid in excess of 
taxes, purchase-money refunded, and balance of proceeds from sales, as shown 
by the records of his Department at this date. 


£ POST QUARTERMASTER-SERGEANTS. . 

Mr. ROSECRANS introduced a bill (H. R. 4394) for the appoint- 
ment of post quartermaster-sergeants in the Army; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES T. MARTIN. 

Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4395) for the relief 
of Charles T. Martin; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JACOB ABELE. 

Mr. ROSECRANS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4396) granting a pen- 
sion to Jacob Abele; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
COMMUNICATION BETWEEN UPPER MISSOURI AND COLUMBIA RIVERS. 

Mr. BELFORD introduced a bill (H. R. 4397) to authorize a pre- 

imi examination and survey of the passes between the Upper Mis- 
souri and Columbia Rivers, for the purpose of ascertaining the distances 
between the navigable waters of said rivers and the practicability of 
uniting said rivers by canals or otherwise; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Railways and Canals, and 
ordered to be printed. 

SETTING ASIDE OF FRAUDULENT LAND PATENTS. 
Mr. BELFORD also introduced a bill (H. R. 4398) directing the At- 


‘torney-General to institute proceedings touching mines or mill-sites 


where the patent has been fraudulently obtained; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ALBUQUERQUE, N. MEX. 

Mr. BELFORD also introduceda bill (H. R. 4399) to confirm the title 
of the residents thereof to the town or community grant of the town 
of Albuquerque, N. Mex., and for the allotment and disposition of the 
lands in said grant; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

DISTRIBUTION OF GENEVA AWARD. 

Mr. EATON (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 4400) to define 
and supplement an act entitled ‘*An act re-establishing the Court of 
Commissioners of Alabama Claims, and for the distribution of the un- 
appropriated moneys of the Geneva award,” approved June 5, 1882; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. ' 
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BRIBERY IN ELECTIONS. 

Mr. EATON (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4401) to pun- 
ish officers of the Government and others for the illegal use of money 
or other thing of value in elections, and for other purposes; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Select Committee on Re- 
form in the Civil Service, and ordered to be printed. 

DANIEL CUSICK. 

Mr. WAIT introduced a bill (H. R. 4402) granting a pension to Dan- 
_ jel Cusick; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. ELLEN CALL LONG AND MRS. MARY K. BREVARD. 

Mr. DAVIDSON introduced a bill (H. R. 4403) for the relief of Mrs. 
Ellen Call Long and Mrs. Mary K. Brevard; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HERMAN RUGE. š 

Mr. DAVIDSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 4404) for the relief of 
Herman Ruge; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MALLORY LOT, AT KEY WEST, FLA. 

Mr. DAVIDSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 4405) for the purchase of 
the Mallory lot, at Key West, Fla., fornaval purposes; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

‘ PUBLIC BUILDING, TALLAHASSEE, FLA. 

Mr. DAVIDSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 4406) for a public 
building at Tallahassee, Fla.; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered 
to be printed. . 

RELIEF OF DISABILITY. 

Mr. BISBEE introduced a bill (H. R. 4407) to relieve private soldiers 
in the United States. Army from disabilities imposed by section 1218 of 
the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

OFFICES AND DUTIES OF PRESIDENT AND VICE-PRESIDENT. 

Mr. HAMMOND introduced a bill (H. R. 4408) to amend the Con- 
stitution as to the offices and duties of the President and Vice-President 
of the United States; which was read a first and second time. 

The SPEAKER. It would seem this bill should be referred to the 
Committet on the Judiciary. é 

Mr. HAMMOND. I move its reference to the Select Committee on 
Law respecting Election of President and Vice-President. 

The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair the proper reference 
would be to the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I much preferthe reference to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and will submit that motion. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

REMOVAL OF CAUSES. 

Mr. HAMMOND also introduced a bill (H. R. 4409) to amend sec- 
tion 643 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

INTEREST ON JUDGMENTS. 

Mr. HAMMOND also introduced a bill (H. R. 4410) to amend sec- 
tion 1090 of the Revised Statutes relating to interest on judgments 
rendered by the Court of Claims; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

` ADMINISTRATION OF OATHS. 

Mr. HAMMOND also introduced a bill (H. R. 4411) to amend sec- 
tion 101 of the Revised Statutes of the United States so as to allow the 
chairman of a subcommittee of a committee of either House to ad- 
minister oaths; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

HANNAH SIMS. 

Mr. CANDLER (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 4412) for the 
relief of Hannah Sims; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN M. RICH. 

Mr. CANDLER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4413) for 
the relief of John M. Rich; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committe on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PAY DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Ilinois, introduced a bill (H. R. 4414) concerni 
the Pay Department of the Army; which was read a first and secon 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. S 

; HENRY SLAUGHTER. 
Mr. MOULTON introduced a bill (H. R. 4415) to increase the pen- 


sion of Henry Slaughter; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


TARIFF. 


Mr. MORRISON introduced a bill (H. R. 4416) to reduce import 
duties and war-tariff taxes; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. MORRISON. I move its reference to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. r 

Mr. McKINLEY and Mr. CONVERSE asked for the reading of the 
bill. 

The bill was read in extenso. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

JACOB MULLER. 

Mr. CULLEN introduced a bill (H. R. 4417) granting a pension te 
Jacob Miller; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ROBERT NEWMAN. 

Mr. CANNON introduced a bill (H. R. 4418) for the relief of Robert 
Newman; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ISAIAH HUMRICKHOUSER. 

Mr. CANNON also introduced a bill (H. R. 4419) for the relief of 
Isaiah Humrickhouser; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Milifary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES 8. ROBERTS. 

Mr. RIGGS introduced a bill (H. R. 4420) granting a pension to James 
S. Roberts; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES ©, WHITESIDE. 

Mr. RIGGS also introduce a bill (H. R. 4421) for the relief of Chatles 
C. Whiteside; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM B. DAVIS. 

Mr. RIGGS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4422) to increase the pen- 
sion of William B. Davis, a soldier in the war with Mexico; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

EDWARD T. CLINE. 

Mr. NEECE introduced a bill (H. R. 4423) granting a pension to Ed- 
ward T. Cline; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JEREMIAH MOYNIHAN. 

Mr. NEECE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4424) granting a pension to 
Jeremiah Moynihan; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GILES C. HAWLEY. 

Mr. NEECE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4425) to amend the mili- 
tary record of Giles C. Hawley and to place his name upon the pension- 
roll; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES P. GRIFFITH. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND introduced a bill (H. R. 4426) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James P. Griffith, Company I, Forty-eighth Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES J. LYELL. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 4427) granting a 
pension to James J. Lyell, Company G, Eleventh Regiment Illinois 
Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ROMULUS J. MOSS. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND also introduced a bill (H. R. 4428) granting a pen- 
sion to Romulus J. Moss, captain of Company A, Fourth United States 
Colored Artillery; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

J. 0. HARDING. 

Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana, introduced a bill (H. R. 4429) for the relief 
of J. O. Harding, late sergeant and acting lieutenant of Company C, 
Seventy-ninth Regiment Illinois Volunteers; which wasread a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. ; 


JAMES C. WHEAT. 

Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4430) grant- 
ing a pension to James C. Wheat, late private Company B, Forty-ninth 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 


sor Soe C. RANKIN. 
_ Mr. MATSON introduced ‘a bill (H. R. 4431) granting a pension to 
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Leroy C. Rankin; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


RENT OF POST-OFFICES. 
Mr. WOOD introduced a bill (H. R. 4432) to empower the Post- 


master-General to rent or purchase post-office room for of 
the third class as designated in the Postal Regulations; which was read 
à first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

SILAS QUACKENBUSH. 

Mr. WARD introduced a bill (H. R. 4433) for the relief of Silas 
Quackenbush; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Wat Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM PIKE. 

Mr. WARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 4434) for the relief of Will- 
iam Pike; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES FROSCHAEUR. 

Mr. LAMB introduced a bill (H. R. 4435) granting a pension to 
James Froschaeur; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and orderetl to be printed. 

MIAMI INDIANS OF INDIANA. 

Mr. STEELE introduced a bill (H. R. 4436) to reimburse the Miami 
Indians of Indiana for moneys improperly taken from them; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to bè printed. 

AUSTIN P, COX. 

Mr. COBB introduced a bill (H. R. 4437) for the relief of Austin P, 
ox; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ALEXANDER SPENCER. 

Mr. COOK introduced a bill (H. R. 4438) for the relief of Alexander 
Spencer; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN R. WALLACE. 

Mr. COOK also introduced a bill (H. R. 4439) granting a pension to 
John R. Wallace; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN BOSTATER. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (H. R. 4440) for the 
relief of John Bostater; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

AMY L. DE WITT. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4441) for 
the relief of Amy L. De Witt; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

FRANCES H. PLUMMER. 

Mr. HEPBURN introduced a bill (H. R. 4442) for the relief of Fran- 
ces H. Plummer; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

RICHARD W. BARNES. 

Mr. PUSEY introduced a bill (H. R. 4443) for the relief of Richard 
W. Barnes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered, to be printed. 

CHARLES A. MALLORY. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (H. R. 4444) for the relief 

of Charles A. Mallory; which was read a first and second time, referred 
~to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
_ 0. L. QUACKENBUSH. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, also, introduced a bill (H. R. 4445) for the 
relief of C. L. Quackenbush; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


SECTIONS 2970 AND 2983 REVISED STATUTES, 


Mr. KASSON introduced a bill (H. R. 4446) to amend sections 2970 
and 2983 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT OF RULES. 


Mr. KASSON also submitted the following resolution; which was 
read, and referred to the Committee on the Rules: 


Resolved, That the third paragraph of Rule XXI be amended by striking out 
all after the word “ progress,” in line 5, and inserting in lieu thereof the follow- 
ing: “not including propositions for the increase of salaries; Provided, That it 
shall be in order further to amend such bill upon the recommendation of the 
committee having jurisdiction of the subject-matter of the amendment pro- 
posed, the same being germane to the clause of the bill affected thereby.” 


SALE OF PACIFIC RAILROADS. 
Mr. ANDERSON introduced a bill (H. R. 4447) to prevent the sale 


of certain Pacific railroads before certain United States bonds, with in- 
terest, shall have been fully paid; which was read a-first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Pacific Railroads, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ROBERT R. HUGHES. 

Mr. RYAN introduced a bill (H. R. 4448) for the relief of Robert R. 
Hughes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

J. L. WHITAKER. 

Mr. MORRILL introduced a bill (H. R. 4449) for the relief of J. L. 
Whitaker; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PROMOTION OF AGRICULTURE. 

Mr. HANBACK introduced a bill (H. R. 4450) for the promotion of 
agriculture, and making an appropriation therefor; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Agriculture, and 
ordered to be printed. 

FORT HAYS, KANSAS. 


Mr. HANBACK also introduced a bill (H. R. 4451) to provide for 
the disposition of a portion“of the Fort Hays military reservation, in 
the State of Kansas; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


J. W. PATTERSON. 

Mr. PETERS introduced a bill (H. R. 4452) for the relief of J. W. 
Patterson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. SIMMONS. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4453) granting an increase 
of pension to William H. Simmons; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HOMESTEADS. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4454) to amend section 
2290 of chapter 5 of the Revised Statutes of the United States in rela- 
tion to homesteads; which was read a first and second time, referred te 
the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

DAVID A. HAWK. 

Mr. PETERS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4455) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of David A. Hawk; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

POTTAWATOMIE INDIANS. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (H. R. 4456) to enable the Secretary 
of the Interior to make settlement with the Pottawatomie Indians re- 
siding in Kansas and the Indian Territory; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

J. G. CRAWFORD. 

Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill es 4457) granting a pen- 
sion to J. G. Crawford; which was read a and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

HARLAN JACKSON. 
Mr. PERKINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4458) granting a pen- 


sion to Harlan Jackson; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
JACOB JOHNSON. 

Mr. CLAY introduced a bill (H. R. 4459) for the relief of Jacob 
Johnson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

OFFICIAL TERMS, ETC. 

Mr. WILLIS introduced:a bill (H. R. 4460) to repeal sections of the 
Revised Statutes restricting the term of certain officers to four years, 
and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Select Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, and ordered to 
be printed. : 
MRS. FRANCES MARSHALL. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4461) for the relief of Mrs. 
Frances Marshall, widow of General Humphrey Marshall, of Louisville, 
Ky.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

THIERMAN & FROST. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4462) for the relief of 
Thierman & Frost, of Louisville, Ky.; which was read a firstand second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

C. E. COUTY. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4463) for the relief of C. 
E. Couty, of Louisville, Ky.; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
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THOMAS BAILEY. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R, 4464) granting a pension 
to Thomas Bailey; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SILAS GRAY. 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4465) granting a pension 
to Silas Gray, dependent father of John M. Gray, of Louisville, Ky.; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN SELBY. k 

Mr. WILLIS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4466) granting a pension 
to John Selby, dependent father of George Selby, of Louisville, Ky.; 
which was read-a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT MAYSVILLE, KY. 

Mr. CULBERTSON, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. 4467) for 
the erection of a public building in the city of Maysville, Ky.; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM BUCKNER. 

Mr. CULBERTSON, of Kentucky, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4468) 
for the relief of William Buckner, of Kentucky; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ANDREW 8. HERRON. 

Mr. LEWIS introduced a bill (H. R. 4469) for the relief of the heirs 
of the late Andrew 8. Herron, late Representative-elect from the State 
of Louisiana; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

JOEL S. ROGERS. 

Mr. MILLIKEN introduced a bill (H. R. 4470) to rerate the pension 
of Joel S. Rogers; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JEFFERSON SAVAGE. 

Mr. MILLIKEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 4471) for the relief of 
Jefferson Savage; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

SETTLERS ON PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. MILLIKEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 4472) for the relief of 
settlers on the public lands of the United States; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

LEVI HERZOG. 

Mr. HOBLITZELL introduced a bill (H. R. 4473) for the relief of 
Levi Herzog; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY LUCKETT. 

Mr. FINDLAY introduced a bill (H. R. 4474) for the relief of Mary 
Luckett; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. KRANTZ. 

Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (H. R. 4475) granting a pension to 
William H. Krantz; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ANNE R. VOORHEES. 

Mr. HOLTON introduced a bill (H. R. 4476) granting a pension to 
Anne R. Voorhees; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN R. BOND. , 

Mr. HOLTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 4477) for the relief of 
John R. Bond, late of the United States Navy; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

HATIIE HOYT. 


Mr. RUSSELL introduced a bill (H. R. 4478) for the relief of Hattie | _ 


Hoyt; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
LIEUT. JOHN C. RHOADES. 

Mr. RUSSELL (by request) also introduced a joint resolution (H. 
Res. 146) conferring naval appointment on Lieut. John C. Rheades; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

STAFF OFFICERS OF THE NAVY. 

Mr. MORSE introduced a bill (H. R. 4479) to equalize the rank and 
pay of certain staff officers of the Navy; which was read a first and sec- 
pa ee, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 

nted. 

RETIREMENT OF NAVAL OFFICERS. 
Mr. MORSE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4480) to authorize the re- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 4, 


tirement of officers of the Navy after 
which was read a first and second tim 
Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. COLLINS introduced a bill (H. R. 4481) to amend section 3013 
of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Revision of the Laws, and ordered to be 
printed. 


miy years’ honorable service; 
e, referred to, the Committee on 


LIFE-SAVING STATIONS, 

Mr. LONG introduced a bill (H. R. 4482) to establish life-saving sta- 
tions at Gay Head and Point Allerton, Massachusetts; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and or- 
dered to be printed. È 

REVENUE-MARINE SERVICE, 

Mr. LONG (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4483) to pro- 
mote the efficiency of the revenue-marine service; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDINGS AT EAST SAGINAW, MICH. 

Mr. HORR introduced a bill (H. R. 4484) for the erection of a public 
building in the city of East Saginaw, Mich.; which was read a firstand 
second time, referred tothe Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 

HARBOR OF REFUGE, LAC LA BELLE, MICHIGAN. 

Mr. BREITUNG introduced a bill (H. R. 4485) to provide for the 
survey of Lac la Belle, on Keweenaw Point, in the State of Michigan, 
for the purpose of a harbor of refuge; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered 
to be printed. 

UNITED STATES COURTS IN MICHIGAN. 
* Mr. HATCH, of Michigan, introduced a bill (H. R. 4486) to provide 
for holding terms of the eircuit and district courts of the United States. 
for the eastern district of Michigan at Bay City, in said district; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, and ordered to be printed. 
DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE introduced a bill (H. R. 4487) to donate condemned 
cast-iron cannon and cannon-balls to Post No. 41, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Department of Michigan, for monumental purposes; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

RICHARD UNDERWOOD. 

Mr. YAPLE introduced a bill (H. R. 4488) granting a pension to 
Richard Underwood; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 

Mr. WASHBURN introduced a bill (H. R. 4489) to authorize the 
construction of a highway bridge across the Mississippi River at Anoka, 
Minn., above the Falls of Saint Anthony; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. F 

ZENIA BANKER. 

Mr. WAKEFIELD introduced a bill (H. R. 4490) for the relief of 
Zenia Banker; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN WADDAMS. 

Mr. WAKEFIELD also introduced a bill (H. R. 4491) for the relief 
of John Waddams; which was read a first and second time, referred te 
the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. PAULINE E. AND CHARLES MILLIKEN. 

Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota, introduced a bill (H. R. 4492) for the re- 
lief of Mrs. Pauline E. Milliken and Charles Milliken; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

. PENSIONS, 

Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4493) grant- 

ing a pension to all persons who served in the Army or Navy of the 

United States in any war who were honorably discharged and who 

have not received a pension; which was read a first and second time, 

referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
MAIL CONTRACTS. 

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (H. R. 4494) to regulate the letting of 
mail contracts; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Post-Offive and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 
CHARLES H. JOHNSON. 

Mr. SINGLETON introduced a bill (H. R, 4495) for the relief of 
Charles H. Johnson; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL HERD. 


Mr. SINGLETON also introduced a bill (H. R. 4496) for the relief of 


1884. CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. 861 


Samuel Herd, of Scott County, in the State of Mississippi; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

WILEY A. PULLIN. 

Mr. SINGLETON also introduced a bill (H. R. 4497) for the relief 
of Wiley A. Pullin; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES G. GILMER. 

Mr. SINGLETON also introduced a bill (H. R, 4498) for the relief 
of Charles G. Gilmer; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

TURNER BOBBITT. 

Mr. SINGLETON also introduced a bill (H. R. 4499) for the relief 

of Turner Bobbitt; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
_the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
HELEN LOGGINS. 

Mr. SINGLETON also introduced a bill (H. R. 4500) for the relief 
of Helen Loggins, administratrix of estate of Tillman Loggins, deceased ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
War Claims, and-ordered to be printed. 

PASCHAL D. HAMMACK. 

Mr. SINGLETON also introduced a bill (H. R. 4501) for the relief 
Paschal D. Hammack; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM HESTER. ; 

Mr. BARKSDALE introduced a bill (H. R. 4502) for the relief of 
William Hester, postmaster at Terry, Miss.; which was read a firstand 
sécond time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MARY E. HOLTZMAN. 

Mr. MULDROW (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 4503) for the 
relief of Mary E. Holtzman; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIAS CLEVELAND. 

Mr. ALEXANDER introduced a bill (H, R. 4504) for the relief of 
Elias Cleveland; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

SWAMP AND OVERFLOWED LANDS. 

Mr. COSGROVE introduced a bill (H. R..4505) to extend the provis- 
ions of an act approved March 2, 1855, entitled ‘‘An act for the relief 
of purchasers and locators of swamp and overflowed lands,’’ and for 
other p ; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

MISSOURI RIVER COMMISSION. 

Mr. GRAVES introduced a bill (H. R. 4506) to provide for the ap- 
pointment of a Missouri River commission for the improvement of said 
river from its mouth to its headwaters; which was a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

UTAH EXPEDITION. >- 

Mr. GRAVES also introduced a bill (H. R. 4507) referring to the Court 
of Claims the claims for property seized by General Johnston on the Utah 
expedition; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. SARAH COX. 

Mr. GRAVES also introduced a bill (H. R. 4508) for the relief of Mrs. 
Sarah Cox; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

` MISSOURI LAND GRANTS. 

Mr. CLARDY introduced a bill (H. R. 4509) granting to the State 
of Missouri certain public lands heretofore granted that State toaid in 
the construction of railroads; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
‘printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS MISSISSIPPI RIVER. : 

Mr. BUCKNER (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 4510) author- 
izing the construction of a bridgeacross the Mississippi River at or near 
the Chain of Rocks, in the northern part of the city of Saint Louis, Mo.; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

GABRIEL NEUDECKER. 

Mr. BUCKNER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4511) to 
extend patent of Gabriel Neudecker for process of preparing tobacco for 
manufacture; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

a ALEXANDER SMILEY. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. 4512) for the relief 
-of Alexander Smiley; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN A. HAWK. 


Mr. DOCKERY (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 4513) for the 
relief of John A. Hawk; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ALEXANDER CLOUD. 

Mr. FYAN introduced a bill (H. R. 4514) for the relief of Alexander 
Cloud; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee en War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ROLLY WEST. 

Mr. BLAND introduced a bill (H. R. 4515) for the relief of Rolly 
West; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FREDERICK HESS. : 

Mr. BLAND also introduced a bill (H. R. 4516) forthe relief of Fred- 
erick Hess; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

IMPROVEMENT OF THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. 4517) providi 
for the condemnation of lands and materials for purposes of Mississip 
River improvement; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi River, 
and ordered to be printed, 

JURISDICTION OF MISSISSIPPI RIVER COMMISSION. 

Mr, O'NEILL, of Missouri, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4518) defin- 
ing the powers and jurisdiction of the Mississippi River Commission, 
and authorizing the appropriation of land and material for the improve- 
ment of the Mississippi River and its navigable tributaries, prescribing 
the manner of assessing damages for property so appropriated, and pro- 
viding penalties for acts in hinderance or injury of such improvements; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi River, and ordered to be 
printed. 

,E, PENROD. 

Mr. CASSIDY introduced a bill (H. R. 4519) for the relief of E. Pen- 
tod; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Claims, and ordered to be printed. : 

B. REINHART & CO. 

Mr. CASSIDY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4520) fer the relief of B. 
Reinhart & Co.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES D. ROBERTS. 

Mr. CASSIDY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4521) for the relief of 
James D. Roberts; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A. J. TURNER, 

Mr. CASSIDY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4522) for the relief of A. 
J. Turner and the heirs of Samuel Turner, deceased; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 


PHILIP FELSENTHAL. 

Mr. CASSIDY *also introduced a bill (H. R. 4523) for the relief of 
Philip Felsenthal; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

D. 0. ADKINSON. 

Mr. CASSIDY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4524) for the relief of D. 
O. Adkinson, at Virginia City, Nev.; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

GEORGE BRITTON, 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, introduced a bill (H. R. 4525) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to George Britton; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MRS. ANN CORBIN. 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4526) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Ann Corbin; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 
LISSETTA W. SPAULDING. 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4527) 
granting a pension to Lissetta W. Spaulding; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 


JOHN RAMSEY, 

Mr. McADOO introduced a bill (H. R. 4528) for the relief of John 
Ramsey; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MEDALS FOR SURVIVORS SLOOP-OF-WAR CUMBERLAND. 
Mr, McADOO also introduced a bill (H. R. 4529) to provide proper 
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medals for the survivors of the officers and Grew of the United States | for damages done to the schooner C. C. Brooks; which was read a first 


sloop-of-war Cumberland; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
PATRICK FOLEY. 

Mr. KEAN introduced a bill (H. R. 4530) granting an increase of 
pension to Patrick Foley; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred. to.the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

EDWARD P. VOLLUM. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 4531) for 
the relief of Edward P. Vollum; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

HUGH O'NEIL. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4532) 
granting a pension to Hugh O’Neil; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

EXPORT TAX ON COTTON. 
3 Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, also introduced a joint resolution 
ye Res. 147) proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
tates providing that an export tax such as Congress may deem just 
and proper for the encouragement of the home manufacture of our 
domestic products may be laid on raw or unmanufactured cotton. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. Iask that the joint resolution which 
I have introduced may be read at length for the information of the 
House. 

The joint resolution was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

STEAMBOAT INSPECTION SERVICE. 

Mr. COX, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 4533) to amend 
section 4488 of the Revised Statutes governing the steamboat inspection 
service; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


VETTERLIN & CO. 


Mr. COX, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4534) for the 
relief of the creditors of Theodore H. Vetterlin and Bernard T. Vetter- 
lin, bankrupts, individually and as co ers in New York under the 
firm name of Theodore H. Vetterlin & Sons, and in Philadelphia under 
the firm name of Vetterlin & Co., and to release the interest of the 
United States in the remaining assets belonging to the estate of the 
said bankrupts; which was read a first and second time, referred tothe 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

IMPORT LAWS. 


Mr. COX, of New York, also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 
148) to interpret the effect of certain revised statutes as to imports, 
&e.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. COX, of New York, also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 

- 149) giving consent of Congress for the erection of a bridge over the 
Hudson River and to constitute the same a post-road; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

COL. GUY V. HENRY. . 

Mr. WADSWORTH introduced a bill (H. R. 4535) for the relief of 
Col. Guy V. Henry; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

SECOR & CO. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 4536) for 
the relief of Secor & Co. and Zeno Secor; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

IMPORTS OF COAL, ETC., FROM CANADA. 
Mr. DORSHEIMER also introduced a bill (H. R. 4537) to admit free 
of duty coal, iron ore, and coke, the production of the Dominion of 
; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 
ACCOUNTS OF ARMY AND NAVY OFFICERS. 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York (by request), introduced a bill (H. R. 
4538) to further continue the act to authorize the settlement of the 
accounts of officers of the Army and Navy; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

LIGHTER PIRATE. 

Mr, ADAMS, of New York, introducefl a bill (H. R. 4539) to issue 
American papers to the lighter or barge Pirate, now at New York; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

SCHOONER C. C. BROOKS. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York, also introduced a joint resolution (H. 
Res. 150) referring to the Court of Claims the claim of James E. Kelsey, 
John Laughlin, Theron Kelsey, and others, against the United States 


and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 
GEORGE BARLOW. 

Mr. BAGLEY (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 4540) for the re- 
lief of George Barlow; which was read a first ahd second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MARY HUNTER. 


Mr. SLOCUM introduced a bill (H. R. 4541) to grant a pension to 
Mary Hunter; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LIGHTS ON HUDSON RIVER. 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE introduced a bill (H. R. 4542) to establish 
lights on the Hudson River; which was read a first and second time, 
referred.to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT ALBANY, N. Y. 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4543) to provide 
for the completion of the custom-house building at Albany, N. Y.; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee om 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS IN FLORIDA, ETC. 

Mr. MULLER (by Mr. VAN ALSTYNE) introduced a bill (H. R. 4544) 
to revive and amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act for the private adjustment 
of private land claims in the States of Florida, Louisiana, and Missouri, 
and for other purposes,” approved January 22, 1860; which was reada 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

SECTION 3339 REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. HARDY introduced a bill (H. R. 4545) to amend section 333% 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered 
to be printed. 

WIDOW OF WESLEY SCRIPTURE. 

Mr. JOHNSON introduced a bill (H. R. 4546) for the relief of the 
widow of Wesley Scripture; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ROBERT WALTER AND OTHERS. 

Mr. NUTTING (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 4547) to amend 
the record of Robert Walter, Hancock H. Haynie, and Benjamin 8. 
Magar, late acting masters, United States Navy; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered - 
to beprinted. 

CORDELIA GALE. 

Mr. NUTTING also introduced a bill (H. R. 4548) granting a pen- 
sion to Cordelia Gale, widow of Ebben G. Gale, deceased, late of Com- 
pany D, Second Michigan Cavalry, in the war of the rebellion; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

H DAVID W. JONES. 

Mr. BURLEIGH introduced a bill (H. R. 4549) for the relief of 
David W. Jones; which was read a first and second time, referred to- 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

RUDOLPH LOBSIGER. 

Mr. HUTCHINS introduced a bill (H. R. 4550) for the relief of Ru- 
dolph Lobsiger; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM CLABAUGH. 

Mr. HUTCHINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 4551) to provide for 
the issue to William Clabaugh of bonds of the District of Columbia on 
account of the M-street bridge across Rock Creek, in the city of Wash- - 
ington; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM C. H. WADDELL. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York (by request), introduced a bill (H. R. 
4552) for the relief of William C. H. Waddell, of New York; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

~ REGISTRATION OF TRADE-MARKS, 


Mr. GREENLEAF introduced a bill (H. R. 4553) to amend the law 
in relation to the registration of trade-marks; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to: 
be printed. 

W. P. PAYNE. 

Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (H. R. 4554) for the relief of W. P. 
Payne; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


HENRY GIBBS. 
Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4555) granting a pension. 


1884. 


CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. 863 


to Henry Gibbs; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
JOSEPH WILLIAMS. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4556) granting a pension 
to Joseph Williams, of Batteries F and K, Second United States Artil- 
lery; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

~ SOLOMON MESSER. 
- Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4557) granting a pension 
to Solomon Messer; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
CAPT. W. W. HOGSED’S COMPANY OF HOME GUARDS. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4558) for the relief of Capt. 
Ww. W. py wee Company of North Carolina Home Guards; which 
was read a and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM DAVIS. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4559) for the relief of the 
estate of William Davis, deceased; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LICENSED LIQUOR SALOONS IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. VANCE (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4560) limiting 
the number of licensed liquor saloons in the District of Columbia; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

PORT OF ENTRY AT WASHINGTON, N. C. 

Mr. SKINNER, of North Carolina, introduced a bill (H. R. 4561) 
providing for the establishment of a port of entry at Washington, N. 
C.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN ROBERTS. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina, introduced a bill (H. R. 4562) granting 
a pension to John Roberts; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


GOOD FRIDAY A LEGAL HOLIDAY. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4563) de- 
daring Good Friday to be a legal holiday; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to` = Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

CULTIVATION OF FRUITS. 

Mr. GREEN introduced a bill (H. R. 4564) to encourage the cultiva- 
tian of fruits; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture, and ordered to be printed. 

J. H. STIPE. 

Mr. YORK introduced a bill (H. R. 4565) to pay J. H. Stipe, of 
Forsyth County, North Carolina, $300; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MILES DUNNING. 

Mr. YORK also introduced a bill (H. R. 4566) to remove the charge 
of desertion against Miles Dunning, late of Company A, Third Kentucky 
Volunteer Cavalry; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES M’MULLIN. 

Mr. MURRAY introduced a bill (H. R. 4567) granting an increase of 
pension to James McMullin; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ANDREW J. KONKLE. 

Mr. MURRAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4568) granting a pension 
to Andrew J. Konkle; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DAVID URBANSKY. 

Mr. MURRAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4569) a on 
to David Urbansky; which was read a first and renga ore 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES WOODARD. 

Mr. MURRAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4570) granting a pension 
to James Woodard; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM HARRIS. 
" Mr. MURRAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4571) granting a pension 
to William Harris; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
MARTIN DOUGLASS. 
Mr. MURRAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4572) granting a pension 


to Martin Douglass; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


MATTHEW MURHPY. 
Mr. MURRAY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4573) granting a pension 
to Matthew Murphy; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CAROLINE MARTIN. 


Mr. WILKINS (by Mr. Murray) introduced a bill (H. R. 4574) 
granting a pension to Caroline Martin; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ERNEST GRASSER. s 


Mr. WILKINS (by Mr. Murray) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4575) 
granting a pension to Ernest Grasser; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

FERDINAND KEYSER. 

Mr. WILKINS (by Mr. Murray) fllso introduced a bill bie 4576) 
granting a pension to Ferdinand Keyser; which was read a and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ENCOURAGEMENT OF HOME INDUSTRY. 

Mr. CONVERSE presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of the 
State of Ohio, requesting the Senators and Representatives of that State 
to procure such an adjustment of the tariff as to encourage productive 
industries at home; which, upon the request of Mr. CONVERSE, was 
read, and referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

“DANIEL M. HALL. 

Mr. GEDDES introduced a bill (H. R. 4577) granting a pension to 
Daniel M. Hall; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. ELECTA L. HENRY. 

Mr. GEDDES also introduced a bill (H. R. 4578) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Electa L. Henry, widow of James A. Henry; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ABRAHAM OSTER. 


Mr. GEDDES also introduced a bill (H. R. 4579) granting a pension 


to Abraham Oster; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
J. H. DAVIS. 

Mr. MCKINLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 4580) for the relief of J. 
H. Davis; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

ARREARS OF PENSION. , 
Mr. MCKINLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4581) to repeal the pro- 


viso of section 2 of the act of March 3, 1879, making appropriations for - 


the payment of arrears of pensions; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

THOMAS MACKEY. 

Mr. MCKINLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4582) granting a pen- 
sion to Thomas Mackey, late first lieutenant Company I, Ninety-eighth 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry; which was read a first and second tim 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be prin er 


BENJAMIN WILLIAMS. 

Mr. McKINLEY also introduced a bill (H. R. 4583) Lig det 
sion to Benjamin Williams, late first lieutenant Company E enty- 
third Ohio Volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


A. W. COATES, 


Mr. McKINLEY (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4584) 
for the extension of the patent granted to A. W. Coates, of Alliance, 
Ohio, for improvement in horse-rakes; which was reada first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS AT AKEON, OHIO. 

Mr. PAIGE introduced a bill (H. R. 4585) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Akron, Ohio; whigh was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 


ESTATE OF HON. J. T. UPDEGRAFF, DECEASED. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR introduced a bill (H. R. 4586) for the re- 
lief of the estate of the late Jonathan T. Updegraff, late Representative- 
elect from theState of Ohio; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


ISAAC N. WINKLER. 
Mr. McCORMICK introduced a bill (H. R. 4587) for the relief of 
Isaac N. Winkler; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
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JOSEPH WALTON & CO. 
Mr. BAYNE introduced a bill (H. R. 4588) for the relief of Joseph 
Walton & Co.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
ANNA ROGERS. 

Mr. BAYNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4589) granting a pension 
to Anna Rogers, widow of John E. Rogers; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ROBERT WHITE. : 

Mr. BAYNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4590) granting a pension 
to Robert White; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. BANNER. 

Mr. BAYNE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4591) granting a pension 
to William H. Banner; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 

Mr. HOPKINS introduced a bill (H, R. 4592) to pay to employés of 
the Government wages hitherto witheld in violation of the eight-hour 
law; which was read a first and second time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks thisprovidessimply for payment 
of claims, and under the rules should go to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I was uncertain to which committee it should be 
referred. > 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JAMES WEEKS. 

Mr. STORM introduced a bill (H. R. 4593) for the relief of James 
Weeks, of Pennsylvania; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

REUBEN MOYER. 

Mr. STORM also introduced a bill (H. R. 4594) granting a pension 
to Reuben Moyer, late private Company A, Fourth Regiment Pennsyl- 
vania Cavalry; which was read a first and second time, referred tothe 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARTHA J. MILVAINE. 

Mr. BOYLE introduced a bill (H. R. 4595) granting a pension to 
Martha J. Mellvaine, widow of Robert J. McIlvaine, deceased, late of 
Company K, Eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Reserves; which wast ead 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

PRACTICE IN UNITED STATES DISTRIC€ AND CIRCUIT COURTS. 

Mr, O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (H. R. 4596) reg- 
ulating the practice in the district and circuit courts of the United 
States; which was read a first and second time, referred tothe Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. . 

FIRST LIEUT. A. R. EGBERT. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4597) for 
the relief of First Lieut. A. R. Egbert, Second Regiment United States 
Infantry; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

bd RICHARD C. RIDGWAY AND OTHERS. 

Mr. BINGHAM introduced a bill (H. R. 4598) for the relief of Rich- 
ard C. Ridgway and others; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

AMY C, CAPWELL. 

Mr. CONNOLLY introduced a bill (H. R. 4599) for the relief of Amy 
C. Capwell, late postmistress at Factoryville, Pa.; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ASST, SURG. CALVIN DE WITT. - 

Mr. BARR introduced a bill (H. R. 4600) for the relief of Asst. Surg. 
Calvin De Witt, United States Army; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

„THOMAS H. REYNOLDS. 

Mr. PATTON introduced a bill (H. R. 4601) for the relief of the 
widow and heirs of Thomas H. Reynolds, deceased; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MRS. JACOB BASH. 

Mr. PATTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 4602) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Jacob Bash; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

; DAVID T. FAITH. 
ír. PATTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 4603) granting a pension 
to David T. Faith; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
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SAMUEL CARNEY, 

Mr. PATTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 4604) granting a pension 
to Samuel Carney; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and erdered to be printed. 

ELLEN EDMISTON. 

Mr. PATTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 4605) granting a pension 
to Ellen Edmiston; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


PETER GUESS. 
Mr. PATTON also introduced a bill (H. R. 4606) granting a pension 


to Peter Guess; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
LIGHT-HOUSE, ERIE, PA. 

Mr. BRAINERD presented memorial and resolutions of the senate 
and house of representatives of theStateof Pennsylvania, praying for the 
re-establishment of the light-honse at Erie, Pa.; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

FREDERICK KOONTZ, 
Mr. CAMPBELL introduced a bill (H. R. 4607) granting a pension 


to Frederick Koontz; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


EXTENSION OF CONGRESSIONAL CEMETERY. 

Mr. DIBBLE (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 4608) granting 
parts of certain streets in Washington city to the vestry of Washington 
parish for the use of the Congressional Cemetery; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Publice Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

CLAIM OF SOUTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. DIBBLE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4609) providing for the 
payment to the State of South Carolina of the sum ascertained to be 
due to the said State under chapter 98, section 12, of the Statutes at 
Large, approved June 7, 1862; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

EDWARD W. SANDERS. 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina, introduced a bill (H. R. 4610) toem- 
power Edward W. Sanders to bring suit in the Court of Claims; which 
was read a first and second Sine, noera to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, and ordered to be prin 

MARY MURPHY, 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina (by request), also introduced a bill 
(H. R. 4611) for the reliefof Mary Murphy; which was read a first and 
pea time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

JAMES M. M’KAMEY. 

Mr. HOUK introduced a bill (H. R. 4612) for the relief of James 
M. McKamey; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

P. M. SHANNON. 
Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 4613) granting a pension 


to P. M. Shannon; which was fead a and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
FREDERICK A. THOMPSON. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 4614) for the relief of Fred- 
erick A. Thompson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DAVID BRIGHT. 

Mr. HOUK also introduced a bill (H. R. 4615) for the relief of Da- 
vid Bright; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. LAURA J. STOVALL. 
Mr. YOUNG (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 4616) for the re- 
lief of Mrs. Laura J. Stovall, of Memphis, Tenn.; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 
UNIFORM BALLOT-BOXES. 

Mr. YOUNG (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4617) to pro- 
vide for a uniform ballot-box to be used in the Federal elections, and 
appropriating money for the same; which was read a first and second 


time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. s 


SUITS IN COURT OF CLAIMS. 

Mr. YOUNG (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4618) to 
authorize suits in the Court of Claims in certain cases therein named; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

ISAAC CRAWFORD. 
Mr. PETTIBONE (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 4619) for the 
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relief of Isaac Crawford; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
JOSEPH D. LONG. 

Mr. PETTIBONE (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4620) 
granting a pension to Joseph D. Long; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be painted. 

NANCY MILLER. 

Mr. PETTIBONE (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4621) 
for the relief of Nancy Miller; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee an Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. MARTHA SMITH. 

Mr. PETTIBONE (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4622 
granting a pension to Mrs. Martha Smith; which was read a first an 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

PAULINA JONES. 

Mr. PETTIBONE (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4623) 
for the relief of Paulina Jones; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

e DR. JOHN W. HARTMAN. 

Mr. PETTIBONE (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4624) 
for the relief of Dr. John W. Hartman, late surgeon Third Tennessee 
Mounted Infantry; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

DAVID Woop. 

Mr. PETTIBONE (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4625) to 
remove the charge of desertion against David Wood; which was reada 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

DAVID N. HARRISON. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4626) for the relief of 
David N. Harrison; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LEWIS F. SELF. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4627) for the relief of 
Lewis F. Self; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WIDOW OF HON. E. W. M. MACKEY. 

Mr. PETTIBONE also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 151) to 
pay thesalary forthe unexpired term of the late Hon. E. W. M. MACKEY, 
deceased, to his widow ; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY BROWN. 

Mr. DIBRELL introduced a bill (H. R. 4628) to correct the military 
record of Henry Brown, late of Company K, Tenth Tennessee Cavalry, 
and Company M, Eighth Tennessee Cavalry ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

WILLIAM C. SHELTON. - 

Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 4629) for the relief of 
William C. Shelton, late lieutenant-colonel Seventh Regiment Tennes- 
see Volunteer Infantry; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CLAIMS FOR ARMY SUPPLIES. 

Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 4630) in relation to the 
examination of claims for army supplies; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

WILLIAM C. SHELTON. 

Mr. DIBRELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 4631) for the relief of 
William C. Shelton; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

TEXAS JUDICIAL DISTRICTS. 

Mr. OCHILTREE introduced a bill (H. R. 4632) to amend sections 
4, 5, and 9 of an act approved February 24, 1879, entitled “An act to 
create the northern judicial district of the State of Texas and to 
the eastern and western judicial districts of said State, and to fix the 
time and places for holding courts in said districts,” and to provide for 
holding terms of the court of the western judicial district of Texas at 
the city of Laredo, and for other purposes; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. ` 

SECTION 5390 REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. OCHILTREE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4633) to amend and 
correct section 5390 of the Revised Statutes; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

EXPENSES OF RAIDS, ETC., IN TEXAS. 
Mr. OCHILTREE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4634) to authorize 
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the Secretary of War to ascertain and report to Congress the amount of 
money expended and the indebtedness assumed and incurred by the 
State of Texas in repelling, suppressing, and guarding against inva- 
sions, raids, incursions, and hostilities by Indians and Mexicans; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN FRIERY. 

Mr. OCHILTREE also introduced a bill (H. R. 4635) for the relief 
of John Friery; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ESTATES OF J. AND W. VANCE. 

Mr. HANCOCK introduced a bill (H. R. 4636) for the relief of the 
estates of James Vance and of William Vance; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JOHN MELLIFONT AND ELLEN RIORDON. 

Mr. HANCOCK also introduced a bill (H. R. 4637) for the relief of 
John Mellifont and Ellen Riordon; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

REPAYING INTERNAL-REVENUE TAXES. 

Mr. HANCOCK also introduced a bill (H. R. 4638) to provide for 
repaying internal-revenue taxes illegally collected; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF PETER GALLAGHER. 

Mr. HANCOCK also introduced a bill (H. R. 4639) for the relief of 
the heirs of Peter Gallagher; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN C. FRENCH. 

Mr. HANCOCK also introduced a bill (H. R. 4640) for the relief of 
John C. French; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANCIS GILBEAU. 

Mr. HANCOCK also introduced a bill (H. R. 4641) for the relief of 
Francis Gilbeau; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WITNESSES IN FEDERAL COURTS. 

Mr. HANCOCK also introduced a bill (H. R. 4642) to amend an act 
to make with crimes and offenses competent witnesses 
in the United States courts, passed March 16, 1878; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

LEWIS HORST. 

Mr. HANCOCK also introduced a bill (H. R, 4643) for the relief of 
Lewis Horst; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SABINE PASS, TEXAS. 

Mr. MILLER, of Texas, presented a joint resolution of the Legisla- 
ture of the State of Texas in favor of a suitable and adequate appro- 
priation to secure deep water at Sabine Pass; which was referred to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

GALVESTON HARBOR. 


Mr. MILLER, of Texas, also presented a joint resolution of the Leg- 
islature of the State of Texas urging the passage by Congress at its 
present session of an act for the improvement of the entrance to Gal- 
veston Harbor on the basis of the pending proposition of Capt. James 
B. Eads; which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. MILLER, of Texas, also presented a joint resolution of the State 
of Texas urging the of a bill now pending before the Congress 
of the United States which has for its object the granting of the right 
of way through the Indian Territory to the Gulf, Colorado and Santa 
Fé Railroad Company, or to any reliable company; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

MRS. CLARISSA S. DROWN. = 

Mr. POLAND introduced a bill (H, R. 4644) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Clarissa 8. Drown, as dependent mother of heradopted son, Herbert- 
A. Drown, late private Company K, Tenth Vermont Volunteers; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MARGARET POLAND. 

Mr. BARBOUR introduced a bill (H. R. 4645) for the relief of Mar- 
garet Poland, widow and administratrix of the late Alexander Poland, 

udoun County, Virginia; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM BUSHBY. 

Mr. BARBOUR (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4646) for 
the relief of William Bushby; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
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MRS. SARAH HOLROYD. 

Mr. BARBOUR (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4647) for 
the relief of Mrs. Holroyd, widow and administratrix of the estate 
of John Holroyd, deceased; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

ROAD TO FREDERICKSBURG NATIONAL CEMETERY. 

Mr. JOHN S. WISE (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 4648) to 
provide for macadamizing the road from the railroad to the national 
cemetery in the city of Fredericksburg, Va.; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT FORTRESS MONROE, VA. 

Mr. LIBBEY (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 4649) to provide 
for the erection of a post-office at Fortress Monroe, Va.; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANCIS M. SHEAR. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, introduced a bill (H. R. 4650) grant- 
ing a pension to Francis M. Shear; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 


printed. 
WASHINGTON WATER SUPPLY. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, also introduced a bill (H. R. 4651) to 
amend an act approved July 15, 1882, entitled ‘‘An act to increase the 
watersupply of the city of Washington,’’ and for other purposes; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

ST. LUKE’S PROTESTANT EPISCOPAL CHURCH. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia (by request), also introduced a bill 
(H. R. 4652) for the relief of St. Luke’s Protestant Episcopal church, 
in the District of Columbia; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to 
be printed. ‘ 
B. F. SHUTTLEWORTH & BROTHER. 

Mr. GOFF introduced a bill (H. R. 4653) for the reliefof B. F. Shuttle- 
worth & Brother; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

RICHARD GOYIN. 

Mr. GUENTHER introduced a bill (H. R. 4654) for the relief of 
Richard Goyin; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

r IRA J. J. TURNEY. 

Mr. GUENTHER also“introduced a bill (H. R. 4655) granting a pen- 
sion to Ira J. J. Turney; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PETER MITCHELL. 

Mr. GUENTHER also introduced a bill (H. R. 4656) for the relief of 
Peter Mitchell; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FREDERICK SCHUETTE. 

Mr, GUENTHER also introduced a bill (H. R. 4657) granting a pen- 
sion to Frederick Schuette; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ANNA GAERTNER, 

Mr. GUENTHER also introduced a bill (H. R. 4658) granting a pen- 
sion to Anna Gaertner; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

i MICHAEL KANE. 

Mr. DEUSTER introduced a bill (H. R. 4659) for the relief of Michael 
Kane; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

CONSTITUTION FOR DAKOTA TERRITORY. 

Mr. MAGINNIS (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 4660) to en- 
able the peopleof the Territory of Dakota to forma constitution; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Ter- 
titories, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANK G. VALLEREAUX. 


Mr. MAGINNIS (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4661} to 
restore the pension of Frank G. Vallereaux; which was read a first and 
a t time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 
P 

WALLA WALLA MEADOW RESERVE, 

Mr. BRENTS introduced a bill (H. R. 4662) to restore the abandoned 
military meadow reserved in Walla Walla County, Washington Terri- 
tory, to the public domain, and to dispose of the same to the settlers 
thereonşs which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

i ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER. This completes the call of States and Territories, 
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Several gentlemen were absent when their States were called, and if 
there be no objection the Chair will recognizé them to present bills and 
joint resolutions forreference as under the eall just completed. 

There was no objection, and leave was granted accordingly. 

BARBARA A. SMITH. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT introduced a bill (H. R. 4663) granting a pen- 
sion to Barbara A, Smith; which was a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT BRUNSWICK, GA. 

Mr. NICHOLLS introduced a bill (H. R. 4664) to appropriate $100,- 
000 for the erection of a public building in the city of Brunswick, State 
of Georgia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES 8. DASKAM. 

Mr. WELLER (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 4665) granting 
a pension to James S. Daskam; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MICHAEL F. DALY. 

Mr. WELLER (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 4666) ta 
increase the pension of Michael F, Daly; which was read and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

RELIEF OF GREELY EXPEDITION. 
` Mr, WELLER introduced a bill (H. R. 4667) for the relief of the 
Lady Franklin Bay expedition to the Arctic regions; which was read a 
first and second time pa second reading being in full upon the demand 
of Mr. WELLER), referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
and ordered to be printed. 
NATHANIEL POND. 

Mr. STRAIT introduced a bill (H. R. 4668) for the reliefof Nathaniel 
Pond; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. MARTHA MADDOCKS. 

Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 4669) for the relief of 
Mrs. Martha Maddocks; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed, 

WILLIAM ©. DODGE. 

Mr. STRAIT also introduced a bill (H. R. 4670) for the relief of 
William C. Dodge; which was read a first and second time, referred to- 
the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 

MARGARET R. CLUNE. 

Mr. STRUBLE introduced a bill (H. R. 4671) granting a pension to- 
Margaret R. Clune; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANK 8. HILLARD. 

Mr. DINGLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 4672) granting a pension to- 
Frank 8. Hillard; which was read a first and second time, referred to- 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN P. CLUM. 


Mr. OURY introduced a bill (H. R. 4673) for the relief of John P. 
Clum, late postmaster at Tombstone,*Ariz. ; which was read a first and. 
second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be- 
printed. 

LINDSAY RIDGEWAY. 

Mr. SPRINGER introduced a bill (H. R. 4674) for the relief of Lind- 
say Ridgeway; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PATRICK CARROLL. 


Mr. SPRINGER also introduced a bill (H. R. geld cers Sar hon- 

orable discharge for Patrick Caroll, Company E, Fo th Regiment 

Illinois Volunteer Infantry; which was read a first and second time, re-- 

ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
COURT OF APPEALS. 


Mr. SPRINGER (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 4676) to estab- 
lish a court of appeals; which was read a first and second time, referred. 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This bill has been sent to me by a prominent law- 
yer of Illinois, and is introduced at his request. 

GEORGE W. BALDWIN AND OTHERS. 

Mr. WARD introduced a bill (H. R. 4677) for the relief of George 
W. Baldwin, Charles L. Baldwin, and Dora Thompson, the only heirs 
at law of William F. Baldwin, deceased; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to- 
be printed. 

RULES. 

Mr. RANDALL. Under instruction from the Committee on the- 
Rules, I submit the resolution which I send to the desk. ` 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the rules of the House of Representatives of the Forty-sixth: 
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Congress, as amended by this House, be the rules of the House of Representa- 
tives of the p aranget ae a ag nakana until further order of the House. 


Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, the effect of this resolution, if adopted, 
will be to bring into force in this House the rules of the Forty-sixth 
Congress except as amended by the present House. This House has 
changed Rules X and XI by the creation of two committees, the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harborsand the Committee on Labor. This reso- 
lution also adopts the made ‘by increasing the membership of 
seven other committees of the House, the Committees on Banking and 
Currency, Foreign Affairs, Military Affairs, Post-Officeand Post-Roads, 
Territories, Public Buildings and Grounds, and the District of Columbia. 

One effect of the adoption of the resolution will be to change the 
eighth clause of Rule XVI, and to restore the rule ás it was made in 

_the Fortieth Congress and agreed to in the Forty-sixth Congress on the 
„report of the Committee on Rules. 

I ask that the Clerk will read the eighth clause of the sixteenth rule, 
showing the difference between it and the rule of the Forty-seventh 
Congress, and then that he will read the rule I send to the Clerk’s desk 
to be incorporated in lieu of it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


8. Pending a motion to suspend the rules, or on any question of consideration 
which may arise on a case involving the constitutional right toaseat,and pend- 
ing the motion for the previous question, or after it shall have been ordered on 
any such case, the Speaker may entertain one motion to adjourn; but after the 
result thereon is announced he shall not entertain any other motion till the vote 
is taken on the pending question; and pending the consideration of such case 
only a motion to adjourn or to e recess (but not both in succession) shall be 
in order; and such motions shall not be repeated without further intervening 
consideration of the case for at least one hour. 


Mr. RANDALL. Task the Clerk to read now the rule we propose in 
lieu of what has been read. 
The Clerk read as follows: : 


a motion to suspend the rules the er may entertain one mo- 
ten terb that the House do now adjourn, but Aaly gasek thereon is announced 
he Shell not entertain any other dilatory motion until the vote is taken on sus- 
pension. 


Mr. RANDALL. That is the rule which was adopted originally in 
the Forty-fifth Congress, and reaffirmed in the Forty-sixth Congress on 
the report of the Committee on Rules, but which was changed in the 
Forty-seventh Con: 

Mr. REED. I desire to offer the following amendment: 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That clause 2 of Rule XXIV be amended so as to read as follows: 

“2. On all days other than aardr soon asthe Journal is read and ap- 
proved, and on all Mondays (except the first and third in each month) after the 
call of es and Territories, there shall be a morning hour for reports of com- 
mittees, which shall be appropriately referred and printed and a copy thereof 
mailed by the Public Printer to each Member and Delegate: 
during such morning hour it shall be in order to consider such bills as would 
otherwise go to or are already on the House Calendar, if the committee in charge 
when called shall so direct. The Speaker shall call each committee in regular 
order, andif the § er shall not getghrough the call of committees before the 
House passes to other business, he l resume the next call where he left off, 
giving preference to the measure last under consideration; but whenever any 
committee shall have occupied the morning hour on one day it shall not be in 
order for such committee to report further until the other committees shall have 
been called in their turn.” £ 

That clause 4 be so amended as to read as follows : 

"4. After one hourshall have been devoted to reports fi 
on the second and fourth Mondays of each month, itshall bein order to proceed 
to business on the Speaker's table, to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, or to the House Calendar, motions therefor haying priority 
in theorder named. The morning hour shall continue until the House deter- 
mines to go to other b: sag 

That clause 5 be so amended as to read as follows: 

“5. When the House to the Speaker's table the business shall be dis- 
posed of in the following order: 

“Fi Messages from the President and other executive communications. 

“Second. Messages from the Senate and amendments proposed by the Senate 
to bills of the House. - 

"Third. Bills and resolutions from the Senate on their first and second read- 


ing, that they be referred to committees or put on their ; and the mo- 

tions so to refer shall have precedence of all motions to g r disposition, 
“Fourth, En; bills and bills from the Senate on their third reading.” 
That clause 6 be amended se as to read as follows: 


"6. When a motion is made that the House resolve itself into the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union it shall be in order, pending that 
motion, if directed by a committee, to move to a bill to be first con- 
sidered in the committee, which motion shall not be subject to amendment or 
debate, and only one designation shall be pending at a time, If no bill be des- 
ignated, or, belag ed, is disposed of in AEEA eta shall then consider 

=m be ata Ta ng revenue and general appropriation bills, and then other bills 
on its en a p 

“7. On Friday of cach week, after the morning hour, it shall be in order to 
entertain a motion that the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House to consider on the Private Calendar; and, if this motion fail, 
then public business shall be in order as on other days.” 

Add to Rule XXTV the ading, Sarre ee 

“8, Afterthe morning hour, o0! second and fourth Mondays of each month, 
it shall be in order to consider | n relating to the District of Columbia, 
unless dispensed with by a two-thirds vote of the House,” 

That there be added to Rule XXIV the following clause: 

“9, Before the morning hour it shall be in order to proceed to the consideration 
of unfinished business other than that in the morning hour or on the Speaker's 
table, and the consideration of all other unfinished business shali be resumed 
were od the class of business to which it belongs shall be in order under the 
rw jes." 


Mr. REED. As the matter stands, Mr. Speaker — _ 
Mr. REAGAN. Before the gentleman proceeds to = Seinen let me 
er tor 


suggest whether it would not be better to let it lie ov to-day. Do 
not the rules require that? 


rom committees, except | De 


Mr. RANDALL. 
over. 

Mr. KASSON. I wish I might connect with that proposition an 
order to have it printed with the original text. One part I understood, 
and the other needs careful consideration. 

Mr. RANDALL. In that connection it is right for me to say the 
gentleman from Maine has the authority of the committee to offer this 
amendment, and at the same time itis also due I should say the majority 
do not approve of its adoption. 

Iam content, however, toallow the report to go over and to be printed, 
because I consider that to be only a reasonable request. But in con- 
nection therewith there is this point which I wish to arrange with gen- 
tlemen on the other side; that in consequence of its remaining over, in- 
stead of being acted upon at once, there shall be no advantage taken 
of the Chair by the suggestion that we are acting under no rules at the 
present time. 

Mr. REED. That you may rely upon. 

Mr. RANDALL. Then I have no objection whatever to its going 
over, and as I am compelled to be absent to-morrow, I should like to 
have it go over until Wednesday next, if it meets the wishes of gentle- 
men. 

Mr. REED. That, of course, would not be objected to. 

With the consent of the House I will now make the remarks which 
I desire to make explanatory of the amendment I haveoffered, in order 
that they may also appear in the RECORD in connection with the report 
of the committee and the proposed amendment. 

Mr. RANDALL. Then I will, after the gentleman from Maine has 
concluded, state my views, or rather the views of the majority of the 
committee, so that all of them may appear together. 

Mr. CALKINS. Thatis right. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that if the understanding 
se er by the gentleman from Pennsylvania be adopted, the Chair 

ill continue to adminigtef the rules of the House as they have been 
heretofore administered until this matter is disposed of. 

Mr. KASSON. The Chair will have unanimous consent in that re- 


gard. 

Mr. BUDD. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania it me te 
send to the desk and have read a proposed amendment which I desire 
to offer to the rules? A 

Mr. RANDALL. I have no objection whatever to the reading of 
the proposed amendment. Then it will be in order for the House by 
voting down the previous question, which I shall in due time ask, to 
let in all such amendments; 

Mr. BUDD. I desire now to offer an amendment to Rule XXIV, so 


I personally have no objection to having it gò 


That | that it may go into the RECORD with the report of the committee and 


the other proposed amendments. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let it be read for the information of the Hoase, 
and that will take it into the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that it is presented to be 
read now for information only. 

"Mr. RANDALL. I have yielded for that purpose. À 
Mr. KEIFER Only for information, but not to be considered as 
nding. 

Mr. BUDD. I desire to offer it as a pending amendment. 

Mr. KEIFER, I object to that. 

Mr. BUDD. Let it then go into the RECORD. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have no authority from the Committee on Rules 
to permit the introduction of any other amendments. 

Mr. BUDD. Well, then, I offer it to be read for the information of 
the Honse. 

The SPEAKER. The proposed amendment will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to Rule XXIV additional clause as follows: 

“ When any public bill or resolution shall have been referred to a committee, , 
and the committee shall fail or refuse to rt said bill or resolution back to 
the House of Representatives, either thvoranty or unfavorably, for thirty days, 
it shall be in order for the member who offered the bill or resolution, on any 
man mies erare pea A after the morning hour, to move to discharge the com- 
aae the consideration of the bill or resolution, and the House shall then 


of the bill or resolution by or by final action, such as a ma- 
jority of the House may determine." 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine is recognized. 

Mr. RANDALL. It has been suggested around me that the debate 
on this subject might also go over. 

Mr. REED. I will state to the gentleman from Pennsylvania that 
as a matter of course the report as read and the pending amendment, 
without an explanation, would give the House very little idea of their 
purport and im 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman had better go on, then, with his 

ment. 
ji REED. Mr. Speaker, Isimply desire to explain what thisamend- 
ment means. I have no doubt that the importance of the subject on 
which I shall now address the House will give me a hearing, because 
on the decision of the House upon the amendment which I have pre- 
sented depends the conduct of the business of a great nation. We are 
authorized by the Constitution of the United States to make rules, not 
for the hinderance of business, but for the transaction of the business of 
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this House and of the country. The rules which the majority purpose 
to adopt are substantially the rules of the preceding House, with the 
omission of the clause in regard to dilatory motions attending the con- 
sideration of contested-election cases. Under the clause relating to 
election cases we were enabled to prevent filibustering on the considera- 
tion of the question of the right of a member to a seat upon this floor. 
The committee now propose to annul that rule and go back to the old 


m. - 

I have not, Mr. Speaker, the slightest objection to that, because the 
effect, in my judgment, will be thesame. Witha Republican minority, 
there will be no necessity of preventing filibustering in the considera- 
tion of election cases; and I sincerely believe that in the future, having 
learned from the past, there will be no need of it even if we should 
have that happy result which I hope for in the next Congress, a Dem- 
ocratic minority much smaller than we have ever had before. [Laugh- 
ter. 
ee amendment which I propose, in order to be understood, must 
be taken in connection with a description of the present system of rules. 
Under the present system, when a bill is presented here in the House 
it goes, as a matter of course, to its appropriate committee. When it 
comes out of that committee it upon one of three calendars: first, 
the Calendar of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, if it be a bill appropriating money; or, second, it goes to the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and is considered in Committee of the Whole on Friday; 
or, if it is a bill of a public nature and does not appropriate money, it 
goes to what is called the House Calendar. The principle of our pres- 
ent rules is that every question shall be taken up in the order in which 
it finds itself upon the calendars, and if the House were to transact all 
its business, and act upon every bill so reported, that system would be 
perfection itself, because it would only be a question of time as to when 
any measure would be acted upon. í ; 

But, unfortunately, Congress does not do all its business. It doesnot 
doeven 10 per cent., I think I may safely say that it does not do 8 per 
cent., of its business. Now, if Congress does not dobut 8 per cent. ofits 
business, the question is which 8percent. shallitdo? In other words, 
how shall the selection be made? Your present system says that it 
shall be made by considering whether it is first on one of these calen- 
dars or not. Now, do you not see that the effect is to confine the busi- 
ness of this House to those cases which get earliest on the calendars. 
And what kind of cases are those? Are they cases which demand con- 
sideration? Are they cases which require deliberation? Not at all. 
On the contrary, they are cases which require the least deliberation and 
which are of the least importance to the country, 

That is the immovable system on which you have to do your business. 
What is the effect of it? Why, when a man finds that his bill is on 
the third page of the Calendar, he just gives it all up; and he has 
resort to an entirely different system. What is that system? Why, it 
is the system of asking unanimous consent. You will say, “‘Isnot that 
a good ? Ifa bill can be passed that does not have any objector 
to it, is not that a bill to pass?” Well, now, that sounds well. 
But what is the effect of it? The effect is that the responsibility is 
thrown upon one man, and he has to incur the personal odium of ob- 
jecting to a bill under circumstances that do not quite justify it. 

I hear a bill read and it occurs to me that it is nota proper bill; but I 
have not any special information on the subject, and while I am consider- 
ing whether I will incur the enmity of my fellow-member by objecting 
to that bill, and on grounds that may turn out to be utterly insufficient 
on examination, I hear the voice of the Speaker sounding through the 
Hall: ‘“‘No objection is ” and away goes the bill. One-half at 
least of the bills for public buildings of the last session of Congress were 
pee in that way; and it is a most vicious and pernicious system of 

egislation. 


I tell you if you dam up waters they have got to go over the top of 
the dam. If you obstruct the public business some of it is going to be 
done; and it is to depend not on the justice of the measure but the 
impudence of the member. It is merely a question whether he can 
worry the Speaker into a recognition. And he is going to take that 
time to demand recognition when the man is outside of the Hall of the 
House who is opposed to his bill. Why, sir, the regular programme of 
procedure is to station men in different parts of the House and rush at 
the man who evinces any disposition to oppose the bill that is up; and 
before the House knows what has happened the bill is through. 

I say this system of legislation is vicious in the extreme, and the ef- 
fect of it on the Speaker is certainly to destroy all peace of mind hecan 

ibly have toward the end of a session. He is simply torn in pieces 

y the requests and demands of members, each one of whom is looking 

after his own interests and is regardless of the interest of everybody 
else. . x 

There is but one other way of doing business; and that is also de- 
pendent upon the recognition of the Speaker. You must get a suspen- 
sion of the rules under a two-thirds vote of the House. Now, I say to 
you gentlemen that the object of Congress is to do the business of the 
country. That is what we come here for. That is what we are paid 
for. In this country the business of every legislative body is done and 
ought to be done by its majority. Ifit isa bad majority, they take the 
consequences of their action. And the people are our final governors. 
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Some men may say that if a majority have the control of the House 


„there will be bad bills passed. Ido notdoubtit. And I tell you that 


is one of the risks of the republican form of government, that the peo- 
ple and their representatives may occasionally do wrong; but it is worth 
while to do the business of the country in the proper way and under the 
guidance of the majority. 

What is the system which I propose and to the explanation of which 
I desire to have the attention of the House? It is in no respect a nov- 
elty. It is the old system that prevailed here before I was a member 
of Congress, a system, however, somewhat curbed and controlled, be- 
cause the whole business is placed in charge of the appropriate commit- 
tees of the House. 

I propose first that we shall have a morning hour, and that that morn- 
ing hour may last all day; if the House choose, and sixty minutes whether 
the House chooses it or not. During that morning hour any committee 
may report bills until it gets through, and demand present considera- 
tion of them; but with this limitation, that if they have taken up one 
day in reporting bills they may go on and finish the bill under consid- 
eration, but after that the next committee shall have its chance. Iam 
bound to say to you that this will not afford the House a great deal of 
relief; but it will afford it the relief of steady, systematic work, and 
every man knows how much can be done if a little is done every day. 

Mr. BLAND. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. REED. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLAND. Is that the rule we had formerly, before the adoption 
of the new rules? 

Mr. REED. That was the former rule before the codification. Orig- 
inally it was held that the morning hour could extend over the whole 
day, but the late Speaker of the House, Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylva- 
nia, when he came to the chair, held that that hour was strictly limited 
to sixty minutes; and then, as I am informed—I speak only from in- 
formation—the choke in the business began. The House was not al- 
lowed to get out of the cast-iron tube of sixty minutes in diameter into 
which it was got by that rule. Ido not enter any question whether 
that ruling was correct or not. I speak of it simply as a historical fact. 

The next difficulty is this: When you come to consider business on 
the Calendar of the Committee of the Whole, except appropriation 
bills, which have the right of way, what is your condition? If you" 
want to get at a bill which is on the second page of the Calendar, you 
must in the first place object to the first bill on that Calendar. Then 
the chairman of the Committee of the Whole goes out of the commit- 
tee, the Speaker takes his place, and the question is put to a vote of 
the House whether it will consider that bill or not to which objection 
was made. The vote is taken, and then the chairman goes. back into 
committee, and if the House has refused to consider that first bill, the 
second bill is called up and you object to that. Out goes the chairman 
again, in comes the Speaker, and there is another vote by the House. 
Then out goes the Speaker, in comes the chairman, and the third bill 
is reached and you object to that. Out goes the chairman, in comes 
the Speaker, and there is another vote of the House; out goes the 
Speaker, in comes the chairman, and so you go on. That is perfect 
child’s play. You can not in a day’s time in that way get over two 
pages of the Calendar to save your life. 

In other words, when a bill is on the third page of the Calendar of 
the Committee of the Whole there is no way of getting at it except by 
unanimous consent, and that is a one-man power, for any one man 
can object and stop it. Now, occasionally the one-man power is a good 

i My friend from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] is an admirable illus- 
tration of the virtues and, in some cases, I think, of the vices of the 
one-man power. [Laughter.] He sometimes stops a very bad thing, 
and sometimes he stops a very good thing. I do not know that I can 
say exactly where the balance is. 

The proposition that I make is that any committee of this House 
may come into the House and have a vote on the consideration of any 
proposition that they may indicate. That gives everybody notice of 
what is going on. The committeemen on both sides will notify their 
fellow-members of the House of what the committee proposes to do. 
In that way any committee may come in and propose to go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union and take up for con- 
sideration « particular bill. If a majority of the House shall vote to 
consider it, then it wili be considered. 

I know what that will result in; it will result in the consideration 
and passage of a great many bills I do not believein. But the question 
is not what I believe in, but whata majority of this House, elected by 
the people, may believe in. If you gentlemen on the other side are 
willing to do any wrong things, I am willing to risk your punishment 
by your superiors, the people. And if my side was in the majority 
and was willing to do wrong, I should be willing to risk my punish- 
ment by my superiors. 

My next proposition is that the House may proceed to the considera- 
tion of business on the Speaker’s table when the House wishes, with 
the same limitation as now. 

There are many limitations in my propositions which I have made 
to accommodate myself to the views of other gentlemen as well as my 
own. Under these limitations we will be enabled to go to all the cal- 

endars, whereby we can transact public business and take up such bills 
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as the majority of the House are willing to take up. I proposed these 
rules in the last and members on my side of the House were 
willing to adopt them. But gentlemen on the other side, fearing that 
there was some partnership in it, were unwilling to adopt them, and by 
declining to vote, as we had a very small majority here, they kept us 
from adopting them. We never could get a quorum here except for 
those non-partisan judicial performances which are called election cases. 
[Laughter. ] 

I now offer these propositions to a Democratic House in the same 
good faith in which I offered them to a Republican House, because I 
believe in the government of the people, and I am not afraid of the 
government of the people through their representatives. There are 
times, and I see the examples in front of me now, when I think the 
people make dreadful mistakes [great laughter]; but I believe they 
can be rectified by allowing men to act out the wishes which the peo- 
ple set in motion. If the people do foolish things and suffer the con- 
sequences of them, they will not be likely to repeat their foolishness. 

There in small compass is the whole business so fur as it involves 
change of system. I propose also by one of my amendments to give 
two days for the Committee on the District of Columbia, to enable 
them to transact their business. Formy part I think it is due to them, 
under all the circumstances, that they should have that privilege. 

There is one other change which I propose, which is to give unfin- 
ished business precedence, the same thatit had before; and that any par- 
liamentarian will see is the natural, necessary, and proper change to be 
made if the other changes are also made. 

I sincerely hope that all party feeling on this question may be put 
aside, and that gentlemen will vote upon it with reference to their duty 
toward the House. You can at once perceive that I can have no parti- 
san motive on this subject, that no partisan question can arise in my 
mind about it, because I submit the proposition to a House which is 
overwhelmingly Democratic. 

Mr. RANDALL. The method of transacting business proposed by 
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] will be recognized by all who 
were members of the last House as substantially the same as was then 
pending, and which the minority of that House prevented the consider- 
ation of. In renewing it now the gentleman from Maine exhibits his 
consistency and establishes his sincerity; and the majority of the Com- 
mittee on Rules, so far as they can, establish the judgment of what 
was then the minority of the House. 

I do not wish to discuss this question in the light of any partisan 
advantage. I argue that the proposition of the gentleman from Maine 
will establish and extend the old rule. He is in error when he states 
that I first held that the hour for morning business meant sixty minutes. 
Betore I became Speaker of this House that dial was placed in front of 
the Clerk’s desk so that members might be able to see when the sixty 
minutes of the morning hour were up. When I was called upon to 
decide upon that point, I gave what I conceived to be a common-sense 
construction of the rule, If an hour was three hours, if an hour was 
one hundred and eighty minutes, the rules ought to say so; and when 
the rule said an hour, I held it absolutely meant sixty minutes, 

The proposition of the gentleman from Maine enables this House to 
inject, out of order, into the morning hour, whether it be limited to 
sixty or one hundred and eighty minutes, a bill which may block the 
business of that hour, as we have seen under the old rule, for days and 
weeks—yes, for months. When the Committee on Rules proposed this 
change in the Forty-sixth Congress, they submitted a report from which 
I ask the Clerk to read an extract, as it bears upon the proposition now 
immediately under consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

In the revision submitted by the committee it is proposed to have a ease! A call 
of all the committees, all business reported, save t to which no objection is 
made to its“ oye consideration,” to go to the Committee of the Whole House, 
whether public or private, and to a House calendar composed only of bills not 
making appropria of money. 

Fina. Pte rinti rer Pine gon Merb i thus giving tim 
for their SERAI ination by members hele s power nn Bi pie x a 

Second. Saves unnecessary waste of time in preventing, by what is known as 
> ee in the morning hour, the consideration of a bill reported by a 
committee, thus blocking the way against reports from other committees to 
which little or no objection would be made. 

Numerous instances might be cited, during the past few years, where the 
“morning hour" has been consumed by dilatory motions for days and even 
weeks, thus making it possible at the close of the session to defeat action on an 


important bill, which could only be reported by unanimous consent or by a sus- 
pension of the rules by a two-thirds vote, which vote might not be obtained. 


Mr. RANDALL. That was not a partisan report. We reported it 
with unanimity, the committee being composed of three of the then 
majority in this House, and two of the minority, It enabled every bill 
to have consideration in its order, and did not permit a bill to be placed, 
by a majority of the House, ahead of any other bill. But it granted 
to the House the power, at any and all times, to reach a bill when a 
majority of this House so desired, but to do so in an orderly and just 
way, so that every bill, when its title was read, could have the oppor- 
tunity of being then considered. It did not allow a bill to be dis- 
placed improperly by momentary pressure, the momentum, perhaps, of 
immense sums of appropriation. 

How has that rule worked? I can not better illustrate this than by 
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saying to the House that three times this session we have been upon 
the House Calendar. We have also been in Committee of the Whole 
upon the Private Calendar and in Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. ‘This rule has allowed the reaching of bills on the Pri- 
vate Calendar on Friday. True, we have not considered many bills on 
that Calendar; but all of us understand the reason. 

Mr. CALKINS. My friend knows that we have not in Committee 
of the Whole considered a single general appropriation bill; and it is 
those that choke up other business. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is no fault of mine, as the gentleman well 
understands. 

Mr. CALKINS. Iam only stating the reason why we have gone to 
the Calendar so often; it is because we have had no general appropria- 
tion bill before the House. 

Mr. REED. How many times did we go there in the last Congress ? 

Mr. RANDALL. Ido notremember. The last session was a short 
session, and in all short sessions—— 

Mr. REED, How many times during the last Congress? I did not 
confine my inquiry to the last session. We did not go to the general 
Calendar but twice during the whole of the last Congress, and then we 
disposed of a couple of unimportant bills. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman well understands that at the short 
session of Congress the general appropriation bills necessarily take up a 
large portion of time—— 

Mr, REED. I applied my inquiry to the whole Congress, 

Mr. RANDALL, If the gentleman will be quiet I will answer him. 

Mr. REED. I want you to understand me, that is all. 

Mr. RANDALL, At the last session the appropriation bills and the 
tariff bill took up practically the whole session to the exclusion of 
everything else. I am not able to answer distinctly how often we went 
to the Calendars in the last Congress, but I will endeavor to learn and 
apprise the gentleman. But it was not the fault of the rules that we 
did not go there oftener; it was because a majority of the House did not 
want to go there, the reasons for which are perhaps as well understood 
by the gentleman as they would be if I should go into any lengthy ex- 
planation. 

Now, the gentleman says that the Speaker is going to be “‘ crushed’? 
at the end of the session unless he is relieved in the manner proposed 
in the gentleman’s amendment. In reply to that suggestion I will 
only say that the Speaker does not seem to fear that ‘‘ crushing,” for 
he unites cordially in recommending that this amendment shall not be 
adopted. : 

Mr. REED. He will feel differently toward the end of the session. 

Mr. RANDALL. Now, as tothe business of the District of Columbia 
the gentleman has thrown out a thought which may engage the atten- 
tion of members of the District Committee. There is no controversy 
whatever in the Committee on Rules as to the days and the number of 
days that this committee shall have; and whether the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Maine be adopted or not, the Committee 
on Rules will report (I think with unanimity) that the Committee on 
the District of Columbia be allowed two days in each month. The 
proposition of the gentleman from Maine changes the order of the un- 
finished business, It really creates two classes of unfinished business, 
which in my judgment, to say the least, is confusing. 

This much I wish to say in quick reply to the remarks of the gentle- 
man from Maine in favor of the amendment which he has proposed, so 
that my objections, such as they are, should go out in connection with 
this proposition, together with the facts he has indicated as prompting 
him in urging the adoption of his amendment. As a minority member 
at the last session of Congress I was entirely opposed to his proposi- 
tion when it was then offered. I thought then it was a change of the 
rule which would be dangerous and might lead us in an unfortunate 
direction. Reflection and experience since then have only confirmed 
me in the judgment at which I then arrived. Imaysay, too, that the 
minority of the Committee on Rules, then opposed to reporting the gen- 
tleman’s proposition, have in this Congress become the majority and 
control the action of the Committee on Rules, and now sustain me in 
making the report on their behalf to the House in fayorof the rule which 
I have had read at the Clerk’s desk, and in opposition to the proposition 
submitted by the gentleman from Maine. 

I will now demand the previous question. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Will the gentleman permit me to offer an amend- 
ment, so that it may be printed for information ? 

Mr. REAGAN. I thought it was the general understanding that 
this subject was to go over. 

Mr. RANDALL. In demanding the previous question on the re- 
portof the committee I am only acting in obedience to what I believe 
to be the instruction of the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. REAGAN. Itseemsto me that these rules ought to be discussed 
fully, so that they may be modified wherever they shall be found de- 
fective. 

M:. WHITE, of Kentucky. I have an amendment to offer, and I 
ask the gentleman to yield to me for that purpose. 

Mr. RANDALL. I am willing to hear amendments any gentleman 
may desire to submit. I do not object to their being offered for infor- 
mation of the House and ordered to be printed in the RECORD. Ifthe 
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House then, after fully considering them, shall not want the previous 
question ordered, the majority can refuse todoso. The House can then 
vote down the previous question and allow the fullest consideration and 
discussion of every amendment which any gentleman may desire to 
offer. 

Mr. KASSON. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania state whether 
he accepted the proposition that this subject should go over for one or 
two days? : 

Mr. RANDALL. I did; long ago. 

Mr. KEIFER. Then I suggest that it go over at this point, without 
further debate, in pursuance of the agreement entered into by unani- 
mous consent of the House. 

The SPEAKER. To what time? 

Mr. RANDALL. [said I would consent to the subject going over 
after there had been some explanation. 

Mr. REAGAN. | I think it would be as well to let the matter go over 
withont the previous question, because we may want some modification 
of other rules. I think the whole subject should be thrown open to dis- 
cussion. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not ask that the previous question shall be 
ordered at this time, but I merely want my demand for the previous 
question pending. I do not wish to take away from gentlemen the op- 
portunity to offer amendments so that they may be printed for informa- 
tion in the RECORD. 

Mr. REAGAN. Will that not preclude us necessarily from the op- 
portunity of expressing our views generally and suggesting such 
amendments as we may deem to be proper ? 

Mr. RANDALL. Itis altogether foreign to my purpose—foreign to 
any motive I had in connection with the subject—exactly opposite to 
what I want todo. I want the fullest discussion and the widest op- 
portunity given to the House in connection with its rules, to afford 
every opportunity to change them as the majority of the House may 
deem best. : : 

Mr. ANDERSON. Will the gentleman permit me to offer an amend- 
ment, so that it may be printed? 

Mr. RANDALL. Certainly. I merely wish to suggest to the House 
and to the Chair that by demanding the previous question I merely 
desire to retain control over the report of the Committee on Rules 
which I have had the honor to submit. 

The SPEAKER. As the Chair supposes, the whole matter was to lie 
over, but the day to which it was to lie over was not indicated. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not agree with some gentlemen that under 
the rules this report might lie over. I am inclined to believe, as has 
been heretofore decided on a report coming from the Committee on 
Rules, that no right of objection, compelling the report to lie over for 
one day, exists on the part of any member. 

Mr. REAGAN. As I understand, the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
agreed that this report should go over for a day or two, so it might be 
fully considered. To meet his convenience, as I understand, it was 

that it should go over to Wednesday next. 

Mr. RANDALL. [still to that. 

Mr. KASSON. I ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania whether the 

ent touching the going over of this could not be so changed 
that instead of being taken up on Wednesday it should be taken up on 
Thursday. My reason for this suggestion is that this morning I intro- 
duced a very important proposition, which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Rules, and on Wednesday next I am likely to be absent, and 
Thursday will suit me better. 

Mr. RANDALL. As the absence of rules is not to be taken advan- 
tage of by anybody I am willing to let it go over to Thursday. 

r KASSON. That was agreed to unanimously on beth sides this 
morning. 
Mr. RANDALL. I am content to leave it for consideration until 
Thursday next, if that is the wish of the House. 

Mr. KASSON. I shall be very much obliged personally for the de- 
lay, because of necessary absence on Wednesday, and also because of 
the measure to which I have referred. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not want it to come up to-morrow, for the 
reason, as I have said, that I must be necessarily absent, and am will- 
ing to extend the same courtesy to others. 

sie REED. I have no objection to its going over until any day this 


wi 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. I desire to ask the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania a question. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
allow an amendment to be offered now ? 

Mr. RANDALL. I will first hearthe question of the gentleman from 
Kentucky who first addressed me. : 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. Onthe7thdayof January last I offered 
an amendment to Rule XXIV, which appears in the RECORD of Jan- 
ugry §. It was referred to the Committee on Rules, and as I under- 
stand they have never acted upon it. 

Mr. RANDALL. I was not instructed by the committee- to make 
any report upon that subject. . 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. Iknowit; but I wanted information—— 

Mr. RANDALL. I am not at liberty to say when the Committee on 


the Rules will beprepared to upon thematter; nor do I admit the 
statement of the gentleman to be entirely correct that they have as yet 
failed to consider the subject. 


Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. There is no report toshow. There 
is no evidence of any action on the part of the committee. 

Mr. RANDALL. I haveno authority from the committee to inform 
the gentleman as to the status of the matter. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. My principal object, however, in ris- 
ing at this time was to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania in charge 
of this report if he has any objection to having this amendment printed 
in the RECORD, together with the report of the committee, for informa- 
tion, in order that it may come before the House at the same time the 
report of the committee is to be acted upon. 

Mr. RANDALL. Ihave no objection to that. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I now desire, with the consent of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, to offer an amendment to be read. 

The SPEAKER. It can only be read for information at this time. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I desire to have it read for information 
now, but hope to get action upon it when the report of the committee 
is before the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. I yield to have it read for information and print- 
ing in the REcorD. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky.) I ask that the amendment which I 
have already offered be read also for the information of the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to Rule XXTV additional clanse as follows: 

“When any public bill or resolution shall have been referred to a committee, 
and the committee shall fail or refuse to rt said bill or resolution back to 
the House of Representatives, either favorably or unfavorably, for thirty days, 
it shall be in order for the member who offered the bill or resolution, on any 
Monday, immediately after the morning hour,to move to d the com- 
mittee from the consideration of the bill or resolution, and the House shall then 


d of the bill or resolution by recommittal or by final action, such as a ma- 
jority of the House may determine.” 


Mr. BELFORD. I desire to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
a question. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I have offered an amendment which I 
desire to have read. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend Rule X by inserting after the line “ on Revision of the Laws, to consist 


of eleven members,” the following, to wit: 
* On Political Rights of Women, to consist of eleven members.” 


Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. I hope, Mr. Speaker, when this mat- 
ter is brought beforé the House for consideration the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania will consent to give us a vote upon the amendment which 
I have offered, an amendment which affects the rights of every mem- 
ber, and without which seven men on any committee can prevent the 
action of a majority of the House by refusing to report back a bill. I 
have offered this amendment at every session for the last five sessio: 
and it has been referred to the Committee on Rules and they have fail 
to make any report, thereby showing the necessity of this rule, for a 
majority of the committee have prena a vote on this important 
amendment, asserting the right of a majority of this House to control 
instead of a committee. 

Mr. RANDALL. I will say to the gentleman from Kentucky that 
I am a mere creature of the House obeying the instructions of the com- 
mittee. All that is necessary for the House to do to obtain a vote upon 
that proposition, if it desires it, is to vote down the previous question. 
I am not, however, instructed by the Committee on Rules to permit a 
vote on the amendment. 

I will now hear the question of the gentleman from Colorado. 

Mr. BELFORD. I desire to ask my friend from Pennsylvania a ques- 
tion. It will be recollected that when the rules of the last House were 
8:9 we had in this House a lengthy discussion on that subject. I 
wish to know now whether we are about to adopt rules for our guid- 
ance and government on a report from the Committee on Rules, who 
propose to place a yoke on our necks, without allowing us who are not 
members of that select oligarchy an opportunity of discussing that 
question at some length? 

Mr. RANDALL. The very great liberality which I have shown in 
allowing every amendment to be read and printed so as to give to each 
member an opportunity of reflecting upon these different p itions 
is a full answer to the inquiry of the gentleman that the Committee on 
Rules does not propose the kind of yoke he refers to. 

Mr. BELFORD. I desire that there shall be three to four hours 
allowed for the discussion of this matter. 

The SPEAKER. The matter is only open at present for the presen- 
tation of amendments. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I submit the following amendment, which I de- 
sire to have printed in the RECORD, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Rule XXXIV be amended by addi words: 
* Provided, That an ex-member of Congress, on and after the fifth 
first admission to the floor of the House, shali only be admitted thereto during 


the remainder of that Congress by an order the Speaker; nor shall the 
Speaker issue said order until ex-member shall have certified upon his 


the followi. 


honor as a mem that he is not personally, pecuniarily, or professionally inter- 
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ested, either directly or indirectly, in the passage or defeat of any claim, bill, or 
other measure g before Congress or any of its committees; that he is not, 
either personally or professionally, in the employ, service, or interest, either 
directly or indirectly, of any railroad, telegraph, or other company, corporation, 
ng or combination of corporations or persons having a pecuniary interest 

the or defeat of any claim, bill, or measure pending before Congress 
or its committees; and pl his word that, while the House is in session, he 
will in no way communicate with a member thereof respecting any claim, bill, 
measure, or action which may affect the welfare of any railroad, telegraph, or 
other company, corporation, person, or combination of corporations or persons 
having an interest in pjeni pi pending before Congress. The Committee on 
Rules, upon ascertainment of any violation ef this proviso, shall immediately 
declare the offender forever deprived of the privilege of the floor as an ex- 
member of Congress." 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I want to say in reference to this 
proposition thatthe committee have recognized fully the fact that thereis 
an abuse existing in relation to this privilege extended to ex-members. 
They have not proceedetl in it far enough to be able to make a recom- 
mendation thereon to this House so as to cut in between the case of 
ex-members who come here in the interest of legislation and those who 
come here from higher motives or for purposes of pleasure; 

Mr. ANDERSON. Will the gentleman allow me this question: 
whether the Committee on Rules will probably be able to recommend 
some action which will meet both sides of this question? If so, I do 
not care te press this, 

Mr. RANDALL. I would rather the gentleman should press it. 
Let the House have the fullest opportunity of reflection upon the sub- 
ject. We all who have been here for many years realize the great ad- 
vantage that comes to legislation by reason of exclusion from the floor 
of all persons who have no legitimate right to claim that privilege. 

Mr. MAGINNIS, I desire to offer an amendment which I send to 
the desk. iat 

The SPEAKER. It will be read for the information of the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment to the rules; 

“That the second and fourth Mondays in each month, after the morning hour, 
shall be devoted to the consideration of reports of committees in relation to the 
business of the District of Columbia and of the Territories of the United States, 
not to include propositions for the admission of new States.” 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Isend to the deskan amendment to Rule 
XI, so that bills relating to the improvement of the Mississippi River, as 
well as bills relating to levees, may be referred to the Committee on 
Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi River. 

. _ Mr. RANDALL. If the gentleman from Missouri will tell me his 
object, and the effect of his proposition, I may be able to say whether 
the Committee on Rules have had his amendment under consideration. 

Mr, O'NEILL, of Missouri. The object is this: The House will re- 
member when this question was presented, on the reference of a bill 
making a million-dollar appropriation, to one of two committees, the 
main argument used in this House was that under the rules the only 
bills properly referable to the Committee on Levees and Improvements 
of the Mississippi River were measures relating to levees exclusively. 
It was argued that the rules did not permit any broader reference than 
that. Now, beyond that, independent of any question about the refer- 
ence of an appropriation bill—I have no intent in this indirect way to 
bring that question here—I do think the rules should be intelligible; 
that is, they should plainly show what can properly go to one commit- 
tee and what to another. 
rule, strictly speaking, no biil can go to the Committee on Levees and 
Improvements of the Mississippi River, except bills relating to levees. 

Mr. RANDALL, Iwill answer the gentleman from Missouri by say- 
ing that while the individual members of the Committee on Rules did 
not commit themselyes except as they have heretofore done on a yea- 
and-nay vote in the House on the proposition referred to by the gentle- 
man from Missouri, and hence make no recomm: ion with reference 
to it, yet they could not shut their eyes to the fact that the House had 
delivered its judgment in relation to this matter, and they considered 
themselves, in conse$ence of that vote, somewhat restricted in relation 
thereto. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I ask the Clerk to read my amendment. 

Mr. KEIFER. Those amendments, as I understand, are being read 
merely for information? 

The SPEAKER. They are read for information and to be printed in 
the RECORD with the report of the committee. 

The Clerk read the amendment proposed by Mr. O'NEILL, of Mis- 
souri, as follows: 

Amend section 22, Rule XI, so as to read: 

“To the improvement of the Mississippi River, its levees and tributaries, to 
the Committee on Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi River. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I also ask the Clerk to read another 
amendment, which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend Rule XIV by‘striking out, wherever they occur, in rules relating to 
time allowed for debate, the words “one hour" and inserting “thirty minutes.” 

Mr. KASSON. In view of the situation in which the amendment 
of the rules is now placed, I ask consent that the resolution for the 
amendment of Rule XXI which I submitted this morning, and which 
was referred to the Committee on Rules, may be printed with the 
others, that it may be considered when the other amendments are 


pending. 


And unless you amend that portion of the | leg 


The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, it will be so considered. 

The amendment proposed by Mr. Kasson is as follows: 

Resolved, That the third paragraph of Rule XXI be amended by striking out all 
after the word “ progress,” in line 5, and inserting in lieu thereof the fo Téip Je 
“not including propositions for increase of salaries: That it shall 
in order further to amend such bill upon the recommendation of the committee 
having jurisdiction of the subject-matter of the amendment proposed, the same 
being germane to the clause of the bill affected thereby.” 


Mr. COX, of New York. I submit the resolution which I send to 
the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That a select committee to ascertain the results of the Tenth Census 
be appointed, to have the same number of members, duties, privil and 
power as the committee of the same name had in the last Congress; that 
said committee be authorized to employ a clerk, 


Mr. sgrvigthy, of New York. Isend to the desk an amendment 
which I ask the Clerk to read. f 
The Clerk read as follows: 
RULE —. There shall be appointed by the Speaker at the beginning of each 
Congress a pirssi rangah Kt of fifteen members, eight members from the 
y in control of the organ jon and seven members from the opposition, to 
known as the Executive Committee of the House of Representatives. It shall 
be the duty of said committee to consider all bills which may be reported favor- 
ony from ne | other of the standing committees of the House, and to determine 
which of said bills shall anit (aims in being brought before the House for 
consideration, In the order of such preference such bills shall be reported to the 
House without amendment, and placed upon a calendar to be known as the 
Executive Calendar. And its! be in order at any time after the Hows bed 
the Journal and expiration of the morning hour for the chairman of such Ex- 
ecutive Committee, or any member thereof, when acting under the instruction 
of said committee, to call any bill m the said Executive Calendar for con- 
sideration. If his said motion bes ed by a majority vote of a quorum 
ent the bill shall be considered under consideration. e said Executive 
mittee shall fix the time to be allowed'for debate upon each bill so reported, antl 
such time shall not be extended — by a majority vote ofa quorum present. 
At the expiration of said time so fixed or extended a vote shall be taken upon the 
question without further debate. Nothing in this rule shall prevent the offer of 
amendments to the bill when under consideration, or to interfere with the 
preference already given to the consideration of appropriation or revenue bills, 
or to prevent the consideration of any of er calendars of the House 
whenever the House may so direct. 


The SPEAKER. In accordance with the understanding the consid- 
eration of the report of the Committee on Rules will be postponed un- 
til Thursday next, and, together with the pendingamendments and the 
amendments which have been read for information, will be printed in 
the RECORD. 

JUDGE SAMUEL B. AXTELL. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I rise to a question of privilege. I present the 
memorial of Richard W. Webb, a citizen of the Territory of New Mex- 
ico; and also a resolution, which I ask the Clerk to read. 

Mr. KEIFER, Subject to the privilege of raising the question 
whether it be a matter of privilege or not. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It relates to the impeachment of a judge in the 
Territory of New Mexico. 

Mr. KEIFER. Is this in order now? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposesif the resolution relates to the 
impeachment of a public officer, or to the institution of an investi 
for the purpose of such impeachment, it would be a matter of privi- 
e. 

Mr. KEIFER, A resolution of inquiry could go in under the call. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not know what the resolution is 
until it is read. bi 

Mr. SPRINGER. e petition is very short, occupying just one page, 
and it explains the resolution itself. Let the petition be read first. 

The SPEAKER, The question as to whether it is a matter of priv- 
ilege is reserved, 
` Mr. SPRINGER. Let the Clerk read the petition first. It will dis- 
close the facts. 

Mr. KASSON. The petition is not a matter of privilege, while the 
resolution may be, 

Mr. SPRINGER. The petition is referred to in the resolution and 
is a part of it. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


the said -justice or ude been such as to render him unfit to discharge 
the duties of the office o! ef-justice or judge, as aforesaid, and report thereon 
to the House such action, to be taken by impeachment or otherwise, as they may 
advise; and in making such examination and investigation the said committee 
have power to send for persons and papers. 


Mr. KASSON. That is clearly not such a question as entitles the 
memorial to present consideration. I will say to the gentleman from 
Ilingis my only ground of objection is that one person who may or 
may not be responsible might in this way spread before the whole 
country charges which have not been examined by any committee, and 
of which we have no evidence or authentic information. I think the 
gentleman from Illinois must himself see the propriety of this going to 
the committee. For that reason I must object to the memorial being 
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read, but I do not object té the memorial and resolution going to the 
committee. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman allow the memorial to be 
read? It is very short and will explain the full purpose of the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. KASSON. I have just given the reasons why we ought to ob- 
ject to that on principle. Ido not object to the resolution being re- 
ceived and referred to a committee; but I make the point of order that 
it is not in order to read the memorial at this time. 

The SPEAKER. Does the Chair understand the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] to ask for the reading of the charges or for 
the reading of the petition asking for an investigation ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask for the reading of the memorial, which is 
very short, only one page of manuscript, and that will explain the 
matter more fully. 

Mr. KASSON. I submit to the Chair that this is simply a resolu- 
tion of inquiry, with an accompanying paper, and as such, under our 
custom and rules, ought to go to a committee, 

Mr. SPRINGER. It simply instructs the committee to inquire into 
the ‘‘ foregoing charges and specifications,” 

Mr. HISCOCK. I ask the gentleman why he can not be content to 
let the resolution go to the Committee on the Judiciary in the first in- 
stance, and then the committee can report it back to the House for adop- 
tion if they deem it proper to do so? 

Mr. KASSON. That is all that the House can be prepared to act 
upon at this time. I have no objection to the resolution being referred 
to the committee, and the committee can then make the inquiry. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The resolution itself is a reference of the matter 
to a committee; let the resolution be adopted. 

Mr. KASSON. It is a serious thjng to put any kind of sanction by 
this House to a nang gene a public officer, of which I have said I 
myself never have h anything. I hope the resolution will be re- 
ferred to the committee. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iask to have the memorial read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
claims that this isa matter of privilege. No charges, so faras the Chair 
knows, have been made on the floor of the House, and no charges have 
been read against this officer. As the Chair understands it, the gentle- 
man from Illinois does not ask that the charges be read, but that the 
memorial asking for an investigation be read. The doubt which the 
Chair has about the matter—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. The memorial itself states the charges, if the 
Chair will haveit read. I have asked that the memorial be read as a 
part of the resolution, and the House can not act intelligently upon the 
resolution untilé4he memorial has been read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that having looked at the 
memorial he finds that it does contain charges against a judge of the 
United States court in the Territory of New Mexico. Upon that the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] offers a resolution that the 
memorial and charges be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary 
for investigation. The question is made that this is not a matter of 
privilege. Of course the Chairis somewhat familiar with rulings made 
upon similar questions heretofore, but is willing to hear gentlemen on 
the point of order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think that gentlemen on the other side will un- 
derstand the question much better if they will allow the memorial to 
be read. 


The SPEAKER. A paper notto be acted upon by the Honsecan not 
be read except by unanimous consent. The gentleman offers a resolu- 
tion and then asks that another paper be read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then I ask that the memorial be read as a part 
of my remarks. It is really a part of the resolution itself, and the res- 
olution is without any meaning unless the memorial is read. s 

Mr. KASSON. In reply to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER] I will say that no remarks are now in orderexcept by unan- 
imous consent, unless this is a question of privilege. If it is in the 
first instance a question of privilege, then we may discuss it, and the 
gentleman if he chose to do so might have the memorial read as a 
part of his remarks. 

The point I make is that this is not a question of privilege, for it is 
not a resolution of impeachment, but simply a resolution instructing 
the Committee on the Judiciary to inquire into a certain thing. But 
that resolution itself is not in order at this time. 

I only wish to add further, that I do not desire to make any objec- 
tion to referring the whole subject to a committee; it ought to go there 
‘if it has the sanction of one member of this House. What I object to 
is that it is not in the form of a question of privilege, and no remarks 
upon the subject are now in order. I donotobject to the whole thing 
being referred to a committee. 

The SPEAKER. The doubt which the Chair entertains on the sub- 
ject arises from the fact that the resolution itself does not make any 
charges or recite any charges or direct an impeachment. It simply pro- 
poses to refer a memorial to a committee with instructions to examine 
into charges which it is assumed are contained in the memorial. The 
Chair would like to hear the opinions of gentlemen upon this question, 
because its proper decision may be of importance hereafter, 


Mr. RANDALL. If the resolution is in the nature of an impeach- 
ment it is a question of privilege, although the rules do not make men- 
tion of that as one of the privileged subjects. Neither do the rules 

ize the report of the Committee on Elections as a privileged sub- 

ject. Yet both impeachments and the right of a member to a seat 

oe are constitutional questions which rise above the rules of the 
ouse, 

The gentleman from Illinois who introduced this resolution ought 
to tell us, so that we can vote understandingly, whether it is a resolu- 
tion of impeachment or not. / 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ihayestated to the House that the memorial which 
accompanies the resolution, and to which the resolution refers, does state 
that this judge has been guilty of high crimes and misdemeanors. It 
specifies them in detail to the number of eight or ten, and specifications 
accompany them, with the names of witnesses upon whom the petitioner 
relies to prove every one of the charges. I ask that they be referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and that that committee have author- 
ity to send for persons and papers to ascertain the trath of the state- 
ments contained in the memorial. 

The charges are specific, and the names of the witnesses relied upon 
to make good the charges are given. 

Mr. RANDALL. Then this is a step in the direction of impeach- 
ment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Itis anallegation that this judge is guilty of high 
crimes and misdemeanors. The charges are set forth in plain 
and in a comprehensive manner. I ask this House to investigate them. 

I will state to gentlemen on the other side that I have some knowl- 
edge myself of the condition of affairs in the Territory of New Mexico, 
as I was there upon a visit during the last summer. I know the gen- 
tleman who presents this petition. He is a reputable, honorable citi- 
zen, and a member of your own political party. He is backed by almost 
the entire bar of the Territory, as gentlemen will see by examining the 
names accompanying this paper. There is an almost general demand 
from the bar and the citizens of New Mexico that this investigation 
shall be made. I hope that gentlemen on the other side, in the inter- 
est of the pure administration of justice, will withdraw all opposition 
and allow this matter to go where it belongs, to the Committee on the 
Judiciary for investigation. 

Mr. KASSON. Allow me to answer that by the simple statement 
that there is no question of ‘‘sides ” here at all. The point of order is 
made on the gentleman’s resolution. 
impeachment. This is a resolution of inquiry, directing a committee to 
inquire into the matter. I have repeatedly stated that there will he 
no objection to the committee taking jurisdiction of the subject-matter 
if, as the gentleman from Illinois says, this memorial is a respectful 
one. The point of order I make is that the memorial does not in any 
way strengthen the resolution, because what a member of the House 
does not propose here in order to give jurisdiction a man in New Mexico 
can not. It is upon the resolution that the question of privilege is to 
be decided. I hope that the gentleman from Ilinois and the Speaker 
will not mjsunderstand me. There is not the slightest hostility to an 
investigation upon the statement of the gentleman from Illinois. 
What we object to is spreading broadcast unsupported charges against 
judicial character before there has been the slightest inquiry by any 
committee of the House whether there is ground for believing them to 
be true. If they should be found true, the gentleman will find every 
one of us voting to sustain an impeachment. But I do object to this 
system of slandering official character without the facts being substan- 
tiated by some organ of this House in the first instance. 

Let the matter go to a committee. Let them inquire. Let them re- 
port an impeachment if the facts justify it. But I do object to getting 
in on this floor, under the form of a resolution of inquiry, a lot of as 
yet unsupported charges against the judicial character of a man about 
whom I know nothing except that he is a judgegnd prima facie enti- 
tled to our respect and fair treatment. à 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him one 
question? Suppose this resolution be referred tothe Committee on the- 
Judiciary, what will be their powers in the premises? 

Mr. KASSON. The reference of the resolution with the memorial 
gives the committee entire jurisdiction to report an impeachment of this. 
officer if they find the facts justify it. ` 

Mr. SPRINGER., But they will not have power to send for persons 
and papers. } 

Mr. KASSON. We will give them that power; there is no objection 
to that. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is all there is in the resolution. 

Mr. KASSON. Whenever the committee ask that power they can 
have it without objection. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Mr. Speaker—— , 

The SPEAKER, Before the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] 
proceeds, the Chair would like to call his attention toa point which he 
conceives to be involved in this question. If a member on the floor 
should seine articles of impeachment against a public officer, the Chair 
has no doubt that it would be a privileged matter under the Constitu- 
tion, because this House possesses the power of im ent. But this 


is not a resolution proposing to impeach any one; it simply instructs 


He does not himself propose an + 
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the Committee on the Judiciary to inquire into the truth or falsity of 
certain charges made against a public officer in a memorial which has 
been presented. The inquiry may result in an impeachment or it may 
not; but the doubt which the Chair has arises upon the distinction be- 
tween a mere proposition to investigate charges against a public officer 
and a proposition to impeach that officer. 

Mr. COX, of New York. May I speak to that proposition a mo- 
ment? 

Mr. KASSON. The point of order is sustained, as we understand. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I do not believe we ought at present to 
allow this matter to come in as a question of privilege. Why should 
we undertake on a mere memorial to slime over anybody? Non con- 
stat this judge may be as virtuous and just an officer as any other judge 
in the country. This is not a question of privilege—at least not now. 
Send the matter to your committee; and if upon examining the memo- 
rial they think it serious enongh, let them ask for authority to send for 
persons and papers. a 

Mr. KASSON. That is sensible. 

“Mr. COX, of New York. Ifthe matter should come up hereafter in 
the form of a proposition for impeachment, it then becomes a question 
of privilege; not till then: I hope my friend from Illinois will consent 
that this matter shall be sent now, just as it stands, to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, which has jurisdiction of such matters. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from New York has stated all that 
I have desired to accomplish by the introduction of this resolution, that 
the Committee on the Judiciary be placed in such a position that they 
can look into these charges and report whether there is a case here 
which requires action on the part of the House. I have no objection 
to referring the matter to the committee with instructions (if they deem 
it proper) to send for persons and papers in making the inquiry. 

Mr. KASSON. That is right. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection—— 

Mr. BELFORD. I object. 

Mr. REED. Ifthe Judiciary Committee regard that matter as some- 
thing they wish to investigate, they can come to the House and ask for 
permission to send for persons and papers. 

Mr. KASSON. That is understood. 

Mr. REED. This is a question of right procedure. _ It is not usual 
to make it a matter on which capital canbe made. It is a question of 
right procedure, and every member of the House knows itis not correct 
procedure upon the single memorial of an individual to give to a com- 
mittee power to send for persons and papers and thus initiate proceed- 
ings. It is proper such a thing should go to a committee, and if the 
committee deem there is proper occasion for it they can send for per- 
sons and papers, and if, after sending for persons and papers, they deem 
it is a proper case for impeachment they can prefer articles of impeach- 
ment. Any other method is unjust. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to accommodate my friend. 

Mr. REED. It is not a question of consideration; it is a question 
of decency. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. I wish to make it as easy for you as possible. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman says he wishes to make is as easy for 
us as possible. If that be so, then he would not appear on the floor 
atall. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from Illinois does not occupy the 
floor half the time that the gentleman from Maine does, and always 
with this difference, that I never speak without having something to 
say. [Laughter. ] 

& Mr. BELFORD. I wish to ask the gentleman from Illinois a ques- 
on. 

The SPEAKER. The | foes from Illinois has aceepted—— 

Mr. BELFORD. But [have not accepted it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SPRINGER. On that I demand the previous question. 

Mr. BELFORD, I wish the gentleman from Illinois to answer 
this—— 4 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iwill answer the gentleman from Colorado. 

Mr. BELFORD. You spent a summer in New Mexico. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That has nothing to do with it. 

Mr. BELFORD, Iam coming to it, and I hope the gentleman will 
not object. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Come to your statement or question which you 
propose to ask. 

Mr. BELFORD. It is impossible for me, like the gentleman, to 
come toa conclusion without any intermediate steps. [Laughter.] You 
spent a summer in New Mexico investigating some claims there which 
were attacked—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. No; I did not. 

Mr. BELFORD. I so understood it. I say the gravamen of the 
charges against Judge Axtell is based on this and nothing more, that 
certain citizens of New Mexico had acquired title to a large and valu- 
able tract of land [Cries of ‘Regular order !”] 

Mr. SPRINGER. I demand the previous question. 

Mr. BELFORD. Just wait. 

TheSPEAKER. The regularorder has been demanded, and the mer- 
its of the c against the officer-—— 
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Mr. SPRINGER. I know nothing about the matter to which the 
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gentleman refers. I have had nothing to do with the matter and know 
nothing about it. 

Mr. BELFORD. I say that is the substance of the charges. Now 
these jumpers—— [Cries of ‘‘Regularorder!’’] Isay you seek toim- 
peach—— [Cries of “Regular order!’’] 

The SPEAKER. ‘The subject-matter of the memorial is not before: 
the House for debate, and, there being no objection, the memorial and 
accompanying resolution will be referred to the Committee on the Ju-- 
diciary. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered 

APPROPRIATIONS FOR CERTAIN DESTITUTE INDIANS. 


Mr. ELLIS, Mr. Speaker, I present at this time the report of the: 
conferees on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments 
of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. Res. 121) appropriating $50,000- 
for certain destitute Indians. I ask that the report be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagrecing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the joint resolution appropriating $50,000 for 
the support of certain destitute Indie.ns having met, after a and free confer- 
ence have a to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses; 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 1 and 3, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 2, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
from said amendment the words “ not ex: ng 35,000" and insert in lieu thereof 
the following: “three thousand dollars, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary ;”’ and add at the end of the amendment the following: “which advertise- 
ment shall be made for ten days in at least four of the principal cities of the- 
West;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

E. JOHN ELLIS. 


WILLIAM S. HOLMAN, 
THOMAS RYAN, 
Managers on the part of the House, 
W. B. ALLISON, 
JAMES B. BECK, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 
The SPEAKER. The within statement accompanying the report,- 
required by the rules, will now be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


priate $100,000, of which sum $3,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
will be available for hing and mak: prcna of šupplies, including 
cost of advertising, whi vertisement made for ten days in at least. 


four of the principal cities of the West, 
„ E. JNO. ELLIS 
WM. 8. HOLMAN, 
THOS, RYAN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. ELLIS, Unless some gentleman desires a further explanation: 
I shall ask the adoption of the report. 

Mr. REAGAN. I wish to ask the gentleman from Louisiana if he 
can state to the House whether there was any appropriation for the 
papes contemplated by this resolution in the appropriation bill of the- 

t year; and, if so, please to state the amount. 

Mr. ELLIS, I have not the information asked by the gentleman 
from Texas at hand, but I can get it by sending to the committee-room 
for it. I could only give him now the approximate figures. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. There was an appropriation made for this pur- 

I think about $45,000 was appropriated, although I am not cer- 
tain as to the exact amount. 

Mr. CHACE. What was the question of the gentleman from Texas? 

Mr. REAGAN. My question was whether there had been a certain 
amount appropriated for this specific purpose during the last year; and, 
if so, how much. 

Mr. ELLIS. The amount appropriated for the Crows last year, or 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, was $105,000. The amount ap- 
propriated for the support of the Indians at Fort Belknap, at Fort Peck, 
and at Blackfeet agency was $138,000. 

Mr. REAGAN. Were those two items for the benefit of the same 
Indians that this appropriation is for? 

Mr. ELLIS. Yes, sir. J 

Mr. BLOUNT. Let me ask the gentleman whether the appropria- 
tions of last year were the usual appropriations for this purpose? 

Mr. ELLIS. No; they were much less than the usual appropriations. 

Mr. BLOUNT. And hence the deficiency ? 

Mr. ELLIS. Yes, sir. Furthermore, these Indians have been here- 
tofore totally supported by the Government. While we have been 

iving largely in excess of the appropriations for the current year, they 
ve been supported in part vid the buffalo which were plentiful upom 
their hunting-grounds. But this year they have entirely disappeared, 
and these Indians have been put upon a soil to work it which absolutely 
requires irrigation before it will produce anything. Their attempts at 
farming have been entirely unsuccessful, their crops having been totally 
destroyed by frosts and drought, and they are ‘how in a condition of 
absolute starvation. . 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to ask the gentleman from Louisiana 

in this connection, since only about seven months of the fiscal year have 
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passed, how such a deficiency can have arisen? He has just stated that 
the appropriations of last year were less than usual. Now, were the 
appropriations only such in amount as to justify this additional appro- 
priation when but little more than half the year has passed, or does the 
necessity for an immediate appropriation grow out of the condition o 
these Indians at this time? j 

Mr. ELLIS. I think, in the first place, the appropriation of last year 
was inadequate. I think it was far less than should have been given. 
But this appropriation is attributable particularly to the other causes, 
the failure of their crops and the absence of game. 

Mr. RYAN. Ifthe gentleman will allow me, I will state that if the 
same condition of things had existed in regard to these Indians during 
the present fiscal year as existed in former years, the appropriation 
-would have been nearly if not fully adequate. But, as I understand 
it, their crops have utterly failed, and the game upon which they have 
been accustomed heretofore largely to subsist has entirely deserted that 
part of the country. Hence this deficiency. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to ask the gentleman in that connec- 
tion whether the estimates for the last year were less than usual. 

Mr. RYAN. Iam not certain as to that. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would also like to know if the Committee on Ap- 
prop-iations have seen proper on their own motion to make this recom- 
mendation. 

Mr. RYAN, The appropriations were less than for the preceding 
year, and—— 

Mr. HISCOCK. -Let me say that the policy pursued in this case is 
the same which prevailed in other cases, that where these Indians have 
been placed in a condition to begin farming operations they have been 
supplied with cattle, grain, and feed, and other necessaries until they 
have become, to some extent, able to supportthemselves. Then these 
supplies are gradually reduced, and they are compelled to look to agri- 
culture alone for their support. That was the policy, as was stated 
by the gentleman from Louisiana, who was upon the committee dur- 
ing the last year, and who was fully conversant with the plan which 
had been adopted in that respect. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I have no doubt that what the gentleman says is 
entirely correct, but what I wish to know is whether or not these re- 
‘ports were made to the Committee on Appropriations of last year by 
the Department, whether in that appropriation bill these provisions 
were made on the suggestion of the Department or whether they came 
from the committee on its own motion. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Were made upon consultation with the gentleman 
who had charge of this matter in the Interior Department. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The report of the committee was made after that 
-consultation ? : 

Mr. HISCOCK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLOUNT. And in less than seven months this deficiency is 
-asked for? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iam not prepared to say whether the committée 
may not have reduced the appropriation somewhat below the estimate 
-of the Department. But I am prepared to say it was after full consul- 
tation, and as the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. ELLIS] will bear 
witness, it was supposed a sufficient amount wasgiven. And a sufficient 
-amount was given if the crops had been good and the other conditions 
the same as in previous years. 

Mr. CHACE. My information from the Department is that the ap- 
propriation last year was not what the Department asked for. 

Mr. RYAN. It was not what the Department asked for. 

Mr. ELLIS. I yield to the gentleman from Montana [Mr. MAGIN- 
Nis]. 

ae MAGINNIS. I would like to make one statement in regard to 
-one of these tribes of Indians, because I never could understand upon 
what ground the Committee on Appropriations or the. House have jus- 
tified the constant reductions that have been made in their annuities. 
-Some ten years ago a treaty was made with those Indians by which they 
„gave up certain portions of their landsand weoceupied them, The con- 
sideration was to be $50,000 a year. That treaty was never ratified by 
the Government. y 

Mr. CHACE. It was made in 1868. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. Yes, but never formally ratified by the Govern- 
ment. Yet the Government went on and took all the benefits of it; 
-and then when the Indians came in and claimed the $50,000, Congress, 
after allowing it for some years, cut it down year after year until the 
last committee cut it down almost to nothing. I always thought if 
not a breach of treaty it was a breach of faith. 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to be permitted to say a few words. 

Mr. ELLIS. I yield to the gentleman from Texas. ' 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, our Indian policy and the manner of 

its administration are justly calculated to awaken suspicion on this floor 

-and throughont the country. And we have herenow the extraordinary 
fact that at the expiration of half the year we are called upon to appro- 
priate an additional $100,000 over the appropriations that were made at 
the beginning of the year and which it was supposed would besnfficient. 
I say the fact that now at the expiration of half the year $100,000 ad- 
-ditional is asked for these fifteen thousand Indians will, of itself, 
awaken the inquiry ag to how many Indian agents and contractors for 
«supplies are to be benefited by this appropriation. 


When we think of an expenditure of seven or eight millions of dol- 
lars a year for these Indians, besides what they ought to make toward 
their own support, and when that is spent that we have to supply de- 
ficiencies, such requests as these in connection with the history of the 
management of Indian affairs in this country awaken at least inquiry 
and comment. It seems to me the amount asked for by the committee 
of the House, $50,000, was extravagant and unnecessary; and now an 
additional $50,000 added to that, it seems to me, ought to secure a re- 
jection of the report of the committee. 

Mr. ELLIS. I desire to say one word in reply to the gentleman from 
Texas, So far as the committee has been able it has guarded the ap- 
propriation, limiting the expense of purchasing and advertising, and 
guarding the Government as far as legislation could guard the Govern- 
ment. In reply to the assertion that these people are not entitled to 
the humanities of the Government, I must say that I totally dissent 
from the views of the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. REAGAN. I was rather arguing against the rascalities of the 
Indian agents. 

Mr. ELLIS. It is, sir, the fault of your race and the fault of your 
Government that these people are reduced to the condition that they 
areinnow. You have taken their lands, you have violated your treaty 
obligations until the recital of your conduct toward them is enough to 
make. the face of every honorable and honest American burn with shame. 
Your civilization has driven the game from them on which they have 
subsisted year by year. The Government has adopted the more humane 
policy of endeavoring to civilize them and teach them to work. And 
now, in the infancy of this policy, when they have gone upon these res- 
ervations, when they have been placed upon inhospitable soil without 
means of irrigation, with crops failing and with game disappearing and 
when they are ina condition of starvation, the gentleman prates about 
the injustice of the Government making these appropriations. I say 
they are sanctioned by every law of humanity and by every principle 
of civilization. 

I move the previous question on the report. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereef 
the repert of the committee of conference was to. 

Mr. ELLIS moved to reconsider the vote by which the report was 
agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MORRISON. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question being taken, there were ayes 137, noes not counted. 

So the motion to adjourn was agreed to; and accordingly (at 40’clock 
and 20 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred, as follows: 

By Mr. BARBOUR: Papers relating to the claim of William Sher- 
wood—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Bennett Wright, for compensation for stock driven 
off by order of General Sheridan—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BELMONT: Petition of G. H. Nichols and 164 others, citi- 
zens of New York, asking an appropriation forthe improvement of Mas- 
peth Creek, New York—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of B. O. Robinson and 41 others, for the establishing 
of a harbor of safety at Horton’s Point—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of Margaret Madden, asking for the passage of special 
act for her relief—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of John E. Dowley and 5 others, United States bailiffs 
of New York courts, asking an increase of salary—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Petition of the postmaster at Bellevue, La.— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the postmaster at Alexandria, La.—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. BOYLE; Petition of citizens of Westmoreland County, 
Pennsylvania, for the relief of Martha J. McIiwain—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. : 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Petition of William Diebrey, commissioner of 
Maine, and 1,024 others, in favor of the construction of bridges across the 
Saint John and Saint Francis Rivers—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

Also, memorial of C. F. Hammond and 132 others, of Madawaska 
territory, to authorize the State of Maine to build bridges on the 

boundary line—to the same committee. 

Also, memorial of the teachers and scholars of Fort Kent training- 
school, in favor of constructing bridges across the Saint John and Saint 
Francis Rivers—to the same committee. 

By Mr. BREITUNG: Petition of C. F. Smith Post, 175, asking a 
grant of 160 acres of land to each honorably discharged soldier or sailor, 
&c., of the late war—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BUCKNER: Two petitions of citizens of Franklin County, 
Missouri, for the improvement of the Mississippi River—severally to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
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Also, the petition of Louisa Holterman, for the extension of patent 

for preparing tobacco—to the Committee on Patents. 
By Mr. BUDD: Communication of A. C. Bingham, mayor of Marys- 
ville, Cal:, relative to H. R. 102, and requesting amendments thereto— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of Charles E. Noyes and others, rela- 
„tive to schools in Alaska—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. BURNES: Papers relating to the improvement of the Mis- 
-souri River, &c.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: Petition for the relief of J. H. Adams—to the 
-Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. CALKINS: Petition of citizens of Charlestown, asking for an |, 


-appropriation for educational purposes in Alaska—to the Committee on 
Education. 

Also, resolution of Elmer Post, Grand Army of the Republic, Elk- 
hart, Ind., relative to changing fictitious names of soldiers of the late 
‘war on the rolls—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. J. M. CAMPBELL: Affidavit relating to the pension claim 
«of I. W. Bunker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ` 

By Mr. CASSIDY: Papers relating to the improvement of the Colo- 
rado River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CLARDY: Petition for the relief of Luigi Botta—to the Com- 
“mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CONVERSE: Petition of S. E. Bell and 44 others, citizens 
-of Coshocton County, Ohio, praying a retention of the tariff of 1867 on 
‘imported wool—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DARGAN: Papers relative to the improvement of the navi- 
«gation of the Great Pee Dee River, South Carolina; petition of citizens 
of the South on the same subject; and papers relating to the improve- 
ment of the Waccamaw Riyer—severally to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: Papers relating to a public building at Key 
West, Fla.—to the Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. G. R. DAVIS: Petition of William M. Hoyt & Co. and 35 
others, against the repeal of the law relating to the manufacture of 
‘vinegar; and of Gray, Burt & Kingman, on the same subject—severally 
-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Thomas Lynch—to the same 
committee. 

By Mr. DIBRELL: Petition for the relief of W. C. Shelton—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

Also, communication from the mayor, aldermen; and others, relative 
to the improvement of the Tennessee River—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of William C. Spencer—to the Com- 
-mittee on Military Affairs. 


Also, pa relating to the claim of Joseph Ruohs, and of Will- 
dam I. Witcher and B. Walden—severally to the Committee on War 
Claims. 


By Mr. DOCKERY: Memorial of 8. A. Hurlbut Post, No. 32, Grand 
Army of the Republic, as to bounty, &c., for certain soldiers of the late 
avar—to the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and 
Back Pay. 

By Mr. DORSHEIMER: Petition of Henry Hecking, for arears of 
ypension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DUNCAN: Petition of William H. Small, for a pension— 
to the same committee. ` 

By Mr. ELLIS: Memorial of the Florida parishes of Louisiana in 
ven to their rights to public lands—to the Committee on the Public 

ds. 


Also, papers relating to the claim of Mrs. Elizabeth R. McCracken, 
f Louisiana—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOLLETT: Petition of merchants, manufacturers, and 
bankers of Cincinnati, Ohio, protesting against the passage of the 
bankrupt law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GLASCOCK: Memorial of the Board of Commerce of San 
Francisco, Cal., relative to increasing the naval foree—to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the Board of Trade at Sacramento, Cal., relative 
-to the construction of a Government building at Sacramento—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Also, memorial of the Beard of Trade at Los Angeles, Cal., for a Gov- 
ernment building at Los Angeles—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HAMMOND: Petition of Lawson Craddock & Co. and others; 
-of Hightman, Hallman, and others; of Howard, Wood & Co. and others; 
of Oglesby & Meadow and others, citizens of Atlanta, Ga.; and of 
-citizens of Farmington, Ga., for an appropriation for the payment of 
a rebate on tobacco—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, petition of T. P. Westmoreland, for a fee for representing the 
United States in a murder case at Atlanta, Ga., in the United States 
-court—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HARDY: Petition of several persons engaged in the manu- 
facture and sale of weiss-beer, as to the construction of section 3354 
Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Committee on Ways and 


By Mr. HART: Petition of Judge Ace Gregg anf A. R. Cramer, for 
the relief of T. J. Lindsay—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Post371, Grand Army of the Republic, Martinsville, 
Ohio, asking for laws pensioning soldiers—to the same committee. 

By Mr. W. H. HATCH: Memorial of William McKee Post, No. 110, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Kahoka, Mo., as to equalization of boun- 
ties, pay, &c., to soldiers of the late war—to the same committee, 

Also, the petition of 71 citizens of Missouri, for the improvement of 
the Mississippi River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Papers relating to the claim of John 
Bostater—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. A.S. HEWITT: Petition of C. H. Waddell, of New York—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HISCOCK: Petition of the Bureau of Labor and Charities 
of Syracuse, N. Y., for a postal savings depository—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: Petition of 30,000 mechanics from all parts of 
the Union, of several thousand citizens of Ohio, of several thousand 
citizens of different States, and of several thousand citizens of Penn- 
sylvania, in favor of a bill to prohibitthe importation of labor under 
contracts made abroad—severally to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. HUNT: Papers relating to the claim of Alexander Judice— 
to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. JAMES: Petition of George Chappel, for a special act to be 
passed removing disability to his obtaining letters patent—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. : 

By Mr. KEIFER: Memorial of citizens of Hillsborough, Ohio, for an 
appropriation for education in Alaska—to the Committee on Education. 

Also, petition of P. P. Mast & Co. and others, relative to the educa- 
tion and voluntary citizenship of the Ipdian—to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

By Mr. KLEINER: Papers relating to claim of Brownlee George— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LACEY: Resolution of the executive committee of the Mich- 
igan State Agricultural Society, for the prevention of pleuro-pneumonia 
in eattle—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of the Farmers’ Club in Norvell, Mich., on the 
same subject—to the same committee. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: Papers relating to the claim of C. 8. Peagh— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. LONG: Petition of the Boston Marine Society, for life-saving 
stations at Gay Head and Point Alberton, Mass.—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: Papers relating to the claim of John H. Jones 
and Thomas D. Harris—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Memorial of Webster Post, No. 121, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Cora, Mo., and of Seamon Post, No. 87, Colfax, Mo., 
relative to bounties, pensions, &e.—toe the Select Committee on Pay- 
ment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

Also, memorial of T. H. Richardson Post, No. 92, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Lancaster, Mo.; of Burnside Post, No. 18, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Pleasant Hill, Mo.; and of O. P. Morton Post, No. 16, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Joplin, Mo,, relative to pensions and 
back pay—severally to the same committee. 

By Mr. MOULTON: Petition of 500 citizens of the seventeenth Con- 
gressional district of Illinois, relative to the improvement of the Mis- 
sissippi River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MURRAY: Petition of Martin Douglass, of Andrew J. Kon- 
kle, of William Harris, and of Daniel Urbausky, for a pension—sever- 
ally to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. NELSON: Memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of Saint 
Paul, Minn., toincrease the United States Navy—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, 

Also, petition of James R. Walker, for compensation for medical serv- 
ices among the Indians—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, petition of James Chambers, for an amendment to the pre-emp- 
tion laws—to the Committee on the Public Lands. a 

By Mr. NICHOLLS: Papers oe to the appropriation of $75,000 
for the improvement of the harbor of Brunswick, Ga.—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, memorial of the pilots of Savannah Bar, on the subject of pi- 
lotage—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. 8. J. PEELLE: Papers relating to the claim of Capt. J. H. 
Estes—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Ry Mr. PETTIBONE: Papers relating to the claim of Joseph D. 
Long andof Isaac Crawford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Dr. John W. Hartman—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. POLAND: Petition of Paschal P. Ripley and many others, 
officers and soldiers of the Vermont volunteers, in support of various 
bills pending enlarging the pension laws—to the Select Committee on 
Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. RANKIN: Remonstrance of citizens.of Manitowoc, Wis., 
_— the passage of House bill 3317—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. ; 
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Also, petition of Anna Gaertner for a pension—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition for a pension for Frederick Schuelte—to the same com- 
mittee, 

By Mr. REED: Petition for the survey of York Harbor, Maine—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. RIGGS: Petition of William Huddleston, for increase of pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. $ 

By Mr. J. H. ROGERS: Petition of citizens of Ozark, Ark., for the 
consolidation of the land office at Dardanelle and Harrison, Ark.—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. ROSECRANS: Petition of the heirs and legal representatives 
of certain officers of the army of the Revolution, for, relief, &e.—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: Papers relating to the claim of Charles Watson— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of citizens of Kansas, for an appropriation 
for education in Alaska—to the Committee on Education. 

Also, petition of soldiers and sailors of Kansas, for equalization of 
bounties—to the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, 
and Back Pay. 

By Mr. T. G. SKINNER: Papers relating to the improvementof the 
Perquimans River, North Carolina, and to the improvement of the 
harbor at Edenton, N. C.—severally to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors: 

By Mr.SNYDER: Petition of James M. Mason, to accompany House 
bill 3823—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, petition of Elias S. Bronson and others—to the Select Com- 
mittee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. CHARLES STEWART: Petition from citizens of Orange and 
Jefferson Counties, Texas, for the improvement of the harbor atSabine 
Pass—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. STOCKSLAGER: Application for post-routes in Indiana— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: Petition fora pension of Romulus A. Moss— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VANCE: Petition of citizens of the District of Columbia, 
relative to the unlawful occupation of Government land in the District 
of Columbia by the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. . 

Also, the petition of Shelton Nancy and others, for relief—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of W. P. Payne—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of 8. B. West, administrator, &e.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. = 

By Mr. WARNER: Petition for the relief of Joseph Thompson—to 
the same committee. 

Also papers relating to claim of Charles H. Edmondson, deceased— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr, J. D. WHITE: Petition for the relief of James B. Blackburn— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MILO WHITE: Memorial oftheSaint Paul Chamber of Com- 
merce, on increasing the Navy—to the Committee on Naval affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIS: Papers in the case of C. E. Conty, of Mrs. Frances 
Marshall, of Mary T. Duncan, of Hamilton T. Figg, of Theodore 
Schwartz, and of H. 8. Saunders—severally to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. W. L. WILSON: Memorial for the relief of Saint Luke’s 
Protestant Episcopal church, Washington, D. C.—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WINANS; Memorial of A. A. Carr and others, for 
one hundred and sixty acres of land for honorably discharged soldiers 
and sailors of the late war, &c.—to the Select Committee on Payment 
of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. G. D. WISE: Petition of citizens of Bownne 
for a post-office building—to the Committee on Publie 
Grounds. 

Also, resolutions of the Commercial Club of Richmond, Va., in oppo- 
sition toa bankrupt law and for a uniform exemption, &c.—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of the Virginia State Agricultural Society, in favor of 
the extension of the Signal Service to the agricultural portions of the 
country—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WORTHINGTON: Petition of Brinton Levis, for increase of 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YAPLE: Petition of Richard Underwood, for a pension—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. YORK: Petition of North Carolina Cherokee Indians, for the 
passage of House bill 1118—to the Committee on Ipdian Affairs. 

Also, the petition of Jacob M. Pruitt, asking to be placed on the pen- 
sion-rolls—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YOUNG: Papers relating to the pension claim of Julia A. 
Darrell—to the same committee. 

Also, petition of Samuel H. Chapman, survivor of three wars, for a 
pension —to the same committee. 


Green, Va., 
uildings and 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, February 5, 1884. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in compliance with law, 
an abstract of the militia force of the United States, organized and un- 
organized, according to the latest returns received at the office of the 
Adjutant-General of the Army. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This communication, together with 
the accompanying reports, if there be no objection, will be printed and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. : 

Mr. COCKRELL. I donot think this communication needs any ref- 
erence to the Committee on Military Affairs. A bill touching that 
subject has been reported and is upon the Calendar. I move that the 
communication be printed and laid upon the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 1015) for the relief of Fitz-John Porter was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 3520) declaring forfeited certain grants of land made 
to certain States in aid of the construction of railroads was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The bill (H. R. 3933) to declare a forfeiture of lands granted to the 
Texas Pacific Railroad Company, and for other purposes, was read. 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


COMMITTEE SERVICE. 


Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, I desire to submit a request to the: 
Senate this morning to be relieved from further service as chairman 
of the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Chair understand the Sen- 
ator to desire to be relieved from further service on the committee as- 
well, or only from the chairmanship? 

Mr. WILSON. Only as chairman of the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks con- 
sent to be relieved from further service as chairman of the Committee 
on Mines and Mining. Will the Senate grant the request? 

The request was ted. 

Mr DOLPH. I ask to be relieved from further service upon the Se- 
lect Committee on Additional Accommodations for the Library of Con-- 


gress. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon asks the- 
Senate to relieve him from further service upon the committee in 
to additional accommodations for the Library of Congress. Will the: 
Senate grant the request? 

The request was granted. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I desire to be relieved from my position as chairman 
of the Select Committee on Woman Suffrage; not from service on the: 
committee, but simply to be relieved as chairman. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York asks 
that the Senate discharge him from further service as chairman of the 
Select Committee on Woman Suffrage. Will the Senate grant the re- 
quest? 

The request was granted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair presents as a matter of 
privilege a letter from Mr. JONES, Senator from Florida, asking to be 
disc from further service upon the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 
Will the Senate excuse the Senator from Florida from further service 
on that committee? 

The request was granted. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of Franklin 
Fairbanks and Horace Fairbanks, of Saint Johnsbury, Vt., praying for 
a thorough inquiry into divorce matters and the collection of divorce 
statistics from the records and authorities of theseveral States as a basis 
for future legislation; which was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

He also presented resolutions’ of the American Laryngological Asso- 
ciation of New York, urging the erection of a fire-proof building for the 
library and museum of the Surgeon-General’s Office; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. COKE presented the following joint resolution of the Legisla- 
ture of Texas; which was read, and referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs: 

Joint resolution, 

Whereas notice is given by John D. Miles, United States Indian agent, Chey. 
enne and Arapaho agency, Indian Territory, dated October 16, 1884, that alb 
that portion of the cattle trail known as the “‘ Western cattle trail,” which 
passes through the Cheyenne and Arapaho Indian reservation, Indian Terri- 
tory, and heretofore used from Texas to Kansas, can no longer be used for trail 
pu as that of said Cheyenne and Arapaho reservation through 
which the said trail passes has been leased for grazing purposes: Therefore, 


Be it resolved, That the senate and house of representatives of the Eighteenth 
Legislature request the United States Congress through our honorable Senators 


jurisdiction as aforesaid, 


1884. 


and Representatives to bring the matter before said body, and to use their influ- 
ence to have said cattle trail opened. 


J. W. y 
Chief Clerk House of Representatives. 


Mr. COKE presented a concurrent resolution of the Legislature of 
Texas; which was read, and referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, as follows: 

H. C. R. No. 2—Concurrent resolution. 


Whereas the frequent commission of crime in the Choctaw and Chickasaw 
Nations within the Indian Territory, contiguous to the northern border of this 
State, often affecting the personal and property rights of our own citizens, de- 
mands a more effi tand prompt remedy than is or can be afforded by any 
existing Federal jurisdiction, by reason of their great distance from the place of 
holding the courts: Therefore, 

Resolved by the house of representatives (the senate concurring), That the Congress 
of the United States are respectfully er to provide by law for a term of 
the Federal court at some accessible and convenient point within and near the 
a border of this State, with jurisdiction of offenses committed within 
said Territory. ‘ 

Resolved, That our Senators and Sy niggas os in Congress be furnished by 
the secretary of state with copies of this resolution, and they are urgently re- 
quested to advocate the passage of alaw providing for such Federal court, with 


THE STATE OF TEXAS, 
Department of State. 
I, Joseph W. Baines, secretary of state of the State of Texas, do hereby cer- 
tify that the fo: ing is a true copy of the concurrent resolution passed by the 
teenth Legislature of the State of Texas, approved January —, A. D. 1884, 


and now on file in this ent. 


In testimony whereof I have hereunto signed my name and have impressed 
hereon the seal of the State at Austin, Tex., this January 31, A. D. 1884. 
[SEAL] J. W. BAINES, Secretary of State, 

Mr. HARRIS. I presenta preamble and resolution adopted by the 
‘Cotton Exchange of the city of Memphis, calling attention to and ear- 
nestly urging the propriety of the erection of a retaining wall for the 
‘bank of the custom-house in that city. I ask their reference to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Are the resolutions addressed to the 
Senate? 

Mr. HARRIS. The resolutions are not addressed at all. They are 
in the form of instructions, urging the two Senators from the State of 
Tennessee to urge the matter upon Congress. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee asks 
unanimous consent to present resolutions in the nature of a memorial 
on the subject which he has named. If there be no objection, they 
will be received and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

Mr. WILSON. I have received a preamble and series of resolutions 
adopted by Shelladay Post of the Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Monroe, Iowa, which were evidently intended for the consideration of 
ithe Senate, in favor of granting to the soldiers and sailors who served 
in the Union Army during the war of the rebellion a uniform pension 
of $8 per month. I ask that they be received and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks unani- 
‘mous consent to present a paper intended for the consideration of the 
Senate, the nature of which he has described. If there be no objection, 
it will be received and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I present the memorial of George E. Welles, a 
«citizen of Toledo, Ohio, stating that he is the owner of land in the 
State of Iowa, conveyed by that State to the Des Moines Navigation 
Company; that he has paid taxes on it for thirty years and secured 
possession of it; that his title is good; and he protests against the passage 
-of the bill now pending in Co: directing that he be sued in the 
name of the United States for the purpose of destroying or clouding his 
title. The controversy is familiar no doubt to the Senate, known in 
olden times as the Des Moines navigation grant. I do not know to 
what committee it should be referred. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of the impression that 
the Committee on Public Lands has that subject under consideration. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well, let it go there. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The memorial will be referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. MITCHELL Ps goietig the petition of Cornelius R. Roland and 
41 others, citizens of Lancaster County, Pennsylvania, praying for the 
passage of an act to redeem the trade-dollar and to suspend coinage of 
-other silver dollars; which was refe to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr, McMILLAN presented the petition of Capt. Anson Northup, a 
citizen of Minnesota, praying compensation for expenses incurred and 
‘services performed during the rebellion in the Indian war in Minnesota 
an 1862; which, with the papers on file in the case, was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GARLAND presented the petition of George W. Murphy and 
other attorneys of the city of Hot Springs, Ark., praying for an increase 
of the salary of the United States judge for/the eastern district of that 
State; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, presented a memorial of Grand Army 
posts of New York, remonstrating against the proposed method of pay- 
ing pensions; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. COKE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was re- 
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ferred the bill (S. 48) to provide for the allotment of lands in severalty 
to Indians on the various reservations and to extend the protection of 
the laws of the States and Territories over the Indians, and for other 
purposes, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. BECK, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 10) for the relief of Harry I. Todd, late keeper of the Ken- 
tucky penitentiary, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

Mr. MAXEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
were referred the following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon; 
which were agreed to, and they were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 924) forthe relief of First Lieut. M. O’Brien, Fourth United 
States Artillery; 

A bill (S. 798) for the relief of William D. Haley; 

A bill (S. 726) for the relief of Calvin S. Montague; and 

A bill (S. 1147) to complete the military record of Alexander Fisher. 

Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
were referred the joint resolution (S. R. 2) for the relief of Helen M. 
Fiedler and the bill (S. 223) for the relief of Helen M. Fiedler, sub- 
mitted an adverse report, which was agreed to; and the joint resolution 
and bill were postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, reported the following resolution; 
which was placed on the Calendar: 


Resolved by the Senate, That the President of the United States be requested to 
bring to the attention of the Emperor of Brazil the claim of Helen M. Fiedler, 
executrix of Ernest Fiedler, deceased, against the Government of Brazil, grow- 
ing out of a contract all by said claimant to be go meas on that govern- 
ment, for the hire of the ship Circassian, to transport e ts from the United 
States to Brazil in the year 1867, with a view to ask said government to consider 
the said claim, and to provide for the allowance and payment of such sum as 
shall be found just to such claimant. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 147) to authorize the pur- 
chase of a site for a building for a post-office, court-house, and other 
offices in San Francisco, Cal., reported it with amendments. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (8. 940) to authorize the Secretary of the 
to cause to be examined certain vouchers filed, or to be filed, by the 
State of Missouri, or her agent or agents, for sums claimed to be due 
from the Government of the United States on account of payments 
made by said State since April 22, 1882, to the officers and enlisted men 
of her militia forces for military services rendered to the United States 
in the suppression of the rebellion, as evidenced by the proper pay-rolls 
heretofore filed with, examined, and accepted by the Government of the 
United States, and to report to Congress, reported it with an amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. ( 

8. 


He also, from the same commitiee, to whom was referred the bill 
205) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to examine certain 
vouchers filed by the State of Missouri for pay due to the officers and 
men of the militia of said State for military services, as evidenced by 
the proper pay-rolls heretofore filed with, accepted by, and paid upon 
by the Government of the United States, and to report to Congress, re- 
ported adversely thereon, the subject-matter being covered in the pre- 
ceding bill; and it was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 851) to provide for the payment of ten claims for 
depredations committed by the Ute Indians at the time of the mas- 
sacre at the White River agency in 1879, reported it withoutemend- - 
ment. 

Mr. INGALLS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (8. 908) to grant a right of way through the Indian 
Territory to the Southern Kansas Railway Company, and for other pur- 
poses, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 230) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to settle 
the claim of the State of Florida on account of expenditures made in 
suppressing Indian hostilities; 

A bill (S. 300) forthe relief of Maj. William M. Maynadier, a pay- 
master in the United States Army; and : 

A bill (S. 421) for the relief of Thomas J. Miller, of Washington 
Territory. i 4 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
556) for the relief of A. H. Von Luettwitz, submitted an adverse report 
thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

GUANO ISLANDS. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I was directed a few days since by the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations to report back the bill (S. 874) to further sus- 
pend the operation of section 5574 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, title 72, in relation to gnano islands, with a recommendation 
from the Committee on Foreign Relations that it be put on its passage 
at once on account of the inconvenience of the restriction now upon 
commerce. It was laid over informally at the suggestion of the Sena- 
tor from North Carolina [Mr. Rassom]. I will ask, therefore, the 
unanimous consent of the Senate to Tet it be passed now. It will take 
but a moment, as I am satisfied no one will object to it. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Ohio asks unani- 
mous consent that the Senate now consider the bill named by him. Is 
there objection to the present consideration of this bill? 

Mr. BECK. Ido not to object to the consideration of the 
bill, for I know nothing about it, but I shall object whenever I can to 
any interruption of the morning business until the reports of 
committees and the introduction of bills are called for. Inow object 
until they are called. 

Mr. RANSOM. I hope as this bill was put over at my suggestion 
that the Senator from Kentucky will not object to its consideration 


to-day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will that after 
resolutions are gone through with, it will be in order for the Senator 
from Ohio to move to take up the bill. 

Mr. BECK. That is right. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iwill wait until then, and I will only say now that 
I make the motion at the earnest request of persons engaged in com- 
merce, who say that this restriction is a very great interference with a 
commerce which is of importance to the whole country, and any Sena- 
tor who hears the section read would certainly allow the bill to be passed. 

Mr. BECK. I do not object to the bill, for I know nothing aboutit, 
but I do object to the interruption of the regular order. 

Mr. SHERMAN, All right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Reports of standing committees are 
still in order. ; 

REPRINTING OF BILLS. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Iam instructed by the Committee on Printing, to 
which was referred a resolution to print Senate bills 140, 141, and 398, 
to report the same with an amendment striking out the last two, which 
have been already reprinted with the reported amendments, and to re- 
print the first one. I ask for the present consideration of the resolu- 
tion. 

By unanimous consent the Senate proceeded to consider the follow- 
ing resolution, submitted by Mr. BLAIR on the 29th ultimo: 

Ordered, That Senate bill 140 to establish a bureau of statistics of labor; Senate 
bill 141 to fix and regulate the hours of laborers and workmen and mechanics 
employed by the Government of the United States; and Senate bill 398 to pro- 
vide temporary aid to common schools, be reprinted, the files being exhausted. 

Mr. BLAIR. Senate bill 140 is the only one which the committee 
desire to have reprinted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. But the Chair understands this is a 
resolution referred to the committee. If the Chair is right about that, 
the Chair must submit the question on the amendment proposed by 
the committee. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Printing was read, 
being to strike out, after the word ‘‘labor,”’ in line 1, the words: 

Senate bill 141, to fix and regulate the hours of laborersand workmen and me- 


chanics bg ovata by the Government of the United States; and Senate bill 398, 
to provide porary aid to common schools. 


So as to read: 

Ordered, That Senate bill 140, to establish a ‘bureau of statistics of labor, be 
reprinted, the files being exhausted. 

The amendment was to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


s 5 PRINTING OF A BILL. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Iam instructed by the Committee on Printing, 
to which was referred a resolution to print 3,000 extra copies of the 
bankruptcy bill, to report it without amendment and to recommend 
its I ask for its present consideration. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, 


as follows: 

Resolved, That 3,000 extra copies of the bill to establish a uniform system of 
bankruptcy, reported from the Judi: Committee on the 4th day of February, 
1884, be printed in pamphlet form for the use of the Senate. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. BECK introduced a bill (S. 1403) to repeal certain laws relat- 
ing to permanent and indefinite appropriations; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 1404) to authorize the location of 
a branch home for volunteer disabled soldiers in either the State of Ar- 
kansas, Colorado, Kansas, Iowa, Minnesota, Missouri, or Nebraska, 
and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 1405) for the erection of a public 
building at; Jacksonville, Fla.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. GARLAND introduced a bill (S. 1406) for the relief of Simon 
Severe; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 1407) to amend the pension la 
and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and heres 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LAPHAM (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1408) to place the 
name of Mrs. Kate L. Cushing, widow of the late Commander William 


B. Cushing, on the pension-roll; which was read twice by its tit`e, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FAIR introduced a bill (S. 1409) to fix the of the judge of” 
the district court of the United States for the district of Nevada; which 
na read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Ju- 

ciary. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER introduced a bill (S. 1410) for the relief of” 
John S. Braxton; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. COKE introduced a bill (S. 1411) for the relief of Santiago De 
Leon, of Victoria, Texas; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HAMPTON introduced a bill (S. 1412) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War toadjust.and settle the account for arms between the State- 
of South Carolina and the Governmentof the United States; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred tothe Committee on Military Affnirs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1413) to empower the Secretary of War- 
to audit the claim of the State of South Carolina for rent alleged to be 
due for the use and occupation of the Citadel Academy, of Charleston. 
which was read twice by his title, and referred to the Committee on ~ 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. BECK introduced a bill (S. 1414) for the relief of the Russell- 
ville and Logan County Agriculturaland Mechanical Association; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DAWES (by request) introduced a bill S. 1415) to amend the 
record of military service of Seth Bonney; which was read twice by its: 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 1416) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Charlotte Hackett; which was read twice by its title, and referred to- 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GROOME (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1417) to enable- 
Martron D. Lewis, public administrator of the city of Saint Louis, in 
the county of Saint Louis, and State of Missouri, having charge of the 
estate of Gabriel Neudecker, deceased, to make application to the Com— 
missioner of Patents for the extension of letters patent numbered 70012, 
for a process of preparing tobacco, granted October 22, 1867, to said 
Gabriel Neudecker, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 1418) for the relief of Evalina P. 
Low; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee- 
on Pensions. 

Mr. MORRILL introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 54) to authorize- 
the printing of the journal of the joint committee of Congress of De- 
cember, 1865. 

Mr. MORRILL. I willstate, with the leave of the President and the 
Senate, that this is the journal of the committee of fifteen authorized 
in December, 1865, on reconstraction. It is a journal that never has. 
been printed. All the results of the work of that committee were 
printed when presented to Congress, but this contains the various prop- 
ositions that were from time to time offered and the votes of the com- 
mittee. It will be found to be an interesting document on all sides of” 
the Chamber. At the decease of Senator Fessenden, who was chair- 
man of the committee on the part of the Senate, this book [exhibiting], 
containing a very well-kept, clear journal for a year, was transferred to- 
Portland, Me., and not until recently has it been ascertained that it. 
was in existence. It must be a document of too much importance to 
remain out of print. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Vermont ask. 
that this joint resolution be now put on its passage? 

Mr. MORRILL. No; I merely ask that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. : 

The joint resolution was read twice by its title, and referred to the- 
Committee on Printing. 

AMENDMENT TO A BILL. ~ 

Mr. MORRILL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (S. 1155) to provide for the issue of circulating notes to- 
national banking associations; which was ordered to lie on the table, 
and be printed. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

On motion of Mr. MCMILLAN, it was 


Ordered, That the in the FR of John Johns, late ca of the First 
Minnesota Battery, be taken from the files and referred to Committee on. 
Military Affairs. 


On motion of Mr. DOLPH, it was 
Ordered, That the papers relating to the claims of contractors on the steamer- 


TRIES CERIN DS RED TR LOG SEE AS ORTSA AO: he COONOIUSE 00 


On motion of Mr. HAMPTON, it was 


Ordered, That the papers relating to Senate bill 1082 and Senate bill 1477, Forty-- 
seventh Conereae, first session, be withdrawn from the files and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


On motion of Mr. MORGAN, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of J. C. Hamner, administrator, be taken- 
from the files and sent to the Committee on Claims. 
Ordered, That the papers on file in the case of administrator of” 


Robert Otis, 
Heirn, be taken from the files and referred to the Committee on Claims. 
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CRIMES OF INDIANS UPON INDIANS. 


Mr. MORGAN. The order of resolutions being reached, I ask for the 
consideration of the resolution I offered yesterday. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution offered yesterday by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Mor- 
GAN] and laid over under the rules. It will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Attorney-General be directed to send to the Senate copies 
of the correspondence between the De ent of Justice and the Department 
of the Interior scent UTi case of Johnson Foster, a Creek Indian, who was 

a tag oE Poit Poisal, an Arapaho Indian, in the 
Indian Territory, in September, 1883; end a copy of any opin onsi of ihe Unici 
Eines Sia, by one Indian against another Indian within 
the Indian T: ry. 

Mr. MORGAN. My object in offering the resolution isto get infor- 
mation from the Department of Justice in respect to the case mentioned 
there. Similar to that was the case of Crow Dog, decided in the Su- 
preme Court of the United States, for the killing of Spotted Tail, a Sioux 
Indian, in the Indian Territory. I am trying to get the facts now, so 
as to bring to the attention of the Senate and its Judiciary Committee 
or its Committee on Indian Affairs the state of the law in respect to 
homicides and other grave offenses committed by one Indian upon an- 
other within the limits and jurisdiction of the United States. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


SUPERVISING ARCHITECT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution submitted yesterday by the Senator from South Carolina 
[Mr. BUTLER], which lay over under the rules. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to 
forward to the Senate the testimony taken by a committee of a As icia 
partment during the last summer, and the report of said committee touching the 
administration of the Supervising Architect’s Office by Supervising Architect 
Hill. And that the Secretary of the Treasury communicate to the Senate under 
and by virtue of what provision of law the Supervising Architect: is a) inted, 
and the scope and extent of his powers under such appointment; whether he 
exeoutes an official bond, and whether he disburses public money in virtue of 
his appointment as Supervising Architect, and, ifso, from which appropriation 
and for what purpose. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
COMMITTEE APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I offer for adoption the following resolution, de- 
signed to fill the vacancies on committees: 

Resolved, That the hereinafter-named committees of the Senate shall be con- 
stituted as follows: 

On Additional egg aarp pat Md the Library of Con: Messrs. Voorhees 
(chairman), Butler, Bayard, Mo: „and er o omia. 

On Agriculture and p Seoba eba Miller of New York (chairman), Blair, 
Plumb, Van Wyck, Sanger, George, Williams, Fair, and Gibson. 

On Commerce—Messrs. McMillan (chairman), Jones of Nevada, Conger, Frye, 
Dolph, Ransom, Coke, Slater, Vest, and Gorman. 
ditures of Public Money—Messrs. Wilson (chairman), Harrison, Plumb, 
Platt, , George, and Kenna. 

On Fish and 
gan, Groome, and Farley. 

On Manufactures—Messrs. Riddleberger (chairman), Sabin, Dolph, Pike, Will- 
iams, Colquitt, and Butler. 

On Mines and Mining—Messrs. Bowen (chairman), Jones of Nevada, Van Wyck, 
Wilson, Hampton, Fair, and Camden. 5 

On Territories—Messrs. Harrison (chairman), Platt, Conger, Manderson, Cul- 
łom, Butler, Garland, Vest, and Jones of Florida. 

On Woman Messrs. Cockrell (chairman), Fair, Brown, Anthony, 
Blair, Palmer, and Lapham. 

On Claims—Messrs. Cameron of Wisconsin (chairman), Hoar, Pike, Dolph, 
Manderson, Jackson, George, Fair, and Kenna. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr. FRYE. I ask to be excused from further service upon the Com- 
mittee on Fish and Fisheries. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question being one of privilege 
which is now pendint:, the Senator will suspend until this resolution is 
disposed of, when the Chair will entertain his request. The question is 
on agreeing to the resolution 

Tne resolution was 

The PRESIDENT pro 
Senator from Maine. 

Mr. FRYE. Task to be excused from further service upon the Com- 
mittee on Fish and Fisheries. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks to be 
excused from service upon the Committee on Fish and Fisheries, Will 
the Senate grant the request ? 

The request was granted. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I ask that the vacancy upon the Com- 
mittee on Fish and Fisheries be filled by the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin moves 
that the vacancy upon the Committee on Fish and Fisheries occasioned 
by the retirement of the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] be filled by 
the Chair. That order will be entered if there be no objection. The 


to. 
tempore. The Chair will now recognize the 


Chair hears none. The Chair appoi 
a. DAWEs] to the place made vacant by the retiyement of the Senator 
m Maine, 


ints the Senator from Massachusetts | the Presid 


PROTEUS COURT OF INQUIRY. 
Mr. BUTLER. I offer the following resolution: 


_ Resolved, That the President be requested, if in his judgment not incompat- 
ible with the public interest, to communicate to the the record of the 
proceedings, testimony, and findings of the court of inquiry in relation *o the 
events connected with the loss of the steamer Proteus in the Arctic Ocean. 


Mr. HALE. Let that lie over a day. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will go over under 
the rule. 


DESTITUTE INDIANS, 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Housés on the 
joint resolution (H. Res. 121) appropriating $50,000 for the support of 
certain destitute Indians, 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask consent to present the report of the commit- 
tee of conference on the joint resolution which has just come from the 
House. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair). The Sen- 
ator from Iowa submits a conference report, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. Res. 121) appropriatin, 
$50,000 for the support of certain destitute Indians having met, after a full an: 
free rch have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respect- 
ive Houses: 

That the Hi recede fromits tto th dm fth 
Ricard her E AAE Y gn mare E ET 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 2,and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
from said amendment the words “ not exceeding $5,000” and insertin lieu thereof 
the following: “three thousand dollars, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary;” and add at the end of the amendment the following: “ which advertise- 


De- | mentshall be made for ten daysin at least four of the principal cities of the 


West;” and the Senate agree to the same. 


E. JOHN ELLIS 
WILLIAM S. HOLMAN, 
THOMAS RYAN 
Managers on the part of the House, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senateconsider at thistime 
the report of the committee of conference. The Chair hears no objec- 
tion. Will the Senate agree to the report? 
The report was agreed to. 
; GUANO ISLANDS. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I now move that the Senate proceed to consider 
the bill to which I referred a few minutes ago. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of Senate bill No. 874. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, to consider the bill (8. 874) to further suspend the 
operation of section 5574 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
title 72, in relation to guano islands. 

Mr. SHERMAN. In order to place on record the grounds of this 
brief bill I will state that the law which authorized our citizens to ac- 
quire interests in guano islands in South America provides that— 

No guano shall be taken from any such island, rock, or key, except for the use 
of the citizens of the United States or of persons resident therein. 

But it provides that— ; 

This section shall, however, be suspended in relation to all persons who have ~ 
complied with the provisions of this title for five years from and after the 14th 
day of July, 1872. 

The guano that is imported into this country is now used to mix with 
phosphate in South Carolina and perhaps elsewhere, and has become a 
very important article of commerce. The result has been that Con- 
gress has twice suspended the operation of this prohibition against the 
exportation of guano. This bill simply continues that suspension, and 
allows Americans to Lai. the guano here and mix it with phosphates 
and ship it abroad, mostly to Germany. It is plainly and properly 
right; but I think it ought to go further; I think the law itself ought 
to be repealed; but the Committee on Foreign Relations thought it 
was better merely to suspend it for the time bei , in the hope that 
Congress will in due time repeal the law, which is now no longer nec- 

and is practically obsolete. 

Mr. INGALLS. Had we not better have the section read at length 
from the Secretary’s desk? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iwill have it read. I send it to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the section 
of the Revised Statutes referred to will be read at the desk. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 5574. No guano shall be taken from any such island, rock, or key except 
for the use of the citizens of the United States, or of persons resident therein. 


ex r, or assigns, shall 
enter into bond, in such penalty and with such sureties as may be required Ly 
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-of all rights accruing under and by virtue of this title.. This section shall, how- 
ever, be sus nded fn relation to all persons who have complied with the pro- 
visions of title for five years from and after the láith day of July, 1872. 


Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I believe this is the second time 
since I have been a member of the Senate when there has been a prop- 
osition to suspend the operation of thisact. The provision of the en- 
tire act, which I do not think was explained fully by the Senator from 
Ohio, was that a discoverer of any island upon which there was a de- 
posit of guano or other fertilizing substance should have the exclusive 
Tight to use the deposit upon that island on condition that he should 
sell it only to people in the United States, at a certain fixed price, pre- 
scribed in the statute ; butit was provided, when the law was enacted, 
that the operation of it should be suspended for five years, so that the 
discoverer might sell to foreign countries at an enhanced price to that 
fixed by theGovernment. The first suspension, I believe, was in 1872. 
In 1877, when this suspension had expired, the proprietor of a certain 
island in the Caribbean Sea, I think, who had discovered guano, came 
up and secured a further suspension of the operations of the act. 

So there have been at least ten years since I have been in the Senate 
during which the citizens of the United States have been deprived of 
any advantages under this act or of any benefit from the discovery of 
these islands. The Army and Navy are pledged to the protection of 
the discoverers of these islands against anybody else, against any other 
citizen of the United States going there and seizing any deposits which 
may be on the islands; but the United States made that pledge upon 
the condition that the discoverers of these fertilizing ingredients should 
sell them exclusively for the benefit of the people of this country. The 
proposition now to suspend the operation of it still further is saying to 
the people of this country, ‘‘ You can not now secure any of these in- 
creased fertilizing properties without this law being suspended and 
their being exported to foreign countries, where they can get a larger 
price than they are allowed to charge citizens of the United States.” 

I think we ought to legislate for the interest of the people of this 
country as well as for the interest of those persons who have discovered 
these islands and are making fortunes out of them. I do not know 
about the opportunities for the exportation of fertilizers, but I know 
that five years ago parties came here and said they could not live at the 
price fixed by the statute for the sale of guano to American citizens, and 
could procure a larger price by sending it to foreign countries, and they 
asked for a nsion for five years more in order that they might de- 
velop in these islands the deposits of guano and sell them to American 
citizens at the price named in the statute. I do not think we are legislat- 
ing in the interests of the people of this country; I think, on the con- 
trary, weare denying them the benefit which they would derive if this 
act were not ed. 

I do not know anything about the operations of these gentlemen, 
whether they are profitable or not, but I do know that the provisions 
of the statute require them to sell guano to the people of this country 
at a certain price in consideration of the fact that they should have the 
exclusive right to take these deposits and that the Government of the 
United States pledged itself, pledged the Army and the Navy if neces- 
sary, to protect them in the exclusive use of the deposits. I am opposed 
to the further suspension of this act. If there is any benefit to accrue 
from the act to the farming interest of this country I am in fävor of 
„the farming interest having that benefit. 

Mr. RANSOM. Some days since, when the bill was reported by the 
Senator from Ohio and unanimous consent was asked for its immediate 
consideration, knowing what a very deep interest the people of my 
State feel in the subject of br gine fertilizers, I requested that the 
bill should be laid over until I could have an opportunity of examin- 
ing it. I have done so as well as I could, and I find no reasonable 
objections to its passage. A 

When the islands were discovered in reference to which the statute 
was passed, one provision of which is now proposed to be suspended, 
they were perhaps the only islands or places which were known to con- 
tain that character of fertilizer. Within the last fifteen years in the 
State of South Carolina immense beds of phosphates, far exceeding any 
previous conception, have been discovered, and those phosphates are 
now being sent from the port of Charleston all over the world, at least 
wherever commercial fertilizers are used, and they are sent at compara- 
tively a low price. That discovery has reduced the price of phosphatic 
guanos all over the world; and now the owners of these islands, if I 
understand rightly, simply ask that they may export their guano to 
other countries just as the owners of the deposits in South Carolina ex- 
port theirs. This seems just and reasonable. They are American citi- 
zens, and it is the duty of this Government to protect their persons, 

their property, and their pursuits. 7 
; I ean say to my friend from Delaware that he can not be more sincere 
than Iam in wishing for cheap fertilizers, but the discovery of the beds of 
phosphate has y reduced the price of this character of guano at least 
100 per cent. Phosphates from South Carolina are now competing with 
guano, or rather fertilizers of phosphatic.character, and must success- 
fully compete with them in all countries with which we trade in that 
article of commerce. It seems to me on reflection that I ought not to 
object to the owners of these islands having the same right with other 
people to send the results of their labor where they please. The com- 


petition in this country can not well be made greater than it is now, 
and if I understand the question rightly already the competing com- 
panies around Charleston and competition from abroad have reduced 
the price to a very low or reasonable standard. Ido notsee any benefit 
to come to our farmers by not allowing this as it seems to me very 
proper request. If I could see that the restriction would make the 
cost of fertilizers cheaper I would be the last man to advocate this bill. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. These deposits are very different from those in 
South Carolina. South Carolina phosphate has been used for a number 
of years. I have had it used on my land, but I prefer a different 
phosphate than that which is made from South Carolina rocks and 
costing perhaps a little more money. The deposit here fs of a very 
different character from thatof South Carolina rock, Itis called guano; 
but the South Carolina rock is nothing but rock that ‘has been reduced 
by acids and other ingredients in order to bring out the fertilizing prop- 
erties there are init. These are deposits of guano, which does not come 
in competition with South Carolina rock nor any other phosphates 
that are used, but is a different, distinct fertilizer. The discoverers of 
these islands secured the absolute right to use these deposits upon the 
express condition that they would furnish the guano to the people of 
the United States at certain fixed prices named in the statute. It is 
part of their contract with the Government of the United States, the 
Government pledging itself to secure to them the exclusive right to 
take these deposits and sell them, and pledging the protection of the 
Government to those parties having a monopoly, and in consideration 
of the pledges made by the Government they agreed to sell exclusively , 
to the people of the United States. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Will the Senator yield for one moment for a 
question? 

MrSAULSBURY. Certainly. 

Mr. McPHERSON. In what act of Congress other than the one 
named by the Senator from Ohio, whose operation he seeks to suspend, 
is the authority found for protecting the discoverers of guano islands? . 

Mr. SAULSBURY. If Senators will look at the Revised Statutes 
they will find the whole of title 72 refers to that subject. This bill 
only relates to a certain section of that title. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. If the operation of the law be suspended as pro- 
posed by the Senator from Ohio, will it withdraw from the discoverers 
the protection which the Government has heretofore guaranteed tothem? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. It will withdraw none of it. It simply gives 
them exemption from their own obligation for five years. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Then upon a piece of territory which some citi- 
zen of the United States has happened to discover where guano exists, the 
Government by some other statute has got to afford him protection. 
What does the Senator from Delaware understand to be the measure of 
that protection orin what way is it,to be given? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I will read the whole of title 72. 


Sec. 5570, Whenever any citizen of the United States discovers a deposit of 
guano on any island, rock, or key, not within the lawful jurisdiction of any other 
government, and not occupied by the citizens of any other government, and 
takes peaceable possession thereof, and occupies the same, s nd, rock, or 
key may, at the discretion of the President, be considered as appertaining to 
the United States. 

Sec. 5571. The discoverer shall, as soon as practicable, give notice, verified by 
affidavit, to the Department of State of such discovery, n, and 
sion, describing the island. rock, or key, and the latitude and longitade thereof 
as near as may be, and showing that such ion was taken in the name of 
the United States; and shall furnish evidence to the State Depart- 
ment that such island, rock, or key was not, at the time of the discovery thereof, 
or of the taking possession and occupation thereof by the claimants, in the 
session or occupation of any other government or of the citizens of an pS 
poroak before the same shall be considered as appertaining to the United 
tates. 


Sec. 5572. If the discoverer dies before perfecting proof of discovery or fully 
complying with the provisions of the preceding section, his widow, heir, ex- 
ecutor, or administrator shall be entitled to the benefits of such discovery, upon 
complying with the provisions of this title; but nothing herein shall be held to 
impair any rights of discovery or any assignment by a discoverer heretofore 

arnt the United States. 
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island, rocks, purpose of obtaining guano, and of sellin; 
and delivering the same to citizens of the United States, to be used therein, an: 


side a vessel, in proper tubs; within reach of ship's tackle, a sum not exceeding 
e 
place of deposit. 
discoverer, or his widow, heir, executor, administrator, or assigns, shall enter 
into bond, in such penalty and with such sureties as may be required by the 
pi 
poor all necessary facilities for that purpose within a time to be fixed in the 


all rights saseta under 
over. be suspended in relation to all persons who have complied with the pro- 


rock, orkey, b; ms who may land thereon, or in the watersadjacent thereto, 
skah be denwied committed on the high seas, on ; >! 
e laws 


the United States relating ¢o such ships or vessels and offenses on the high pee 
k ait 
eys. 
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Sec. 5577. The President is authorized, at his discretion, to employ the land 
and naval forces of the United States to protect the rights of the discoverer or 
of his widow, heir, executor, administrator, or assigns. ei 

Sec. 5578. Nothing in this title contained shall be construed as obliging the 
United States to retain possession of the islands, rocks, or keys after the guano 
shall have been removed from the same. ” 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Then if I understand aright from the reading 
of that law the Government is by this bill relieved from no responsi- 
bility to protect either the discoverer or his heirs upon the filing with 
the proper officer of the Government of the fact of his discovery. All 
that the Government or the people of this country were to receive in 
exchange for that protection was guano at the price fixed by the stat- 
ute. If I understand the Senator from Delaware aright he says that 
for ten years continuously they have been relieved from the operation 
of that section. Therefore neither the Government nor the people of 
this country have received any benefit for the protection the Govern- 
ment affords. Fence I think it is a clear case that there should be no 
longer any suspension of the operation of a law which requires the Goy- 
ernment under any conditions which may arise to give protection from 
which no results whatever are received of a beneficial character. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I want to say tothe Senator from North Caro- 
lina that if he has any idea that by the suspension of this law he will 
benefit the owners of deposits of phosphates in South Carolina, he is 
very much mistaken, for this guano is notof the same nature and will 
not come into competition with the South Carolina rock, or the guano 
made out of South Carolina rock. As I understand, it is a distinct 
species of guano found in the Caribbean Sea or somewhere in thesouthern 
waters, and this suspension is simply to deprive the farming interest of 
this country of any advantage which might accrue to them from hav- 
ing access to those fertilizers. I am therefore opposed to any further 
suspension of the operations of the act. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, Iam inclined to think that if Sen- 
ators, the Senator from New Jersey especially, would take the trouble 
to understand this bill they would not oppose it. 

In 1856 the Government of the United States first undertook to pro- 

tect the voyages of discovery made by our merchants to the islands and 
little rocky cells off the coast of South America. Our merchants, like 
merchants from all parts of the world, were seeking guano wherever 
they could findit. This law was passed in 1856, twenty-seven or twenty- 
eight years ago, encouraging our merchants to go and find these de- 
posits of guano wherever they could, and promising them if they did 
make such discoveries on land to which no other nation had a claim, on 
barren, uninhabited places to which no nation of the world claimed a 
right of title or possession, they might go and occupy them, and take 
the guano there, load it on American vessels, and bring it to this coun- 
try. 
That has been the law from that time to this, Underit large invest- 
ments have been made. Iam told that in Baltimore, where the busi- 
ness is mainly conducted, large investments have been made in this com- 
merce. In the law there was a restriction that all this guano should 
be brought to the United States and sold to citizens of the United States, 
under severe penalties. It was found afterward that there was not a 
market for all the guano in this country. This prohibition actually 
denied to our own citizens the right to take their property to a place 
where they could find a market forit. This guano did not command 
a price that would justify its being brought here and sold, and there- 
upon Congress suspended from time to time the operation of this pro- 
hibitory clause, and allowed our merchants who had discovered this 
guano to bring it here to mix it with other guano and with other natural 
manures, such as the phosphates of South Carolina, and export the prod- 
uct abroad. In this way a very valuable commerce has sprung up, 
confined, I think, mainly to Charleston and Baltimore; at least it is so 
stated tome. In this way a profitable commerce has been carried on 
without injuring a mortal man in the United States. This guano is 
mixed with our own natural phosphates and taken to Germany, which, 
being anold country, requires artificial manures, and consumes in agreat 
measure the larger proportion of the guano thus found on the Pacific 
coast. 

Congress has twice suspended the operation of the section which pro- 
hibits this guano being exported, and this is the third suspension as I 
understand. The time expired, I believe, last summer., A bill, if I am 
correctly informed, passed the Senate last session without objection 
making this suspension, butit failed for want of time in the other House, 
and if is now brought up again mainly upon the petition of Baltimore 
merchants. I have seen a very strong letter from Mr. Whyte, once 
Senator from Maryland, who said it was very important, that this com- 
merce was going on, and that its interruption would be a serious detri- 
ment to the commerce of Baltimore, and urging the passage of this bill 
so that this commerce which had been going on for ten years might be 
carried on with profit and safety free from the restriction of the section 
referred to in this bill. 

That is all there isofthecase. I did not suppose there would be any 
controversy about it. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Why does not the Senator ask for the repeal of 
the whole law, including the protective features? He states in his 

that a very great trade has been built up without any injury 
either to this Government or to any of its people. Suppose that the 
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protection accorded in the first section of the act were demanded by the 
parties owning the guano, there would be some injury to the Govern- 
ment under its promise to protect, without there being any correspond- 
ing benefit to the people by securing to them the guano. 

Mr. SHERMAN. God forbid that we should withdraw any protec- 
tion from any man engaged in American commerce on the high seas. 
This provision of section 5577 of the Revised Statutes authorizes the 
President to protect these people in the enjoymentof theirrights. Re- 
member they are American citizens, must be American citizens, and the 
protection of the United Statesis extended to American citizens engaged 
in lawful commerce on islands in the ocean not claimed by any other 
government in the world. Why should not the Government of the 
United States protect American citizensin that foreigncommerce? Even 
in the absence of all law it would be the duty of the President of the 
United States, where the commerce was lawful, toprotectit, The Presi- 
dent now is bound to protect American citizens engaged in foreign com- 
merce with any civilized orsavage nation, and much more so to protect 
American citizens engaged in commerce in robbing these barren islands 
of the only treasure they ss? 

Why, sir, the principles of the law are plain and simple. This law 
was passed years and years ago to protect commerce, to induce our peo- 
ple to go off over the high seas and get this valuable manure and bring 
it here, and then when there was not a market here the restrictive 
clauses of the law have been from time to time suspended. I am told 
that this guano is nearly all brought to two ports and there mixed with 
other material, mainly our natural phosphates, and then sent largely to 
Germany and to the old countries, where the soil has been exhausted by 
the tillage of two thousand years. Now for us to break down this little 
commerce, it appears to me, isonly in harmony with what seems to have 
been the policy of the Government of the United States for twenty-five 
years, to break down all our commerce with all the nations of the world. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. President, I think that the ordinary complaint 
of the planters and farmers of the United States that all legislation of 
Congress, how much soever in the first it may tend to their benefit, ter- 
minates in their injury and wrong, is receiving from day to day assur-* 
ance of verity. Ihave been surprised myself when I read in the papers 
and hear from planters and farmers the constant complaint that Con- 
gress is ruled by lawyers, that they do not have representatives to take 
interest in their matters. I have been surprised, I say, to find from 
day to day some provision of law enacted to the direct injury of the 
pianting and farming population of the United States; and this is a re- 
markable instance of it. I will not stop now to say how adroitly my 
free-trade friend from Carolina works the provisions of this bill ina 
roundabout way to protect his phosphate deposits there instead of com- 
ing directly to the protectionists and imposing a duty upon rival phos- 
phates. He is ingenious, shrewd, quiet; his argument is strongly for 
protection of the industries inhis State. That is just what I believe in 
doing; but he attacks it from away off, in remote, unknown seas, goes 
out of this country away from home, and protects his phosphates by at- 
tacking industries in the Pacific Ocean, and avoids the responsibility of 
his being a protectionist for the phosphates of Carolina. 1 refer to the 
Senators from both Carolinas, ‘They are for protecting their phosphates 
in a roundabout way, not in the direct way that other protectionists 
protect their industries. j 

Mr. BUTLER. I have not opened my mouth about this bill. 

Mr. CONGER. I know it; but it was to draw an expression of opin- 
ion from the gentleman that I was making these suggestions. I shall 
be successful before I am through. 

Mr. BUTLER. I think I shall disappoint the Senator from Michi- 
gan, as I did the other day. 

Mr. CONGER. It has always seemed a curiosity to me that the 
Senator from South Carolina who last spoke throws the whole responsi- 
bility of these tremendous contests upon his colleague, and he may do 
so now, while claiming the credit at home of protecting such important 
industries of his people. It is possible I may not succeed in getting 
such an expression of opinion from the Senator. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator is certainly laboring under a delusion 
entirely. He either comes into the Senate and does not know what 
has been said, or he is putting up a man of straw to knock him down. 
Ihave not opened my mouth about phosphates, and care very little 
about them. 

Mr. CONGER. I said I desired to hear the opinion of the Senator 
in regard to the phosphates in his State at some time. 

Mr. BUTLER. When the proper time comes I shall give my opinion, 
but I do not believe that I will gratify the Senator just now. 

Mr. CONGER. The Senator rose himself. I did not invite him to 
rise. 

Mr. BUTLER. I simply rose to correct the Senator. 

Mr. CONGER. I supposed he was coming into the fight. 

Some years ago American citizens discovered, in distant islands of 
the Pacific Ocean and upon islands not occupied or claimed by any 
country or any inhabitant, valuable deposits of guano. The people of 
the United States and Congress representing that people desired to pre- 
serve some of those deposits, of a very valuable and the most valuable 
fertilizing material perhaps ever discovered, for our own planters, for 
our own farmers, and they passed a law pledging the faith of this Gov- 
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ernment that if our citizens would discover those islands they would 
protect them, the law says, with the Army and the Navy and the 
whole power of the Government, making them for the time being 
American islands, American property, with the laws of America ex- 
tended over them. They offered that protection to en in 
that commerce; and now I ask the attention of the Senator from Ohio. 
They said to all persons who would discover such islands and bringthem 
under the provisions of this law that they might bring the guano from 
the islands to the United States free of duty, withoutany charge. For 
that purpose those os were put on the free-list. That encouraged 
commerce. What does the gentleman say now? He desires this guano 
to be brought to the United States if it can be; and I can not see how 
repealing the provision that requires it to be brought to the United 
States will encourage its coming here, any more than to be brought to 
the United States to be re-exported from here to the farmers and pro- 
ducers of Germany, as if we had no worn-out lands demanding these 
fertilizers for our own use. 

Sir, there are millions of acres of lands on the Atlantic coast, North 
and South, whose production would be doubled every year by the use 
of a cheap fertilizing mineral or deposit of this kind. It was thought 
by farmers and planters that this law would, cause occasional discov- 

` eries of guano, and bring the deposits found upon islands discovered 
by our citizens necessarily to the United States; and for a time that 
was the case. We had guano more plenty in the United States after 
the first discovery of these islands and conveying the material here than 
we ever had before; but unfortunately the operation of the law was 
ed first for five years, and then for five years more, until in point 
of fact we have now received no benefit from this law, until in point of 
fact we only protect the islands; we extend our laws over them and 
make it the duty of our naval vessels to visit them from year to year, 
and the agriculturists of the United States get no benefit whatever. 
Now, why repeal a law requiring those to whom we have granted these 
peculiar favors to bring those deposits to the United States for the ben- 
efit of our own people? Sir, one can travel down the coast line of rail- 
way from here to Florida and see thousands and thousands of acres as 
desolate as if the blast of death had come over them, which need but 
a cheap fertilizer to make them bloom like the rose, to make them 
productive. There are thousands of acres of cotton-land one can see 
even in passing along the railroad which are deserted to-day because 
fertilizers like guano are not brought into this country and can not be 
obtained cheap enough to be used in producing the cotton. Every 
man knows it who trayels in that region, especially those who live 
there. 

But, sir, it is not only used along this coast; the product is sent to 
all the Middle States and to the Western States; for there is no fertility 
of soil that will warrant continued production upon the same piece of 
land year after year without restoring the fertilization which has been 
taken away with the crop. 
farmer, and I demand that for five years at least we shall have under 
the provisions of this law the introduction and importation of the pro- 
duce of these islands for the benetit of the planters and farmers of the 
United States. I am opposed to its repeal. It has been a dead letter 
on our statute-book almost from the beginning till now, except that it 
has imposed continual obligations on the Government without one cor- 
responding benefit to our people. 

Mr. BUTLER. I would simply state for the information of the 
Senator that we have not a pound of guano in South Carolina except 
that imported or manufactured there; nothing but the phosphate rock 
found there, called the land and marine phosphates. So I do not see 
what this bill has to do with the phosphate interest of South Carolina. 
except perhaps to give the manufacturers of phosphate rock some addi- 
tional ingredients with which fo improve it. That is about the only 
interest it seems to me we have init. There is not a pound of guano 
found on the coast of South Carolina or anywhere within its limits. 

Mr. CONGER. The discovery of phosphate in South Carolina and 
some of the Gulf States is comparatively recent. The conyersionof it 
to a powdered state for a fertilizer is still more recent. The deposit 
may be of great value to theagriculture of the country. I hope it will 
be hereafter. Up to this time the rock has been quarried and used to 
make riprap. You can find it at New Inlet; you can find it along the 
coast. I saw this rock (which might be ground and converted into a 
fertilizer of some considerable value) deposited as riprap to prevent 
the encroachment of the ocean into the river. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I inquire where the Senator saw that? 

Mr. CONGER. At New Inlet, on the Cape Fear River, the same 
kind of shell-rock. 

Mr. BUTLER. We have some pretty enterprising men down there 
who are paying pretty high prices per ton.for it. 

Mr. CONGER. Bought fas up the river, from the plantation of a 
Mr. French. Iam acquainted in that part of the country; I want the 
gentleman to understand I know men by name. j 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam glad to know the Senatoris acquainted. 

Mr. CONGER. Ihave examined it myself. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ido not think the Senator is giving avery striking 
manifestation of his knowledge of phosphate rock, if he will pardon me 
for saying so. 


I speak in behalf of the planter and of the | lina 


Mr. CONGER. Now, sir, another point. There is no comparison 
in the odor or smell, no likeness between the ground rock to which the 
Senator alludes, the phosphate rock of the South, and guano; and yet 
the Senator says that in Carolina there is no guano, and that it is this 
ground phosphate rock; and yet let him go along the warchonses of the 
ports in his State and he will know that there is guano in store and 
along the railroads, where it is transported into the interior. 

Mr. BUTLER. That is after it is manufactured. 

Mr. CONGER. No; itis the guano itself. Iam astonished at the 
assertion that no guano from the islands of the ocean is brought to Caro- 
lina to be used by the planters there. 

Mr. BUTLER. I did not say that. 

Mr. CONGER. Well, I understood the Senator to say, and.I think 
the RECORD will bear me out in understanding him to say, that there 
was no guano used in Carolina. 

Mr. BUTLER. Oh,no. TheSenator is under a very decided misap- 
prehensionasto whatI said. I willsimply repeat what Isaid, that there 
are no guanodepositsin South Carolina, There are phosphates of rock 
that are manufactured and converted into what are known as commer- 
cial fertilizers, but there are no guano deposits in South Carolina. 
That was all I said. 

Mr. CONGER. Can it be possible that the gentleman should find it 
necessary to inform us that the deposits of birds in tropical regions are 
not found in Carolina? Why did he not tell us that there was no 
Vesuvius in Carolina? 

Mr. BUTLER. I was not informing the Senate; I was informing 
the Senator from Michigan, who is in a state of ignorance about it. 

Mr. CONGER. Why did he not inform us that Lady Franklin Bay 
is not in Carolina? I know that it is generally supposed that every- 
thing is in Carolina by presumption, but who ever dreamed that there 
were guano deposits in Carolina, and why should the gentleman assert 
that there are none? That is presuming too much upon the ignorance 
even of myself, to say nothing of honorable members of the Senate. 

Mr. BUTLER. I was presuming entirely upon that when I made 
the statement. 

Mr. CONGER. The gentleman says he was presuming upon my ig- 
norance, but heshould not have offended the good sense of all Senators 
here by rising with such dignity and solemnity and saying that there 
are no guano islands in Carolina. 

Mr. BUTLER. I did not say that, either. 

Mr. CONGER. Denying a proposition that no Senator, and no door- 
keeper, and no page upon the floor, and no person in the galleries around 
us but what knew as well as the Senator from Carolina that there were 
no guano islands in Carolina. With all its grand accumulation of 
wealth, and glory,.and honor, and representation, there are no guano 
islands in Carolina. The Senator tells me that he rose up in his place 
and made the striking remark that there were no guano islands in Caro- 


Mr. BUTLER. Very striking, Mr. President; there is no doubt about 
that. 

Mr. CONGER. After disposing of that little by-play I come to the 
subject again. The material point is that this law was passed impos- 
ing great obligations upon our Government, as the debates at that time 
will show, reaching to a stretch of constitutional power which our 
constitational lawyers then met in the best way they could by passing 
this law, intended to benefit the farmer and the planter of the United 
States, protecting those who discovered the islands, to accomplish that 
purpose permitting the guano from these far-off islands to conie into 
the United States free of duty and the vessels engaged in the trade to 
have all the benefits of the Jaws protecting our coasting trade, as you 
will see by the provisions of the section of the Revised Statutes. It has 
been suspended time and again, I do not know what for heretofore, 
but now it is to be suspended that our friends from South Carolina may 
make coffer-dams in the beds of rivers and blast out roek, and if they 
ever find anybody enterprising enough to erect a mill, to grind it up 
into powder for my constituents in Michigan. 

The bill ought not topass. The people of this country ought to have 
some benefit of the law. The fertilizer should be brought here to 
give to our people the right to use it. 

I make the remarks that I have made here more for the purpose of 
satisfying the planters of Carolina and the farmers of Michigan that at 
least there is one person here who will look to theirinterest a littlein the 
repeal of these laws, and enable them to procure with somewhat greater 
facility and cheapness the best fertilizer known in the world. Let those 
who have different views upon it express them and repeal this beneficial 
law or suspend it, if they desire. 

Mr. RANSOM. Mr. President, I dislike to detain the Senate for 
even amoment on this question. If the Senator from Michigan had 
done me the honor to listen to what I said he would have seen that his 
criticisms upon me or my, friend from South Carolina, either, would not 
have been quite just. . 

I objected to the passage of the bill a week ago when the Senator 
from Ohio called it up, so that I might look into it and see if the inter- 
ests of the farmers of the country were prejudiced thereby. As [said 


this morning, upon ent this measure I thonght I saw in it no 
I felt it to be my duty to withdraw the 


injury to those interests, an 
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objection which I had expressed the other day. My experience with 

the Senator from Michigan has taught me great prudence. Asa late 

Senator from Kentucky once said to one of my colleagues that ‘‘the 

Senator from Vermont was about the last Senator with whom he would 

court a controversy,’’ I may truly say that the Senator from Michigan 

is the last Senator with whom I would invite a colloquy in the Senate 

| at any time. I may venture to say, however, it really seemed to me 

like a dream of the Senator when he alluded to the adroit and rather 

devious way in which the Senator from North Carolina was presenting 

his proposition. Afterward he seemed to be alluding to the Senators 

from South Carolina and not to myself. The Senator himself, usually 

so direct and accurate, ap not to be very confident of his position 
and was evidently ‘‘ varying from the pole.” 

But be that as it may, an investigation of this matter so far as I have 
been able to make it has satisfied me, as I think it will satisfy the Sen- 
ate, that this prohibition will affect prejudicially the guano which is 
taken from the islands belonging to citizens of the United States with- 
out doing one particle of good to any farmer in our country. If Iam 
wrong about it, I hope some Senator who is better informed will correct 
me, or that some person who hears this debate will correct me that I 
may make it right. 

I do not know of any guano belonging to American citizens upon the 
islands discovered by them which is not of a phosphatic character. I 
do ^ot know of any ammoniated guano that is brought to this country 
fron any American possession. I am informed that nearly all the am- 
monia which is used in what has been termed commercial fertilizers in 
this country is obtained from Peruvian guano or from blood at the 
slaughter-houses around the great cities, and the hair, fish, and other 
material found in this country or imported from abroad. I am not 
aware of any island owned by American citizens from which what I 
will call ammonia-guano is exported anywhere. 

- My friend from South Carolina and the Senator from Ohio suggested 
that these guanos which were taken from our islands and brought here 
were essential elements in the manufacture of our home-made guanos. 
That may be so to a very limited extent, but my very decided impres- 
sion is that those guanos are almost universally of a phosphatic charac- 
ter, and will not sell in this country in consequence of the competition 
with the phosphatic rock around Charleston for a price that will remu- 
nerate for the digging and transporting of thesame. That is my belief. 
There have been perhaps a few cargoes of guano occasionally brought 
to Baltimore, to Norfolk, and to Wilmington from those islands with 

- some trace of ammonia, but as a general rule the experiment has failed 
and the importation has been abandoned. 

Let me say to my friend from Michigan, and I use that word in earnest, 
when he supposed that I was dreaming of protection even to a Carolina 
interest he was greatly mistaken. The principal reason that induced 
me to favor the measure brought forward by the Senator from Ohio 
was that I knew from my own experience that acid phosphates were 
brought here from England and sold at a competing price, and actually 
reduced the cost of American preduction. The phosphatic rock is trans- 
ported from Charleston, carried to England, ground, dissolved by the ap- 
plication of sulphuric acid, is brought back here, and then sold at a price 
that compels the American manufacturer to lower his rates. There is 
not a manufacturer of guano in this country who can dispute that fact. 

I know from the clock that if this discussion goes on we shall not 
have time to pass the bill this morning. I simply desire to say that as 
I understand it this prohibition will do no good to the American farmer, 
but will simply destroy the interest. of the American owners of the 
islands. With the information just givenwus by the Senator from 
Michigan, which is in part correct and part erroneous, I hope that the 
phosphatic deposits which constitute the great source of the mineral 
fertilizers will be found in North Carolina, in South Carolina, and the 
other Southern States in quantities sufficient to supply for hundreds of 
years perhaps the whole world. s 

I regret to say to my friend that he is mistaken in one part of his 
statement just made. He did find phosphate rock in the embank- 
ments and the sea-walls around New Inlet at the month of the Cape 
Fear, but if he had inquired he would have been told that the phos- 
phatic percentage in those rocks was too small to make their reduction 
and their transportation profitable. He would have fonnd that very 

~ near the city of Wilmington Mr. French, of whom he speaks, an intel- 
ligent and energetic citizen of our State, is making lime from that rock 
on a very large scale. And had he pursued his inquiries he would have 
learned that there had been other discoveries of phosphate deposits in 
that part of North Carolina which promised great results. 

But, Mr. President, I can not see and the Senate will not see the 
justice or the propriety of compelling our citizens to import phosphatic 
guanos to Charleston when Charleston last year exported over two 
hundred thousand tons of phosphates to Europe. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, and read the third time, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair). The ques- |- 


tion is, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. CONGER. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 
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Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the sen- 
ior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. 
The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 


yeas 36, nays 4; as follows: 


AS—36, 
Allison, Dawes, Hampton,, Morgan, 
Bayard, Dolph, H: Morrill, 
Beck, Edmunds, Harrison, Pike, 
Blair, Fair, Hawley, t 
Butler, Garland, Jackson, m, 
Call, Gibson, Jonas, Sewell, 
Cameron of Wis., Gorman, Lamar, 
Coke, Groome, Maxey, Vest, 
Colquitt, Hale, Miller of Cal., Wilson. 
NAYS. 
Conger, Mitchell, Saulsbury, Vance. 
ABSENT—36. 
Aldrich, Frye, Logan. Pugh 
Anthony, George McMillan, Ridqeberger, 
Bowen, k Hill, : McPherson ao 
Brown, Hoar, Mahone, Sawyer, 
Camden, Ingalls, Manderson, Slater, 
Cameron of Pa., Jones of Florida, Miller of N. Y., Van Wyck, 
Cockrell, ‘ Jones of Nevada, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Cullom, Cenna, Pendleton, Walker, 
Farley, Lapham, Plumb, Williams. 
So the bill was passed. 


OFFICIAL GAZETTE OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. HAWLEY submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: ` 
Resolved, That the Committee on Public Printing be, and the same is hereby, 
instructed to inquire into the economy and feasibility of the publication of an 
“Official Gazette of the United States,” to contain the advertisements for po 
ls for contracts, the gencral orders and announcements by the heads of the 
=xecutive Departments, the more important appointments, and such other mat- 
ter as is now published by the different branches of Government as advertise- 
ments or in special sheets; and that the expense of the present methods of giving 
such information to the public be given in detail. 


NATIONAL BANK CIRCULATION. 


Mr. BAYARD. I ask that the bill (S. 1155) to provide for the issue 
of circulating notes to national banking associations be made the special 
order for Wednesday of next week at 2 o'clock. l 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Isthereobjection tomaking thespecial 
order suggested by the Senator from Delaware? 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Chair repeat the request? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I did not understand what the proposition was. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Delaware will 
please restate the exact object of his request. 

Mr. BAYARD. The bill which I desire to make a special order, at 
the suggestion of certain Senators around me who propose to debate it, 
isa bill to provide for the issue of circulating notes to national bank- 
ing associations. Itis one ofa good deal of public interest, and I think 
it is well to have it fixed, if we may, for discussion at that time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. _Is there objection to making the bill 
the special order for the hourand day named by the Senator from Dela- 
ware? 

*Mr. ALLISON. And tobe continued until disposedof? Is that the 
idea of the Senator ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
finished business. 

Mr. ALLISON. It may be ousted by some other bill. I think it 
ought to be disposed of, however. 

Mr. BAYARD. There will be no bill ip the way, I think. The 
time is a week from to-morrow. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is thereobjection? The Chair hears 
none, and the special order will be so noted. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the. House had agreed tothe second amendment 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3948) making appropriations to supply 
deficiencies on account of the appropriations for the fiseal year ending 
June 30, 1884, in regard to rebate of tax on tobacco, and to provide for 
the expenses of the meeting of the Legislature of the Territory of New 
Mexico, and for other purposes, and had agreed to the first amendment 
of the Senate to the said bill with an amendment; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the enrolled joint resolution (H. Res. 116) fixing the time when the pay 
of certain clerks to committees and other employés of the House of 
Representatives shall begin; and it was thereupon signed by the Presi- 
dent pro tempore. 

APPROPRIATIONS FOR DEFICIENCIES. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent to take from the table 
the appropriation bill from the House of Representatives in order that 
I may move a concurrence in the House amendment. It will take but 
a moment. 


It would become necessarily the un- 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair). Is there 
objection to considering the proposition suggested by the Senator from 
Iowa at this time? The Chair hears none. The Chief Clerk will re- 
port the amendment of the House of Representatives. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the House concur in thesecond amendment of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 3949) making appropriations to supply deficiencies on account of the 
appropriations for the ] year ending June 30, 1884, in regard to rebate of tax 
on tobacco, and to provide for the expenses of the meeting of the ay mag's of 
the Territory of New Mexico, and for other purposes, and concur in the first 
amendment of the Senate to the said bill, with an amendment as follows: At 
the end of said amendment add: 
oan. That the whole sum appropriated by this paragraph shall not exceed 

1,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. This amendment suggested by the House makes 
more clear and definite what was intended by the Senate ; therefore I 
move a concurrence in the House amendment. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. -The Chair lays before the Senate the 
unfinished business, the hour of 2 o’clock having arrived. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 19) to provide for ascertaining and settling private 
land claims in certain States and Territories, the pending question being 
on the amendment of Mr, ConGER, in section 3, line 6, after the word 
“act,” to strike out the words ‘‘ when the person testifying is dead;”’ 
so us to make the clause read: 

Shall be admitted in evidence in all trials under this act so far as the subject- 
anatter thereof is competent evidence. 

Mr. GARLAND. Mr. President, the reasons assigned by the Sena- 
tor from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] and the Senator from Indiana [ Mr. 
HARRISON] yesterday against the amendment of the Senator from Mich- 
igan [Mr. ConGER] are sufficient to my mind, and I shall not take up 
the time of the Senate in discussing that amendment. It simply under- 
takes to reverse all the rules of evidence known upon that particular 
idea to the courts and to the law of the country. That has been, I 
think, sufficiently answered already. : 

The bill before the Senate in its general aspect is a very important 
bill, and involves possibly some of the most delicate and important 
questions that a bill could present to the Senate—questions which I 
think should a long time since have been settled by a proceeding like 
the one that is now contemplated in this bill. The chief difficulty I 
imagine that exists at this day in reference to the adjustment of these 
land claims arises from the fact that a judicial tribunal, strictly speak- 
ing, was not intrusted with their settlement from the start, not only 
in the particular area of country embraced by this bill, but also in that 
which was embraced in California, which took in land grants of this 
character, and which were attempted to be disposed of by the acts of 
1851 and 1853. 

The litigation that the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo brought to our 
country and to our courts has been, I think, the most remarkable that 
has ever been witnessed in any country, and it should have been con- 
cluded many years since. It is now thirty years since the first impor- 
tant case found its way from the land commission in California to the 
courts there on appeal from that commission and to the Supreme Court 
of the United States, and from that time almost continuously up to 
the present day cases in great number, involving an immense deal of 

roperty, arising under the treaty have come to the courts, and they 
tare been determined with asingular uniformity upon the main propo- 
sition that is involved in this bill. - 

If you go back to the first important case that came up involving 
the construction of the treaty and of the rights and duties and obliga- 
tions of the United States arising under the treaty in reference to pri- 
vate land claims, you will fifd that the law has been laid down with 
ge clearness, with great strictness, and has been adhered to as laid 

own in that case with a singular uniformity, with as little variation 
as it is possible for courts to vary upon such important questions as 
were involved in the case. I allude to the historic case of Frémont, 
which was known as the Mariposa grant in California, which was re- 
ferred to by the Senator from Delaware [Mr. BAYARD]. I beg leave to 
refer to it a little more at large in order to get at the vein, that in my 
mind runs through the entire system of land grants coming to us under 
the treaty with Mexico. I read from that case as reported in 17 How- 
ard, page 556: 

This brief statement— 

Says the judge delivering the opinion— 


This brief statement of the facts in these cases shows that the parties had ac- 
quired no right, legal or equitable, to these lands under the Spanish Government, 
The instruments under which they claimed were evidently not intended as do- 
nations of the land, as a matter of favor to the individual, or as a reward for 
services rendered to the public. They were intended to promote the settlement 
of the Territories and to advance its prosperity. But uptothe time when Spain 
ceded them, the parties had done nothing to accomplish the object or to carry 
out the policy of the government. They had evidently no claim, therefore, upon 
the justice or conscience of the Spanish Government. It had not granted them 
the land, and they had done nothing which, in equity, bound that government 
to make them a title. And when in ceded the Territories to the United 
States, it held these lands as public domain as fully and amply as if those con- 
cessions or authorities had never been given; the Uni States received 
the title in the same full and ample manner; neither the legal nor equitable 
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right to them, as public domain, had been impaired by any act of the Spanish 
authority, nor had any right been conveyed to or vested in the claimants, 
* $ s $ * * * 

There can be no question as to the power of the governor of California to 
make the grant; and it appears to have been made according to the lar 
forms and usages of the Mexican law. It has conditions attached to it, butthese 
are conditions subsequent. And the first point to be decided is whether the 
grant vested in Alvarado any present and immediate interest; and, if it did, 
then, secondly, whether anything done or omitted to be done him during 
the existence of the Mexican Government in California forfeited the interest he 
had acquired and revested it in the government? 

+ * = * è $ 


* 

It is argued that the description is so vague and uncertain that nothing passed 
by the grant, and that he had no vested interest until the land was surveyed 
and the part intended to be granted severed by lines or known boundaries from 
the public domain. But this objection cannot be maintained. It is true— 


This is the point to which I call the attention of the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Vest], who by his argument made the impression upon 
my mind thatif there wasany semblance ofa claim, or any mere promise 
of a claim, or anything looking toward a claim, or staggering toward a 
claim, the Government of the United States was bound to protect that 
under the treaty with Mexico. Now, say the court— 

It is true that if any other person within the limits where the quantity ted 
to Alyarado was to be located had afterward obtained a t from the Govern 
ment by specifie boundaries before Alvarado had made his survey, the title of 
the latter grantee could not be impaired by any subsequent survey of Alvarado. 
As between the individual claimants from the Government the title of a party 
who had obtained a grant for the specific land would be a superior and a better 
one. For by the general grant to Alvarado the Government did not bind itself 
to make no other grant within the territory described until he had made his 
survey. But as between him and the Government he had a vested interest in 
the quantity of land mentioned in the grant. The right to so much land, to be 
afterward laid off by official authority, in the territory described m 
the Government to him by the execution of the instrument granting it. . (Fré- 
mont vs, United States, 17 Howard, 556-558.) 


The Government, says the court, did not consent that Alvarado 
should have an indefinite and an uncertain claim, to be located and 
fixed so far as he and a second claimant were concerned at his pleasure, 
but as between him and the Government he had suchaclaim; that be- 
fore he segregated it from the public domain, before he had it marked 
by proper boundaries, all that country lying between the mountain and 
the river upon the one and the other side was not subject to his choice; 
that the Government did not compel itself and bind itself to refrain 
from selling public land simply because there was an indefinite and an 
uncertain and an unlocated claim somewhere upon that particular do- 
main. 

While it is true that under the treaty the United States simply took 
the position of the Mexican Government in reference to these claims, 
yet she took no more than that position. The idea that seems to exist 
in the minds of some Senators that a mere promise or a mere effort, if 
you please, to make out a claim is sucha title as the Government must 
respect, has never been sustained in any of the cases from that of Fré- 
mont down to the one hundred and fifth volume of the United States 
Reports, and claims have come to the Supreme Court from the tribu- 
se out there involving millions and millions, and countless millions 
almost. - 

As I sid before, there is no deviation from this ruling by the Su- 
preme Court in the Frémont case, but it has been followed up. Ishall 
weary the Senate only by a reference to one or two of the chief cases. 

Very soon afterward, in 22 Howard, came the case of Teschmaker, and 
that was a claim by the bye, for sixteen square leagues. The commis- 
sion ruled against the claim, the court in California reversed the ruling, 
and the Supreme Court of the United States reversed that ruling and re- 
manded the case. In deciding that the court says—I read the syllabus: 


Where none of the preliminary steps required by the act of 1824 and regula- 
tions of 1828. 


1 

As stated by the Senator from Delaware, there ran clear through these 
entire grants, and from the Toundation of them, the law of 1824 and the 
regulations of 1828 made under those laws. 

Mr. BAYARD. The law of 1823. i 

Mr. GARLAND. But the law of 1824 was simply amendatory of 
the act of 1823, carrying it out, and it is called the act of 1824, I 
notice, in all these cases, with the regulations of 1828 made under them. 


Where none of the prelim: steps required by the act of 1824 and regula- 
tions of 1828 have been observed or shown, as there required, previous to the 
grant, and no record of the title, as also there required, and but slight evidence 
of possession, cither as to value or poaa the proof of the genuineness 
of the official signatures to the grant is not sı cient. Evidence, under the cir- 
cumstances of grants in California, should be given so as to make the antedat- 
ing of the grant irreconcilable with the weight of the proof; otherwise, there 
can be no protection against imposition and fraud. 

The record of the title must be shown or its absence accounted for to the sat- 
isfaction of the court. (United States rs, Teschmaker et al., 22 Howard, 392.) 


That is but a continuation of the doctrine as laid down in the Fré- * 
mont case. There came pretty soon afterward in 23 Howard the case 
of United States vs. Rose et al., in which the court say: 


We agree that every ies of title that originated in the rightful exercise of 
legitimate authority,and existed tnder the safeguard of Mexican laws at the 
date of the acquisition of California by the United States,is protested by the 
treaty of cession. The change of the government does not iter the relations 
of the inhabitants in this particular. is court is charged with the duty, in 
the last resort, to ize the validity of all such claims. But it is the duty of 
the court to distingish between rights acquired under the laws and usages of 
Mexico and claims depending upon the mere pleasure of those who were in 
power—between the vested estate and the hope or expectation of favor or 
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pounty. The license of the governor to the applicant to make a temporary oc- 

cupation until he could inform himself, so as to act considerately or intelligently, 

we think, can not be treated as conferring a property in the land. (23 Howard, 

272, 273.) 

So it is not true that the mere efforts at a title, the mere promise of 
a title, or the mere expectation of a title, to use the language of the 
court, is such a right as the Government of the United States under 
this treaty could protect. : 

. Following immediately afterwards is the Osio case in the same vol- 

ume in which the same doctrine is enunciated. In passing I may say 

that out of the case of Rose came the celebrated claim of General Sut- 
ter, who followed it from time to time through the courts, before the 
commission, and before Congress until finally the old man died and 
left his claim still, so far as the merits of it are concerned, undetermined. 

But these particular portions of itas ruled upon by the Supreme Court 

are ignored under the treaty as amounting to nothing, 

Following on down through the cases that the Senator from Dela- 
ware read, the Carpenter and the Montgomery cases in 13 Wallace, 
the Rodrigues case in 1 Wallace, and the historic case of McGarrahan, 
to which I will make a more extended Allusion after a while, this has 
been the doctrine as announced first by the Supreme Court. Therefore, 
closing up at last in the ninety-fifth volume of United States Reports, 
in what they determined to be juridical possession under one of these 
claims, there is no gap left upon which a difference could be found, in 
my judgment, so as to make out a claim under this bill as it contem- 
plates it should be made out to meet with the requirements of these 
well-adjudicated cases. 

In the case of Van Reynegan, in the ninety-fifth volume, the court 
says: 

The t is not set forth in the record; but we must presume that it was in 
the ordinary form of ner made by former governors of California, under the 
Mexican colonization law of 1824,.as under no 
empowered to make grants of the public domain. 

This opinion was delivered by Judge Field, who passed also upon 
many of these casesin the district court in Californiaand in the supreme 
court of the State of California, where they came legitimately before 
him. 

Those grants were sometimes of tracts designated by well-defined boundaries, 
sometimes of a specified quantity of land lying within extreme boundaries em- 
bracing a greater amount, and sometimes of places by name where these were 
well known and thus capable of ready identitication. All of them were made 
subject to the approval of the assembly of the department; and, until they re- 
ceived such approval, the estate granted was liable to be defeated. 

That was the doctrine enunciated in the Teschmaker case that I read 
from 22 Howard. 

And, when the approval was obtained, there was another proceeding to be 
es, by was fpeur ferg vy poupee eee of beas ene bane was, a 

formal ivery of possession o! a magist - 
called, in the language of the aoantIs the AAY of juridical possession. This 
proceeding involved the establishment of the bou: es of the tract, when 
there was any uncertainty aerpron Serpe If these were designated in the grant, 
it uired their ascertainment and identification; if they were not thus desig- 

. it required the measurement of the quantity ted and its 
from the public domain. The regulations preseri by law for the ce of 
the magistrate in these matters made it his duty to preserve a record of the 
various steps taken in the proceeding, to have the same attested by the assist- 
ing witnesses, and to deliver an authentic copy to the grantee. 

rdinarily the boundaries thus establ would be accepted as conclusive 
by our Government. Unless there is something in the decree of confirmation 
otherwise limitigg the extent or the form of the tract, they should control the 
officers of the United States in making their surveys. (% United States Re- 
ports, 34, 35.) 

. Nowat last the court comes to a definition of what is meant by jurid- 
ical possession, which was stated the other day by the Senator from 
Delaware. When a claim is of that character it is a complete anil a 
consummated claim. As a matter of course this bill does not attempt 
to deal with claims of that sort. Whoever may have a claim of that 
character can stand upon his claim and bid defiance to any assailers. 
It is not intended to deal with claims of that character, that are com- 
plete, that are perfected, but it is these inchoate, incomplete titles in 
which something else is yetto bedone. That is the purport of the bill, 
and that is as far as it pretends to go. 

Then going from a complete or perfect grant, if we look at Miller rs. 
Dale (92 United States Reports, 473), we shall find a definition of a float- 
ing grant as distinguished, and upon the consummation of which the 
Government does not wait in disposing of the public domain; and in 
passing on this the Supreme Court go back to Frémont’s case (17 How- 
ard), and Henshaw’s case (18 Wallace). 

I made an allusion a few moments ago to the McGarrahan case. If 
there is one thingin the world which has occurred in this country to 
show the necessity of a proceeding of the character proposed by the bill 
it is the history of the case of MeGarrahan. That case has been five 
times before the Supreme Court of the United States, three times in the 
name of Gomez, the original claimant, under whom McGarrahan claims, 
and twice in the name of McGarrahan himself. It is still pending before 
Congress, and upon a mere question at last whether the conditions sub- 
sequent have been complied with in order to identify his claim to the 
Panoche Grande in California. It is now thirty-odd years since the 
claim first made its appearance in the judicial tribunals or the quasi-ju- 
dicial tribunals of the country, and it has been entirely upon 
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ion 


thai one point. It is not for me to pass any judgment, and I am not 


attempting to do so, upon the claim, but I simply say that the long, the 
tedious, and the wearisome proceedings attending that case are suficient 
to justify the calling in at last of the eye-glasses of a court to scrutinize 
these claimsand try them by strict and unbending rules of evidence 
and the unbending laws of the country pertaining to grants of this char- 
acter. Twice that case came to the Supreme Court upon a mere mud- 
die, if I may use the expression, as to the regularity of the proceedings 
in perfecting the appeal to the district court of California, and still 
McGarrahan is before Congress asking for relief here. 

Commissions have been tried. The Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
DoLPH] the otherday gave very good reasons why a commission would 
not answer this purpose. The Supreme Court in the case of Rodrigues, 
cited the other day by the Senator from Delaware, showed that a com- 
mission would not do to try these cases. So far as the surveyor-general 
is concerned the litigation that has come here front New Mexico with 
the statement made by the Senator from Oregon the other day is suffi- 
cient to show that such proceedings will not do to dispose of these 
grants. When a surveyor-general reports any one of these cases, being 
simply a mere agent to collect the testimony and to certify it to Con- 
gress, Congress having to pass upon it, there is a finality of it when it 
is so passed upon. In the one hundred and third volume of the United 
States Reports the case of Adams ts. Norris was decided, and that de- 
cision precludes all question afterward. But why bring them before Con- 
gress, as these claims have been resting here, the McGarrahan claim and 
the Sutter claim and a hundred others that could be named, when 
really it is the object and desire of the country, it seems to me, to get 
them out of Congress and send them somewhere else? 

Our formerly respected colleague in this body Judge Davis of Illi- 
nois rendered the decision of the Supreme Court in Tameling rs. The 
United States (93 United States Reports, 661), where it was held that 
patents were quitclaims merely, and confirmations by Congress on the 
report of the surveyor-general were final. 

This bill proposes, as the Supreme Court has decided repeatedly in 
reference to the California grants, that no title emanating from the 
Government shall be anything more than a mere quitclaim. She does 
not undertake to defend and to warrant the title, but she merely makes 
a quitclaim, as has been decided repeatedly was the operation of a 
deed or patent under the California grants on the cases tried coming 
through the commission in California. 

If there is any use in this country for a court, if there is any such 
part of the Government that is necessary, let me ask what more im- 
portant questions and what more necessary questions than considering 
treaties, considering grants of land, could be submitted to a court, and 
what/higher purpose is there of a court in the country than to pass upon 
such questions as these? Here are the laws of nations, the relative 
rights and duties and obligations springing out of this treaty and the 
land laws of the country from its earliest history to the present day, 
and all the various commissions that have been organized for the un- 
settled lands of Louisiana, of Missouri, and of Arkansas, which have 
got to come upand be considered parallel with this matter. 

How much better can aright besecured or guaranteed than fhrough 
the ordeal of a judicial tribunal where you can compel the attendance 
of witnesses, where you can have the benefit of cross-examination, and 
subject witnesses to the test of all the rules and laws of testimony and 
of the duty of proceeding in courts proper, with the right of appeal 
guaranteed amply, as this bill does? 

I can not see that there can be one particle of objection to the bill. 
Of course it is not a perfect bill, as it could not be, especially after de- 
laying so long a time as this to prepare and to frame and to pass such a 
bill as this should be. If we are to goon without a settlement of these 
land claims, unless something of this sort is resorted to, we are to go 
on so far as we can now calculate to an indefinite period of time, longer 
even than we have been going on since the acquisition of this great ter- 
ritory; because in point of fact, as I understand, the real settlement of 
these matters, the real adjustment of them has not yet been touched. 

Mr. BAYARD. And the necessity for a decision is increasing every 
day. 
Mr. GARLAND. As suggested by the Senator from Delaware the 
necessity of a decision of them is increasing every day. We want Con- 
Kos to be relieved of this kindof labor. It is not legislative labor in 

, but it is the purest and the most essential of judicial labor. 

Although the amendment of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
McPHERSON] was voted down, still I wish to make allusion to that. 
So far as I can see, running through these entire cases there has been but 
one claim propounded that was over eleven leagues, the limit mentioned 
in the bill. Running back through the decisions relating to all these 
grants, to the acts of 1823 and 1824, as described in one case, the act of 
1824 and the rules and regulations of 1528, as described in another, it is 
singular that they all point to the eleven leagues. But, as suggested by 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] yesterday, if any one has 
a greater claim than that, he can propound that to Congress and let 
Congress in its conscience and sense of equity do what it thinks best. 

Something was said the other day in reference to the third clause of 
section 12, the mining feature. That has become a very important 
matter, and I think that the bill upon that point is eminently proper. 
Some Senator, I have forgotten ‘tan objected the other day toit. J 
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hold the one hundred and seventh volume of the United States Reports 
in my hand, and here is the case of McLaughlin rs. The United States. 
The court in deciding that case says: 
This being the first case of the kind in this court, a class of cases which may 
bly be ind regretted 


pe efinitely multiplied, it is to be that it was not more 
lly presented in the cirenit court. Many interesting questions might arise in 
class of cases not proper to be considered in this case. For instance, the 
nature and extent of mineral found inthe land granted or patented which will 
bne ii within the designation of mineral land in the various acts of Congress, 
in which it is excepted out of grants to railroad companies, and forbidden to 
be sold or pre-em| as ordinary or agricultural lands are. 

Suppose that when such land has been conveyed by the Government, it is 
afterward discovered that it contains valuable deposits of the precious metals, 
unknown to the patentee or to the officers of the Government at the time of the 
conveyance, will such subsequent discovery enable the Government to sustain 
a suit to set aside the patent or the grant? 

This is a very important matter, the patent being given ordinarily 
under the existing laws, and it is afterward discovered that the tract 
contains valuable minerals. ‘‘ Will such subsequent discovery,” says 
the court, “enable the Government to sustain a suit to set aside the 
patent or the grant?” 


Ifso, what are the rights of innocent purchasers from the grantee, and what 
limitations exist upon the exercise of the Government's right? We can answer 
none of these questions here, and can only order that the decree below be af- 
firmed. 


This bill, whether this decision was before those who framed it or not, 
seems to provide for the contingency that the court suggests and the 
query propounded by the court upon that point. I think the bill is 
eminently proper and wise and meets here the very difficulty pointed 
out by the court, which necessarily would if left open be a very serious 
matter to the Government and possibly to innocent purchasers as stated. 

I wish now to call the attention of the Senator from Delaware to one 
or two points in the bill somewhat specifically. In section 2, from line 
35 down to line 40, after providing for appeals, the bill reads: 

Which supreme court shall retry the cause, as well the issues or questions of 
facts as of law, and may hear testimony in addition to that given in the court 
below, and may amend the record of the proceedings below as truth and justice 
may require. 

I am not satisfied with that provision in the bill, although I favor 
the bill in the main, and I wish the Senator from Delaware, at some 
time before we finish the consideration of the measure, would explain 
the necessity of it. We know that the Supreme Court is an appellate 
court, asa rule, and in cases of appeal it does nothing but examine the 
record to see whether any error of law has been committed. I mean 
now as to the law of a case proper; but there should be a very good 
reason for letting them retry a case, it seems to me, and burdening 
them in that way by trying a case de novoin thatcourt. I would much 
prefer, from my knowledge of the proceedings of that court and of liti- 
gation generally, that the court should be held simply to be an appel- 
late court to, dispose of questions of law arising in the record. 

Mr. BAYARD. Would it be convenient for the Senator for me to 
reply now? 

Mr. GARLAND. Perfectly convenient, if the Senator will do so. 

Mr. BAYARD. Perhaps this is as good a time as any other to make 
such a reply as I am best able to do. 

In the first place, the Senator is aware of the original jurisdiction of 
the Supreme Court. Of course the testimony is taken there, and taken 
there first; so that all the means of obtaining testimony, the machinery 
for it, under the rules of the court already exist. It is true that as an 
a te court usually testimony is not taken in the court above; it 
relies upon the error of the instructions of the court below, upon the 
action of the court below or upon the testimony as it is contained in 
the record sent up. At the same time, in admiralty proceedings the 
Senator is aware that the circuit court and the Supreme Court of the 
United States sitting in appeal do retry the case to the extent of taking 
new testimony. That is a matter of the practice of that court. Why 
they should make the admiralty proceedings an exception to their com- 
mon practice I will not state. 

I remember that when this objection was urged by a Senator, I be- 
lieve then from New York, at the time this bill was discussed last, in 
1881, the reply was made by Judge Davis, then a Senator from Ti- 
nois, that it was frequently the case in the Supreme Court that they 
took additional testimony. : 

In the present case I suppose it was from that abundance of caution 
which the experience of the trial of this class of cases has shown to be 
necessary. In point of truth, forgery of title, forgery of handwriting, 
of depositions, has become a fine art in these titles of Spanish and 
Mexican origin. That is the language used by the land commission, 
by the Commissioner of the General Land Office, in which he speaks 
of this modern art growing in its dexterity for the manufacture of an- 
cient titles. Oftentimes thafraud that might be successful in one court 
or for a limited period is capable of detection and exposure by the trans- 
fer to anew tribunal with a little longer period. 

One of the cases to which the Senator has referred (and I will not 
name it, for I desire to do no prejudice), a case from the district court 
of California, was reversed by the Supreme Court of the United States 
upon the discovery of the collusion and fraud of a district attorney 
of the United States in procuring the confirmation of a title by the 
district court on appeal from the California land commission in which 


he himself was a party half in interest. That is but one illustration 
of the class of cases we are to meet growing out of the unsettled and 
the vague and the naturally fraudulent results of the California and 
Mexican acquisition. 

TheSenator will remember how, many years ago, Mr. Stanton, af- 
terward the Secretary of War, was sent out asa special agent of the 
United States Government to California to examine into the exact con- 
dition of the so-called archives of the Mexican Government, and the 
condition of land titles as there registered under their very loose form. 
He came back, and I well remember the class of legislation he sug- 
gested, and it found its way under his recommendation on the statute- 
books, creating special remedies to meet the peculiar class of crimes 
committed under their loose form of recording land titles and the like. 
The frauds in those titles were almost infinite in number and infinite 
in variety. 

From the growth of such a soil as that, and with the dangers which 
we have seen flowing from such a source, it isa wise precaution, I sub- 
mit to my friend from Arkansas, and one that for no light reason should 
be abandoned, that up to the very finality of decision there should be 


‘the means of the most full and plenary proof, the means of detecting 


these ingenious frauds, and the means of giving the court having juris- 
diction to try also the jurisdiction to take new testimony to meet the 
ease. I submit to the Senator that the provision in question was to 
my knowledge carefally debated and considered by gentlemen in the 
committee who I know possess his especial confidence; and they believed 
that it was not unusual, or that it was not a matter without precedent 
and useful precedent, to allow the Supreme Court to take new testimony 
and retry the case upon new facts as well as upon the law. 

Mr. GARLAND. Mr. President, I had notice] the provision in this 
bill whenever it came before the Senate, and I never before heard the 

icular reasons given and I had not in my mind really worked them 
out. It is such an innovation upon the existing law and the rule as 
distinguished from law that I desired very much to have an expla- 
nation of it. The parallel as to the matter of admiralty would not 
hold. It is not worth while to enter into a discussion with the Sena- 
tor from Delaware upon that to show the peculiar reasons appertain- 
ing to admiralty proceedings why certain things should not be done, 
The reasoning applicable to admiralty cases can not be applied to a pro- 
ceeding of this character; but when the Senator speaks of the impo- 
sition by false testimony and frauds of other descriptions perpetrated 
in connection with Mexican and Spanish land grants, he strikes some- 
thing that I am somewhat familiar with by the reading of these cases. 
In the case of Castillero, which is reported in 2 Black, | think—I have 
not got it here—which takes up two-thirds of the volume, the Supreme 
Court is greatly troubled all the time by false testimony. 88 in one of 
the cases in 22 or 23 Howard that I read from a few moments ago. As 
a guarantee against all this, as a protection, I will make no objection 
to the provision, but it is something that did not strike me favorably 
on the mere reading of it. Still, it having been reported so often by 
this committee based on the idea’ suggested by the Senator from Dela- 
ware to protect against false swearing and false proceedings of every 
character attached to these claims, I am willing to let it go. 

Now, I wish to call the Senator’s attention to another matter, as to 
the limitation in this bill of three years. Did it occur to the commit- 
tee, or has it occurred to the Senator from Delaware, that it would be 
well to put inthe ordinary reservation of the rights of married women, 
minors, &e.? I think that should be put in, the ordinary exception to 
statutes of limitation. Ido not wish to offer it as an amendment, but 
I suggest it to the Senator from Delaware, unless good reasons to the 
contrary have presented themselves to the committee, that a saving 
clause of that character should be put in to this limitation. I agree 
with him and with the committee that a limitation should be fixed, 
and three years would be sufficient to work up these claims, because 
within this length of time no person, unless it be a married woman or 
a minor or some one beyond sea, could be taken unaware, could be said 
not to have notice of this proceeding. 

So while I am perfectly willing that the three years’ limitation should 
be placed in the bill, I think the Senator himself will agree to have 
the usual exception, unless some very good reasons have been given to 
the committee of which I have not the benefit. 

Mr. BAYARD. I suppose, as a matter of fact, that the claims hay- 
ing been so ancient, as the obligation of the United States dates back 
to 1848 in to these Territories and thirty-six years having 
passed, the statute of limitations ought to have been, as the Senator 
well says, adopted long ago. Much of the trouble in this case, a great 
deal of the trouble now existing is that the lands have grown to great 
value, and therefore the litigation over them is stimulated. There- 
fore, to put the limitation now at three years was thought to be a very 
liberal time. I can say, however, thatif there are the rights of minors 
or persons under legal disability I do not know that there is any reason 
why the usual exception which accompanies most statutes of limitation 
should not be put in the bill. 

Mr. GARLAND. I think it would be better to put it in, to make a 
good, safe bill, and I suggest it to the Senator. 

Mr. BAYARD. From the general character of the grants it may be 
that there are no minors to be affected. : 
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Mr. GARLAND. Now a few words in to the amendment of 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL], and I shall have said all 
that I care to submit to the Senate. This is an amendment, I think, 
of some importance and some value to the bill, offered by the Senator 
from Missouri. 

That the Attorney-General of the United States, for the purpose of correcting 
the boundaries of any survey where said boundaries are incorrect, is hereby 
empowered to authorize the use of the name of the United States as plaintiff, 
and to order suits in all cases where he becomes satisfied that false and fraudu- 
lent surveys have been made, so as to embrace lands by said fraudulent surveys 
which do not fairly and honestly belong to the tract or tracts of land covered 
by the grant; and this rule shall apply to all ts where the tract has been 
enlarged by and fraudulent surveys. And itshall be the duty of the At- 
torney-General to order suits for the forfeiture of such grants, or their correc- 
tion, so as to make them embrace only the lands properly covered by said 

ts, in all cases where the tracts of land covered by the grants have been en- 
rged by such fraudulent surveys, 

.I would suggest to the Senator from Missouri to make that general, 
whether these grants have been enlarged by fraudulent surveys or en- 
larged by fraud of any sort, so that there is a larger claim than there 
should be, it should be corrected by p proceedings. It should be, 
as the law says, reformed and brought down to the proper dimensions, 
so that if there are claimants to the other portion of it they can assert 
their claims; or, if not, it should fall back into the public domain, 
where it legitimately belongs. In some of these cases, as in the Sutter 
claim, there were half a dozen different claimants seeking to identify 
the pape, ; 

Mr. BAYARD. May I ask my friend why should not such a pro- 
vision as this be put in a general public law? Why should it be con- 
fined to the Territories named? 

Mr. GARLAND. I admit that. 

Mr. BAYARD. Therefore it had better be the subject of a separate 


act. 

Mr. GARLAND. I admit that; but I was speaking to the case in 
hand, the proposition before us. If the amendment is to go in at all, 
I think the Senator from Missouri had better modify it in the way I 
have stated. 

I have said all that I care to say upon this bill and the different 
amendments toit. I think the bill wise, and one that should 
be passed. It is high time we should put this matter in some definite 
shape to get rid of it by a judicial inquiry, and not by dealing with 
commissions and before Congress. We should relieve Congress of this 
burden which does not legitimately belong to it. If any claims under 
the seventh clause of the twelfth section of the bill should overlap and go 
beyond eleven leagues, that would be a matter which Congress would 
have discretion to act upon and according to its best judgment to deal 
with. Ithink the bill embraces oer else'that is right and proper, 
and is about as good a bill as we are likely to get, and I-hope it will 
meet the approbation of the Senate. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I want to say a word in reply to some 
remarks of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND], and I do not 
propose to discuss the bill any further. It is very evident that unless 
there is some radical change in the indifference of the Senate to this 
bill, which has been discussed for several days, it is to go through as it 
was reported by the committee, without reference to its merits. 

The Senator from Arkansas, to whom I always listen with great 
pleasure, asserts what every lawyer knows to be a fact, that the people 
in the Territory acquired by the United States from Mexico under the 

of Guadalupe Hidalgo and under the Gadsden purchase have 

same rights, by international law and the provisions of those trea- 

ties, under this Government that they had under the Government of 

Mexico, Their property rights and titles are in fact the same, and any 

enactment by Congress which takes away from them one scintilla of 

their proprietary interest or title is an absolute violation not only of 
international law, but of the plain provisions of the treaties, 

This being conceded by all lawyers to be the fact, what do we find 
in this bill? The scheme of the bill, if I may so speak, the legislative 
scheme, is to put all these questions as to title and as to these grants 
before the Federal courts for adjudication and settlement. 

The Senator from Delaware may be right in his construction of the 
colonization act of 1824 of Mexico or I may be right. I may concede 
that he is right, but different constructions have been put upon that 
law in regard to the limitation to eleven square leagues of land. Why, 
I ask—and I have heard no answer to it, and I have listened to the 
Senator from Delaware and the Senator from Arkansas and I have never 
heard any answer to the question—why is that inquiry taken away 
from this judicial tribunal? Why is not thequestion left open for ad- 
judication in the Federal courts as to what was the real meaning of the 
colonization act of 1824? This committee undertake to say ys this 
clause that the Federal courts shall not pass on the meaning of that 
law. They put upon us an iron rule, that never in any case shall any 
claimant, no matter how he claims, under a grant from the King of 
Spain or under the colonization act of Mexico of 1824, take more than 
eleven square leagues of land? Is not that a judicial question? Isnot 
the construction and meaning of the Mexican act of 1824 a question 
for the courts? All these are judicial questions, which are left to the 


courts, ‘the Senator says, and yet this bill cuts off this identical ques- 


tion, says that not more than eleven square leagues shall be granted, 
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and we are told that is perfectly right. and proper. If the Senator from 
Delaware were not the author of the bill, the father of it, I should be 
inclined to say that the whole bill is a fraud. What right has this 
committee now to step in and hermetically seal the lips of the court on 
the meaning of the act of Congress of Mexico of 1824, and yet say to 
the country and to Congress, ‘‘ We want the judicial determination of 
all the questions at issue?” The Supreme Court of the United States, 
from Peters’s Reports down to Wallace’s Reports, has decided that by the 
treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo these people are entitled to that land, with 
the same rights they held as Mexican citizens. 

Now as to the mining clause. I had some connection once with a 
case in which I was called upon to examine one of these Spanish grants, 
and I became somewhat familiar with the legislation and decisions on 
the subject. We have in this bill one of the most remarkable provis- , 
ions which I have seen in any legislation before Congress. The bill 
provides in the third clause of section 12: 

Third. No allowance or confirmation of any claim shall confer any right or 
title to any gold, silver, or quicksilver mines or minerals of the same, unless the 
grant claimed effected the donation or sale of such mines or minerals to the 

tee, or unless such grantee has become otherwise entitled thereto in lawor * 
n equity s but all such minesand minerals shall remain the property of the Uni- 
ted States, with the right of working the same, which fact shall be stated in any 
patents issued under this act. 

I undertake to say that that is an innovation upon the practice of 
the Government of the United States in issuing patents forland within 
our jurisdiction. The unvaried practice of the United States has been 
that when a patent is issued to a grantee it covers everything upon the 
surface and under the surface. It did so in the Galena lead mines; it 
did so in the mines in my own State of Missouri; it has always been 
so, And over and above that I say that was not the law of Mexico, 
and this Congress has no right to enact and put upon the statute-book 
any enactment which takes away one particle of the mining rights of 
any citizen upon this ceded territory. 

What was the law of Mexico in regard to mines and minerals? Un- 
der the custom of the grants from the Crown of Spain all mines, all 
mining privileges, particularly gold and silver and precious metals, 
were reserved to the king. 

SECTION 1 

I read from the mining laws of Spain— 


Section 1. The mines are the property of mi 
nature and origin as by their reunion, d 
teenth title of the sixth book of the new compilation (of laws and statutes), 

Sec. 2. Without separating them from my royal patrimony, I grant them to 
my subjects in property and possession, insuch manner that they may sell, ex- 
change by will, either in the way of inheritance or legacy), or in any other 
manner dispose of all their property in them, upon the terms on which they 
themselves possess it, and to persons legally capable of acquiring it. 

Sec. 3. Be it undexstood that this grant is made upon two conditions: First 
that they (my subjects) shall pay to my royal t the proportion of metal 
reserved thereto; and, secondly, that they shall carry on their operations in 
the mine subject to the provisions of these ordinances, on failure of which, at 
any time, the mines of persons so making default shall be considered as for- 
feited, and may be granted to any person who shal! denounce them accordingly, 

That was the old Spanish law and is now the Mexican law. Section 
14 of the laws of Mexico provides: 

Sec. 14. Any one may discover and denounce a vein, not only on common 
land, but also on the property, of any individual, provided he pays for the ex- 
tent of surface above the same, and the damage which immediately ensues there- 

, according to the valuation of surveyors on both sides, and arbitration in 
case of disagreement; the same is to be understood with regard to denouncing 
convenient places for erecting establishments, and also waters for moving the 
machines employed for the reduction of ores, commonly called reducing estab- 
ments (haciendas), provided in each case that no moré of the water be used than 
is necessary for such purposes, 

That is the law of Mexico. That was the law at the time of the ne- 
gotiation of the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo. What does the bill say? 
This bill gives the title to all the mines on any land, after the patent $ 
issues, to the Government of the United States forever. 

Mr. BAYARD. The Senåtor desires, I suppose, to get the whole of 
the law. I would refer him to the Mexican act of the 8th of Novem- 
ber, 1846; he will find it at page 634 of Rockwell's Spanish and Mexican 
Law, title mines and mining: 

Sec. 31. The confederation reserves to itself the mines discovered and to be 
discovered in the public lands, and which were not known at the time the lands 
may have been entered. 


I take that to be a refutation, full and complete, of the Senator’s 
ition., ` 
Pii. VEST. Ido not understand that tobe the law of Mexico. Ido 
not understand it to have been the old Spanish law. The Senator says 
that was an act of two years before the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo. 

Mr. BAYARD. Two years before the treaty. 

Mr. VEST. At any rate, whether the Senator be right or myself, 
one thing is very certain, that if there was a reservaticn of the mines 
of the gold or silver in lands, the grants from Mexico or from Spain did 
not reserve the surface of the ground. I take it the Senator from Del- 
aware will not dispute the Mexican law to be that any citizen could 
denounce a mine on public lands, if he pleased, or on the land of in- 
dividuals. Iask the Senator from Delaware if that is not the Mexican 
law? 

Mr. BAYARD. The Mexican law in regard to mining and our own 
differ. They had a regular system of mining laws. Whether they 
extended or not to the territory embraced by this bill, I can not an- 


royal crown, as well by their 
by the fourth law of the thir- 
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swer. When the bill was under discussion before, it was asked why 
not combine with this special act provisions ing the mines, and 
the answer was that it was better for us to make that the subject of a 
te general regulation, not to mingle the question of the land 
grants with the question of the mineral grants except to reserve them 
to the United States so thar they might be treated according to the 
general law on this subject. It is clear that the Spanish grant did not 
convey minerals. Under the Spanish law and under the Mexican law 
it did not convey the minerals, but on the contrary by express provis- 
ion the ownership of minerals was expressly reserved in all cases. 
* Mr. VEST. In the case of Frémont rs. The United States (17 How- 
ard, page 565) the court said: . 
In relation to that part of the argument which disputes his right upon the 
ground that his grant embraces mines of gold or silver it is sufficient to say that, 
under the mining laws of Spain, the discovery of a mine of gold or silver did 


not destroy the title of the individual to the land granted. The only question 
before the court is the validity of the title. 


That was a Spanish grant; but under this act proposed now to be 
enacted what is the result of the legislation? All the surface of the 
grant is reserved to the United States for the purpose of working the 
minerals upon it. Where is the limitation of thisright? Twenty-tive 
thousand years from now any citizen can enter on that land, put some- 
body else to work that mine, and under my patent I can notsay a word. 
I presume there are cases in which grants of land under the old Spanish 
Government have remained in the family, not twenty-five thonsand 
years, hut they have remained there for centuries. There is nolimita- 
tion upon thisright, none whatever. Isay that that is not the Mexican 
law. nor wasit the Spanish law. In neither case was this the practice. 

But, Mr. President, it is useless to discuss this question. I simply 
desired to say what I thought in regard to these two clauses. I expect 
to vote against the bill in its present condition. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I wish to make a very few remarks on 
the bill. The questions raised in the bill are matters which have long, 
in my judgment, been settled in the legislation of the country. In the 
case of the acquisition of Florida these questions all arose and received 
very full consideration. The Supreme Court in 1840, in the case of The 
United States vs. Wiggins, decided in toa treaty entirely similar 
in all respects to that of Guadalupe Hidalgo with Mexico in respect to 
public lands— 

That the perfect titles made by Spain before the 24th of January, 1818, within 
the ceded territory are ‘intrinsically yalid and exempt from the provisionsof the 
eighth article is the established doctrine of this court, and that they need no 


sanction from the legislative or judicial oer sa of this country.” (The 
United States vs. Wiggins, 14 Peters, page 351.) 


That was an affirmation that wherever the grant was a completed 

grant, wherever the parties were in possession, the court had judicial 

izance, and the treaty being the supreme law, the right of the par- 

ties was established, so conclusively established, that the Supreme 

Court used the following language in 1833 in the case of The United 
States vs. Percheman: 


A cession of territory is never understood to be a cession of the prope be- 
kosing ta its inhabitants., The king cedes that only which belonged to him. 
Lands he had previously granted were not his to cede. Neither party could so 
understand the cession; neither party could consider itself as apg! pain a 
wrong to individuals condemned by the practice of the whole civilized world. 
The-cession of a territory by its name from one sovereign to another, conveying 
the compound idea of surrendering at the same time the lands and the people 
who inhabit them, would be necessarily unde to pass the sovereignty 
only, and not to interfere with private property. (United States vs. Perche- 
man, 7 Peters, page 87.) 


In regard to the amendment of the Senator from Michigan, proposing 
that commissioners should be appointed, the court long ago declared 
that the judicial department of the Government was the only depart- 
ment which could finally decide upon the private rights, upon the grants, 
the possession of which was already complete. The defective pointin 
many of the grants was that the land had not been separated from the 
public domain before the treaty, and that act of separation under the 
Spanish law was decided by the Supreme Court to be necessary, and all 
the grants in the Territory, which is now the subject of this bill, be- 
fore becoming perfect grants required separation from the public domain 
and suryey by the public authority. The court say upon this subject: 


It would seem from the title of the act and from this declaratory section that 
the object for which these commissioners were appointed was the ascertainment 
of these claims and titles. That they constituted a board of inquiry, not a court 
exercising judicial powers and deciding finally on titles, By the act ‘for the es- 
tablishment of a territorial government in Florida,” previous! at 
same session, superior courts had been established in East an ‘est Florida, 
whose jurisdiction extended to the trial of civil causes between individuals. 
These commissioners seem to have been appointed for the special purpose of pro- 
curing promptly for Congress that information which was required for the im- 
mediate operations of the land office. In pursuance of this idea the second sec- 
tion directs t all the p: ings of the commissioners, the claims admitted. 
with those rejected, and the reason of their admission and rejection, be recorded 
in a well bound book and forwarded to the Secretary of the Treasury, to be 
submitted to Congress. To this desire for immediate information we must ss- 
eribe the short duration of the f . Their session for East Florida was toter- 
minate on the last of June in the succeeding year; but any claims not filed previ- 
ous to the 3ist of May in that year to be void and of none effect. 

These provisions show the solicitude of Congress to obtain, with the ‘utmost 
celerity, that information which ought to be preliminary to the sale of the public 
lands. The provision that claims not filed with the commissioners previous to 
the 30th of June, 1823, should be void can mean only that they ohola. be held so 
by the commissionersand not allowed by them. Their powershould not extend 


to claims filed afterward. It is impossible to su that Congress intended to 
oo real eo not exhibited to their preasan an eee within so short a period. 
i +) page 90.) 


We have therefore a complete series of adjudications upon this ques- 
tion that wherever the possession was complete, wherever the parties 
were in possession, for the language of the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, - 
as of all preceding treaties, was ‘* ratified and confirmed,” they needed 
no confirmation. The grants made by the Spanish Government were by 
the treaty ratified and confirmed, and that language has been construed 
by the Supreme Court in all these cases to refer to completed grants, 
leaving them subject to the judicial power of the country, both az be- 
tween the United States and the grantees, and as between private indi- 
viduals the court held that the law of nations as well as the treaty 
protected individuals in all their rights of property, and it was only 
in respect to the severance of the land from the public domain in in- 
choate grants that the political power was required to act by legislation. 
By all these treaties the United States bound itself to take the place of 
the government making the cession, and to confirm and complete these 
inchoate grants where the conditions of the grant had been performed 
by the grantee in good faith. 

It is in respect to such grants alone that the power of the Government, 
after a period of nearly forty years, is now sought to be examined. 

In regard to that provision of this bill which limits the judicial 
power in its application to inchoate or incomplete titles to eleven square 
leagues, I think that is a reasonable reservation, not, as the distin- 
guished Senator from Missouri claims, a violation of the treaty, for it 
does not declare that there may not be by Congress a confirmation of 
a greater grant if imperative public reasons or reasons of justice so 
require, but that grants from the public lands of areas great enough 
to constitute States should not be committed to the positive rules 
which ought to govern and must govern courts of law, that the sover- 
eign legislative power should reserve to itself the right to decide upon 
the appropriation of vast bodies of public land; that the possession 
of such vast areas of land by individuals is so inimical to the character 
of this Government, and so unfriendly to the general welfare in with- 
holding them from actual settlement and cultivation, that the power 
of accomplishing this result should not pass beyond the control of the 
legislative power. I am opposed to any legislation which shall remove 
the public Jands from the opportunity of actual settlement and culti- 
vation by the people of the United States under the homestead laws. 

I think, sir, that the reservation of the power of confirmation of a 
greater body than eleven square leagues is a proper and safe provision 
in this bill and it meets my entire approval. 

So far as the amendment of the Senator from Michigan is concerned 
which proposes to limit the location of this scrip to the State or Terri- 
tory in which it was originally made, I think that is eminently proper. 
Iam opposed, if it can be avoided, to issuing scrip, and I desire to ex- 
pe my opinion here that the practice of issuing great quantities of 

and-scrip to be located at the discretion of the owner on the. public 
land of the country, or to be held in reserve and by some collusion with 
the clerks of the Land Office to be located upon particular and valua- 
ble tracts of land as they come into market, will become, asit hasin the 
past, a great public evil, and that the Government had better pay the 
money out of the Treasury as indemnity and reserve the land for actual 
settlement and the use of the people of the country than to alloygthis 
land-scrip to be floated and located, often fraudulently, upon th¥val- 
uable portions of the public domain before the people of the locality 
had notice of it. I approve, therefore, and shall vote for the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Michigan which proposes to limit the loca- 
tion of this scrip to the Territory of the grant, the Territory in which 
the grant lies, and not beyond it. And the most serious objection I 
have to the bill is that it provides for the issue and location of this 
scrip. Iam in favorof approving and confirming rights acquired by the 
locations of land-scrip on the public domain when it has been made in 
good faith and without collusion with any of the authorities in the 
land offices of the Government; but Iam opposed to creating new oppor- 
tunities of wrong by the further issue of land-scrip. 

Mr. DOLPH. I should like to make a single suggestion to the Sen- 
ator from Florida, and that is that in the case of the Territory of Utah 
there is no land subject to private entry and therefore there would be 
no land in that Territory on which the proposed scrip could be located. 
Iam not sufficiently informed to say whether that is the case in the 
other Territories, but I am apprehensive that it is, I do speak by au- 
thority when I say that in the Territory of Utah there is no amount of 
that kind of land. 

Mr. CALL. Then I think there had better be an indemnity in 
money provided. If it be impossible to do justice, ifanindemmity must 
be provided, it had better be an indemnity in money than have this 
scrip floated upon land worth perhaps $5, $10, or $20 peracre, and per- 
haps a great deal more than thatinsomecases. This scrip may be held 
and has been held for years unlocated, awaiting the increased value of 
land by the settlement of the country, and is then located on all the 
lands which are in process of settlement, and high prices, beyond the 
means of the actual settlers to pay, demanded for it. I am opposed to 


all legislation which may have this result or to any extent aid in ac- 
complishing it. 
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Mr. DOLPH. I do not agree with the Senator, but I will not occupy 
his time to state my reasons. 

Mr. CALL. I shall be glad to hear the Senator’s suggestions, butit 
seems clear to me that when the Government sells the land of another 
and receives money for it they are bound in good faith only to pay the 
money received for it. They can not be under any obligation to pay 
more forthe land than it was atthe time worth. They cannotbe under 
obligation to give the grantee the opportunity of selecting more valu- 
able lands in place of those sold, or to allow him to wait until the people 
have settled in large numbers in some section and then locate large 
bodies of the land which they have made valuable., The Supreme 
Court in the case of Smith vs. ‘The United States says: 

As the United States have put themselves in the place of Spain, we must view 
this selection thus made as if Louisiana had never been ceded to them. But 
neither in this nor the record of any of the cases which haye been before us have 
we seen s57 evidence of apy law of Spain, local regulation, law, or usage which 
makes a private survey operate to sever any land from the royal domain, On 
the contrary, all the surveys which have been exhibited in the cases decided 
were made by the surveyor-general of the province, his deputies, by the special 
order of the governor or intendant, or those whorepresented them. No govern- 
ment gives any validity to private surveys of its warrants, or orders of survey ; 
and we have no reason to think that Spain was a solitary Soa Soe even as to 
the general domain, by ts in the ordinary mode fora specific quantity to be 
iT in one place. Sortiori, where a nt, sui generis, might by its terms 
be so split up as to cover every saline, mineral, and water-power site in the 
whole territory. Of all others, the survey of such a grant ought to be made by 
an authorized officer, If the grant was a lawful authority for such selections, 
its execution by survey ought to be so supervised that the selections should be 
made in a reasonable time, quantity of land, and number of spots selected. 

We can not believe that Spain would have ever consented to the exercise of 
such a rightby an individual overall the most valuable portions of her domain 
when she did not peel the appropriation of her ordinary lands to beso made; 
still less that a claim of this description would have been perfected into a 
complete title had she remained in possession of Louisiana, or that it ought 
so to have been. The im was unreasonable in its nature, excluding the 

‘vernment from all control over locations made on a sweeping 

y small subdivisions might be a monopoly of every valuable spot in both prov- 
inces, Such a grant, with such privileges, has no equity in it as against the 
Government of Spain or the United States standing in their place. There appears 
no law, usage, or custom toauthorize it, and itia incompatiblo with those rights 
which every government reserves to itself of directing by its own officers the 
— of its lands, either on specific grants or orders of survey for vacant 

an 


The policy indicated in these observations of the court has the ap- 
proval of my judgment, and Idoubt very much the wisdom of confirming 
grants of eleven leagues of land where it is susceptible of cultivation. 

It is upon this principle that this bill proceeds in reserving the right 
of confirmation of a sweeping grant. I think eleven leagues isa sweep- 
ing grant, and if over that amount, its confirmation should certainly he 
reserved to the sovereign political and legislative power of the coun- 
try. This proposition is sustained by the reasoning of the court, which 
is wise, by the facts in our experience, by our knowledge of the grave 
evils of giving vast bodies of the public domain under these ancient 
and shadowy grants. Aneminent man, who had the reputation of being 
a learned and honest judge of the superior court of the United States 
for the Territory of Nevada, is reported to have said that these large 
grants were surrounded by ‘‘ chevaus-de-frise of frauds and perjuries.’’ 

The evil was encountered in the early history of the State of Florida 
in the case of the grant to the Duke of Alagon, and a very famous liti- 
gation arose. At the time of the treaty there was a very considerable 
part of the 30,000,000 acres then supposed to be contained in the two 
Floridas granted to an eminent person in Spain, known as the Alagon 
grant, and intended te come within the provisions of that treaty. It 
was long the subject of litigation, and finally decided by the Supreme 
Court upon the proposition that under the laws of Spain an absolute 
severance of the public domain from the grant was necessary to consti- 
tute a completed grant, and that a grant not in possession and a grant 
the conditions of which had not been in that respect complied with 
had no’standing in the courts of the country and no obligation under 
the treaty. ' 

Beyond these objections I see in this bill nothing whatever but acom- 
pliance with the established law in the treaties which have preceded 
that of Guadalupe Hidalgo, which are the same in all their substantial 
provisions with the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, and which have been 
adjudicated time and again; and in subjecting these grants to the ex- 
tent of eleven leagues tothe judicial power of the country, the bill 
does no more than our Constitution and laws do in giving each of the 
Departments their own specific powers, and to the judicial power the 
application of the law to the protection of individual right to the ex- 
tent to which it is limited. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harris inthe chair). The ques- 
tion is on the amendment proposed by the Senator from Michigan | Mr. 
ConGER], on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. HARRISON. I ask that the amendment be again read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The amendment isin sectién 3, line 6, after the 
word “act,” to strike out ‘‘ when the person testifying is dead.” 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). Tam paired with the senior 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. 

Mr. HOAR (when his name was called). 


nt, which 


I am paired on this ques- 


tion with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES]. I do not know 


how he would yote if he were present, and I do not know how Ishould 
vote. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CALL, My colleague [Mr. Jones, of Florida] is detained 
from the Chamber by reason of illness. 

The result was announced—yeas 11, nays 34; as follows: 


YEAS—11. 
Conger, Jones of Nevada, McPherson, Plamb, 
Hawley, Lapham, Mitchell, Vest, 
Ingalls, Logan, Platt, 

NAYS—H. 
Bayard Cullom, Harris, Morgan, 
Beck, Dawes, Harrison, Morrill, 
Blair, Dolph, Hill, Pike, 
Bowen, Edmunds, Jackson, Pugh, 
Call, Fair, Jonas, Ransom, 
Cameron of Wis., Garland, Sr, Vance, 
Cockrell, Gorman, MeMillan, Wilson. 
Coke, Groome, Manderson, 
Colquitt, Hampton, Maxey, 

ABSENT—31. 

Aldrich, Frye, Miller of Cal., Sewell, 
Allison, George. Miller of N. Y., Sherman, 
Anthony, Gibson, Palmer, Slater, 
Brown Hale, Pendleton, Van Wyck, 
Butler, Hoar, Riddleberger, Voorhees, 
Camden, Jones of Florida, Sabin, Walker, 
Cameron of Pa., Kenna, Saulsbury, Williams, 
Farley, Mahone, Sawyer, 


So the amendment was rejected. __ 

Mr. CONGER. In line 17 of section 9, after the word ‘‘ respect- 
ively,” I move to insert the words ‘fin which each claim shall exist.” 

The object of the amendment is, if scrip—which I think very objec- 
tipnable—is to be issued, to make it certain that it shall only be used 
in the State or Territory in which the claim is located. i 

Mr. PLUMB. The tor from Oregon stated a few moments since 
that there were no offered lands in the Territory of Utah, oue of the 
Territories covered by the provisions of this bill. I think it probable 
that that is equally true of all the Territories ified in the bill. 
The consequence is that there will be no indemnity practically under 
this provision at all, but we shall provide for the issuance of a 
amount of serip, the holders of which will then besiege Congress, as 
we know from similar cases which have occurred heretofore, for indem- 
nity of various kinds. I should hope that the Senate would not enter 
in advance upon this delicate and difficult and dangerous question. 
Plainly, I think this section ought to be stricken out of the bill in toto. 

It will be abundant time for Congress to say what remedy these peo- 
ple shall have after we have ascertained in someauthentic way thatthey 
are entitled to some; but to put this power in the hands of the court to 
make it to the interest of the claimant to get up a juggle about bounda- 
ries to get indemnity scrip, which can not possibly be worth less than 
five or six times the value of the land that was granted, is simply to 
open the door to'a fraud of the greatest magnitude, Therefore I shall 
move to strike out this entire section. If this bill passes we shall have 
plenty to do hereafter in repairing the damage it will do, and it will 
not hurt anything to have this particular subject especially left to be 
dealt with when we know all the facts of the case. 

Mr. HARRISON. Will the Senator from Kansas allow me to ask him 
if this entire section is stricken out, is there anything remaining in the 
bill which will secure to the persons to whom the Government has is- 
sued patents for lands sold possession and title to the lands, or will 
they not be left to be evicted after the grantis confirmed? The Sena- 
tor will notice in the body of the ninth section, which he proposes to 
strike out, a provision that the claimant whose grant is confirmed shall 
release to the occupant the tracts which have been sold by the Govern- 
ment; otherwise he might bring ejectment, probably. 

Mr. PLUMB. Very well; that is another objection I have to this 
bill. It proposes without information to say that if any one holding 
a grant has been illegally dispossessed of any portion of it he shall be 
content with the spoliation that has been committed upon him and 
shall within twelve months relinquish his claim to the man who has 
despoiled him. 

Mr. BAYARD. Will the Senator please turn to some section of the 
bill which provides that? 

Mr. PLUMB. Section 9 is the one which reads that way to my lim- 
ited comprehension. This deals with two very difficult questions. It 
is assumed in the first place that the United States Government has 
sold lands which belonged to the grantees of Mexico, and which by the 
treaty we were obligated solemnly to confirm to their ion and 
to their right. -We propose, then, to legalize, as I said, that spoliation. 
In addition to that, and what is perhaps worse—certainly it will be 
worse in its financial consequences and in its consequences to the pub- 
lic domain—we propose to put it in the power of the claimants them- 
selves to get upa controversy about the question of their grants, whereby 
and as the result of which they will get scrip which they can locate 
upon lands vastly more valuable than the lands covered by their grants. 

Mr. President, it will be time enough for Congress to deal with that 
question when we have some facts and the result of adjudication to be 
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had under this bill if it is to become a Jaw, and not to enter upon that 
system in advance of giving the court a power which, as I said, is not 
only dangerous on its face but dangerous in view of that which we 
know has heretofore transpired in cases substantially similar. I there- 
fore move to strike out section 9. 

Then, Mr. President, if that shall be done it will be time for some- 
body to move that the court passing upon this question shall make a 
report of every icular case decided by it, and as to whether in any 
case tried and decided any grantee of the Government of Mexico has 
been dispossessed of any part of his proper and legal holding, and, if 
so, to what extent, and whether that occurred by reason of some tres- 
pass or otherwise which has been encouraged and permitted under 
the authority of the United States represented by its patent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion of theSenator from Kan- 
sas to amend will remain suspended until the motion pending to perfect 
the section has been disposed of. 

Mr. BAYARD. I was about to ask what would be the parliament- 
ary order. The Senator from Michigan offered an amendment to the 
section, and the Senator from Kansas moves to strike out the entire 
section. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Michigan is firstin order, and all motions tending to perfect 
the section will be disposed of before the question can be taken on the 
motion of the Senator from Kansas to strike out. 

Mr. BAYARD. Then, Mr. President, I think perhaps both these 
propositions can be intelligently discussed together. 

Mr. CONGER. Ifthe tor will allow me, I rose to withdraw my 
motion, being in favor of the other proposition, if after inquiring of 
the Chair I shanks learn that it will be in order to offer my amend- 
ment in case this motion fails. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Of course the motion of the Senator 
from Michigan would be in order after a motion to strike out simply 
should be put and lost. 

Mr. CONGER. Then, if the Senator from Delaware will allow me, 
I will withdraw the amendment I offered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion to amend made by the 
Senator from Michigan is withdrawn. e question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr. BAYARD. That motion is to strike out section 9 of the bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis. 

Mr. BAYARD. Iwishto be heardon that question. Ido not think 
in the course of this discussion any proposition has been made or will 
be that will show the necessity for such a bill as this as much as the 
motion of the Senator from Kansas and the argument made in support 
of it. What does this section provide? 

That if in any case it shall so happen that the lands decreed to any claimant 
Sone wc the provisions of this act shall have been sold or granted by the United 

Why, Mr. President, if the United States have made great errors in 
their grants heretofore, if they have given men principalities of land in 
these Territories not knowing what they were granting and giving, this 
bill is intended to put an end to such occurrences. How comes it that 
the Congress of the United States have confirmed ts amounting to 
nearly two million acres in one case to a single claimant? Simply be- 
eause there was no machinery of law provided for testing the amount 
of land granted, much less the title. The whole system of the Cali- 
fornia commission, as I showed the other day by citing the decision of 
the Supreme Court of the United States, has been to ‘* make confusion 
worse confounded ’’ in respect of the whole of this territory so rapidly 
growing into value andimportance. Thisis the first time that the Con- 
gress of the United States have taken the right step for the adjudica- 
tion of questions of law and of fact connected with this important Ter- 
ritory. They have satisfied themselves heretofore with allowing a mere 
officer of inquiry, a surveyor-general, to call before him the best testi- 
mony he could get orthat which he thought or believed or said was the 
best he could get to ascertain almost fabulous tracts of lands, and then 
upon his report to confirm them by a vote of the Senate which, as we 
see in regard to this preseut bill, has scarcely contained the half part of 
a quorum at any period during the discussion except perhaps when a 
vote was to be had. 

Now it is proposed to take regular, orderly, fair, judicial proceeding 
for the purpose of ascertaining the rights of any claimant, great or 
small, and giving him the rights that any citizen of the United States 
could have for the purpose of ascertaining his rights of property under 
this treaty with Mexico; and it carefully provides that if these mis- 
takes have been made, and we know they have been made, he shall 
have a remedy. I read the other day froma case in the Supreme Court 
the statement by the court that owing to the loose system of descrip- 
tion in the Mexican disefios and what passed by the name of maps 
drawn by rude herdsmen they had been compelled to follow maps, to 
follow the description, to follow the judgmentof the commission which 
had become final for want of an appeal, and to adjudge the same land and 
the same title to three different parties, knowing the fact that it was a 
three-headed judgment granted under the lawsof the country and which 
this bill is intended hereafter to prevent, but which the Senator from 
Kansas would, it seems, object to its preventing. 


When the United States shall have by its law, followed and obeyed 
by its citizen, given his land to another, and by judgment of their own 
courts show that he was entitled to so many acres of land, can it be 
that there is to be no relief; that having by reason of the imperfection 
of the machinery of its own to ascertain justice given the land of A to 
B, admitting that it was the land of A, there is to be no remedy, and 
that B is not to be compensated by the Government whose laws he has 
obeyed and whose instructions he has followed for the lands whereof 
he has been evicted by the action of the Government itself? Is he to 
have no relief? Justice, equity, decency, respect for the opinion of 
mankind, call for a remedy in such a case as that, and that is precisely 
the remedy which the ninth section provides, that as the mistakes grow- 
ing out of these imperfect descriptions, these illimitable boundaries, 
these vague outlines, shall have worked injustice, there shall be, so far 
as the Government may carefully do, an equivalent provided. If the 
land of one man has, under color of a judgment of a court or of any tri- 
bunal provided by the law, been taken from him, an equivalent shall 
be supplied from the national domain by language carefully guarded. 

Why, Mr. President, it is not peculiar to this case with Mexico more 
than to every acquisition. The treaty with France that gave us Lou- 
isiana, the treaty with Spain that gave us Florida, every such treaty 
provides that where owing to irregular mismeasurements and vague- 
ness of description a man has failed to receive that which the courts and 
the law have awarded him he shall have an equivalent given to him 
for that of which he has been inadvertently and unjustly deprived. 
This section provides that common act of justice. This law will go far . 
to make such acts of injustice in the future difficult, if not impossible; 
and if in the vague definition of boundaries over these rude and half- 
civilized countries mistakes as to lines of survey and boundary should 
exist, the man who fairly followed the law and accepted its judgment 
and decree shall not lose the valye of his property, although he may lose 
the property itself. It can not be given to two, and where one isin by 
the judgment of the law of the land andsthe other is yet entitled to an 
equivalent, he shall have it in the shape provided for by this section. 

Now, what is the section? It is a section carefully guarded to pro- 
vide against results which have heretofore come from giving equivalents 
too loosely. I have heard in the Chamber here the case of the heirs of 
Thomas B. Valentine cited as one under which great oppression to the 
community was worked, In April, 1872, an act forthe relief of Thomas 
B. Valentine was passed, by which that party or his heirs was permitted 
to take an appeal from the final decision and decree of the circuit court 
to the Supreme Court of the United States: 

And a decree under the provisions of this act, in favor of said claim, shall not 
affect any adverse right or title tothe lands described in said decree; but in lieu 
thereof, the claimant, or his legal representatives, may select, and shall be al- 
lowed, patents for an equal quantity of the unoccupied and unappropriated 
public lands of the United States, not mineral, and in tracts not lessthan the sub- 
divisions provided forin the United States land laws, and, if unsurveyed when 
taken, to conform, when surveyed, to the general system of United States land 
surveys; and the Commissioner of the General Land Office, under the direction 
of the Secretary of the Interior,shall be authorized to issue scrip, in legal sub- 


divisions, to the said Valentine, or his legal representatives, in accordance with 
the provisions of this act. 


I understand that under that language and the condition of our gen- 
eral land laws what is termed a general float in the shape of land scrip 
was granted to this party, and he or his assigns located their patents 
upon any land unoccupied and unappropriated, and the consequence 
was that this scrip, as I understand, was taken around and became a 
source of black-mailing upon people in possession all over the country. 
With such an actas the Valentine act before us and the consequences of 
that act of which the committee had been informed, the unexpected 
uses or rather abuses which had taken place under it, the committee 
sought carefully to prevent the recurrence of any such thing. There- 
fore they said that when any claimant should find that the land de- 
creed to him had been sold or granted theretofore by the United States, 
he should apply to the Commissioner of the General Land Office, and 
upon filing a release to the Government of the right and title to the 
lands so sold or granted to the United States, should receive ‘‘scrip for 
an equal amount of acres so released, in quantities not exceeding six 
hundred and forty acres each, which scrip shall be assignable in such 
form as may be prescribed by said Secretary, and shall be receivable, 
acre for acre, in payment for any public lands ’’—not generally—‘‘in 
either of said Territories or States respectively that may be subject to 
private entry at the minimum price.” 

What lands are subject to private entry? Only those that have been 
offered for sale publicly by the Executive and withdrawn. Those, and 
those alone, are the subject of private entry. Here, then, is a carefully 
guarded provision for a rightful claimant, adjudged to be a rightful 
claimant by law and after due hearing, to receive an equivalent at the 
rate stated, acre for acre, of the lands subject to private entry at the 
minimum price. 

I am glad the amendment of the Senator ftom Michigan was with- 
drawn, because I think upon reflection he will see that as the land so 
to be entered by private entry must be within these Territories and the 
two States mentioned there is a restriction which makes it additionally 
safe to pass the bill. But as to the proposition that when the Govern- 
judged its citizen to bea just claimant 
l therefore have sold and parted with 


ment by its own tribunal has 
upon it for a body of land, its 
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cand granted away that land, there shall not be a compensation, it would 
be a defect in morality, a defect in justice that no law of the United 
‘States relating to this subject has ever before failed in to my knowl- 


hope, Mr. President, that the amendment of the Senator from Kan- 

‘sas may be rejected. 
Mr. MAXEY. Mr. President, I do not intend to discuss this bill 
farther than to endeavor, if I can, to be relieved of a difficulty I have 
* in my mind in regard to the seventh subdivision of section 12. The 
general purpose of the bill is unquestionably right. It is to prevent 
great frauds in the segregation of the public domain under claims by 
claimants securing a larger amount than the claims call for. That is 
the general object; but if the Senator will notice the seventh subdfvision, 

‘it says: 

Seventh. No confirmation shall in any case be made or  eyyroed issued for a 
greater quantity than eleven square leagues of land to or in the right of any 
one original grantee or claimant, or in the right of any one original grant to 


two or more persons jointly, nor fora ee qon tay ian was authorized by 
‘the respective laws of S; or Mexico applicable to claim. ° 


It will be seen, therefore, that it makes no difference what may be 
the equity of a party in possession, he can not under any state of case 
t more than eleven leagues. Suppose, for example, that a citizen of 
Spain or of Mexico files his petition in due form of law, asking for 
eleven leagues, setting forth his condition, the number of his family, 
-and his occupation, as required by their laws, accompanied by two as- 
sisting witnesses, and a survey-is ordered, and the survey is actually 
» made, and he is placed in the actual possession of his land by virtue of 
that survey. It then becomes the duty of the governor to send out a 
commissioner to issue the final concession or grant. That is done in 
the form of two papers, which are duplicates of each other, one the pro- 
tocol which is filed in the land office to evidence the fact that that 
dand has been ted from the public domain, the other the testi- 
monio we give to the party as the evidence of his title. That is his 
grant, and this is done before a notary public in the presence of the 
commissioner and assisting witnesses. 

Now, suppose all that has been done, suppose the man has filed his 
‘petition, has been put in the actual possession, the survey has been act- 
ually made, and for some cause the governor has failed to send a com- 
missioner to issue the final concession or grant. That man, according 
to this bill, may have been in possession, he and his heirs, for one hun- 
-dred years, actually claiming to the out-boundary, and there may not 
be any fraudulent excess or an excess so great as to presume fraud, but 
an actual excess such as is common in all the great grants made in 
that Spanish country. Suppose that on the eleven-league grant there 
is an excess of 10 per cent. and he and those claiming under him have 
had that land for years, as many of them have for two hundred years— 
if there is an excess under this bill, that excess, although the Govern- 
ment of Mexico when the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo was made, ex- 
cept the naked, legal title, had no equity whatever, and all the equities 
are in the claimant—yet because the protocol and the testimonio have 
not been issued the party is deprived of all that surplus, whatever it 
may be, over and above the eleven leagues. I think that would be 
more than has ever been done in any country where the same system 
-of surveying has been practiced as in Mexico. 

Take the State of Texas, for example, where we had forty-six hun- 
dred and sixty acre grants. There are few of them that have not an 
excess. Patents have been issued for that land, and the excess often 
appears as high as 10, 15, and 20 per cent. There was no fraud about 
it. The land was less valuable at the time those surveys were made 
than anything else. The State has never yet claimed or pretended to 
set aside the excess, although the State may, where there is an impor- 
tant excess, through its proper district attorney file a petition to have 
it set aside on the ground of fraud. 

While I agree with the general proposition of this bill and believe it 
to be right, there ought to be a guard for those who have been in the 
possession of their land where the failure of the final formalities has 
been without their fault, where the final papers had not been issued, 
and where the excess is but a fair and reasonable excess according to 
the theory of surveying at that time. I believe there ought to be in 
this bill some provision made to keep those parties who are honestly 
there in the possession of their land without having part of it taken 
from them. It does not strike me that that would be right. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I do not differ at all with the purpose 
the committee had in view in reporting this bill, nor do I design by 
this amendment to be understood as saying that if anybody has had 
actually taken from him by the authority of the Government of the 
United States any of the lands granted to him by the Government of 
Mexico he should not have indemnity. What I do say is that it is un- 
wise to place the power of fixing this indemnity in the hands of a 
court; that it should be reserved to Congress to deal with the question 
hereafter when all the facts can be laid before it. 

Mr. President, it would be possible—I do not say it would be proba- 
ble—to make a location of a grant by collusion in such a way as to cover 
lands granted by the United States heretofore, and obtain by that act 
scrip greatly more valuable than the land covered by the grant. Lap- 
peal now to that which every one on this floor who has had to deal with 
these questions heretofore knows, and that is that every single act grant- 


ing scrip, whether upon the authority of the Supreme Court or the au- 
thority of Congress, has resulted finally in frauds upon the public. 

Either this scrip is good for something or it is good for nothing. If 
it is good for nothing, then where is the measure of justice which the 
Senator from Delaware proposes? I say that I do not believe there is 
an acre of offered land within the Territories covered by this bill, and 
if that be true, then these people would take nothing by their serip. 
What would result? The obligation of the United States would be 
outstanding in behalf of these people, who would then appeal and justly 
to Congress to legislate in such a way as to give that serip value, and 
thus we should be confronted with the final determination of that ques- 
tion in these Halls. 

This question of whether the party shall have indemnity for lands 
taken out of his grant or not is also 2 question that ought to be left to 
be settled after the facts are all known, If the Government shall 
award to the grantee of Mexico lands covered by patents on the part 
of the Federal Government, then the question as to which shall pre- 
vail will be a question which Congress will decide and which should 
not be settled. by the courts, because in this case there is no method of 
determining whether the grant obtained by the United States was ob- 
tained by fraud or not. It may have been collusive, and yet it is pro- 
tected by this bill, the only limitation being that the land shall have 
been sold or granted by the United States; and as I said we are enter- 
ing on dangerous ground here, we are opening this adjudication to the 
greatest possible inducement that can exist to get up collusive loca- 
tions of grants in order that they may be compensated by scrip which 
will be located upon publie lands of the United States largely greater 
in value than the land claimed under the grant from Mexico. 

For that reason I think this section should be stricken out, that if 
we are to do justice to these people we at least ought to do it by a pro- 
vision which will not do injustice to the Government of the United 
States and will not encourage fraud. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I desire to say that no obligation of 
the Government which will be created by this bill will be greater than 
the obligation that now rests upon the Government, an obligation aris- 
ing under a treaty between two sovereign powers, an obligation upon 
the part of the United States to confirm to all the claimants under 
these Spanish and Mexican grants their claims as and when they may 
be established in a manner provided by law. 

In regard to claims which were perfected claims, to which the claim- 
ants had a legal title under the laws of Spain or Mexico, the United 
States could not have granted away the title; the title was beyond the 
power ofthe United States togrant. In regard to these imperfect claims, 
the legal title to which passed to the United States under the treaty of 
cession, the United States might dispose of the legal title in spite of the 
equities of the private claimants, and may haye done so. All that this 
bill undertakes to provide in that respect is that in case it shall be 
found when any of these claims shall be presented to the tribunals 
provided by this bill that the United States has granted away the legal 
title to any portion ofany claims which may be established under all the 
safeguards provided by this bill, serip shall be issued to the claimants 
in lieu of the land so granted, which scrip may be’ located on land sub- 
ject to private entry. 

I took occasion to say heregpfore that there was no ground for the 
fears which have been expressed in regard to the practical operation of 
this section. As I then stated, no lands are subject to private entry 
except those which have been offered at public sale. It has not been 
the policy of the United States for the last quarter of a century to offer 
land at public sale, and the lands which are now subject to private 
entry are inconsiderable tracts, isolated from each other, scattered around 
over the States and Territories of the United States. Any scrip that 
may be issued under section 9 of this bill can never have a value to 
exceed a dollar and a quarter an acre. Why? Because any citizen of 
the United States may go to-morrow or as soon as the necessary steps 
can be taken and buy every acre of land subject to private entry in 
the United States at a dollar and a quarter an acre. 

There are three classes of lands in the United States subject to entry 
under the general laws, lands subject to private entry, lands subject to 
entry under the pre-emption, homestead, and other general land laws of 
the United States, the minimum price of which is a dollar and a quarter 
an acre, and lands the minimum price of which is two dollars and a 
half an acre. The firstare offered lands, known as lands subject to pri- 
vate entry; the second are the great body of public lands of the United 
States subject to entry under the land laws of the United States; and 
the last clåss are lands which lie within the limits of railroad grants, 
the price of which was increased when the odd sections were withdrawn 
from sale. 

I consider this provision very inadequate compensation to those claim- 
ants who may have lost their land because the United States has granted 
it to others notwithstanding their equitable right. It is so inadequate, 
that in my judgment these claimants would never accept it if they 
had any other alternative. Congress, however, fas never offered any 
other compensation for those lands which have been granted away, 
and the probability is that, inasmuch as they can not sue the United 
States under any existing law, and no other remedy is provided for 
them, they will accept this provision offered to them, and will take 
this serip to be located on land subject to private entry. In as far aa 
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concerns restricting these entries to lands subject to private entry within 
each State and Territory in which the lands are situated for which the 
scrip is issued, I would strike out that reference to the States and Ter- 
ritories and give the holders of the scrip an opportunity to locate itany- 
where where that class of lands can be found within the United States. 
As I said before, the scrip can never be worth more than a dollar anda 
quarter an acre, because every acre of that class of land can be entered 
at any time by any citizen in any quantity at a dollar and a quarter 
an acre: I hope, therefore, the motion will not prevail. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GARLAND in the chair), The 
question is on the amendmentof the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr. CALL. I merely wish to say in reply to what has fallen from 
the Senator from Oregon that within my knowledge scrip has been held 
for the purpose of being located on valuable military reservations which 
have been turned over to the Government, and lands worth hundreds of 
dollars an acre, and in some cases as much as a thousand dollars an acre, 
have been taken up under the Valentine scrip, and it is systematically 
heldin that way for the purpose of appropriating valuable reservations 
of the Government which come into the market before the fact is known 
that they.are subject to disposition by the Interior Department. I 
think it is a very valuable privilege. 

Mr. DOLPH. I supposed that that matter was thoroughly under- 
stood. Valentine scrip is a very different kind of scrip. Valentine 
scrip may be laid on land subject to entry under the laws of the United 
States, on any land subject to entry under the provisions of the general 
land laws of the United States, and the value of that scrip arises from 
the fact that if a man wishes to enter a quarter-section of land, and does 
not wish to live upon it or cultivate it or comply with the other pro- 
visions of the general land laws of the United States, he may take some 
of this scrip and locate it on the land and secure his title at once with- 
out wating for the necessary time to intervene which is required in se- 
curing title to lands under the general land laws, and that whether he 
is qualified as a settler to take a claim under the laws of the United 
States ornot. But the scrip contemplated by this bill is not like the 
Valentine scrip. It can be located under the provisions of the bill only 
on a certain class of lands, offered lands, lands subject to private entry, 
lands of which the Senator could buy every acre of the United States 
at a dollar and a quarter an acre, and can buy it at that price until the 
laws of the United States in that regard are changed. Therefore the 


fears which have been expressed in regard to the eperation of this bill’ 


and the value of the scrip are groundless, because this. scrip can never 
have a value greater than the price of the lands as they are now held 
by the United States. 

It was suggested also that a great evil had grown out of the issue of 
this Valentine scrip, that it might be laid upon claims where other 
parties had valid rights. I undertake to say that there never was any 
scrip issued by the United States that could be located upon land where 
another person had a vested valid right, where the other parties had 
duly filed upon the lands under any existing law of the United States. 
That is a mistake. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on theamendmentof 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PL , to strike out the ninth section 
of the bill. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CONGER. Now I renew the amendment which I withdrew. 
I move to amend the bill, in line 17 of section 9, by inserting after the 
word ‘respectively ’’ the words “in which each claim shall exist.” 
The remarks of the Senator from Delaware, saying that thatisnow the 
meaning of the bill, make it proper to remove any doubt there may be 
about it by expressly confining the location to each Territory or each 
State in which the claim itself exists. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. CONGER called for the yeas and nays; and they were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the senior 
Senator from [Mr. Brown]. 

Mr. SAWYER (when his name was called). I am paired for the day 
with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN]. If he were here, 
I should vote ‘‘ yea.”’ z 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr.CALL. I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr. JONES, of 
Florida] is detained from the Senate by illness. 

The result was announced—yeas 8, nays 37; as follows: 


YEAS—8. 
Conger Hawley, Nitchell, Plumb, 
i n, Lap’ + Platt, Vest. 
NAYS—37. 
Allison, Dawes, Hoar, Morrill, 
Bayard, Dolph, Ingalls, Pendleton, 
Beck, Edmunds, Jackson, Pike, 
Bowen, Fair, Jones of Nevada, Pugh, 
Came f Wis., Perina > Sewell, 
eron o; rge, well, 
C 1, Gorman, MeAfillan, Wilson. 
ke. Hale, Manderson, 
Colquitt, Hampton, Miller of N. Ni, 
Callom, S, Morgan, 


ABSENT—31. 

Aldrich €, Mahone, Sherman, 
Anthony, Gi ğ Maxey, Slater, 

lair, Groome, Miller of Cal Vance 
Brown, Hil, Palmer, Van Wyck, 
Call, Jonas, Riddleberger, Voor! i 
Camden, Jones of Florida, Sabia, Walker, 
Cameron ot Pa., Kenna, Saulsbury, Williams. 
Farley, ‘McPherson, Sawyer, 

So the amendment was rejected. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Honse had passed a joint resolution (H. Res. 
24) authorizing the printing of 2,500 extra copies of the report of the 
health officer of the District of Columbia ; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. 

5 EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move'that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask the gentleman to withdraw that motion until 
the next amendment may be stated, which I offered as a substitute for 
the bill under consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa moves that. 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Themotion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consider- 
ation of executive business. After five minutes spent in executive ses- 
sion the doors were reopened, and (at 4o’clock and 35 minutes p. m. ) the 
Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, February 5, 1884. 


The House met at 120’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. JOHN 
S. LINDSAY, D. D. 

The Clerk began the reading of the Journal, when 

Mr. BELFORD said: I ask unanimous consent that the reading of 
so much of the Journal of the proceedings of yesterday as relates to the 
introduction and reference of bills and joint resolutions be dispensed 
with. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The remainder of the Journal was then read, and as read it was a) - 
proved. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Kasson, for three days, on account of a public engagement in. 
Brooklyn; and 

To Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania, for one week, to attend to press- 
ing business. : 
MUTILATED AND LIGHT-WEIGHT COIN. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, inclosing a letter from B. G. Underwood, with petition of 
officers of banks and bankers, asking for relief in the matter of muti- ` 
lated and light-weight gold and silver coin; also transmitting a report 
of the Treasurer of the United States, dated January 11, 1884, and of 
the Director of the Mint, dated January 24, 1884, to whom had been re- 
ferred for remark the letter and petition mentioned; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and ordered 
to be printed. 

DISTRIBUTION OF CHEROKEE FUND. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Interior, transmitting report of Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
in relation to the action of the Cherokee national authorities in the dis- 
tribution of $300,000 appropriated in the sundry civil act of March 3, 
1883, to be paid into the treasury of the Cherokee Nation out of the fund 
under appraisement for Cherokee lands west of the Arkansas River; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs,.and ordered to 
be printed. 

MILITIA FORCES OF THE UNITED STATES. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting an abstract of the militia forces of the United 
States; which was referred to the Committee on the Militia, and ordered 
to be printed. 

REPORTERS FOR COMMITTEES. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iask unanimous consent to submit for considera- 
tion at this time the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, after which the Chair 
will submit to the House the request for its present consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the reco of er i pa of committees of this House be, 

and they are hereby, declared vacant; and hereafter, upon the request of a com- 

mittee, the Speaker shall oplo a reporter or reporters to report such proceed- 

ings as the committee may deem necessary, ata compensation to be fixed by the 

x near on Accounts, wiles shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the 
ouse. 


Mr. BELFORD. 


I rise to a point of order. 


It is utterly impossible 


TX 
FN ia 
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for us here who occupy seats in the rear of the Hall to understand what 
is going on. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the justice of the complaint 
of the gentleman, and appeals to members on the floor and in the rear 
of the seats to cease conversation and preserve order, so that public busi- 
ness may be intelligently transacted. The Chair thinksa great part of 
the confusion is occasioned by conversation in the rear of the seats, 
which prevents gentlemen on the back seats from hearing what trans- 
pires. [After a pause.] Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the resolution which has just been read ? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I think it had better go to a com- 
mittee. 

Mr. CALKINS. Isit proposed to consider the resolution now ? 

The SPEAKER. That is the request of the gentleman. 

Mr. CALKINS. I think it had better go to a committee. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Then I ask that the resolution be referred to the 
Committee on Accounts. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Isit not a privileged report from the Committee on 
Accounts? ; 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman did not offer it as a privileged re- 
port, and therefore the Chair was not called on to rule on that point. 
It will go to the Committee on Accounts if there be no objection, and 
if reported back by that committee will then be privileged. 

The resolution wasaccordingly referred to the Committee on Accounts. 


TARIFF ON FOREIGN WORKS OF ART. 


Mr. BELMONT, by unanimous consent, submitted the following 
resolution; which was read, considered, and adopted: 


That the President be, and he is hereby, requested, if in his opinion 
it be not incompatible with the public interest, to communicate to this House 
the correspondence concerning the representations made to this Governmentin 
relation to the existing tariff discriminations against the works of foreign art- 
ists, together with such other information on the subject as may be of record in 
the Department of State. 


Mr. BELMONT moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


FLORIDA SPANISH CLAIMS. 


Mr. BISBEE. I ask unanimous consent to submit a resolution of 
inguiry for present consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas by the ninth article of the treaty with Spain, under which the terri- 
tory of Florida was acquired, the United States stipulated and agreed as follows, 
towit: “To cause satisfaction to be made for the injuries, if any, which by proc- 
ess of law shall be established to have been suffered by the Spanish officersand 
wastes oe inhabitants by the late operations of the American army in 

o: 7” an 

Whereas afterward, under an act of Congress entitled “An act to carry into 
effect the ninth article of the treaty concluded between the United States and Spain 
the 22d day of February, 1819,” and in compliance with the authority conferred 
said act, the judges of the supreme courts at Saint Augustine and Pensacola, 
; received and adjusted the claims presented to them for said eee 
in all cases decided 4 said ju in favor of the said claimants, the decisions, 
together with thee ce on which they were founded, were, as required by the 
act of Congress, reported tothe Secretary of the Treasury, who was by said 
act authorized to pay the amounts so reported due upon being satisfied that the 
same were just and equitable and within the provisions of the said treaty; and 
. Whereas in such decisions and reports so as aforesaid made to the Secretary 
of the Treasury the amount found due each claimant on account of injuries to 
his property was stated, and also the amount due on account of interest accrued 
from the date of the injury to the date of said decision and report was sepa- 
rately stated; and 

Whereas it is alleged by the several claimants that the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury has declined to pay any of the said several amounts or sums of money re- 
ported due by the said judges on account of interest accrued as aforesaid; and 

Whereas it is and claimed by the said claimants that it wasand is the 
duty of the Secretary of the Treasury, under the said act of Congress to 
execute the ninth section of said treaty, to to them the said several sums of 
money found to be due them by the said judges, including all sums of money 
rany aas on sa E EA yeed as wel bey yeni sums as were found due 

h ueo perty injured or destroyed : erefore, x 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the searah be, and is hereby, requested to 
report to this House the te amounts found and reported to be due the 
said claimants by the said judges, stating separately the amounts found due as 
principal and the amounts found due on account of interest. Also to report to 
the House the aggregate amount that has been paid on account of said claims, 
and the amount claimed to be due by the said claimants on account of interest 
as aforesaid, as shown by the decisions, judgments, and reports of the said 

udges to the PATA the Treasury, and the reasons, if any, under existing 
arf why the said for interest reported due by said judges ean not be 
paid. 


Mr. BLANCHARD. _I object to the present consideration of the res- 
olution. I think it had better go to a committee. 

Mr. BISBEE. I ask the gentleman to withdraw the objection. If 
he would hear an explanation for a moment, I amsure he would do so. 

TheSPEAKER. Isthegentleman from Louisiana [ Mr. BLANCHARD] 
willing to withhold the objection while a brief explanation is made? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Florida [Mr. BISBEE] can 
make his explanation, subject to the right of objection. 

Mr, BISBEE. Theonly object oftheresolution—— [Criesof “* Reg- 
ular order !’’] 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 


Mr. BISBEE. Then Task thatthe resolution be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 
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There being no objection, the resolution was introduced, and referred 
to the Committee on Fereign Affairs. f: 
MESSAGE FROM THE SÊNATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, itsSecretary, announced 
that the Senate had without amendment the joint resolution 
(H. Res. 116) fixing the time when the pay of certain clerks to commit- 
tees and other employés of the House of Representatives shall begin. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills and a 
joint resolution of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the 
House was requested: 

A bill (S. 74) to enable the State of Colorado to take lands in lieu of 
the sixteenth and thifty-sixth sections found to be mineral lands, and 
to secure to the State of Colorado the benefit of the act of July 2, 1862, 
entitled ‘‘An act donating public lands to the several States and Ter- 
ritories which may provide collezes for the benefit of agriculture and 
the mechanic arts;”’ 

A bill (S. 379) for the reliefof Mrs. J. P. Williams; 

A bill (S. 380) for the relief of James Bridger or his legal represent- 
atives; 

A bill (S. 431) for the relief of Sallie A. Spence; 

A bill (8. 537) for the relief of J. A. Henry and others; 

A bill (S. 677) for the relief of the estates of James Vance and Will- 
iam Vance; f 

A bill (S. 975) for the relief of T. J. Boyles, administrator of the es- 
tate of Marcus Radich, deceased; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 21) for the relief of the Kansas City, Fort 
Scott and Gulf Railroad Company. 
` ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Several Mempins. Regular order +- 

Mr. WELLER. Iask the gentleman demanding the regular order 
to give way for a moment—— 

The SPEAKER, The regular order has been demanded by several 
gentlemen. 

Mr. WELLER. Then I ask unanimous consent —— 

The SPEAKER. That can not be done when the regalar order is 
insisted upon. The regular order is demanded for the purpose of put- 
ting an end to these requests for unanimous consent. 


IMPROVEMENT OF HOT SPRINGS RESERVATION, ARKANSAS. 


Mr. YOUNG. Irise to submit a privileged report from the Commit- 
tee on Expenditures in the Interior Department. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committec on Expenditures in the Interior Department, having in charge, 
by order of the House, the investigation of the mannerin which the work on Hot 
Spi Creek, on the Government reservation at Hot Springs, in the State of 
Arkansas, is being conducted, and as to whether or not the money appropriated 
for its prosecution is being properly expended, and asto the general manage- 
meut of the Government property at that place, having further considered the 
matter, beg leave to report: 

That they are now of opinion thatan efficient and economical dischargevf that 
duty will require a subcommittee of their number to visit Hot Springs and make 
& personal inspection of the work and to examine such witnessesas may be able 
to testify in relation to any of the matters the committee is directed to investi- 


e. 
The committee find that they can arrive at no satisfactory conclusie.: without 
the testimony of many witnesses who reside at Hot Springs, and to bring them 
here would involve a much larger expense than we are willing to recommend. 
The committee therefore see no alternative but to send a subcommittee of 
their number to Hot Springs, as above indicated, or for a special committee to be 
Sopomnieg to take charge of the entire matter. 

We think the sum of $1,500 would be sufficient to meet all.the expense that 
need be incurred in pursuing either course indicated, The committee therefore 
recommend the adoption of the accompanying resolution : 

Be it resolved by the House of Representatives, That a subcommittee of five mem- 
bers from the Committee on Pxpenditures in the Interior Department be di- 
rected to proceed to the town of Hot Springs, in the State of Arkansas, and 
make such investigation in respect to the work now being done upon Hot 
Springs Creck, on the Government reservation at that place, and in respect to 
such other matters as they have been heretofore directed by resolution of the 
House to investigate, and to report the result thereof as early as practical; that 
for the purpose of paying the expenses thereof the sum of $1,500 be, and the same 
is hereby, appropriated out of the contingent fund of the House, the same to be 
expended by the Sergeant-at-Arms under the direction of the committee. 


The SPEAKER, The Chair does not understand that this is a priv- 
ileged report. 

Mr. YOUNG. The committee was directed to report at any time. 

* The SPEAKER. Then it is privileged. The question is upon the 
adoption of the resolution reported by the committee. D 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Is it in order to move to refer this re- 
port to the Committee on Accounts? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. > 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I think it had better go there and be 
considered in connection with other expenditures of similar character. 

The SPEAKER. The, gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. WHITE] 
moves to refer the report just read to the Committee on Accounts. 

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Speaker, I would have no objection to that action 
myself; but the work which we have been directed to investigate is now 
ata standstill. If it is delayed longer much damage may result to 
the interests of the Government. If the investigation is to be made at 
all it ought to be made at once. The delegation from the State of 
Arkansas are unanimous in their desire that this report and resolution 
~~ be adopted and the result of the investigation reported to the 

ouse. 
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Mr. THOMAS. I would like to ask the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. YounG] a question. Is not the work at Hot Springs being done 
according to plans and specifications which are before the committee; 
and has not the committee received reports from duly authorized Gov- 
ernment agents having charge of the work, so as to enable the com- 
mittee to see fully what is being done and what is needed to be done, 
without going to the expense of sending a Congressional committee to 
the ground to investigate? 

Mr. YOUNG. That is the very thing we are directed to ascertain, 
whether or not it is being done in accordance with the plans and spec- 
ifications and whether or not the money appropriated for that purpose 
is being properly expended. We have had before us the Assistant Sec- 
retary of the Interior, and he desires that the matter shall be inquired 
into, and I think it just to his Department that it should be done, 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. The sum recommended by this com- 
mittee for this trip to the Hot Springs, it seems to me, is not at all 
adequate when you take into consideration the amount which is required 
to defray the funeral expenses of members of Congress, as shown by the 
bills rendered to the Committee on Accounts. Itstrikes me, Mr. Speaker, 
there is a great difference in the recommendation of this committee be- 
forehand and the reports of the Committee on Accounts after these trips 
have been made. I merely throw this out as a suggestion. I believe 
it will result in nothing more than a junketing trip. And, sir, I do 
not believe that the American people are in the humor to encourage any- 
thing of this sort, and as one member of Congress upon this floor I enter 
my solemn protest against it. It will not result in any investigation 
which will amount to anything, while it will cost more than $1,500, 
as we well know, when we consider for a moment that it takes from 
three to eight thousand dollars to bury a deceased member of this House. 
The Committee on Accounts is well aware of this fact, and, as the Com- 
mittee on Accounts have already considered very carefully such sub- 
jects, I have thought it better to refer this matter to that committee, 
in order that they may report upon it and recommend how much ought 
to be expended for this junketing trip. 

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Speaker, it would be unjust to the committee I 
represent in submitting this report if I were to allow any insinuation 
such as the gentleman trom Kentucky has seen proper to indulge in to 
pass without notice. I do not think there are any membersof thiscom- 
mittee who propose a junketing trip at the expense of the House. If 
the gentleman has that idea of publiclegislation Iam quite sure it was 
not shared in by any member of the committee which recommended 
the making of this report. So far as I am concerned, and so far as they 
are concerned, and I am authorized to speak for all of them, none of us 
desire to go. ‘Tt isa matter in which we have no personal interest what- 
ever, and to meet my own views and my own business engagements I 
ought to remain here. It is simply a matter of duty to discharge ina 
Proper and becoming 

We have ‘had the mattet under advisement for more than a 
week; we haveexamined all the testimony to which we could get access 
in Washington city, and we have come to the conclusion, unanimously 
on the part of the whole committee, that we could not do justice to our- 
selves in presenting any report to this House on the testimony which we 
have already received. 

Mr. DUNN. Will the gentleman yield to ptt for a moment? 

Mr. YOUNG. I will yield to the gentleman from Arkansas for a 
question. 

Mr. DUNN. I desire simply to correct one statement made by the 
gentleman from Tennessee, and that is, that the delegation from Ar- 
kansas are unanimous in favor of this investigation. ‘While I have 
no reason to question the correctness of the conclusion of that commit- 
tee which recommended it, I wish to relieve myself of any responsibil- 
ity. I have not been consulted about it, I do not know anything about 
it, and I have no information on the subjéct on which to base an opin- 
ion as to whether this investigation should be made or not. I simply 
do not desire to be put on record as advising it; I do not question the 
correctness of its judgment. 


Mr. YOUNG. I made the statement on the authority of some of the po 


gentleman’s colleagues. I supposed every one had been consulted. It 
~is a matter of no consequence to me. The gentleman who represents 
that district desires it, and I learn from other members of the delegation 
they were all of thesame opinion. I now ask for the previous question. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Before the previous question is put I 
hope the gentleman will allow me to say that I have no objection toan 

investigation, not in the least, but I desire to say —— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Tennessee yield? 

Mr, YOUNG. I donot yield, but call for the previous question. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I wish to say a word in reply to what 
the gentleman has said. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee declines to yield. 

Mr. YOUNG. I have no objection to any explanation the gentleman 
desires to make in justice to himself. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I have no objection to the investigation 
if it will amount to anything, but I remember distinctly the position 
taken by your side of the House in the Forty-fourth Congress—— 

Mr. YOUNG. I do not yield for any such harangue as that. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I supposed the gentleman yielded. 


manner what we have been directed by the House | Cabell 


Mr. YOUNG. I thought the gentleman desired to make a personal. 
explanation. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Iam on the floor. 

Mr. YOUNG. But I do not yield for any such discussion. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 
floor in that way. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee says he yielded to- 
the gentleman from Kentucky to allow him to make a personal explana- 
tion, but not for an argument. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. The House in the Forty-fourth Con- 

controlled by that side of the House, proposed to save forty mill- 
ions of money by cutting down expenditures. Does this look like 
saving, when committees are sent out on junketing trips? 

Mr. YOUNG. That is not a personal explanation. Iinsistupon the- 
demand for the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the previous question. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 116, noes 2. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order being made that no quorum has. 
voted, the Chair will appoint tellers. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, and Mr. YounG were appointed tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 174, noes 5. 

So the previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The first question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky, to refer this report to the Committee on Accounts, 

The motion to reier was not agreed to. 

The question recurring on the adoption of the resolution, the House 
divided; and there were—ayes 92, noes 35. 

Mr. SKINNER, of North Carolina. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered—35 members voting in favor thereof. 

Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the resolution 
be again reported. 

The resolution was again read. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 104, nays 152, not 
voting 64; as follows: 


YEAS—104, 
Adams, G. E. Ermentrout, McAdoo, Russell, 
Anderson, Follett, McCoid, Seales, 
Arnot, Forney, MeMillin, Seney, 
Bagley, Fyan, Miller, J. F. Shelley, 
Beac! Glascock, Milliken, Springer, 
Belford, Graves, Mil Stewart, Charles. 
Belmont, Green, Morrill, Stockslager, 
Bland, i Greenleaf, Muldrow, Storm, 
Blount, Han Muller, Struble, 
Breckinridge, ‚W.H. Mutchler, Sumner, C, A. 
Broadhead, Henley, eece, Talbott, 
Brumm, Hewitt, A.S Nicholls, Thompson, 
Buckner, Hewitt, G. W. es, Throckmorton, 
Hoblitzell Paige, Tucker, 
Caldwell, Holman, Patton, ly, 
Calkins, Hopkins, Payne, Van Eaton 
Cassidy, Hunt, Peel, 8. W. Wellborn, 
Clardy, Jones, Bs W. Potter, Weller, 
Converse, Jones, J.H. Pusey, Wemple, 
Cook Jones, J. K. Reagan, Wilkins, 
Cox, 8.8. Jordan, Reese, Willis, 
Cutcheon, Kellogg, Ri Wilson, W.L. 
Davidson, King, Robertson, Winans, J John. 
Dibrell, Le Fevre, Rogers, J. 
Dorsheimer, Lewis, Rogers, W. F. Workinaton, 
Ellis, Lyman, Rowell Young. 
NAYS—152, 
Adams, J.J Eaton. Lanham, Shaw, 
Aiken, Eldredge, Lawrence, Skinner, C. R. 
Alexander, Ellwood Libbey, Skinner, T. G.. 
Atkinson, Evans, LN Long, Slocum 
Ballentine, Arana ts Lore, Smith, 
Barksdale, Evins, J. Lovering, Snyder, 
Barr, Ferrell. wry, Spooner 
Bayne, Fiedler. McComas, Spriggs, 
Bennett, Foran, MeCormick, Steele, 
Bis Geddes, McKinley, Stephenson, 
Blanchard, Goff, tson, Stevens, 
wen, Guenther, Maybury, Stewart, J. W. 
vie, Halsell, Millard, rait, 
Breitu Hammond, Mitchell, . Sumner, D. H. 
Brewer, F. B. Hanback, Morey, > Taylor, E. B 
Brown Hardeman, Moulton, Taylor, J. D. 
Brown, W.W. Hardy, Murray, Taylor, J. M 
Buchanan. Harmer, Nelson, homas, 
Burleigh, Hart Nutting, Tillman, 
Candler, Henderson, D. B. Ochiltree, Townshend 
Cannon, Henderson, o'li Turner, H 
Chace, e g O'Neill, Charles Turner, Oscar 
Clay, A Parker, Van Alstyne, 
Clements, Holton, Payson, Wadsworth, 
‘ Hooper, ierce, Wait, 
Collins, Horr, Peelle, 8. J. Wakefield 
Connolly, Houk, Perkins, Warner, Richards 
ve. Houseman, Peters, eaver, 
Cox, W. R. Hutchins, Pettibone, Whiting, 
Crisp, James, Poland, Williams, 
Culbertson, W. W. Jeffords, Pryor, Wilson, James 
Cullen, ones, J.T. Rankin, Winans, E.B, 
n. Kean, B Wise, J.S. 
Davis, G. R. Keifer, Robinson, J.S. Wolford, 
Davis, L. H. Kelley, ockwell, ‘ood, 
Dibble, Kleiner, rans, Woodward, 
Dowd, Laird, Ryan, Yaple, 
Duncan, Lamb, Seymour, ork. 


The gentleman can not take me off the- 
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er: ie TE Be Mr. CALKINS. Ishould like to hear the report read. 
rbour, : ngley, owey, rice, f, e$ g ‘ 
Bing hath, Darker: f ue eed Randall, The es sac informs the Chair there is no report 
Blackburn, Dunham, Johnson, Ranney, accompan e resolution. x 
Boutelle, Dunn, Kasson, Ray, G. W. Mr. CALKINS. Then I make the point of order. 
Brainerd, F Apa - Ketcham, need; The SPEAKER. Under the rules of the House the report can not 
mea Pinesty’ a ' RADIOON, W.E. be received unless there is a written report accompanying it. The 
Burnes, rnes, eer George, Miler, S.H. Singleton, Chair sustains the point of order. 
mp 'el T, ney, tone, Mr. MENTS, i . 
Campbell JM Maleh HLH. tai val oe bisa, Mr. CLEMENTS, I withdraw the report for the present 
Carleton, Ha Morrison, Vance, REPORT OF DISTRICT HEALTH OFFICER. 
Goian B; Beene, as aa Teir AS. Mr. SMITH. I desire to make a privileged report from the Com- 
Corti ins a eae Onell, A Wasbbara, ton iT Sone A am instructed to ap hete the is resolu- 
vis, eae Ps, ite, tion (H. Res. 24) with amendments, I ask the Clerk to read the report 
Deuster, Holmes, Post, White, Milo of the committee. 
So the resolution was not agreed to. The Clerk read as follows: 
The following pairs were announced: The Committee on Printing, to whom was referred joint resolution H. Res, 
Mr. HILL with Mr. DUNHAM. 24, submit the following report: 
Mr. Bupp with Mr. GEORGE, on all questions until further notice. That the resolution do pass with the following amendments: 


Strike out in line 6, aflerthe word *‘Senate,” the words “three hundred" and 
Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. ROBERTSON, of Kentucky, | insert the words "three hundred and fifty.” 


from February 5 to February 12, inclusive. And in line 7, after the word “and,” strike out the words “twenty-one hun- 


Mr. RICE with Mr. CAMPBELL, of New York, on all political ques- Oe eat: words “two thousand and fifty.” 


tions from and including January 30 to and including February 8. “That the Public Printer be, and he is hereby, authorized to print 2,500 extra 
Mr. MONEY with Mr. WADSWORTH, until further notice. poples of ae Aamu report of | thie health Moer of the Distzs zit o Columbia; 10 
forthe use of the Senate, for the use of the House of Representatives, an 
Pag rag naam aT New York, with Mr. Post, of Pennsylvania, until | 9750 forthe use of the said health officer of the District.” 
e pair 1s w1 wn on notice from both parties. The estimated cost of printing the additional copies of the report of the health 
Mr. WARNER, of one with Mr. KETCHAM, from February 1 until | officer of the district is $1,175. 
Wednesday, February 6. The report is an important one, and, with the amendments submitted, we re- 


£ = p 1 ., | commend the passage of the resolution. : 
A Poser Covixatos, as yc sennery Shenae The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amendments 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I am paired with my colleague, Mr. | ehorted by the committee. 

BLACKBURN; otherwise I should ve no.” The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Iam paired with the gentleman from Pennsyl- | The joint resolution as amended was ordered to be engrossed and 
vania [Mr. MILLER] on all political questions; but not regarding this | "624 a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
as a question of that character, I have voted. third time, and passed. : J A 

Mr. McMILLIN. Iam paired with Mr. Ray, of New York, on all |, Mt SMITH moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint reso- 
political questions; but not deeming this a political question, I have lution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 


voted. laid on the table. 
On motion of Mr. TOWNSHEND, by unanimous consent, thereading | The latter motion was agreed to. 
of the names was dispensed with. RENT OF BUILDINGS FOR FOLDING DEPARTMENT, ETC. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to make a report from the Committee on 
Mr. YOUNG, Task that the committee be discharged from the fur- | Appropriations. 
ther consideration of this subject. The SPEAKER. _Is it a privileged report? 
The SPEAKER. That can not be done now. ; Mr. HOLMAN. It is not strictly speaking a privileged report. But 
DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL, . | the resolution refers to a matter that concerns the interests of the House. 


Mr. BURNES. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the’Committee on | _TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks consent to make 
Appropriations to Sekort bask onae bill 3948 with ‘Sénate amend- | @ report from the Committee on Appropriations. He states that it is not 
ments, and recommend concurrence in said amendments, one with and a privileged report, but that it relates to a matter which it is of some 


the other without an amendment. EMD T ania should be immediately considered. The resolution will be 
The SPEAKER. The report will be read. font A “ret ; 
ae E oe OTI E “Tie lek ra EU pS O AEE AANE 
t the ution of the House adopted on the 21st o m- 
ants panenek A i pP pi i map AA tin referted House te ber, 1883, authorizing the expenditure, under the direction of the rkeeper, 
the fiscal = Liber Tune 30. 1S4. in rd $ of the sum of $1,420 to pay the rent of buildings to be pes for the Fol ing 
and to provide for the expense of the a regret é yen pa niar, AEC». perenne. of the House and for the transportation of public documents, be so 
of Ne Mexico, and for oiae Da E SANARI ri ge yin dl RE odified and construed as to autho the payment out of said sum of $1,420 the 
Senate thereto, haying considered the" prety ber mh dhe amend ó` report as follows : sum of $75 per month to a watchman employed at the buildings so occupied 
They recommend concurrence jn the. funendnient ‘of the Soie during the present session; and in addition to thesum named in said resolution 


Mimbèred:3,. 
there may be paid out of the contingent fund of the House the further sum of 
ee keraren eee in the amendment, , paupherss, hi with; An, AR, | $180 for expense incidental to the transportation of public documents during the 


“At the end of said amendment insert'the following? 1 0l to noitor ial Lamers 
‘ ‘Provided, That the whole sum appropriated by. td pasarap stall coke}, 'The SPEAKER. _Is there objection to the present consideration of 

ceed $20,000."" it hea sehools) savoli sdt ao honte of ‘the resolution? 
Mr. BURNES. Lask the adoption of the report. itang a4 ot beth Mrz BLOUNT. I wish to ask the gentleman from Indiana, will 


The SPEAKER. The question is is upon, ay tet ta the report of the | there not be occasion for watchmen after the close of the session? 
committee. Does the gentleman d desire a on Apon, the. amend, Mr.HHOLMAN. That can be provided for by the regular appropri- 
ments? ip, z | ation-bill for the next year. 

Mr. BURNES. No; 7 thé doth be't take on ay together. pipe it [The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 

The report was cadet AT ead ‘the resolution? 

Mr, BURNES i Tica the sof which ‘the 1epirt i was'|~' ‘There was no objection. 
adopted; and als tnoved thig t ë'motidn to reconsitter be’ laid ‘upon the’  'Thé*tesolution was adopted. E 
table. Perey Taye we o LATAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 

The latter ean Was agad tba! Von aio ORE Bee zal ase ae 7, and also moved that the motion toreconsider be laid on 

t betsin Toy à 
MINISTERS, ETC., ABSENT rrowt DUTY? vate abi t 


Mr. CLEMENTS." F ami inbtctieted by the Committéé on Foreign | ‘The’ akion wes agreed to, 
Affhirs thanake the privileged: tiporta Fènt tothe deskit 121 PRINTING OF DIGEST. 


The Clerk-read as follows: hasminoosT sldiiosi s dfw Mr, ROGERS, df New York. I desire to make a privileged report 


a aloe A A ues r aa a peng 
since gn Pene ainan the Hy here Pre th ah ath as oe hohe on a | The Comitittee on i Printing, to whom was referred the following resolution, 
gae M A EAE case. abacnee. i theamount | P Resolved, That there be printed and bound, under the direction of the Journal 

Mr, ÇALKINS._ I desire to ask: orate iis aan | Steet eee S cease ee oe ee a eee ee 


w here PA uy muni bureaus ”— 
oe} igh Aah hb Se whet nt, i in “the Ço ittee a a ‘had Baap yeu under ecnestereene: npea reposi that Mo aE 
; ti 
pa a N ria Wal AE e a erga E E aot We 


és òf the twò Ho and the beads tsand bureaus; thatsuch 
Mr. CALKINS. What is the report of the committee? gw Batbatis to icoonienai te ony prentice of the r aaia te erea 


Mr. CLEMENTS. The committee report back the. resolution with tava that havo hae tea ont isition of the 
the recommendation that it be adopted. Clerk. Poe ene oe een ene eee eee 


896 


FEBRUARY 5, 


Your committee are advised that the volume has been stereotyped, and that | rendered by the Court of Claims; which was placed on the House Cal- 


the cost of printing the number of Sapio ponet: bindin 
Your committee are of opinion that the additional copies pro t 

Paineis and accordingly report back the said resolution and recommend its 
option, 

Theresolution reported by the committee was adopted. 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Several members called for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the morning hour for the call 
of committees for reports. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. 
hour. 

Many MEMBERS. ‘‘Oh, no.” A 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour can only be dispensed with by 
a vote of two-thirds. 

The question being taken, the motion was not agreed to (two-thirds 
not voting in favor thereof). 

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION. 

Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled a joint resolu- 
tion of the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 116) fixing the time when the pay of cer- 
tain clerks to committees and other employés of the House of Repre- 
sentatives shall begin. 


I move to dispense with the morning 


THOMAS „B. SHANNON. 

Mr. McKINLEY, from the Committee on Ways and M: reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 332) for the relief 
of Thomas B. Shannon; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

SILAS Q. HOWE, 

Mr. RUSSELL, from the Committee on Ways and Means, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 329) for the re- 
lief of Silas Q. Howe, surviving partner of William G. Pate & Co.; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

COPYRIGHT TO FOREIGNERS. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R, 2418) granting copyrights to 
citizens of foreign countries; which was placed on the House Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ALABAMA CLAIMS COMMISSIONERS. 

Mr. TUCKER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
with amendments the bill (H. R. 1212) to extend the duration of the 
Court of Commissioners of Alabama Claims, and for other purposes; 
which was placed on the House Calendar, and, with the accompaying 
report, order®d to be printed. 

HENRY NEWMAN, 

Mr. TUCKER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, also reported, 
as a substitute for House bill 3345, a bill (H. R. 4678) to remove the 
pelitical disabilities of Henry Newman; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

SARAH E. WEBSTER. i' 

Mr. TUCKER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, also reported,’ 

as a substitute for House bill 1038, a bill (H. R. 4679) for the relief 


of Sarah E. Webster, administratrix of Isaac A. Verplank, deceased} |- 


which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committée of 


the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany~ 
Maen 


ing report, ordered to be printed. 
ELECTION OF POSTMASTERS, ETC. feats: 
Mr. BROADHEAD, from the Committee on the Judiciary; reported: 
adversely the joint resolution (H. Res. 51) proposing an-amendment, 


tiietsT : 


ara lp be | endar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed, 


REMOVAL OF CAUSES, ‘ETC. 

Mr. MOULTON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
with amendments the bill (H. R. 1578) to amend sections 1, 2, 3, and 
10 of ‘‘An act to determine the jurisdiction of the circuit courts of the 
United States, and to regulate the removal of causes from State courts, 
and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1875; which was placed on 
the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE POTOMAC AT ‘‘ THREE SISTERS,” 

Mr. REAGAN, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back the 
bill (H. R. 3810) to authorize the constructio. of a bridge across the 
Potomac River atthe Three Sisters, near Georgetown, D. C.; and moved 
that the committee be discharged from its further consideration, and 
that the same be referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to; and it was ordered accordingly. 


t ADAMS FLUME.” 

Mr. REAGAN, from the Committee on Commerce, also reported back 
the petition of M. J. Adams, inventor of Adams’s flume, for establishing 
a permanent channel in the Mississippi River, &c.; and moved that the 
committee be discharged from its further consideration, and that the 
same be referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule the change of reference of a peti- 
tion can be made through the petition-box by order of the committee 
to which it was referred. The change will be made in this case as in- 
dicated. 

SAINT JOHN’S RIVER, FLORIDA. 

Mr. REAGAN, from the Committee on Commerce, also reported ad- 
versely the bill (H. R. 152) to authorize the Secretary of the T 
to construct beacons and light-houses on the Saint John’s River, Florida; 
which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

CARLTON ISLAND 

Mr. REAGAN, from the Committee on Commerce, also reported ad- 
versely the bill (H. R. 1064) providing for the erection of alight-house on 
the head of Carlton Island, in Jefferson County; New York; which was 
laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


LIGHT-HOUSE ON LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN. 

Mr. REAGAN, from the Committee on Commerce, also reported ad- 
versely the bill (H. R. 2216) making an appropriation to erect a light- 
house at Mandeville, on Lake Pontchartrain. 

Mr. ELLIS. I ask that that bill be placed on the Calendar. 

The bill was accordingly referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed... . 

PORT OF ENTRY, ETC., NEWBURG, N. Y. 

Mr. GLASCOCK, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1026) to constitute 
Newburg, in the State of New York, a port of entry and delivery; 
which was' ordered to he placed on the House Calendar, and the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. 

“FORT RANDALL MILITARY RESERVATION. 
, Mr» MAGINNIS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
iback with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R, 1684) vacating 


‘all that portion of the Fort, Randall military reservation, in the Terri- 


tory of Dakota, lying east of the Missouri River; which was ordered 
to be placed on the House Calendar, and the accompanying report or- 
dered to be printed. Uo s57 1u a, 
pots" FORT RICE MILITARY RESERVATION. 

Mr. MAGINNIS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bil] (H. R. 1683) toabolish the 


_| military reservation of Fort Rice, in the Territory of Dakota, and author- 


izing the Secretary of the Interior to haye the lands embraced therein sur- 
veyed-and made subject to homestead and pre-emption entry and sale 
the same as other public lands; which was referred to the Committee 


to the Constitution providing for the election by the people of the sev- | .of the Whole House on the State of the Union, and the accompanying 
eral States of postmasters, revenue collectors, marshals, and United | report ordered to be printed... 


States district attorneys; which was laid on the table, and. the acgom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. ; 
CHAIRMEN OF SUBCOMMITTEES TO ADMINISTER OATHS., Mi if 
Mr. HAMMOND, from the Committee on the Judiciary,eported., 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4411) to, amend) 
section 101 of the Revised Statutes so as to allow the chairman of.a sub- 
committee of either House to administer oaths; which was placed upon 
the House Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to të printed: 
INTEREST ON JUDGMENTS OF COURT OF CHAIMSY o/h >! 


Mr. HAMMOND, from the Committee on the Judiciary, also reported - 


back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R! 4410) tocamend 


section 1090 of the Revised Statutes, relating to interest on judgments | to be printed.) ` ea 


HU aniy isasbso Joi 
1e} 


CA 


misur! » CAMP DOUGLAS MILITARY ‚RESERVATION: 

Mr. DIBRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R,,1782).to. authorize the 
Secretary of War torelinqnish and turn over. to the Interior Department 
certain parts of the Camp Douglas military reservation, in the Territory 
of Utah; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered-to be printed. 

HENRY MARCOTTE. $ 

Mr. DIBRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back” 

adversely the bill (H. R: 1201) for the relief of First Lieut. Henry Mar- 


‘eotte; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered.” 
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ORVILLE BUREE. 

Mr. DIBRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also reported 
back adversely the bill (H. R. 1196) for the relief of Orville Burke; 
which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to 
be printed. 

EDWARD BYRNE. 

Mr. LAIRD. from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
with amendments the bill (H. R. 75) for the relief of Edward Byrne; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

FORT SMITH MILITARY RESERVATION. 

Mr. HENLEY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported back 
with amendments the bill (H. R. 39) donating a part of the abandoned 
military reservation at Fort Smith, Arkansas, to the city of Fort Smith, 
for the use and benefit of the free public schools thereof, and for other 
p ; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, and the accompanying report ordered to be 


ted. 
ee ANDERSON. Idesire ission to file the views of a minority 
of the Committee on Public Lands upon the bill justreported. I have 
had no opportunity to write out a minority report, as the bill was not 
acted upon in the committee until this morning. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON] 
asks ission to present in writing the views of a minority of the 
committee on the bill just reported, to be printed with the report of the 

jority. If there be no objection leave will be granted. 
There was no objection. 
IRON MOUNTAIN RAILROAD. 

Mr. PAYSON, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 
back with amendments the bill (S. 353) to repeal section 1 of the act 
entitled ‘‘An act making a grant of lands in alternate sections to aid 
in the construction and extension of the Iron Mountain Railroad from 
Pilot Knob, in the State of Missouri, to Helena, in Arkansas,” ap- 
proved July 4, 1866, and for other purposes; which was ordered to be 
pe on the House Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to 

rinted. 
g CLAIMS FOR INDIAN SUPPLIES. 

Mr. STEVENS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported 
back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 842) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to ascertain the amounts due tocitizens of the United 
States for supplies furnished to the Sioux or Dakota Indians of Minne- 
sota subsequent to June, 1860, and prior to the massacre of August, 
1862, and providing for the payment thereof; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and, with the accompanying réport, ordered to be 

rinted. 
. Mr. STEVENS. The bill just reported is for the relief of private in- 
dividuals. Should it not go to the Private Calendar? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the bill is of a general character. 
It imposes certain duties on the Secretary of the Interior, and although 
it may result in an advantage to private individnals, it is general legis- 
lation. , 

MEXICAN POTTAWATOMIE INDIANS. : 

Mr. SKINNER, of North Carolina, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. 
R. 1741) to provide for tke final settlement with the Mexican Potta- 
watomie Indians of Kansas in accordance with certain treaty stipula- 
tions; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

SOUTHERN KANSAS RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported, as 
a substitute for H. R. 2030, a bill (H. R. 4680) to grant a right of 
way through the Indian Territory to the Southern Kansas Railway 
Company, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred tothe Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ELECTION OF TERRITORIAL OFFICERS. 

Mr. HARDEMAN, from the Committee on the Territories, reported 
back adversely the bill (H. R. 1666) to provide for the election of a 
governor and secretary of the Territory by the people of the several 
Territories; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, MACON, GA. 

Mr. YOUNG, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 162) for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at Macon, Ga.; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

UNITED STATES COURT-HOUSE, SPRINGFIELD, ILL. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 190) to authorize the 
purchase of additional grounds for the United States court-house and 


XV—i7 


post-office building at Springfield, I1l.; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Pnion, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, FORT SMITH, ARK. 

Mr. YOUNG, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 38) to provide for a building for 
the use of the Federal court, post-office, internal-revenue, and other civil 
offices, and a United States jail in the city of Fort Smith, Ark.; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JAMES MAHONEY. f 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back adversely the bill (H. R. 365) grantinga pension to James Maho- 
ney; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

CHARLOTTE M. COWARD. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back adversely the bill (H. R. 1920) for the relief of Charlotte M. Cow- 
ard; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

SOOTT CORNELL. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back adversely the bill (H. R. 2093) granting a pension to Scott Cor- 
nell; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. ` 
ELKANAH HUDDLESTON. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back adversely the bill (H. R. 563) for the relief of Elkanah Huddle- 
ston; and the same was referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

x LEMUEL J. BENNETT. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also rè- 
ported back the bill (H. R. 552) ting a pension to Lemuel J. Ben- 
nett; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report or- 
dered to be printed. F 

JOHN M. DORSEY AND WILLIAM F. SHEPARD. 

Mr. LORE, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favorably 
the bill (H. R. 948) for the relief of John M. Dorsey and William F. 
Shepard; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

: 0. L. COCHRAN. : 

Mr. TILLMAN, from the*Committee on Claims, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 1566) for the relief of O. L. Cochran, late post- 
master at Houston, Tex., reimbursing him for money erroneously col- 
lected from him by the Post-Office ent; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whele House on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ALEXANDER D. SCHENCK. i 

Mr. PRICE, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favorably 
the bill (H. R. 1266) for the relief of Alexander D. Schenck; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

YOST HARBAUGH, 

Mr. PRICE, from the Committee on Claims, also reported a bill (H. R. 
4681) for the relief of Yost Harbaugh; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

5 WILLIAM W. THOMAS. 

Mr. ELLWOOD, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with 
amendment the bill (H. R. 691) for the relief of William W. Thomas; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

J. V. DAVIS. 

Mr. ELLWOOD, from the Committee on Claims, also reported back 
adversely the bill (H. R. 1593) for the relief of J. V. Davis; which was 
laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

DES MOINES RAPIDS. 

Mr. DOCKERY, from the Committee on Claims, reported back ad- 
versely the bill (H. R, 465) for the relief of certain employés on the 
work for the improvement of the Des Moines Rapids of the Mississippi 
River; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report or- 
dered to be printed. i 

A. J. GUTHRIE, DECEASED. 


Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Claims, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 2154) for the benefit of the legal 
representatives of A. J. Guthrie, deceased; which was referred to the 
Committee ot the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JOHN F. SEVERANCE. 


Mr, VAN ALSTYNE, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
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favorably the bill. (H. R. 2268) for the relief of John F. Severance; 

which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 

vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
t MARY JANE VEAZIE. 

Mr. McMILLIN, from the Committee on Claims; reported back ad- 

versely the bill (H. R. 851) for the relief of the heirs of Mary Jane 

Veazie, deceased; and the same was referred to the Committee on War 


GENERAL WARD BURNETT. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, from the Committee on Pensions, 
reported a pill (H. R. 4682) for the relief of General Ward Burnett; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

PAY OF CERTAIN ARMY OFFICERS. 

Mr. GEDDES from, the Committee on War Claims, reported, as a 
substitute for the bill (H. R. 1497) for the relief of certain officers of the 
Army for services actually performed during the rebellion, a bill (H. 
R. 4683) to pay certain officers of the Army for services actually ren- 
dered during the late war; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

PAYMENT OF AWARDS, COURT OF CLAIMS. 

Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported, 
‘as a substitute for H. R. 1492, a bill (H. R. 4584) for the relief of cer- 
tain citizens of Marion County, Tennessee; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


ELIZABETH CARSON. 


Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported back 
the bill (S. 12) for the relief of Elizabeth Carson with an amendment 
in the nature of a substitute; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying re- 
port ordered to be printed, 

ADVERSE REPORT. 

Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported 
back with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 1347) for the re- 
lief of Capt. Nicholas J. Bagley. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be printed and the bill ordered to 
lie upon the table. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I move that the bill and report be printed and re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. a 

The SPEAKER. Without objection that order will be made. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. STORM. I ask consent to submit a minority report in that 
case. 

There was no objection. 

JOHN C. HERNDON. 

Mr. FERRELL, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
with favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2158) for the benefit of 
John C. Herndon; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
Honse on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

ROBERT TALLY. 

Mr. WELLER, from the Committee on War Claims, reported a bill 
(H. R. 4685) for the relief of Robert Tally; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. . 

ADVERSE REPORTS, 

Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported back with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 684) for 
the relief of Mrs. Eliza E. Hebert; which was ordered to be laid on 
the table, and the accompanying report printed. 

Mr. ELLIS. I ask that this bill be referred to the Private Calendar. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on War Claims, also 
reported back with an adverse recommendation the petition of Bishop 
E. Fitzgerald, of Little Rock, Ark.; which was ordered to be laid on 
the table and the accompanying report printed. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas, Let thatalso go to the Private Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection it will be so ordered. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

; FENDALL CARPENTER. 

Mr. JONES, of Wisconson, from the Committee on War Claims. also 
reported back a bill (H. R. 4686) for the relief of Fendall Carpenter; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

‘ JOSEPH R. SHANNON. 
Mr. ROGERS, of New York, from the Committee on War Claims, 
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reported back with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 2204) 
for the payment of the claim of Joseph R. Shannon; which was ordered 
to be laid on the table, and the accompanying report printed. 

Mr. ELLIS. I ask that this bill be referred to the Private Calendar. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

A. GATES LEE, 

Mr. ROWELL, from the Committee on War Claims, reported, as a 
substitute for House bill 640, a bill (H. R. 4687) for the relief of A. 
Gates Lee; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

BARRINGTON BEHYMER. : 

Mr. ROWELL, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported 
back with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 1265) for the re- 
lief of Barrington Behymet; which was ordered to be laid on the table 
and, with the accompanying report, to be printed. 

Mr. ROWELL. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MorEy] desires to 
have that placed upon the Calendar. I do not see him present. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the bill, with adverse recom- 
mendation, will be placed upon the Calendar. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. EVERHART, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
with an adverse recommendation the petition of Meshach i 
administrator of the estate of John K. Willburn; which was ordered to 
be laid on the table and the accompanying report printed. 

Mr. STORM, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back with 
an adverse recommendation a bill and petitions of the following titles; 
which were severally ordered to be laid on the table and reports printed: 

A bill (H. R. 1626) forthe relief of the legal representatives of Daniel 
Bedinger, deceased; 

Petition of Samuel Schiffer, for cotton taken under the act of March 
12, 1863; and 

Petition for the relief of James A. Richardson. 

WILLIAM CLIFT. 

Mr, STORM, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported a 
bill (H. R. 4688) for the relief of William Clift; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
abe Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. . 

ELIZA W. PATTERSON. 

Mr. ELDREDGE, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported a bill (H. R. 4689) for the relief of Eliza W. Patterson; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ELD E. The committee further ask to be discharged from 
the further consideration of so much of the petition as relates to prop- 
erty destroyed during the war, and that the same be referred to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

The SPEAKER. That can be done through the petition-box. 


PATRICK COOK. 


Mr. GUENTHER, from the Committee on the District of Columbi 
reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1739 
for the relief of Patrick Cook; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

ARREST OF AMERICAN CITIZENS IN CENTRAL AMERICA. 


Mr. CURTIN. I desire to make a privileged report. The Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs, to whom was referred the resolution of inquiry 
which I send to the desk, have directed me to report the same back 
with an amendment. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States is hereby requested to fur- 
nish this House, if in his opinion not incompatible with the public service. 
copies of all correspondence, telegrams, cablegrams, and other documents, an 
with all other information in his ion concerning the arrest on January 2, 
4, and 6, A. D. 1883, by the Colombian Government of Central America, of Benj. 
S, Lewis, of Louisiana; Alexander Stewart and R. H, C. Burnham, of New York; 
Thomas D. Scott and C. H. Burns, of Missouri; A. S. Bardwell, of Mississippi; 
and Frank Sargle, of Illinois, all American citizens, and their imprisonment at 
Aspinwall for three months on mere suspicion, without specific charge or in- 
dictment, and denied even the privilege of a preliminary hearing. 

Resolved further, That the President is further requested to inform the House 
what measures, if any, were taken by the Government of the United States to 
obtain the release of the said parties or their impartial trial, 


The amendment was read, as follows: 

Insert the word “alleged” in line 4 of the resolution; so that it will read, “al- 
leged arrest,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was adopted. 

Mr. CURTIN moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
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PERFORMANCE OF PRESIDENTIAL DUTIES. 


Mr. EATON. I ask unanimous consent that the bill (S. 22) to pro- 
vide for the performance of the duties of the office of President in cases 
of the removal, death, resignation, or inability both of the President 
and Vice-President be taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to 
the Select Committee on the Law respecting the Election of President 
and Vice-President. 

There was no objection. 

The bill (S. 22) was taken from the Speaker’s table, read a first and 
second time, referred to the Select Committee on Law respecting Elec- 
tionof President and Vice-President, and ordered to be printed. 


LOTTERIES, ETO., IN THE DISTRICT. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. 4690) to prohibit lotteries, lottery advertisements, and the sale 
of lottery tickets in the District of Columbia and the Territories, and 
matters connected therewith; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the House that the Senate had to the amendment of the House to 
the first amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3948) making ap- 
propriations to supply deficiencies on account of the appropriations for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, in regard to rebate of tax on to- 
bacco, and to provide for the expense of the meeting of the Legisla- 
ture of the Territory of New Mexico, and for other purposes. 

The m also announced that the Senate agreed to the report 
of the committee of conference gn the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. 
Res. 121) appropriating $50,000 for the support of certain destitute In- 
dians. 


The message further announced that the Senate had passed a bill (S. 
874) tofurther suspend the operation of section 5574 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, title 72, in relation to guano islands; in 
which the concurrence of the House was requested. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Imove that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the con- 
sideration of the special order assigned for to-day, the bill for the es- 
tablishment of a bureau of animal industry. 

Mr. WELLER. . I ask the gentleman to yield -—— 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I insist on my motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 


DISEASES AMONG ANIMALS, ETC. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. Copp in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Houseis in Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the consideration of the special order, 
being the bill (H. R. 3967) for the establishment of a bureau of animal 
industry, to prevent the exportation of diseased cattle, and to provide 
means for the suppression and extirpation of pleuro-pneumonia and 
other contagious diseases among domestic animals. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be itenacted, &e,, That the Commissioner of Agriculture shall o ize in his 
Department a bureau of animal industry, and shall appoint a chief thereof, 
whoshall be a competent veterinary surgeon, and whose duty it shall be to in- 
vestigate anıl report upon the number, value, and condition of the domestic an- 
imals of the United States, their protection and use, and also inquire into and 
report the causes of contagione and communicable diseases among them, and 
the means forthe prevention and cure of the same, and to collect such informa- 
tion on these subjects as shall be valuable to the agricultural and commercial 
interests of the country; and the Commissioner of Agriculture is hereby au- 
thorized to employ a force suficient for this purpose, The salary of the chief 
of said bureau shall be $3,000 per annum; and the Commissioner shall appoint 
aclerk for said bureau, with a salary of $1,500 per annum. 

Sec. 2. That the Commissioner of Agficulture is authorized to appoint two 
competent agents, who shall be practical stock-raisers or experienced business 
men, familiar with questions pertaining to commercial transactions in live-stock, 
whose duty it shall be, under the instructions of the Commissioner of Agricult- 
ure, to examine and report upon the best methods of treating, transporting, and 
caring for animals, and the means to be adopted for the suppression and extir- 
pation of contagious ore POETO and to provide aguinst the spread of 
other contagious diseases, e compensation of said agents shall be at the rate 
of $10per diem, with all necessary expenses, while engaged in the actual perform- 
ance of their duties under this act. 

Sec. 3. That it shall be the duty of the Commissioner of Agriculture to prepare 
such rules and regulations as he may deem necessary for the speedy and effectual 
suppression and extirpation of said diseases, and to certify such rule and regula- 
tions to the executive authority of each State and Territory, and invite said au- 
thorities to co-operate in the execution and enforcement of thisact. Whenever 
the plans and methods of the Commissioner of Agriculture shall be accepted by 
any State or Territory in which pleuro-pneumonia or other infectious or conta- 


gious disease is declared to exist, and whenever the governor of a State or other- 


properly constituted authorities signify their readiness to co-operate for the ex- 
tinction of any contagious or infectious disease in conformity with the provisions 
of this act, the Commissioner of Agriculture is hereby authorized to expend so 
much of the money appropriated ime act as may be ni in such inves- 
tigations, in paying for the animals it is deemed necessary to slaughter, and in 
such disinfection and other meansas may be necessary to extirpate the disease: 
Provided, That the authorities of said State or Territory shall assume and pay 
one-half of the expense of the valuation of the animals it is deemed necessary 


to slaughter, and one-half the cost of disinfection and necessary ice regu- 
lations in the quarantine and care of infected herds of cattle. 
Sec. 4. whenever a State or Territory in any section of which a conta- 


gious or infectious disease exists which the Comm issioner of Agriculture has de- 


clared to be dangerous to the animal industries of the nation, fails to make pro- 
visions for its extirpation, or to co-operate with the plans of the Commissioner of 
Agriculture for the extirpation of such disease, the President of the United 
States, on the presentation of the facts by the Commissioner of Agriculture, shall 
be authorized to declare in quarantine the said State or Territory, or such part 
of said State or Territory as he may deem dangerous to the animal industries of 
the country, and to regulate or prohibit the transportation of cattle out of said 
State, Territory, or district, 

Sec, 5. That in order to pects the exportation of live-stock from the United 
States the Commissioner of Agriculture shall make specia&in vestigation as tothe 
existence of pleuro-pneumonia, or any contagious or communicable d: 
along the dividing lines between the United States and foreign countries, an 
along the lines of transportation from all parts of the United States to ports from 
which live-stock are exported, and make report of the results of such investiga- 
tion to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall from time to time establish such 
regulations concerning the exportation and transportation of live-stock as the 
results of said investigations may require, 

Sec. 6. That to prevent the exportation from any port of the United States to 
any port in a foreign country of live-stock affected with any infectious or con- 
tagious disease, and especially pleuro-pneumonia, the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury be, and he enna authorized to take such steps and adopt such measures, 
not inconsistent with the provisions of this act, as he may deem necessary. 

Sec. 7. That no railroad company within the United States whose road forms 
any part of a line of road from one State or Territory to another, or from a State 
into the District of Columbia, or the owners or masters of any steam or sailing 
or other vessel or boat, shall receive for transportation or transport from one 
State or TET to another, or from any State into the District of Columbia, 
any live-stock affected with any contagious or infectious disease, and especially 
the disease known as pleuro-pneumonia; nor shall any person, company, or 
corporation deliver for such transportation to any railroad company, or master 
or owner of any boat or vessel, any live-stock, knowing them to be affected with 
any contagious or infectious disease; nor shall any person, company, of corpora- 
tion drive on foot or transport in private conyeyance from one State or Terri- 
tory to another, or from any State into the District of Columbia, any live-stock, 
knowing them to be affected with any contagious or infectious disease, and es- 
pecially the disease known as pleury-pneumonia, 

Sec. 8. That it shall be the duty of the Commissioner of Agriculture to notify, 
in writing, the proper officials or agents of any railroad, steamboat, or other 
transportation company doing business in or through any infected sei nan and 
by publication in such newspapers as he may select, of the existence of d oon- 

on; and any person or persons operating any such railroad, or master or 
owner of any boat or vessel, or owner or custodian of, or person having control 
over, such cattle or other live-stock within such infected district who shall know- 
ingly violate the provisions of section 7 of this act shall be guilty of a misde- 
meanor, and upon conviction shall be punished by a fine of not less than $100 
nor more than $5,000, or by imprisonment for not more than one year, or by both 
such fine and imprisonment, 

Sec. 9. That whenever any infectious or contagious disease affecting domestic 
animals, and especially the d known as pleuro-pneumonia, shall ve brought 
into or shall break out in (he District of Columbia, it shall be the duty of the 
Commissioners of said District to take measures to suppress the same promptly” 
and to prevent the same from spreading; and for this purpose the said Commis- 
sioners are hereby empowered to order and require that any premises, farm, or 
farms where such disease exists, or has existed, be put in quarantine; to order 
all or any animals coming into the District to be detained at any place or places 
for the purpose of inspection and examination; to prescribe r ations for and 
to require the destruction of animals a d with infectious or contagious 
disease, and for the proper disposition of (Weir hides and carcasses ; to prescribe 
regu lations for disinfection, and such other regulations as they may deem neces- 
sary to prevent infection or contagion being communicated, and shall report to 
the Commissioner of Agriculture whatever they may do in pursuance of the 
provisions of this section. 

Sec. 10, That it shall be the duty of the several United States district attorneys 
to prosecute all violations of this act which shall be brought to their notice or 
knowledge by any person making the complaint; and the same shall be heard 
before any district or circuit court of the United States or Territorial court 
holden within the district in which the violation of this act has been committed, 
or the person or corporation resides or carries on or has his or its place of busi- 


ness, 

Sec. 11. That the sum of $250,000, to be immediately available, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated, out of any moneys in 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to carry into effect the provisions of this 
act 


Sec. 12. That the Commissioner of Agriculture shall report annually to Con- 
gress, at the commencement of each session, a list of the names of all persons 
employed, an itemized statement of all expenditures under this act, and full 
particulars of the means adopted and carried into effect for the suppression of 
contagious diseases among domestic animals. 


Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I ask for the reading of the report. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Agriculture, to whom were referred bill H. R. 876 and 
numerous other bills, resolutions, and petitions upon thesubject of pleuro-pneu- 
monia and other contagious or infectious diseases of live-stock, respectfully sub- 
mit to the House the following report; 

The committee unanimously recommend the prompt consideration and pas- 
sage, by the -taiti of Representatives, of the substitute for bill H. R. 876 here- 
with reported. ‘ 

The committed have had this subject under constant consideration and inves- 
tigation for several weeks. They have personally examined experienced and 
scientific veterinary surgeons, stock-raisers, and large farmers familiar withthe 
characteristics, po Nn ogc and treatment of the disease of pleuro-pneumonia, 
and have laboriously and carefully examined all the written and printed in- 
formation submitted or referred to the committee bearing upon this subject. 

In explanation of the bill submitted by the committee, they state, briefly, that 
sections 1 and 2 provide for the creation of a bureau of animal indusiry in the 

ment of Agriculture, with ample authority and necessary force to collect 
information and to prescribe rules and regulations for the suppression and ex- 
tirpation of pleuro-pneumonia, and to provide against the spread of other con- 
ta, 


ous diseases, 
ions 3 and 4 provide the plans and methods for the speedy and effectual 
suppression and extirpation of the disease known as cots portenvowe sa and 
the terms and conditions upon which the earnest and interested co-operation of 
the States is invited, and the penalty of quarantine by the President in case of 
their neglect or refusal to act. >, 
Sections 5 and 6 provide for the exportation of live-stock from the United 
States upon such termsand conditions as tary of the Treasu 
Aime to time prescribe, with the view of removing the present restrictions im- 
posed by foreign governments upon this important trade, and to prevent more 
stringent enactments by them in the near future, now imminent, unless prompt 
measures are taken to secure proper investigation and inspection of such car- 
gpa. with such official certificates of condition as will not be questioned by any 


gn Selly At srap 
In judgment of your committee this can be accomplished only through 
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the Secretary of the Treasury, he having control of the customs department of 


the Goverrment, without such a radical change of jurisdiction as would be 
neither desirable nor effective at this time. 

The British Government, itself having suffered so severely from the same 
cause, has expressed great astonishment that the Government of the United 
States has not seen fit to take any measure whatever looking toward a restric- 
tion of this destructive plague; and now, from its recent action, it seems quite 
»osible that unless measures of some sort are taken by the General Govern- 
ment at this session of Congress, that government will totally oe the land- 
ing of our animals onfts shores. Notice of motions to this effect have already 
been made in both houses of Parliament. ` 

The French Goyernment recently published an edict prohibiting the importa- 
tion of any of dur pork products into France. This shuts us out of a trade 
which ea reached $19,000,000 annually, and was increasing at the rate 
of about $5,000,000 yearly. It is believed that if a veterinary division cou) be 
established under some Department of the Government, with power to restrict 
the transportation of diseased animals, and those coming from and passing 
through infected paren ay coat might be done toward remedying the evil ob- 
jected to by the French Government, and the trade partially, if not entirely, 
restored to its former footing. oy , 

Germany, from the same cause, has already placed a restriction upon the im- 
portation of these producta, oe there as indications hs oiner ae evan 
trade, aps, in themselves is not of very great value, but w in the ag- 
gregate, amounts to a very handsome sum, may follow the lead of France and 

ermany 


Sections 7 and 8 provide that the transportation from one State to another of 
any livestock affected by any contagious or imfectious disease, and especially 
the disease known as pleuro-pneumonia, shall be a misdemeanor, punishable by 
fine or imprisonment. 

The committee deem it an essential condition in any attempt to prevent the 
spread of this disease that the removal from one State to another of d 
animals should be declared a misdemeanor under the law, and punishable ac- 
cording to the A neebe nren of the offense. They bave no doubt of its constitu- 
tionality, or of propriety and present necessity of its enaotment, _ 

Section 9 confers upon the commissioners of the District of Columbia ample 

wer and authority to eres the introduction, or, if found to exist within the 
limits thereof, to provide rules and regulations for its speedy and effectual ex- 
ti 


ion. 
tion 10 makes it the duty of the several United States district attorneys to 
rosecute all violations of this act which shall be brought to their notice gr 
owledge by any 8 sec va making the complaint. 
Section 11 provides for the appropriation of $250,000 to into effect the 
provisions of this bill. Various sums have been submitted to the committee as 
necessary for this purpose, but aftera careful consideration of all the ents 
presented the committee believe that the sum named is ample for the present 


em cy. 
Section 12 makes it the duty of the Commissioner of Agriculture to report an- 
nually to Congress, at the commencement of each session, an itemized state- 
ment of all persons sorsoyes and expenditures made under this act. 

In support of the general provisions and purposes of the bill submitted, and 
the necessity for prompt 1 tion, the committee respectfully request the at- 
tention of the House to the following extracts from certain memorials and reso- 
lutions referred by order of the House to the committee: 

A memorial from a committee appointed “at a national convention of the 
live-stock breeders of the United representing era peny of the prin- 
cipal stock-growing States and Territories, held in the city of Chicago, Novem- 
ber 16, 1883,” presented to the Ho on the 15th day of January, 1884, and 
printed in full in the CONGRESSIONAL RD of Wednesday, January 16, 1884, 


at 450 and 451. 
resolution from the National Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, dated Wash- 
1883, as follows: 


ington, D. C., November 

“ Resolved, That this National Grange memorialize Congress to adopt some 
measures to prevent the spread of pleuro-pneumonia and other infectious dis- 
eases of cattle, and to makesuch appropriation as may be necessary to carry 
those measures into effect.” 

The follo preambleand resolution from the General Assembly of the State 
of New York, dated January §, 1884: 

“ Whereas the subject of the existence in the United States of the contagious 
diseases of cattle, known as the lung plague or contagious pleuro-pneumonia, 
and the necessity and practicability of its being suppressed, has during several 
recent sessions of Congress been presented for the consideration of both Houses 
without any effective action being taken, although earnest appeals have been 
made not vag be | individual members, but by legislative bodies, by agricultural 

and by representatives of the dairy and grazing interest in many 
of the States; and 

“ Whereas it has been conclusively shown by the report of the commissioners 
appointed under the authority of Congress to consider the matter, and known 
as the Treasury Cattle Co: ion, that the disease in questioh is entirely of for- 
` eign origin; that its existence in any country-threatens the supply of beef and 

mik to the inhabitants; that the neglect to extirpate in time has brought great 
calamity in some countries, while in others, in which proper and timely meas- 
ures have been taken, it has been wholly driven out and kept out, and that, 
under the circumstances existing, the work can be Geran be Sea rary in 
the United States only by means of an ization unlimited by State lines, and 
such as Congress alone can authorize and establish, which shall exist for the 
purpose of harmonizing and unifying the action of the several States involved, 
and shall for that purpose be furnished with funds from the national Treasury, 
me be nec for an object which is national] in its character and importance: 

erefore, 

“* Resolved (if the senate concur), That the Senators of this State in Congress be 
instructed, and the Representatives of this State be requested, to use their best 
efforts to secure the enactment of a law to carry into effect the recommendations 
made by the Treasury Cattle Commission in its report transmitted to Congress 
in February, 1882, for the extinction of the lung-plague and to provide means 
therefor. va to aN such other legislation as may speedily and effectually ac- 

e result, 


much m country by the purchase, if necessary, at the ex- 
pense of the Government, an of all animals infected with the disease 
or known to have been exposed thereto.” 


Also the following joint memorial from the Legislature of Montana concerning 
pleuro-pneumonia in cattle: 
To the honorable the Senate and House of latives 
of the United in Congress assembled : 

Your memorialists, the council and house of representatives composing the 

ve Assembly of the Territory of Montana, most respectfully represent : 

one of the chief industries of this Territory is the growing of neat cattle 

for rt and sale, and many of our citizens have large sums of money invested 

in that business. We hear with alarm that contagious pleuro-pneumonia is prey- 


alent among cattle in the States of New York, New ars Pennsylvania, Vir- 
ginia, Maryland, and the District of Columbia, and that it is a disease exceed- 
ingly difficult to cure, if it is net wholly incurable; 

hat the raising of neat cattle sate! ah and sale on the pasture lands of the 
Western States and Territories is yearly growing in importance, and that h 
of cattle kept entirely for milking and dairy purposes are not uncommon with 
those who are engaged in these industries; a laudable spirit of improvement is 
manifest, and every year a large number of thoroughbred cattle are brought 
from the older States to the grazing ran; of the West; 

That the great transcontinental lines of railways and their network of branches 
are rapidly penetrating toall the valleys and grazing ranges of the West; 

That there is imminent danger of the importation of diseased cattle inte these 
grazing miogen while the possibility of spreading the direful contagion all over 

e United States and Territories, by the indiscriminate use of cattle-cars that 
may have been used in the transportation of diseased cattle and thereby be- 
has the sytem ot Ureetin aad senting OSE Ox Mi of 

t the system oi ng an cattle on the great ing ranges 
the far West issuch that if the contagion is once inoculated into the herds in these 
ranges, it would be a matter of utter impossibility to take any precautionary 
measures to check the ravages of the disease, and it would, of a necessity, have’ 
to be allowed te run its devastating course until it had swept the country from 
the Rio Grande to the British line, and every hillside and valley, every spring 
and water course, all the shady groves and natural places of rt for cattle- 
would be contaminated by the carcasses of animals that had fallen by the dis- 
ease, where, from the very nature of the surroundings, circumstances, and con- 
ditions, they must lie unburned, to Sera the germs of contagion until nature 
shall counteract their effect. The efforts thus far put forth by the States where 
it exists for its suppression have proven wholly ineffectual, and the prevalence 
and spread of the disease is damaging our export trade in live cattle to the 
amount of many millions of dollars annually. In our judgment disease is 
so widespread, so virulent, and so damaging’to the cattle-growing interests a$ 
to become a matter of national importance well deserving your immediate ac- 
ion. 

We, your memorialists, therefore respectfully request the ge ef some 
measure by your honorable body which will tend to eff ly eradicate this 
fearful disease ; and if no better or surer method is offered, we would leave 
to the purchase by the Governmeng of all cattle affected by the disease 
and their immediate destruction. 

Trusting that you will appreciate the vital importance of this matter to the 
business of cattle-growing, we, your memorialists, as in duty bound, will ever 


pray. 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
louse o; 
GRANVILLE ART, 
President of the Council. 

Also the following resolutions from the Stock-Breeders’ Association of Minne- 
sota, held at the Board of Trade rooms, Minneapolis, December 19, 1883, indors- 
ing the action of the national convention of live-stock breeders of the United 
States, held at Chicago, and to which reference has been made: 

“ Resolved, That we heartily indorse the foregoing resolutions, and that we 
ask our Senatorsand Representatives at Washington to use all honorable means, 
when the matter is brought up for consideration, to secure such | lation for 
the protection of our cattle and meat products as the Secretary of Treasury 
and the above committee deem expedient. 

‘Resolved, That we especially urge upon your consideration the enactment of 
some measure that will effectually prevent the shipment of calves or other stock 
from infected districts into other districts now clear of the disease, and recom- 
mend that the penalty for the violation of such enactment be made commensu- 
rate with the magnitude of the danger to which the cattle interests of the 
country are exposed by such shipments,” 

Also, similar resolutions from the Improved Live-Stock Association of the 
State of Iowa. 

In conclusion, the committee submit the following statement, prepared by Dr. 
D. C. Salmon, veterinary surgeon of the Department of Agriculture, and sub- 
mitted to the committee as the latest official information upon the existence, 
extent, aud the present and prospective dangers to be apprehended from the 
spread of pleuro-pneumonia : 


EXTENT OF PLEURO-PNEUMONIA, AND THE IMPORTANCE OF NATIONAL ACTION’ 
IN REGARD TO THE CONTAGIOUS DISEASES OF ANIMALS. 


The extent of territory infected with contagious pleuro-pneumonia of cattle 
and the number of animals actually suffering from this disease are insignifi- 
cant in comparison with the annual direct and indirect losses traceable to it 
and the danger to which our immense live-stock industry is egntinually sub- 
jected, In Conrfecticut two herds were infected during the past summer, in 
which twelve animals were exposed and seven contracted the disease. , In one 
of these herds the affected animal was destroyed, and at last accounts no others 
had contracted the disease; in the other herd four animals had died, or had 
been killed, and two with very extensively diseased lungs remained in quar- 
antine. Both of these were Jerseys, and the owner refused to have them de- 
stroyed. Whathas been done with them or what will be I am unable to say, as 
the State authorities seem powerless to proceed beyond quarantine, and this 
seems to have been by no means secure. 

In the State of New York, eves pe disease is almost entirely confined to 
the western end of Long Island, to Staten Island, and New York city, these lo- 
ealities are quite extensively infected; and as there are more than 2,000 stables, 
some of which contain several hundred cows, and many of which contain from 
fifty to one hundred, it is the most dangerous district in the country at this time. 
Recent reports are to the effect that the disease is extending through the river 
counties and exists in herds located from fifty to sixty miles north of New York 
city. How many cattle are affected in these counties I am unable to say, but 
the existence of the disease here i$ really of much greater importance to the 
country at than the number of diseased animals would lead one te sup- 
peo because it isa district where many thoroughbred cattle are raised and 

m which they are ship; to all parts of the United States. 

New ssw firing recently supposed to be nearly free from pleuro-pneumonia, 
but the fact that a number of cases occurred without the knowledge of the State 
authorities, that a still larger nuntber of herds were lately known to be infected 
in Union and Essex Counties, and that a very extensive outbreak in Hunterdon 
County was recently traced by means of sick cattle shipped to the New York 
market and discovered by the inspector employed by the United States Depart- 
ment of Agriculture, who is stationed at Jersey City, leads to the suspicion that 
a thorough inspection of the State might bring to light still other cases, The 
Hunterdon County outbreak was one of the most extensive that has recently 
occurred. It was supposed to have originated from a car-load of cows brought 
from Pennsylvania; but where these were infected is not known. Seven herds, 
at last acoounts, were in quarantine, and as all were large herds, containing from 
forty to seventy cattle a large number of animals were exposed. Inoculation 
was extensively practiced to check the fatality; but in spite of this, reliable au- 
thority plages the loss at ever fifty head. 

In nsylvania there has recently been another very extensive outbreak, 
which was the result of taking a car-load of fourteen cows from the Calvert 
stock-yards in Baltimore to Chester County. Most of these cows w taken 
into large dairying herds, which they thoroughly infected. In each of these 
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enses the Baltimore cows were the first to sicken, and a large proportion of the 


native cattle were soon affected with thesame disease, These herds were visited 
the 3d of October by the veterinarian of the Department of Ear, Pye ri in 
company with the State authorities, who killed eight of the ani in his pres- 
ence in order to satisfy as to the nature of the d . The cases were 
typical cases of pleuro-pnenmonia, and all those appearances were present 
which were recently accepted by the international veterinary congress held at 
Brussels as ristic of contagious pleuro-pneumonia. In most cases a 
whole lung was hepatized; the inflammation was of different ages, showing 

ve character of the disease; the interlobular tissue was greatly dis- 
ten with the exudation and the pleurisy was intense. According to an offi- 
cial report, dated October 30, the number of animals known to have been exposed 
was one hundred and four, and the number of sick ones that had been killed or 
had died was forty-six. A semi-official report of the present month places the 
number destroyed at seventy. It is now believed that the disease has been en- 
tirely overcome, and that the State of Pennsylvania is free from it. 

In Maryland and the District of Columbia there are many infected herds in 
which a comparatively number of animals annually contract the disease, 
By direction of the Commissioner of Agriculture a reliable i tor was sent 
to Baltimore late in October to learn the condition of the stables there as regards 
this disease, Nineteen stables, containing three hundred and ninety-eight an- 
imals, were examined. In twelve of these the infection was admitted; one 
had lost more than two hundred animals within three years; others had lost 
heavily for years ; twelve sick animals were found ; eighteen recent deaths were 
admitted ; and three sick cows had just been sold or exchanged. This number 
of stables comprises but a small part of those in the vicinity of Baltimore, but 
it is believed that the number is sufficient to demonstrate the presence and dan- 

us character of the disease. We have noinformation of pleuro-pneumonia 
à the country districts of Maryland atany t distance from the cities, One 
or more hi near the District of Columbia have recently lost a number of 
cows, and at latest accounts had some sick. Within the District, without mak- 
ing any regular inspection, three infected herds have been found where from 
three to six animals are admitted to have been lost within the year. 

In Virginia there are stables from which animals haye recentgy been lost with 
symptoms of this disease, but none of these could be secured for examination, 
and therefore we can not be positive in regard to the nature of the disease, 


Reasons for believing it contagious, 

The first reason for believing this to be contagious pleuro-pneumonia is 
the fact Pos ated hon in the country outside of the com tively small strip of 
territory ing from Connecticut to Virginia and east of the Alleghany 
Mountains have any cases been found which bear any close resemblance to the 
disease under consideration. If this disease were the result of climatic causes. 
or if it were produced by improper food and care, then we should certainly find 
it distributed over the whole salere Aee at least in all of those parts of it where 
similar conditions exist. Itcan not be originated by the manner of stabling and 
feeding cows near our Eastern cities, for substantially the same conditions exist 
at Rochester, Buffalo, Cleveland, Detroit, Chicago, Saint Louis, Cincinnati, and 
other Western cities, and no veterinarian has been able to find any similar cases 
of disease there, although special inspection has been made by competent per- 


sons. 

The disease is not confined to stable cows, however, nor to those seasons of the 
year when acute lung diseases can be accounted for by the inclemency of the 
weather, The outbreak referred to in Connecticut occurred in the summer, in 
a’country district, and where the cattle were running upon nice pasture fields, 
The extensive outbreaks in New Jersey and Pennsylvania also happened in sum- 
mer, and were in the best farming districts of these States. 

In this connection attention is called to the fact that in the State of Pennsyl- 
vania about ninety herds have been infected since , 1879, and that notwith- 
standing the appointment of special agents in every part of the State, and the 
investigation of all cattle diseases wherever found, there was no disease resem- 
bling plearo-pneumonia discovered except in eight of the sixty-seven counties 
of that State. The remaining fifty-nine counties have been free from any sus- 
picion of this plague. What is even more significant is the fact that these counties 
are not distributed over various parts of the State, but that they join each other 
and are all in the southeastern corner of the State, where there is the greatest 
danger of infection by cattle brought from Philadelphia and Baltimore, With 
seventeen of these herds the infection was traced to cattle from Baltimore or 
other points in Maryland; with lem ye it was traced to oe “sen with 
ten it was traced to cattle from herds in Pennsylvania known to be diseased. 

‘The most favorable conditions of life were not sufficient to protect the cattle 
where this di: was ini uced, I have already mentioned that a number of 
the outbreaks referred to occurred during the summer, and that the animals 
were running upon irreproachable ure fields. Many of the affected cows 
were young and in fine condition. Connecticut a Jersey bull, less than two 
years old, and two steers fit for beef were among the victims. f 

Again, the disease as we see it here does not occur in isolated herds a single 
case ata time, as does non-infectious lung diseases, but when it enters a herd a 
majority of the cattle are affected sooner or later, Some of the herds in Brook- 
lyn and Baltimore have been losing cows from this plague for years, and one 
near the latter city, where but about fifty cows were kept at a time, has lost be- 
tween 200 and 300 cows within three years. 

These instances, all recent, are referred to, not as all the evidence bearing on 
this point, but simply as examples of what has been occurring for years past; 
and it is believed thas they can not be explained on any other hypothesis than 
the contagiousness of the 


Damper: greater thom aient of Seifecten farssiory ond number of diseased animals would 
indicat 


Glancing over the territory which I have stated to be infected—and it must 
be confessed that it is not extensive, a Angs farm with perhaps five animals in 
Connecticut, about four counties in New York, as many in New Jersey, two or 
three counties in Maryland, and possibly a few stables in Delaware and Virginia. 
In most of the infected herds there are but one er two sick an at a time, 
and frequently there are none; for where the disease has existed for a certain 
time the susceptible animals die off and only those which possess a certain im- 
munity from it remain. Asabout20 per cent. of all the animals exposed are able 
to resist on indefinitely, a herd of Sap agp insusceptible cat- 
tle is in time aequi „and the time necessary for is shortened both in Bal- 
timore and Brooklyn by the practice of inoculation. But these stables and 
grounds remain infected, and a large portion of the new cows brought into them 
contract the disease, unless they are previously protected by inoculation. The 

ractice of inoculation does not destroy the infection ; on the other hand it keeps 
k up, but it enables dairymen to keep their cows in infected stables without great 
loss, when without it more than of the new cows brought into them would 
surely di 


die. 
Aabe tack ol great importance brought out by the experiments of the French 
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in Connecticut was bably in this condition, as a careful 
tion of her lungs did not Saable the veterinarians to detect an 
disease; and yet pleuro-pneumonia existed in the stable from which she came, 


and her admission into the new herd was followed by the seven cases that have 
been mentioned. Similar instances are referred to again and again by the vet- 
erinarians of every country where the djsease exists. 

These infected districts, though-small, are then a real danger to the whole 
country, because all the way from Connecticut to Virginia there is a yi i and 
increasing number of herds of thoroughbred cattle, which are uently shipped 
to the West, and some of which have from time to time been infected with this 
disease. Fortunately the owners of thoroughbred cattle have generally had too 
much regard for their reputation to ship cattle when there was any disease in 
their herds, and the common cattle have not been sent to a suflicient distance to 
do much harm. But with the increased price of cattle a large number are being 
shipped from the East toward the West, and the danger of carrying the disease 
is co uently increasing. If the car-load of cattle shipped from Baltimore to 
Chester County, Pennsylvania, had gone to the ranges of the West they might 
have done irreparable harm. Again, the thoroughbred Jersey cow which went 
from an infected stable in New Jersey might as readily have been shipped to the 
West; and I have been informed that if the Connecticut outbreak had oecurred 
afew months later one or more of the herds would have been sent, according to 
contract, to a Westera State. 

Now, while it is true that pleuro-pneumonia has existed in the East for forty 

years without having been carried to the West, it must be admitted, from what 
as occurred so many times in Pennsylvania and Connecticut, that there has 
been danger of this, and that this danger is increasing with the larger number 
of cattle now being shipped in that direction. No doubt this danger has been 
exaggerated, but the fact that there is danger, and that the disease, once car- 
ried to the Western herding-grounds, would probably be beyond our control, if 
we can judge from the experience of Australia and South Africa, is sufficient 
to show the importance of grappling with it while it can be so easily handied. 
The rapidity with which a disease spreads on these ranges when once intro- 
duced is illustrated by an occurrence of last summer in Southwestern Texas, A 
drove of cattle brought a communicable disease to that section which the Army 
surgeons believed to be contagious pleuro-pneumonia; but before any careful 
examinations could be made several hundred cattle had died and a large terri- 
tory was infected. Fortunately investigations showed that this was not pleuro-~ 
eumonia, but a disease which does not outlast a single season ef the year. 
fit had proved to be pleuro-pneumonia, would it not have been a national ca- 
lamity? With a large territory already infected, with no money and no power 
to control the disease, and occurring in summer months, before the State and 
national legislative bodies would convene, it is difficult to see how any effective 
measures could have been adopted. 


The inefficiency of State action. 


Though a number of attempts have been made by the States now infected ta 
rid themselves of pleuro-pneumonia, these have generally or always failed be- 
cause for various reasons the work was not thoroughly done. We saw the State 
authorities of Connecticut unable to exterminate the disease a few months ago 
when but a single herd contained sick animals. ` The stables of Brooklyn were 
never under complete supervision, and some could not be entered by the in- 
spector even when the State of New York was most active in its endeavors at 
extirpation; and though the authorities of New Jersey have been engaged at 
the same task for five years, the State has probably never during that time been 
entirely free from pleuro-pneumonia, In land the assertion has been made 
again and again t there were no cases of this disease in the State, and yet 
during any of this time a thorough inspection could not have failed to re- 
veal a considerable number. At best the attempts of the States have been spas- 
modic, and while one State was earnestly striving to accomplish something a 
neighboring one would allow the shipment of diseased cattle, and thus coun- 
teract the influence of the former. Asa rule, therefore, State action has never 
been thorough, and the lack of unity of action between the States has prevented 
any lasting benefit, even when much has been accomplished, 


Advantages of the work being directed by the United States Government. 


A national direction of the work for the extermination of pleuro-pneumonia 
would overcome at once the discouraging features which have done so much to 
pl the efforts of the individual States from being effective. With inspec- 

ns in every infected State the shipment of di cattle would soon cease, 
new outbreaks would thus be prevented, and the danger which has so lo 
menaced the great cattle interests of the country would be removed. The wor! 
would be more thorough and energetic, because those engaged in it would not 
be directly or indirectly dependent upon the good-will of the interested cattle- 
owners for their positions, and the plea of inability to pay for the diseased cat- 
tle which ought to be regs apache would also be overcome. These have been 
the principal obstacles to the success of State action, and practically they are so 
ever as to make it next to impossible for the States alone to free themselves 
rom this plague. > 


Thepresence of pleure-pneumonia cosis annually more than would be necessary for 
its destruction, 


Owing to the presence of pleuro-pneumonia in the United States, every steer 
shipped to Great Britain must be slaughtered within a certain time on the wharf 
where he is landed. Thisrestriction upon the export cattle trade is said by com- 
petent authorities to make the price of our steers average $10 less than similar 
animals shipped from Canada, With over 100,000 beeves going abroad every 
year, this makes a loss of $1,000,000 annually, or enough to clear our country of 
the . Besides this there are the continual losses which are going on in 
the infected districts and the disturbed condition of trade from the many false 
alarms in regard to the spread of this disease, the entire annual losses being es- 
timated by good authorities as high as $3,000,000, 


Importance of investigating other diseases. 

* The proposition of establishing a permanent bureau for investi; the 
communicable diseases of animals is a matter of the importance, ile 
we have no more disease than other countries in proportion to the number of 
our animals, the enormous development of our live-stock industry has made the 
question of contagious diseases one of peculiar interesttous. The cause of these 
plagu which has been an impenetrable myey aain all the past ages of 
he world, is being revealed by the science o y, ant the infinitely small 
organisms which are able to produce such terrible havoe in our flocks and herds 
are at last being brought under subjection themselves, and t stutly has re- 

vealed much of the greatest value to us in our warfare against . Acoun 
so much at stake, with millions of dollars annually swept away by this 
class of maladies, can not afford to beidle. Other nations whieh have much less 
capital invested in animals than we have see the necessity for this work and are 
ee ea for it; and it is to the credit of our country that we were one 
of the to enter this field 
will bear comparison wi! 
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of such work isseen in the recent investi- 
as cattle-fever. This disease has been advancing and infecting 
new territory for a century, and until the last year or two we knew nothing 
about it, and our best-informed veterinarians and stockmen did not suppose 
that it was found in one-fifth of the territory which has actually been overrun. 
These were points which it was necessary to understand before either legisla- 
tive bodies or individuals could adopt intelligent measures for preventing the 
annual losses which have been most discouraging to the cattle industry in large 
sections of the country. And with every disease there are equally important 
points still to be investigated, £ 

The laboratory and experiment station which have been fitted up during the 
past summer under the direction of the Commissioner of Agriculture for inves- 
tigating coutagious diseases make it possible to attempt the solution of questions 
which were formerly beyond our reach. The laboratory contains the most im- 

roved apparatus forsuch investigations, much of which was constructed accord- 
fag to new designs especially for this work, and it is safe to say that the facilities 
here are now equal to those possessed by investigators of similar diseases in any 
country, and in some respects they tly surpass them. ate 

In conclusion, I would say there is not a department of original research or 
of agricultural investigation in regard to which there is more pressing need for 
development than this, and none which promises to effecta greater saving. Our 


losses are now heavy, but they must increase as our animal population increases, 
as new d ected. 


iseases are introduced, and fresh areas are infi Bat it is not alone 
aquestion of dollars; the investigation of animal contagio must throw new light 
on those human playues which in our country alone awerts quarter of a mill- 
jon of human lives out of existence each year. Some of these animal diseases 
are communicable to man, and havea greater influence over our health and lives 
than is generally sup , and any means of controlling them cannot fail to 
have an important influence on human health as well. 


Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, members of the House 
who have listened attentively to the reading of the report will scarcely 
need to hear any suggestions that I have to make in support of this 
bill. The Committee on Agriculture very fully appreciate the burden 
laid upon them by the House in the preparation of a bill to meet the 
exigencies of this cattle question. At the very threshold we are met 
by the difficulty of harmonizing the power which exclusively belongs 
to the Federal Government and the powers which belong to the States 
over private property within their borders. 

The committee in the preparation of this bill have been guided by a 
decision of the Supreme Court of the United States, which will be found 
in 5 Otto, page 465, Railroad Company against Husen. Without con- 
suming the time of the House by reading any portion of this opinion, I 
will say it defines very clearly the powers which belong exclusively to the 
State as to the rights of quarantine, police regulations, and the destruc- 
tion of private property within its borders, and the exclusive power 
belonging to the Federal Government to control interstate commerce. 

This bill in its entirety assumes that the disease known as pleuro- 
pneumonia not only exists, but exists to an alarming extent east of the 
Alleghany Mountains, confined, as the reportshows, at this time to parts 
of five States. That it is contagious and infectious, there can be no 
doubt at this day. That question has been too well settled to admit 
even of discussion. It has been determined by the experience in Eu- 
ropean countries and by the experience of this country that itis a viru- 
lent and violent disease, and that when it gets a foothold among the 
grazing herds in any section it requires years and millions of money to 
conttol it. 

Holland and England and Australia have spent millions of dollars in 
their efforts to control this disease. In the judgment of your commit- 
tee, the first step necessary in our country is to prevent the transporta- 
tion of cattle affected with pleuro-pneumonia from one district or local- 
ity to another. That can be done only by invoking the Federal power. 

in this bill we provide that no railroad company, steamboat corpora- 
tion or company, or private person shall transport from one State toan- 
other cattle known to be affected with this disease. And, to bring the 
question of knowledge and of notice directly to the transportation com- 
pany, we provide that a written notice shall be served by the Commis- 
sioner of Agriculture upon all such transportation companies within the 
infected district; so that under this bill, before any transportation com- 
pany can beheld liable, the disease must be located by the Department 
of Agriculture, and notice served on the transportation companies within 
the infected district. 

When this bill was under consideration before in the House some ob- 
jection was made to this power. . If the provision of the bill in this re- 
gard can be strengthened or improved or in any way made better I 
will be very glad to receive a suggestion from any member ofan amend- 
ment to that effect. But unless you can prevent thespread of this dis- 
ease from the localities where it exists any bill that you can pass upon 
this subject will not be worth the paper upon which it is printed. The 
experience not only of this country but of all European countries 
proves conclusively that you must draw a cordon of fire around this 
disease before you can ever extirpate it; you must hem it in by quar- 
antine and police regulations; you must, prevent the transportation of 
cattle affected by this disease from one farm to another, which weadmit 
can be done in our system of Government only by the State authorities. 
The transportation of such diseased cattle from one State to another is 
within the power of the Federal Government alone. 

But the mere preventing the transportation of eattle affected by this 
disease will not extirpate it; it will not stamp it out. Other means 
are necessary for this purpose. This bill provides that after the in- 
spection by the Federal authorities, after the location of the disease, after 
the notification to the State authorities, it shall be the duty of the Fed- 
eral Government, in co-operation with the State authorities, to use all 
the means within its power to eradicate the disease, by quarantine, by 


A striking example of the necessi 


gations of 


local police regulations, and by the destruction of such private property 
as may be necessary for that purpose. That means the destruction of 
the animals that may be diseased and of such stables or barns as it may 
be thought expedient to destroy. h ; 

In the execution of a similar lawin the State of Massachusetts there 
have been instances when it was deemed proper todestroyabarn. After 
the barn had been under quarantine and police regulations for more than 
a year it was decided by the highest veterinary surgeons of that day 
they could not rid the barn of the disease, and that the only way to ex- 
tirpate the disease was to destroy the barn by fire. So virulent is the 
disease at times that all the means of disinfection known to science will 
not destroy it. 

The most difficult point that has been submitted to the Committee on 
Agriculture to decide in connection with this bill has been the means by 
which co-operation of the State could be secured in the enforcement of 
this law. If, as some gentlemen perhaps will contend during this dis- 
cussion and as delegations which have appeared before us have urged, 
the Federal Government alone should take this matter in hand, then 
you will prevent all efforts on the part of the State authorities to control 
this disease. 

If the Federal Government is to go into the State of New Jersey, 
which State has already a law upon this subject, and makes an annual 
appropriation to carry it into effect, or into the State of West Virginia, 
or into Maryland, and say to either one of those States that we propose to 
take this matger in hand, you will paralyze all State efforts; the State 
will make no further appropriations; it will not appoint a force of offi- 
cers to carry out any law, because by our legislation we will repeal all 
those State laws. 

We have heard delegations from all the cattle interests of the coun- 
try and representatives from every State where this disease exists. The 
Committee on Agriculture believe that the proposition submitted by 
them to the House is the best that can be devised for this purpose. 
That is, that the Commissioner of Agriculture, with the force placed 
at his command, shall, by proper investigation and inspection, locate 
this disease, notify the State authorities of the fact that it exists, and 
then invite the co-operation of the State. And from that point until 
the disease is exterminated it is proposed that the State and the Fed- 
eral Governmentsshall each bear one-half of the expense of the destruc- 
tion of private property necessary for this purpose. 

By that means we secure not only the earnest but the interested co- 
operation of the State in the execution of this law. We secure what 
is better than that, the co-operation of the State authorities for the exe- 
cution of the law within the limits of the State, because when we reach 
that point the power of the Federal Government ceases without the 
authority of the State. It is true that the Federal authority can go into 
a State and purchase in the market all the cattle in the State and destroy 
them after they are purchased. But the Federal Government can not 
go into the State of Maryland or New Jersey, for instance, and condemn 
private property; nor can it, under the decision of the Supreme Court to 
which I have referred, even put that property in quarantine or place it 
under police regulations. That power belongs exclusively to the State. 

Tam satisfied, from the information that we have upon this subj 
that there is not asingle State where the disease exists to-day that wil 
not heartily and cordially co-operate with the Federal Government in 
theextinguishment of this disease, paying one-half of the expense of 
so doing, because the States are now making efforts to do it alone. 
Certainly they will not object to the Federal Government paying one- 
half of the expense. 

Mr. GIBSON. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Certainly. 

Mr. GIBSON. Suppose that after the Commissioner of Agriculture 
has notified the State authorities that such a disease exists in that State, 
the State authorities shall hold that the disease does not exist there. 
Underthe operation of your bill what will. be the effect upon the State? 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. The gentleman has rather anticipated 
my argument. 1 will come to that point in a few moments. With the 
information we have on this subject I do not believe that there will ever 
be any disagreement between the State authorities and the Federal Gov- 
ernment as to the existence of the disease. The scientists who have 
appeared before this committee, the veterinary surgeons of eminence 
in the United States, the practical stockmen of the country who have 
experience in the treatment of this disease, are all so well agreed as to 
its symptoms, that any question of difference can hardly arise. But if 
under the operation of this bill the disease is located by the Federal 
authorities and the State authorities take issue with them, and the dif- 
ference can not be settled, it will be very easy to determine the action 
of the Federal Government under the provisions of this bill. When 
the report is made by the Commissioner of Agriculture to the President 
of the United States the discretion is left with him to say, upon all the 
evidence presented to him, whether the disease exists in that State or 
not, and whether the State authorities refused either to co-operate with 
the Federal Government or to adopt measures of their own to suppress 
it; and if he believes that the disease exists, and is dangerous to the 
animal industries of the country, he has authority under the provisions 
of this bill to declare that State or that portion of a State in quaran- 
tine, and prevent the exportation of cattle from that locality. 
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Mr. GIBSON. Erect a Chinese wall around the State. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Yes, sir; I would erect a Chinese wall 
around it; I would erect it high enough and broad enough to hem the 
disease in where it is and prevent States where it now exists from 
spreading it over the vast plains of the West. And I would make that 
wall a wall of fire if it were n , to prevent this disease from 
spreading west of the Alleghany Mountains. The States where it does 
exist have temporized with this question long enough. The demand 
for the passage of this bill comes at this time from the great cattle- 
growing regions of the Northwest. Delegations were before our com- 
mittee from all the States of the Northwest, as well as from Montana 
and Dakota, pleading with us here for two weeks to report to the 
House some bill to prevent this disease reaching across the Allegha- 
nies and getting into the herds of the cattle-breeding districts of the 
country. If the gentleman had paid attention to the reading of the 
report he would have become satisfied of the magnitude of this evil 
and the necessity for the passage of the bill. 

The bill makes it a misdemeanor for any railroad or other corporation 
or any private person to transport cattle known to have this disease; 
and why should we not declare it a misdemeanor for any man having in 
his possession diseased cattle to ship them from one locality to another, 
or put them upon the market, so that individuals in any community in 
the United States may have such cattle imposed upon them, to spread 
the disease, which, as we know, exists to-day in the District of Colum- 
bia, where cattle infected with it are being slaughtered every week for 
the consumption of the inhabitants of this city ? 

T have no extravagant notions about the existence of this disease in 
the District of Columbia or in the localities in the five States named. 
I do not believe all the stories I have heard about the matter, but I do 
believe the reports of Dr. Salmon, veterinary surgeon of the Agricult- 
ural Department, and the reports of other men eminent in their pro- 
fession. Iam as weil satisfied as I am of any proposition that I ever 
investigated in my life not.only that the disease exists in the vicinity 
of Washington, but there is not a member of this House who has not 
eaten ja this city within the last three months beef from cattle infected 
more or less with the disease, Such meat is placed upon the market 
here every week. 

After the location of this disease by the Commissioner of Agriculture 
and the notice to the President, the bill gives him power in his discre- 
tion, in the event I have named, to declare a State or a portion of a State 
in quarantine, and toprevent the exportation of cattle from thatsection. 

Gentlemen have said to me that this is a dangerous power to be placed 
in the hands of the President. Why is it any more dangerous than the 
power which was placed in his hands to declare in quarantine any State 
or part of a State inflicted with contagious yellow fever or similar dis- 
eases, as was provided in the bill which passed this House in the Forty- 
fifth and Forty-sixth Congresses? ‘‘But,’’ says one, ‘‘ that was for the 
protection of human life.’’ Dr. Salmon in closing his report says: 

But it is not alone a question of dollars; the investigation of animal contagia 
must throw new light on those human plagues which in our country alone 
sweep a quarter of a million of human lives out of existence year. Some 
of these an: diseases are communicable to man, and have a greater influence 


over our health and lives than is generally supposed, and any means of control- 
ling them can not fail to have an important infiuence on human health as well. 


Mr. BELFORD. Now, will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I will. 

Mr. BELFORD, I have recently read a book, issued by the Govern- 
ment, I believe, touching the question of cattle disease; and I learn 
from this book that the disease is imported into this country through 
the thoroughbred stock, and that this bill is the product of the com- 
bined genius of the cattle kings of the great West who own Texas steers, 
with broad horns, that can run so fast that a telescope can not reach 
them. [Laughter.] Now, can it be that under this bill these men 
who own the common Texas herds are authorized to kill and destroy 
the men who own the thoroughbreds—the Jerseys, the Durhams, and 
the like? For they predicate their whole case upon this one idea— 
that if there be any disease, it is brought into this country by the im- 
portation of absolutely thoroughbred cattle. 

lam going to vote for this bill, and I think it is well enough for us 
to go slow and determine the question whether this is not for the ben- 
efit absolutely of a few great cattle kings against some other men in 
this nation who have means enough to improve the common stock. 
Now the question is, how many cattle in this country have died from 
pleuro-pneumonia? 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. In what time? 

Mr. BELFORD. That is the question which I wish the gentleman 
to answer. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. In what time? 

Mr. REAGAN. LI hope he will answer the question of the gentle- 
man and not the preamble. 

Mr. BELFORD. I will take one year or ten years. 

Mr. REAGAN. I hope the gentleman will answer so much as in- 
quires whether the owners of broad-horns intend to kill off the men 
who own the Jerseys and short-horns? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BELFORD. I wish to say in reply to the gentleman from 
Texas— 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I do not yield. 


Mr. BELFORD. One moment. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Ido not yield further. I have yielded 
to the gentleman for a question and not for a speech. 

Mr. BELFORD. I will move to extend your time. I wish to say 
I was in fear that the men who were running this bill through would 
go to work and kill Off the thoroughbreds on the theory that the thor- 
oughbred cattle imported this disease into this country. If that be the 
theory, I think we should have courage and manliness enough to stand 
up and at least slowly and deliberately investigate this question. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Why do you vote for the bill? 

Mr. BELFORD. I have not voted yet. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Iam glad the gentleman from Colorado 
has had the opportunity to make his speech. If he had waited a little 
while I would have given him all the time he wanted and he could 
have made it more deliberately. ° 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I will lay before this House before this discus- 
sion is over all the statistical information in the possession of the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture as to the existence and extent of this disease and 
the number of animals slaughtered within the last five years which the 
veterinary surgeons were assured were affected by this disease. Ihave 
the tables here and will present them at the proper time. 

So far as any question between the thoroughbreds and the long-horns 
of Texas are concerned I never heard of it before, I take it for granted 
that all the cattle interests of the country are equally concerned to pre- 
vent the spread of this dreadful disease. I would not like to introduce 
a bill into this House to destroy the long-horn interests of Texas, be- 
cause that would include my distinguished friend who is in front of 
me as well as my distinguished friend on my right; and certainly if I 
should bring in a bill to destroy the thoroughbreds of the country, the 

tleman from Colorado would be among the very first affected by it. 
T adon andapplause.] Thereisnoquestion between the men of Texas 
and the importers in regard to this bill at all. The fact is that the dis- 
ease exists here and is located in a narrow strip of country east of the Al- 
leghany Mountains. ` Itis undeniable that the disease was imported into 
this country from Europe. It is another undeniable fact that it has been 
transported from one locality in the country to another for the last. 
fifteen years. It is also true that it is time the Congress of the United 
States was taking some steps toward adopting some measure to prevent 
its spread farther west. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I propose to reserve the balance of my time 
until I have heard any objections which may be urged, and then will 
use whatever may remain of my hour in answering them. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, it is difficult to get a hear- 
ing in this House on any question which seems at first blush to be 
detached from the ordinary duties of a member of Congress; but we 
are attacked by a common enemy, something beyond the power of man, 
individually, to deal with; something municipalities can not Cope with; 
something that even States, as has been demonstrated for a number of 
years, have been unable to eradicate; and so the people throughont the 
length and breadth of the great West that is now threatened with a 
plague which existed long before the Christian era and scourged the 
herds of the Old World—the people generally come here and ask, as the 
only power in the land to give them assistance and protection, the aid 
of the Federal Congress to do what can not be done by individuals, 
municipalities, or States. It is high time Congress was doing some- 
thing; and were it not that it is impossible almost to get the atten- 
tion of the Federal Congress for anything pertaining to the industries 
of the country outside of the usual appropriation bills and requests of 
men coming here seeking something for their individual selves, it would 
be possible to get a hearing and action at once. But, sir, the men who 
represent forty millions of cattle in the United States, coming from 
more than one-half of the States of the Union, have taken up the mat- 
ter themselves and met in a congress of their own, and have appealed 
to us to protect them against an enemy which strikes so seriously at 
their interests. 

The men who rule the world eat beef. The good women of our coun- 
try who are rearing future Congressmen make butter, and healthy chil- 
dren drink milk. 

We are all affected by this foreign plague. The cattle of this country 
number at least forty millions, and they are worth at least one thousand 
millions of dollars. That is not an extravagant estimate, although it 
is one-sixteenth of what the whole of the United States and all of its 
values was rated at twenty years ago. : 

This disease we have now extending some three hundred miles al 
our Atlantic seaboard. It is here on the coast, and unless Fed 
power is invoked for its suppression it is here to stay. It has not gone 
beyond the Alleghany Mountains. It has not been the custom of this 
country, even in the improvement of stock, to ship cattle in any quan- 
tities from the Eastto the West. We have been moving, and constantly 
moving, vast numbers of them from our Western States to the East. 
But the improvement of our cattle in the West, as a general rule, came 
principally from the South. I speak advisedly, and I know what I am 
saying, when I say that the improvement of the cattle of Iowa is prin- 
cipally from Kentucky. We obtained cattle from the blue-grass re- 
gion, and the short-horn blood of Kentucky, until the county 1 live 
in has perhaps fifteen hundred head of pedi short-horns, and the 
district I live in perhaps ten thousand, while the whole State of Iowa 
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has similar numbers of them in every county. We have improved our 
stock in that direction, and there was no disease in Kentucky cattle 
when the West drew upon that State. 

This movement for the improvement of cattle is taking place all over 
the West. Onur people are giving it careful attention throughout all 
the Western States. The Territories drew upon Iowa and other West- 
ern States when they improved, and got healthy cattle. Our people in 
that region are now turning their attention largely to the dairy. We 
make the best butter in the world, because we have the strongest grass 
from which to make it and the strongest grain. Enterprising men are 
going all over the world and bringing to our shores improved breeds of 
cattle. These are landed en our Eastern sea-coast right in the neigh- 
borhood where this plenro-pneumonia or lung disease is existing. 
people are coming here to get Holsteins and Jerseys for the dairy, and 
we are in imminent danger of having the lung-plague taken to our 
States, or taken from here and disseminated among the cattle of our 
Western prairies. 

Perhaps the most prominent reason why the Territories (that have 10 
percent. of all of our cattle), without any representation on this floor to 
yote, have not been contaminated by this lung-plague is because when 
they want to improve their breed of cattle they come to Iowa and Illinois, 
where this plague does not exist, and get their improved animals and 
take them to the West. It will be just as impossible to eradicate this 
plague from our Territories as it has been to drive it from the Russian 
steppes, where it has lodged for centuries, or from Australia, where it has 
ravaged herds since 1858, destroying 40 per cent. of their cattle in 1873, 
valued at $43,500,000, and, owing to free commons, still rages; or Africa, 
that was infected by a single animal that was taken there from Holland, 
and, owing to common pasturage, has no hope of eradication. All the 
history ef the past admonishes us to save our beef-producing sections. 
We of the West only ask immunity from the cattle disease existing in 
' the East. We are anxious to be taxed to purify Eastern herds. so that 
we may have a clean route to the seaboard, and a clean bill of health to 
present to the world when we send our cattle abroad. 

We can not be assured, Mr. Chairman, how long we will be exempt 
unless some check is put on this matter. We suppose that it has not 
erossed the Alleghany Mountains. We do not know that to be a fact. 
We do not create it out there; we know that. No kind of climate will 

roduce pleuro-pneumonia, because we have every kind from New Or- 
ni to Saint Paul in the Mississippi Valley. No kind of abuse will 
produce pleuro-pneumonia, because we have used animals in all kinds 
of ways and weathers out West, and it has never come through abuse. 
Now, let us see where it comes from. 

England got it—Ireland first in 1839, and she got it from Holland. 
She was improving her stock and introduced the plague in that man- 
ner, and it has been in Ireland ever since, because the men who own 
the grass in Ireland do not usually own the cattle. Yearlings are 
moved to a pasture this year, and the men who handle yearlings do not 
handle two-year-olds, so that next year they must be taken to another 

In this manner the stock are moved from year to year, and if 
they have the disease among them it contaminates those with whom 
they come in contact. Why, it existed in the steppes of Russia for hun- 
dreds of years, and the steppes of Russia have cattle going in common 
just as the prairies of the West have herds going in common. Wars 
brought it from the steppes of Russia to Eastern Europe, and commerce 
from there carried it to Western Europe and the British Islands. Eng- 
land got it in 1842, and since that time, according to the statement of 
the London Times, Great Britain and her dependencies have lost $500, - 
000,000 of values from this cause. I remember well when I was a boy 
hearing the people talking about it. Here was farmer after farmer who 
was ruined byits taking off his cattle, so that many of them were com- 
pelled to leave the naked lands and come to the United States. They 
ceuld not cure it. Sometimes a cow would linger along, and I recollect 
a saying that was common amongst the people at that time, that acow 
could do worse than die. It was said that a cow could do worse than 
die, just as a politician can do worse than die. And some men, Mr. 
Chairman, in the height of their glory would do better to die at once 
when they have outlived their usefulness. 

Now, the disease can be eradicated. The northern countries of Europe 
have had it and they have eradicated it.. All the countries bordering 
north of the Cattegat have had it—Denmark, Norway, and Sweden— 
and they have all exterminated it. 

Massachusetts got it in 1859. Massachusetts took hold and eradi- 
cated that disease. The people of that Commonwealth have the faculty 
of doing anything they do promptly and doing it well. They spent 
$77,000 through the State commission and stamped out the disease, 
The people of Massachusetts lost. $250,000 in their herds before they got 
rid of it. The disease never got back there. And why? Because 
Massachusetts maintained a cattle commission, and they are not on the 
line of movement of animals. The West supplies New England with 
beef, and Western cattle are as healthy as the gras and pure air and 
water they exist on. Few herds for improving purposes have been im- 
ported into New England, and that people have learned to be on their 


Connecticut has had some of it, has some of it, and will have it. New 
Jersey has had it, has tried to eradicate it, and failed. And why? Be- 


Our | do you do with the sick ones?” 


cause when New Jersey would go to work and appoint a commission and 
appropriate and isolate animals and attempt to stamp this disease ont a 
butcher across the river would buy a herd of cattle at a reduced price and 
would bring it back. New Jersey spent $30,000 in the effort to eradi- 
cate the disease and almost gave it upindespair. It did not, however, 
give it up entirely, for that State is now spending $5,000 a year, wish- 
ing to hold the fort till the Federal Government steps in and helps. 

I asked a man from Brooklyn who had made an inspection—I asked 
him, ‘‘ What do you know personally about Brooklyn?’ He said he 


inspected the stables of Brooklyn two months ago. ‘‘ How many cows 
there?” ‘Five thousand.” ‘* How many have been ?? “Pour 
thousand.” ‘‘How many sick now?” ‘Five hundred.” ‘‘ What 


He answered, ‘‘ Wesend them to the 
butcher.” Now, that looks like an outrageous proposition, to send a 
sick cow to the butcher. But let me tell you the temptation is fear- 
ful. All a man may have in the world may be his stock of dairy cows 
with which he furnishes his village with milk. These men learn to 
detect the approach of that disease before the most expert veterinarian 
could detect it, and they send their cows to the butchers. 

The system pursued by dairymen is this: They buy a fat cow giving 
milk, keep her fat, and the moment they see any approach of pleuro- 
pneumonia they send her to the market. That is what is done now in 
most of the old countries; that is what is done in New York, done in 
Brooklyn, and it is done here. I went’ out the other day to a place 
within rifle-shot of this Capitol and saw three animals dissected. One 
had been kept there for experimental purposes. Two others had been 
bought. One had been bought three days before, having been. found 
on the commons, by a trader for beef. She had acute pleuro-pneumo- 
nia. And the men who were successful in eradicating that disease in 
Massachusetts, the members of the commission of that State, were 
there. They recognized the disease in a moment. No other disease 
under the sun will produce such a lung as pleuro-pneumonia will. It 
is not seen anywhere else. Those men saw it in aninstant. I brought 
part of the diseased lungs on this floor in a bucket on my way to the 
room of the Agricultural Committee. I wanted gentlemen to know 
something about it, that they might make an inquiry as to t® effect 
this is to have on us who eat that beef. You can not tell the beef of 
animals affected by pleuro-pneumonia in the first stages of the disease 
from any other beef. But I do not want to eat it. The future will 
disclose what human ills follow it. 

We must put ourselves in other people’s places always before we judge 
them. It is difficult for the States toeradicate pleuro-pneumonia. The 
policy of the States has been to pay a small price. We want to authorize 
the paymentof such a liberal price as will bring the diseased animal from 
itshiding. We want to have the diseasestamped out speedily and effect- 
ually. e can keep it here a few years longer; and if we do it is only a 
question of time when it will go to the West, and it will then work such 
reformation in our Treasury Department here that the hundredsof mill- 
ions there will vanish very quickly if you strike this great cattle interest. 

Let me mention this as an illustration: You have heard of the soft 
corn in the West this fall. What has been the effect of it? The trav- 
elers conld not sell so much because the West could not buy so much. 
The Eastern manufacturer could not sell so much because we had not 
the money to pay for it. The result was thatthe operativein the Eastern 
factories went out of employment because we had soft corn in the West. 
Those rich Western States are the great producing and buying States. 
They make money, and make it fast. And we spend it. It goes East 
and South. We do not keep it. The class of men in the West who 
may have soft corn are the men who did not graze their land with cattle. 
If you strike at the cattle industry we will come to have soft corn all 
along the line. It is an utter impossibility to maintain the fertility of 
the richest prairie without keeping cattle on the farm; and if that in- 
dustry becomes paralyzed and crippled it will take from the resources 
of the United States enough to turn the balance of trade against us. 

I do not want to weary the committee by talking too long. I pre- 
sume other gentlemen would like to be heard. The bill will be fully 
discussed in the Committee of the Whole House. The committee have 
put themselves in possession of the facts that could be reached. 

The Cattle Commission appointed by the President asked for a mill- 
ion and a half of dollars to begin this work. It will probably take that 
amount before they could get through. We propose to appropriate 
enough money to begin this thing. We have prepared a bill as care- 
fully as we can prepare it. This matter requires one head, one direct- 
ing mind, just as one man is required to guide the operations and move- 
ments of an army. 

We do not know how far this disease has gone; we do not know how 
thoroughly it is intrenched. But we do know that it is here; we do 
know that there are five hundred diseased cows in the city of Brook- 
lyn. We know that there are 1,500 in New Jersey, for we have heard 
from them. We know that the disease is in the District of Columbia. 
We know that diseased cows are brought to this market from the State 
of Virginia. We know that Baltimore gets cows infected with such 
disease and spreads it everywhere. We want to quarantine it, isolate 
it, extirpate it. ‘ 

Inoculation will only perpetuate the disease. When a subject of 
this kind is under discussion we are sure to be beset by cranks. Some 
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men tell us that we can extirpate this disease by inoculation. Now it 
is trug that inoculation with cow-pox protects against the ravages of 
small-pox. Butinoculation with pleuro-pneamonia only begets pleuro- 
pneumonia. The animal is inoculated in a part where the disease will 
not prove fatal as it will in the lungs. The disease develops pleuro- 
pneumonia where it is inoculated, but the system resists it better when 
in that place than in the lungs. 

If we depend upon inoculation, and it is the only palliation that has 
been found, it will only continue and perpetuate plenro-pneumonia. 
Every man who has cows on his place, whether by birth or by pur- 

must inoculate them. There is, therefore, no hope in anything 
but isolation and extermination. 

Our bill provides that if the State will take hold and co-operate with 
us we will help it; if it will not, then we will quarantine it and not 
allow it to send an animal out of the State. We impose severe penal- 
ties for so doing. We do not interfere with anybody’s ideas of State 
rights at all. We say to the States, “If you will help us we will pay 
half the expense; but if you do not and will not, then you shall not 
bring any of your cattle out of the State, and we will not allow any 
cattle to go through your State to anywhere else.” That is the theory 
of the bill in a nutshell. 

New Jersey and other States scourged with this disease will take hold 
promptly and endeavor to exterminate it. Then we will look to the 
P Uee eaS of animals coming from abroad, so as to prevent the disease 

m coming into the country again. We now quarantine for ninety 
days. Every animal coming from abroad must remain where it is 
landed for ninety days. If any are diseased, they must be destroyed 
where they are landed. 

Now, what a loss all this causes to the people of the United States. 
A great many cattle can be taken to British pastures and sold there for 
much more money than we can sell them for at home. The owners of 
those pastures would be glad to get them, but they want a clean bill 
of health, and I cannot blame them for that. 

Mr. Chairman, how much time have I left? 

The CHAIRMAN. The PON has spoken twenty minutes. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I believe I will yield the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 

. Texas [Mr. eae $ 

Mr. HOLMES. ill the gentleman permit me to ask him whether 
this is the unanimous report of the committee ? 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Itisthe unanimous report of the committee. 

Mr: HENDERSON, of Iowa. I would like to ask my colleague a 
questien before he takes his seat, if he will permit me to do so. 

Mr, WILSON, of Iowa. Certainly. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. | Believing, as I do, that there are few 
in this House who are better informed on this subject than himself, I 
would like to ask him whether the manifestations of this disease are 
such that imposition can noteasily be practiced? Letmeexplain briefly 
what I mean. Some members of this House (and I desire to be in- 
formed on the subject myself) fear that people might come in with their 
fancy stock, as the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. BELFORD] says, and 
failing to market that stock, will claim that it is diseased with pleuro- 

neumonia, and get paid for the destruction of such stock. I would 

ike the gentleman to direct his remarks briefly to that point. Does 
the disease so manifest itself that there may be little or no doubt of its 
existence? I believe it does. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. There is no doubt at all. A lung diseased 
by pleuro-pneumonia is like no other lung; and the disease is like no 
other disease. The moment a veterinarian puts his eye upon it he can 
tell it. 

Mr. TUCKER. Then what isthe use of a great big veterinarian sur- 
geon to find it out? ' 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. We want to know where it is. 

Mr. TUCKER. You say everybody can tell it. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Ido not say that. Isaya veterinarian can 
tell whether or not it is pleuro-pnenmonia when he sees it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iwould like to inquire of the gentleman from Iowa 
[ Mr. Witson] if there is any information in the possession of the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture that will be submitted to the House indicating 
tne patea in which this disease now exists or has existed within the 

year 
Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Yes. Ifthe gentleman will read the REC- 
ORD to-morrow morning he will find that information. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I did not hear the report read. I would like to 
ask the er question if information will be laid before the House as 
to what has been done by those States, either in the direction of legis- 
lation or in the direction of appropriation, to control the disease in 
those States? 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Your State, for example, has passed a joint 
resolution asking us for legislation on this subject and sent representa- 
tive men here to urge it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Oh, yes; it has asked a great deal of legislation that 
we here have not thought it necessary to enact. : 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Your State has spent $60,000 in this direc- 
tion and has gui that is what it has done. 

Mr. . That may be true with reference to New York, and 


I suppose pleuro-pneumonia has existed somewhat in New Jersey also, 
and in some parts of Pennsylvania, and at one time it existed in Mas- 
sachusetts. Iam not aware that it exists there now. What I am de- 
sirous to know is whether the States where it has existed have legis- 
lated upon this question; whether they have adopted police regulations 
with reference to it, and whether they are looking after the enforce- 
ment of their laws for the extermination of this disease, 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. My understanding is that the States where 
pleuro-pneumonia has existed have severally taken hold of the matter 
with more or less vigor, but they have already discovered that it is im- 
possible to prevent it being brought in from neighboring States; that 
they need Federal management, Federal supervision, Federal co-opera- 
tion, which will quarantine a State for the protection of other States. 
This seems to be the conclusion which has been reached. 

Mr. HISCOCK. But the legislation which has been had in those 
States, respectively, is not contained in any communication which the 
committee has made to the House. : 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Iam not aware whether we are in posses- 
sion of the several acts which have been passed by the States. We have 
been reaching in every direction for information on this subject and 
have obtained a great deal, but we have not concerned ourselves so 
much with State legislation as with the existence of the disease, 

Mr. HISCOCK. Do I understand the gentleman to say that the 
States themselves, through their Legislatures, have insisted that with 
their own power they can not exterminate this disease, and have, there- 
fore, asked the aid of Congress? 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Yes, sir; that isthe conclusion that has been 
reached by intelligent observers in the States that have tried by State 
law to eradicate the disease. 

Mr. HISCOCK, Through their Legislatures? If not through their 

islatures, who haye appeared to represent them ? 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Most of them have, I think, through their 
Legislatures represented that very thing tous. Itis avery well-known 
fact, from all the circumstances of the case and all the information we 
can get, that neither New Jersey nor New York could individually 
take hold and exterminate the disease unless it could quarantine 
against its introduction from other States. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I differ with the gentleman on that question. f, 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Well, there is one thing upon which the 
gentleman can not differ with me—that those States have not succeeded 
in taking effectual measures against the disease. Does the gentleman 
mean to tell me that either of those States has cleaned out the disease? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iam not advised how many cases there have been 
in these different States; I suppose the gentleman is. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Chairman, I have not yielded the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WILSON] was 
understood by the Chair to have yielded the floor, and the Chair recog- 
nized the gentleman from Texas [Mr. LANHAM], who then, as the 
Chair understood, yielded to the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. LANHAM. The Chair labored under a misapprehension. I 
must insist that I had not yielded the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas was recognized, but 
the Chair understood him to yield to the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. LANHAM. Then I desire to correct the Chair. 

Mr. WELLER. If the gentleman from Iowa yielded the floor I did 
not so understand. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Well, I yield it now. 

Mr: BELFORD. I want to ask the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
HATCH] one question, 

Mr. LANHAM, Mr. Chairman, it is my purpose to make some re- . 
marks in opposition to this bill, but for the present I yield to my col- 
league [Mr. THROCKMORTON] to make a motion that the committee 
rise, with a view to an adjournment. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I hope the committee will not rise now. 

Mr. BELFORD. I hope the gentleman from Texas will allow me to 
ask the gentleman from Missouri a question. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. I move that the committee rise. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. THROCKMORTON, 
there were—ayes 82, noes 81. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, and Mr. THRocK- 
MORTON were appointed: 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 66, 
noes 96. s 

So the motion that the committee rise was not agreed to. 

Mr. resumed the floor. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I ask the gentleman from Texas to yield 
amoment. Mr. Chairman, I have been informed since the vote was 
taken, that the gentleman from Texas [Mr. LANHAM] who is now 
entitled to the floor is unwell, and did not desire to proceed with his 
remarks this evening. I was not before apprised of that fact. I am 

ectly willing, for the accommodation of the gentleman, that the 


‘debate be suspended until to-morrow, and I will move that the com- 


mittee rise. 
Mr. LANHAM. I thank the ome kindly for his courtesy, 
The motion of Mr HATCH, of Missouri; was agreed to. 


906 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 6, 


The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. Cops reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the bill (H. 
R. 3967) for the establishment of a bureau of animal industry, to pre- 
vent the exportation of diseased cattle, and to provide means for the 
suppression and extirpation of pleuro-pneumonia and other contagious 
diseases among domestic animals, had come tono resolution thereon. 


MEXICAN SOLDIERS AND SAILORS. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Iask by unanimous consent to sub- 
mit for adoption at this time the following resolution: 
The Clerk read as follows: 

n certain soldiersand sail 
ofthe Metin aoe Pe peana i irim | cased toe for other pu be 
made the special order in the House as in Committee of the Whole on Thursday, 
the lith day of February, 1854, after the morning hour, and from day to day there- 
after until disposed of; not to interfere with general appropriation or revenue 
bills or reports from the Committee on Public Lands, 

Several members objected. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York. I ask leave to submit a motion. 

Mr. WELLER. I wish to introduce a bill. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular 
order !’?] > 

Mr. TOWNSHEND’s motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 
o’clock and 30 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BROADHEAD: Numerous memorials from manufacturers, 
inventors, and citizens, asking for amendments to the patent laws, re- 
duction of patent fees, &c.—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: Papers relating to the claim of Mary Eliza- 
beth Young—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the pension claim of Daniel A. Birchett—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 9 

By Mr. CARLETON: Petition of H. H. Nims Post, No. 118, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Lexington, Mich. , requesting a grant of one hun- 
dred and sixty acres of land to each honorably discharged Union soldier, 
&c.—to the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and 
Back Pay. ` 

By Mr. CONVERSE: Petition of the officers of the Wool-Growers’ 
Association of Monroe County and 29 others, of the Wool-Growers’ 
Association of Madison County, of J. B. Copper and 40 others, of the 
Wool-Growers’ Association of Coshocton County, of C. Carroll and 14 
others, of the Wool-Growers’ Association of Belmont County, of Andrew 
Walz and 16 others, of J. G. Blue and 56 others, of T. S. Sharples and 
62 others, of Ohio, asking a restoration of the tariff of 1867 on imported 
wools—severally to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of J. C. Wright and 43 others, citizens of West Virginia; 
of J. Walker and 76 others, and of James Hamlin and 80 others, citizens 
of Colorado; of Nathan Weare and 10 others, of Weld County, Colorado; 
of H. Sanborn and 23 others, on the same subject—severally to the same 
committee. 

Also, petition of John M. Small, president, and H. V. Pugsley, secre- 

of the State Wool-Growers’ Association of Missouri; of C. New- 
kirk and 44 others; of M. Reed and 61 others, on the same subject— 
severally to the same committee. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: Resolution of the board of health of the city 
. of Pensacola, Fla.—to the Committee on the Public Health. 

Also, petition of 181 citizens of Myers, Fla., for the improvement 
of Punta Rassa Harbor and Caloosahatchee River—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of citizens of Farmington, Me., for pay- 
ment of rebate on tobacco, &c.—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: Memorial of Osborne Post, No. 93, Grand Army 
of the Republic, asking for equalization of bounty, &c.—to the Select 
Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. FINERTY: Memorial of the Western Associated Press, ask- 
ing for the reduction of newspaper postage—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FORAN: Petition of vessel-owners and citizens of Cleveland, 
Ohio, asking for an appropriation to further extend the breakwater at 
Marquette, Mich.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of citizens of Kansas City, Mo., remonstrating against 
the abuse and usurpation of the United States Army in the Indian 
Territory, &e.—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. GUENTHER: Petition of citizens of Appleton, Wis., to con- 
firm the titles of bona fide purchasers of certain lands located in Mich- 
igan—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Petition of citizens of Dubuque, Iowa, 
for repeal of duties on works of art—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Memorial of the city of Lawrenceburg, Ind., 
for an appropriation to improve the’ Ohio and Great Miami Rivers— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. : 


Also, for a mail-route in Indiana—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. : 

By Mr. HOLTON: Papers relating to the claim of the corporation 
pra Roman Catholic Clergymen of Maryland—to the Committee on War 


By Mr. HOPKINS: Petitions of citizens of Ohio, of Michigan, of 
Pennsylvania, and of West Virginia, in favor of a bill prohibiting the 
importation of foreign laborers under contracts made abroad—severally 
to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. HOUSEMAN: Petition of 8. L. Withey, J. W. Stone, E. F. 
Uhl, Shields Bulkley, and about 400 others, manufacturers, merchants, 
and business men of Grand Rapids, Mich., aud of Thomas Heffran, 
Thomas Wayne, and 103 others, citizens of Ottawa County, Michigan, 
relative to the improvement of the Grand River from Grand Rapids, 
tere. to Lake Michigan—severally to the Committee on Rivers and 

arbors. 

By Mr. HUTCHINS: Memorials in relation to an appropriation for 
education in Alaska—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. JOHNSON: Petition of J. W. Bailey and others—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LANHAM: Petition of citizens of Cisco, Tex., for the re- 
moval of the Federul court from Graham, Tex., to some point on the 
Texas and Pacific Railway within the confines of the northern judicial 
district of Texas—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Petition of F. D. Mills and others, of Atchison, 
Kans., for increased compensation of United States circuit and district 
judges—to the same committee. 

By Mr. MORSE: Papers relating to the claim of Eliza H. Powers— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HARA: Petition of citizens of Raleigh, N. C., relative to 
the Freedman’s Savings and Trust Company—to the same committee. 

By Mr. CHARLES O'NEILL: Resolutions of the Philadelphia Mari- 
time Exchange, for the passage of Senate bill 234 relative to compul- 
sory pilotage fees—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, communications relative to the bill for the relief of Lieut. A. R. 
Egbert, Second United States Infantry—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. PETTIBONE: Papers relating to the claim of Lewis F, Seli— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. J. H. ROGERS: Petition of citizens of Arkansas, for the 
opening to actual settlement of the Territory of Oklahoma—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. RYAN: Papers relating to the claim of Elijah 
ton—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SNYDER: Papers relative to the claim of Samuel Martin— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of John Cook—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. J. W. STEWART: Memorial of the Vermont Sheep-Breeders’ 
easton relative to tariff on wool—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans, 

By Mr. THROCKMORTON: Joint resolution of the Legislature of 
the State of Texas, asking that the cattle trail from Texas through the 
Indian Territory be kept open—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, concurrent resolution of the Legislature of Texas, relative to the 
establishment of a branch of the Federal court on the northern border 
of Texas, having jurisdiction over offenses committed in the Chickasaw 
and Choctaw Nations—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of C. J. Legg, for an extension of 
his patent—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. YORK: Petition of James Taylor, relative to the North Caro- 
lina Cherokee Indians—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


Crudging- 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, February 6, 1884. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from the Chief of En- 
gineers, submitting a report from Maj. Amos Stickney, of the Corps of 
Engineers, of the results of an examination and survey of Pearl River, 
Mississippi, made under his direction to comply with the requirements of 
the riverand harbor act of August 2, 1882; which, with the accompany- 
ing papers, was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary of 
the Navy, transmitting a letter from the Superintendent of the Naval 
Observatory concerning the status of assistant astronomers on duty 
there, with a recommendation that they be commissioned, with the same 
pay and provision for retirement as provided by law for assistant naval 
constructors; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
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He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary of 
the Interior, transmitting, in compliance with a resolution of December 
18, 1883, certain information concerning the Texas Pacific Railway 
Company’s mortgages; which, with the accompanying report, was re- 
ferred to the Committeeon Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 24) authorizing the printing of 2,500 
extra copies of the report of the health officer of the District of Colum- 
bia was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Print- 


ing 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. ALLISON. I present petitionsof sundry citizensof Leon, Iowa; 
Colorado Springs, Colo. ; West Point, Iowa; Huron, Dak.; Barada, Nebr. ; 
Tabor, Iowa; Brooks, Iowa; Eagle Grove, Wright County, Iowa; De 
Smet, Dak.; and O'Neill, Nebr., favoring an appropriation for educa- 
tion in Alaska. These petitions I find ona common blank, and the par- 
ties signing them are requested to send them to me. I suppose that 
accounts for the number of them. I move that the petitions be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON presented preamble and resolutions adopted at a meet- 
ing of Shelladay Post, No. 84, Grand Army of the Republic, of Monroe, 
Iowa, praying that all surviving soldiers and sailors of the late war hon- 
orably discharged shall receive a uniform pension of $8 a month for the 
remainder of their lives; which were referred to the Committee on Pen- 


sions, 

Mr. HALE presented a petition of citizens of Fayette, Me., praying 
for an appropriation for education in Alaska; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. — ; z 

Mr. GARLAND presented the petition of Joseph McGuckian, pray- 
ing to be granted a pension for injuries sustained by him while acting 
as a messenger and watchman in the War Department; which, together 
with the papers on file'in the case, was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. SLATER presented a petition of citizens of Oregon, praying for 
the forfeiture of the land grant of the Oregon Central Railroad Com- 
pany; which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr, PENDLETON. I present the petition of H. B. Banning Post, 
No. 198, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Ohio; the peti- 
tion of the Lytle Post, of the same organization, in Cincinnati; the peti- 
tion of the Tenth Ohio Volunteer Veteran Association, and the Cincin- 
nati Veteran Association, praying for the passage of a bill granting a land- 
warrantof one hundred and sixty acres, without condition of settlement, 
toevery officer, soldier, and sailor in the war of the rebellion who has been 
honorably discharged and to the widows and minors of those who have 
died without receiving it. I move that the petitions be referred tothe 
Committee on Public Lands. 

The motion was to, 

Mr. LAMAR presented a petition of citizens of Mississippi, praying 
for the prohibition of the liquor traffic in the District of Columbia; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a petition from members of Scott Post, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Blue Springs, Nebr., ex-soldiers of the 
late war of the rebellion, praying that pensions be granted to the sur- 
vivors of that war; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ANTHONY presented the petition of A. W. Yates, of Bryant’s 
Pond, Me., praying that pensions be granted to the soldiers of the war 
of 1812; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr, LOGAN presented a petition of letter-carriers of Bloomington, 
Ill., praying for an increase of pay; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post Roads. í 

Mr. SHERMAN. I present quite a number of petitions from citizens 
residing in different parts of the State of Ohio, praying that a land- 
warrant for one hundred and sixty acres of land be granted to each 
honorably discharged officer, soldier, or sailor who served in the United 
States Army and Navy during the war of the rebellion. These peti- 
tions are very numerously signed and there is a great number of them. 
I move that they be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was to. : 

Mr. BECK presented a petition of citizens of Kentucky, praying for 
an appropriation for education in Alaska; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. CONGER presented resolutions of the common council of the 
city of Houghton, Mich., praying that the lands granted to aid in the 
construction of the Marquette, Houghton and Ontonagon Railroad be 
not forfeited; which were referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BLAIR. I present a memorial of some gentleman who signs 
himself ‘‘Workingman.’’ It covers a great variety of subject-matter, 
doctrine, reproof, and instruction upon the political problems of the 
times, taxation, anti-monopoly, the condition of the working people, 
and various other matters full of meat. I think, perhaps,it may as 
well be referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is that an anonymous communication? 

Mr. BLAIR. It is anonymous; it is signed ‘‘ Workingman.’’ Iam 
Tequested to present it. i 


Mr. COCKRELL. I raise the point of order whether an anonymous 
communication is to be received as a petition to the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair can not receive it with- 
out unanimous consent. 

Mr. BLAIR. It isnotaddressed to the Senate; it isaddressed to me, 
with the request that I “make these things known to Uncle Sam;’’ 
and hardly knowing what to do with the paper I present it. If it isob- 
jectionable upon that ground I shall be glad to withdraw it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think a number of us have received similar 
papers. The Senator can embody it in his remarks some time when he 
is making a speech. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not care at all to embody it in my remarks. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order. The paper 
can not be received, objection being made. 

Mr. FRYE presented the petition of Mrs. Sallie Carroll, executrix 
and devisee of William T. Carroll, deceased, praying compensation for the 
value of the timber and wood taken from the tracts of land known as 
Sligo and the Dobbin farm, and used in the construction of Fort Slocum; 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. ANTHONY. The Committee on Printing, to which was referred 
the bill (S. 1293) providing for distribution to members of Congress of 
ten charts and other publications of the Hydrographic Office for each 
session of Congress, have instructed me to report it without amendment 
and to recommend its passage. I ask for its present consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. INGALLS. t is the bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The bill will be read for informa- 
tion. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. I think the experience of the Senate for the last 
few weeks shows that it is not conducive to the public interests that 
measures should be considered during the time allotted to strictly morn- 
ing business. I therefore’object to the consideration of the bill until 
after the morning business is concluded. 

Mr. CONGER. I hope the gentleman will not object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. CONGER. Iask the Senator from Kansas to withdraw his ob- 
jection, if he is pleased to do so, at this time. This is a bill which I 
introduced providing that charts from the Hydrographic Office might 
be distributed to Senators and Members to meet the requests of their 
constituents for copies of these charts. I applied to that office and 
found there was no authority to furnish these charts to persons who 
desired them without some resolution or act of Congress, and I there- 
fore introduced the bill. Such demands come very frequently for thai 
class of charts, and they can not be furnished except by authority of 
law. Several gentlemen in the other House have informed me that 
they have received requests for the same charts, and, though this is a 
little matter, people are waiting to receive them.. I hope the Senator 
will withdraw his objection and let the bill pass now. If it goes on 
the Calendar it may not be reached for a long time. 

Mr. INGALLS. I feel that I can not, in justice to the interests that 
I believe are involved, withdraw my objection. I have witnessed, and 
I think every other Senator has, during the past three or four weeks a 
continual invasion of the rules that has resulted in serious detriment. 
We have observed on several occasions, where requests of this kind have 
been made, that the entire morning hour has been consumed in the con- 
sideration of measures which we were assured would take but a single 
moment, whereby ‘‘enterprises of great pith and moment ’’ have been 
“turned awry ’’ and lost “the name of action.” 

I think, therefore, Mr. President, that I shall insist at this time and 
hereafter upon the observance of the rule, saying to the Senator that . 
after the conclusion of the morning business I will very cordially co- 
operate with him in securing action upon the bill. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the 
petition of A. F. Baugh, administrator of the estate of Ashton Butter- 
worth, praying compensation for the use of a cotton manufactory and 
machinery, submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; 
and the committee was discharged from the further consideration of the 

tition. 

Mio also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
36) for the relief of Mrs. Martha Vaughn and Mrs. Louisa Jackman, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
371) for the relief of Charles P. Chouteau, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
558) for the relief of Isaac A. Meyer, submitted an adverse report there- 
on, which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of Joseph Dawson, praying for a pension on account of disability 
incurred in the discharge of his duty in the internal-revenue service, 
submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the 
committee were discharged from the further consideration of the petition. 
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He also, from the same committee, te whom was referred the bill (S. 
971) for the relief of Mrs. Priscilla W. Burwell, widow of Armistead 
Burwell, deceased, submitted an adverse report thereon, which was 
agreed to; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
972) for the relief of Priscilla W. Burwell, widew and personal repre- 
sentativeof Hon. Armistead Burwell, deceased, late of Vicksburg, Miss., 
submitted an adverse report thereon, which wasagreed to; and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. t 

Mr. HOAR. Iam directed by the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 595) to repay the State of Georgia $27,175.50, 
money advanced by said State for the defense of her frontiers against 
the Indians from 1795 to 1818 and not heretofore repaid, to make a 
favorable report thereon. This is the same bill which was passed by 
the Senate at the last session, the statement being made that some an- 
cient vouchers had been discovered by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
lait when governor of that State which established the claim of 
the State. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed upon the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 445) for the relief of the heirs or legal repre- 
sentatives of Robert J. Baugness, deceased, submitted an adverse report 
thereon. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask that the bill may be placed upon the Calendar. 
The bill has heretofore been reported favorably and passed by the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed upon the 
Calendar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the petition of William H. Manning for relief for timber cut from his 
land 1 by United States officers, submitted an adverse report thereon, 
which was agreed to; and the committee were discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the petition. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
571) for the relief of Casimifo ifo Ginesi, submitted an adverse report there- 
on, which was to; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. GEORGE, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 273) for the relief of estate of Thomas Jones, deceased, re- 
ported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from thesame committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1055) for the relief of Thomas C. Ellisen, submitted an adverse report 
thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. SEWELL. Iam instructed by the Committee on Military Af 
fairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 469) to increase the salaries 
and pay of the chaplains in the Army, to report it adversely, I ask 
that the bill be placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESID pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. ` 

Mr. PIKE, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 372) for the relief of Frances A. Robinson, administratrix 
of the estate of John M. Robinson, reported it with amendments, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, from the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tious, to whom was referred the bill (S. 791) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to execute’ certain treaty stipulations relating to Chinese,” 
approved May 6, 1882, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, from the Committee on Agriculture, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1127) to provide means for the‘suppres- 
sion and extirpation of pleuro-pneumonia and other contagious diseases 
among domestic animals, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 295) for the relief of Alfred G. Hatfield, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same ¢ommittee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 520) for the relief of Francis Gilbeau, reported it with amendments, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 968) for the relief of Fielding Hurst, asked to be discharged from 
its further consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on 
Finance; which was to. 

He also, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1288) for the relief of Nathaniel C. Bateman, asked to be dis- 
charged from its further consideration, and that it be referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia; which was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. . 


Mr. HARRISON introduced a bill (S. 1419) for the relief of Rupert 
G. Hill; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. LOGAN introduced a bill (S. 1420) to increase the efficiency of 
the Army of the United States; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1421) for the relief of John Bostater; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 1422) making the city of Tacoma, 
in Washington Territory, in the customs district of Puget Sound, a port 


of delivery; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1423) making the city of Seattle, in 
Washington Territory, in the Puget Sound customs district, a port of 
delivery; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1424) for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Port Townsend, Wash.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Mr. SLATER introduced a bill (S. 1425) to grant the Astoria and 
Winnemucca Railroad Company the right of way through the public 
lands and the right to construct bridges over navigable water courses; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (S. 1426) defining sea-service; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1427) granting an increase of pension 
to Abby S. Slocum; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. : 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 1428) to provide for indemnity 
to the State of Iowa due under various acts relating to swamp and over- 
flowed lands; Which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. MORRILL introduced a bill (S. 1429) to provide for the erection 
of a public building at Montpelier, Vt.; which was read twice by its 
title. 

Mr. MORRILL. I donot ask to have the bill printed at this time. 
I move that it be referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

The motion was to. e ; 

Mr. McPHERSON introduced a bill (S. 1430) granting a pension to 
Sarah C. Hall; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. . 

Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S. 1431) to increase the pension of 
Dileno Robinson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. ® 

Mr. PIKE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 55) to provide for a 
rebate of duties paid on materials imported and used in the construction 
and equipment of ships built for the foreign trade; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 


PROTEUS COURT OF INQUIRY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further bills or joint- 
resolutions that order is closed, and ** concurrent and other resolutions ”’ 
are next in order. The Chair lays before the Senate the resolution 
offered yesterday by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] 
which went over under the rule. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam requested by a reputable attorney of this 
city to ask for an order. . ; f 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair must first lay before the 
Senate the resolution that went over from yesterday. It will be read. 

The resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. BuTLER was read, as fol- 
lows: 

Resolved, That the President be requested, if in his judgment not incompat- 
ible with the public interest, to communicate fo the Geni the record of the 


proceedings, testimony, and findings of the court of inquiry in relation to the 
events connected with the lossofthe steamer Preteus in the Arctic Ocean, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
resolution. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. COCKRELL, it was 


Orderel, That the papers in the of James Monroe, late President of the 
United States, or his legal representatives, for services rendered by him in the 
Revolutionary war, be taken from the files and referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims. 


On motion of Mr. RANSOM, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of Sophia B. Moore, of North Carolina, 
pe pisna isin from the files and referred to the Committee on Claims, under 
the rules. 


On motion of Mr. HILL, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of the removal of the Southern Utes be 
taken from the files and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


On motion of Mr. GROOME, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the case of B, S. James be taken from the files of 
the Senate and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, there 
being no adverse report. 


COMMITTEE ON POST-OFFICES AND POST-ROADS. 
On motion of Mr. HILL, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee on Post-Officesand Post-Roads have leave to sit 
during the sessions of the Senate. 


CIVILIAN ENGINEERS, 
Mr. PLUMB submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and to: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to report to the Senate the num- 


ber, , station, and duties of civilian engineers employed by the Government; 
also the stations and duties of the engineer officers of the Army. 


The question is on agreeing’ to the 
i 
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SILVER LAKE, LOUISIANA. 
Mr. FRYE submitted the following resolution; which was considered 
by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to report to the Senate 
ewhether or not under the acts of been Era pre 3 swamp lands to the State of 
Louisiana Silver Lake, in Caddo , in said State, was included, and whether 
or not under these acts it has been listed to the State as swamp land; together 

with any other facts in his Department touching the same. 


LONGEVITY PAY. 


Mr. VOORHEES submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: - 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to transmit to the 
Senate copies of the decisions of the Second ea sais dated January 3, July 
31, and August 16, 1883, on the claims of Gunners James Nash and Samuel Cross 
under the so-called longevity provisions of the naval appropriation act of August 
5, 1882; together with a statement of the number and amounts of the claims al- 
lowed by said Comptroller and paid under said provisions and their respective 
dates of settlement, and w. r the same were paid from current ap; ria- 
tions or reported to Congress and paid in pursuance of appropriations for. 


° ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CONGER. I ask unanimous consent to take from the Calendar 
the bill reported from the Committee on Printing in regard to hydro- 


phic charts. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate now proceeding under 
the eighth rule, the Senator from Michigan asks imons consent that 
the bill reperted from the Committee on Printing this morning be con- 


sidered. It will be read by title for information. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 1293) providing for distribution to 
members of Congress of ten charts and other publications of the Hydro- 
graphic Office, for each session of Congress. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection that the bill be 
now considered ? 

Mr. PLUMB. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. The first case 
on the Calendar under the eighth rule will be announced. 

The bill (S. 382) for the relief of the city of Glasgow, in the State 
of Missouri, and of certain citizens thereof, was announced as first in 
order upon the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that that be passed over. It has been re- 
ported adversely and there is no intention of having any action upon 
it. Ishall ask to have it stricken from the Calendar after I have had 
time to examine the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over, if there 

» beno objection. 
DEVISEES OF DANIEL CARROLL. 


The bill (S. 196) for the relief of the devisees of the late Daniel Car- 
roll was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides that 
„the devisees under the will of the late Daniel Carroll, of Duddington, 
deceased, their heirs or assigns, may prosecute a suit in the Court of 
Claims, according to the rules of practice and proceedings in that court, 
against the District of Columbia, to recover such damages, if any, as 
they have sustained by reason of the change of grade and the regrad- 
ing of the streets around square No. 736 in the city of Washington. 

Mr. HOAR. I think this must be a bill which came up on the last 
day, or the last but one, of the last Congress. I objected to it then, 
and after the objection I was spoken to by a gentleman who represented 
one of these devisees, who stated that it was a case of uncommon hard- 
ship by reason of the great injury to the estate ef these persons, who 
were in straitened circumstances, and that my objection would pre- 
vent anything being done at the last Congress. So I withdrew the ob- 
jection, and the bill passed the Senate; but it seemed to me then, and 
seems to me now, that this matter ought to be dealt with by a general 
law, and it was only'the late period of the session which made me, very 
reluctantly, consent to the passage of the bill then. 

If there be no provision of law by which persons may recover whose 
real estate is damaged by changes in the highways in the District of 
Columbia, that is probably because at some time the legislative power 
has been of opinion that it was not expedient that the public should 
compensate land-owners under such circumstances. I suppose the fee, 
the ownership, of the streets is in the United States in this District. 
Therefore the policy goes on the ground that they have a right to 
change the grade of their streets for their own purposes without any 
legal or moral obligations to adjacent proprietors. Butif that be nota 
sound principle (and I suppose the policy in nearly all the States in the 
Union is otherwise, certainly itis in my own State), then it seems to 
me the Committee on the District of Columbia ought to frame a general 
law and not select a particular person who has been damaged and give 
him this bounty, which is not granted under the general policy of the 
law to others. : 

I would ask the Senator from Rhode Island who reported the bill 
why it is not now practicable to frame and report a general law on the 
subject, as it is early in the session ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will say in answer to the question of the Senator 
from Massachusetts that this is the same bill which was reported at the 
last session and objected to by himself, which afterward passed the 
Senate on his withdrawing his objection. : 

I will further say in answer to his suggestion about the policy of 


adopting a general law, that the committee have considered that subject 
but have not been able to reach a conclusion. There are some circum- 
stances surrounding this case which seem to make it proper for the 
special action of Congress. The work was done after the taking away 
of a remedy which the parties would have had if it had been done at 
the time it was ordered, after the board of audit, which had the right 
to allow claims of this kind, had been abolished by act of Congress. 

The Senator is mistaken in supposing that Congress has ever declared 
by Jegislative action or by lack of legislative action any such policy as 
that they would not allow claims for on account of changes of 
streets by the Government of the United States. Formerly the right 
to pay these damages rested in the legislative assembly of the District, 
afterward in the board of public works, and afterward in the board of 
audit established by Congress. The board of audit was subsequently 
abolished, in 1874, I think, and after that time no power to pass on 
claims of this kind resided in any of the District authorities. 

This case is one certainly demanding the prompt action of Congress, 
for the reason that the devisees of Mr. Carroll, consisting of two old 
ladies, must be very near their last days; they are very and in a 
very infirm condition, and they need the relief which this bill proposes 
to give them. I certainly hope that the Senator from Massachusetts 
will not interpose an objection to the passage of this bill. The com- 
mittee have under consideration the question whether they will pre- 
sent a general bill. If the Senator has any special case in his mind I 
am sure the committee will be ready to consider it. 

Mr. HOAR. I will not interpose an objection, under the peculiar 
circumstances, against the judgment of the committee, which seems to 
be unanimous as far asthe report goes. I wish tostate, however, thata 
gentleman formerly from my own State presented to me a year or two 
ago an almost similar case, that of an aged man, who must have been 
more than 80 years of age, who had lived here some time, and whose 
very splendid property had been largely diminished hy the action of 
the Government in a similar case. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amen? nent, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time and passed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. President, I have conversed with my friend 
from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. I do not see him in his seat now, but I 
do not think he will interpose any objection to the consideration of the 
bill which I reported this morning, which is for the convenience of Sen- 
ators, and therefore should be passed at once. I will wait, however, 
until he comes in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SHERMAN in thechair). The bill 
is not now iu the Senate Chamber, but has been sent for. Does the 
Senator move to take it up out of its order? 

_ Mr. ANTHONY. I will wait until the Senator from Kansas comes 


in. A 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let us go on with the Calendar. The Senator 
from Kansas will be in soon, no doubt. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next bill on the Calendar will be 
read. 
WILLIAM H. BECK. 


The bill (S. 538) for the relief of William H. Beck, assignee of A, 
Burwell, was announced as next in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This bill is reported adversely. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let it go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 


DURATION OF PATENTS. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (8. 672) to amend section 
4887 of the Revised Statutes, in relation to patents; which was read. 

Mr. McPHERSON. This bill is likely to involve a very long dis- 
cussion. It can not be taken up in the morning hour and proper dis- 
cussion had. I object to its present consideration. K 

Mr. PLATT. I trust the Senator will withdraw his objection for a 
moment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New Jersey 
give way to the Senator from Connecticut? j 

Mr. McPHERSON. I yield. 

Mr. PLATT. I do not think that this bill ought to excite much dis- 
cussion. I should there was nothing in this bill which would 
not meet the approval of all the members of the Senate. I am aware 
that a bill is coming on the Calendar which will create a good deal of 
discussion. I think this isan important bill; I have not asked to have 
it taken up out of its order, but I think it ought to be taken up and 
considered. If the Senator desires time to examine it, I will agree to 
take it up to-morrow or some other day. I think, however, Senators, if 
they will examine this bill, will have no real objection to it, and that 
it will not excite opposition or discussion beyond an explanation of it. 
Still, if the Senator desires time to examine it, I will let it go over 
to-day without prejudice and have it taken up to-morrow morning. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Itis avery important matter to undertake such 
a modification of the patent laws, and therefore I think it very unwise 
to undertake under a five-minute rule to discuss a question so important 
asthis. Every Senator, it is well known, under the rule is confined to 
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one speech upon a question, whatever points may be raised on the op- 
posite side. 

Mr. PLATT. Has the Senator any objection to letting it pass over 
this morning without prejudice ? 

Mr. HARRIS. If ihe Denak from Connecticut will allow me, I de- 
sire to suggest to him that he make the bill a special order for any day 
he may choose that does not conflict with other special orders, to be 
taken up at 2 o’clock on a day designated. 

Mr. PLATT. I will move, then, that the bill be made the special 
order for to-morrow at 2 o’clock. 

Mr. MORGAN. Tobjecttothatarrangement. This bill, if it passes 
over in the morning hour on an objection to its consideration, retains 
its place on the Calendar and will be probably the next measure that 
will be considered by the Senate after we have passed through the 
morning hour. The objection made in the morning hour does not dis- 
place the bill in its position upon the Calendar. There is therefore no 
necessity for this constant effort to make bills special orders at a certain 
day. Let us proceed regularly with the Calendar. This bill will be 
reached as soon perhaps, or very soon after the bill under consideration 
as a special order has been disposed of. I object to making special 
orders. 

Mr. PLATT. I had no desire to make any special order. What I 
desire is that the bill shall not lose its place upon the Calendar. 

Mr. MORGAN. It does not lose its place under this objection. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish the Senator from New Jersey would give me 
hisattention. There has beensome very serious and well-grounded com- 
plaint of the operation of the patent laws as working hardship upon 
some innocent purchasers of patented articles in the agricultural regions. 
There is a bill later on the Calendar which deals with that question 
which will bring that matter before the Senate. This bill is simply 
designed to correcta very clear injustice to inventors in our patent laws, 
to wit, that if an American inventor gets a foreign patent his patent 
here expires at the date of the expiration of his foreign patent, no matter 
what it maybe, Insome foreign countries a patent has to be frequently 
renewed. If the invention does not make it worth while for the pat- 
entee to have a renewal there he loses his patent here. This bill is 
simply to remedy that injustice. It is a plain case, about which I be- 
lieve the entire Patent Committee was agreed. It presents one single 
point only. 

While agreeing with the entire reasonableness of the Senator’s sug- 
gestion that a matter affecting his people as it does mine should be ex- 
amined by him, I hope he will be willing to let the bill go over until 
to-morrow and retain its place on the Calendar, because he will have 
the same right to make objection to-morrow that he has now, if on ex- 
amination he thinks it worth while. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Ihave noobjection to that. I only objected to 
the present consideration of the bill because I wanted to examine it 
more thoroughly. 6 

Mr. HOAR. Then it will stand to-morrow as it does now, and then 
the Senator or any Senator can object to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair calls the attention of the 
Senator from Massachusetts tothe rule. The new rule under which 
we are now acting does not displace the bill. It goes over retaining its 
place on the Cilendar, but except by unanimous consent it can not be 
resumed to-morrow under the new rule. 

Mr. HOAR. ‘The desire is to have unanimous consent that the ob- 
jection shall not take it out of its place on the Calendar of unobjected 
cases for to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent of the Senate that this bill be over infor- 
mally, not losing its place on the Calendar. If there be no objection that 
will be considered to be the unanimous consent of the Senate. The 
next bill will be ealled in its order. 


M. P. JONES. 


The bill (S. 269) for the relief of M. P. Jones was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It provides for the payment of $24,597.75 to 
reimburse M. P. Jones for money deposited by him in the United States 
depository at Portland, Oreg., to complete the United States surveys 
along the line of the Oregon central military wagon-road in Southeast- 
ern Oregon, and to pay the expenses of the clerical work in the office of 
the United States surveyor-general of Oregon, the money having been 
deposited under the provisions of an act of Congress approved May 30, 
1862, upon the surrender by him to the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office of the duplicate or triplicate certificates of deposit held by 
him. 

Mr. MAXEY. Let the report be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. DOLPH 
January 14, 1884: : 

The Committee on Public Lands, to which was referred the bill (S. 
269) for the relief of M. P. Jones, report as follows: 

That this claim has been repeatedly examined by committees of both Houses 
of Congress, and has always been reported favorably. It P eset the Senate at 
the second session of the Forty-fifth Congress, and was favorably reported in 
the House, but was not reached on the Calendar, The Senate Committee on 


Publie Lands, at the first session of the Forty-seventh Congress, unanimously 
recomme! the passage of a bill identical with the one under consideration, 


The facts are correctly stated in House Report No. 22, Forty-sixth Congress, 
and for convenience we adopt their statement, which is as follows: 

“Tt appears in this case that M, P. Jones deposited to the credit of the United 
States in the city of Portland, Oreg., moneys for the survey of public lands in 
said State as follows: 


For surveys. For office work, 


Tg | o RS RAI E so AATE e R $19, 470 00 $530 
September 13, 1875.. sevaressee 4,896 00 104 
TROBE ss senate . 24,366 00 634 = $25,000 00 
‘That of this amoun 
pended as follows... «. 23,963 75 634 
Leaving unexpended......... TION AA Sainai 402 25 w=: 4025 
Leaving balance due M. P. Jomes.......1....sserssnsssossssesssevsssrecssssssecessereesen 24,507 75 


“ That under this deposit so made the United States made surveys of lands here- 
inafter described, and the United States surveyor-general for Oregon approved 
the maps of the same on January 3 and January 11, 1876, respectively, said sur- 
veys being as follows, to wit: Of the sixth, seventh, and eighth standard paral- 
lels south, and exterior lines of township 35 south, range 26east; exterior lines 
of township 36 south, ranges 25 to 3l east; exterior lines of township 37 south, 
ranges 24 to 28 east; exterior lines of township 38 south, ranges 25 to 28 east; ex- 
terior lines of township 29 south, ranges 24 to 28 east; exterior lines of townsh: 
$5 south, range 31 east; exterior lines of township 32 south, range 40 east; an: 
subdivisional surveys of township 36 south, ranges 25 to 29 east; township 37 
south, ranges 24 to 28 cast; township 38 south, ranges 24 to 26 east; township 39 
south, ranges 23 to 25 east; township 35 south, ranges 26 to 31 east; township 36 
south, ranges 25, 30, 31 east; township 37 south, range 24 east; township 38 south, 
range 24 east; township 39 south, range 26 east; townships 31 and 82south, range 
dl east; township 30 south, ranges 49 and 45 east; township 31 south, ranges 42 
and 44 east; township uth, range 39 east. 

“That the township plats of surveys so made and so approved were filed with 
the proper: register and receiver at the local United States land office on Febru- 
ary 24, 15/0. 

“That this deposit of $25,000 was not made in accordance with the provisions 
of any law of the United States, but this amount of $25,000, when deposited by 
said P. Jones, was placed in the United States Treasury to the credit of the 
fund or approprimion entitled ‘ Deposits by individuals for the survey of public 
lands,’ under acts and resolutions of Congress providing only for the deposits of 
money by actual settlers for the surveys of public lands, 

“ That the total number of acres surveyed by this district [deposit] was 531,782, 
and ee 237,731 passed to the Oregon central military wagon-road under an 
acto! ngress. 

“That the surveys made and paid for by said deposits inured to the benefit of 
the United States; said surveys were e under the supervision of the United 
States surveyor-general for Oregon in the same manneras other public-land sur- 
veys in said State were made. 

“That if these surveys had not been made at that time and paid for with the 
moneys thus and so deposited by said M. P. Jones, that then the United States 
atsome subsequent time would have surveyed the same townships, and at the 
same cost, and paid for the same from the appropriations made by Congress from 
time to time for the survey of the public lands in said State. 

“That the grant by Congress to the Oregon central military wagon-road was 
made in a section of the country to which the public surveys had not been ex- 
tended, and the terms of the grant require that this road should be completed 
within five years, andthat the lands should be used for the purpose of paying 
for the construction of said road, 

“That if the lands had not been surveyed in the manner they were, then the 
provisions of the act of Congress could not have been complied with, 

“ That Congress has refunded deposiis of this character in similar cases (United 
States Statutes, volume 17, page 515),directinz the paymenttothe Saint Pau! and 
Sioux City Railroad Company the sum of $1,370 out of the appropriation of $59,- 
000 for surveys in Minnesota; said $1.370 was deposited October 4, 18.9, by said 
company, and in accordance with said act of Congress was refunded to them 
on July 12, 1873. (See also volume 18, United States.Statutes at Large. page 213, 
appropriating $10,600 to reimburse the ae? and Northwestern Railroad Com- 
pany for surveys along the line of that road; money deposited August 20, 1872, 
and refunded August 20, 1874.) 

“That a bill for the repayment of this amount of $25,000 to M. P. Jones (Senate 
bill No. 150) passed the Senate on the 15th day of June, 1878. (See Senate Jour- 
nal, second session Forty-lifth Congress, page 716, June 15, 1878.) And which 
bill was thereafter referred to the Committee on Public Lands of the House, and 
by it favorably considered, and by it ordered to be favorably reported to the 

ouse with a recommendation that it should pass, but which report failed to 
be made to the House in time to be acted upon during the Forty-tifth Congress. 

“That of the amount so deposited by said M. P. Jones ,000) the sum of $402.25 
remains unexpended, and which unexpended balance been refunded to said 
M. P. Jones, leaving still due him the sum of $24,597.75. 

“The committee unanimously concur in recommending the passage of the 
the bill as amended.” 

After the favorable report of the Senate Committee on Publie Lands to the first 
session of the Forty-seventh Congress, before referred to, had been made, a com- 
munication from Hon, S, J. Kirkwood, then Secretary of the Interior, inclosing 
a letter to him from the honorable Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
was received by the committee, which induced the committee to request the re- 
commitment of the bill for further examination, but no further action of the 
committee was reported. Said communications relate to the grant of lands to 
the a of Oregon by the act of Congress referred to in the report hereinbefore 
set forth. 

Assuming that certain lands which had been certified to the State of Oregon, 
or its grantees, under said act, and which are situated within the present limits 
of the Klamath Indian reservation, had been improvidently certified, and that 
at the time the advances were made by said Jones he was interested in said 
grant, and stating that the owners of the grant had refused to release such lands 
to the United States, the honorable Secretary of the Interior recommended that, 
on that account, M. P. Jones and his associates should not be reimbursed for 
ne money advanced by them to the United States until such release should be 

ven. 

Your committee, having examined the correspondence and the evidence be- 
fore the committee relating to said questions, find that the Senate Committes 
on Public Lands at the third session of the Forty-fiftth Dongeces bad the question 
of the title to the lands covered by the original grant in place to the State under 
said act which are situated within the Klamath Indian reservation under con- 
sideration, and unanimously reported (Report No, 731) as follows: 

= after careful examination we report that, in our opinion, the grantees of the 
State have the title to these lands,” 

The bulk of the lands supposed by the honorable Secretary of the Interior to 
have been improvidently certified to the grantees of the State are a portion of 
the lands the title to which was under examination by said committee. 

It further a rs that the money deposited by said Jones was not used for 
the survey of lands alleged to have been erroneously certified to said grantees, 
and it now a to the committee that the greater portion of the money de- 

ited by Jones was advanced by other parties having an interest in hav- 
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ing said surveys made, but who were not interested in the said land grant, and 
Toat Cis claim is being prosecuted for their benefit to the extent of their respect- 
ive advances, ` 
Your committee, therefore, zepon that if there be any legal question as to the 
title of the present owners of said grant to any of the lands surveyed to the State 
or its grantees, and it is desired by the United States to try that question, the 
same shouid be submitted to some tribunal other than Congress. 
Your committee, therefore, recommend the passage of the bill, 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CAPITOL TERRACES AND STAIRWAYS. 


The bill (S. 402) for the completion of the Capitol terraces and the 

a lg connected therewith, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

It proposes to appropriate $777,588. 98, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, for the construction of the terraces along the north, south, and 
west fronts of the Capitol, and for the two grand stairways at the western 
front, at the head of Pennsylvania and Maryland avenues; the same to 
be erected in accordance with the plan already furuished by Frederick 
Law Olmstead, landscape architect. 

` Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, this is a bill in accordance with 
the plans adopted by Congress in 1874. It is to be regretted, perhaps, 
that this part of the plan had not been first completed, but there was 
such a pressure for roads and tracks approaching the Capitol that it 
was deferred. If Senators will send for Executive Document No. 9 of 
the present Congress they will find a plat describing the whole plan 
and the estimated cost. 

Mr. INGALLS. How much has been expended already ? 

Mr. MORRILL. About $50,000. I desire to say that when this 
plan i+ completed it will be in harmony with the grounds as they are 
already laid out. Itis to complete the approaches on the west front 
of the Capitol with more imposing and handsomer stairways, and it is 
also to substitute a marble terrace in lieu of the present dirt terrace, 
which looks perhaps weak and incongruous with so large a building as 
the Capitol. 

I will say that when the terrace shall be completed there will be 
ten additional committee-rooms, equal to the very best, in the base- 
ment of the Capitol, half of them perhaps for the House, and half for 
the Senate. It will also have seventy-four other rooms from 20 to 40 
feet Jong and about 20 feet wide for the storage of documents and of 
wood, coal, and various things that are necessary to the Capitol, and 
much in the way elsewhere. Then there will be an underground rail- 
way at one end or the other for the admission of coal and documents, 
without daily crowding and interfering with the entrance of the Sen- 
ate or of the House for their introduction. 

I think any persons who have ever fully examined the matter will 
concede that it will be a vast improvement to the appearance of the 

, Capitol and a great accommodation and convenience to the practical 
operations in and around this building. 

I ask, as I do not desire to take up time, that I may have, as a part of 
my remarks, published in the RECORD an interview of the landscape 
architect, who is confessedly now perhaps superior to any person living 
on this continent or any other in his peculiar art of landscape architect- 
ure, I ask to have the interview which appeared in the Evening Star, 
or a portion of it, printed in the RECORD, that it may be seen hereafter 
by those who may choose to investigate the subject. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator from Vermont 
what is the estimated cost of the entire completion of the work under 
the plan? 

Mr. MORRILL. The estimated cost of the entire completion is 
$777,588.98. 

Mr. INGALLS. When will it be done? 

Mr. MORRILL. Intwo years. The whole amount is proposed to 
be appropriated at once in order that contracts may be made for the 
materials. Probubly not over one-half the sum will be required during 
the present year. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. MayI ask the Senator if he has the figures show- 
ing what the work has already cost, so far as it has been done? 

Mr. MORRILL. So far as this matter isconcerned, about $50,000. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Fifty thousand dollars for what has been done? 

Mr. MORRILL. On the north and south sides and in front. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, I thinkif we are to voteintelligentl 
upon this subject we should be possessed of all the information whi 
the Senator from Vermont has. The printing of the ‘‘interview’’ in 
the RECORD will not enlighten the intellect of any Senator who is called 
upon to vote this morning; and I would, therefore, suggest that if the 
alleged `‘ interview ’’ contains any information that is pertinent to the 
subject or would be advantageous, the bill lie over until to-morrow 
morning in order that we may read it. 

Mr. MORRILL. I hope the Senator will notinsiston that. I think 
I have given in substance the information that is contained in the in- 
terview, but there are some details of the matter here that I think will 
be found to be interesting reading to those who desire to see it. The 
additional space to be gained will be 1,300 feet long by 60 feet wide. 
It states various othersmall points. But I think I havegivenasufticient 
an of information to justify the Senator from Kansas in voting for 

ebil, 


The ‘interview’ referred to by Mr. MORRILL is as follows: 


THE CAPITOL BUILDING—PROPOSED IMPROVEMENT OF ITS ARCHITECTURAL CHAR- 
ACTER. 


An explanation of the plan now being carried oul—Architectural defects to be cured by 
the marble terrace—An interview with Mr. Frederick Law Olmsted—The old plan of 
the grounds modified to meet the requirements of the modern building—A 
wherein Washington city leads the world, dc, 

The work on the marble approaches at the northeast corner of the Senate 
wing and the southeast corner of the House wing of the Capitol has programed 
so far that one may form some judgment of the architectural effects which the 
comprehensive plan of improvement of which these approaches are a pers 
designed to produce, These approaches have been built in accordance with the 
design adopted by Congress in 1874, the chief feature of which isa terrace of 
marble, designed to supersede the present earthwork covering the basement 
story of the Capitol. The general plan of the grounds surrounding the Capitol 
per Sa made to harmonize with the Ror Hai improvement in the build- 
ing when completed. The plan also makes allowance for the ultimate comple- 
tion of the Capitol building itself according to Mr. Walter’s designs, which pro- 
vide for an advance of 30 feet in the central portico, A stairway of graceful de- 
sign and imposing dimensions is, according to the plan, to take the place of the 
present shabby and mean-looking steps leading to the main western entrance. 

The marble walls of the proposed terrace will vary in height at different 
points from 10 to 17 feet, as required to conform to the varying swrface of the 
ground in which they rest. 

Additional room to be provided. 


While this plan is intended chiefly to enhance the architectural character of the 
building, the terrace will add Jy to the basement room of the Capitol. The 
additional space thus to be gained will be 1,300 feet long by 60 feet wide, divided 
into rooms opening from a central corridor, Ten of these eye ate in form 
and dimensions with the best of the present committee-rooms, having two 
or three windows looking upon the existing courts in the same manner as those 
of the Architect's office in the basement, These courts arc to be made attractive 
wintergardens. There will be, besides the rooms described, seventy-four rooms, 
vary'ng from 20 to 44 fect in length and front 16 to 24 feet in breadth, most of 
which will resemble the present basement committee-rooms. These rooms, it is 
expected, will be used for the storage of coal, for the keeping of archives, for 
the temporary deposit of current documents, for extraordinary committee and 
clerks’ rooms when needed, and for other pur , for which additional room 
is demanded. The plan of this floor provides for a subway by which coal, ashes, 
and all goods not desirable to be passed through the upper entrances may be 
conveyed underground to or from a postern in the Government work-yard on 
South Bstreet. Itprovides also for an enlargement of the present boiler-rooms. 


The esplanade, 

The plan provides that the esplanade or deck of the terrace shall be divided 
into two parts, the division running midway between the outer walls of {he pres- 
ent building and the outer walls of the proposed new work. The inner one of 
these two parta is to be level with the foot of the several short flights of steps 
now opening from the porticoes; the outer one four feet lower. The two levels 
are to Be connected by flights of steps opposite those from the porticces. Inline 
with the lower flights, and running parallel with the division between the two 
levels, there is to be a channel 8 feet wide, to be filled with soil and planted. 

In looking toward the Capitol from the grounds this division of the terrace into 
two decks will not be apparent, but the eye will range over it, and the marble 
of the front of the terrace be thus massed with the marble of the main manalog 
jnst above the granite base course of the latter. Openings will be made throug 
me outer wall of the terrace garden for lighting and ventilating the corridor 

ow, 

About $50,000 has been thus far expended on the work. The cost of completing 
it at the same rate will be about $700,000. 

The work is carried on under the joint direction of Mr. Edward Clark, the 
Architect of the Capitol, and Mr, Frederick Law Olmsted, the landscape architect 


of the grounds. r 
The inception of the plan. 

“ Eight years agor! said Mr. Olmsted, when asked by a Star reporter for in- 
formation regarding the inception of the plan, “1 was asked by the Joint Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds to come to Washington and examine 
the Capitol grounds, which had just then been enlarged, with a view to a gen- 
eral scheme of improvement in adaptation to the enlarged Capitol. A great 
earthwork had been formed on three sides of the buildmg from the material 
thrown out from its base, and this had been overlaid with turf, constituting a 
pedestal for the building, which I felt to be in various ways unsuitable. I con- 
cluded that no improvement of the Capitol grounds would be sat ry while 
this great, incongruous earthwork interposed between it and the building. I 
therefore advised, as a preliminary ca, to a suitable design of the grounds, the 
adoption of an architectural terrace. ‘This scheme was approved by Mr. Clark, 
the Architect of the Capitol; later by Mr. Walter, its original designer; then by 
the Joint Committee on Buildings and Grounds, and was finally adopted by 
Congress. The plan of the grounds since carried out is designed subordinately 


to it,” 
Why the turf terrace is objectionable, 


“The more obvious objections to the present earthwork,” explained Mr. Olm- 
sted, “ aside from its general inelegance, are: First, that it does not provide an 
adequatety firm and stable footing for so ponderous a building when placed on 
a hillside—I mean that whatever the real security may be an adequate im 
sion upon the mind in that respect is not made. The architectural terrace will 
produce an adequate val sieve pan and the greater apparent firmuess and more 
enduring strength of the building thus obtained will add greatly to its grandeur. 
Second, it is impossible in a climate like this, and under the lvcal conditions of 
the Capitol, that turf shall be keptin nice or even decent condition when laid, 
as in this case, on KOR O slopes. If itcan be kept tolerably n, as it 


never has been at the coe through any single summer, it will still be thin, 
weak, and shabby, a condition quite incongruous with the elegance of the super- 
structure. 


“ Finally, there isa common impression, now obtained by many in looking at 
the Capitol, which is expressed in the saying that itis ‘equatty,’ and that its 
dome appears of disproportionate height and weight. If you will look at this 
drawing. which shows the Capitol with the proposed terrace, you will see that 
the grounds of such an impression have been wholly remove 

“ It was my expectation that the terrace would be built at once in advance of 
the improvement of the grounds, I have always regretted that it was not, be- 
cause the design of the grounds 4s disconcerted by the presence of so conspicu- 
ous a feature, to which they are not at all fitted.’ 

“ Why was this not done?” 

“ Simply because there was a more pressing necessity for oon with the 
roads and other approaches to the Capitol, and Congress was not disposed to 
make suficient appropriations for this work, and that which could be best done 
along with it and at the same time for the terrace.” 


Objections to the plan. 


“What objections have been raised to the plan?" 
"I know of but two; one, that the parapet would from certain points obstruct 


- made, the condition and 
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the view of the building. This had, however, been provided for, as I have al- 
ready explained, by the division of the terrace, which allows the top of the par- 
apet to come below the plane of vision. The other is not zeal an objection to 
the terrace, but to the lack of more direct es to the building. Thereare 
twenty-one streets leading UR to the boun of the Capitol grounds. If lines 
to ze open between all of thes; and also between 
Capitol, it would be in every respect holero 

np 
, fount- 
To 


of direct passage were 

each of them and each door of 

say pers the entire area, as Michael Angelo did that of the grêat o; 
‘ore 


“Why is ite being used instead of marble on the face of wall between the 
upper and lower terrace?” 

* Because,” said Mr. Olmsted, “ marble would be unpleasantly glaring. It 
will not be seen in any general view of the building, and there is no reason why 
this relief should not be given to those walking on the terrace.” 


The removal of trees. 


“T would like,” said the reporter, “to know something about the removal of 
trees on the Capitol grounds?” 

“I have been told,” said Mr. Olmsted, smiling, ‘that an impression has be- 
come fixed in many minds that I have ruthlessly destroyed many fine old trees, 
Near the close of the last session of Congress a member who shared this impres- 
sion held me up to public odium as a vandal on account of it. I have since re- 
ceived a note from him acknowledging that he had been misinformed as to the 
facts and ex ing t that he should have made the statement. Some 

ears before I was called to look at the ground, the District board of works had 

lowered the e of the street on the east of the Capitol so that it appeared a 

great unfi ed canal, and to pass from it toward the Capitol it was necessary 

to climb a bank in some places eight feet high. In doing this work the best of 
the large trees of the Capitol ds had been partially undermined. It was 
absolutely necessary that openings should be made toward the Capitol on the 

level of the street, The question is, wasit worth while to attempt to design a 

plan by which these openings could be made, leaving ridges between them to 

sustain a part of the old trees? I was advised that Congress had assumed that 
` it would not be worth while, and after a examination of the trees I fully 
concurred in this judgment. The trees had been grown under most unfavorable 
circumstances, been much misused, and were all in a decaying condition— 

I mean the older and T the lossof which has been so much felt. They 

had but afew years of life left in them, and had been pana upon a plan 

adapted to a ground of half the extentand to a building of less than half the di- 

mensions of the present. I wasinstructed to lay outthe grounds with reference 
i to permanent arrangements in connection with the larger building and upon 

the larger scale. Before doing so I a thorough expert survey of the trees 
of each being noted. Nearly all of the larger 
trees on the east ground were found to bein a decayingcondition. Suchas were 
not were marked to be left where they were if practicable, and where they 
could not be left to be transplanted. If I remember rightly there were a hun- 
dred and thirty of the latter class, averaging a foot in diameter.” 

“ How many ofthem are now living?’ 

“ Morethan nine-tenths, certainly. Not one died in consequence of itsremoval. 
Two or three have been badly injured by storms, others by gas leaks, but nearly 
all are nowin a much more flourishing condition than before their removal.” 

“You have been speaking of the east ground only,” said the reporter. 

“True. On the west there were three avenues, like this, uae, Olmsted illus- 
trated by drawing a rough diagram of the west ground as it originally appeared, 
with an avenue ugh the centerin addition to the two now existing.] Upon 
each side of these avenues stood rowsof trees, mostly oldsilvermaples. These 
thin wedges of green between the avenues had no landscape value. The plan 
adopted at my suggestion threw out the center avenue, trees and all. Now 
there are two approaches from the west, one from Maryland avenue, and one 
from yivania avenue, with a simple, quiet, unbroken spread of turf be- 
tween them. This, I think, has.some value. The rowsofold trees were lefton 
the old avenues retained, but yee was made for the future by setting out 
rows of young trees outside of them and avidening the walks. Several of the 
old trees still remain, and you can see what their condition is, and from it judge 
what the condition must have been of the trees that have been removed. Nearly 
every storm brings down some of their limbs,” 


A movement in which Washington leads the world. 


Mr, Olmsted, in answer to the reporter's inquiries, expressed himself as much 
admiring the general appearance of Washington city in its later aspect. “The 
tendency of all flow ng cities now is,” he observed, “to divide into more and 
distinct districts of residence apart from districts of work and trade, and 
in these to out—to increase more rapidly in extent relatively to Lag erage 
than cities have done hitherto, It results that streets are made wider, ding 
gardens are multiplied, In this movement Washing- 

inthe main, leading it finely. More than anyother 
of our cities it is crop distinctively American characte f 
society that bas 


a in this rus-urban direction,” continued Mr, Olmsted, may be seen 
to have been very considerable during the last twenty years in nearly all the 
notable towns of Euro) Rome, Florence, Milan, Genoa, Paris, Brussels, 
Frankfort, London, and Liverpool, for example, In all of these the country is 
coming into the town and the town ORINE ss into the country; and if we 
look back a century or two it will i yeta le that we are now in the mid- 
die of a movement, the final result of which will be that to live in the cem: 
blocks hitherto characteristic of towns will be thought a great hardship, if not 
porera barbarous. In time the beauty of towns will be found to lie ty 

a form of scenery, of which the interest will consist, not in what we now call 
their decorations, but in the grouping of stately bodies of foliage with architect- 


ural masses, 
Hints about trees and shrubbery. 


“You ask if I have no criticisms to make upon what has been done,” he con- 
int of view there are two defects that may 
t the street trees have not Altos given 


iven to them is apt to appear tively forlorn. Another thing: itis 
fo n Phen a niee onder in ne Snai opon yi 
ann expense. opes formed upon long, gracefi 
ing made formal, stiff, abrupt, and angular, as seemsto be the 


fashion fer the time, will be much nicer. There is room for a great improve- 
ment in this way, and also in a more general use of evergreen shrubbery and 
In the selection of planting material for private places along the streets 


Mr. INGALLS. It is rather a novel method of conveying informa- 
tion on a matter that involves the expenditure of a million dollars to 
have an “‘interview ” published in the newspapersprinted in the REC- 
ORD the day after the bill is to be voted upon. 

I am free to say that the progress of the work so far does not Ithink 
justify any very sanguine expectations as to the great results that are 
predicted by the Senator from Vermont. As I understand him, there 
are to be ten additional committee-rooms provided. I can not under- 
stand how they can be provided exceptin some subterranean portion of 
the structure, so that they will be practically a part of the cellar of the 
edifice, rather than rooms that are calculated for human habitation. 

In this connection I may say also that, without any pretense to archi- 
tectural knowledge, without having had my intelligence trained by the 
contemplation of the great marvels of antiquity or of other lands than 
our own, I am not able to see that anything has been specifically ac- 
complished in the work which has been hitherto done. The approach 
on the north side of the Capitol seems to be more in the nature of an 
excavation or a canal than an appropriate and dignified approach to a 
majestic structure like this; and the pavement has been so arran, 
that with every waterfall the entire surface is covered with a rippling 
stream that renders the whole s; practially inundated, and it ap- 
pears to me will result in serious injury to the remainder of the build- 
ing unless other arrangements have been made for drainage than now 


appear. 

Beyond that, the material that has been employed for the pavement 
seems to be insufficient. It is already in many places cracked; it has 
yielded to the elements or else has been insufficiently laid, and I ob- 
serve also that the joints in that portion of the terrace that is con- 
structed. of Scottish granite, I believe, have already begun to separate 
and part, admitting the approach of water and the introduction of 
frost; so that unless something is to be done that differs from what has 
already been accomplished, I confess I should like # be further in- 
formed than I am at present upon a subject so important as this. 

In this connection while we are speaking about the architecture of 
the Capitol and the various improvements that may be made, I want 
to suggest to the Senator from Vermont whether it would not be appro- 
priate to make some provision at this time for the removal of that most 
incongruous greup of statuary which now stands at the entrance of the 
grounds on Pennsylvania avenue. Sorrow, Mr. President, is usually 
secluded; men do not go into the market-place to weep for departed 
friends or in consequence of bereavement; and nations never mourn. ` 
So far as that group of statuary is concerned, it seems to me that it 
should be removed at once to some adjacent cemetery. It would be 
entirely apprepriate upon some grassy plain by a still sheet of water 
and surrounded by weeping willows and other foliage that indicates 
the grief and melancholy of nature; but placed at the very entrance 
to the grounds of the Capitol, surrounded by fifteen-cent lodging houses 
and beer shops, and amid the continuous din and uproar of stregt-cars 
and herdies and vehicles going to and fro, with its snowy surface cov- 
ered continuously with the feculent dust of the highways, I confess 
that it never has ceased to offend my sense of the appropriate and the 
decorous since it was first erected. 

Ido not know who has charge of these matters, but inasmuch as 
this bill for the continuation of the architectural decoration of the Cap- 
itol and its completion emanates from the committee of which the Sen- 
ator from Vermont is the chairman, I would suggest that he take this 
subject also into consideration. I hope before we are called upon to act 
on this measure we shall have at least the information of which the 
Senator from Vermont is 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, I suppose we are all thankful that 
we have given the opportunity to the Senator from Kansas to distin- 
guish himself as.he always can in attacking any measure that comes 
before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will allow the Chair to 
interpose. It is. the duty of the Chair to remind him that under the 
rule he can speak but once. The Chair will regard it as the unani- 
mous consent of the Senate that the Senator proceed. [** Go on.’’] 

Mr. MORRILL. I suppose that the chief amount of necessary in- 
formation is possessed by every other Senator if not by the Senator 
from Kansas. I do not desire to defend in connection with this subject 
the statuary that is at the foot of the Capitol. Perhaps the location is 
as obnoxious to my sense of taste as it is to that of the Senator 
from Kansas, although each figure by itself may be, and I think is, a 
fine work of art. 

Mr. INGALLS. How did it get there? Who put it there? 

Mr. MORRILL. Neither do I intend to defend the defective con- 
crete pavement that is on the east side of the Capitol. That has turned 
out as a good deal of concrete pavement throughont the city heretofore 
has; but since that was put down I think they have ascertained how 
and where to obtain a much better article of concrete pavement. 


1884. 


This is entirely an independent matter from either the concrete pave- 
ment or the statuary at the foot of the Capitol. The document to 
which I have referred as Executive Document No. 9 explains fully the 
expense and the plan. I have stated the general results that will be 
effected. It will be admitted, I think, by all that this plan is the only 
one that has ever been suggested which has met with almost universal 
acceptance and exempt from any intelligent criticism; that is to say, it 
will give the Capitol the appearance of greater strength, of massiveness, 
of standing upon a firm foundation, and will be something equal to the 
size and weight of the dome that is now upon the Capitol. The gen- 
eral elevations are confessedly now too thin, too flat. When this is done 
there will be an evidence of strength, of solidity, that will be obvious 
to all. 

Mr. President, I do not like to have this bill go over upon the criti- 
-cism of the Senator from Kansas. I hope that every other Senator will 
be prepared to vote for this bill now, in order that it may go to the 
House of Representatives and be acted upon at the present session. I 
-can say that it met with the unanimous approval of the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, of which I am not the chairman, and I 
hope it will meet with the general approval of the Senate. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Will the Senator from Vermont, before taking 
his seat, allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. MORRILL. Certainly. 

Mr. VOORHEES. As to the group which so offends the taste of the 
Senator from Kansas, and likewise my own, I would like to know of 
the Senator from Vermont whether he would accept as an amendment 
to this bill for the further improvement of the west front of the Capitol 
an amendment providing for the removal of the funeral furniture off 
Pennsylvania avenue to, say, the Soldiers’ Home, out by the cemetery ? 
I think that would go very far to reconcile not only the Senator from 
Kansas but some of the rest of us to vote for the bill. 

Mr. MORRILL. I wish to say to the Senator from Indiana that I 
will not accept it as an amendment to this bill, because it is wholly out- 
side of and irrelevant to it, but I will pledge him that I will vote for a 
proposition to properly remove it, where it will be more appropriate, at 
any time that a bill may be presented for that purpose. 

Mr, VOORHEES. I thought it would be entirely in order on this 
bill to benefit the western view of the Capitol. 

Mr. MORRILL. That is outside of the Capitol grounds. 

Mr. COCKRELL. How did it get there? 

Mr. MORRILL. It got here under the solicitation of the officers and 
Admiral of the Navy, and before the monument arrived here. I would 
-say that so far as that monument is concerned, if it should be replaced, 
as I said to the Senator from Kansas this morning, with a large repre- 
-sentation in bronze or marble of a buffalo lassoed upon the plains or 
pursued by dogs, I would much prefer it. [Laughter.] 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the follow- 
ing enrolled bill and joint resolution; and they were thereupon signed 
by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 3948) making appropriations to supply deficiencies on 
account of the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, 
in regard to rebate of tax on tobacco, and to provide for the expenses of 

- the meeting of the Legislature of the Territory of New Mexico, and for 
-other p! ; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 121) appropriating $50,000 for the support 

of certain destitute Indians. 


UTE INDIAN RESERVATION. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 241) to repeal section 8 of an act entitled “‘An act to acceptand 
ratify the spennan submitted by the confederated bands of Ute In- 
dians in Colorado for the sale of their reservation in said State, and for 
other purposes, and to make the necessary appropriations for carrying 
out the same,” approved June 15, 1880. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let section 8 of the act of 18380 be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SHERMAN in the chair). The 
section referred to will be read. Will the Senator furnish the act? 

Mr. ALLISON. The bill proposes to repeal a section of a statute. 
I should like to have the section read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Sec, 8, That the hot springs located in what is known as “The Uncompahgre 
Park,” in the Uncom Valley, and four square miles of land surro’ g 
said springs and within said valley, are hereby reserved, and withdrawn from 
settlement, occupancy, or sale, under the laws of the United States, and dedi- 
cated and set apart for the benefit and enjoyment of the people; and, so far as 
pactione; the provisions of sections 2474 and 2475 of the Revised Statutes are 

nereby made applicable to said tract. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to know why that is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is a report in the case. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The report does not explain anything. 

_just read it. 
Mr. HILL. There has been a report at a previous session which ex- 
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I have 
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plained a similar bill, but the report made in connection with this bill 
does not go into explanations. 

This reservation of the spring and four square miles was made in the 
act of 1880, but it is a fact well known for a long time that the spring 
has no value whatever. The spring has never been used. The waters 
have no valuable properties of any kind. Itis found that somesettlers 
are there who settled on the lands and improved them before the reser- 
vation was made, and their rights are interfered with. As the spring 
is of no value, it seems that there can be no objection to repealing the 
clause making the reservation.” 

Mr. INGALLS. What is to be done with the land? I did not un- 
derstand the Senator from Colorado in that report. 

Mr. HILL. The land becomes public land of the United States. 

Mr. INGALLS. The bill does not say that. 

Mr. HILL. It was reserved from the public lands, and this bill re- 
peals the act making the reservation. 

Mr. INGALLS. Unless there is some declaration to that effect it 
does not become public land, for it was in no sense a portion of the 
public domain, and therefore the public-land laws would not apply. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Kansas explain to me why it 
was not a portion of the public lands? 

Mr. INGALLS. It was an Indian reservation. 

Mr. HILL. It was not a portion of the reservation. 

Mr. INGALLS. That has been discussed a good many times. Why 
was it not part of the reservation ? 

Mr. HILL. At the time the act of 1580 was passed it was not a por- | 
tion of the reservation. 

Mr. DAWES. I see that this bill was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. There was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs 
at this session a bill to correct some mistakes in the original act of 1880, 
and the Committee on Indian Affairs had the matter under considera» 
tion and reported the bill unanimously. Ido not know why their at- 
tention was not called to this matter, or why this bill took a different 
course. It has reference to the same act to accept and ratify the.agree- 
ment made with the confederated bands of Ute Indians. 

Of course there was nothing wrong about it; but the Committee on 
Indian Affairs are entirely ignorant of the necessity of correcting the 
act of 1880 in this particular, although they were required by the Sen- 
ate to reform that act and to remove some of the Indians from the 
place located by the act to another reservation in a distant Territory. 
It was found that that act required quite a band of these Indians to be 
located where there was no land, to be located nowhere, and they were 
obliged to be transferred to some other reservation. 

As I said, I do not know that there was anything wrong in this, only 
it escaped the attention of the Ind*&n Committee in this respect and 
for this reason. 

Mr. HILL. I may be allowed to saya word in reply to the Senator 
from Massachusetts. The bill to which he refers relating to the re- 
moval of the Southern Ute Indians has nothing whatever to do with 
the portion of the reservation in the neighborhood of this spri It is 
a different portion entirely. The spring was upon the public lands 
near the border of the reservation which was occupied by the Uncom- 

Indians. 

Mr. DAWES. I have no knowledge of the desirability of presery- 
ing this little tract as a park. When the original act was before the 
Senate it was represented by those advocating it that here was a valua- 
ble spot, like the Hot Springs in Arkansas, that should be reserved, in 
the language of this section, for the use of the whole people of the United 
States. Of course the Senator has information about it that I have not. 
If itis of no more value than any other part of the public domain, I do 
not see why it should not be opened; but it has been my experience in 
the last twenty-five years that the more valuable as a publicreservation 
one of these spots is, the more anxious the people are to have it opened 
as public domain, and asthe value increases so increases the intensity 
of the desire to have it opened. I have but to allude to the new zeal 
that has sprung up in certain quarters to have the National Park appro- 
priated to private use. Thereseems to be an almost irresistible zeal just 
at this moment to appropriate that whole National Park to private use. 

I do not make these remarks intimating that the Senator has any such 
motive or that those who propose this bil] have, but to suggest to the 
Senator that possibly there may be behind this a praiseworthy desire of 
profiting by getting possession of valuable real estate. 

Mr. HILL. There were some bona fide settlers upon this land before 
the passage of the act of 1880. They are simply farmers living there 
and cultivating the soil in good faith. Thereare no speculators, specu- 
lators that I know of, concerned in this question. 

Mr. DAWES. How could they be there if the land belonged to the 
Ute Nation? 

Mr. HILL. They were not on the Ute reservation. It may have 
been thought by the Indians that the hot spring was on the reservation, 
but after making survey of the lines it was found not to be on the Ute 
reservation. : 

Mr. DAWES. Of course I do not antagonize the Senator. 

Mr. HILL. From my own personal knowledge I can say that the 
spring is valueless, and is so regarded throughout that portion of the 
State. There is no reason why it should be reserved. 
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Mr. ALLISON. This was a subject of rather severe controversy a 

few years ago, and at that time I had occasion to make some examina- 
tion in regard to it. An agent of the Indian Department reported to 
us that there was value in these springs. Of course I would not un- 
dertake to say, in the face of what the Senator from Colorado now says, 
that there is any special value in these springs, but there is one thing 
very certain, that the Indians believed that these springs were upon 
their reservation; they acted upon that idea; and that was one of the 
principal difficulties which originated the trouble in this region with 
the Uncompahgre Utes, that certain settlérs or people went in there and 
took the valuable agricultural lands in this valley for agricultural pur- 
poses, and the Indians complained about it, and said the ground was on 
their reservation. Now, it may be that on some close and careful sur- 
vey of that reservation and by some construction it may be shown to 
be ontside of the reservation, but it was understood at the time by all 
the Indians that this was a part of their reservation. These people, in 
the face of that complaint and in the face of that claim on the part of 
the Indians, went in there and occupied these valuable lands. 

I undertake to say that if this bill is passed the Government of the 
United States will not receive one dollar from these lands, and itis not 
expected that the Government will receive any sum for these lands. 
These settlers, as they are called, these people who went there in viola- 
tion of law and without authority of law, are coming now after the 
lapse of three or four years to ask us to allow them to take these lands 
as though they were original homestead settlers under the authority of the 
United States. These landsare valuable; they are worth to-day from $50 
to $100 per acre. I do not believe that itis fair and just on the part of 
the Government of the United States, after having expended ‘all the 
money we have ia eri in regard to these Indians, to allow these set- 
tlers to take these lands at a nominal price. 

# Mr. HILL, Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis the duty of the Chair to inform 
the Senator that he has already spoken on this bill; but it will be under- 
stood to be the unanimous consent of the Senate that he may proceed, 
unless objection is made. 

Mr. HILL. If there is no objection I should like to say a word. 
The question as to whether these lands were originally Indian lands or 
not it seems to me is of no importance now. The Indians ceded the 
lands to the United States; they parted with all the right and title they 
had in them. I can not see, therefore, that it makes any difference to- 
day whether this spring was on the Indian reservation or not. 

As to these people getting title to the lands for nothing, I do not know 
under what conditions the Senator from Iowa supposes they can obtain 
titles without paying the Government. 

Mr. ALLISON. What does the Senator expect will be paid for these 
lands? 


Mr. HILL. Theabandonment ofthis reservation does not give these 
parties any rights which they would not have under the general laws 
relating to the disposal of the public lands. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand that perfectly, but it was the fact 
that these people came in and took these valuable lands when they had 
no right to them, and now under that original claim they ask the Gov- 
ernment to let them have the lands at a dollar and a quarter an acre or 
as homesteads, or whatever the law may be in reference to them. 

Mr. HILL. They must take them on the same terms as they would 
take any other public lands. _ 

Mr. ALLISON. But they have no right to so take them, having 
originally taken them wrongfully. That is my objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the land worth? 

Mr. HILL. I do not know; I can not say what the land is worth; I 
have no means of knowing. They are like any other farm lands in the 
mountain valleys, but whatever they may be worth, the title to them 
must be acquired in the same manner as to any other lands. 

Mr. COCKRELL, How far is it from any town or city ? 

Mr. HILL. Nine or ten miles from the town of Ouray, the nearest 
village of any importance, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is the country thickly settled around it or simply 
grazing land? 

Mr. HILL. That portion of the valley is settled with farmers. The 
whole valley nearly is settled now with farmers owning their tracts, of 
generally one hundred and sixty acres. 

Mr. COCKRELL, It makes a great deal of difference whether the 
Government has reserved that land and held it until it is valuable, or 
whether it is part of the ordinary public domain, which any one can 
take and very few want to take. 

Mr. HILL. These people were on the land long before the reserva- 
tion was made. . 

Mr. COCKRELL. Before the Indian reservation was made ? 

Mr. HILL. Notbeforethe Indian reservation was made; but, as I have 
said, this isnot upon the Indian reservation. If it was, the settlers had 
no right whatever to be there; they were encroaching on the rights of 
the Indians; but they were allowed to remain there and they are there 
now, and I do not see that any injustice can be done to anybody by 
making these lands public lands of the United States subject to entry 
on thesame conditions as any other public lands. The bill gives these 
peojile no peculiar rights or privileges, as I understand. 
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Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, this is an old controversy, and one- 
with which I am very familiar. The whole subject has been on more 
than one occasion before the Committee on Indian Affairs, and I am at. 
a loss to know by what precedent or authority the bill could have been. 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands at this session of the Senate. 
The Committee on Indian Affairs had ample advice about this whole 
subject. They have been long familiar with the efforts of squatters 
and unauthorized persons to obtain possession of this exceedingly val- 
uable piece of property. When the Senator says that it was never in- 
cluded in the Indian reservation, he forgets the controversy which arose- 
in consequence of the effort by a juggling survey to change the line so 
that it was thrown out of the Indian reservation. That matter was 
before the Committee on Indian Affairs at least two sessions ago, and 
it was the unanimous conclusion of the committee at that time that 
this land belonged to the Indian reservation and that there was an at- 
tempt to deprive the Indians of it by a fabricated survey by surveyors. 
who were in collusion with the parties who were endeavoring to appro- 
priate the territory. 

Mr. HILL. May I interrnpt the Senator to ask a question ? 

Mr. INGALLS. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. Did not the Committee on Indian Affairs at that time 
report favorably upon this bill ? 

Mr. INGALLS. Upon the bill for the perfection of the agreement 
made between the Government and the Ute Indians we did; but so far 
as this particular tract is concerned it has always been in controversy, 
and there never has been a doubt in my mind nor in the mind of any 
person who has taken the trouble to examine it that there has been a 
deliberate and studied and pertinacious and persistent effort to obtain 
possession of this territory in violation of the rights both of the Indians 
and of the Government of the United States. 

Mr. President, this tract of land embraces four square leagues adja- 
cent to the hot springs that lie near the town of Ouray. It is an im- 
portant mining center in what is known as the Uncompahgre region, 
and long before the agreement was made by which the Indians agreed 
to release their right to this territory men had gone in there in viola- 
tion of law and squatted upon the territory and made their farms and 
their gardens. It is practically absolutely indispensable, as I under- 
stand, to the support and maintenance and welfitre of the mining popula- 
tion about Ouray. It comprises practically all the arable land there 
is in that valley which can be used for the purposes that I have men- 
tioned, and this bill simply proposes to repeal the act, which was in 
itselfa compromise, by which this land was ted from the remain- 
der of the reservation and the public domain for the purposes of a pub- 
lic park, and that provision of Congress has been nullified, because in- 
stead of being used as a public park it has, in fact, been cultivated, 
occupied by farmers and by gardeners and others as a source of profit 
in the raising of grain and vegetables for the purpose of supplying the 
miners of that locality. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis the duty of the Chair to lay be- 
er the Senate the unfinished business, the hour of 2 o’clock having ar- 
rived. 

PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 19) to provide for ascertaining and settling private- 
land claims in certain States and Territories. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have an amendment to offer. 
it, and it has been printed. Let it be read. x 

Mr. INGALLS. I should like to offer an amendment to the text of 
the bill, if the Senator from Missouri contemplates offering a substitute. 

Mr. COCKRELL. No, I want to offer an additional section. 

Mr. INGALLS. Will the Senator allow me to give notice of my 
motion, which is to strike out, in section 2, after the word “‘ co’ ” in 
line 35, the word ‘‘ which” and what follows in lines 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 
41, and 42 to the semicolon. I should like to have it reported by the- 
Secretary. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas offers an 
amendment, which will be read. 

Mr, BAYARD. Ido not understand this. The Senator from Mis- 
souri has an amendment first which is intended to be offered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I yielded to the Senator from Kansas to let him 
offer his amendment now. 

Mr. BAYARD. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Beginning in line 35, section 2, it is proposed to 
strike out— +* 


Which Supreme Court shall retry the cause, as well the issues or questions of 
fact as of law, and may hear testimony in addition to that given in the court 
below, and may amend the record of the proceed below as truth and justice 
may require; in which Supreme Court of the Un: States every question shall 
1 be final and conclusive. 


I hope the amendment will not be adopted. 


I have submitted: 


be open, and its decision 
Mr. BAYARD. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr, INGALLS. Mr. President, I do not recall any important meas- 
ure that has been before the Senate in the last ten years during the pe-- 


1884. 
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riod of my service here about which there has been so much said and 
so little known. We are absolutely without information as to what 
this bill is to accomplish or the necessity for the very extraordinary 
provisions that it contains, ae 

This provision which I Paks aes to strike out I believe is an anomaly 
in legislation. I donot think there can be found in the statute-books 
of the United States, from the inauguration of this Government down 
to the present time, a provision that the Supreme Court of the United 
States shall retry causes that are taken before it on appeal, questions 
of fact as well as of law; hear testimony in addition to what is given in 
the court below, and amend the proceedings below as truth and justice 
may require; giving them absolutely the authority to try these cases on 
appeal de novo, to hear oral testimony, and to amend the record as 
they see fit. I should be glad to hear from the Senator from Delaware 
some reason for this most extraordinary and anomalous provision. 

In 1854, thirty years ago, by a statute that remains unrepealed, the 
surveyors-general of the United States for these districts were required 
to ascertain and report a full statement of all the grants that existed 
under and by virtue of the treaty with Mexico, and submit the report 
to the Congress of the United States for such action as it might deem 
proper to take; and why it is that after this long interval of time we 
are without information as to what action has been taken, what inter- 
ests there are to be affected, how much m isinvolved, I know not. 
At the same time, without telling us whether there is one acre that will 
be affected by the provisions of this bill or twenty million acres, we are 
asked without instruction to agree to these extraordinary provisions 
and in effect nullify all that has been done by the court below by de- 
claring that the Supreme Court of the United States shall act de novo 
in all these cases. 

I have listened to this debate, which has now been proceeding for a 
week or ten days, with the vain expectation that at some time in its 
progress we should be advised of the reasons and the necessity for the 
adoption of this legislation; and I venture to express the hope that the 
Senator himself having charge of the bill will see the absolute impro- 
priety of making such an innovation as this upon the long-established 
practice of the Supreme Court without some further explanation than 
we now have. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, the length of the debate on this bill 
has undoubtedly been wearying to the patience of that little handful 
of the members of the body who have given it much attention. I know 
no member of the Senate who gives more careful, assiduous, and intel- 
ligent attention to the business of this body than the Senator from Kan- 
sas [Mr. INGALLS], and therefore it is that I am surprised to learn now 
that, although this very question to which he now refers was raised by 
the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND] yesterday, as will be found 
on page 979 of the RECORD now lying on his table, the Senator from 
Kansas was not aware that such a question had been raised, and that 
an answer after one fashion or another had been made to it by me. 

Mr. INGALLS. Not upon a motion to amend, I think. 

Mr. BAYARD. Not upona motion to amend, but precisely the ques- 
tion of inquiry as to the wisdom and expediency of the very provision 
which the Senator from Kansas now proposes to eliminate from the bill. 
I think it was suggested by the Senator from Arkansas that the pro- 
vision was unusual and not according to his judgment; but after the 
statement which I then submitted to the Senate he concluded that it 
was better to allow it to remain in. 

But, Mr. President, it is my duty to repeat in response to the ques- 
tion of the Senator from Kansas, and in opposition to the amendment 
which he now has offered, some of the reasons which I gave yesterday. 
That the Supreme Court sitting in cases in admiralty has always had 
this power, and frequently exercised it, is a fact which of course the 
Senator from Kansas is as well aware of as I am. 

Mr. INGALLS. These proceedings are not in admiralty. 

Mr. BAYARD. I did not say they were; I merely say that the Su- 
preme Court has in proceedings in admiralty exercised the very right 
and power given in the present bill in cases relating to these land 
claims. This very objection was urged to the bill in debate in 1881, at 
the time the bill received the approval of the Senate. Judge Davis, 
of Illinois, who had been for so long a time a judge of the Supreme 
Court of United States, met the objection by saying shortly that 
this practice had obtained and been frequently permitted in the Su- 
preme Court. That was his answer, as will be found upon reference to 
the debates of that period; but I will say something more. 

The experience of the last thirty years has shown that the statute of 
1854, authorizing the examination by the surveyor-general upon this 
class of claims and their report to Congress for such action as Congress 
might see fit totake, has proved an absolute failure, and I will read 
again, as probably it may shorten this discussion, from the preliminary 
report of the general land commission. In speaking of the act of July, 
1854, the land commission say: 


The law was singularly defective in machinery for its administration, and it 
im} no limitation of time in the presentation of claims and no penalty for 
failure to present. Its operation has been a failure, amounting to a denial oi pe 
tice both to claimants and to the United States. After the lapse of nearly thirty 
years, more than one thousand claims have been filed with the surveyor-gen- 
eral, of which less than one hundred and fifty have been reported to gress, 
and of the number reported Congress has finally acted upon only seventy-one. 


That is to say, favorably and unfavorably. If this was the working 
of this law for thirty years, it is obvious that some new legal machinery 
must be found to perfect the obligations of the Government of the 
United States under these two Mexican treaties. The substantial an- 
swer is the necessity of this right to the Supreme Court of the United 
States, at any moment prior to the finality of proceedings, to take new 
testimony and to retry the case where they shall believe that justice 
and right demand such action on their part. The remoteness of this 
Territory, its scanty population, the semi-barbarism of the people who 
have inhabited it, the utter irregularity in anything like registration 
of title or record evidence, the mingling of priesthood and law which has 
brought about misgovernment in this world wherever the two have 
met, have created such facility for the perpetration of frauds in the 
way of coining testimony, in the way of suppressing testimony, in the 
way of forging testimony in all of its forms, that it has been found 
necessary to meet them by the most careful examination. Such has 
been the experience of these thirty years; and the reason why Congress 
has acted only upon seventy-one out of one hundred and fifty cases has 
been that over and over again when they had confirmed these grants 
they have found that they had been hoodwinked by the ex parte pres- 
entation of cases involving the most enormous quantities of land. Do 
we not see to-day millionaires created out of men whom we knew a 
féw years ago were bankrupts, and who by one means or another under 
the action of Congress have possessed themselves of enormous tracts of 
land in these Territories? We can read in to-day’s papers of sales of 
the most magnificent ranches, of property that has been created out of 
this ill-considered, unstinted action of Congress in dealing with these 
lands. 

Now it is proj i to create a tribunal that shall give to great and 
small in that locality the right to go into court to face their adversaries 
with for the first time the power and opportunity of cross-examination. 
They are to be confronted each by the rival claimant, the United States 
to be represented by its own law officer; appeals are to be taken from 
the findings of these courts below and appeals are facilitated step by 
step with the right to advance such questions in the hearing until they 
shall reach the Supreme Court of the United States. 

If you ask why give that court under this law the unusual power— 
for it is unusual in ordinary civil cases—to retry the case and take new 
testimony, the atiswer is that some means must be given to keep pari 

with the frauds against the Government which may be committed 
just long enough for the trator to be successful unless up to the 
very period of finality, ore the final decision is given, the right exists 
to block the fraud and to expose it. 

I said yesterday and I here repeat that a case that may be known to 
the Senator—I allude to it without desiring in the slightest degree to 
prejudice it, for it comes to a hearing upon its own merits hereafter—a 
case involving enormous values of a land and mineral character stood 
before the Supreme Court confirmed by the decree of the district court of 
one of the States; by collusion and fraud an appeal was taken, docketed, 
and dismissed in the Supreme Court. An affidavit was discovered in 
the record below and brought to the knowledge of the Supreme Court, 
and upon motion and argument duly had they recalled their mandate, 
they re-established their appeal, and they heard the case as though upon 
the appeal originally entered, and with what result? That with the 

wer to detect this fraud and the power to exhibit this fraud they 

ound reason to reverse that judgment and they prevented one of the 
grossest collusions between a district attorney of the United States and 
a claimant to obtain lands worth millions if nôt tens of millions in 
value, simply by the power to arrest it in considering this affidavit 
which came to the knowledge of the court just before the final decision 
was to be made in the case. I submit to the Senator that this provis- 
ion is necessary in view of the temptation of the amount, the distance 
of the locality, the looseness of the whole social system in that part of 
the country, a system of registration of titles that scarcely rises to the 
dignity of being so named. Listen to what the commission say further 
on that subject. I-read now from page 406 of part 1 of volume 25 of 
pe executive documents of 1880-81, and I will hand the Senator the 

k. 

With no statute of limitation as to the time of filing these claims, with paper 

titles of grant held by men and women, stored away in old boxes or 


ed 
about their persons, no one can form any estimate of the area yet claimed in New 
Mexico or Arizona. The surveyors-general and Commissioners of the General 
Land Office for years past have called upon Congress for the enactment of a 
statute of limitation as to the time of filing these private land claims. There 
may yet be 1,000 or 5,000. As time moves along the best evidence is fast passin, 
away, which will necessitate moreenergy and nse on the part ofthe United 
a to head off the prospective modern manu! re of ancient muniments 
o e. 


Then they proceed to give the history of these confirmations: 

June 30, 1880, there were sixty land claimsin Colorado and New Mex- 
ico pending in for confirmation, embracing an so far as thesame 
have been surveyed, of 4,294.672,473 acres, The largest contains 472,736.90 acres, 
and the smallest, 1,003.55 acres. i f 

Now, I would submit to the Senator, knowing as I do his anxiety 
and care to effect justice and to protect the publicinterests here, whether 
he thinks it well to omit any precaution which experience has dictated 
in this precise class of cases to be especially necessary, and whether it 
is not better as it is not compulsory upon the Supreme Court to take 
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new testimony but only where justice shall demand, or it shall seem 
to them to demand, that they are not to be cut off by saying the record 
is closed and they can not hear new facts and take new depositions re- 
specting them. I submit to him—for I am sure he has the same object 
that I have and that is to deal practically and wisely and according to 
the Constitution with this question, every day growing in importance, 
every day forcing itself more and more upon us, a question that standing 
where it is now acts as a paralysis upon the development of this Terri- 
tory—whether he will set his opinion in this case against that which is 
not mine alone, for I should have great hesitancy in expressing my own 
opinion in opposition to the Senatorand I should claim certainly no undue 
weight on that side, but itis that of those who have repeatedly and care- 
fully examined the matter, and it has the approval of this very commis- 
sion, and of the experience not of anything I may say but that continued 
practice beforethe Private Land Claims Committee can give to any man, 
for it has been my fortune to be associated with the labors of that commit- 
tee for a great many years of myservice in this body. One case is good 
untilanothercaseisshown. Claimants come thereand present their case 
ex parte and all is as fair as the day. Sometimes even before we can 
report, with a disposition to examine carefully and report favorably, 
another case is shown that blows the firstcase intothin air. There are 
cases of that kind now pending before that committee in which we are 
called upon to meet a set of facts asserted on one side, and wholly dis- 
puted and denied on the other where I may say it is scarcely within 
reason to suppose that the cases are ingeniously conducted on either 
side. You can prove anything by affidavits, and you can prove any- 
thing by affidavits and yet avoid the penalties of perjury. Every prac- 
ticing lawyer knows that fact. 

Now, here is it wise to take from the court of last resort the power 
to transfix a fraud which has turned up only since the case was ap- 
pealed from the tribunal below by saying that they shall not hear the 
case anew and take such testimony as may be brought to their knowl- 
edge by the Government officials representing the United States ? 

Mr. President, it is not an impeachment of public duty, but it is 
simply the statement of a plain fact of common experience that private 
interests are protected and prosecuted and followed much more zeal- 
ously than those of the public. A man in public life has the sense of 
public duty, and he will perform that frequently at the cost of great 
private displeasure; he will make many enemies and no friends; and 
therefore it is that it is so easy for a man vested with public discretion, 
whether it be a vote in the Senate or action as a prosecuting officer, to 
be facile and gentle and generous with the property of the public. 
Talk as we may please about it, public spirit is a very rare quality; 
and in this case where you have well-feed ingenuity on one side and 
strong private interests, where you have these great land companies 
who are gathering up an amount of territory that is unwholesome and 

us in a republic, I say that every safe which can be given 
to the courts to allow them to come at the truth of the case ought to 
be giyen and ought to be imposed by law; and I shall be sorry if any 
of the provisions of this bill, which have been so carefully and for years 
past considered and studied by the committee having it in charge, shall 
be stripped from it by the Senate unless there shall be some overpower- 
ing and overruling consideration of public duty for doing so. 

No objection whatever can be urged to the right of the Supreme Court 
to take testimony anew for the purpose of detecting and overthrowing 
fraud where the case discloses the necessity for it—no objection except 
that of the absence of that right in’ ordinary practice and some pos- 
sible inconvenience. , The machinery is there. In other forms of con- 
testation this very practiceisallowed. Although it is true that causes 
of admiralty and maritime jurisdiction form the only class of cases in 
which at present the practice exists—I am speaking now of cases of 
appellate jurisdiction, for in cases of original jurisdiction of course the 
Supreme Court hears the case as any other court of original jurisdic- 
tion and takes testimony in the usual form—yet if in a class of eases 
so important and widespread as those of admiralty and maritime juris- 
diction the Supreme Court exercises this power, it is an answer to the 
question put, and shows why it would be most convenient and proper 
to extend it to the present case. 

Isubmit to the Senator from Kansas, and I trust he will be impressed 
by the argument, that in this class of cases we must consider the prac- 
tical experience of the Government in attempting to carry out its 
duties so that the citizens shall get their rights and at the same time 
the public domain shall be protected. Therefore it is that I hope this 

rovision, which I say is not one lightly adopted, which is not in the 
ill now for the first time—as I have heretofore said, twice it has been 
before the Senate and twice has met with its approbation—will be re- 
teined. I hope the motion to strike it out will not be pressed by the 
Sı nator, for I think it might prevent that which has often occurred 
before, the means of detecting a fraud just in time to prevent its success. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, the Senator from Delaware describes 
the clause I propose to strike from the bill as one which confides a dis- 
cretionary power to the Supreme Court of the United States which it 
may or may not exercise as it may think best in each case that may 
come before it. If that is the judgment of the Senator from Delaware, 
his interpretation of the clause does not coincide with mine. Listen to 
the language: { 

Which Supreme Court shall retry the cause. 
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There is no confiding of discretion, it appears to me, in that la’ ge, 
nor is there any selection of the cases in which this power shall be ex- 
ercised, but in every case that may come to the Supreme Court of the 
United States on appeal from a Territory or from a State the Supreme 
Court shall retry the cause, not hear it upon the appeal, but ‘shall 
retry the cause, as well the issues or questions of fact as of law.” If 
the Senator from Delaware thinks that is the employment of language 
which intrusts the Supreme Court of the United States with the dis- 
cretion to try or not try as they may please any case that may come be- 
fore them, then his understanding of the English language is different 
from mine. And the last clause is as follows: 

In which Supreme Court of the United States every question shall be open. 

That means, if I understand the use of language, that no point shall 
be considered as settled, but that absolutely in every cause that may 
come up, no matter whether there is all on of fraud or not, the case 
shall be retried as to both the issues or questions of law and of fact, 
and that every question, whether of law or of fact, shall be an open 
question. If it does not mean that, irrespective of the allegation of 
fraud, irrespective of the allegation of misconduct in the courts below, 
the Supreme Court of the United States is to sit de novo, then I can not 
comprehend the use of the English language. 

Mr. President, there are few episodes in American history that are 
more interesting than the Spanish colonization of New Mexico, stimu- 
lated through centuries by the desire for the precious metals, extending 
northward from the city of Mexico beyond the city of Denver, finally 
retiring and leaving little to mark its progress except the strange no- 
menclature of the peaks, the passes, and the streams upon which they 
resided during their brief colonization. They left behind them a hy- 
brid population that was once fitly described by John Randolph in 
language that I do not care now to repeat. It is a rainless region, de- 
void of verdure, where the native population before the occupation by 
Americans, under the recent stimulus given to civilization by our rail- 
road enterprises, consisted of men without courage and of women with- 
out virtue. But I think the Senator from Delaware goes too far when 
he assumes that this entire system of land grants is based upon perjury, 
upon forgery, upon the fabrication of titles, upon the manufacture of 
evidence to such an extent that it is to be presumed that the courts of 
the locality are either in collusion with the men who are conspiring to 
defraud the Government or are incapable of detecting frauds that are 
being perpetrated in the conduct of these causes. It is assuming too 
much to say with regard to this great system of land grants, which has 
been conducted in California to a successful and satisfactory conclusion, 
which in Arizona has been reduced down so that there are but twenty 
cases remaining undetermined, and those now here for adjudication—— 

Mr. BAYARD. How many did the Senator say? 

Mr. INGALLS. Twenty in Arizona. 

Mr. BAYARD. The Senator must have other information than mine. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator should not misunderstand me. I do 
not mean the entire number of cases remaining undetermined, but in 
the Territory of Arizona undetermined. 

Mr. BAYARD. I have heard that question asked in committee for 
the purpose of obtaining the opinion of apparently intelligent men upon 
the subject, and I never heard any attempt to give a positive answer. 
It was a mere estimate; mere guesswork. There were fewer in Ari- 
zona than there were in New Mexico; Arizona was carved out of New 
Mexico; but the claims remaining for the two Territories are, as I said, 
somewhere between 1,000 and 5,000. How many of them there are in 
Arizona I do not know; we have never been able to get a very decided 
opinion even from very well-informed persons on that point. 

Mr. INGALLS. I understand that in California, where many of this 
class of cases were originally found, the whole matter has been adjudi- 
cated satisfactorily. 

Mr. BAYARD. This bill does not apply to California. 

Mr. INGALLS. So Lunderstand. It appears that in California, 
where there has been a greater stimulus to immigration, where there 
has been a more active controversy about the possession of lands than 
in almost any other portion of our continent, these cases have been ad- 
judicated satisfactorily by the machinery already provided by law. 

Mr. BAYARD. Let me say to the Sanator that he is mistaken. 
They have been adjudicated, but no man can look back over the history 
of that California adjudication and not pray to save any other country 
from such a scheme. 

Mr. INGALLS. Well, Mr. President, Iam not willing to cast whole- 
sale imputations upon the integrity or upon the honor or the intelli- 
gence or uprightness of the tribunals of my country. I say that the 
contests which have arisen under the Mexican land grants in California 
have been adjudicated by the machinery existing to the satisfaction of 
those who are most directly interested, so that there is, and for a long 
time has been, practical acquiescence in the adjustment; and it has go 
far proceeded in the Territory of Arizona that, as I am informed by those 
whom I believe to be possessed of the requisite intelligence to form an 
opinion, there are not to exceed twenty cases to-day, and in those the 
testimony has been presented, is agreed upon, and will be accepted by all 
parties as entirely satisfactory fora basisupon which to decide the claims. 

Now, Mr. President, when we have 

Thus far into the bowels of the land 
* + + march'd on without impediment, 
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when the courts have acted, when vast tracts have been determined 
and the ownership agreed upon, I am unwilling to say that in those 
cases which remain we shall assume that there is such a basis and sub- 
stratum of personal fraud, that forgery has been reduced to a fine art 
and false-witness one of the habitual practices of society, that we can 
not trust a Territorial court, nor the State courts, but must overturn 
and subvert the whole fabric of our jurisprudence, and declare that in 
these cases, and these alone in civil practice, the Supreme Court of the 
United States shall retry them upon every question both of law and 
fact, assuming as the basis for that declaration that the testimony is 
fraudulent, that the witnesses are perjured, and that the written testi- 

mony and documents are fabricated. I think that is going too far, and 
I believe that upon further suggestion the Senator from Delaware him- 

self will see that his assumptions have been too broad, that they are, 
as Burke said, an indictment against an entire people that can not with 
justice be sustained. 

I can see no reason why we can not trust the ordinary of courts 
under the safeguards that we throw around them for the punishment 
of perjury and of forgery with the detection of these cases; and [hope that 
the Senate will not assume, by agreeing to a provision so extraordinary 
as this, that the Supreme Courtis to take it for granted that everything 
that has been done has been in pursuance of the action of courts below 
that have been either in collusion with crime or have been too stupid 
to detect it. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I do not want the suggestion of the 


Senator from Kansas to go unqualified, that there has been a sweeping bes 


charge against the judicial tribunals of the conntry by whom the Cali- 
fornia land cases have been settled. I saig nothing of the kind; I in- 
tended to say nothing of the kind; but I did mean to say that, owing to 
the utterly loose and chaotic condition of Mexican law in those distant 
Territories at the time of their acquisition by the United States, all of 
those things that we consider safe, and regular, and usual were almost 
inevery case wanting. To sustain that I will take the language of the 
Supreme Court of the United States, which I read to the Senate on the 
last day of January, in the case of Rodigues vs. The United States, and 
will read from the judgmentof Mr. Justice Miller on this subject, com- 
plaining, as he says, that— 

No class of cases that come before this court are attended with so many and 
such perplexing difficulties as these locations by survey of confirmed Mexican 
grants in California. 

Confirmed how? Confirmed by a commission, with an appeal to the 
district court. The court say that with such confirmation their hands 
are tied; they cannot retry the case however obvious it is to them that 
injustice has been done and that fraud has been successful. Said Judge 
Miller: 


The case before us isan example containing as many of the perplexities to 


which we have alluded as can well exist in one case. Its consideration requires 


an examination of three pre claims which have, each independently ofthe 
other, been carried thro the board of commissioners and courts and finally 
confirmed. (1 Wallace, page 589.) 

It was for want of just such as is suggested by this bill 
that such a condition of affairs could exist—three claims for the same 
land confirmed before the same courts, the same tribunals, and the Su- 
preme Court unable to open the judgments to retry such a state of facts 
and law and to declare that which common sense and justice proclaims 
for itself, that there could be but one legitimate owner. 

Mr. HARRISON. Will the Senator from Delaware allow me to call 
his attention to a suggestion that strikes me in this connection? I find 
that section 2 of the bill provides that these proceedings *‘ shall be con- 
ducted as near as may be according to the rules of courts of equity.” 
The part of the section which the Senator from Kansas moves to strike 
eut it seems to me does not enlarge the jurisdiction of the Supreme 
Court in hearing the case on appeal in equity, except as it allows them 
to receive new testimony. In all appeals in equity, as I understand, 
they practically retry the case upon the record evidence which was sub- 
mitted below; so that the only change which is made by this provision 
is that they are allowed, as in admiralty and prize cases, to issue a 
commission and take new testimony. If these cases are to be treated 
as equity cases in the beginning and the appeals as appeals in equity, 
all that is said in the clause which the Senator from Kansas has moved 
to strike ont would be true of the practice on an appeal in one of these 
cases, except the clause which allows them to receive new testimony. 

Mr. BAYARD. I do not think itis necessary for me to prolong this 
discussion. It is a matter for the Senate to consider. The question 
has been debated now more than once, and if Senators think that this 
safeguard against fraud in these cases is improper to be interposed, they 
will follow the suggestion of the Senator from Kansas. I can not but 
believe that this discussion must have affected the judgment of the 
Senator himself and would make him unwilling to weaken the force of 
a bill which so clearly has for its object the accomplishment of justice 
in a very difficult class of cases. 

I hope the amendment will not be ted. 


accep 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harris in thechair). The ques- 


non is on the amendment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS]. 
The amendment was rejected. 
I desire to offer an amendment which I submitted 


Mr. BOWEN. 


the other day and had printed. I presume ms all pending amend- 
ments to the text of the bill are now disposed of. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to be proposed by 
the Senator from Colorado is in the nature of a substitute. The Chair 
would suggest to the Senator from Colorado that if there be other amend- 
ments to the text of the’bill they would take precedence of his amend- 
ment. Are there other amendments to be proposed to the text of the 
bill? 

Mr. COKE. I wish to offer an amendment. 
11 I move to add the following proviso: 
soe one Sees dex A FENT ok orena an perennans ao in ped eur e 9 

their claims under the provisions of this act. 

Mr. BAYARD. Ishall not object to that amendment, 

The amendment was to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there other amendments to the 
text of the bill ? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I wish to give notice that when the bill is re- 
ported to the Senate I shall again move my amendment to the seventh 
clause of the twelfth section of the bill, and I shall probably have other 
amendments to offer then. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I offer the following amendment as an additional 
section, to come in at the end of section 13, to be section 14 of the bill: 

That the Attorney-General of the United States, for the purpose of correcting 
the boundaries of a: ai Ragan’ where said boundaries are incorrect, is poren 4 


wered to autho: the use of the name of the United States as 
to order suits in all cases where he becomes satisfied that false and fraudu- 
e, 80 as to embrace lands by said fraudulent sur- 


lent surveys have been 
nga Shares to the tract or tracts of land 


veys Estin do not fairly and honest! 7 1 wi i a 
cove by the grant; and this rule apply to grants where the tract 
And it shall be the duty 


At the end of section 


has been enlarged by “false and fraudulent surve 
of the Attorney-General to order suits for the forfeiture of such grants or 
correction, soas to make them embrace only the lands properly covered by said 
nts in all cases where the tracts of land covered by the grants have been en- 
by such fraudulent surveys, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Missouri A Mr. COCKRELL]. 

Mr. BAYARD. I think that the bill is already ee guarded 
in that particular. We are now for the first time bringing these 
into court, where they are to have their testimony tested under the rules 
of cross-examination. I think that this or some such provision ought 
to be the general law; itought not to be confined to these Territories, 
if it be right and proper (and no one can doubt it) that where false and 
fraudulent surveys have been made so as to embrace lands which do 
not fairly and honestly belong to the tracts of land confirmed it should 
be the duty of the Attorney-General to order suits for the forfeiture of 
such grants 

I say to my friend from Missouri that under our present laws, while 
forfeiture may not take place, a rectification of false surveys can take 
place. I see that already proceedings have been taken, I think in 
Colorado, by the Attorney-General or under his direction, to break down 
asystem of inclosing the lands along the river fronts by the wire fences 
which are now so expeditiously erected. That is under existing law. 
The power I think would exist equally in regard to these cases. If 
this proposed section beright (and I do not say itis not in the abstract), 
it ought not to be confined to these Territories and States; it ought to 
be the general law of the United States. 

I ask my friend whether he would not be content to submit his meas- 
ure to the Committee on Public Lands, that they may report a bill not 
simply as affecting the Territories now under consideration, but affect- 
ing all the public lands of the United States where false and fraudulent 
extensions of lines have been made by claimants. I hope he will not 
press it on the present bill. The charge has been already made that 
this bill is multifarious. It certainly is meeting with a great deal of 
objection, which I do not deprecate in the slightest, for the bill is very 
important, but it is a bill not so readily understood, for it deals with a 
very complicated and intricate subject. I therefore shall regret to 
find any additional section added toit. The present proposition is one 
which seems to me to be fair and wholesome enough, but it ought to be 
a provision of general law applied to all the States and all the Terri- 
tories where there is public land. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Thisbill relates directly to the private land claims 
in the States and Territories named. Some of those claims have been 
confirmed, and after the confirmation there have been extensions of the 
surveys, in fraud of the rights of private citizens. My amendment sim- 
ply authorizes those parties to test the validity of the grants that have 
already been made, some by Congress. It is just, it is right; the Sen- 
ator sees and recognizes it; and I hope the Senate will adopt it. 

Mr. HARRISON. Does the Senator from Missouri think his amend- 
ment as framed would cover the case of a grant confirmed by an act of 
Congress ? 

. Mr. COCKRELL. As to the boundaries. 

Mr. HARRISON. I ask the Senator whether the phraseology is 
broad enough. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think itis. I think it would cover those cases 
where there is a question as to boundary—not as to the validity of the 
grant, only the boundary, the extension of it. 

Mr. HARRISON. I see no objection to the amendment. I think it 
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is in the right direction. There have been complaints that some of the 
grants which have already been confirmed by Congress have been con- 
firmed upon false testimony, and that the bounds of the grants as orig- 
inally given by the Mexican authorities havé been falsely enlarged. I 
think that the amendment is entirely in harmony with the provisions 
and the purposes of the bill, and that it should’ be adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Missouri. [Putting thequestion.] The 
ayes appear to have it. 

Mr. BAYARD. Let us have the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. INGALLS. I did not clearly understand from the reading of 
the amendment precisely what the proposition of the Senator from Mis- 
souri is; as the yeas and nays are to be taken, I should like to have 
him state briefly what the object is. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I like the principle of the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Missouri. In the examination that 
I have had the opportunity of making of the land surveys and of the 
frauds that have arisen under those surveys I think there is great neces- 
sity for some such legislation; but it is entirely new. It is conferring 
anew jurisdiction upon the Federal courts. Iam unable to say whether 
it is a jurisdiction at law or a jurisdiction in equity. The scheme as 
presented by the Senator’s amendment is certainly a very perfect one. 
It needs elaboration, and it needs to be done with a great deal of care. 
Suppose you should file a bill in the name of the United States, or bring 
suit under the language of the amendment in the name of the United 
States for the purpose of rectifying the boundaries of a private land 
grant, You first find out the parties defendant. Who are they? The 
persons interested. I suppose your next inquiry would be whether 
there had been some false or fraudulent survey. The next inquiry is 
what would be a correct survey? And the next thing to be done would 
be an order of the court requiring a correct survey to be made, 

There is no machinery in this amendment, neither is there any pro- 
vided in the general law, so far as I am aware, which would enable any 
court of the United States to execute its decree in a proper manner. 
It seems to me that it would be a mistake to incorporate in a bill of this 
kind an entirely new juridical feature in our system, a new jurisdic- 
tion, a new method of procedure, an indefinite one, and one that I 
think is incapable of execution, unless, indeed, we should confer upon 
the courts the power to make such rules and tions as would be 
necessary to enable a court to execute its decree after it had passed it. 

Courts do not usually deal, in rem at least, with questions of bound- 
ary. They deal with questions of property and right between contest- 
ants, but in questions of boundary they do not deal in rem. I do not 
know of any court in the United States that has the power either 
through its equity side or its law side to direct the survey of a tract of 
land to be made for the p of rectifying the boundaries, unless there 
is some contestant and unless the decree of the court could confer the 
title upon some opposing party. 

Mr. TARRISON. Will the Senator from Alabama allow me to ask 
him a question ? 

Mr. MORGAN Yes, sir. 3 

Mr. HARRISON. Would nota bill framed as suggested by theamend- 
mént of the Senator from Missouri necessarily involve a claim toa re- 

-covery by the United States, the plaintiff in the case, of any lands 
falsely included in the boundaries of any of these surveys? The suits 
ought not to be brought of course if the contest was between individuals; 
but if the lands which had been falsely included in the survey belong 
to the public domain of the United States, then it seems to me the 
court could decree that fact. 

Mr. MORGAN. All the lands of the United States are separated by 
imaginary boundary lines; one proprietor is on one side of the line and 
another on the other. A tract of land is supposed to contain, or does 
contain according to a false survey, 3,000 acres. You cut it down to 
2,000 acres. The other man’s boundaries by law, after the manner in 
which we have disposed of the land to him, abut against the boundary 
which you have rectified. You have got to reach out then and see how 
much that other man is entitled to. In other words, if you went on 
the equity side you must have a bill of interpleader to establish the 
right, not only of the person interested in the particular reservation, 
but also the rights of all those who are upon contiguous land, so that 
the subject would spread itself out and would include a great deal more 
than is included in the amendment of the Senator from Missouri. 
Hence I contend that this subject ought not to be put in this bill in 
this meager form, but it ought to be the subject of a separate bill care- 
fully prepared with a view to arranging and settling the boundaries of 
all contiguous proprietors where the lines may be drawn in. Such a 
bill, of course, as was si by the Senator from Delaware, ought 
to extend throughout the whole public domain. 

Mr. COCKRE Will the Senator permit me to interrupt him ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

_ Mr. COCKRELL. I am astonished at the suggestion of the Senator 
from Delaware, and now at that of the Senator from Alabama, who 
ought to know about public lands. There is no controversy about the 
subdivisions of a on. or quarter section or anything of that kind. 


Here is a grant to a corporation thirty by forty miles square or five by 
ten miles square. There is an indefinite description running in a cer- 
tain direction. The United States surveys do not run in that way at 
all. The boundaries have been made to lap over five or six miles on 
this side or the other side. The grantees claim that the boundary can 
be put there by the indefinite terms of description, the metes and 
bounds. Now, we want to test that question, because the United States 
owns whatever of the public land is not honestly and fairly included 
within the terms of the grant, and the bill will not apply to anything 
but private land grants. That is all there is about it. You cannot 
make a bill that will apply to anything else; there is no other subject- , 
matter for such a bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. I suppose, though, there is such a thing, after all, as 
two private land grants abutting upon each other, and ina case of that 
kind the Government of the United States would not own the land, but | 
the other party would own it, unless by some decree or in some way or 
other you had the power to adjust his rights in the same suit in which 
you cut down the first survey. 

I do not pretend to know all about the public lands, and I think a 
man would claim very great wisdom if he assumed to understand all 
about the complicated system of public lands resulting from oar very 
wild and vague legislation on that subject. But the Senator from 
Missouri evidently does not understand all about it either, because in 
respect to some of the Government surveys, as he calls them, there have 
been great frauds, and they have originated in this way: Men are per- 
mitted to run out beyond the boundary. The ordinary surveys run 
out upon townships and range lines, but after‘they have got a certain 
distance, a certain number pf townships out into the wilderness, or 
wherever it may be, they stop and they survey the land off into sec- 
tions and into other subdivisions, and in that way it is brought into 
the market. The lands are designated, they are paid for by private 
individuals who make private surveys subject only te the approval of 
the surveyor-general of the particular district in which they are made. 
Now, frauds have crept in; no, I do not say crept in; they have rushed 
in, they have come tumultuously in upon the public domain; and that 
is a subject which is giving at least to the Land Committee of this body 
a very great deal of concern as to how to correct those frauds and how 
to prevent them in the future. We can get a system, and I hope that 
the Senator from Missouri will introduce a system, by which we can 
reach this question in a proper sòrt of proceeding. It must be a pecu- 
liar one. It is bound to be statutory, and its definitions ought to be 
made very distinct, and the plan of it and all the means of itsexecution 
ought to be elaborated with a great deal of care. But the amendment 
does not do it. It simply hints at the subject. ) The amendment will 
only introduce into the bill a subject of difficulty and embarrassment 
to the courts.: It does not clear up difficulties, it merely suggests them. 

Mr. INGALLS. The amendment of the Senator from Missouri is 
not very critically drawn. It contains language that ought not to ap- 
pear in a statute; it is vague and indefinite in many of its provisions. 
While it relates to a subject that merits consideration and that ought 
to be perhaps included in the bill by some provision, I do not think 
upon the casual inspection I have been able to give it that it would 
accomplish the result which he desires. The words ‘fairly and 
honestly,” for instance, do not properly belong in legislation. If the 
land is included in the grant, it is included in it; it is not necessary to 
say “‘ fairly and honestly ’’ included in it. ) 

Again, with regard to the authority conferred upon the Attorney- 
General, he is only empowered to act where he is satisfied that irregu- 
larities have existed. There ought to be some definition as to the 
allegations that should justify him in using the name of the United 
States. It ought not to depend upon sucha vague and indefinite term 
as that he shall be satisfied that wrong has been done. Therefore, I 
shall not be able to vote for the amendment, although I think some 
legislation on the subject ought to be adopted. 

There is another class of cases not mentioned in the amendment 
which require some consideration by the Senate. I have been through 
the country that is covered largely by these grants, as I suppose many 
members of the Senate have been. Thestreamsare scanty; the mount- 
ains are either valuable for minerals or for the sparse timber that grows 
in those localities; the valleys are narrow, and the inhabitants d 
for their agricultural subsistence upon irrigation. The banks of the 
little streams that flow down from the mountains are the chief habita- 
tion of the people who are not engaged in mining or in forestry. In 
violation of these grants, or supposing that they may have become ex- 
tinct in consequence of the failure of their alleged owners to enforce 
them, people have gone in great numbers on this territory up and down. 
the streams through the Rio Grande Valley and on its numerous tribu- 
taries, and there they have small holdings of cultivated real estate upon 
which they practice irrigation and from which they draw the scanty 
supplies necessary for their subsistence. There ought to be some leg- 
islation by which this class of proprietors shall be protected. If it ap- 
pears that the alleged owners of those grants have slept for generations 
upon their rights, and, as in other men have gone on in open, 
adverse, notorious ion to cultivate the lands, there ought to be 
some declaration that the owners of the grants should not be heard to 
say that these men had no claim. 

I think the bill is faulty in not containing some provision to protect 
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ithose proprietors, and I would suggest to the Senator from Missouri, 
while the principle that he desires to incorporate is just, that it is not 
broad enough; it ought not only to authorize the Attorney-General to 
institute p ings to annul fraudulent surveys and boundaries that 
have been secured by fraud but it also ought to protect that class of 
small proprietors who have been in open, notorious, adverse possession 
for a generation and perhaps two. 

Therefore, if he will receive a suggestion from me I would say it 
would be advisable to prepare an amendment that would cover both 
these cases. I think it could be done without much difficulty; but the 
amendment as at present prepared I think would not meet my appro- 
bation, and probably not his upon more minute inspection. 

Mr. BAYARD, Does the Senator suggest theidea of interposing the 
bar of time, of prescriptions against the Government ? 

Mr. INGALLS. I certainly would interpose the bar of prescription, 
the statute of repose, against any other citizen claiming against the 
Government. If the alleged owner, the alleged grantee, has slept for 
a generation upon his right, if he has neglected or omitted to enforce 
his claims, either by the courts of the country or by presenting them to 
‘Congress, to a satisfactory conclusion, I would say that he should not 
be allowed at any subsequent period to come in and oust those proprie- 
tors who have had this open and exclusive possession undisputed for 
such a long period of time. 

Mr. BAYARD. Would not such possessory titles be respected and 
considered in courts of justice where possessory actions were brought 
for enforcement? 

Mr. INGALLS. I think they should be, and I think there should 
be an express legislative recognition of the rights of this class of inno- 
cent, honest, and industrious people, who are too simple to take care of 
themselves. They constitute very largely the native or half-civilized 
population of New Mexico. They live in adobe houses, in huts, in 
shanties, in little pueblos up and down the valley of the Rio Grande 
and its tributaries. They are an upright, simple-minded, industrious 
population; they have no knowledge of law or of legislation, and we 
should be unjust to them if we passed a bill attempting to settle this 
great question without incorporating some provision to place them 
upon the same foundation as those who have claims under statutes and 
whose rights are always recognized. 


A 


Mr. BAYARD. We only propose now to settle theclaims under the 


treaties with Mexico and to perform our treaty stipulations. I hope | 


that we shall not be ingrafting sonte new code for private claims en- 
tirely outside of the stipulations of the treaties which, and which alone, 
this bill is proposing to carry into force. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I called the attention of the Senate to 
the elass of persons in New Mexico to whom my colleague has referred, 
but I take issue with him in part in regard to their title. Theyarenot, 
as a rule, trespassers upon any grant whatever. All any one has to do 
to be satisfied upon this point is to take the map of New Mexico and 
examine it. On the map of New Mexico is laid down every known 
grant, with its actual or assumed boundaries. There are thousands of 
people living in the Rio Grande Valley to-day who are there by reason 
of no written grant, but who are there by reason of a possession which 
was cenferred upon them by the civil and military authorities at an 
early day, sometimes going back as far as two hundred years. They 
are a hog as much entitled to recognition under the law of Mexico and 
u the treaty whose provisions we are assuming to out as 
these people who hold a paper grant; and yet the fact that they are not 
covered by any grant is conclusively shown, as I have said, by an in- 
spection of the map, wherein it will appear that the grounå on which 
these people are situated is recorded as being public land of the United 
States, because the surveyor-general of New Mexico, under the instruc- 

« tions heretofore given to him, has only been required to recognize such 
grants as he found in the shape of the ordinary muniments of title 
given by the Government of Mexico. 

I have here a letter which I received from a prominent citizen of 
Albuquerque, a Mexican, speaking of claimants of this kind and of the 
imposition and hardship and wrong which is being laid upon them. If 
there is a class of people who are entitled to our protection more than 
any other it is this class. I have no sympathy with men who have 
large grants; they can take care of themaglves. The injustice compara- 
tively that we do to them in compelling them to pay certain costs, &c., 


Tam not a about; but this a will undoubtedly result in wip- 
ing out an ing quite a d ion on the ofe 
single one of sah fon | ie ee areia 

The Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] said to me fhe other day 
{I quote him now because I have no doubt he is willing to be quoted) 
that he had been besought on behalf of the small grant-holders to do 
something to prevent the large grant-holders from absorbing them. 
They have asked us for bread, and this bill gives them a stone. It is 
as destructive of their rights to-day as though the Congress of the 
United States should provide that the Army of the United States should 
sweep down the valley of the Rio Grande and turn every single one of 
them into its channel. 

This letter, addressed to me and dated the 31st day of January, reads 
as follows: 


My Dear Six: Will you be good enough to amend the Albuquerque nt 
bill so that the commissioner can quiet the title to the valley lan DeO the 
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Albuquerque grantand the Isleta grant? This valley is all claimed by old Mexi- 
can rights, but the absence of title records has enabled pre-emption and home- 
stead claimants to dispute possession with the Mexican owners, and much liti- 
aise has Puo 
ery respectfully, yours, 
se 7 ; FELIPE GARCIA. 

I have here a letter written by a former citizen of Kansas, whom I 
know very well, a gentleman of the highest character, a prominent 
merchant in the city of Albuquerque, who was here himself thé other 
day, and who told me there were at least 10,000 men, women, and chil- 
dren living in the valley of the Rio Grande upon holdings of this par- 
ticular kind who would be afforded no remedy whatever under this 
bill, but would be actually destroyed in all their rights of property 
by its passage. In speaking generally of this class of cases he says, 
referring to the Edmunds bill, No. 19, now before the Senate: 

Section 10 would seem to cover such cases, but it certainly does not. For in- 
stance, the lands in the valley of the Rio Grande when first settled were laid off 
in narrow strips from 20 to 100 varas or yards wide, running from the river to 
the highlands, so that the settlers could have access to the river for water, 
and to the mesa or highlands for grazing, &c. Now, if each one of these set- 
tlers or his 1 representatives is compelled to fight his case all through the 
courts, to and through the Supreme Court of the United States, give bond for 
costs, pay half expense of survey, plats, &c., they might as well abandon their 
homes at once; for the majority of them are very poor, not having the 
common necessaries of life. Is it nota fact that these poor people were com- 
pelled by force of arms to become citizens of the United States, and also that 
their personal and property rights Were ranteed them by treaty? Is it just 
that they should be put to so much trouble and expense to establish their rights 
to their homesteads? Hundreds of them only own from three-acre to five-acre 
lots, on which they live and have small vineyards, and could not raise $50 to save 
them from execution ; and yet the Government proposes to put them to all this 
expense, and even sell them out if they do not pay for half the expense of sur- 
vey, &. The Government surveys and plats lands at its own expense for other 
settlers, and why not for these? 


And so on at great length. But that snot all the hardship. These 
people have no grant in the sense in which the term “‘grant”’ is used 
in the bill. They have nothing which they can prove up as title. 
The surveys of the United States have been extended over their hold- 
ings. Some of their lands, I doubt not, have already been entered 
under the homestead and pre-emption laws of the United States. Those 
simple-minded, inoffensive, innocent people do not take note of the fact 
that to some man situated in some part of the quarter-section of which 
he occupies the other part the possession belongs. He does not actu- 
aĦy infringe upon that possession. 

So the rights of this great Government are growing up around them 
in adverse hands ready to be used some of these days, and to put them 
out entirely. This bill, as I said, does actually consummate that very 
act. There is no provision whereby these people can get into court if 
they had ever so much money. There is no provision whereby they 
could get any recognition or standing in court. They were thesettlers ` 
and soldiers, who at an early day the Government of Mexico, for the 
purpose of protecting its garrisons, authorized the commanders of the 
presidios to put upon lands anywhere within four leagues of the posts, 
stationed as they were in a chain extending from above Santa Fé clear 
down the Rio Grande to below El Paso, and there they have lived, 
father and son and father and son, some of them for three hundred 
years, simple-minded, as I said, knowing nothing about legal proceed- 
ings, at the very best that can be said to be turned over to be a prey 
to the lawyers of New Mexico under this bill, and at the worst, which 
is the obvious case, to be turned out without any rights whatever. If 
a grant-holder, a man owning eleven leagues of land, is entitled to the 
sympathy and to all the time that has been spent by Congress upon 
this bill, what shall I say for these people who have no mfeans to assert 
their rights, and who under this bill will have no rights? 

I have on my table dispatches which were sent down to me from the 
Land Office as indicating the steps which are being taken to-day for the 
purpose of depriving these people of their possessions. Here is a dis- 
patch of the 5th day of January. I asked the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office, I may say, to send to me anything that he had to 
indicate the controversy which is going on there and the protection 
which his office is yielding. He sent me down these dispatches. I 
may say, however, that among other things, in a letter addressed to 
the Secretary of the Interior under date of March 24, 1880, the land then 
under consideration is described as being township 9 north, range 2 east, 
and township 10 north of the same range. Here is the dispatch of the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office to the register and receiver 
atSanta Fé, in New Mexico, some persons having applied to enter some 
of these lands. The dispatch is as follows: 

Require applicants desiring to enter land in townships 9 and 10,3 east, to sub- 
mit proof tive that no of the land is occupied or improved by otherthan 
themselves. Reject all r applications, 

Why “‘reject all other applications 7’ Simply because the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office, realizing that those Mexicans are living 
there on what are known in his office and put down on the plats as public 
lands of the United States, knows that unless he does interpose the power 
of his office, simply leaving the question of its rightfulness to be deter- 
mined heréafter, those lands will be taken away from the possession of 
those people. Here is a telegram that was sent: 


Si d plats of townships 9 north, ranges 2, 3, and 4 east, and townships 10 
Bison petit xe 2, 3,and 4 east. Noentries will be permitted by you inany of said 
townships. These lands are hereby withdrawn for the present. 


Why? Simply because the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
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has ascertained in his official capacity that these lands are occupied in 
the manner I have described, and he is not willing to become a party 
to the wrong of their dispossession. But that can not go on forever. 
Entries slip through, we know how sometimes. Some man obtains his 
receiver’s receipt, and finally his patent; he makes no disturbance of 
the Mexican until after the muniments of his title are complete, and 


then he turns up the owner of the quarter-section of land which is other- 
wise in the possession also of twelve or fifteen or twenty or perhaps 
fifty families; and the inevitable result follows. Those people can not 
complain; they can not make themselves heard in the case; they can 
not make themselves heard on this floor; they are absolutely and un- 
qualifiedly as helpless, and more so, than the inmates of Saint Eliza- 
beth’s overlooking this city. 
consideration, In the forefront of every single bill that we pass for 
the adjustment of titles in New Mexico there ought to go a provision 
whieh shall guarantee to every one the full extent of what he is pos- 
sessed of before ever the question of what any man shall have who is 
entitled to eleven leagues or more shall be considered. 

Mr. HARRISON. Will the Senator from Kansas allow me to ask 
him a question ? 

Mr. PLUMB. With pleasure. 

Mr. HARRISON. I have no interest in this bill except as I suppose 
it to tend in the direction of counteracting the schemes of land pirates 
to swell land grants beyond their proper proportion or to impose pre- 
tended grants upon the Government. I had supposed that it was in 
the direction and in the general interest of the class of persons in whose 
behalf the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] is speaking, and I want 
to makean inquiry of him. Take the case of any such person as he has 
described, who has settled and made his little home within the limits 
of one of these grants. Is there any power in Congress to pass a law 
which shall take away the title of the person who holds under the 
Mexican grant and confer it upon one of those settlers unless he has 
some grant from the holder of the claim itself? 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam not talking about that class of people; I am 
talking about the class of people who are not within the limits of any 
grant whatever, but who are there in their own right. 

Mr. HARRISON. Then will the Senator allow me to ask him another 
question? What has this bill to do with that class of persons? It does 
not make their case any worse; it leaves them just where they are. If 
the Senator will propose legislation in the direction in which he is now 
talking I am sure we shall all concur with him; but this bil] does not 
affect the case of anybody not within the limits of a Mexican grant. If 
he is there and does not hold under the grantee, I do not see how we 
can protect him. 

Mr. PLUMB. It is the vice of this bill that scarcely any man can 
tell exactly what it does cover, as I think. I can not at least. The 
first section provides for the settlement of incomplete Mexican grants. 
Those people had a grant inone sense. They were put on there, large 
numbers of them, as I said, by the commanding officers of the various 
posts. The posts themselves have disappeared; the remnants of them 
appear up and down the banks of the Rio Grande; some of them still 
remain, but not as military fortifications of course; some of them have 
entirely disap Those people were put into possession by just as 
good authority as though they had been putin possession by the alcalde 
under the direction of the governor; but with the disappearance of the 
posts of course has been the disappearance of the records, and those peo- 
ple can not prove the fact. Who is there who can prove anything but 
possession where the possession has existed for three hundred years, no 
matter by what title it might have been bestowed, if that is gone? 
Where is the witness to testify to the lost record? As the Senator from 
Delaware said a moment ago, there is no presumption against the Gov- 
ernment on account of continued possession. The possession of any one 
against the Government does not ripen into title. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I will ask the Senator from Kansas if 
those small holdings are not fenced off? > 

Mr. PLUMB. Some of the subdivisions are fenced and some of them 
are not. These people have lived together, largely related I have no 
doubt, and so the question as to whether there was a fence between 
their holdings or not was of noconsequence. The outlines, the bound- 
aries, of their possessions are known to themselves; they run in irregu- 
lar directions; they do not correspond in any respect probably with the 
surveys of the United States, and no survey made under our plans 
would do them any good whatever. They must have the careful and 
skillful attention of some one specially directed to the segregation of 
their lands from the public domain. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Does the Senator say that they have no 
records of their possessions ? 

Mr. PLUMB. There is no record of the possession and probably 
never was. There probably was at some time a record of the fact that 
certain persons were putin possession of certain lands, but in the mean 
time those persons have disappeared, their immediate descendants have 
disappeared, and so on until the time covered by three or four or five 
generations of people has elapsed, and along with the general decay has 
been the disappearance of the evidence of their title except so far as the 
land is found in their possession. 


As I said, they are entitled to our utmost | in 


Chapter 34 of the statutes of 1875 contains a recognition by Congress 
of precisely a similar class of people who are to be found in the Terri- 
tory of Arizona, which we acquired by the same treaty. It is entitled 
“An act to grant title to certain lands in the Territory of Arizona,” 
and reads as follows: 

Whereas certain lands in Santa Cruz V. 


of Arizona, have for many years been occu) 
ican birth, who eci 


jes past of aes and cheep rate 
possessed by persons ex- 
nsof the United States under the reniy of Guada- 


oe and the Gadsden treaty; and 
r ts for said lands in the small and 


l 
reas thesaid persons desire to secure 
irregular traets in which they were y taken upunder Mexican authority, 


and have been held and cultivated to the present time, and they can not do so 
under the existing land laws of the United States: Therefore. 
Beit enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America 
assembled, That all the right and title of the United States to the land 
embraced in sections2, 11, and 14, and the east halfof sections 3, 10, and 15, of town- 
ship 14 south, range 13 east, Gilaand Salt River meridian, in the county of Pima, 
Territory of Arizona, be, and the same are hereby, relinquished and granted to 
the person or poena who have been in the actual bona fide occupancy or pos- 
session of said land, by themselves or their ancestors or grantors, for twenty 
years next preceding the date of the passage of this act, &c. 

The register and receiver of the nearest land office were authorized, to 
carry out that act, to have the lands surveyed and to issue to those peo- 
ple such muniments of title as should answer their purposes and fix 
them in the possession thus recognized to be legal and proper under the 
treaties which it named, to wit, the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo and 
the Gadsden treaty. 

Now we are settling this question. We shall not settle it again. 
Whatever is passed now while this question is under consideration will 
be the end of the legislation we shall make for New Mexico. Every 
one knows how the disposition to legislate upon some particular ques- 
tion rises to a high tide, and how after it has gone the reaction comes 
and nothing more is done of that kind for years at all events. That 
country is settling up rapidly. Adventurers of every description are 
going into the Rio Grande Valley and all the valleys of that Territory, 
seeking where to get possession. A Mexican is nothing more to them 
than an Indian is to the ordinary frontiersman where his possession 
stands in the way of acquiring land. He finds one of these settlers 
there who has no paper title, and an American has a very high regard 
for a paper title and for a patent but for no other kind of atitle. Grad- 
ually they will be crowded out. They will make no complaint; they 
probably will not even have societies formed anywhere on this conti- 
nent to stimulate the conscience of Congress and to protest against the 
injustice we aredoingthem. But *he inhumanity of it will be no less 
great. Those people are entitled to ourconsideration; they are entitled 
to justice. They will not get it in this bill, and when the bill is passed 
it will be the first step toward the forcible dispossession of every one of 
the rights which they and those before them have had back to a time 
before the eastern half of the American continent was settled at all. 

Mr. BAYARD. Perhaps I ought to be sufficiently admonished by 
the remarks of my friend from Missouri [Mr. Cock RELL] not to under- 
take to discuss a question as to the public land laws of the United 
States, because there seems to be some necessary logic by which to prove 
that I should have little knowledge on the subject. Yet nevertheless 
I do propose to make some reply to the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
PLUMB] in regard to his denunciation of this bill and its effect. 
Without presuming to put my individual opinion of the propriety or 
force of tne bill against his, yet I will array against the Senator from 
Kansas the opinion of those best informed, according to my judgment, 
of the condition of the public lands of the United States and of the leg- 
islation necessary for them, 

The present Commissioner of the General Land Office has carefully 
examined the measure now before the Senate, and I am given to under- 
stand that aided by his criticism it has been in a large i prepared 
and meets his entire approval. The former Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office, Mr., John A. Williamson, was the chairman of the 
land commission which made its preliminary report in 1880, and I find 
at page 41 of their report a strong approval given to the ‘‘ bill intro- 
duced into the Senate during the present Congress by the Hon. GEORGE 
F. EDMUNDS.” That is the bill which we have now under considera- 
tion. I think there must be some strange misapprehension upon the 
part of these experts in the land laws of the United States and in the 
effects of this very bill whence are charging upon Congress the re- 

msibility of some legislation that shall give to the smaller claimants 

e right to come into court and make good their claims—lI say there 
must be strange blindness on their when a measure that has so 
met their approval is met on the other hand by the denunciation of the 
Senator from Kansas. It was but the other day we heard his voice 
loud and eloquent here in defense of unmeasured land ts. He 
was not satisfied with giving eleven square leagues of to any 
owner, but he proposed that the grant under the bill should be unlim- 
itedin extent. _ 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BAYARD. Am I not right? 

Mr. PLUMB. No, sir; by no manner of means. I only said that 
was a question which the court should decide, and which Congress, in 


view of the doubt expressed about it, might well withhold its decision 


+ 
fm. 
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Mr. BAYARD. When my friend from New Jersey [Mr. McPHER- 
son] moved to strike out that limitation and debated his amendment, 
he was corrected and assisted by the suggestion of the Senator trom 
Kansas. Eo UN BNET AN DENNE KPE T nat he dard as 
ment that he did object to Congress p. my eae limitation of eleven 
square leagues upon the land to be decreed by the courts to whom the 
question is to be intrusted. But be that as it may, his arguments then, 
as far as I could understand them, were in favor of unlimited and great 
holdings. To-day he seems touched only with sympathy forthose who 
are so poor that they can not enter the courts and pay the costsand take 
advantage of their rights before the laws of the land. 

There is one thing and one thing only that the law of this country 
and its institutions can produce. It can not make men equal in power 
and it can not make men equal in fortune. It can give them anequal- 
ity before the law, but it can not furnish them with the means to en- 
force that right if Providence should have denied them a larger scale. 
All we can do in any case and all that any man can ask in any case is 
the right to be heard before an unprejudiced court, and that is fully 
done in this bill. 

I do not care to continue the debate. It is but repeating, as I think, 
the statements already made and generally made, I am sorry to say, 
when not more than a dozen members of the Senate see fit to give the 
bill any, attention. The Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH], who is 
familiar with these questions by reason of the locality of his home and 
the consideration to the public land laws which he necessarily would 
give in that new and vast State, has stated here as his judgment that 
the plan of this bill is the very best ever yet proposed to Congress, 
The Commissioners of the General Land Office, both the gentleman 
holding that office and those who preceded him, have likewise given it 
their approval. Therefore, I am content to set such judgments as theirs 
against the sweeping denunciation of my friend from Kansas. I have 
no idea that there is injustice in any way to the humblest and the 
poorest. 

As to the question of titles long and peaceably held, let me read a few 
words from a decision of the Supreme Court long ago rendered as to the 
question of titles acquired from Spain in what is now the State of Flor- 
ida, decided in the case of The United States vs. Wiggins, cited by my 
friend from Florida [Mr. CALL] yesterday:. 

That the perfect titles made by S; before the 24th of January, 1818, within 


the ceded territory are “intrinsically valid and exempt from the provisions of the 


eighth article is the established doctrfhe of this court, and that they need no 


sanction from the legislative or judicial departments of this country.” (The 
United States vs. Wiggins, 14 Peters, page 351.) 


Insert the word ‘‘ Mexico’ instead of ‘‘Spain,’’ and the year ‘‘1848” 
or ‘£18537? instead of ‘'1818,’? and you have precisely the same doc- 
- trine: “* The titles we are now considering in that Territory, which were 
intrinsically valid and exempt, * * * need no sanction from the 
legislative or judicial departments of this country.” Nor are they 
affected by the present bill. As has been said too often to need repe- 
tition, it is not the class of cases in regard to which the Senator from 
‘Kansas has shown so much solicitude that this bill affects. They need 
no sanction from the legislative or judicial departments of this country; 
they are complete in themselves, and they are held entirely independ- 
ent of the provisions of this bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ihave no special solicitude about the large grant- 
holders. Somebody before I came to the Senate did assist in i 
a great many improvident grants. Let every man defend himself on 
that matter as he sees fit. I have no defense to make. I have never 
voted for the confirmation of one of those grants, and as to the frauds 
which are being held up in terrorem in the Senate, under which millions 
of acres of land have been taken away from the public domain of the 
United States, none of those measures were enacted since I have been 
here, and I am free from all responsibility of that sort at least. 

I myself believe that the law of Mexico does limit grants to eleven 
leagues, but I am not so confident in my own opinion, I am not so 
thoroughly grounded in that belief, that I am willing to take that 
opinion as against the opinion of others who are better informed than 
I am. 

My argument in favor of the amendment of the Senator from New 
Jersey was simply and only that that was a judicial question, which 
ought to be decided by the courts and not by Congress, and I am not 
to be deterred from its advocacy by those who compose the Private 
Land Claims Committee of the Senate throwing in my face the charge 
that I am solicitous about the large grant-holders. If there be any 
men who have large holdings in New Mexico they do not have them 
by my vote; those laws were enacted by Congress before I ever had the 
privilege of voting upon that question here or elsewhere; and upon 
those who did that act must rest the responsibility of the great frauds 
which have resulted from that legislation. 

Tf there is to be a recognition of the possession of these people, why is 
there not some provision in the bill which mentions them, which con- 
firms their title? These people, as I said to-day, are not protected by 
the bill or by anything that can occur under it, but their only shelter 
is the practice of the General Land Office of the United States, which 
may change at any time. 


I know that any amendment which could accomplish what I desire 
would be subject to criticism, but this subject has been before the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims, and if they knew of the existence of 
this class of claims it seems to me singular that they did not introduce 
something for the benefit of those people into the provisions of the bill. 
But the bill has been brought in here and there has been an admoni- 
tion substantially that we shall not amend it. Itis not to be touched; 
and of course it comes under great authority, the leaders practically of 
both sides of the Chamber having united in its behalf, and the Senate, 
which heretofore could say with reference to the controversies between 
those two gentlemen that it could be happy with either one of them 
away, now feel doubly happy in the fact that they are united and that 
the Senate may follow afterthem. But I do not propose, in regard to a 
matter of which I have personal knowledge and of which any one ought - 
to have knowledge who passes upon this bill under the responsibility of 
his oath as a Senator, to shirk in any way from that responsibility, or if 
occasion be to mollify in respect to that which I think ought to be done 
in order to protect substantially the only class of people who can ap- 
peal to us for any measure of sympathy or a measure practically of jus- 
tice. The large grant-holders are in possession of their land; they prac- 
tically do not need our help. So far as the grant-owners themselves 
are concerned they do not care whether the bill passesor not. When! 
consider the provisions of section 9 I have no hesitancy in risking what- 
ever little reputation I have for prophecy in saying that the practice 
under the bill if it passes will justify my remark that the men who will 
get anything out of it will be the men who will get what does not belong 
to them, and that the men who are entitled to something under this 
Government will not get anything. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. President, the statements of the Senator from 
Delaware to the Senate, that this bill meets the approval of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior and the Commissioner of the General Land Office, in 
my opinion must have been made unadvisedly. I read from a letter of 
the late Commissioner of the General Land Office, Mr. Williamson, a dis- 
tinct statement, which is printed in the report of my remarks, embody- 
ing the objections of that office to sending these cases in the first in- 
stance to the courts, and earnestly recommending the passage of a bill 
providing for a commission to prepare the cases, and, if not then satis- 
factory, that their report might be sent to the courts. That is again in- 
dorsed no later than June last by the present Commissioner of the 
General Land Office, recommending the passage of a commission bill. 

I did not rise so much to refer to that as to protect myself against the 
charge of having made a misstatement in the Senate. I desire to say 
that the substitute, which is now upon the table, presented by me for 
this bill was prepared in the Land Office, printed there, and brought 
to me by the Commissioner of the Land Office within the last few days, 
stated to be the opinion of the Interior Department, with the approval 
of the Secretary of the Interior, as a proper bill to be passed. I had the 
recommendation of that Department that a House bill, which is iden- 
tical with the measure I have offered as a substitute, before the last 
Congress met the approval of the Secretary of the Interior and the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office, and its passage was urged before 
the House. 

I have stated these things and incorporated these statements and 
copies of parts of these communications in myremarks on this bill; and 
yet so utterly does the Senator from Delaware ignore a printed state- 
ment presented by me that he says this bill meets the approval of the 
Secretary of the Interior and this bill meets the approval of the Com- 
missoner of the General Land Office, without a word from either of those 
officers to show any change of opinion from their opinions expressed at 
the last session of the last Congress, printed in the report of a commit- 
tee of the other House; and without a word contradicting what I have 
said, except by innuendo; that the substitute which I have presented 
providing for a commission was prepared in the Interior Department, 
meeting the approval of both the Secretary and the Commissioner, this 
statement is made. 

It is due to myself that I should call the attention of the Senate to 
it. It is due to the of the Interior and to the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office that I should, with some authority, deny 
that they approve this bill. There was printed with my remarks an 
extract from two points in the report of the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office, in which in express terms he objects to the of 
this bill and gives good reasons for it, first and second, which were read 
here in the hearing of the Senate. 

Now, sir, there is no power of authority and no weight of influence 
and no length of continuance in this body that will authorize any one 
by mere force of authority, without noticing or alluding to what is 
made public here from the printed documents and records of this Goy- 
ernment, either to make such an assertion or to deny the truth of what 
I have stated. There I leave it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL], upon which the yeas 
and nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary ed to call the roll. 

Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). I am paired with the senior 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. 
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The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
20, nays 33; as follows: 


YEAS—2. 
Garland, Hawley, Vance, 
Bowen, George, McMillan, Van Wyck, 
; Gibson, Platt, est, 
Cockrell, Harris, Plumb, Walker, 
Coke, Harrison, Ransom, Wilson. 
` NAYS—3. 
Bayard, Edmunds, Lamar, Morrill, 
Blair, Fair, Lapham, Pendleton, 
Butler, Groome, tog, è, 
Camden, Hampton, McPherson, Pugb, 
Cameron of Wis., Iasae. Mahone, Sewell, 
Colquitt, Jackson, Neen fo Voorhees. 
Conger, Jonas, 
Cullom, Jones of Nevada, stitch, 
Dolph, Kenna, Morgan. 
ABSENT—23. 
Aldrich, Farley, Jones of Florida, Saulsbury, 
Allison. Frye, Miller of Cal., Sawyer, 
Anthony, Gorman, Miller of N. Y., rman, 
wn, Hale, er, r, 
Cameron of Pa., _ Hill, Riddleberger, Williams. 
wes, Hoar, Sabin, 
So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. PLUMB. I move what I send to the desk of the Secretary as 
separate sections to be added to the bill. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. —. That all the right and title of the United States to the land in the Rio 
Grande e Valley and elsewhere in the Territory of New Mexico occupied nape a 
sessed b pw persons who, or whose ancestors or rs, became citizens of the 
United States woh a of the ey, of Guadalupe Hidalgo, be, and the same 
are hereby, relinquished and granted to the person or persons who have been in 
the actual bona fie company or possession of said land, the repre aides or Be 
ancestors or for fifty years next preceding the 
this act; and it shail t ds ‘the duty of the surveyo: eral ork Now Mek to 
and determine, va ia to the approval of of the Interior, the 
rights of the geri iming ais ra this act; and for tha pupus the said sur- 
veyo shall have power to summon witnesses, administer oaths, and 
take testimony relative to such occupancy or possession: Provided, That no 
claim as aforesaid shall be of any validity under this act unless it shall have 
been duly filed with the said register and the said receiver within two years af- 
ter the passage of this act: And provided further, That this grant shall not extend 
to any reservation of the United States, nor prejudice any valid adverse right 
or claim, if such exist, to said land, or any part thereof, nor preclude a judicial 


g examination and pfcboymapanadle thereof, and shall notextend to any tract of land 


"Seo That whenever ivaball] 

enever it shall ate been determined niero said surveypr-gen- 
err or, on appeal, by the Commissioner of the General d Office or Secretary 
of the Interior, that any tract has been occupied as aforesaid, it shall be the duty 
of the surveyor-general for said Territory to cause the said claims to be sur- 
veyed in accordance with the lines of such oceupancy, and to furnish approved 
plats of the same, upon thé receipt ane approval of which said plats, ood field- 
notes thereof, by the Commissioner of the General Land Office, patents shall 
issue as in other cases. 

Sxc.—. That any part or parts of said designated lands that are not shown, to 
the satisfaction of the Commissioner of the General Land Office, to have been 
so occupied for fifty years, shall be held by him as open to settlement ane the 
provisions of the pre-emption or homestead laws of,the United States, and pat- 
ATAS ~~“ be tat therefor se any oe beak y not exceeding ere hun- 

sixt Laina complying with sai provisions may desire to 

Provided all existing occupants that have settled on said lands with- 

aeih prg ieh thirty years shall have the prior right to acquire the same 
under the homestead laws arne U the United States. 


Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, under the torm of being an amend- 
ment that is really a substitute, not simply a different’plan to effect the 
object of this bill, but to establish wholly a new system of land claim 
in these Territories. It is inconsistent with the bill; it is not germane 
to the bill; and the Senate can do no better if they desire to destroy the 
whole effect of the measure than to adopt the amendment. I hope it 
will be voted down. 

Mr. PLUMB. I donot desire to reply to the Senator from Delaware. 
I knew, of course, that he would object to this as to all amendments. 
The amendment as read is substantially the bill that was passed for the 
settlement of a similar class of claims in Arizona. This bill, if passed, 
will act upon the Territory of Arizona on those claims settled, but with 
a similar class ofclaims in New Mexico unsettled. very wisely, 


prior to the of any bill for the general settlement of land claims 
in Arizona, a bill recognizing and confirming the rights of these 
small holders. 


Now, there are some amendments which should be made to the 
amendment I have proposed. I had intended to amend it so as to pro- 
vide that the surveyor-general of New Mexico should settle these 
questions, because some claims will be found in at least two land dis- 
tricts, and I intended to limit it, so that it may be subjected to no pos- 
sible objection, to claims not exceeding eighty acres in extent. Ifthe 
amendment is adopted, those things can be corrected. 

This amendment is not at all inconsistent with the scope of the bill; 
does not interfere at all with the jurisdiction of the court under the 
bill as described by the Senator from Delaware. Now I am taking 
him at his word. He says that this bill does not cover that class of 
claims, but leaves them exactly as it found them. Then Isay that 
that is an important omission which ought to be corrected, and this 
amendment corrects it, and does not interfere with the jurisdiction of 
the district court:at all, but simply goes along with it, and takes up a 
class of claims which, but for this amendment, acco: to the state- 
ment of the Senator from Delaware, would be absolutely left out, and 
-must be provided for by further legislation, and in the mean time T beg 
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Senators to observe that every year that goes by without these claims 
being settled increases the that there will be no claims to be 
settled, because these persons will be ousted of their possessions. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, it is quite difficult to understand 
the scope of this amendment from merely hearing it read at the desk, 
and as we are not likely, I think I may say, to get a vote upon this 
bill this evening, I ask the Senator from Kansas if he will not be will- 
ing to put his amendment in such shape as he would suggest it and 
let it be printed, so that we may have it before us for closer inspection 
to-morrow. 

Mr. PLUMB. It is now printed in the shape of Senate bill 1209, 
with the exception of immaterial amendments which adapt it to the 
position it would occupy inthis bill. I am entirely willing, if the Sen- 
ator from Indiana desires to have the matter go over for examination, 
that the Senate shall adjourn. It is now late. 

Mr. HARRISON. There are some other amendments, and I was 
going to to the Senator whether some provision ought not to be 
made withdrawing these lands. if they are now subject to entry under 
the laws of the United States, and requiring from the surveyor-general 
or the land office there some report as to these holdings. Instead of 
attempting to confer an absolute title now, would it not be wiser to 
put this in a shape that should require the land officers there to report 
any such holdings as are described in this amendment, and in themean 
time protect these parties from the invasion of any who may attempt 
to go upon their holdings under the land laws? It seems to me if it 
were put in that shape it would meet general concurrence, and I for one 
do not see that it would in any serious sense destroy the harmony of the 
bill. There is not very much harmony about our legislation here any- 
Mea we are in the habit of putting almost everything in appropriation 

s. 

I make that suggestion. If it meets the views of the Senator from 
Kansas, this matter goes ever and his amendment is on our tables to- 
morrow; if it does not meet his views, it will give some of the rest of 
us an opportunity to put it in that shape. 

Mr. HOAR. This bill has been some six or seven days before the 
Senate, and, if I am not mistaken, nearly every day about 4 o'clock 
somebody suggests an amendment, and somebody else thinks the amend- 
ment would look a great deal better in print and we had better put it 
off until to-morrow. At the same rate, taking the time which this hill 
has occupied, it will take, if I have made correctly a hasty computa- 
tion, about six years to finish the business now upon the Calendar of 
the Senate. We have not yet dealt with any appropriation bill or any 
of the very important measures which are still unreported from com- 
mittees; and it seems to me this bill ought to be di of to-day if 
we sit until 5 or 6 o’clock. The Senate is thoroughly tired, through 
and through, out and out, withit. It hashad four times more of its pro- 
portion of the time of the session than its importance warrants, though 
it is an important measure. 

Mr. HARRISON. I was going to suggest to the Senator that there 
are other amendments which, I think, will occupy the time of the Senate 
quite as late as it will be willing to sit. So that withholding this - 
amendment does not mean any protraction of the discussion of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive busin 

Mr. BAYARD. Before that is done I would like to have the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Kansas printed. 

Mr. CALL. I wish to offer an amendment to the pending bill, to be 


printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be received and 
printed. 

Mr. PLUMB. Following the suggestion which has been made by 
Senators on both sides of the Chamber, I ask that the amendment 
which I offered be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection that order 
will be made. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. HALE. I renew my motion for an executive session. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After eleven minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at4o0’clock and 26 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


WEDNESDAY, February 6, 1884. 


The House met at 120’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. JOHN 
S. LINDSAY, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

ENROLLED BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTION. 

Mr. YAPLE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that the 
committee had examined and found truly enrolled a bill and joint reso- 
lution of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (A. R. 3948) making appropriations to iy deficiencies on 
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account of the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, 

in regard to rebate of tax on tobacco, and to provide for the expenses 

of the meeting of the Legislature of the Territory of New Mexico, and 
- for other purposes; and . 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 121) appropriating $100,000 for the sup- 
‘port of certain destitute Indians. 

APPOINTMENTS BY THE SPEAKER. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair makes the following announcements: 

For director of the Columbia Hospital for Women and Lying-in ad 
lum, Mr. I. N. EVANS, of Pennsylvania, in place of Mr. Dainis 
O'NELL, of Pennsylvania, resigned. 

For directors of the Columbia Institution for the Instruction of the 
Deaf and Dumb, Mr. J. R. TUCKER, of Virginia, and Mr. W. H. CALK- 
INS, of Indiana. 

Consulting trustee of the Reform School of the District of Columbia, 
Mr. N. B. ELDREDGE, of Michigan. 

ASSISTANT ASTRONOMER, NAVAL OBSERVATORY. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting proposed bill relating to 
assistant astronomer on duty at the Naval Observa: 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and orde: 

ADVERTISING. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
-a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting account of the 


; which was re- 
to be printed. 


New York Herald for advertising; which was referred to the Commit-. 


tee on Appropriations. 
ARMY OFFICERS. 

The SPEAKER also, by. unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in answer toa resolution 
of the House of January 15, 1884, the name, rank, and regiment or 
corps of each Army officer borne on the sick report for long periods or 
continuously since July 1, 1876, to December 31, 1883, or who is now 
on sick leave; the le: of time each officer who has been retired since 
July 1, 1882, to December 31, 1883, has been on the sick report or off 
duty previous to his retirement; the name, rank, and regiment or corps 
of each officer recommended by a board for retirement and date of re- 
tirement of each officer; the number of vacancies in the rank of second 
lieutenant September 1, 1879, and November 20, 1880; the names of 
civilians and of non-commissioned officers and enlisted men appointed 
second lieutenants in the one year ending June 30, 1880, and June 30, 
1881; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
-ordered to be printed. ` 

Mr. STEELE. I ask that be printed in the RECORD for the informa- 
tion of the House. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It is too voluminous and will fill the RECORD. 

Mr. STEELE. A resolution of the House calls for this information, 
-and unless we can get it in this way we will not get it at all. 

Mr. COBB. There was so much confusion we could not hear what 
it was. 

The abstract was again read. 

nia SCALES, Doe that require unanimous consent? If so, I ob- 


jec 

Mr. RANDALL. My objection to this request is that it will fill a 
large space in the RECORD, and as it is going to be printed as a House 
document I see no reason for printing it in both ways. 

Mr. STEELE. This is in reply to a resolution of the House. It is 
information called for by the House, and it ought to be placed before it 
in such shape as to be readily accessible. 

The SPEAKER. Objection has been made to the printing in the 
RECORD. 

DEPARTMENTAL ESTIMATES. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting estimates of appropriation required for the 
various Departments to complete the service of the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1884; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

TRUSTEE COLUMBIA HOSPITAL FOR WOMEN. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, at his own request, was excused from 
serving as a trustee for the Columbia Hospital for Women and Lying- 
in Asylum. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. Youne 

for ten days, on account of important business. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

On motion of Mr. RYAN, by unanimous consent, leave was given to 
withdraw from ‘the files of the House all papers relating to the claim of 
W. H. Powell. 

MOTION TO RECONSIDER. 

Mr. COSGROVE. I rise to a question of privilege. 

‘Fhe SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. COSGROVE. Before stating the question to the House, I desire 
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to make announcement of the fact that my colleague Mr. O'NEILL was 
absent from the floor yesterday on account of sickness. 

The question of privilege to which I refer is with reference now to 
entering a motion to reconsider the vote on the resolution reported by 
the gentleman from Tennessee, Mr. YOUNG, on yesterday; I refer to the 
authority of the Committee on Expenditures in the Interior Department 
to investigate subjects relating to the tof the Government 
property at Hot Springs. I voted in the negative, and wish to enterthe 
motion to reconsider that vote and let that motion lie over. If the 
motion to reconsider shall prevail, then I will ask to introduce the reso- 
lution which Inow send to the desk as a substitute, and ask unanimous 
consent that it be read for theinformation of the House, 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the proposed resolution will be 


read. 
The Clerk read as follows! 


Be it resolved by the House $4 Representatives, Erode yap committee of three 
members, to be appointed by the Speaker, be di to the town of 
Hot Springs, in the State of = and make such investigation in respect to 
the work now o peog done apona ot Springs Creek, on the Government oe 
ervation at that place, and intothe management of the hotel, the bath-house pro; poe: 
erty, and hot-water privil situated upon said reservation, under the act of Con- 
gress approved June 16, and report the result thereof asearly as practicable, 
r with their recommendation as to what legislation is necessary and 
ae oe the ers of the public interest and future management ot said 
the property and hot water situated thereon. 

reat fo for t the popon of paying the ae R thereof the sum of $1,000 be, and 
the same is hereb: i; Spprcorated out of the nt fund of the "House, the 
— e to be expen y the SER ASN, ler the direction of the com- 
mittee, 


The SPEAKER. The motion to reconsider will be entered 


CLAIMS FOR COTTON. d 


Mr. LEWIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to introduce for 
reference the resolution which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Dara in the invest: tion of claims and deman: Govern- 
ment,” approved March ; and it is Erde scsi $ret the tee of the Clerk of 
this House, upon thea) lication of won fesse A ing such relief, or his attorney, 
to transmit to the clerk of said court all such petitions, memorials and bills, with 
accompanying papers or proofs pertaining to such claim, on file in his office. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the presentation of this reso- 
lution for reference to the Committee on the Judiciary? 

There being no objection, the resolution was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

REPRINT OF A BILL. 


Mr. RUSSELL, Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer the resolution which 
I send to the desk for present consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

oi bill 4416) to re- 
Per nt ep en e 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the introduction of this resolu- 
tion for present consideration ? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was 1 to. 

Mr. RUSSELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was agreed to; and also ieee that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. ` 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CIVIL GOVERNMENT-FOR ALASKA. 

On motion of Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina, by unanimous consent, 
the bill (S. 153) providing a civil government for Alaska was taken 
from the Speaker’s table, read a first and second time, and referred to ' 
the Committee on the Territories. 


MUSTER AND PAY OF CERTAIN VOLUNTEER OFFICERS AND MEN. 

Mr. STEELE. Iam instructed by the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs to offer an amendment to House bill No. 355, now on the Calen- 
dar, and ask to have the bill, with the amendment, printed for the use 
of the House. 

Mr. HENLEY. What bill is that? 

The SPEAKER. The title will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

rovide for the muster and of certain officers and en- 

Seton wo of ie ihe wtih forces. xe 

Mr. RANDALL. Let the amendment be read. 

Mr. STEELE. This is offered by instruction of the committee. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Let the bill and the report be read. 

The SPEAKER. That can onlysbe done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let the amendment be read for the information 
of the House. > 
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The Clerk read as follows : 
Insert after the word “commissioned, in the eighth line, cores prevented 


from pom said duties under their ve co ns by reason of 
woun: in the line of duty or by sickness in hospital or ever being 
prisoners of war." 


Mr. RANDALL. That is the bill I introduced in the last session of 
C 


‘ongress. 
Mr. STEELE. That bill was offered by the gentleman from Penn- 
lvania in the last session. 
The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the bill will be reprinted 
with the amendment. 
Mr. STEELE. Including the amendment. 
The SPEAKER. Including the amendment. 
There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


ATTORNEYS PRACTICING BEFORE PENSION OFFICE. 


Mr. MATSON. I offerthe resolution which I send to the desk and 
ask for its present consideration. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, directed to 
transmit to this House copies of all orders and co’ mdence ng to and 
preceding said orders in his office or in that of nay oneer of ms 
relating to i Jar practices on the of attorneys practicing before the Pen- 
sion O: scone since the 30th of June, 1881, together with copies of all official 
charges oy imac such attorneys and the papers relating to the same, and either 
copies or duplicates of all circulars used by attorneys friare before the Pen- 
sion Office which are deemed by the Commissioner of Pensions to be deceptive 
in their character and designed to defraud applicants for pension. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution ? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. MATSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. . 


SNUG HARBORS FOR DISABLED SEAMEN. 


Mr. THOMAS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 4691) 
to authorize the purchase of snug harbors for disabled seamen; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 


JAMES P. COWENS. 


Mr. THOMAS also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
4692) for the relief of James P. Cowens; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

FREDERICK A. LEONING. 

Mr. WEAVER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 4693) 
granting a pension to Frederick A. Leoning; which was read a first and 
second time, referred tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JAMES CLARE. 

Mr. WEAVER also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
4694) granting a pension to James Clark; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER. ’ 


Mr. WEAVER also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
4695) to amend an act authorizing the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River opposite to or near the corporate limits of Nebraska 
City, Nebr., approved June 4, 1872; which was read a first and second 
pes r referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

AMENDMENT OF RULES. 


Mr. WELLER. I desire to submit an amendment to the rules, that 
it may be read for the information of the House and may be printed 
in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WELLER] desires 
to submit an amendment to the report made by the Committee on 
Rules, and asks that it be read—— 

Mr, RANDALL. Read for information? 

The SPEAKER. Read only for information and that it be printed 
in the RECORD, as other p amendments have been. 

The Clerk read the proposed amendment, as follows: 

Amendment to Rule XXI by addition of section 7: 


“Sec. 7. That no bill before the House shall be brought up for final action un- 


tila copy of such bill, with copy of the committee’s report thereon, 
pus eek tha Cesk atonal 198 aa 


has been 
member on the day on which final action is sought.” 
BRANCH SOLDIERS’ HOME. 
Mr. CURTIN, by unanimons consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 4696) 
to authorize the location of a branch home for volunteer di 
. diers in either the State of Arkansas, Colorado, Kansas, Iowa, Minne- 
sota, Missouri, or Nebraska, and for other purposes; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


bled sol- | Seedi 


PROSECUTIONS IN WEST VIRGINIA. 


Mr. GIBSON. I ask unanimous consent to submit for present con- 
sideration the resolution which I send tothe desk. ~ 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas the official reports of the Attorney-General and of the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue for the years 1882 and 1883 show that nearly one-fifth of 
all criminal prosecutions in the Federal courts of the several States and Territo- 
ries for those years were instituted in the State of W and thatmost 


est Vi 
ns son rosecutions were disposed of without trial and without profit to the 
n 
transmitted to this Home 


tes; and 
Whereas the letter of the Secretary of the 

to th of such prosecutions and other 

State, shows an unusual and in- 


on the 4th instant, in e expenses 
matters relating to the Federal courts in that 

Sensing Corel? by the Department of Justice in the State of West Vir- 
ginia: refore, 


Be it resolved, That the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Jus- 
tice be instructed to examine and report as to the occasion or necessity, if any, 
for such increased expenditures, and for that purpose have power to send for 
persons and papers. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution? 

Mr. CALKINS. Let it go to a committee. 

Mr. GIBSON. Ifthe gentleman will hear me a moment he will see 
that there are reasons for action on the resolution at once, 

Mr. CALKINS. I am opposed on general principles to giving power 
to any committee to send for persons and pose and make large expend- 
itures unless where a committee of this House first reports a necessity 
for it. 3 

Mr. GIBSON. Iwill say to the gentleman from Indiana that the 
information sought, or much ofit, has already been submitted here by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, and that information is already before 
the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice. Butin 
conversation with the chairman of that committee some question was 
raised as to the power to report on this matter along withothers, Ido 
not suppose the resolution gives to that committee any other power 
than that they have now; it merely removes any doubt as to its juris- 
diction over this subject. 

Mr. CALKINS. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I object to debate, objection having been made 
to the present consideration of the resolution; and I call for the regu- 
lar order, 

Mr. GIBSON. Let the resolution, then, be referred to the Committee 
on Expenditures in the Department of Justice. 

The resolution was referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Department of Justice. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is called for, which is the call 
of committees for reports. i 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I move to dispense with the morning 
hour for the call of committees for reports. 

The SPEAKER, That requires a two-thirds vote. 

The question was taken upon the motion of Mr. HATCH, of Missouri; 
and upon a division there were—ayes 121, noes 10. 

So (no further count being called for) the motion was agreed to—two- 
thirds voting in favor thereof. 


EXTRADITION TREATY WITH GREAT BRITAIN, 

Mr. BELMONT. Irise to a privileged report. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman will present it. 

Mr. BELMONT. Iam directed by the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
to report back the resolution of inquiry which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk with a recommendation that it be adopted. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to transmit to this House complete 
copies of all correspondence between this Government and thatof Great Britain 
respecting the extradition of alleged fugitives from justice that has taken place 
since the date of the President's special message to Faan, saper of December 23, 
1876, announcing that the suspended extradition under the treaty of 1842 had 
been resumed; and that the aforesaid correspondence be accompanied by pro- 
jets of any new extradition stipulations that may have been submitted by either 


vernment to the other since the suspension in 1876 of the operations under 
tenth article of the treaty of 1842. 


Mr. CALKINS. Let the report be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: “« 


Mr, BELMONT, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, made the following 


report: 

The purpose of the resolution is to enable the Foreign Affairs Committee and 
the Hous¢ to examine all the diplomatic notes that have passed between the 
United States and Great Britain since December 23, 1876, on the subject of ex- 
tradition, and also to examine any p: of new extraditio: 


n ments. 
that may have been made or may have submitted by either government 


to the other. 

The date December 23, 1876, is taken a& a PE T because the corre- 
spontenas between the two governments up to that time has been printed. It 
will Te 


in 1876 President Grant, exercising the power given to 
him by the stipulations of the eleventh article of the trong nf 
article. The tish 


rate d whi 
whether he could be tied on the other ch 


one charge— 
While that was under discussion President Grant demanded from the British 
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Government the extradition of Winslow, also with forgery. The de- 
mand was refused, unless the President would say that Winslow should not be 
tried in this country excepting on the identical on which the surrender 
might be made. The promise was refused, and then dent Grant suspended 


the tenth article of the treaty of 1342. When the extradition article was subse- 
quently revived the country was told that aegis were on foot for the 
ui 


conclusion of a more satisfactory convention. t no new treaty has been con- 
cluded 


tained in one brief article, and are now considered incomplete, 

x in order to define and settle certain territorial 
cles the final a of the African slave 
trade and the extradition of were subordinate stipulations. The ex- 
tradition article is little more than a repetition of the twenty-seventh article of 
the Jay treaty: of tiles Ne meres tt as to crimes by adding to “murder” and 
“forgery " “assault with intent to murder,” “piracy,” “arson,” and “robbery,” 
In 1843 an extradition convention was concluded between the United States 
and France, which specified the crimes of “ murder,” “intent to murder,” 
“ rape,” * fo n w arson,” and ‘s embezzlement.” 

Up to the treaty between us and the Hawaiian Islands of 1849, which only in- 
cluded the five offenses in the British treaty of 1342, the French and tish 
treaties were the only extradition ents which the United States had 
with foreign governments. In1850came a treaty with Switzerland, Since then 
the Uni States have concluded some twenty extradition treaties, covering 
more than as many distinct offenses. Meanwhile the old treaty of 1842 between 
two such great commercial powers as the United States and Great Britain stands 
unenla) and unim TOA with 3,000 miles of boundary on the north of us, 
with British colonies facilities for al- 


ers, The British treaty only 
with intent to murder, pi 
Neither the 


lish-speaki 
made b; cable , nor indeed are there any of the modern app! 


the one concluded last year between us and ig 

Besides the evident defects in the Ashburton-Webster treaty, to which allusion 
has been made, and especially the absence of any definite stipulations about the 
right and power of the demanding government to for any other offense than 
the identical one on which the surrender was e, there is the other grave 
defect that the existing British-American extradition article says not a word 
about a surrender when the offense charged—as for example, murder—was in- 
spired and committed with a political motive. 

Neither is es made to political crimes in the treaties which we 
have with the Hawaiian Bavaria, or with Prussia. 

The other extradition treaties concluded by the United States exclude any sur- 
render for a political offense. 

: “Any crime or offense of a purely political character.” 

Switzerland, 1850; “ Those of a political pt axe! os . 

‘Two Sicilies, 1855: “Offenses of a political character,” unless the political of- 
fender shall have been guilty of some one of the crimes enumerated in 
-article 22, which article specifies “murder” and “assassination.” 

Austria, 1856: “ Not to any crime or offense of a political character,” 


Salvador, 1870: An 
Peru, 1870; “Any crime or offense of a purely 
Nicaragua, 1870: “Any crime or offense of a political character.” 

Orange Free State, 1871: "Those of a political character.” 

Ecuador, 1872: “ Crimes or offenses of a political character.” 

Belgium, 1874: “Any crime or offense of a political character,” 

Ottoman Empire, 1874: “Any crime or offense of a political character.” 

Spain, 1877: “Any crime or offense of a political character, nor for acis con- 
seston with such crimes or E iraya 

It is to be borne in that while the British statute forbids the queen or 
any minister of the crown to surrender a fugitive for the commission of an of- 
wane of a purely political character, the laws of Congress make no allusion to 

e subject. 

There was, not long ago, much excitement in this country, it will be remem- 
bered, over the rumor the British Government had demanded of the State 
Department the extradition of Mr, Sheridan and one or two others, on the 
charge that one or all of them had been ty of a conspiracy to murder Lord 
Cavendish in Dublin. I 
passed bei 


to com- 
ritish statute —— sipee the treaty 
of 1842 does declare that “murder” shall in England include “ conspiracy to 


In the existing relations of the two countries with one another growing out 
of events in Ireland it is certainly of the utmost importance that this House 
shall know what views, if any, the British Government has taken and expressed 
on this question respecting the quantity and quality of political motive and 
purpose which can make murder an inextraditable offense in the eye of her 
own statute or in the eye of international law. 

Can assassination ever bea political offense in the domain of publiclaw? Ifas- 
sassination be defined as murder committed with premeditation and under the 
inspiration of private vengeance, would the assassin of President Lincoln or of 
Secretary Seward have been surrendered by the British Government if he had fied 
to Canada or Jamaica, and the American Government had made the demand? 
Would British statute have permitted a surrender? It is quite safe tosay thatthe 
people of the United States will never consent that their Government shall surren- 
der to a foreign powera participant in even an unsuccessful political revolution, 
rebellion, or civil commotion who has found an asylum on our shores and has 
been charged by the government he attempted to overthrow with murder, or 
forgery, or arson committed in the promotion, and only in the promotion, of such 
pons icalrevolt which had then passed beyond the condition of an ordinary vio- 

ation of law.. And for the reason, among others, that the tribunals of the de- 
manding country can not be assumed to be sufficiently impartial to try such a 
political offender. 

In more than a dozen of the extradition treaties made by the United States it 
has been stipulated that citizens of the country on which the demand is made 
shall not be surrendered; but, in a great part of those, the judicial tribunals of 
the foreign state takes ee of offenses committed by ifs subjects in for- 
eign countries which the United States do not, because, under our system, an 
offense can only be tried in the State or district where committed, unless it was 
committed in an American vessel on the high seas. 
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There is another reason why this House should take cognizance of what, since 


1876, has gone on between Washington and London in respect to ex ition. 
The tendency is increasing among publicists in both countries to extra- 
dition by statute, and by statute to give to the judicial tribunals power to arrest 


and order a surrender to a demanding government irrespective of treaty, and 
under conditions to be prescribed by the surrendering state, The reason of the 
tendency is that governments are beginning to see that it is for their interest to 
be rid of erim inal . Caution is, of course, to be exercised in inflicting a sentence 
of surrender, but no more than in inflicting a sentence of punishment. One of 
the objections urged in this country against the extradition article in the Jay 
treaty of 1794 was, that a jury trial was not secured. 

An objection against a general statute authorizing the judicial power to sen- 
tence a surrender has been, that, in the absence of a treaty, a foreign government 
might refuse to reciprocate and surrender to us fugitives from justice. But the 
answer has been made, that such a refusal would work an injury to the country 
refusing, by making of it a Mpa i Bay” for criminals from other nations. 

Ti : ames some of the reasons which have induced the committee to report the 
resolution, 


Mr. CALKINS. Before the resolution is adopted by the House I 
would like to know from my friend from New York [Mr. BELMONT] 
whether he has investigated the subject so far as to be able to inform 
us about how much work this will impose upon the Department, and, 
if the information should be given, how much of a volume it will prob- 
ably make when printed. I do not want to oppose the resolution, but 
I would like to have the House informed of about the number of pages 
this information will make. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I understood that this was a resolution 
of inquiry and privileged and was to be disposed of without debate. ` 

The SPEAKER. It isa privileged report, but is debatable, unless 
the previous question is ordered upon it. 

Mr. BELMONT. I will say in answer to the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. CALKINS] that it would depend entirely on what may have 
been done since the printing of the last correspondence, which was 
furnished to Congress December 23, 1876. It does not appear that since 
that time there has been a great deal of correspondence upon the sub- 
ject. The purpose of the inquiry is to ascertain how much and only 
how much there has been. I do not believe that it will be voluminous 
at all. 

Mr. CALKINS. Ofcourseif the gentleman has investigated the sub- 
ject sufficiently to ascertain that the correspondence concerning these 
treaties, protests, and the like that have taken place with regard to 
them will not be voluminous I have no objection to the adoption of the 
resolution. 

The question was taken upon the adoption of the resolution; and upon 
a division there were—ayes 77, noes 11. 

So (no further count being called for) the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. BELMONT moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agteed to. ~ 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I now move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the further 
consideration of House bill No. 3967 for the establishment of a bureau 
of animal industry, &c. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I desire to submit a privileged report. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is in some doubt whether, if the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] insists upon the consideration of 
the special order, these reports can take precedence. Does the gentle- 
man from Missouri yield for the presenting of a privileged report? 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. If it does not give rise to any debate I 
will not object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will present his report. 

ABSENCE FROM DUTY OF MINISTERS, CONSULS, ETC. 


Mr. CLEMENTS. Iam directed by the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs to report back the resolution of inquiry which I send to the 
Clerks desk with a recommendation that the same be adopted. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be, and he is hereby, requested to inform 
this House how many and who of the foreign ministers, consuls, or agents of the 
United States to any foreign country have been absent from their of duty 
since the 1st day of January, 1882, the time absent, and the reasons r; and 
whether their salary has been paid them during such absence, and the amount 
so paid in each case. 

Mr. CALKINS. Let the report be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Foreign Affairs, to whom was referred the accompanying 


resolution— 
“That the of State be, and he is hereby, requested to inform this 
House how many who of the foreign consuls, or agents of the 


United States to any foreign country have been absent from their post of duty 
since the Ist day ot January, 1882, the time absent, and the reasons therefor. 


and whether their salary has been paid them during such absence, and the 
amount so paid in case”. 


beg leave to report, that they have had the same under consideration, and rec- 
ommend its adoption. 
Mr. CLEMENTS. 
the resolution. 
Mr. CALKINS. 


I call the previous question on the adoption of 
I make a point of order on the report. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CALKINS. My point of order is that the rt does not give 
to the House the information which is required by the rule, if I recol- 
lect it aright. 

The SPEAKER. The Chairis not aware of the existence of any rule 
which prescribes the character of the report, other than that it shall be 
in writing. 

Mr. ‘CALKINS. The p of the rule is perfectly evident in re- 
quiring a report to be made. Itis that the House may be informed 
why any tion reported from a committee should be passed by the 
House; that is the purpose of the rule. Of course a merely formal re- 
port that a resolution or bill ought to pass can just as well be made 
verbally as in writing. 

The SPEAKER. Still that is not a question of order. 
a reason for opposing the resolution. 

Mr. CALKINS. I move to recommit the resolution, with instruc- 
tions to the committee to report to the House the reasons why in their 
opinion the resolution should be adopted. , 

The SP The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CALKINS], 
pending the demand for the previous question, moves to recommit the 
resolution to the Committee on Fo: Affairs, with instructions to 
report the reasons in favor of the adoption of the resolution. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. CALKINS, there 
were—ayes 47, noes 63. 

Mr. CALKINS. Mr. Speaker, I make the point that no quorum has 
voted. I do so only for the purpose of saying to the House—and there 
should be no party considerations about a matter of this kind —— 

Mr. BLOUNT. I object to debate. 

The SPEAKER. The point having been made that a quorum has 
not voted, the Chair appoints as tellers the gentleman from Indiana, 
Mr. CALKINS, and the gentleman from Georgia, Mr. CLEMENTS. 

Mr. CALKINS. If it is to be the construction that a committee re- 
porting back a resolution of this kind is not required to submit any 
reasons in favor of its adoption, Ihave no objection. But it would seem 
desirable that when a report is made the House should have some state- 
ment of reasons upon which to act. 

The SPEAKER. The tellers will take their places. 

Mr. CALKINS. I withdraw the point, but in doing so I think it 
due to myself to say that I did not wish to make any contest on this 
matter. All I wanted was that we should have a construction by the 
House as to the sort of report that the rule requires. 

Mr. HAMMOND. We understand that. 

The SPEAKER. On the motion of the gentleman from Indiana to 
recommit the resolution with instructions, the ayes are 47, the noes 63. 
The motion is not agreed to. The question is now on ordering the 

The previous question was ordered; and, under the operation thereof, 
the resolution was adopted. * 8 

Mr. CLEMENTS moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DISEASES AMONG CATTLE, ETC. 


Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I renew the motion that the House re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the consideration of the special order, the bill for the establishment 
of a bureau of animal industry. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. Cops in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the consideration of the special order, 
being the bill (H. R. 3967) for the establishmentof a bureau of animal 
cau to prevent the exportation of diseased cattle, and to provide 
means for the suppression and extirpation of pleuro-pneumonia and 
other contagious diseases among domestic animals. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Chairman, I regret that I have not had the time 
nor opportunity to bestow that degree of investigation upon this subject 
which its magnitude and importance demand. Had I fully understood 
and comprehended the nature and purpose of this bill when, a few days 
since, the expedition of its consideration was asked by the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. HATCH], who has it in charge, I should most assur- 
edly have withheld my consent from allowing it to be made the special 
order of yesterday; for in my judgment there are planted within its pro- 


It may be 


visions danger-signals to one of the greatest. and most material interests 
in the Southwest, and especially in the State which I have the honor in 
to t, that ought not to be di ed; and especially is my 


mediate district imperiled, for a vast portion of its territory is de- 
' voted almost exclusively to pastoral purposes. It may not be improper 
in this connection if I impart to this committee some information con- 
cerning its extent. In it there are more than 120,000 square miles. 
It is as large as the combined area of the ten States of Maine, New 
Hampshire, Vermont, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Connecticut, New 
Jersey, Delaware, Maryland, and Ohio, represented on this floor by 
sixty-one members. Over one-half of that territory is devoted to live- 
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stock enterprise, and principally to the cattle interest, and it is by 
natural selection the home and ise of the cowman. 

The cattle business of Texas is certainly one of the most important 
industries of that great State. From it has been derived much of the 
material prosperity which obtains there to-day; it has built cities, in- 
vited capital, and attracted immigration from every State in this Union. 
and from ‘‘across the great waters.” I have been surprised to learn 
since I became a member of the House that I have many quasi-constit- 
uents on this floor and in the Senate Chamber, all the way from New 
York to Arkansas, who are directly or indirectly interested in the live- 
stock enterprises of my district, either from owning flocks and herds or- 
tracts of land chiefly valuable for grazing purposes. 

I deem itnot unimportant if I invite attention fora few moments to 
the extent and materiality of the live-stock resources of Texas from 
official authority. I holdin my hand the report of the comptroller of 
public accounts of the State of Texas for the fiscal year from Septem- 
ber 1, 1882, to August 31, 1883, which contains, among other things, 
a summary statement of assessments of property in the State of Texas 
for 1883, as shown by assessment-rolls on file in the comptroller’s office, 
with an enumeration of the live-stock of that State as taken from tax 
renditions. We all know that tax-payersasa rule are not solicitous to. 
render exaggerated estimates as to amounts and values of property, and 
it is safe to assume that there are in fact more domestic animals there than 
this enumeration indicates. As shown, there were of horses and mules 
1,054,452, valued at $27,678,508; cattle, 6,054,488, valued at $71,393,319; 
jacks and jennets, 4,756, valued at $247,325; sheep, 4,491,600, valued at 
$9,228,234; goats, 444,454, valued at $517,601; hogs, 1,044,762, valued at 
$1,673,298; the aggregate number being 13,074,512, valued at $110,738, - 
285. According to the Tenth Census reports the entire amount of cattle 
in the United States numbered 41,171,000. So I assume that there is 
to-day within the limits of the State of Texas over one-seventh of all 
the cattle in this great country. 

I will further state, Mr. Chairman, and in this I speak with only ap- 
proximate accuracy, that there are annually exported from the State 
of Texas, by driving or shipment, not less than 500,000 head of beef- 
cattle, and I believe that this estimate might besafely increased. From 
the district which I huve the honor to represent the annual exportation 
is at least 200,000, and if I were to say that $25,000,000 is invested in 
livestock in thatdistrict alone I believe it would be no misrepresenta- 
tion. 

But a few days ago my colleagues and myself had occasion to com- 
plain to the Secretary of the Interior that the great cattle-trail running 
from Texas through the Indian Territory, which has been used for many 
years and over which there are annually driven to northern points frem 
250,000 to 350,000 head of Texas cattle, had been closed. - What capi- 
tal, what motors have inspired this obstruction I know not, but I fear that 
it is but a part of a systematic plan which has for its object every im- 
pediment to cattle exportations from Texas, It is true, I believe, that 
in one State a statute was enacted that interdicted within its limits the 
entrance of Texas cattle during certain seasons of the year, predicated 
upon the idea, I suppose, ef the existence of some sort of disease. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. What State does the gentleman refer to? 

Mr. LANHAM. , sree ere a bill now under consideration 
is reported and its conduct contro y the distingui tleman 
[Mr. HATCH] from that State. TEERAA 

From these considerations, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that Texas 
Representatives ought to apply their most rigid scrutiny to the bill 
now under consideration. I may ‘‘take counsel of my fears,” but the 
apprehension exists in my mind that if this bill pass a severe blow ma; 
be inflicted upon a great and material industry of their State. 

Now, my hostility to this bill, Mr. Chairman, is not actuated by the 
slightest apprehension that there exists to-day or ever has existed within 
the broad limits of the State of Texas one single, solitary, well-defined 
case of pleurq-pneumonia. Our climatic conditions, nutritious grasses, 
wholesome pasturage, the habits and treatment of our cattle, are not 
such as are calculated to encourage and propagate this plague. Nor is 
there any disposition upon the part of our stockmen to export or place 
upon the marketany live-stock afflicted with disease. They take special 
pride in the grades of their cattle, the quality of their beef, and the mer- 
chantable condition of their herds.- No country on this continent sur- 

or perhaps equals Texas as a stock-growing region, or is more 
healthful and better adapted to that purpose. And it is shown in the 
discussion which occurred here yesterday, as well as in the report of the 
committee who approved this bill, that pleuro-pneumonia does not ex- 
ist west of the Alleghany Mountains, and is confined to parts of five 
States. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WILSON] says: 
This disease we now have extending some three hundred miles along our At- 
lantic seaboard. 

It is never found among the Western herds. If pleuro-pneumonia 
and its eradication be the object, and other contagious and communi- 
cable diseases’’ the incident, why not confine the operations of the bill 
and have its provisions to apply alone to infected localities eo nomine? 

Now, sir, I desire to take up this bill seriatim and submit such criti- 
cisms and such objectionable features as have occurred to me. 
Its caption is-delusive and produces prima facie the impression that 
it EETA to pass, because the inference is that it seeks the extirpation 
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of pleuro-pneumonia, to which no one is likely to object per se. Iwould 
not, if I could, embarrass or obstruct the passage of any salutary law 
which would accomplish that object in a proper way, with reasonable 
certainty and at reasonable expense; but I believe there are attendant 
and consequential evils involved in the passage of this bill infinitely 
more to be dreaded than the cattle-plague. 

Thave no great sympathy with bureaus or bureaucracy. Theyinvolve 
the lodgment of extraordinary power and authority in the hands of a 
few, and this bureau, I fear, would place the great rting and 
commercial transactions in the live-stock of the country in the hands of 
a very few men, and afford the opportunity and instrumentality to de- 
signing persons to contro] the markets and the transit of domestic ani- 
mals. While I do not say, by any means, that such is the purpose of 
the measure, or at all contemplated by its framers, still I fear that its 
possible operations may produce just such results. 

The first section provides for the organization of a bureau of animal 
industry, with the appointment of a veterinary surgeon (this is the 
lite term for what used to be known in my country asa “‘ horse-doctor’’) 
as chief thereof, who shall investigate and report upon the number, 
value, and condition of the domestic animals of the United States, their 
protection amd use. The legal interpretation of the words ‘‘ the domestic 
animals,” I suppose, is to include all those not fer# nature; and just 
here we are startled at the magnitude of the work. Horses and mules, 
jacks and jennets, cattle, sheep, goats, hogs, cats, and dogs come within 
the generic term of ‘‘the domestic animals.” The number, value, and 
condition, the protection and use of each in the United States, are to be 
investigated and reported ; not merely that, but ‘‘ the causes of conta- 
gious and communicable diseases among them”? are to be ascertained, 
together with ‘‘the means and cure of the same ;’’ and then, superadded 
to these labors, is the ‘‘ collection of information on these subjects.” I 
will simply remark, in passing, that the multiplied work of the Tenth 
Censns is not a circumstance in comparison with the labor herein con- 
templated. Then comes a salary of $4,500 for the chief and clerk—the 
addition of two more office-holders to the decimated ranks of that unfor- 
tunate class. 

Section 2 provides for two additional agents, at a salary of $10 per 
day and all expe: amount incalculable of estimate— 
while engaged in ‘‘ examining and reporting upon the best methods of 
treating, transporting, and caring for animals,” &c., all to be appointed 
by the Commissioner of Agriculture. What are ‘the contagious and 
communicable diseases’? intended? Arbitrary assumption may here 
step in and characterize such diseases as caprice or inclination may dic- 
tate as being ‘‘contagious and communicable.” Pleuro-pneumonia 
may be lost sight of in the eagerness to extend the range and broaden 
the field of “‘ veterinary ” science and the desire to govern shipments 
and exportations. 

The third section gives the power to the Commissioner of Agriculture 
to prepare such rules and regulations as he may deem necessary for the 
suppression and extirpation of diseases, and to certify the same to the 
executive authority of each State and Territory and invite their co- 
operation. Whenever such plans and methods shall be accepted, and 
such executive authorities shall signify their readiness to co-operate in 
the premises, the Commissioner may expend one-half of the money neces- 
sary in any State or Territory for the slaughter of diseased animals and in 
disinfection to extirpate the disease; and in the proviso following we 
find for the first time the fatal words, ‘‘quarantine of infected herds 
of cattle.” It isnoticeable that in the one hundred and fifty-eight lines 
of this bill the word “cattle” is only twice used, and in each case itis 
surrounded with an abatis of harsh phraseology in the shape of police 

ions, prohibition of transportation, quarantine! i terms 
will do to apply to ‘‘live-stock’’ and ‘‘domestic animals,” but when 
cattle are mentioned embargo is the word! 

But, Mr. Chairman, when we come to section 4, which, in my judg- 
ment, is the most vicious and pernicious part of the bill, it seems that 
the optionary of the regulations of the Commissioner by the 
States and Territories is practically neutralized and rendered nugatory, 
for it allows, upon the presentation of facts by the Commissioner, the 
President of the United States to declare in quarantine any State or 
Territory, or part thereof, and to prohibit the transportation of cattle 
out of the same; and this applies independent of any acceptance of or 
co-operation by the States or Territories in the rules and regulations of 
the Commissioner. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Ido not want to interrupt the gentle- 
man from Texas, but I am satisfied that when he comes to read the 

, provisions of the bill carefully he will not be willing to have that re- 
mark stand in the RECORD as he has uttered it. Thatis not the pro- 


vision of the bill. . 
Mr. LANHAM. Iam making my criticisms upon the bill as I pro- 
ceed and ing its salient features as I understand them, and the 


gentleman will have ample opportunity to respond. But I will read 
the entire section, which is as follows: 


‘Sec. 4, That whenever a State or Territory in any section of which a conta- 
gious, infectious, or communicable disease exists, which the Commissioner of 
Salle Ac eaka provison fee Vs Cr AAT ox bh on cores wit ter phase o on 

i make provision for its ex ion or 
Commissioner of Agriculture for the Sol peak as = sident 


extirpation of such disease, the Presi 
of the United States, on the presentation of the facts by the Commissioner of 
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Agriculture, shall be authorized to declare in quarantine the said State or Terri- 
tory, or such part of said State or Territory as he may deem dangerous to the 
anion industries of the country, and to regulate or prohibit the transportation 
of cattle out of said State, Territory, or district. 

The Commissioner, receiving his information from the ‘‘ horse-doctor”’ 
and the two agents “ familiar with questions ining to commercial 
transactions in live-stock,’’ may represent a certain state of facts to the 
President, it is possible, wholly imaginary, and may be derived from a 
competitive dealer and speculator, its ascertainment not even required 
to be upon oath or affirmation, which may block the avenues of trade, 
stop legitimate live-stock business, and paralyze in any locality one of 
the greatest industries of the country. : 

What oath do the ‘‘horse-doctor”’ and the two agents take? What 
bond do they give? To whom are they responsible? Who shall re- 
spond in damages to the stock-owner, stopped possibly with his herd 
in transitu? If it tarn out that the condition of his cattle be misrep- 
resented through careless inquiry or for sinister purposes, who shall 
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Lak recompense him for his delay, his expense, his depreciated 


property 
when it finally reaches a market, or the disbarkment of his cattle a 
thousand miles from their accustomed range, or turning them loose in 
the woods or upon the bleak barrens? Where is the remedy for that 
pastoral district or section of country that may be made the victim of 
fraud or misrepresentation during the market season ? 

Suppose that two rival cattle companies with large supplies of beef- 
cattle are seeking the Saint Louis or Chicago market, hai from dif- 
ferent States or Territories, or even the same; suppose that numerous 
small ranchmen from different localities are en route, either on foot 
or by shipment, eager to reach a rising market, whose aggregate herds 
will affect the demand; suppose given sections of the Western country 
are in active competition to furnish beef-supplies to the great cities of 
the North, and there is “a race for diligence ” in reaching the nearest 
railroad stations; the excitementis intense, speculation is rife, business 
activities are strained to their utmost tension, the combative motives of 
buyer and seller are asserting their every energy, the voracious appetite 
of the ‘‘ corner-men ” is whetted to frenzy, all the machinery and stimuli 
of greed are in full play, all the multifarious agencies and influences of 
loss and gain are at work—how potential are the inducements to take 
advantage, how strong thetemptation! The opportunity will be afforded 
by virtue of this bill, should it become a law, to enable one man orset 
of men to seriously impair, if not utterly destroy, the business prosperity 
of another. How easy a matter to circulate the report of the existence 
of pleuro-pneumonia or other contagious disease in any locality! How 
many media for the promotion of selfish advantage may be opened and 
employed! Avariceknowsnobound. Thisis an era of bulls and bears, 
of corners and stock-exchanges, of bureaus and syndicates, when 
“moneyed might possesses the means abundantly of wearying out the 
right.” 

I believe that the States in their great reservation of rights are able 
to make their own local and police regulations, to govern their own in- 
ternal affairs, and that every measure in any way tending to the impair- 
ment of their autonomy ought to receive the unwavering condemnation 
of their Representatives on this floor. Here the Federal Government 
says to the States: ‘‘ If you donot voluntarily accept and comply with 
the terms of the Commissioner, suggested by the ‘‘horse-doctor’’ and 
bureau agents, we will coerce you, lay embargo upon your commercial 
transactions, and quarantine your exportations.” 

I by no means give my assent to the constitutionality of this bill, but 
in the brief time allowed me I have been compelled to pretermit a dis- 
cussion of that view of the matter, and to confine myself to a limited con- 
sideration of the impolicy involved. 

Sec. 5. That in order to promote the tation of live-stock from the United 
States the Commissioner of Agriculture shall make special investigation as to 
the existence of pleuro-pneumonia or = contagious or communicable disease 
along the di lines between the United States and fo: countries and 
along the lines of transportation from all parts of the U; States to ports 
from which live-stock are exported, and make report of the results of onats ine 
gegen S e a gente 
Stock as the results of said areen Mierova ae require, 

This scientific bureau, with its ‘‘horse-doctor’’ and peripatetic at- 
tachés, will, I suppose, go all along the line of Canada and the British 
possessions, up and down the Pacific and Atlantic yee, ee the Gulf 
of Mexico and the Rio Grande border, with power to e inquiry as to 
the subjects contemplated by this provision. When will the work of 
the bureau cease? How limitless is the field of its explorations! I 
a that a necessity may arise to organize some new expedition 
to go out in quest of lost “*horse-doctors’’ and bureau agents. 

The seventh section interdicts any interstate railroad company or 
masters of steamboats or sail vessels from receiving for tion 
from one State or Territory to another any live-stock affected with any 
contagious disease, and prohibits the delivery of such by any person, 
company, or corporation; and the eighth section provides for notice to 
be given by the Commissioner to the proper official of railroads and ves- 
sels of the existence of contagion, and also makes certain penal provis- 
ions in case of violation. 

Here again, I conceive, is to be found a fruitful source of evil. The 
railroads ‘‘ will serve whom they will serve.” - They will constitute 
themselves the judges of what stock they ought to receive for transporta- 
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tion and what they ought not to receive. Some men’s cattle will be 
shipped and some will go unshipped. The penalties imposed will give 
to them an arbitrary option and power of refusal, and, besides, the no- 
tice brought to them may be predicated upon untrue and unfounded 
«conditions. The door is again thrown wide open for misrepresentation 
and unfair advantage. It is often the case, as matters now are, that 
-stockmen can only slap their cattle upon a compliance with the most 
rigorous terms and acquiescence in the limitation of liability upon the 
part of the railway lines; and in many instances longand weary drives 
are made rather n fan submit to their merciless exactions. Such trou- 
Dles will be still further promoted and aggravated by the inevitable 
operations of this bill should its passage beaccomplished. But even if 
the railroad companies are disposed to do right and to treat all alike, 
the restrictions laid upon them are such that their own safety and pro- 
tection may often warrant a refusal to transport live-stock in consequence 
of imaginary contagia of some sort. i 

Then comes the section providing for prosecutions by United States 

district attorneys for violations when brought to their knowledge by 

«any person making complaint, whether under oath the bill does not 
say. More Federal offenses, more oppressions to the citizen, more en- 
<roachments of judicial power. I congratulate the district attorneys 
and marshals, for rai Officials and cattle-men are not usually im- 
pecunious; but I groan for the people. The results of the bill for evil 
would be far- ing, and affect not only the specific live-stock dealer, 
but every interest which stock-growing promotes and all exchanges that 
flow from it. 

Last, but not least, $250,000 of the people’s money, to be immediately 
available, is to be ice ge This amount is glaringly insufficient 
and wholly inadequate for all the objects enumerated: It will hardly 
be ‘“‘pocket change” for the bureau. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
WILSON ] says: 

We propose to appropriate enough money to begin this thing. 


The bureau, with its varied and comprehensive service and multi- 
lied calls upon the fund, will soon exhaust and speedily consume this 
Ettlesam, and, what is abhorrent to economical government, a deficiency 
of perhaps a million of dollars will arise in the early stages of the opera- 
tions of the new law. 

I was not astonished to hear the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. BEL- 
FORD] on yesterday speak in support of this bill, for it could not enter 
into the mind of any Representative to conceive a more magnificent 
method for ‘‘unlocking the vaults of the Treasury” and disgorging 
‘the public funds. 

If I shall have subserved the purpose to elicit careful scrutiny and 
elaborate discussion upon this bill, to levy requisition upon its authors 
and supporters to maintain the necessity and propriety of its passage, 
-and to warn this body to be careful how they vote upon it, I shall esteem 
myself most fortunate and feel that I have discharged a public duty; 
-and with these remarks, Mr. Chairman, I now yield ten minutes of my 
time to my colleague [Mr. REAGAN]. 

Mr. REAGAN. I do not propose to oecupy any time in the discus- 
-sion of those branches of the question to which my colleague has referred. 
He has shown very fully the large interest which the State of Texas 
has in the question of cattle-raising. The remarks I propose to make 
will be directed to the constitutionality of the first four sections of the 
bill. And in making these remarks I desire tosay, Mr. Chairman, that 
I realize fully the importance of the interest taken by the Committee 
on Agriculture in this subject, for it is one of very considerable interest 
‘to the American people; and whatever measure may be lawfully adopted 
for the purpose of carrying out the wishes of the committee I will gladly 
„join them in. But there may be evils in a remedy like this that are 
greater than those which itis the purpose of the committee to remove. 

The first section of this bill, an act for the establishment of a bureau 
-of animal industry, &c., provides— 

That the Commissioner of culture shall o ze in his Department a 
bureau of animal industry, and shall appoint a chief thereof, who shall bea 
-competent vete: surgeon, and whose duty it shall be to investigate and re- 
Pitot besten their PEIN end one: aud AO inqeiee tuto andl report the 
causes of contagious and communicable diseases among them and the means 
for the prevention and cure of the same, and to collect information on these 
subjects as shall be valuable to the agricultural and commercial interests of the 
country; and the Commissioner of Agriculture is hereby authorized to employ 
a force sufficient for this purpose. 

This bill contemplates that this bureau shall engage in the collection 
-of this information in all the States and Territories of the Union. Under 
our duplex system of government certain duties and powers are con- 
fided by the people of the United States to the State governments and 
-certain duties and powers are confided by them to the Federal Govern- 
ment, The object of the constitutions, State and Federal, wasto mark 
the boundary between the authority of, the two, so that each govern- 
‘ment in full operation might move on in harmony without collision 
with the other. f 

Now, then, under what clause of the Constitution do we obtain power 
to send persons into the States for the purpose contemplated by the first 
section of this bill? I donot know myself under what clause it would 
be claimed. Possibly it may be claimed under the power to regulate 
‘commerce among the States. But that would not be a regulation of 


commerce among the States; that is, much of it would not. An in- 
quiry into the number and value of domestic animals in the United 
States and about their protection and use, &c., is not the regulation of 
commerce, butis purely a domestic question for the action and determi- 
nation of each State. 

There are things that the Federal Government could do in connection 
with the subject of this bill. Itcan provide for the inspection of cattle 
or domestic animals in transitu from State to State or from or to a for- 
eign country. And it can adopt regulations to prevent all that which 
constitutes interstate traffic, that is, traffic from State to State, or traffic 
from our country to foreign countries or from foreign countries to us; 
it can provide inspection to prevent the conveyance from State to State 
of such articles of interstate commerce as may be injurious to health or 
may be injurious in any way to the commerce or interests or policy of 
the country. But that applies only to that power of inspection and 
prevention which may relate to things passing from State to State, or 
to or from a foreign country, and can not warrant the going into a State 
and performing the various things mentioned in the first section of this 
bill. The second section of this bill provides: x 

That the Commissioner of Agriculture is authorized to appoint two competent 
agents, who shall be practical stock-raieers or experienced Cusiness men familiar 
with 5 gape nannies to commercial transactions in live-stock, whose duty 
it shall be, er the instructions of the Commissioner of Agriculture, to ex- 
amine and report upon the best methods of treating, Sapo and caring for 


animals, and the meansto be adopted for the suppression and extirpation of con- 
tagious pleuro-pneumonia and to provide against the spread of other contagious 


That section clearly contemplates that this authority and power shall 
extend into a Stateand take hold of the domestic interests and busi- 
ness, so far as relate to stock of this kind, in the State, and does not 
seem to be directed at all to simply that part of it which might consti- 
tute a portion of the interstate traffic of this country. Exceptas to that, 
I repeat again Congress has no power to act. It derives all its power 
from that clause of the Constitution which authorizes Congress to reg- 
ulate commerce among the several States, with the Indian tribes, and 
with foreign nations. Certainly the ownership and possession of herds 
of cattle and other domestic animals in a State, the condition and health 
of the cattle, the manner of caring for them, the means to be adopted 
for the suppression and extirpation of contagious diseases, pleuro-pneu- 
monia and the like, are not questions which in the sense that the terms 
are employed here relate to interstate commerce; for these terms relate 
purely to domestic industries within the State, and subject alone to 
State authorities. The third section of this bill provides— 

That it shall be the duty of the Commissioner of Agriculture to prepare such 
rules and regulations as he may deem necessary for the speedy and effectual 
suppression and extirpation of said diseases. 

Where? In the States and the Territories of the Union. Here 
again there is provision for the employment of the power of the Fed- 
eral Government in connection with the purely domestic interests of a 
State, which under our constitutional form of government can not be 
tolerated; a government with certain powers of a national and inter- 
national character conferred upon the Federal Government, while all 
the powers which relate merely to domestic interests have been left to 
the States. The section further provides: : 

And to certify such rules and fe pers to the executive authority of each 
State and Territory, and invite said authorities to co-operate in the execution 
and enforcement of this act. Whenever the plans and methods of the Commis- 
sioner of Agriculture shall be accepted by any State or Territory in which 
pleuro-pneumonia or other contagious disease is declared to exist, and wheneve: 
the f happa of a State or other properly constituted authorities signify their 
readiness to co-operate for the extinction of any contagious, infectious disease 
in conformity with the provisions of this act, the joner of Agriculture 
is hereby authorized to expend so much of the money appropriated by this act 
as may be necessary in such investigations, in paying for thè animals it is 
deemed necessary to slaughter, and in such disinfection and other means as 
may be necessary to extirpate the disease. 

Now, where are all these things to be done? On a State boundary, 
with reference to property passing from one State to another and thereby 
becoming interstate commerce? Or on a national boundary, with ref- 
erence to property passing from one country to another? Not at all, or 
not wholly so; if is mainly with reference to property which is purely 
domestic, within the borders and jurisdiction of the State, and over 
which the Federal Government has no earthly power. There is then 
a provision— 

That the authorities of said State or Territory shall assume and pay one-half 
ofthe expense of the valuation of the animals it is deemed necessary to slangh- 
ter and one-half the cost of disinfection and necessary police regulations in the 
quarantine and care of infected herds of cattle. 

So that it points distinctly to the local internal interests of the State 
to be affected, with the consent of the State authorities. The fourth 
section of the bill provides— 

‘That whenever a State or Territory, in any section of which a contagious, in- 
fectious disease exists which the Commissioner of Agriculture has declared to 
be dangerous to the animal industries of the nation, fails to make provisions for 
its exti ion, or to co-operate with the plans of the Commissioner of Agricult- 
ure for the extirpation of such disease, the President of the United States, on the 

resentation of the facts by the Commissioner of Agriculture, shall be author- 
to declare in quarantine the said State or Territory, or such part of said State 
or Territory as he may deem dangerous to the an industries of the country, 


and to te or prohibit the transportation of cattle out of said State, Terri- 
tory, or 


I admit that the closing provisions of this section may be within the 
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authority which Congress may properly exercise in regulating com- 
merce between the States—interstate commerce. But this section pre- 
sents a menace to the States, acommand to them that they must do 
certain things which lie wholly within their own exclusive jurisdic- 
tion and control; and it would place us in the attitude of commanding 
the States of this Union to do things about which we have no right or 
authority to command them. Now, we ought not to do that. 

Iwe nerd sneha if we expect to maintain law, if we 
expect to preserve property and (sperma io, t to be carefal 
at all times and under all cireumstances to maintain of 
the organic law, to preserve from vielation both the Federal Constitu- 
tion and the terol ~ = gars We can not o = by disre- 

the provisions of the Federal Constitution, an invading 
APET ling and overthrowing the rights of the States which con- 
oan this great Union. 

I desired only to call attention to the first four sections of this bill, 
each of which, in my judgment, is undoubtedly violative of the Con- 
stitution of the United States, and neither of which, in my judgment, 
could be enforced by the decree of a court bound by the Constitution of 
the United States. 

There are some other provisions of this bill which I would have liked 
to comment upon, but I do not deem it necessary. While I appreciate 
the labors of the Committee on Agriculture, while I sympathize with 
their efforts to preserve these great interests, I dissent only from the 
methods which have been recommended to be adopted, and which to 
me seem to be in violation of the Constitution. As I said in the out- 
set, I would y co-operate with them in anything that seems to be 
constituti in order to carry out their 

I paean ‘that in the end we will have to do as the State of Massa- 
chusetts has done. That State was suffering more, perhaps, than any 
other single State from this pluro-pneumonia among the cattle, and it 
took hold of the question, and by its own energy and its own means it 
eradicated this disease. The State of New York is now engaged in doing 
= same thing. Other States can do so constitutionally, and at their 

wn expense, in their own way, and in their own time eradicate this 
pees if they will only adopt the course which has been pursued in 
Massachusetts. There is then no expense to the National Government, 
„and the burden falls upon those most directly interested in it. 

There is in this bill a clause which is a little seductive in saying to 
the State that the Federal Government shall pay half the cost of this 
proceeding when done within the State. But we should be careful not 
to accept such a price for a violation of the Constitution of the United 
States and for the infringement of the rights of the States. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman allow me a question right there? 

Mr. REAGAN. Iam now through my remarks. 

Mr. LANHAM. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Louisi- 
ana [Mr. HUNT]. 

Mr.HUNT. Mr. Chairman, according to my judgment the bill before 
the committee is usly unconstitutio: The Constitution of 
the United States left to the individual States the ordinary police power, 
and it can not be taken from them, either wholly or in part, and exer- 
cised under legislation of Congress. The police powerof a State extends 
to the protection of the lives, the limbs, the health, the comfort, and 
the quiet of all persons, and the protection of all property within the 
State. The right to drain, the right tolight, the right to provide meas- 
ures of health—those rights which are concerned in living in a commu- 
nity where all men must surrender something for the public good—are 
involved within the polite power. The Federal system, as I have already 
observed, left this police power in the States. It inheres in the States, 

The Constitution of the United States, in dealing with the commer- 
cial power, has carefully reconciled this reserved right of the States 
with the general grants to the Federal Government. The Constitution 
declares that Congress ‘‘ shall have power to regulate commerce with 
foreign nations and among the several States and with the Indian 

tribes;’’ and the Constitution goes on to recognize the right of a State 
to lay imposts or duties “absolutely necessary for the execution of its 
inspection laws.’ The readers of the history of the debates of that 
time wiil find, I venture to say, that the phrase ‘‘i ion laws,” as 
employed in the Constitution, was intended to refer to laws for the pres- 
ervation of the health of the people of the States. They will find that 
in the discussions of that time it was expressly understood that the 
power to enact laws which touch the internal economy, the health, the 


municipal government, the well-being, the quiet of the people, resided | tected, 


in the localities where intelligence concerning those subjects was most 
easily to be had. 
Now what does this bill propose? The fourth section $ epee (and 
my time of five minutes will only allow me to deal with el 
That whenever a State or ty eae in any section of which a con 
Pa O disease exists w Commissioner of tefieto mak has 
its ext 
ure for 
adran 
to declare apendre e said State or Territory, or such part of said State or 
Territory as he may deem dangerous to the animal industries of the country. 
The power which was expressly reserved to the States, that power 
which is referred to in the reservation to the States of the right to levy 
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duties or imposts nécessary to execute their inspection laws, that power 
which is connected mostintimately with police jurisdiction—the power 
to be used to e and protect the health of the citizens of the 
State—is expressly invaded by this section, which seeks to give to the 
President of the United States jurisdiction for the purposes of quaran- 
tine in the very heart of a State and within its circumscribed limits in 
a manner foreign to the nature, rights, duties, prerogatives, and limita- 
tions of the Presidential office. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. LANHAM. Iyield the residue of my time to the gentleman 
from Connecticut [Mr. Eaton]. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Connecticut will have ten 
minutes. 

Mr. EATON. It certainly can not be expected, Mr. Chairman, that 
great questions bf this character can be discussed in ten minutes. My 
remarks must necessarily be in the form of declaration rather than ar- 
gument. Hence I declare that in my judgment this is the most mis- 
chieyous bill that I have seen on the desks of members of this Con: 
mischievous because it is in utter violation of the Constitution of the 
United States, mischievous because it takes from the States their power 
and their rights. 

Why, sir, my State is a little one—small in territory, but valuable 
in its herds, as my friend from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] well knows. 
Perhaps no State in the Union has more valuable stock than the State 
of Connecticut; and we have for years past been doing our duty as a 
State to exterminate this disease. And I beg leave to say here that 
Connecticut does not desire the Federal administration to undertake to 
determine for her with regard to her rights in this cattle industry. 

Mr. Chairman, this bill has a taking title. Weall of ussay we would 
be very glad and very ny. bappy to do anything that we can constitu- 
tionally to regulate this matter. Sir, I find myself with regard to 
this cattle question in the same difficulty that I found myself years ago 
with regard to a bill affecting the health of human beings. I did not 
believe that it was in the power of the Congress of the United States to 
determine what should be the police regulations with to the 
health of men, women, and children in the great State of New York. 
I didnot believe that anybody to be appointed by Congress would have 
half the knowledge upon a matter of that kind that would be possessed 
by the people in the State of New York, who for a hundred or two 
hundred years had taken care of the health of that community. So I 
say, sir, that the titleof this bill, before it is passed, ought to be ¢ 
It should be declared to be a bill to abrogate and annul the Constitution 
of a United States and deprive the States of the rights which belong 
to them. 

Why, sir, for one moment, and it can be for but a moment, look at 
the power this bill undertakes to give the President of the United 
States. Power to establish what someone callsa horse-doctor, and very 
well calls, too—to do what? Why, to declare the State of Connecticut 
in quarantine, and tosend thishorse-doctor or somebody else from here 
to Connecticut to tell our people what to do in regard to their safety 
and the health of their domestic animals. 

Why, sir, this whole bill, although framed with the best intentions, 
is like many other things which are full of good intentions. It isa 
bad bill, a bill which ought to receive the attention of this House, a 
bill which strikes directly at the root of the rights of the State, a bill 
which undertakes to make the President of the United States the mas- 
ter of the people of this great confederation of States. 

Sir, the State of Connecticutis sovereign, theState of Texas is sov- 
ereign, the State of Missouri is sovereign, in everything regarding the 
health of her people and the welfare and the property of her people. 
It is not within the power of Congress. Within the limit of the Consti- 


tution Con; cannot undertake to arrogate to itself this great power. 
[Applause. 
Mr. I can not characterize this bill in ten minutes any more 


than my friend from Louisiana [Mr. Hunt] could in five in proper 
terms. But I ask gentlemen to examine it with care. This is one of 
the wedges which we have driven into the constitutional rights of the 
States. Beware of those wedges! They have been plenty in the past. 
Let us see to it there will be fewer of them in the future; for the 
safety of this great people rests on the sovereignty and the rights of the 
States. With those rights—I say rights, not asstimed rights, but rights 
older than the Constitution, God-given rights—with those rights pro- 
cared for, and adhered to, this Government will go on until it 
will number hundreds of millions of people and hundreds of free and 
independent States. But, sir, it can not be done and will never be 
done if you undertake to take from the States their rights and give those 
rights to the,confederated government. , 

Mr. Chairman, I notice you have hold of the gavel, and ten minutes 
more would do me no good so far as the discussion of this great ques- 
tionis concerned. It would require hours for its intelligible discussion, 
and therefore all I care to say further is to tell my associates on this 
| and on this side and on the other side of the House—for in this par- 
ticular we are all as one man; there are no Democrats and no Repub- 
licans so far as this bill is concerned—that we as the Representatives of 
a free and intelligent and sovereign people can not go for this bill, 
whether we be Republicans or Democrats. [Applause.] 
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Mr. BEACH. Ido not propose to discuss this pill myself at this 
stage of the argument, I will yield for ten minutes to the gentleman 
from Kansas. 

Mr. ANDERSON. 
support of this bill. In the last Congress precisely this nreasureI think 


Mr. Chairman, I desire to express my hearty 


was adopted, with the exception perhaps of the clause relating to the 
quarantining of a State in the event it failed to obey the authority 
vested in and exercised by the Commissioner of Agriculture inattempt- 
ing to control this pleuro-pneumonia and other contagious diseases in 
any State. 

I think we have passed the point where the United States either as a 
government or as a nation can attempt to segregate itself from the rest 
of the world. And it is an actual fact that by far the greater portion 
of our exports comes from the farms—consisting of agricultural products. 
It is also a fact that each year this country will more and mere feed 
the nations upon the other continent; and also, that of Sur exports this 
beef or meat product will be a great and increasing factor. 

But, Mr. Chairman, in this pleuro-pneumonia you have adisease which 
js enreatening the very existence of the cattle industry, a disease which 
is proven to be incurable. It is known that you can not prevent it. 
When it gets into a herd all you can do is to kill the diseased animals. 
And it seems to me that when such a disease places in jeopardy one of 
the very greatest industries of oar whole people we certainly have the 
constitutional power somewhere in this Government, perhaps on the 
general ground of the protection of the public interests and the rights 
of property, to create such executive machinery and pass such legisla- 
tive enactment as may prove effective in controlling or suppressing that 
„disease; and yet here to-day on this floor we are met with the old, old 
doctrine of State sovereignty and cry of State rights! 

My esteemed friend from Texas—and I wish to say that this question 
is one of the few questions springing from different material interests 
over which Kansas and Texas meet in conflict—my esteemed friend from 
Texas General REAGAN stated the proposition substantially that un- 
der the clause of the Constitution with regard to regulating commerce 
you might go to the State line and inspect cattle, and perhaps that at 
the State line if you find a diseased animal you might kill it; that 
the General Government would perhaps have such power there, but that 
it would not have the power to go into the territory of a State. And 
he denies that the power to do this can fairly be derived from any other 
clause of the Constitution. Now, I would like to know just how wide 
a State line really is. It is not as wide as this strip of paper in my 
hand is thick. Here is a cow, let us suppose, standing over such a line, 
with her tail and body in Kansas, say, while her neck, head, and horns 
are sticking over into Missouri. [Laughter.] I suppose that under 
the Democratic construction of the State-rights doctrine you might 
possibly find a point the hundred-thousandth part of an inch wide just 
above the State line into which you might constitutionally put a knife 
and kill that part of the cow. But you would have no right to kill 
either part of the cow which was sticking over. [Renewed laughter. ] 
I do not think, however, that you could legally under that constitu- 
tional doctrine—which, be it remembered, I do not at all concede— 
that you could legally seize the rest of the cow; and it seems to me, 
Mr. Chairman, that Democratic gentlemen are making a very fine point 
when they undertake to say that while the whole animal industry of 
the nation may be annihilated by this contagious disease this Govern- 
ment has neither the constitutional power, nor if it possesses it shall 
undertake to exercise its constitutional power, to go anywhere and pro- 
tect this interest and save this industry except upon an imaginary line 
between two States. That is your Democratic State-rights doctrine! 
Yet when you come to vote levees for the Mississippi River, not for 
deepening the channel, but for improving the private property of pri- 
vate citizens ou the banks, your theory does not count for much. When 
you come to many other things equally questionable which are legis- 
lated upon by Congress, I find that this extraordinary logic does not 
prevail with you gentlemen. But when the simple boon is asked of 
governmental action in doing the little which may be done toward pre- 
serving the vast berds of the country against the ravages of contagious 
diseases and toward thus protecting ‘this..great agricultural interest, 
then the Democratic gentlemen from Texas and Connecticut set up the 
bar of State sovereignty! : 

But, sir, are you ready and is the Democratic party willing to let 
whole herds of cattle in their agricultural States be destroyed and be 
mashed into ‘‘smithereens’’ before you will pass an act giving a Depart- 
ment of this Government any possible power which it can wield to pre- 
yent it, or to do any conceivable thing to stop it? That is what this 
issue amounts to. Is not that a nice position for the Democratic party 
to take as the ‘‘ friend of the farmer ?”’ 

This bill does notdo much, not as much as I would like .to see done, 
in this direction. It comes far short of the effectiveness I would like 
to see assured. But one thing is certain, that the cattle in the far 
Western as well as in the Southern States are not beyond the reach of 
pleuro-pneumonia. Why? Because we of the West are improving our 
cattle, are getting better animals and breeding up our stock, purchas- 
ing thoroughbreds wherever we can and them West. We are 
buying them in Chicago, we buy them in Saint Louis and in New York, 
or wherever else we can get them. And so are men in the South, 


Suppose that in this way this disease is introduced, say at Galveston; 
suppose it obtains a foothold in a Texas herd; your herds will be de- 
stroyed, our Kansas and Colorado herds will be infected and destroyed, 
and it will be but a short time before the disease will spread all over 
this continent. 

Now you may say that it is the duty of the State governments to 
stop it. Very well. I am with you in that, provided each State will 
perform its duty. But suppose they do not stop it. Will there be 
noremedy? Mustall cattle be permitted todie? Is the General Gov- 
ernment utterly without power? Must the old idea of State rights 
stand between the capital invested in these cattle, between that form 
of wealth, which constitutes a great factor in the agricultural pros- 
perity of this nation and destruction? Ido not so believe. The Repub- 
lican party passed this bill, gentlemen, with the exception which I have 
mentioned. We really enacted its substance in the agricultural bill also. 
I think we are ready, as Republicans, to pass it again. The great mass 
of the Republican party is ready to stand between the agricultural inter- 
ests of this nation and any disease that threatens a serious injury to it, 
and which can be prevented and controlled by the best efforts of the Gov- 
ernment and all needed money. 

Now, I venture the assertion that the great opposing forces here are 
the Texas cattle interest and the doctrine of State rights on the one 
hand, and on the other a broad and vigorous view of the power con- 
ferred upon Congress by the Constitution to pass such laws and to ex- 
ecute them with such precision as will prevent these diseases, disas- 
ters, and finally the destruction of these animals—Government action 
which shall seek to control the disease and seek to build up one of the 
very great industries of this nation. There are the two issues: Texas 
cattle and State rights on the one hand, and on the other a broad view 
of the constitutional power to protect our people and their property 
against disease by the arm of the General Government. That State- 
rights doctrine is not a Republican tenet; and I trust that the full power 
of the nation will be exerted in behalf of the agricultural interest by 
the passage of even a better bill than this. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message from the President of the United States, in writing, was 
communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, who 
also informed the House that the President had approved and signed 
joint resolutions of the following titles: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 127) authorizing the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior to detail from that Department two clerks to act as assistant clerks 
to certain House committees; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 113) authorizing the Secretary of War to re- 
ceive for instruction at the Military Academy at West Point Antonio Bar- 
rios, of Guatemala, and José Victor Zavala, of Nicaragua; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 117) to correct an error in the enrollment of 
an act making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropria- 
tions for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, and for other years, ap- 
proved March 3, 1883. š 


DISEASES AMONG ANIMALS, ETC. 


Mr. BEACH. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Mississippi 
[Mr. MULDROW]. k: 

Mr. MULDROW. The practical question here, it seems to me, is 
this: Is it desirable to eradicate this dreadful plague which exists in 
some of the States of this Union known as pleuro-pnenmonia? When 
we consider the fact that England has been forced to expend about 
$500,000,000 to exterminate this disease within her own borders and 
within the borders of her dependencies, we may well consider that it 
may ultimately become, if it is not now, a question of vast importance 
to the stock-growing men of this country. There isa very deep inter- 
est felt in this matter among stock-raisers now in this lahd. Their 
sentiments were voiced but a short time ago in a convention which was 
held in Chicago, the largest and most important and most intelligent 
ever held on this subject on this continent. Weascertain also through 
the leading stock journals of this country that they are determined to 
press this matter upon the attention of Congress until their wishes in 
it have been fulfilled. 7 

The leading stock paper in the West, the Breeders’ Gazette, tells us 
that the cattle-growing interests will be satisfied with no child’s play 
in this matter. , 

Mr. Chairman, it has been suggested here that this is a matter of 
police regulation which ought to be controlled and the remedies ap- 
plied by the different States of this Union. We are informed by the 
best informed men of the country on this subject that that has already 
been attempted, and that it is a signal failure up to this time. 

Massachusetts attempted it once, and may have succeeded. New 
Jersey has attempted it, and she has notsucceeded. New York has not 
succeeded. Pennsylvania has failed, and it is said that more than one 
thousand cattle in the State of Maryland to-day are infected with this 

ue. 
P'he Supreme Court, in the case of Railroad Company vs. Husen, con- 
struing the act of the State of Missouri to prevent the importation 
of Texas cattle within the borders of that State, decided that the police 
law of a State in this regard could not go to the extent of the exclusion 
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of all thecattle of a particular State of this country. If the States have 
not that power, then how is it possible to protect one State from the 
cattle of another infected with this disease? The Supreme Court in 
that case gave the solution that it came within the power of Congress 
under that provision of the Constitution which provides for the regu- 
lation of commerce between the States. 

The States under that decision are powerless in this matter. They 
ean adopt no effective means; they can apply no effective remedy. 
Are we then to sit here and let this plague extend all over this land 
instead of taking it in kand now and exterminating it by the expendi- 
ture of a few thousand dollars, whereas, if we neglect it, in a few years 
we may have to extirpate it by the expenditure of millions? It seems 
to me that that is not wise. 

I do object to some of the particular features of this bill, one of which 
is that the Federal Governmentcan declare in quarantine every partic- 
ular district of a State. I can not conceive that the power of Congress 
goes that far. But we have certainly the power to say what animals 
infected by this disease shall not be carried from one State of this Union 
to another. That being the case, and the States being powerless in the 
premises, I think it is the bounden duty of this Congress to enact some 
measure by which the States in the great West and South can be pro- 
tected from the ravages of this plague. 

Every year cattle are now being transported from the North to the 
southern region of the country. In the West it is a prominent matter 
of trade and merc i The cattle of the country are carried from 
the West to the East, and other cattle are carried from the East to thé 
West. And itis impossible from the nature of the disease to prevent its 
spread unless some extreme measures are adopted with reference to it. 

Ordinarily I am opposed to legislation by Congress in aid of States, 
I think States ordinarily should be allowed to control their own quar- 
antine and police tions and theirown commerce. But here is 
an extreme case. It is shown by the testimony of surgeons that this 
disease lingers in the animal sometimes for months before it becomes 
fatal, and the disease may bé carried from one State of the Union to 
another unless it is crushed out by the plan of killing the diseased an- 
imal and paying the citizen the value of the property. If this is not 
doné diseased animals will be carried from one State to another, and 
the cattle of the whole country may be infected. 

Now, I think the bill is detective in not providing the machinery by 
which the condemnation shall be made of this private property. I do 
not think the United States can condemn property without a proper 
machinery, and the bill should furnish that, instead of leaving it to 
the Commissioner of Agriculture, 

With these objections to this bill I am, in the main, in favor of it. I 
may state, however, another objectionable feature of it, which is that 
it leaves with the Commissioner of Agriculture the power to determine 
what force shall be necessary to carry into effect its provisions. I do 
not believe it wise to vest any such great power in the hands of one 
officer of the Government. The number of employés he is authorized 
to employ should be designated in the bill. It should be ascertained 
in the beginning how many would probably be necessary, and then it 
should be stated in the bill what force the Commissioner is authorized 
to employ. 

In conclusion, while I am generally in favor of the objects of the bill, 
I propose, if I can get the floor at the proper time, to move to recommit 
it to the Committee on Agriculture, with a view to have it properly 
amended and perfected in the points which I have indicated. 

Mr. BEACH. I now yield to the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
PETERS] fifteen minutes of my time. 

Mr, PETERS. Iam very mach obliged to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. BEACH] for his courtesy in giving me fifteen minutes in which 
to make a few remarks upon this bill, which I regard asa most important 
measure ef legislation. . 

The question of the meat demand and supply of the world is one of 
the most interesting questions that can be studied. The more attention 
that is given to it the more interest will be felt in all legislation that 
may affect it. In other words, thisis a bill that appeals not only to the 
American pocket, but it alsoappeals to the American stomach. Itisa 
bill that has not only to do with the progress and prosperity of the 
Sa but it has also to do with the breakfast-table of the American 

ple. 

It is a notable fact that wherever a nation increases in civilization 
and in intelligence just in the same ratio it increases in the consump- 
tion of meat. The United States to-day is the greatest meat-consuming 
country in the world; and I argue from that, and with great plausibility, 
that the United States is the most intelligent nation of the world. 

The country that can produce a supply of meat for its own people, 
that can distribute that meat supply to its own laboring classes, and at 
the same time produce a supply for exportation to those countries which 
do not produce a sufficient supply for themselves, is a country that is 
prosperous, and its prosperity should be carefully guarded and pro- 
tected by legislation. . 

The great competitors of the United States to-day in producing the 
meat supply for the world are Australia and South America. There 
are but three provinces of Europe that produce more meat than they 
consume, and those are Austria, Holland, and Denmark, and they pro- 


duce but a small amount in excess of their consumption. All the re- 
mainder of Europe depends upon the importation of meat for its supply. 
The consumption of beef in England has been constantly upon the in- 
crease ever since the importation of meat from the United States 

I have said that our principal competitors are Australia and South 
America. Yet we have a great advantage over those countries, for the 
reason that in order to reach the markets of Liverpool and Havre they 
must transport their meat across the equator and over the tropical line, 
while we can send our meats to those markets by the more northern 
and cooler routes. 

What the United States must seek to accomplish by its legislation is 
¿o preserve and increase the great advantage which it has over the other 
meat producing countries of the world. If we fail to keep our meat 
pure, we place in the hands of our competitors an advantage to which . 
they are not entitled by reason of location. If pleuro-pneumonia af- 
fects the meat supply of the United States it also affects the reputation 
of American méats in the markets of Europe. Whatever will keep 
high the standard of the reputation of American meat is a proper and 
just subject of legislation, and such legislation is in the interest of the 
people and all the people of the United States 

I wish to,call attention to two features of this bill. I do not support 
it simply because it seeks to stamp out pleuro-pneumonia, but also be- 
cause it seeks to stamp out that other disease which has been felt so 
fearfully in Kansas, the Texas fever. I am surprised that the gentle- 
man from Texas should oppose this bill. I believe it is a bill that is 
in the interest of the great ‘‘cattle-drive’’ from the State of Texas. 

The cattle-drive from the State of Texas isan interest that should not 
be underestimated. I need give only the figures for the last three years. 
In 1881 the amount of cattle that were transported from Texas into the 
Territories and the States north of it was 250,000 head; in 1882 it was 
250,000 head; and in 1883 it was.275,000 head. 

Now Kansas, as a State, does not object to the transportation of thése 
cattle across our borders if they are healthy. She desires and does en- 
courage the transportation of healthy cattle. But she does object, and 
strenuously objects, to the transportation of cattle that have become dis- 
eased by the carelessness of the drivers of those cattle into our own bor- 
ders. I assert, and beyond the fear of successful contradiction, that the 
Texas fever is produced by the inordinate driving of cattle in times 
when they should not be driven. 

I say therefore that it is in the interest of the cattle-drive from 
the State of Texas that this bill should pass, and that a flood of light 
should be thrown upon this question of the Texas fever. For these 
reasons I feel an interest in this bill. 

We are importing from the eastern part of the United States thor- 
oughbreds in order to let them mingle theirblood with the long-horns 
of the Western States and Territories. The grazing plains of Kansas, 
Indian Territory, Texas, New Mexico, and Colorado can furnish a meat 
supply for the world. But if we are to meet pleuro-pneumonia from 
the East and Texas fever from the West, the result will be that our 
thoroughbred cattle will die of diseased stomachs or tke Texas fever 
and our Texas long-horns will die of diseased lungs. 

The fact is, as every man knows who has had experience in this mat- 
ter, that where a herd of cattle has been driven too hard in coming 
from Texas it thereby incurs the disease known as Texas fever, and a 
thoroughbred can not even look a Texas steer of that kind in the face 
without at once becoming sick at the stomach. [Laughter.] 

Now, we want to cut off this pleuro-pneumonia from the East and 
stamp it ont, and at the same time we want to cut off and stamp out 
the Texas fever which is prevalent among the long-horns of the West. 

And the bill includes not only those two diseases, but also all other 
diseases, and thereby will enable us successfully to compete in the mar- 
kets of the world with those countries that are our formidable competi- 
tors. 

I desire now to call attention to one clause of the report made by the 
committee on this bill: 

A striking example of the necessity of such work is seen in the recent investi- 
gationsof Texas cattle-fever. Thisd has been advancing and infecting new 
territory for a century, and until the last year or two we knew nothing about it, 
and our best informed veterinarians and stockmen did not suppose that it was 
found in one-fifth of the territory which has actually been overrun. These were 

ints which it was necessary to understand before either legislative bodies or 

ividuals could adopt intelligent measures for the annual losses 


reventi 
which have been most disco! ng to the cattle dary n large sections of 
the country. And with every there are equally important points still to 
be investigated. 


[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BEACH. “I now yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. LAWRENCE]. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. Mr. Chairman, I am not a member of the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, which reported this bill, but I desire to thank 
that committee for the very careful, methodical manner in which they 
have treated this subject. Having been myself before that committee, 
I happen to know that they bave given it much time and thought. I 
was present, sir, when an intelligent del on from Chi and the 
Western country presented themselves to that committee; and in listen- 
ing to the discussion on the subject before the committee I learned 
much that I had not known before. I rise now to say, after having 
given the subject some thought, that I am in favor of this bill. 
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Mr. Chairman, I have heard the remark made here frankly and pub- 
licly—one gentleman at least made such a remark in my hearing—that 
he did not believe there was any pleuro-pneumonia in the United States. 
I heard a very intelligent gentleman say yesterday in the course of this 
debate that pleuro-pneumonia is not known in the United States, that 
its existence is imaginary. Mr. Chairman, there is not an intelligent 
man in this House who; if he will read the testimony of veterinary sur- 
geons before the committee, will not admit that this disease does exist 
in our country, and has been known as a specific, well-defined affection 
of the lungs. 

I recollect very well, Mr. Chairman, that when I was a member of 
the senate of Pennsylvania the government of that State was called 
upon to deal with this subject; and I hold in my hand the act of Assem- 
bly which was passed by our Legislature to assist in ‘‘ stamping out ” the 
disease. At that time there were many men in the senate of Pennsyl- 
vania and in the lower house of‘our Legislature who ridiculed pub- 
licly the idea that pleuro-pneumonia existed in Pennsylvania. Yetin 
less than a month from that time it had been found necessary to kill 
within our State at least ninety animals infected with the disease. We 
appointed a commission on the subject. The governor was invested 
with plenary power. Officers of the State were sent to the counties of 
Chester, Delaware, and the city of Philadelphia, and the disease was 
found to exist there at that time—not in large herds but in small herds 
within and in the neighborhood of those eastern counties. By active 
measures we succeeded in eradicating the disease for the time—for the 
time merely. 

But, Mr. Chairman, gentlemen who oppose this bill assert confidently 
that the General Government has nothing to do with this question; that 
its regulation belongs exclusively to the States. Now let me tell you 
our rience in the State of Pennsylvania. We have found it utterly 
impossible to eradicate this disease ourselves. Let me give you an il- 
lustration. A gentleman in New Jersey owned an Alderney cow and 
heifer slightly affected with this disease. Hesold them to a gentleman 
residing in Pennsylvania, who did not know that they were thus affected. 
He took them into the State of Pennsylvania, and in less than one week 
from that time his whole herd was affected, and they had to be killed 
atonce. Gentlemen must remember that this disease is like the leprosy, 
you can not cure it; to eradicate it you must kill the animal affected. 

Gentlemen object to the General Government ‘‘invading’’ a State to 
interfere with disease of this kind. Why, sir, when the yellow fever 
breaks out in the South we do not hesitate to establish a quarantine. 
When it is necessary to save the lives of their citizens gentlemen in the 
South do not hesitate to call upon us in the North to aid them, and we 
send not only physicians but money to their assistance. Now, sup- 
pose this cattle disease breaks out on the plains of Texas, the State of 
my friend who has to-day madeso eloquenta speech. Suppose it breaks 
out in the great herds of that State or on the vast plains of the West. 
How are you going to stop it? Do not gentlemen know that when this 
pleuro-pneumonia takes hold of those herds it may go from the Rio 
Grande away up North to the Canada line, and you can not stop it? 

Gentlemen may say that there is no danger. That is not the fact. 
Did not the gentleman from New York tell you in the few minutes he 
occupied the floor that England had spenta hundred million dollars te 
‘‘ eradicate’? this disease? Look at the sums which Massachusetts, 
Pennsylvania, New Jersey, and other States have spent in this direction. 
No intelligent man who will examine the subject can fail to see that 
this work must be done by the National Government, aided by States. 
The question has been fully discussed before the committee and the 
necessity of legislation by Congress clearly shown and proven. 

But the States covld never regulateit. They did not have the power. 
They could do it within their own limits, but they could not prevent 
the transportation of diseased cattle within their limits from. other 
States. There must, of course, be acquiescence on the part of the Gen- 
eral Government with the States in order to reach and destroy the 
disease effectually. 

Now, the Commissioner of Agriculture, armed with the authority 
given to him by this bill, will ask the several States to co-operate with 
him, and no doubt the authorities of the State will promptly co-operate 
with him to destroy the disease if it exists in that State. Do you sup- 

if this disease existed on the great plains of Texas the governor 
of that State would hesitate for a single instant to co-operate with the 
Commissioner of Agriculture in its suppression in the State? . Do you 
suppose that the governor of any State would refuse to te to 
eradicate and extirpate this dreadful disease? Of course the law must 
be within the provisions of the Constitution, but on a question of com- 
mon peril, on a question so vast as this, it is the duty and interest of 
the General Government to aid in preserving the great herds of cattle 
which roam all over the Western country. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, have gentlemen thought how important this 
matter is to the health of the people, as well as how important it is for 
the success and prosperity of the great industry of stock-raising in the 
United States? Do you consider how necessary it is to the farming and 
agricultural interests that nothing should tend to the destruction of the 
great herds of cattle? Iama farmer. I worked on a farm for many 
years, and I believe I know something about what are the wants and 
needs of the farming interest. Let me tell you that the farming inter- 


est of this country asks for less legislation than any other class of men. 
Their industry is the basis of all other employments. You go to the 
earth for all you want almost. You get your food and your raiment 
from the earth. The boots and shoes you wear are made out of the 
hides of these steers which are raised upon the plains of the West. I 
say, then, it is important for all these reasons, and especially important 
to the people generally, that this bill should pass. It is not only in be- 
half of the interests of my own State butin behalf of the interests of all 
the States, because if this disease is not stamped out where it now ex- 
ists it may become common throughout the country. You will see 
then if these herds of cattle are destroyed what havoc it will make in 
our supply of beef—an article used in this country in greater quantities 
than in any country in the world. 

Look, too, what the enormous loss of capital will be if it should 
get into the herds of thoroughbred cattle, the Ayrshires, the Jerseys, 
the Durhams, and the other valuable herds‘of cattle, some of them 
worth from one to five thousand dollars each. If it should break out 
among them, who can calculate what the loss will be? 

I believe this to be one of the most important questions before Con- 
gress, and one of the most important which could be brought before 
Congress at any session. I trust those upon this floor who represent 
agricultural interests will stand up to the support of this measure and 
see to it that it passes, so we may at least try what can be done in this 
way to eradicate this disease of pleuro-pneumonia. Let the Commis- 
sioner of Agriculture at least have atrial ofthe proposed method. He 
himself said, a few years ago, that he believed there was no pleuro- 
pneumonia in the country. He so thought at the time, but he is now 
of a very different opinion, for when he came to examine the subject in 
all its details, and got the fi and heard the testimony, the con- 
clusion was forced upon him that this disease did exist, not only in one 
State, but in many portions of the country. Like an honest man he 
said precisely what he found to be true, and he is earnestly in favor of 
Congress adopting such means as will extirpate the disease. He is 
anxious to get the power and the means and to employ the machinery 
necessary for that purpose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. > 

Mr. LAWRENCE. I thank the gentleman from New York for his 
courtesy in yielding to me. 

Mr. BEACH. I now yield for ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. 

Mr. CANNON. I hope the Chair will notify me after I have spoken 
five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN.: The Chair will be glad to do so. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I have given the pending measure 
such attention as I could afford since it was taken up for consideration 
in the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and for 
some years I have had oceasion to look generally into the subject. I 
have no hesitation in saying I am very heartilyin favor of this bill. It 
may be that I am not a great constitutional lawyer. . I used to prac- 
tice the profession of the law in the State of Illinois, and perhaps might 
be considered a fair nisi prius lawyer. I find no constitutional stumbling- 
block in my way in voting for this proposition, and as to the great con- 
stitutional objection of which we have heard so much in this debate, 
I do not wish to talk about it at any great length. Suffice it to say, 
Mr. Chairman, that in my judgment a liberal construction of the Con- 
stitution should always be given where a great public good is to be 
subserved or where a great public evil is to be averted. Of course, in 
questions arising as to the protection of life, liberty, and property of the 
individual, we are to pursue a stricter construction of the Constitution. 

Now, sir, I understand the fact to be we have very great interests in- 
volved in the raising of cattle which are deeply concerned in the pro- 
tection of these interests from the spread of the disease of pleuro-pneu- 
monia. As to animal industry in my State as well as in other States 
there has been experienced great trouble in reference to the exportation 
of beef cattle. It is not necessary for me to call attention in detail to 
the facts which have been presented in reference to the existence of 
pleuro-pneumonia. It can not be doubted that the disease does exist 
and itis equally undoubted that wherever it does exist it should be 
stamped out by the slaughter of all animalsinfected, and can be gotten - 
rid of in no other way. 

I grant you that Massachusetts stamped itout. Isuppose New York 
would stamp it ont. If we had it in Illinois I am satisfied we would 
stamp it out there. But suppose twenty States stamp it out and one 
does not, are all the balance of the States to be placed at the mercy of the 
one contrary State that will not take action in the matter? Are fifty 
millions of people to be placed within the power and at the mercy ot 
three millions, of one million. or two hundred and fifty thousand people 
who insist upon non-action on the part of their States respectively? I 
take it not. I have not, I repeat, any hesitation on that subject when 
such a state of facts is presented. I have no hesitancy in avowing my 
belier that we have power under a liberal construction of the Constitu- 
tion to take hold of the disease and stamp it out wherever we find it. 
My constituents, and the people generally of the West and, as I under- 
stand it, all over the country, want this protection extended to them by 
Congress. I think wehave the powerandthemoney. Ifitcosts money 
let it be expended, it will be money well spent. 
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I now yield the remainder of my time to my colleague, Mr. ROWELL. | product of this great industry as well. The State of New York stands 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles; in which the 
concurrence of the House of Representatives was requested: 

A bill (S. 269) for the relief of M. P. Jones; 

A bill (S. 402) for the completion of the Capitol terraces and stairways 
connected therewith; and à 

A bill (S. 196) for the relief of the devisees of the late Daniel Carroll. 

DISEASES OF ANIMAIS, ETC. 


Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Chairman, I am surprised that objection to this 
bill should be made upon this floor from the State of Texas. We are 
told that her cattle industries represent one-seventh of the cattle indus- 
tries of the United States. They might have said that that industry 
has less power to protect itself than the same industry in almost any 
other section of the country. I repeat, sir, that the cattle industries of 
Texas are less protected against the inroads of disease than in almost 
any other section of the country, because of the fact that herds of cattle 
roam over her plains and can not be confined in pastures as they are in 
other sections of the country. 

If once this disease should find a foothold among the great herds of 
Texas they would soon cease to represent one-seventh of the cattle of this 
country. I undertake to say that there is no possibility of eradicating 
a disease of this kind except by national authority. We in Dlinois 
know something about it. We tried once to protect ourselves against 
the inroads of the disease by legislative authority. After thousands of 
our cattle had died; after hundreds of our wealthy citizens had been 
bankrupted by the importation of Texas cattle and by the spread of 
Texas cattle fever in our State, we passed a law to protect ourselves. 
We made it a penal offense to import these cattle during the summer, 
when the disease would be communicated. We made the railroads re- 

ible in civil damages for bringing them there. We made 

t imported them responsible in civil for having brought 
them and spread the disease. And yet the courts held that we had not 
the authority to makeany such law. The United States courts and the 
State courts held that we were trenching upon the authority of the 
United States. So that when a State undertakes to make a law to pro- 
tect itself the courts come in and tell them that is the business of the 
United States, When the United States attempts to passa law and pro- 
tect the people against the inroads of disease, some sensitive gentleman 
says you are trenching upon the rights of the States. And so between 
the two we fail and must submit to the destruction of our industries. 
Now it seems to me that an industry so large as this ought to be pro- 
tected by sufficient authority. 

[Here the hamme? fell. ] 

Mr. BEACH. I now yield five minutes to my colleague from New 
York [Mr. Nurrine]. 

Mr. NUTTING., Mr. Chairman, I recognize in the introduction of 
this bill avery important measure. It is an important measure because 
it affects one of the greatest industries of this country. 

We have heard very much, Mr. Chairman, upon this floor in the dis- 
cussion of this bill in regard to the large herds of cattle which are raised 
upon the plains of our western rena While that portion of the in- 
dustries of our country is very large indeed and very important, still 
when you take into consideration the number of cattle scai over 
the United States outside of that, in the States of the East, South, and 
in some of the Western States, and in the Northwest, the number of 
cattle is doubtless very large, greater in the aggregate than the num- 
ber represented by the herders’ interest of the great West. 

There is one thing which has come to my notice in the investigation 
of this bill, in the little time I have had to think about it and read about 
it, and that is in regard to the importation of cattle into foreign coun- 
tries. I find, for instance, that when cattle were imported into England 
last year, and even for the last two years, the people who imported 
those cattle into England were obliged to have them killed within 
a very short time after they reached the docks, and upon the docks 
of England. And why? Simply because of the fear of disease among 
those cattle, caused by rumors of disease among American cattle. Now 
what does that mean? It simply means, for instance, as regards the 
hundred thousand head of beef-cattle which have been imported into 
England within the past year, that in that one branch of industry 
those who have imported the cattle have been injured to the extent of 
$1,000,000, for it is estimated that each head of cattle tered in 
this compulsory manner damaged the owner to the extent of $10. 

When one man in our country, or combination of men, is injured in 
this way we are all injured. in one instance like this we are injured 
to the extent of a million of dollars, then I take it the Representatives 
of the people, when we come here and find it is n to pass a law 
to protect our people in that regard, should not hesitate because of the 
considerable appropriation that is asked for in this bill. The great 
State of New York has 1,500,000 milch cows. Itisa great farming and 
dairy community. In addition to this, we have in this great State more 
than 1,000,000 neat cattle. When Isay, Mr. S er, that New York, 
a part of which I have the honor to represent, important interests 
to protect in this regard, it is not the value of these milch cows alone 
and the additional neat cattle that we are sensitive about, but it is the 


first in the great column of States having dairy interests. 

* In the fiscal year 1883, ending June 30, last, this great nation sent 
out of this country for foreign consumption, for which was received 
gold and good money to make the farmer and cattle-raiser and the 
country at large richer thereby—horned cattle, $8,341,431; fresh beef, 
$8,342,131; beef salted and canned, $3,742,282; butter, $2,290,665; 
cheese, $11,134,526; condensed milk, $180,505. The total amount thus 
received from foreign nations was the great sum, then, of $34,031,540, 

Is this, then, an industry to be overlooked and treated lightly in our 
national council? ‘No’? is the answer which will come up from one 
end to the other of out great land. A government is formed to pro- 
tect. To protect what? First, the people; and, next, the material in- 
terests of the people. f 

We have not always protected our people, and shame to us for it; but 
we have thus far protected our people's material interests, and I hope 
and believe we shall always do this. S 

I have heard the objection made to this bill that it creates another 
bureau. That is not trueat all. It does not create anew bureau; but 
it simply creates new powers in a bureau that already exists. That is 
all. That is the sum and substance of it. 

I find, Mr. Chairman, that the expense which is incurred by other 
nations, of which I shall speak, for the promotion of their agricultural 
interests is very much more than the expense which we incur in America 
in that regard. For the last fiscal year, for instance, the expense of the 
Agricultural Department of the United Stutes was less than half a mill- 
ion dollars. England expends very much more than that; yes, five 
times. that amount each year. And so each of several countries to 
which I might refer had I the time, especially the countries that are 
interested in the raising of cattle and the dairy industry, expend much 
more than is expended on this interest by the Government of the United 
States. And I say the people of the country whom we represent in 
this House will be faithfully represented when we pass this bill. 

I hear objection made to the bill on another ground. ` The principle 
of State rights comes in here; the constitutional question, which is easily 
raised but not so easily answered perhaps—the question as to whether 
or not we can a law regulating material interests affecting the 
several States. When any material interest is so broad and so impor- 
tant as to require united and unified action to protect the interests of 
the whole le, then the Constitution is broad enough and compre- 
hensive pote in its letter and spirit to permit necessary legislation 
upon the subject. 

My opinion upon that question, given on the little examination which 
I have given it, is this: When it comes to legislation under the Consti- 
tution for the guidance of the people of a State alone and by itself, then 
porters we might be troubled with a difficulty; but I take it there is 
no difficulty in our legislating upon a question of interstate commerce 
when the subject of the legislation affects the whole people, as, for in- 
stance, where we pass from one State to another. That has been settled 
by a court of high judicial character, and I could, if I had the time, 
produce the authority. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BEACH. I yield the balance of my time to the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. PERKINS]. a 
- Mr. PERKINS. In my judgment no more important bill will be 
urged upon the consideration of this House this session than the one 
that is now demanding our attention. And representing, as Ihave the . 
honor torepresent in part, one of the great stock-growing States of this 
Union, I desire on the part of my constituency to urge, not as a parti- 
san, not as a Representative of a peculiar section of the country, but 
as a Representative of a great nation, desiring the greatest good to the 

test number, the importance of this bill. 

That this disease exists, that contagious diseases have existed, is in 
this argument admitted, and the necessity of legislation is conceded 
by all. Of course we may differ concerning the provisions of the bill. 
But legislation is the creature of growth. This bill may not be per- 
fect in all its provisions. No bill is likely to be perfected at this ses- 
sion that will in every emergency and under all circumstances furnish 
relief and provide for every case. But it is necessary that we should 
commence, that we should make a beginning, that from experience and 
investigation we can determine what can be done, what may be ac- 
complished for extirpating these diseases and for the purpose of pro- 
tecting the great stock-growing interests of the country. 

We have legislation upon almost every other subject. We have ap- 
propriations made for almost every other industry; and now when the 
stockmen of the country ask protection at the hands of this House, 
when they come here and demand that something shall be done for 
them and in their name, to protect them against infectious and conta- 
gious diseases and to secure immunity for millions invested in, their 
business, the constitutional question is raised. It is said that we have 
not the power under the Constitution of the country to protect the 
property of these men against infectious and contagious diseases. 

Mr. Chairman, it is not the first time that the constitutional question 
has been raised in debate. And history informs us that in the past 
some of these gentlemen have been mistaken concerning the constitu- 
tional powers of this Government, and I hope {hat this debate will satisfy 
them that they are mistaken now. That Congress has the power to 


934 


extend its aid, that we the Representatives of this nation have a right 
to enact this legislation, it seems to me, can not be questioned. In fact, 
in the last session of Congress the power of this legislative body to leg- 
islate upon this subject was and exercised. We find an ap- 
propriation made giving to the Secretary of the Treasury $50,000 for hen 

purpose of carrying into effect such legislation as we are now 
and considering; for the purpose of creating quarantine if irae 
and for the purpose of establishing posts where diseased cattle may be 
eps and cared for and communities protected from them when so 

Now, as has been suggested, if Con has not this power, where 
does it exist? Can the State authorities exercise it? Is it delegated 
to them by the Constitution of this country or by the constitutions of 
the States? As has been suggested here in argument, where the States 
have attempted to exercise this power such exercise has been declared 
to be unconstitutional. 

Gentlemen speaking in opposition to this bill ask if a ‘‘herse doctor” 
shall be permitted to place sections of this country in quarantine? In 
answer I would suggest that if this disease exists in Texas, for instance, 
there must be some power somewhere to protect other sections and 
other States from being contaminated with it. Texas can not do it; 
Kansas can not do it; Missouri can not do it; Iowa can not doit. If, 
then, the power is not lodged in Congress under the Constitution of the 
United States, where does it exist? If Kansas, Missouri. Iowa, Ne- 
braska, or any other State should attempt by legislative enactment to 
restrict importation or exportation of cattle afflicted with the Texas 
fever or with aia? ite such acts would be declared uncon- 
stitutional. 

Hence, these men, knowing what has been the decision of the courts, 
come to the law-making power of this nation and ask protection from 
us; they demand adequate | tion in order that this great industry 
may not be stricken down and paralyzed. They ask that legislation 
shall be enacted which shall take care of these cattle when so afflicted, 
and that communities and States may be protected from their infections 
and contagious effect. And by the provisions of this bill the fact must 
first be ascertained; then the Government may act. 

This bill is not limited in its action to pleuro-pneumonia. It pro- 
vides for protection against all infectious and contagious diseases of 
cattle. That other diseases exist is well known to us all. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BELFORD. Mr. Chairman, I hope I can receive the attention 
of this committee while I present a few faets worthy of consideration 
bearing on this great question, I regard this as the most important 
bill that we have been called upon to consider during this session of 
Congress or during the last Cor 

A thousand millions of property is involved in the bill upon which 
we are now called to act. There are 40,000,000 cattle in this Republic, 
one beef creature to every man, woman, and child in the United States. 
Weshould consider this question, not as partisans, and not as politicians, 
but as statesmen, and look at if as affecting public interests, the public 
wealth, and the public health of this great nation. 

In this country $400,000 have been appropriated for the benefit of 
agriculture. In France, with a population of 37,000,000 of people, there 
has been appropriated annually sevenanillions of dollars to advance agri- 
cultural, interests. 

When the cattle-plague broke out in Massachusetts some years ago 
that State lost one- of the value of that property in her borders, 
and has hardly yet recovered her loss from that time to this. When 
we have the consideration of 40,600,000 of cattle, representing hundreds 
of millions of dollars, I say it is a great and supereminently important 
question, and should be considered with deliberation and in a spirit of 
absolute justice. 

Permit me, gentlemen of the committee, to call yourattention to afew 
facts which I think should be known to every member of this House. 
I have here a table which I will incorporate in my remarks; but I de- 
sire to call attention to the steady growth of our exportation of horned 
cattle. 

In 1872 we exported $565,799 worth of horned cattle; in 1873, $695,- 
957; in 1874, $1,150,857; in 1875, $1,103,085; in 1876, $1,110,703; in 
1877, $1,593,000.80; 1878, $3,806,818; in 1879, $8,379,200; in 1880, 
$13,334,195, and in 1881, $14,304,162. It will thus be observed that 
our exports of horned cattle have increased from $565,799 in 1872 to 
$14,304,162 in 1881. 

Look at the vast growth of this greatindustry. Look at the exports 


that have been made to Europe in the form of horned cattle. I have’ 


not called the attention of the committee to the amount of meat we 
have sent abroad in the form of salted provisions. I have alluded to 
this only to call yourattention to the vast importance of the great ques- 
tion with which we have to deal. 

Mr. COX, of New York. we my friend allow me to interrupt him 
a moment? 

Mr. BELFORD. Certainly. 

Mr. COX, of New York. If I have understood the drift of my 
friend’s argumentation and statistics it is this, that our cattle trade has 
so increased, has become so aggrandized, as to be ‘‘supereminently im- 
portant,” to use the expresion of my friend. 
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Mr. BELFORD. That is my exact language. 

Mr. COX, of New York. And therefore it has so well taken care of 
itself under past conditions that it requires no further legislation ! 

Mr. BELFORD. I do not propose to go into any bout with naib, 
tleman on thetariff question. [Greatlaughter.] I havesimply called 
the attention of the committeeto the vast growth ef this industry and 
to the absolute necessity of passing some wise and judicious legislation 
for the protection of the cattle interests of this country. 

I do not say we will do it by this bill, because unless it is amended 
I shall not vote for it. I propose to point out before I conclude my re- 
marks what I conceive to be the substantial and inherent defects of 
this bill. 

Gentlemen, do not defeat this bill on the narrow ground of State 
rights. I hope toGod that when it comes to a matter of public health 
the question of State rights will be buried so deep beneath the bosom 
of the ocean that no diver ever can go down to bring it up. 

Mr. Chairman, to show you and the House thet Í am not speaking 
from a Western standpoint, I desire to have read by the Clerk an ex- 
tract from a most valuable document, under the direction of 
the Treasury Department of the United States. It is called the ‘‘ Re- 
port of the Treasury Cattle Commission on the lung-plague of cattle or 
contagious pleuro-pneumonia.’’ I ask the Clerle to read the paragraph 
I have marked, and I hope members will give it attention. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

We have kept steadily in view the main object of our ap tment, sno have 
fully established the claim that the Western'and Southern „as well as the 
whole of New England, are free from this disease, and have set forth the con- 
ditions under which we believe that the cattle of these States could be shipped 
to Europe with a perfect guarantee of soundness as regards this plague. Fi- 
nally, convinced that any permanent guarantee of continued immunity for our 
as yet uninfected States and our export cattle can only be secured by the ex- 
tirpation of this disease from the continent, we have set forth those measures 


which in the light of history and science are the best calculated to secure its 
speedy and thorough extinction. 


Mr. BELFORD. Now, Mr. Chairman, it will be observed from the 
report made by this commission appointed by the Treasury Depart- 
ment that none of this disease exists in the West or in the South. 
The statement is clearly, emphatically, and authoritatively made by 
the Treasury Commission that this disease does not exist either in the 
South or in the West. Where, then, does it exist? This commission 
further declares that it does not exist in New England. Then it must 
exist in New Jersey, in New York, in Rhode Iskand, and in Pennsyl- 
vania. Those are the States where this disease exists, if it exists at 
all. How did it come to this country? It came here in 1848, when 
it was landed on the shores of the city of Brooklyn. Beyond the bor- 
ders of New York it has never yet extended one foot to the westward. 
I defy any man to point to the evidence of the fact that this disease 
exists in a single State west of the Alleghanies or west of the Missis- 
sippi River. 

I desire to have it understood inost distinctly that I will vote forany 
bill which will guarantee to fhe owners of cattle the broadest possible 
protection. I believe this cattle business isa part of the great commerce 
of our country; and, so believing, I think itis fully and clearly within 
the national authority. 

One gentleman said to-day that he objected to this bill on account of 
its quarantine provision. Sir, there is nothing in that objection; and I 
will tell the House why. In the last Congress we enacted a provision 
which I ask the Clerk to read from the aT civil appropriation act 
of August 7, 1882. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

ps ae ee tary ve es ees ry wer mY Dada yest soete 
authorities, and co; Y 
heat cattle by land or water, in establishing regulations for the safe convey- 
ance of such cattle from the interior to the seaboard and the shipment thereof, 
so that such cattle may not be exposed to the disease known asp! piouro eet 
nia or lung-plague, and to prevent the spread of said disease, and to establish 
quarantine stations and provide proper shelter for neat cattle Toast atsuch 
rts as he may deem necessary, the sum of $50,000, or so much thereof as may 
necessary. 

Mr. BELFORD. That was an enactment practically as broad in all 
its provisions as the one contained in this bill with reference to the es- 
tablishment of a quarantine. It prevides that a quarantine lasting 
three months shall be applied to foreign cattle as they land at our great 
ports. Whether that power is exercised by the President, or by the 
collector of customs, or by any supervisor is a matter of positive imma- 
teriality. But that is not my objection to this bill. I said yesterday 
I would vote for this bill, but after a careful consideration of its terms 
I will not vote for it unless it is radically amended and fundamentally 
reconstructed. Why? I propose to give a reason for the faith that is 
in me. I am not going to vote against this measure under the flimsy 
vesture of State rights. I believe this is a nation spelled, with a 
great N, held in the bosom of fifty millions of people, and I believe it 
is the duty of this great nation to protect the health of its people, 
whether they live in Connecticut or California. But what I object to 
in the bill is this: It authorizes some scientific crank [laughter], to be 
appointed by the Commissioner of Agriculture, to take charge of this 
whole subject and investigate the character and condition of the cattle 
to be shipped from one State to another. I say this is too great a power 
to be lodged in the hands of any one agent of this nation, 
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I say the only way to determine this question, when a man’s cattle 
are charged with being infected with a dangerous disease, is to allow 
the owner conjointly with the Government agent to examine and a 
jury to pass on that question and be governed by the result. This bill 
provides no such remedy. It does not declare that the owner of a herd 
shall have any right whatever in determining the character of the dis- 
ease, whether it is dangerous or not. I may have consumption, or be 
threatened with consumption, and are you geing to pass a bill here 
saying to a Government agent that you find that the member from Colo- 
rado is weak in the lungs and shall not go from Washington to Denver? 
[Laughter.] And are you going to rest my right exclusively on his 
judgment, without allowing me to call in any competent authority to 
determine that fact? That is the fault, the fatal fault, of this bill, and 
unless it is amended, in my judgment, anxious and sincere as I am in 
my desire to protect this great interest, which involves a thousand mill- 
ion dollars, I shall vote to recommit this bill to the committee, with a 
view that it may be remodeled, refashioned, reframed, and purified 
and exalted to meet the judgment of the great body of the American 
people. [Laughter and applause. ] 

I now yield twenty minutes of my time to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. POTTER]. 

Mr. POTTER. Mr. Chairman, I entirely sympathize with some of 
the purposes which are sought to be secured by this bill. So faras those 
purposes are within the constitutional power of the country I am not 
only willing but desirous that power shal! be exercised to the end which 
this bill seeks. But, sir, our Government is a system of self-govern- 
ment, of local self-government. There is nothing so significant in our 
Constitution, there is nothing so fundamental or organic in our system 
of government, as that which makes it in every fiber of its construction 
from top to bottom a system for enabling, for guaranteeing, for secur- 
ing self-government within the States and by the people of this Union. 
Our Constitution is to be construed and administered to this end for- 
ever. If it departs from its purpose it will depart from the great pur- 
pose for which it was founded, and it will cease forever to accomplish 
the end for which it was made. 

Now, sir, what does this bill do? In one section of the bill it pro- 
vides for an appointee of the executive department of the Government 
to go over this land, upon the farm, into the barnyard, everywhere, 
make inventory, appraise—ah! it makes it his duty to inventory, ap- 
praise—and report on the condition, upon the value, upon all of this 
vast pro , from the Gulf to the Canadas and from ocean to ocean. 

Some idea has been given of the magnitude of this work by the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. LANHAM] who has preceded me. But, sir, 
consider now some of the magnitude of that work. The work of your 
last census is nothing compared to this work. By whom is it to be 
done? By a branch of the executive department of this Government. 
By what instruments and agents is he todo it? The language of the 
bill is that he is authorized to employ a sufficient force for this pur- 
pose. Now, what force will be sufficient? Why, as has been said, 
$250,000 will not be ten dollars apiece for the force that would be re- 
quired to enter on this work. Why is it necessary that this work 
should be done? Are not the States of this Unjon intelligent on this 

_ Subject? Have they not administered and taken care of this tin- 
dustry? It has been my fortune to see something of the condition of 
domestic animals in other countries as well as in this throughout the 
different States of the Union, and I undertake to say that this country 
can learn nothing from England or any other nation on the subject of 
domestic animals. Under the Constitution this, like all other domestic 
industries, is equally cared for by the States and the people of the States 
themselves. They compete together each to see which has most ex- 
cellence in its system. While pursuing that course, if one State makes 
an advance it is instantly adopted in the other States. When one 
makes a mistake it is avoided by every other State in the Union. 

No State makes a mistake but it is avoided by the other States in 
this Union. Our system of Government is so formed that so long as 
it has free play and so long as we do not attempt from a central source 
and power to interfere with the affairs and duties and the responsibilities 
of the people of the States themselves, it will carry this people forward 
and upward to as high a point as was ever before reached by human 
governments in the history of man. A most important and essential 
element of its progress is that it shall leave to the competition, to the 
experiment, if you will, to the trial of the States, each with the other, 
to say which shall do the best. What is there in our achievements as 
a people during the time that we have been a sovereign people that has 
not sprung from this very root? 

Iam not here, Mr. Chai to defend the doctrine of State rights 
merely. That is not the questiof at this time. This is no question of 
State in, en It is a question of State duties; it is a question of State 
responsibilities; and I am here to say in behalf of my State and her 
people that she is competent to di this duty herself, and is not 
willing to give the discharge of it, so far as this matter of inspection 
is concerned, and so far as anything is concerned outside of what comes 
under the terms commerce, external and internal, to any one else. 
She is not willing to part with her control over that question, because 
she believes she can do it better, that she understands it better, and in- 
tends to do it better anybody else can do it for her. 


Now, sir, in the second section of this bill it is provided that a board 
of officers shall be appointed, and for what purpose? They are to— 
Report upon the best methods of treating, transporting, and caring for ani- 


From the time they are born until the time they die, Isuppose, through- 
out all the vicissitudes and all the conditions in which they may re- 


quire care. Are the great States of this Union—empires in ves, 
one of them of which we have heard this morning equal in area to five 
times the British empire—are the great States of this Union to dele- 
gate the power to an appointee of the Executive of this Government, 
with power to appoint a subordinate, who is to give them the informa- 
tion-as to how they shall treat their domestic animals; or, in the words 
of the bill, “the best methods of treating, transporting, and caring for 
animals?’ : 

This transportation, in so far as it is a matter of interstate commerce, 
may come properly within the purview of the bill. But this does not 
limit it to interstate commerce. And then the bill goes on and pro- 
vides that they shall also reports— 

As to the means to be adopted for the meen and extirpation of this con- 
tagieus pleuro-pneumonia, and to provide against the spread of other conta- 
gious 

Now, what other contagious diseases? I happen to know from my 
own experience, for I have a pretty large farm for the East, and a good 
many cattle on which I bestow my care—I happen to know that there 
are a many of these contagious diseases, and they are all perfectly 
understood by the people in the State. They are all managed in the 
State, and the knowledge of the people of one State is given to another, 
and their treatment is adopted if it be found good. The moment there 
is an improvement in the treatment, it is communicated from one State 
to the other, and no State is allowed to get ahead. There is not the 
slightest need to empower the executive department, with its ap- 
pointees and subordinates, to spread this information among the people. 
There is nothing that this provision can do in behalf of the people on 
this subject that they are not all willing and able to do for themselves, 

Then, sir, this Commissioner of Agriculture is to make rules for the 
extermination of these contagious diseases, and especially pleuro-pneu- 
monia, and upon condition that the States in this Union so agree. But 
i will quote in this respect the language of the bill— ‘ 

Whenever the plans and methods of the Commissioner of Agriculture shall be 
accepted by any State or Territory in which pleuro-pneumonia or other infec- 
tious or contagious disease is declared to exist— 

Then, and not until then, can they co-operate and be co-operated 
with in return by the General Government in the extirpation of that 
disease. 

Why, has it come to this, Mr. Chairman, that these great empires are 
to be told they can not go forward in the extirpation of these diseases 
with the aid and countenance of the Federal Government unless they 
will adopt the methods of the Commissioner of Agriculture and the 
plans which he suggests and agree entirely to them? Now, sir, with 
all the respect that I have for this Commissioner of Agriculture, and I 
knew him many years ago when he was in Massachusetts, and had oc- 
casion to know him professionally, and have great respect for him as a- 
man, I say that with all of that the State of New York is quite as 
competent, and there is not a State in this Union that is not quite as 
competent, to deal with this question as he and all the appointees that 
he can summon to his aid. I hope this bill will be recommitted to the 
committee with instructions to have it brought before us again in such 
shape as to secure the objects which may be legitimately secured by 
such a bill, a bill that shall be entirely within the constitutional power 
of this Government, that shall respect the relations of the States to the 
Government, and shall remember above all things that this Govern- 
ment was made for the purpose of securing and maintaining forever a 
republican form of government by giving the power of government to 
Se aci and within the States by the citizens of the States. [Ap- 
plause. 

Mr. BELFORD. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Hewrrr]. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I will simply use the two minutes 
which the courtesy of the gentleman from Colorado has assigned me 
to have read the resolution of the Legislature of New York bearing not 
on this bill but on this subject. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

STATE or New York, IN ASSEMBLY, 
Albany, January 8, 1 

Whereas the subject of the existence in the United States of the contagious 

disease of cattle known as the lung- or contagious pleuro-pneumon: 


and the necessity and practicability of its being suppressed has, during seve 
recent sessions of Congress, been ‘or the consideration of both Houses 
without any effective action being taken, although earnest fod (pang have been 
made, not only by individual members, but by legislative es, by agricult- 
ural associations, and by representatives of the dairy and grazing interests in 
ss the States; and 
Whereas it has been conclusively shown by the report of the commissioners 
appointed under the authority of Congress to consider the matter, and known 
as the Treasury Cattle Commission, that the disease in question is entirely of for- 
ee origin, that its existence in any country threatens the supply of and of 
k to the inhabitants, that the neglect to extirpate it in time has brought 
great calamity in some countries, while in others, in which proper and timely 
measures have been taken, it has been wholly driven out and kept out, and 
that, under the circumstances existing, the work can be restos É accomplished 
in the United States only by means of an organization unlimited by State lines, 
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and such as Congress alone can authorize and establish, which shall exist for 


the purpose of harmonizing. and unifying the action of the several States in- 
volved, and shall for that purpose be furnished with funds from the national 
, to be expended for an object which is national in its character and 
mi patir? Therefore, 
wed (if the senate concur), That the Senators of this State in Congress be 
ested and the Representatives of this State be requested to use their best 
efforts to secure the enactment of a law to carry into effect the recommenda- 
tions made by the Treasury Cattle Commission in its report transmitted to Con- 
gress in February, 1882, for the extinction of the lung-plague, and to vide 
means therefor, or to secure such other legislation as may speedily and effect- 
ually accomplish the result, 
! Mr. BELFORD. I yield the balance of my time to the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN]. 

Mr. HEPBURN. There seems to be no division in the sentiment of 
this House with reference to the transcendent importance of this bill. 
We know how much of the wealth and what proportion of the indus- 
tries of this country are invested in and devoted toagriculture. Inthe 
State that I in part represent more than a hundred millions of the cap- 
ital of the State are invested in its flocks and herds. We know that 
these animals at any time are liable to great injury if not to. destruc- 
tion. This matter is one of such importance that year after year the 
General Assembly of that State has instructed its members in Congress 
to vote in favor of provisions similar to those in this bill, and the polit- 
ical parties of that State year after year have declared themselves to be 
in favor of suitable legislation in order that this pest may be stamped 
out. Noone, I believe, on this floor is opposed to the results of the 
bill if they can be attained by methods that will not be harmful to 
their ideas of constitutional power. But certain opponents of this bill 
seem to be very sensitive lest the Constitution may be violated. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to call your attention to this fact, that 
in very many instances constitutional limitations from the very earliest 
days of this Government have been determined and interpreted in ac- 
cordance with the supposed interests, political or otherwise, of the men 
announcing them. From the very earliest times your strict construc- 
tionists have been able to trample upon all of their own opinions when- 
ever it became necessary to rout some pet measure, Where can 
you find within the limits of the Constitution an authority for the pur- 
chase of foreign territory? And yet Mr. Jefferson, the father of all 
the strict constructionists politically, did not hesitate to put his hand 
into the er of the United States and take therefrom $15,000,000 
in order to buy foreign territory. 

When the administration desired to make an attack upon the com- 
merce of New England, who of the reigning party hesitated because of 
constitutional limitations to pass the embargo measures and the non- 
intercourse measures that destroyed the commerce of New England and 
for years tied their shipping rotting to their wharves prior to the war 
of 1812? 

When you go a little further, sir, and it became necessary to carry 
out the viewsand institutions of a certain section and you wanted to pur- 
chase the Floridas, who hesitated then about the constitutionality of it? 
And not only that, not only to buy foreign territory, but to sell to a for- 
eign nation millions of acres that we then owned? And I want to re- 
mind gentlemen from Texas who are now such sticklers upon this ques- 
tion thatthe very men whom they now assume to follow felt that they 
could find warrant in the Constitution not simply for this but to trans- 
fer the allegiance of men that were citizens of the United States. For 
you will remember that under the treaty of 1803 by which we acquired 
Louisiana we acquired a large portion of the now State of Texas. But 
by the treaty of 1819 we transferred all of our rights in Texas to the 
most arbitrary government that was then existing, and we took from 
men who were citizens of the United States their rights as citizens and 
made them subject to the King of Spain. 

There was power enough in the Constitution to do this, and the very 
men whom you are now following, or are assuming to follow, are the 
men who felt they had the constitutional power to do it. Come downa 
little later, sir, to the fugitive-slave law. Where do you find in the 
Constitution the authority of the Government of the United States to 
put its hand on the escaping slave? The language of the Constitution 
is this: 

No person held to service or labor in one State, under the laws thereof, es- 
caping into another, shall, in consequence of any law or lation therein, be 
discharged from such service or labor, but shall be delivered up on claim of the 
party to wliom such service or labor may be due. 

No authority for the General Government to authorize its officers to 
invade a “‘sovereign State ” to lay its hand upon a man there seeking 
an asylum not with crime; he shall be delivered up by the 
State authority. But if the State authority elected not to do that, 
you gentlemen felt that you had the power under the Constitution to 
arm not one officer but a thousand if need be and send them to invade 
the ‘‘sovereign States” for the purpose of executing such a law. Yet 
you had no authority save by implication. So, too, in the legislation 
to prevent thespread of yellow fever. Then you did not hesitate to say 
the Government had ample power to place men in quarantine. Com- 
ing down alittle later, where do you find authority for the improvement 
of the private lands for the owner who lives along the margin of the 
Mississippi River? And yet you are putting your hand into the Treas- 
ury and taking from it millions of dollars annually in order to improve 
the private property of men who are the owners of that soil by building 
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levees for their protection. I think I am correct in sayi that when 
your interests lead you in that direction you can find b warrant in 


the Constitution for the acts that seem at the time to be in consonance 
with your interests. 

For my part, sir, I find no difficulty upon this subject. The Con- 
stitution provides that the Congress may regulate the commerce be- 
tween the States. This bill, sir, does not pro to put its hand in 
any way upon the authority of a State until that State is about to in- 
vade another State with articles of commerce that are diseased and that 
imperil our interests. We feel that under this state of affairs we have 
the right to demand protection for ourselves. 

Why, gentlemen say it is the duty and it will be the pleasure of the 
States themselves to enforce needed quarantine. But experience teaches 
us that they donot do it. And year after year the State of Missouri or 
the State of Kansas or the State of Iowa has been invaded by great 
herds of cattle from the State of Texas, carrying disease all along the 
line of their march, which has entailed millions of dollars of loss an- 
nually to each of those States. Would Texas, protect us against that? 
Their interests were to dispose of those herds while they yet had life 
enough to travel beyond the limit of their own border; and acting upon 
the selfish interests that pertain to them (no more perhaps than other 
men), they from year to year exposed us to these losses until we were 
compelled, in a feeble way it is true and most unsuccessfully, to strive 
to protect ourselves. 

We had no adequate protection from this Texas cattle disease until 
there was such a change in the commercial relations of the two States 
or such a construction of new lines of travel as that the cattle either 
passed around us entirely or were carried swiftly through the State 
without stop. As I understand it, the objections that are urged to this 
bill on the ground of a want of constitutional power are against the 
fourth section of the bill. That section provides— 


That whenever a State or Territory in any section of which a contagious, in- 
fectious, or communicable disease exists which the (‘curmissioner of Agriculture 
has declared to be dangerous to the animal industries cheers nation fails to make 


That section simply provides that when these animals are in a dan- 
gerously diseased condition they shall not be forced by their owners 
upon their reluctant neighbors; that is all. It simply provides that 
the infected cattle, the dangerous cattle, the cattle that would destroy 
this branch of the commerce of the country, shall not be permitted to 
invade other States. 

It seems to me that we have had too many illustrations of the inter- 
pretation of the implied powers given to Congress by the Constitution 
to justify our quibbling now with regard toa matter of this kind. We 
have had legislative interpretations over and over again; we Lave had 
executive interpretations over and over again. We find that the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] himself proposes to lay his hand 
upon the entire transportation of this country. We find that he pro- 
poses, if it may be necessary, to absolutely destroy the interest which, 
an individual may have ina corporation in order to secure his ideas of 
economy in t rtation and cheapness of rates. 

Mr. REAGAN. Will the gentleman tell how I propose to destroy 
any property ? 

Mr. HEPBURN. To a certain extent by making such regulations 
as will render the property in certain instances not remunerative, and 
in that way affecting the stock of the company, and to that extent de- 
stroying the property of the stockholder. 

Mr. REAGAN. Nothing of the kind. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Any limitation is to that extent a destruction of 
the property. 

Mr. REAGAN. All I propose to do is to punish certain crimes 
inst transportation. 

Mr. HEPBURN, I agree with the gentleman in the main in regard 
to many matters pertaining to transportation, perhaps not in regard to 
his pet child known as the “ bill.” Perhaps in regard to the 
general subject of transportation there would be no disagreement be- 
tween him and me. The wonderment in my mind is how the gentle- 
man can so interpret the Constitution of the United States as to give to 
himself the right to lay his hand ruthlessly in this manner upon hun- 
dreds of millions of dollars’ worth of property, and then when this other 
question comes up, as much a subject of interest, or nearly so, to us 
as any other, he can see at once the bugaboo of State rights looming up 
before him and can find himself shri¥en of all power to help the people. 

Mr. REAGAN. Will the gentleman allow me to explain to him—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. I know just exactly what your views are, and 
the country knows them, for they have been be fore the country for ten 
years and are well understood. 

Mr. REAGAN. Do you think you fairly represent them, then, it 


you know what they are? 
I think I do. 
I suppose that, without your consent, I can not 


Mr. HEPBURN. 
Mr. REAGAN. 


1884. CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. 937 


show that you either do not know my views, or, knowing them, do not 
represent them correctly? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I 
to any interruptions o 
than the mere question’ of property: it affects the health, and, through 
the health, thelives of our people, It affects not only our property and 
gar herds here, but it affects all the commerce that we have of this kind 


y time can be extended I have no objection 
is character. Thisbillaffects something more 


and character with foreign nations. The mere fact that it is charged 
that this diseasé prevails among us, although, in fact, there may be but 
little of it, affects us every year to the extent of millions of dollars in 
our foreign trade. Å. 

We ask that a quarter of a million of dollars shall be appropriated 
for this purpose, and gentlemen hold up their hands in horror at the 
stupendous sum. Yet we are paying more money every year for the 
adornment of the city of Washington, for the beautifying and preser- 
vation of its squares, for the culture of flowers—more money by thou- 
sands of dollars than we pay out for the benefit of the whole interest 
of agriculture in the United States. Right here in this city and for 
this class of expenditures there is more money lavished every year than 
the aggregate of all the appropriations of Congress for the benefit of the 
great agricultural interests of this country. 

We are now asking, I say, for but this meager sum; there can be no 
more spent than this amount. Gentlemen seem to fear that there is to 
be a multitude of officers appointed by the President to invade every 
section of the country. Let me remind them there are but few places 
to-day where this disease exists, and but few places where the neces- 
sity for the presence of these officers may be felt. Under the provisions 
of this bill there can be but few of them. 

The great bulk of the expenditure of this $250,000 will be for com- 
pensating men whose herds have to be decimated to exterminate this 
disease, I sometimes doubt whether that is a wise provision, A man 
who has an animal liable to spread disease dangerous to the animals of 
his neighbors who will not extirpate the disease by destroying the 
animal ought to have it destroyed by some power superior to his own 
and at his own loss. But this bill provides for compensating him 
amply for that which perhaps is almost entirely worthless. 

There is no provision of the bill in my belief that is not well guarded 
in order to meet the exigencies of the case. These are extreme cases, 
I will admit; but because vary Has such they seem to require what 
might otherwise be considered by some a dangerous exercise of power. 

This bill is not directed alone against pleuro-pneumonia as it is 
known to cattle-men, but it applies to all contagious diseases of do- 
mestic animals. I remember one occasion during the period that the 
gentleman from California [Mr. ROSECRANS] was in command of the 
Army of the Cumberland when he lost from his corral in less than six 
weeks more than 7,000 animals belonging to the Government by a 
disease then called by experts who examined it pleuro-pneumonia. I 
know that we are liable to meet with losses of this er at any 
time; and when now there is little disease, comparatively, in existence; 
while the danger is not most imminent, I want to adopt those wise 
methods which will protect us from the terrible losses that may come 
upon us if we allow the disease to spread all. over the country, reach- 
ing to such an extent that extirpation may not be possible except by 
the expenditure of millions. 

From reading and from the testimony of gentlemen conversant with 
this subject I know that this disease is never removed from the syste: 
of an infected animal. Once there, it remains. It may not immedi- 
ately destroy life; but it spreads contagion. It may not immediately 
kill the animal first affected, but it may destroy hundreds of others, 
for it is never entirely cured. Up to this time no results of science 
promise us any relief. There must be a destruction of the animal in- 
fected in order that we may be freed from the peril. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. GIBSON. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
‘Texas [Mr. REAGAN]. 

Mr. WELLER. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
I understand that as a member of the Committee on Agriculture I would 
be entitled to speak on this bill immediately after the gentleman from 
‘Colorado [Mr. BELFORD]. I desire to’ be informed whether I am cor- 
rect, 


The CHAIRMAN (Mr. MILLS). The present occupant of the chair, 
who is seeking to carry out the views of the permanent chairman of 
the Committee of the Whole, understands that the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. WELLER] will be next recognized. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Chairman, I avail myself of the courtesy of the 
gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. GIBSON ] for the purpose oF: saying 
a word only. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] seems to be 
very greatly distressed because I find constitutional objections to this 
bill, while I do not find such objections to the Congressional regulation 
of interstate commerce, and a great many other things of which he 
speaks. If the gentleman had listened to the remarks I made to-day, 
he would have understood me as distinctly stating that there are within 
the powers of Congress, without violating the Constitution, measures 
which might be adopted for aiding in the prevention of the spread of 
disease among cattle. He would have heard me say that the power 
which Congress can exercise in this respect is that which is derived from 


the authority to regulate commerce among the States, and with for- 
eign nations, and with the Indian tribes. Outside of this power, Con- 
gress has no authority over this subject. No court has ever held that 
under this power the Congress of the United States can go into a State 
and attempt to regulate its purely domestic and local affairs. Now 
this bill proposes to regulate the domestic and local affairs of a State, 
in plain violation of the Constitution, in disregard of all the opinions of 
the Supreme Courtand other courts that have passed upon the provisions 
of the Constitution bearing on this subject. : 

Some of the Speeches made by gentlemen on the other side would 
seem to imply that the men making them have never read the Consti- 
tution. Certainly they are made by men who have no respect for the 
Constitution, and regard itas no barrier to the exertion of their powers. 
If the Constitution has any purpose it is to point out what the Federal 
Government may do—that it may exercise certain national and inter- 
national powers. No one ever dreamed that the object of the Consti- 
tution was to enable the Federal Government to go into the States and 
take the management of their local affairs. 3 

Mr. HEPBURN. How about the fugitive-slave law ? 

Mr. REAGAN. The fugitive-slave law was passed pursuant to a pro- 
vision of the Constitution which authorized its If the gentle- 
man had read the Constitution he would not have asked me that ques- 
tion, I had suspected before that he had never read it. [Laughter] 
The Supreme Court sustained the constitutionality of the fugitive-slave 
law, and that court has generally been a law-abiding body. 

Mr. BAYNE. I would like to ask the gentleman what provision of 
the Constitution authorized the enactment of a law for pursuing the 
fugitive slave into the States that had not the institution of slavery. 

Mr. REAGAN. The Constitution confers on Congress all the powers 
necessary to execute the express provisions of the instrument. I refer 
to Article IV, section 2, clause 3; and to Article I, section 8, and clause 
18, of the Constitution of the United States, 

Mr. BAYNE. There is not a line or a word in the Constitution that 
authorizes it, and the decision of the Supreme Court was in violation 
of the Constitution. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Chairman, I saw to-day in Puck a picture with 
the words ‘‘Theold hose won’t work.” Now, gentlemen had better let 
the fugitive-slave law alone. ‘‘The old hose’’ will not work. We 
had better argue a constitutional question on its merits, not appeal to 
the prejudices of the past. Is there nothing higher than prejudice to 
influence the minds of men who direct the legislation of this Congress? 
Are we here to consult for the best interests of the country, or are we 
aos like the gentleman from Iowa, to appeal to nonsense and to prej- 
udice ? 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HISCOCK. I would like to ask the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. 
REAGAN] asingle question. I hope the gentleman from West Virginia 
[Mr. eson] will yield for a moment longer. 

Mr. GIBSON. I will if the question is pertinent to this bill. 

Mr. HISCOCK. It is. I would not ask any other. I ask the gen- ` 
tleman from Texas whether he did not support the bill of 1879 creating 
a national board of health ? 

Mr. REAGAN. I can not say. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to call the attention of the gentleman to a 
provision in that bill. In section 3, after it provides that the board of 
health shall act in concert with the boards of health of the different 
States, it goes on to say as follows: 

And at such ports and places within the United States where quarantine regu- 
lations exist under the authority of the State, which, in the opinion of the Na- 
tional Board of Health, are not sufficient to prevent the introduction of such 
diseases into the United States, or into one State from another, the National 
Board of Health shall report“the facts to the President ofthe United States, who 
shall, if, in his judgment, it is necessary and proper, order said Board of Health to 
make such additional rules and pran front as are necessary to prevent the in- 
troduction of such diseases into the United States from foreign countries, or into 
one State from another, which, when so rhade and approved by the President, 
shall be promulgated by the National Board of Health and enforced by the sani- 
tary authorities of the State where the State authorities will undertake to exe- 
cute and enforce them; but if the State authorities shall fail or refuse to enforce 
said rules and regulations, the President may detail an officer or appoint a 
proper peon for that purpose. 

Mr. REAGAN. ‘There were two bills. I am not certain whether I 
voted for that bill or not. [Laughter on the Republican side.] There 
was one of them I votedagainst. Thegentleman from New York knows 
my position on that question; it was to prevent diseases coming into 
this from other countries. 

Mr. HISCOCK. No. 

Mr. REAGAN. There the power of Congress was exclusive, because 
the United States has control over foreign intercourse, I objected to 
interfering with the relations between the States. 

Mr. COCK. It was to prevent the introduction of yellow fever 
from one State to another, and I believeit had the unanimous vote from 
the Democratic side. 

Mr. REAGAN. Oh, no! 

Mr. GIBSON. I do not yield any further to the tleman for this 
colloquy. Iwill yield, however, for five minutes to the gentleman from 
New York. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Mr. Chairman, I think I am in a better 
condition, perhaps, than my friend from Texas to answer the query of 
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my colleague from Syracuse. I never favored that system of quaran- 
tining by which the rights and privileges of the States were overridden 
by Federal legislation. Ineverdid. [Laughterandapplause.] Every 
time when these Federal bills for quarantining came up, when there 
was a prospect of yellow fever or cholera, if I could not kill the bill I 
always got a proviso on it that it should not affect our State quarantine 
and our State relations. [Applause and laughter. } 

Mr. HISCOCK. I wish to say, Mr. Chairman, in justice to my col- 
league, that he with a gentleman from Connecticut did stand up as a 
marked monument against this legislation. [ Applause. ] 

Mr. COX, of New York. I have always been a monument in this 
House. [Laughter and applause.] The reason I have stood out so 
long and why I stand here to-day is because I am a representative of 
that peculiar cycle in relation to these Federal divisions as a State and 
to Federal legislation. After many years the old cycle comes around 
again, and I appeal to men of the Democratic faith if they believe in 
it— 


Mr. BELFORD. Ido not believe they do. [Laughter.] 

Mr. COX, of New York. Well, the vote will test it. When my 
friend from Maine smiles about it I know he never had a particle of 
that kind of faith [laughter], and he never will have it. The State of 
Maine does not encourage it. 

Mr. REED. It is a compliment to me for the past and a felicitation 
for the future. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. COX, of New York. I only hope the gentleman’s future in this 
world and in the next will be better than any man who lives in the 
State of Maine. [Laughter.] 

But I desire, in the two minutes which are not quite gone, to say 
that the very form, structure, system, genius of our Federal policy de- 
mand that we should not have legislation in this sweeping kind of 
way. It is undertaking by Federal power to get the States to revise 
their municipal regulations. 

It will not be well done. It is done against the interest as well as 
against the rights of the citizens; and though you may bring in a bet- 
ter bill, and though I hope one will come in to conform to our principle 
of interstate commerce under the Constitution, or of foreign commerce 
under the Constitution, I want to vote for no bill which will intrench 
upon the rights of the States or break in upon that old, well-ordered 
division of State and Federal sovereignty which is the refinement of 
our system and the honor of mankind. [ Applause. ] 

Mr. HISCOCK. Let meask my colleague a single question, whether 
in the last Congress he did not vote for every resolution which appro- 
priated money for the sufferers by the freshets of the Mississippi? 

Mr. COX, of New York. I do not think I did. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Every single one, I believe. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I may have voted for a good many bad 
bills that the chairman of the Committee on Appropriationsgbrought 
in. I plead ignorance, because I never could get much out of him on 
the committee. [Laughter and applause. } 

Mr, GIBSON. Mr. Chairman, the wide range that the discussion of 
this subject has assumed would, even without a close scrutiny or criti- 
cism of the bill itself and its provisions, convince any man who has 
paid any attention to it that it involves questions of vital importance 
to the people of every section of this country, and that it embraces not 
only questions of organic government but that it embraces also great 
industrial questions which now so much interest and agitate the land. 

I regret very much that in the discussion of a measure intended to 
accomplish a great in the protection of private property and the 
vested interests of this country we have not been able to treat it asa 
question alone of that character, but have had every sort of political 
poguera injected and involved in the discussion. And when I remem- 

what has been the course of gentlemen upon the other side for the 
last two or three years, I must confess my utter rise to hear their 
attack on any thing like Staterights. I remember that when the doc- 
trine of State rights would enable them to steal the Presidency of this 
country they hugged it to their bosoms with lecherous embrace. I 
remember when their party became the ally of Mahoneism in the at- 
tempt to capture the State of Virginia with corrupt motives, nobody 
cried out for the rights of the States like gentlemen on the other side. 
It only to show, Mr. Chairman, that when we come to consider 
this subject we allow ourselves to be carried off by political prejudice 
and bias and drift away from the true question that is presented. 

But let us for a moment undertake to consider this bill beyond the 
constitutional question, for that has been discussed; and before Igoin- 
to a criticism of the bill, I must say that I wish to express my grati- 
tude to the gentleman from New York for the very clear exposition he 
gave of some of the defects init. Ido not mean to charge that the 
intelligent Committee on hy ra designedly got up this bill and 
put it here in the shape wefind it. I believethey were honest in their 
intentions; but I think every member of this House will see that they 
have been overreached, and that the bill as it stands here is a fraud 
upon its face and intended to perpetrate a great wrong upon the people. 

What has been said in defense of this bill? Has any man argued to 
you here that this is a bill to create a census bureau for cattle? Not 
a solitary argument has been used in defense of it. They have told 
you it was for the purpose of preyenting the destruction of cattle, and 


that alone. They have told you it was for the purpose of the promo- 
tion or protection of the public health. Why, gentlemen, that is but 
the smallest part of it. That is not the onic of the bill. Itis- 
not intended to affect, as we are told, all the¥States, but only certain 
portions of a few of the States. The real object, the effect of the bill, 
its purpose, is to secure an army of office-holders all over the land who- 
shall take the place of the routed internal-revenue officials and pry 
into every man’s household and ride over every man’s farm. Why, I 
repeat, the diseases of cattle have but little to do with it. Listen but 
fora moment. We are told— s 

That the Commissioner of Agriculture shail organize in his department a bu- 
reau of animal industry, and shall appoint a chief ti therefor, who shall be a com- 
petent veterinary surgeon, whose duty it shall be— 

What? 
to investigate and report upon the number. 

He must go into every county in every State and Territory of this- 
Union. He must go upon every farm in every county. He must list 
the number of cattle, the number of horses, the number of sheep, and. 
the number of hogs, and down to the very chickens that scratch about: 
in his yard. Not only must he list the number of them, but he must 
get at their value; an assessment upon every farm in the country! 
Not only that, but he'shall inquire into the condition of every domestic: 
animal in the land; and, further than that, he shall inquire as to how 
these domestic animals areused. If he findsa man who has a hundred. 
head of cattle, he must inquire and report whether ten are used as- 
work-oxen; how many are used as cows, and how many are used for 
one purpose and how many for the other. And for the purpose of al- 
lowing him to execute this monstrous raid and to give him an oppor- 
tunity of dischargingits onerous duties, this committee added this won- 
derful clause, that he should have power, “‘and is hereby authorized, to 
employ a force sufficient for this p he 

Now, I say, gentlemen, this bill isa fraud upon its face. Every argu- 
ment has shown it to be such, and not a single advocate of this bill has. 
defended it upon any ground. Even the vigorous gentleman from Mis- 
souri who championed the bill has not undertaken to put it before the 
Honse in a light that can commend it to our judgment. 

Why, sir, there is not a State in this Union that has not its own cen- 
sus upon these things. And you can go down here to the national Cen- 
sus Office, and there you can get all these censuses. 

But this remarkable bill is to create an officer in every county, and to- 
send them all over the country for the purpose of retaking the census. 
And where, sir, will it stop? Does it end in one year? Where is the- 
limitation of it? The census is taken one year, according to this bill, 
and then it may be taken again in the next. The report upon the con- 
dition of the cattle of one year would amount to nothing to show what 
is their condition in the next. Of this bill, the handiwork of a Demo- 
cratic majority and a Republican minority in this Honse, the result 
would be that you would have a whole host of thousands of office-holders. 
riding throughout the land and fattening on the substance of the people. 
Let this bill be , and you would not have cattle enough in the- 
country to pay their expenses by the time they were done with it. 

And yet it is this feature of the bill which has been slurred over and, 
covered in this way. The very point and pith of the bill is covered 
up. Every single advocate of it has told you he wishes to protect the 
people against diseased cattle, to build up the agricultural interest, and 

take care of the health of the country. What limitation is there- 
on this? Can you tell me any other act ever passed by this or any 
other Congress in which a subordinate officer has been given such unlim- 
ited power? And that subordinate officer, what is he? My friend 
from Texas [Mr. LANHAM] said a horse-doctor; my friend from Colo- 
rado [Mr. BELFORD] said a scientific crank. The advocates of the bill 
call him the one and the opponents of the bill the other. But we do- 
know from common reputation in this country that we have no such 
thing as skilled veterinary surgeons who occupy that place in the scien- 
tific world that entitles them tothe unlimited power of a bureau officer 
in this country. 

But, Mr. Chairman, that is only one of the features of this bill. That 
I say isits chief feature. I have already expressed my utter astonish- 
ment that a committee, an intelligent committee of this House, would 
report a bill giving such unlimited power into the hands of a subordi- 
nate officer and opening the door of the Treasury so wide. That com- 
mittee must have been carried away with the magnificent idea of my 
friend from Colorado in his desire to open the public Treasury. 

But, Mr. Chairman, that is not all it proposes to give to those officers. 
It proposes not only that he shall take a census, butafter he has taken 
this census it proposes that he shall adopt rules and methods and say 
in what kind of cars you shall carry your cattle, how far you shall 
drive them in a day, how often you shall feed them, where you shall 
stop with them. The second section of the bill says he shall adept 
rules and those rules shall govern the transportation of cattle, and that 
no man shall transport cattle otherwise than according to the rules 
adopted by him. 

Following the bill up we come to section 3. That is the most re- 
markable section, I venture to say, that has ever been found in any bil} 
introduced into this House. What is it? 

You have now this scientific crank or this horse-doctor bureau. You 
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have made him the arbitrator of the rights of the people in the ques- 
tions of disease. He has reported to his chief officer, the chief of the 
Bureau of Agriculture; and they have laid down certain rules. Then 
those rules are what? Mark the language. Those rules laid down by 
this horse-doctor for the government of these things are certified to the 
chief executive of the State, and the chief executive of the State is told 
he has got to approve of those rules and submit to them under the 
threat-of the State being quarantined or, as the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. HATCH] said, under the threat of a wall of fire being built 
all around it that will néither let others in nor themselves out. 

I asked the gentleman from Missouri when he was discussing this 
matter: suppose, upon the statement of this officer, there was this dis- 
ease and the authorities of the State declare the disease did not exist? 
How was that tobe settled? Here is this scientific crank, or this horse- 
doctor, or this agent, or this chief of this new bureau; he sits do:vn in 
the city of Washington and certifies that in the State of New York, or 
the State of Missouri, pleuro-pneumonia, pink-eye, distemper, lung- 
fever, hog-cholera, rot in sheep, or anything else exists. Thereupon 
the chief of the Agricultural Bureau telegraphs or writes to the execu- 
tive of that State: ‘‘ My subordinate has informed me that there exists 
contagious disease in your State. Now you mustagree with me tkat I 
shall send my men there to slaughter the cattle all over your State; and 
not only that, but you must agree with me that your State will pay half 
the cost that my agents will fix, or I will build a wallof fire around you.” 

And yet gentlemen stand here and undertake to tell us that thisis a 
fair bill; that it does not invade constitutional rights, that it does not 
invade every idea and every principle of good government. The gov- 
ernor of the State replies: ‘‘ You are mistaken}; no such thing exists; 
my veterinarian ms say it does not exist; my people say it does 
not exist.” ‘‘Ah, but,” says the chief of the bureau or the President, 
tI have a man here created by Congress, the supreme islature of 
this land, and he has declared that it exists, arid I must take what he 
says in preference to your statement; and as you have not agreed with 
me to an unlimited call for which your State treasury will be responsi- 
ble, I will declare a.quarantine in your State, and no man shall come 
out of it with a hoof of cattle or take one in.” 

Mr. BROWNE, of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield for a 
motion that the committee rise? 

Mr. GIBSON. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I move that the committee rise. 

Mr. GIBSON. The Chair will understand that I am entitled to the 
floor when the consideration of the bill is resumed. 

The motion of Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. Cops reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the bill (H. 
R. 3967) for the establishment of a bureau of animal industry, to pre- 
vent the exportation of diseased cattle, and to provide means for the 
suppression and extirpation or mie pronen and other contagious 
diseases among domestic ani , had come to no resolution thereon. 

AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 


Mr. HERBERT. Task consent to have read at this time a proposed 
amendment to the rules, so that it may be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. RANDALL. Itis understood that it is read for information only, 
as other proposed amendments have been read. 

TheSPEAKER. It will be read merely for information, and printed 
in the RECORD, as other proposed amendments have been. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Whenever the House is in Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union and a bill isreached for consideration, and before its consideration is be- 
gun, one motion may be made that the committee lay that bill aside and take up 
any other on that Calendar, which motion shall be decided by a majority of the 
committee without debate. 

Mr. WELLER. I move that the House now adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly ( at 5 o’clock p. m.) the 
House adjourned. 


"PETITIONS, ETC. 
e following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAYNE: Paper relating to the claim of Anna Rogers—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CANNON; Paper relating to the claim of Alexander Jolly— 
to the Committee on War Clai r ten oh 

By Mr. G. R. QAVIS: Petition of Sprague, Warner ., Chicago, 
nl, Be N the nae of the law pea the manufacture Po 
egar—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DIBRELL: Papers relating to the claim of Smith J. Walling— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GLASCOCK: Resolution of the board of trustees of Sacra- 
mento City, Cah, asking for an appropriation to erect a Government 
building at Sacramento City—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, : 

Also, petition of prominent business firms and others, on the sam 
subject—to the same committee. 

Ry Mr. GOFF: Petition of C. H. Beall and 29 others, praying for the 


restoration of the tariff of 1867 on foreign wools—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HARDY: Petition of Thomas Passenger, for relief—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOUK: Memorial of William D. Watkins, late lieutenant, 
&c.—to the Committee Ön War Claims. : 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Petition of real-estate agents of the District of 
Columbia, for the repeal of the license tax as to them—to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. . 

By Mr. LACEY: Memorial of Julia E. Revere, in relation to grant- 
ing her an increase of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

y Mr. LAWRENCE: Petition, &c., fer the relief of Clement A. 
Peck—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McCOID: Petitions, papers, and resolutions relative to the 
~ Moines Rapids Canal pier—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 

TS, 

Also, memorial of the city of Keokuk, Iowa, in relation to the har- 
bor at that place—to the same committee. : 

By Mr. MATSON: Petition of Thomas A. Kennedy and 125 others, 


of Martinsville, Ind., asking that arrears be given all pensioners—to | 


the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MITCHELL: Petition of citizens of Connecticut, for a re- 
survey of Long Island Sound, &c.—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. MULLER: Petition of P. H.& W Ebling and John Eichler 
and others, citizens of New York, that an act be passed authorizing the 

of War to contract with Charles Stoughton and his associates 
for the entire work of improving the Harlem River, New York, &.— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CHARLES O'NEILL: Papersin the case of William 8. Stock- 
ton—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PETTIBONE: Papers relating to the claim of John G. 
King—to the Committee on War Claims. À 

, petition of John G. Brown, asking for the removal of charge of 
desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of several citizens of Kansas, for education 
in Alaska—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. C. A. SUMNER: Papers relating to the claim of C. W. C. 
Dunnington—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. THROCKMORTON: Petition of citizens of Garvin, Wise 
County, Texas, for a mail-route—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TUCKER: Petition of O. F. Bresee, of Virginia, in regard to 
the cargo of the Amy Warwick—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WAKEFIELD: Petition of 200 citizens of Southern Minne- 
sota, asking a full investigation by Con; of all matters connected 
with the grant of lands to the State of Minnesota under act of July 4, 
1866, to aid in the construction of the Southern Minnesota Railroad 
&e,—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. WASHBURN: Memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, , relative to increasing the United States Navy—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. G 

By Mr. WILLIS: Sundry papers, petitions, and resolutions relative 
to the improvement of the Harlem River, New York—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, February 7, 1884. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 
- The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


UNION PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which, with the ac- 
companying paper, was referred to the Committee on Railroads, and 
ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith for the consideration of Congress a communication un- 
der date of the 2d instant from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting the 
last annual report of the Government directors of the Union Pacific Railway 


Company. 
The re s 
A report pporetneridrn = Secretary's communication has been sent to 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 6, 1884, 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of Theodore W. 
Dwight and other citizens of New York, praying for the collection of 
divorce statistics, &c., as a basis for future legislation on that subject; 
which was referred to the Committee om the Judiciary. 

Mr. LAPHAM a memorial of members of Gordon Granger 
Post, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of New York, who are 
honorably discharged soldiers and sailors of the United States, remon- 
strating against the proposed change in the method of paying pensions; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CALL presented a petition of citizens of Saint Augustine, Fla., 
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members of the Saint Augustine Yacht Club, praying for the improve- 
ment of the harbor at that place; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. GARLAND presented the petition of William B. Raiford, of 
Phillips County, Arkansas, praying compensation for property taken 
and used by the United States Army during the late war; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented the petition of William H. Small, late 
private in Companies E and K, Fifteenth Pennsylvania Cavalry, praying 
to be allowed a pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

He also presented resolutions adopted at the ninety-ninth convention 
of the Protestant Episcopal Church in the diocese of Pennsylvania; 
resolutions adopted by the town council of Easton, Pa.; and resolu- 
tions adopted by the select and common councils of Philadelphia, Pa., 
favoring a certain platform of principles to govern the Indian policy of 
the United States; which were referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 1 

Mr. HARRISON presented the petition of William B. Deckert and 
20 others, members of Newton Red Post, Grand Army of the Republic, 
Indiana, praying that the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD be sent to each 
post of the Grand Army of the Republic; which was referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 

Mr, MILLER, of California, presented a memorial of the Board of 


Trade of Sacramento, Cal., remonstrating against a forfeiture of the | P 


land grant to the California and Oregon Railroad; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented a petition of Lincoln Post, No. 1, Department-of 
California, Grand Army of the Republic, praying an amendment ofthe 
civil-service rules favoring honorably discharged soldiers and sailors of 
the late war; which was referred to the Committee on Civil Service 
‘and Retrenchment. 

Mr. SAWYER presented the petition of H. B. Swain, F. O. Clarke, 
J. Connelly, and 15 other citizens of Michigan, and the petition of 
James Tobin, J. M. Longyear, D. H. Ball, R. W. Humphrey, and 27 
other citizens of Michigan, praying for the passage of a bill confirming 
their titles as purchasers of public lands inside the Ontonagon and 
Brulé Railroad grant in Northern Michigan; which were referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 848) to amend section 2776 of the Revised Statutes 
ofthe United States so as to authorize the unloading of coal, salt, rail- 
road iron, and other like articles in bulk, under the superintendence 
of customs officers, at the expense of parties interested, at places to be 
designated by the Secretary of the Treasury within the collection dis- 
trict, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Patents, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 1019) for the relief of Peter K. Dederick, reported it with 
an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PLATTS The Committee on Patents, to whom was referred on 
the 10th day of January, 1884, the petition of William H. Ward, of 
Monongahela City, Pa., praying for the passage of a bill paying him 
for a bullet-machine furnished to the Navy Department, have directed 
the petition to be transmitted to the Court of Claims under the pro- 
visions of the act known as the Bowman bill, and I make report of that 
fact to the Senate. 

Mr. VANCE, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred a petition of members of the police force of the 

' District of Columbia who were in office during the year 1867, claiming 
the amounts due them under the joint resolution of Congress approved 
February 28, 1867, submitted a report thereon, accompanied by a bill 
(S. 1432) for the relief of the Metropolitan police force of the District of 
Columbia; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. CONGER, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1149) to amend an act entitled “An act toamend the 
statutes in relation to immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and 
for other purposes,’’ approved June 10, 1880, reported it without amend- 
ment. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Tam directed by the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
to which was referred the bill (S. 77) for the relief of John G. Rose, to 
report it adversely. I ask that the bill be placed on the Calendar, as one 
Senator on the committee desires me to do so. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will be placed on the Calendar 
with the adverse report of the committee. : 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 453) for the reliefof Coronna, Taussig & Co., and others, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PIKE, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, towhom 
was referred the bill (S. 1148) for the relief of William B. Moses, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1104) relative to acknowledgments of conveyances of land in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 
thereon, 


Mr. VAN WYCK, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (8. 57) for the relief of settlers and purchasers of 
lands on the public domain in the States of Nebraska and Kansas, re- 
ported it with an amendment. Á 

Mr. JACKSON, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 29) for the relief of the State National Bank of Boston, 
Mass., reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

ISRAEL DODGE’S LAND CLAIM. 


Mr. DOLPH. Iam instructed by the Committee on Public Lands, 
who were directed by a resolution of the Senate of December 11, 1883, 
to investigate the issue of certain scrip to the heirs of Israel Dodge, to 
submit a report, together with the testimony taken by the committee, 
and to ask that the committee be discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the subject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be entered if there 
be no objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the testimony be printed? 

The PRESIDENT P ah tempore. The testimony seems to be volumi- 
nous. The Senator from Oregon did not move to have it printed. 

Mr. DOLPH. I supposed, that being a part of the report of the com- 
mittee, it would be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there a written report? 

Mr. DOLPH. There is a written report, and the testimony is ap- 
ded to the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then it will be printed, under the 
rule. ; 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CULLOM (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1433) for the relief of 
persons to whom the governors of the Northwest and Indiana Territo- 
ries confirmed lands, which lands were afterward sold by the United 
States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr, LAPHAM (by request) introduced a bill (S, 1434) for the relief 
of Daniel W. Lee & Co., of New York city, N. Y.; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PIKE introduced a bill (8. 1435) to fix the positions of the as- 
sistant astronomers at the Naval Observatory; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 1436) granting a pension to 
Francis M. Cox; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying paper and the papers on file relating to the case, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. i 

Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 1437) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of David A. Hawk; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1438) for the relief of Anna Holborn; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Jn- 
dian Affairs. 

Mr. PLATT (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1439) to remove the 
political disabilities of Anderson Merchant; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BOWEN introduced a bill (S. 1440) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to accept and ratify the agreement submitted by the confed- 
erated bands. of Ute Indians in Colorado for the sale of their reservation 
in said State, and for other purposes,” approved June 15, 1880; which 
was read twice by its title, and referréd to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, 

Mr. KENNA introduced a bill (S. 1441) to authorize the construc- 
tion of bridges across the Great Kanawha River, and to prescribe the 
dimensions of the same; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. KENNA. In introducing this bill I desire to say that there is 
a difference of opinion as to the propriety of the height of the bridges 
authorized by it to be constructed so as not to interfere with naviga- 
tion. Therefore I have left the height blank. There are also other 

rovisions of the bill which I have not personally investigated to which 
i wish to give some attention and perhaps make some suggestions 
about. There is a general desire to have the bridges, but likewise a 
universal feeling against interference with the navigation. I 1 
place all available information on the subject before the committee, 
and hope that if the bill is not now it may be so formulated as to per- 
mit the bridges and save harmless the navigation. 

I move that the bill be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (S. 1442) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to provide for the appointment of a Mississippi River com- 
mission for the improvement of the said river from the head of the 
passes, near its mouth, to its headwaters,” approved June 28, 1879; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Improvement of the Mississippi River and Tributaries. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 1443) granting a pension to Peter 
Riley; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 1444) granting a pension to William J. 
es Which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions, ; 
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Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 1445) to provide for the settle- 
ment of the rightsof the Statesand of the corporations and personsinter- 
ested in any grant of lands in aid of railroads and canals which shall 
be declared forfeited by an act of Congress; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. LAPHAM introduced a bill (S. 1446) granting an increase of 
pension to Mrs. Lou. Gobright McFalls; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, introduced a bill (S. 1447) to author- 
ize the construction of certain bridges across the Staten Island Sound, 
known as Arthur Kill or Kill von Kull, and to establish the same as 
post-roads; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 56) for the relief 
of Martin and P. B. Murphy; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. HARRIS. The joint resolution provides for the payment of 
claims againstthe Light-House establishment growing out of the embez- 
zlement and forgery of one of the officers of the Government, who, by 
the way, is now in the penitentiary. The joint resolution authorizes 
repayment out of the unexpended balances of appropriations heretofore 
made, and I suppose the Committee on Claims probably would be the 
proper committee to consider it. I move that it be referred, with the 
accompanying papers, to the Committee on Claims. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. HARRISON introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 57) for the relief 
of Maria V. Brown, assignee; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MORRILL. I gave notice last week that I would ask the Sen- 
ate this morning to take up for consideration the bill{S. 1139) author- 
izing the construction of a building for the accommodation of the Con- 
gressional Library. As it isa bill very like what has several times 
passed the Senate heretofore, I think it will take but a very short time, 
and it is important that the bill should pass and go to the other House 
in order to get early consideration. I ask unanimous consent to take 
up the bill now. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask the Senator from Vermont to defer his request 
until the morning business is over. I have a resolution which I wish 
to offer, which I suppose will not occupy any time. 

Mr. MORRILL. I will yield for that purpose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Itrequires unanimous consent to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of a bill at this time. After the order of res- 
olutions is finished it will be open tothe Senator from Veymont to move 
to proceed to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. MORRILL. Very well. 


REFERENCE OF PAPERS TO THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 


Mr. HOAR. I submit the following resolution, and ask that it be 
now adopted by unanimous consent: ý 

Resolved, That any committee of the Senate which shall cause any claim or 
matter pending before it to be transmitted to the Court of Claims under the pro- 
visions of the act of March 3, 1883, shall report the fact of such transmission to the 
Senate, and such report shall be entered upon the Journal. 

I desire to say in explanation of the resolution, that the act which 
was passed at the close of the last session, known as the Bowman bill, 
authorized any committee of the Senate to transmit any bill or matter 
pending before it to the Court of Claims for a finding upon the facts. 
The Journal shows the history ofall bills and all resolutions which are 
pending in the Senate, and the list of bills contained in the bound vol- 
ume of the REcoRD shows also the history of all bills and petitions 
which come before this body. But under the new statute a bill may be 
referred to a committee and totally disappear from the Journal and 
from the Recorp. My desire is to provide that when a committee 
under this authority sends a matterto the Court of Claims it shall report 
the fact, so that the Journal and the RECORD will show the history of it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. GARLAND. Let it be again reported. 

The resolution was read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is exactly right, I think; but ought it not 
to be a standing rule, so that it will be published with our rules? 

Mr. HOAR. I suppose it will become astanding rule. That is the 
reason why I asked that it be adopted by unanimous consent, that by 
a suspension of the standing rules it may be adopted without notice. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? The Chair hears none. The question is, 
Will the Senate agree to the resolution ? 

The resolution was agreed to. 

TORPEDO MACHINERY. 

Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution; which was considered 
by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
to ti Banais ihe oo of the so-called Bik ine beard ope! detente enina the 
torpedo machinery of the Destroyer and other papers in the Navy Department 
relating tothe same. 


GEOGRAPHICAL CONGRESS AT VENICE. 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada, submitted the following concurrent resolu- 
tion; which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate of the United States (the House of Representatives concurring 
therein), That there 1 be printed in quarto form and bound by the Govern- 
ment Printer 5,000 copies of the report of the commissioner and delegate of the 
War Department to the third international geographical congress and exhibi- 
tion at Venice, Dayi 1,000 copies for the use of the Senate, 3,000 copies for the 
use of the House of Representatives, and 1,000 copies for the use of the War De- 
partment; and the style of the text, together with the accompanying plates and 
maps, to correspond with like publications of, and the latter from proofs cor- 
rected and approved at, the Engineer Department, United States Army. 


CASE OF CARLOS AGUERO. 
Mr. CALL. I offer the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be requested to prevent the 
delivery of Señor Carlos Agiiero, now in prison at Key West, Fla., and held for 
extradition on the demand of the Government of Spain under the treaty of extra- 
dition, until it shall be ascertained that the charges against him are true, and 
that he is not held for political offenses; and that the President be requested to 
direct the Attorney-General of the United States to have an in ion of the 
case made and evidence taken; and if it shall be found that the said Sefior Car- 
los Agiiero has been arrested in the United States for political offenses alleged 
to have been committed in the island of Cuba, that he cause such procconimgs 
to be had in conformity with law as will prevent the extradition of the 
Señor Carlos Agüero. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What reference does the Senator- 
desire? 

Mr. CALL. I hold in my hand—— à 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator ask for the presen 
consideration of the resolution or its reference? 

Mr. CALL. I shall ask for its reference when I state the object of 
the resolution. I hold in my hand the proceedings of a mass-meeting 
of Cuban citizens of the United States, held at San Carlos Hall, in the 
city of Key West, Fla., on the 24th of January, 1884, for the purpose 
of taking action relative to the arrest and imprisonment of the Cuban 
patriot Señor Carlos Agüero, and it was resolved to issue the following 
address: 

Our esteemed friend Señor Carlos Agiiero has this mo 
this city by the United States marshal and lodged in jail at the instigation and 
upon the unjust demand of the Spanish Government to the authorities at Wash- 
arrest will be followed by the deli of the prisoner to the san- 


gana whi 
government that tyrannizesover our beloved Cuba, unless the American 
vernment and American people carefully scrutinize the political history and 
ver-faithful ” isle, 


been arrested in 


beinga high and a robber, in order that under the provision of the recent 
n treaty he may be delivered up as an ordinary inal, and thusagain 
satiate its thirst in the b of one of the most valiant soldiers of Cuban liberty; 


the present century, and 

ers of Cuban liberty Joen Agüero and Narciso Lo and later the same epi- 

thets were applied to Manuel de oe pron Figueredo, o Ag- 

— and all the officers, soldiers, and sympathizers of the noble cause of 
y. 

No! Señor Agüero, who to-day languishes ah ee at Key West under criminal 
Gan Aad ro by the Spanish Government, is neither a highwayman nor a 
ew He bears the reputation of a valiant soldier and standard. rin 
the strife for Cuban liberty and independence, which record has been honorably 
won during the ten years of military service under the orders of Generals Agra- 
monte, Gomez, Sa Reeve, &c. 

Upon the termination of the war, and peace ae proclaimed at Zanjon in 
1878, Chief Agüero retired to private life until the following year, when, in obe» 
dience to the orders of General Calixto Garcia, the leader of a new movement 
in Cuba, he — took up arms in defense of his country, when he was made a 
prisoner by the Spanish Government and condemned to die, but in 
company with another patriot named yee pos Arango. After his arrest and 
escape Señor Agüero was not connected with the Cuban movement until Decem- 
ber of 1882, at which time, acting in accord with and under instructions from 
the Cuban revolutionary centers and a number of our chief agents, he again took 
an active part by enlisting yand support and seeking protection for his 
contemplated march to’ e Cuban army in the interior of the island. 

In obedience to these instructions Señor Agüero remained in Cuba until, under 
pressure of his advisers, who appeayed to be acting in accord and with the con- 
eurrence of the Spanish Government, he left the battlefields with two of his 
companions and reached the city of Havana, where he remained unmolested, 
and where he publicly took passage for this city, where he arrived on the 15th 
of November and from whence he immediately proceeded to New York, 
having returned here within the past eight days. We invite the particular at- 
tention of the American people and the American Government to these facts, 
which illustrate the perfidy involved in the request of the Spanish Government 
for the delivery of Señor Agüero after having allowed the de: 
and companions from Cuba within the past few months. 
by pe pata: upon which are based demands of the Spanish Government 
for his extradition, are none other those recognized and resorted to by all 
nations in time of war, and which the Cuban patriots have been justified in 
using at all times to combat the tyranny of a government which enslaves them. 


I am requested by that and respectable body of American citi- 
zens to bring this subject to the notice of the Senate and to ask that the 
resolution which I have offered may be passed. 

Article 3 of the convention between the United Stat and Spain of 
1877 declares ‘‘ that the provisions of the convention shall not import 
claim of extradition for any crime or offense of a political character, nor 
for acts connected with such crimes or offenses.” 

Article 4 of the convention of 1882 declares ‘‘all the provisions of the 
5th of January, 1877, not abrogated by these additional articles, shall 
apply to these articles with the same force as to the said original con- 
vention. 

It is, therefore, apparent that Agüero is not subjeet to extradition if - 


rture of himself 
acts committed 
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the offense charged against him was of a “‘ political character or con- 
nected with saeh crimes or offenses,” and that he has a right to the 
protection of this Government against such extradition. The Cuban 
citizens of the United States at Key West have a right to make this 
demand on the Government and to have it s 

Their request is sustained by the established policy of the Govern- 
ment and by the traditional policy of other governments, who in all 
past time have allowed their territory to be an asylum for persons 
charged with ‘‘ political offenses or acts connected with such crimes.”’ 

1 move its reference, with the accompanying paper, to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

JOHN DUDLEY. 

Mr. BECK. I offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee to Examine the Several Branches of the Civil 
Service be, and it is hereby, instructed to inquire into the cause of the removal 
of John Dudley, colored, laborer, on the rolls of the Senate. The committee is 
directed to uce to writing the evidence which it takes in regard to this re- 
moval, and lay the evidence, together with its report, before the Senate. The 
committee is further directed to report what change, if any, in the rules of the 
pon is necessary to protect its employés against dismissal from their posi- 

Mr. President—— ‘ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Kentucky 
ask for the present consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. HOAR. — [call the attention of the Senator from Kentucky to the 
fact that there was a slip of the pen in drafting the resolution which, 
if he will read it he will wish to correct before it is adopted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution is not yet before the 
Senate. Does the Senator from Kentucky ask for its present consider- 
ation ? 

Mr. BECK. I will allow it to lieon the table until to-morrow morn- 
ing, so that I may examine it. I wrote it at this moment. 

. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie over. 

Mr. BECK. I rose only to say that I first endeavored to have an in- 
vestigation made by the Committee on Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate, but that committee had no authority, so they advised me; they 
had at one time, but the rule was Š 

This man is a colored laborer. He is from Kentucky, the only one 
I believe here from that State. He was a soldier for three years, and 
he wears a badge of the Legion of Honor. I suppose he will get the cer- 
tificate of all the officers of the Senate that he is the best man they ever 
had—quiet, honest, faithful; and he has had family afflictions which 
have made him very dependent. That he has been dismissedsummarily 
and without cause and to the detriment of the publie service I have 
no sort of doubt; but I have no means of obtaining information to prove 
it except by having an investigation made, Ifreliance can be had upon 
the testimony of all his superiors, they will say that his place can not 
well be filled and never has been filled so well. 

ĮI will allow the resolution to lie over until to-morrow, when I think 
I shall lay the proof before the Senate of a most wanton case of dis- 
missal of a very competent, good man. i 

Mr. CONGER. Is the resolution in a proper condition for an amend- 
ment at this time? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Tt is not. It went over under the 
rule at the suggestion of the Senator from Kentucky, and the debate 
that has taken place upon it proceeds by unanimous consent. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

On motion of Mr. SLATER, it was 

Ordered, That the papers of Jacob Fritz be taken from the files of the Senate 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 

On motion of Mr. COKE, it was 


Ordered, That the papers relating to Senate bill 803, for the relief of Overton 
Ne and others, be taken from the files and referred to the Committee on 
ms. . 
Ordered, That the paperson file relating to Senate bill 804, for the relief of Will- 
yan pedon and others, be taken from the files and referred to the Committee 
on 


CONGRESSIONAL LIBRARY BUILDING. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further “ concurrent 
or other resolutions ’’ that order is closed, and the Calendar, under the 
eighth rule, is before the Senate. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask unanimous consent to take up the bill (S. 
1139) authorizing the construction of a building for the accommodation 
of the Congressional Library. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont moves, 
as he has a right to move, that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill indicated by him. ‘The question is on agreeing to the motion 
of the Senator Vermont. 

Mr. BECK. If the bill is taken up now, does it come under the five- 
minute rule as to debate? 

Mr. MORRILL. No, sir. 

ee PRESIDENT pro tempore. It does not; it will be taken up by 
motion. ' 

Mr. BECK. And open to unlimited debate? . 

The PRESIDENT pro Unlimited debate. 

Mr. INGALLS. Until 2 o’clock. R 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then the bill itself passes from the 
consideration of the Senate and the unfinished business comes up. 

Mr. BECK. I only desire to say that I will vote to make the bill a 
special order for 2 o’clock to-morrow or any other day and to continue it 
until it is disposed of, but I do not believe that all the moming busi- 
ness ought to be stricken down to consider this bill, however important. 

For one I am opposed to the bill. Iam opposed to the proposed lo- 
cation of the Library building. I think there are many other places 
that would be far better. I think a building can be built almost for the 
cost of the ground it is proposed to build this on, and quite as good aone 
as may be desired. . Atany rate I desire to be heard; and I hope that the 


‘| whole morning business will not be set aside, but that a day will be 


fixed, and that early, as early as to-morrow, if you please, at 2 o'clock, 
or the moment that the bill now pending as the unfinished business is 
i of, when the bill shall be considered. 

Mr. MORRILL. This bill has been so frequently before the Senate 
and has received so large a support, that I do not think it will take 
longer than from now until 2 o'clock to dispose of it. Ido not object 
to a disposition on the part of the Senator from Kentucky to debate it. 
All I propose this morning is to make a few remarks that will show the 
present condition of the Library and exactly what we propose to do, 
and I should be very glad of the opportunity to submit those remarks 
this morning. , 

Mr. INGALLS. If the Senator from Vermont desires the opportu- 
nity of submitting observations upon this bill, under the usage and prec- 
edent of course there can be no objection; buttoattempt to pass a bill of 
the importance of the one which he mentions in the time between now 
and 2 o’clock seems to me to reach the very frontier of hardihood. 

Mr. MORRILL. Iam glad I have reached that. 

Mr. INGALLS. When the Senator from Vermont states that this 
-bill has been debated many times before, he forgets that there has been 
a very important change in the personnel of the Senate since that de- 
bate occurred. I am, like the Senator from Kentucky, entirely opposed 
to the whole scheme and system of the bill that the committee have 
reported; and while the matter is one of great importance and ought to 
be considered, I protest against the injustice that would be committed 
by attempting to limit the discussion of a subject like this, involving 
the appropriation of millions of dollars, to the short space of time be- 
tween now and 2 o’clock. I will agree with the Senator from Ver- 
mont in fixing a time when this bill shall come up for debate, and I 
think he ought to consent to it, and I am quite sure on reflection he 
will be willing to do that. 

Mr. BECK. I shall be very glad to have the Senator from Vermont 
make his statement to-day and let it be published in the RECORD. It 
may convince me. I know we wanta Library. I desire to vote for 
one; I do not desire delay, but I do not think the debate can be closed 
before 2 o’clock. If he will make his remarks to-day, they will be very | 
valuable no doubt, and have the bill made the special order for to-mor- 
row at 2 o’clock and continue it, or at any time when he will give us 
an opportunity to consider it fairly, I shall be satisfied. That is all I 

k. 


as ~ 

Mr. MORRILL. Upon a conference with the Sensitor having charge 
of the Mexican land bill he agreed with me that we might pass this 
bill in the morning hour or before 2 o'clock, and if it should take a 
few minutes more than that he was willing to yield. I desire not to 
cut off any discussion by any Senator. Of course I despair of ever hav- 
ing a bill of this kind that will exactly please my friend from Kansas; 
but I think when it is explained it will satisfy a large proportion of the 
Senate, and that is all I desire to say at the present time, except that 
I should be glad to have the bill taken up in pursuance of the notice I 
gave last week that I would call it up this morning. 

Ms. VOORHEES. I understand nothing is now before the Senate 
except the desire of the Senator from Vermont to be heard upon the bill 
which he has reported from the Select Committee on Additional Ac- 
commodations for the Library. I never heard of objection being made 
to such a request, nor do I understand that there is any objection to 
that in this case. 

Mr. INGALLS. None, certainly, on my part. 

Mr. VOORHEES, I understand so. I suggest, therefore, that the 
Senator from Vermont take the floor and make his remarks, and at the 
end of them we shall consider whether it is practicable or possible to 
go on with the subject or whether it shall go over to a day to be fixed. 

Mr. HARRIS. I have no doubt that if the Senator from Vermont 
will ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to take up the bill for 
the main purpose I understand him to indicate, that consent will very 
cheerfully be given by the Senate; but I shall not only object but vote 
against any proposition to take this bill up to clog the way of the Cal- 
endar, not for the hours between now and 2 o'clock but for the next 
two weeks, at the end of which time the Senator from Vermont would 
find his bill still not passed and probably not disposed of. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Vermont that the Senate now proceed to 
the consideration ef the bill named. 

Mr. HILL. I desire to ask what effect that will have on the con- 
sideration of the bill that was under consideration at the close of the 
morning hour yesterday ? 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator mean the unfin- 
ished business, the land bill? 

Mr. HILL. No, sir; the bill in relation to the act relative to the Ute 
Indian reservation. 3 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will have the effect to displace 
the bill that is first in order under the eighth rule, but it will not lose 
its place to-morrow. It will stand at the head of the list when pro- 
ceedings under the eighth rule are again resumed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I want to know distinctly of the Senator from Ver- 
mont whether he intends toattempt to override the rules of the Senate 
and by a mere majority to set aside this Calendar and take up his bill 
in the morning hour and force all-the other cases on the Calendar to ré- 
main until that is disposed of? If that is his proposition we will meet 
it. If he asks to submit his remarks this morning there is not a Sena- 
tor, I will guarantee, who will object to it, and then after his remarks 
have been submitted at some other time the bill can be taken up and 
disposed of. I presume the Mexican land bill will not take all the rest 
of the session. Iam perfectly willing just as soon as that is disposed 
of to let this bill come in, but I tell the Senator now that he will not 
pass his bill in the morning hour. We have some rights and other 
claimants havesome rights here. We have got a Calendar and we have 
got a settled rule that we have established. It is the only rule under 
which we can do any business, and the Senator knows it as well as any- 
body else. Now, for him to be the first man to come in heye and ask the 
Senate to trample down that rule, throw us into confusion’ and disorder 
now and during the whole residue of the time, I do not think is right. 
I hope the Senator will consent to make his remarks and then to fix a 
time when this bill shall be considered, and not undertake to force its 
passage this morning, which is a physical impossibility. 

Mr. MORRILL. I have not proposed to set aside the rules of the 
Senate. Ihave made no motion that is not in order. I do not desire 
to proceed against the wishes of even a small number of the Senate. 
After I have finished my remarks I am perfectly willing to fix a time 
at some future day when the ill shall be considered. ; 

Mr. COCKRELL. All right. x 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the question 
on the motion of the Senator from Vermont? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I hope the Senator will not make 
that motion, but will withdraw the motion and ask unanimous consent 
that the bill may be taken up for the purpose of enabling him to sub- 
mit his remarks upon it. 

Mr. BUTLER. That will answer the same purpose. 

Mr. MORRILL. Ido not think there is much difference in the prop- 
ositions. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. There is a great deal of difference. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair, of course, can only put 
the motions that are made. The pending motion is that of the Sen- 
ator from Vermont, to proceed to the consideration of the bill named. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I appeal to the Senator from Ver- 
mont to withdraw that motion. I shall be compelled to vote against 
that motion, but I shall be very glad to be one to give unanimous con- 
sent that the bill may be taken up for the purpose indicated. 

Mr. MORRILL. I yield to my friend. from Wisconsin. Already 
about as much time as [ should take up has been consumed; but I de- 
sire to keep myself in harmony not only with the Senator from Mis- 
souri but the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. All right. 

Mr. MORRILL, I ask unanimou§ consent to take up the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont asks 
unanimous consent that the bill named may be taken up for the purpose 
of his submitting remarks thereon. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none; and the bill (S. 1139) authorizing the construction ofa build- 
ing for the accommodation of the Congressional Library is before the 
Senate for that p $ 

Mr. MORRILL. If I appear once more as the advocate of a new 
Library of Congress it is because the extreme want of it is getting to be 
unendurable, and because the bill before us, so far as the committee can 
judge, if not al] that some would like, is all that our circumstances 
plainly require and all that is likely to obtain the favor ef Congress. 
Having for many years urged attention to this subject, I confess that it 
would give me some pleasure to see the Library so greatly and immedi- 
ately needed acceptably completed during what may remain to meof life, 
and completed while our present excellent Librarian, in his ambition 
and administrative vigor, is at his best. The bill hasthe approval of the 
special committee, and will not involve a larger expenditure than is 
rigidly required for an appropriate building nor more than will har- 
monize with the views of the most careful and prudent legislators. 

In the present Library of Congress there is shelf-room for 280,000 
volumes, and we had January 1, 1884, on hand, 513,441 volumes of 
books and 165,000 pamphlets, for which room is required. This plain 
statement of the facts shows that only one-half of the present stock of 
books and pamphlets can now be properly cared for, while the other half 
is lying around in promiscuous and dusty piles, unavailable for useand 
obstructive even to the use of such books as have the cleaner privilege 
of scanty shelf-room. 

Last year we had large and valuable personal donations of books to 


the Library, which had to be stored in the crypt of the Capitol, where 
they are about as accessible as they would be in the Roman catacombs. 
Such a subterranean disposition of generous donations, were it to be 
but temporary, is not calculated to win many more exhibitions of simi- 
lar liberality. Ifwe may not anticipate for every year the full growth 
of 1882, which amounted to over 59,000 volumes, or nearly three times 
as many as in 1852 were to be found in the whole Library, yet the in- 
crease of the Library of Congress will forever be on a grand scale, and, 
like the annual growth of our country, will be greater and greater in 
every succeeding year. The prolific sources of this increase are known 
to $l and need not be stated. 

Beyond books and pamphlets, room has to be provided yearly for the 
copyright articles received, and these in 1882 amounted to 26,683, 

There are no reading-rooms; no rooms for the display of manuscripts, 
of maps, of the graphic arts; none for even the official administration 
of the Library, and none for a bindery. 

The distressing condition of the Library at the present time, with all 
of its proper and needful vacant spaces—floors, corridors, alcoves, and 
galleries—filled with the most inflammable substances, can not be re- 
garded as free from grave and constant peril by fire. One careless spark 
would suddenly show how great a matter a little fire kindleth. The 
Library may be and is what is called firg-proof, but where there is com- 
bustible material in large abundance piled up all around, sufficient at 
any moment for a quick, hot, and smoking fire no possible building can 
give absolute security for its contents. The Library is now exposed to 
this extraordinary and pany erana risk, and there is not an in- 
surance office in this city 


‘less than extra-hazardous, 


That new accommodations for the Library of Congress are inexorably 
demanded is a point no longer open to argument, and a new Library 
can no more be decently shunned by Congress than a new barn can be 
shunned by the farmer when the eld one is found insufficient for even 
one-half of his stock. 

This Library, while primarily for the use of Congress, is always, as the 
property of the nation, open to all the people without any ticket of 
admission, and derives its support, directly or indirectly, from the na- 
tion. It is, perhaps, the largest storehouse of human knowledge and 
of valuable materials for the use of scholars to be found in the United 
States. We guarantee by copyright to authors in the whole field of 
American. letters their exclusive property, including literary, musical, 
and artistic productions, Of all these we receive in trust printed copies, 
and also receive ample fees to compensate the Government for their per- 
petual preservation. We are paid in advance for keeping the most per- 
fect and complete record of the intellectual progress of our people as 
traced in ‘the art preservative of all arts,” and its custody is intrusted 
to our honor and our enlightened sense of propriety. Our duty is ob- 
vious, and its neglect can not escape reproach. 

I know that the ghosts of some ideas, which have suggested the pos- 
sible avoidance of a separate Library building by some crude extension 
of the Capitol, or by finding room where there is Hone for the enlarge- 
ment of the Library, still flutter around us, but when approached they 
will all vanish into “‘such stuff as dreams are made of.’’ Not one of them 
will stand the test of a critical examination. There is no scientific 
trick by which a quart can be put intoa pint cup, nor can anything of 
real or permanent value be gained by a topsy-turvy rearrangement of 
the existing compartments of the Capitol. Even more objectionable 
would be monster extensions from the center or from the wings, de- 
structive alike of the beauty of the grounds and of the Capitol itself. 
All of these suggestions have had their quietus by an examination and 
an adverse report made by an authorized commission of architects, 
and if resurrected they will appear in the grave-clothes in which they 
were buried. 

The present Capitol in its general outlines and fine proportions fitly 
represents the legislative Capitol of the Republic, and is not surpassed, 
perhaps not even equaled, in its classic simplicity and massive dignity 
by the legislative halls or parliamentary buildings of any other country. 
It is the best architectural work we have, an unmistakably legislative 
structure; and the Congress which should consent to its mutilation or 
toi additions would earn an unenviable fame. The well- 
ripened or of the people will prove its sufficient protection 
against all such ies. 


Were it possible for the two Houses of Congress te surrender room to 
shelter the slightest expansion of the Library within the present Cap- 
itol, and it then should be found such an encroachment or annoyance 
as to require a prompt removal, as it surely would, we might be told 
in the language of Æsop’s porcupine, ‘No; letthem quit the place that 
don’t like it,” and thus Congress would find itself far on the way to- 
ward getting temporary accommodations, or a clumsy, pero Ne 
insufficient, and very expensive Library in exchange for the loss of a 
very fine Capitol. We can better defend the propriety of building a 
new Library than of a new Capitol. Both the Senate and House of 
Representatives now really need much more room for many purposes, 
and when a new Library shall be completed only the central part of the 
present Library will remain for a working library, and the two large 
wings will at once be utilized as Con may then determine. 

An examination of the present bill will show that it is nearly the 


t would accept such a risk on any terms ` 
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same as that perfected by the committee and presented by me Febru- 
ary 23, 1883, and provides for a building at much less cost than what 
had been originally proposed. In other words, the committee, while 
still seeking to have a creditable and scholarly building, propose a less 
expensive style of architecture and a less expensive material than 
granite. 

The plan of the exterior of the building now presented is in the Italian 
renaissance style, stripped of elaborate decorations, instead of the Ger- 
man Gothic, requiring pinnacles, flying-buttresses, and much perha 
for dainty show, and it will involve only about one-half the cost of 
previous plan. The building will be characterized by great simplicity, 
and yet in the elegance of its proportions and quiet dignity it will not 
prove unworthy of our country, and the interior will be fonnd to pos- 
sess all of the varied and substantial merits required for extensive and 
practical use. 

The character and merits of the plan will be indicated by the fact 
that it is the same plan as to the exterior elevations to which was 
awarded the first premium in a contest under the law of ten 
years ago with more than thirty distinguished competitors, but now 
with a different and greatly improved interior arrangement under the 
advice of our Librarian, or a modification and adaptation of the fore- 
most plans ever presented here or elsewhere known. 

In dimensions it will be large and sufficient, 309 by 459 feet, and so 
designed as to permit extensive future additions of shelf-room without 
any enlargement of the building for generations tocome. Forthe gen- 
eral reader there will be a central octagonal room one hundred feet in 
diameter, and other rooms for separate study, for exhibitions of some 
of the arts, and for various other important purposes, including the 
copyright and other administrative offices of the Librarian. 

In the basement of the building, which will have two-thirds of its 
height above the level of the sidewalk, there will be rooms for a book- 
bindery, for bound newspapers, copyright work, packages, janitor, and 
for other special purposes. Even much smaller libraries have found a 
bindery not only economical, but nearly indi ble, and here it will 
be of great and special importance. There will also be an abundance of 
sunlight. The method of ventilation after much investigation will, it 
is believed, be of the most approved character, on what is known as the 
down-draft system, and such as will shield books on the topmost shelves 
from excessive heat and dust. Thissystem has been adopted and tested 
elsewhere, and especially by the library of the Brown University at 
Providence, and that it has been entirely successful is shown by a letter 
to Mr. Smithmeyer from the librarian, dated December 21, 1883, in 
which he says: 

In regard to ventilation, what I wish to state is this: Aftera trial of five years 
I am satisfied that it is as near perfect asanything of that kind can be. (Itis the 
system you advocate.) At any time during the a match or paper (burning) 
applied to the surface of the ventilating shafts will be drawn downward, e 
temperature of the upper (third) story aprec E of the lower. This I 
have verified by a thermometer time and ; uld be pleased to have you 
call and see for yourself., Facts are better theories. 

This is the testimony of Reuben G. Guild, the librarian, and we could 
hardly ask for anything better upon this most important and hitherto 
very troublesome problem. 

It will undoubtedly be found practicable with a new Library to keep 
it open to public use many more hours of the week than heretofore, 
including evenings, and to this end appropriate means of heating and 
lighting will be supplied. 

The expense of the building, considering its dimensions and its high 
and permanent character, will not be excessive, and will necessarily be 
spread over two or three years. After the exterior and central portions 
of the building are completed a considerable part of the cost may be 
postponed, as no more of the iron shelving, which is an expensive feat- 
uré, will need to be supplied than may be required for immediate use; 
and some share of the inside finish can be postponed without hinderance 
to its early occupation. 

Theestimate of the architect, for the building, constructed with lime- 
stone or sandstone, with three hundred alcoves, or sufficient for 800,000 
or 1,000,000 volumes, with the heating and ventilating apparatus, eleva- 
tors, and other fixtures, is $2,323,600. When fully com there 
will beseven hundred additional alcoves, which will cost $700,000 more; 
and the entire completion of the whole interior, including the basement, 
will require a further sum of $239,000. This is a carefully revised esti- 
mate, and shows that the building may be put into a condition of readi- 
ness to be occupied with very large accommodations at an expense 
already mentioned, and when, it shall be hereafter completely finished, 
with a capacity to hold over 3,000,000 books, with facilities. for even 
largely increasing even this vast -stock when absolutely ni , in 
addition to all of its other extensive and important accommodations, 
its ultimate cost will be $3,262,600. 

This, the committee believe, is not extravagant, and, for a building 
that is to last for centuries, will be accepted as satisfactory. It will be 
far less than has been appropriated for public buildings in many other 
cities, and less than half the cost of the New York post-office; and yet 
in point of real dignity it ought to be superior to them all. 

he cost of the site proposed, under any circumstances not to exceed 
$550,000, will be, comparatively, exceedingly moderate—less than it 
would be in almost any other part of this or any other city; and that 


it will be much the best and most accessible will hardly be disputed. 
There is and can be no jobbery behind it; nor can any party but the 
Government profit by its purchase, 

Let it be borne in mind that the avenues, streets, and alleys, which 
will be taken without cost, are more than equal in extent to all the 
space to be bought and paid for. Beyond this, the value of the ma- 
terials in the existing buildings and their foundations, which must be 
sold and removed or used in the construction of the foundations and 
inner walls of the new library, will be enough to make a very sensible 
reduction from the gross cost of the site. Preparations for the foun- 
dation on such high ground will be inexpensive, and the Library itself 
will forever be dry and healthy, unwholesome to none of its contents, 
whether of books or men. Economically considered, therefore, the site 
is not without solid and most important advantages. It will be worth 
all it will cost. 

Appropriations are not refused for court-houses, post-offices, and cus- 
tom-houses in near or, remote States; and the cost of land alone, $1,491,- 
200 at Philadelphia, $708,036 at Cincinnati, $368,882 at Saint Louis, 
$553,500 at Baltimore, $1,329,095 at Boston, and other sums at two 
hundred other places, as well as the cost of buildings, has been here- 
tofore found practically necessary, and does not seem to have been be- 
grudged, though the expenditures may appear to have been often chiefly 
of local advantage, and only asked for by the constituents of a single 
Representative or Senator, but when more accommodations are required 
here for the Library of Congress, an object wholly national, indispensa- 
ble to Congress, and overflowing with public benefits, we have been 
subjected to protracted delays and confronted by the doubts of some 
statesmen, ever pregnant with fault-finding, who are not sure that our 
surplus of unshelved books might not be more wisely disposed of by a 
bonfire, as the Dutch get rid of surplus spices; and, if land must be pur- 
chased, they feel certain that some uninhabited or yet undiscovered spot 
or place can be found at a cheaper price. a 

e land which it is now proposed to acquireis in close proximity to 
the Capitol, and has been heretofore offered by most of the owners, over 
their own signatures, on the most favorable terms and for far less than 
has been paid elsewhere. If any now should be unwilling to part with 
their property at a reasonable price, it will be fixed by the court or by 
appraisers appointed by the court. The fact that it has long seemed 
inevitable that these squares would at some time be taken for public 
use has had the effect of retarding their improvement and depressing 
their value. The people of the United States do not desire parsimony 
in public expenditures for worthy objects when they get the worth of 
their money, and here the expenditure is not only worthy, but it is in 
the right place and the value of the acquisition incontestable.. If Sen- 
ators will look at it, or once travel around it, they will see that they 
can not be cheated in its purchase or condemnation. It is worth more 
to the United States than to any other parties. If not taken now, as I 
believe it will be, it will surely be taken by our successors. 

When this subject was last considered here, so far as it could be set- 
tled by the Senate, the question as to the site of a new Library was 
settled by a large and a very decisive vote, more than two to one, in 
favor of taking some of the squares east of the Capitol. There are very 
few members of the Senate to-day who voted against that location, and 
of these few it may be hoped not all will now be found opposed to it. 

Itis evident that, unless we are willing to destroy the most attractive 
features now surrounding the Capitol, no invasion by any annex, and 
no offshoot in its front or rear, at ofe end or the other, can be permitted 
in any direction or upon any part of the present grounds, which are 
yearly more and more unfolding their wonderful beauty. We must 
submit to the conditions which we cheerfully accept everywhere else, 
and when a site for public use is absolutely required it must be taken 
and a just compensation paid. 

Singularly enough, while there is apparently an unending struggle 
here in the political capital of the country to retain the few acres which 
were originally reserved for squares and forasmall park, New York, the 
commercial capital of the country, is applying to the State Legislature 
for power to purchase large tracts of land for several additional parks. 
The commission appointed to select lands for these new public parks 
have made a report to the Legislature, from which I take the follow- 
ing statement: 

Paris has 172,000 acres in parks, or one acre to every thirteen inhab- 
itants; in Vienna the proportion is one acre to one hundred persons; in 
Chicago one to two hundred; in Philadelphia one to three hundred; in 
Brooklyn one to six hundred and thirty-nine; in New York one to 1,363, 
but New York pro to buy 3,808 acres for additional parks, at an 
estimated cost of $2,000 per acre, or in the aggregate at the cost of 
$7,616,000. In the city of Washington, outside of the grounds surround- 
ing the White House and the Capitol, and what used to be called the Mall, 
now strangled by the railroad, the public reservations are deplorably 
small. The public may be dazed by the multitude of minor triangu- 
lar reservations at the intersection of the avenues and streets. There 
are on the plan of the city about two hundred of these pleasing triviali- 
ties, but hardly one of them in extent would be more than equal to a 
site fora common dwelling-house. Though small, they serve, however, 
to mark and punctuate the magnificent avenues with perennial points 
of admiration. 
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The conclusion that I would have drawn from this is not that we 
should follow the expensive example of New York in buying acres by 
the thousand for three or four new parks, but that Congress should 
preserve and protect from all absorption or devastation the very few 
acres in the meager open spaces which are now left in Washington. 
This city is destined to be visited, perhaps inhabited, by many persons 
devoted to professional, literary, and scientific pursuits, by those hav- 
ing more or less culture, who may find it a desirable winter residence; 
but, destitute of commercial and manufacturing advantages, and with- 
out. even the shadow of political influence, it is unlikely ever to become, 
and I hope it never will become, a great and overgrown smoking me- 
tropolis. It is, however, most desirable that with clean streets we 
should have a clean people, and that the city should be distinguished 
for its wide intelligence, for the high personal character of its citizens, 
and become a leader among the prosperous cities of a Republic whose 
people as a whole it may fairly be claimed have more town and private 
libraries and are the best read of any people in the world. 

For a great library a proper siteis as essential as a proper building, and 
this consideration derives prominence now from the fact that some of 
-our best public buildings unfortunately have not proper sites. It may 
be said that the cheapest site would be the most proper, but that would 
be an absurdity, as the cheapest might be found on the farthermost 
limits of the District or on the flats of the Potomac. The site should 
he conveniently near to the Senate and House of Representatives, and 
1t must have its foundations resting on poe well drained and wholly 
free from dampness. The site east of t ghia: gran contemplated by the 
present bill, fills all these requirements, and its great superiority over 
all others has been conceded even by some who have strangely urged 
that even the best site should not be purchased. It is elevated, dry, 
and only one square away from the vp ai or not more than the dis- 
tance from the Senate to the House of Representatives. 

But there may be the embers of a contention that the Library should 
be placed on some part of the public grounds now owned by the Gov- 
ernment. I have for many years had occasion to thoroughly examine 
that question, and I unhesitatingly say that there areno vacant grounds 
belonging now to the Government which even the pages of the Senate 
would recommend for a library site. The most of the existing very 
limited squares, triangles, and circles were created by the intersection 
and crossing of streets and avenues, but all these are too remote and 
insignificant for library purposes, and we have very little, in fact no 
ground left which is appropriate for any public building. We-have, 
it is true, La Fayette Square, in front of the Executive Mansion, and 
Franklin Square, on K street, between Thirteenth and Fourteenth 
streets, but these small squares have been long elegantly laid out and 
planted with trees and shrubs. Not until Sitting Bull gets elected to 
Congress need we expect to have the proposition made to use such 
squares for building sites. - 

The only public square we ever had large enough to base even a poor 
argument upon, much less a good library, was Judiciary Square, and 
that, with only seven votes in its favor, was overwhelmingly rejected 
by Senate. Since that the square has, I hardly know how, been 
jumped upon by the Pension Department, although its occupation by 
any building, as it seems to me, must be regarded ere long almost as a 
public calamity. We could not well afford with our limited posses- 
sions everywhere to part withrso large a part of Judiciary Square in a 
region where for a mile square there is nothing else. It was an unex- 
pected wrong precipitated upon those who have homes and families in 
that of the city. 

It is, therefore, a grave error to suppose that we now have anywhere 
suitable grounds which were reserved for and intended to be occupied 
by public buildings. The plan of the city was made under the direc- 
tion of Washington, and where he said ‘* Let there be light and fresh 
air’? it will be better not to be in haste to blot out such vacant spaces 
with even an architectural display of bricks and mortar. Spaces, 
rich in foliage and flowers, are as conducive to the health as to the 
beauty of the city, and they are all too few for the number of children 
here, which, during the better half of the year, throng and decorate 
them with a loveliness beyond the reach even of flowers. They should 
be wholly and sacredly preserved. The people of this city have some 
rights which Congress should feel it a point of honor to respect. The 
Capitol with its grounds has grown to be precious to the eyes of the 
American people, will grow to be worthy of the great Republic, and if 
we can do little to exalt it, let us do nothing to drag it down. 

It happens that what is now proposed will be most for the advantage 
of Congress, studying that advantage only, but should it also happen 
to confer a slight local advantage upon the city of Washington, there is 
no reason why we should not accept of it for the capital of the whole 
country as gladly as we all would were it for a building in the capital 
of any State. 

The fees paid into the Treasury on account of records of copyright 
are increasing every year, and for the past five years were as follows: 
1879, $14,689.90; 1880, $16,303.50; 1881, $17,051.50; 1882, $18,554; 
1883, $20,000—amounting to $86,898.90. 

Hereafter this source of income will annually exceed the sum or 
$20,000, a sum which will much more than cover the interest on the 
cost of the site proposed to be purchased for the Library. Tt will, there- 
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fore, be noticed that the Library is an institution which earns a stable 
and independent cash income, and is at the same time receiving a still 
larger annual income in books and other publications, valued at not less 
than $25,000, which costs the Government nothing. Here, then, is an 
amount of $45,000 this year, and not less every succeeding year, which 
tends to show that the Library has some just claim to have a house and 
home largé enough to hold the whole of its treasures now and hereafter. 

Possibly some may not see their way clear to vote for a new library, 
as some votes were given in 1815 against the purchase of Mr. Jefferson’s 
library, but all would regard it as a great mistake if the twenty-seven 
wagon-loads of books from Monticello had not been purchased. 

It will be a grave mistake, possibly a calamity, to postpone the con- 
struction of a library for a single year; and I urgently ask that the 
Senate will appreciate the importance of at once taking care of the most 
valuable Library now existing on the American continent. 

Mr. President, I now ask that this bill shall be made the special or- 
der for Tuesday next. 

Mr. MORGAN. I object to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair). The Sen- 
ator from Vermont Asks that the bill under consideration be made the 
special order for Tuesday next, at 2 o’clock the Chair supposes. 

Mr. MORGAN. I hope that this bill, as well as every other one on 
the Calendar, will be allowed to take its regular course. We havejust 
adopted a system of rules, which in themselves are very fine, to giveevery 
Senator and every committee here an opportunity to have his or its bill 
considered by the Senate in due and proper order. This is not a case 
ofemergency; we have been at this subject for many years; and whether 
this bill shall be heard at the time designated or whether it shall be 
two weeks or three weeks later can not affect the welfare of the coun- 
try. 

I shall insist, although it is not a pleasant thing to have to do, that 
our rules shall be adhered to, so that we can get some benefit from the 
labors which our Committee on Rules have performed so ably in giv 
ing us a better system than we had before. 

Mr. MORRILL. The Senator will remember that it was the general 
hilfiger pe that there would be no dissent to making the bill a special 
order after this morning if I did not insist on any action at the present 
time, and I hope the Senator from Alabama will not object. 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not want to set myself against the judgment 
of the Senate about this, but I shall ask a vote upon it. If a special 
order is made it must be done by a vote. 
` Mr. MORRILL. I move that the bill be made the special order for 
Tuesday next. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HAwLEY in the chair), The ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from Vermont, that the bill under 
consideration be made the special order for Tuesday next, at 2 o’clock. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Under the rule I believe it requires 
a two-thirds vote to make any matter a special order. 

Mr. MORGAN. I call for the yeas and nays on the motion. 

Mr. MORRILL. I did not suppose the ages etc be resisted 
after the general expression in favor of making thé*bill a special order. 


I hope there will be no objection. It is a very important bill, and it 
ought to go to the House early. a sy 
Mr. MORGAN. I call for the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 
45, nays 8; as follows: 


YFAS—45, 
Aldrich, Hale, ' re Lapham, Sawyer, 
Anthony, et er L i. Sewell, 
Bayard, m, McPherson, Sherman, 
Blair, Hawley, Manderson, Slater, 
Camden, Hill, ` Maxey, Vance, 
Colquitt, Ingalls, Miller of Cal., Vest, 
Conger, Jackson, Mitchell, oorhees, 
Cullom, Jonas, Morrill, Walker, 
Frye, Jones of Florida, Platt, Wilson. 
Garland, Jones of Nevada, Pugh, 
Gibson, Kenna, Ranson, 
Gorman, Lamar, Saulsbury, 
NAYS—8. 
Allison, Cameron of Wis., Fair, Mo 
Call, Coke, George, Van Wyck. 
ABSENT—23. 
Bee Dawes, Hoar, Pike, 
aren, Dolph, McMillan, Plumb, 
Brown, Edmunds, Mahone, Riddleberger, 
Butler, Farley, Miller of N. Y., Sabin, 
Cameron of Pa., Groome, Palmer, Williams. 
N, Pendleton, 
So the motion was agreed to. 


PAPERS ON THE FILES. 


Mr. MORGAN. I desire to offer a standing order, to be adopted by 
the Senate, in reference to the transfer of papers from the files of the 
Senate to the committees. I wish to inquire whetherit will bein order 
for me now to do so? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ceived. 

Mr. MORGAN. I ask for its present consideration unless some one 
desires it to lie over. 


If there be no objection, it will be re- 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Alabama will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Ordered, That any rs on the files of the ape ge ble arom date or resolu- 
tion referred by the to any committee shall be rae wah e Gaaran 


ho to such pir peg on eee sae ape perpen re Pana eee 
Secretary the Senate. order shall pha 
ease which has been reported adversely by a caumnatisee pSr e a 7 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the considera- 
tion of this order? 
Mr. INGALLS. Is that proposed by the Senator from Alabama as 


an addition to the standing rules of the Senate? 
Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 


Mr. INGALLS. I would to the Senator that perhaps as the 
full effect may not be und it had better be referred to the com- 
mittee. 


Mr. MORGAN. Let it be printed then and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That order will be made in accord- 
ance with Rule XL. 


UTE INDIAN RESERVATION. ? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under Rule VIII the Senate proceeds 
to the consideration of bills on the Calendar. The first bill will be re- 


rted. 

P The bill (S. 672) to amend section 4887 of the Revised Statutes in re- 
lation to patents was announced as the first in order. 

Mr. HILL. I move to take up Senate bill 241 which was under dis- 
cussion when 2 o’clock arrived yesterday. It was reached regularly on 
the Calendar. 

Mr. PLATT. I suppose that at this hour a motion to take up the 
bill which was under consideration yesterday does not cause the one 
which is ahead of it on the Calendar and which was passed over with- 
out prejudice to lose its place, and with that understanding I have no 
objection to the motion of the Senator from Colorado. 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that it does 
not lose its place. 

Mr. HILL. It will take but a few minutes to dispose of the bill 
which was under consideration yesterday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection to the 

ion of the Senator from Colorado. 

Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (S. 241) to repeal section 8 of an act entitled ‘‘An act to ac- 
cept and ratify the agreement submitted by the confederated bands of 
Ute Indians in Colorado for the sale of their reservation in said State, 
and for other purposes, and to make the necessary appropriations for 
carrying out the same,’’ approved June 15, 1880. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There ought to be an amendment, it strikes me 
at the suggestion of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS], “and 
that the lands referred to in said section are hereby restored to the pub- 
lic domain.” 

Mr. INGALLS. And be disposed of under the public land laws of 


gt United States,” 
Mr. COCKRELL. If they are restored to the public domain they 
can not be disposed of otherwise. 


Mr, HILL. Ido not believe there is any necessity for such an amend- 
ment. That is the only objection I have to it. . 

Mr. COCKRELL. Itean not do any harm, but makes it explicit. 

Mr. HILL. I shall not object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL]. 

Mr. PLUMB. I should like to have the attention of the Senator 
from Colorado. What was the method prescribed for the disposition of 
the lands acquired from the Ute Indians, of which this is a part, in the 
bill which this amendatory of? 

Mr. HILL. The act of 1880 provided that the lands whieh they ceded 
the United States should be subject to cash entry only, but this tract 

claim was nevera part of the Ute Indian reservation. It was south 
of the line surveyed and accepted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Missouri. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

DURATION OF PATENTS. 


The bill (S. 271) forthe relief of Louisa Boddy was announced as the 
next in order. 

Mr. PLATT. I suppose Order of Business 41 retains its place, and 
is properly in order now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator desire to call that up 
now ? 

Mr. PLATT. I may as wellcall it up now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Order of Business 41, being Senate bill 
672, is the regular order. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 672) to amend section 4887 of the Revised Statutes in relation 
to patents. It proposes to amend section 4887 of the Revised Statutes: 
so as to read: 

“Sec. 4887. No person shall be debarred from receiv tom a apaisar for his in- 
vention or discovery, nor shall -bered patent hereafte: ES jogged be declared invalid 
by reason of its having been first peseurd or ca to be patented in a foreign 
country, unlessthe same hasbeen juced into public use in the United States 
for more than two years prior to the application; but every patent hereafter 
Sanrio for an invention which has, prior to the filing of the application for said 
parens noa patented in a foreign country, shall expire seventeen years from 

date ot the for foreign patent, or, 


there be more than one, seventeen years from 
the date of the earliest foreign patent. and in no case shall it remain in force 


more ats seventeen years; but all applications hereafter made for patents for 
inventions previously patented in a foreign country, upon the invention of the 
same person, shall be made within two years from and after the date of such for- 
eign patent, or, if there be more than one, from the aaor the earliest foreign 
patent. No patentgranted for an invention which had, prior to the grant of such 
patent, been first patented in a foreign country, and which has not expired at 
the date of the passage of this act, l be declared to be invalid by reason of its 
not being so limited on its face or in its ra ire at the same time with 
the Tesi tie Beers aeons or, gee a be more at the same time with the one 

but this section « shall no wise renew, revive, pro- 
parir ~ extend any aA heretofore granted.” 

Mr. MORGAN. I hope the chairman of the committee will explain 
the necessity of this bill. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I will ask the chairman to state 
what change or changes this bill proposes to make in the law as it now 
exists. 

Mr. PLATT. I will take the five minutes to which I am entitled to 
make a statement which I think will be satisfactory. 

The present section 4887 provides that “every aie granted for an 
invention which has been previously patented in a foreign country shall 
be so limited as to expire at the same time with the foreign patent, or, 
if there be more than one, at the same time with the one having the 
shortest term, and in no case shall it be in force more than seventeen 
years. 

As that law was understood up to a very recent period, and as the 
laws prior to the act of 1870 undoubtedly were, a patent issued in this 
country expressed to run for seventeen years was not determined by the 
expiration of a foreign patent if the application had been first made in 
this country for the patent. I have no doubt that when the law was 
drawn that was the intention, that the time of the expiration of a foreign 
patent granted for the same invention should not shorten the term of 
the American patent if the American patent was applied for before the 
foreign patent; but the decisions of the courts under this statute are to 
this effect: If the foreign patent has been granted before the American 
patent has been granted, then, although the American patent is granted 
for seventeen years, itexpires at the expiration of the foreign patent. 

The terms of patents in foreign countries are various, and they are 
liable to be forfeited in some countries by the non-payment of tax, by 
the failure to operate; and the effect of this statute under the construc- 
tion of the courts is that a patent taken out in a foreign country so de- 
termines the term of a‘patent here that very often the term of the patent 
here is made to cease at the end of two years or three years or five 
years or ten years, according to the time during which it is in opera- 
tion in foreign countries. For instance, in England a patent is granted 
for fourteen years, and it has to be renewed by the payment of a tax 
or is forfeited. If the person a patent fails to pay the tax, at 
the end of three years I believe it is, his patent is forfeited, and the 
American patent which has been granted for the same invention falls 
to the ground with it. Soin Canada, a patent may be taken out for 
five years, ten years, orfifteen years. If taken out for five years, it may 
be extended and renewed so that it shall run for ten or m years; 
but the courts hold that the term of five years for which it is taken out 
must determine the time for which the American patent shall run. So 
a man may have just this state of affairs, and I know of a case where 
just this state of facts existed: A person an invention applied 
for a patent to our Patent Office first. He supposed that he was going 
to get his patent in the United States first. He then made an applica- 
tion for a Canadian patent. Some things delayed his patent here, so 
that his Canadian patent was first issued just twelve days before. By 
the decisions of the courts under this statute his United States patent, 
therefore, expires at the end of five years from the time it was granted, 
and that although he has renewed the Canadian patent and has got a 
patent for fifteen years in Canada. 

It is manifest that these things are not right.. It has grown up out 
of successive constructions which have been put upon the statute by 
the courts. Senatérs will see that there can be no reason ina law which 
provides in reality that if a person does not patent his invention abroad 
and gives it to the whole world, except the United States, free, and 
does patent it here, he can have a term of seventeen years; but if he 
happens to patent it abroad first and tries to protect himself abroad as 
he does here, then he is limited by the laws of the country where the 
patent happens to be first granted in relation to the time to which it 
shall extend. 

There has been quite a pressure brought to bear upon the committee 
to report a bill hth should apply to patents which have already ex- 
pired by reason of the law as it stands. This the committee declined 
to do." They make this act ect simply to the future, and then 
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they say to these persons who, feel that particular hardship exists in 
cases by reason of the determination of their patents by the expiration 
of the term of a foreign patent that if there are special hardships they 
must present them to Congress as special cases, but that it would not 
be wise and right to pass an act which should have reference to what 
has already taken place, but only with reference to the future. 

So far as I know this act meets the approval of everybody who has 
examined it, 

` Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to call the attention of the Senator 
to line 23 and the following lines, which seem tome to perpetuate patents 
which are now invalid and to bring them into life and existence. 

Mr. PLATT. If the Senator will listen to me a moment I think he 
will see—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator can only proceed by 
unanimous consent, as his five minutes have expired. 

Mr. PLATT. Ifthe Senate will allow me to make the suggestion 
and the explanation that it may go along with my other remarks it 
may savetime. [‘‘Goon!’’] The Senator refers, I think, to the para- 
graph beginning online 23. If he will listen to my explanation he will 
see what that means. Not only have the courts held that patents thus 
issued in this country forseventeen years are determined by the expiration 
of the foreign patent, but they have held under this section thatifa patent 
had been granted in a foreign country, no matter whether it had expired 
or not, and the Commissioner had failed, in writing out the patent; in 
issuing the letters patent, to state on the face of the letters patent that 
the patent issued in this country should expire, at the same time as the 
patent in the foreign country, then the entire patent was invalid from 
the start, because the patent had not been limited on its face to expire 
at the time when the foreign patent should expire by reason of thefor- 
eign law. All that this clause provides is that no patent shall be de- 
clared to be invalid because the Commissioner has not written out on 
the face of the patent that it shall expire at the time of the expiration 
of the fi patent; and the very next lines after that sentence, lines 
30 and 31, I think completely meet the fear which the Senator from 
Missouri has in his mind: 

But this section shal] in no wise renew, revive, prolong, or extend any patent 
heretofore granted, } 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair must call attention to the 
fact that the hour of 2 has arrived and the unfinished business must 
be taken up. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope if there is any debate on this bill the Senator 
from Delaware will allow a vote to be taken upon it. I do not think 
there is to be debate. 

Mr. BAYARD. I will with pleasure allow a vote. I have not de- 
layed it by debate. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator misunderstands me. I suggested that the 
bill which has been up and has been explained may be passed now if 
there is no objection to it. 

Mr. BAYARD. Oh! I misunderstood the Senator. If there is no 
objection to the bill, let it be voted on. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If it over now, it will come up to-morrow 
morning. I want to read the explanation of the Senator from Con- 
necticut, There is no printed report with the bill. 

Mr. BAYARD. _ I call for the regular order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The bill of the Senator from Connecticut stands 
at the head of the Calendar and willgome up in the morning. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o’clock has arrived, 
= =e a proceeds to the unfinished business, which is Senate 

ill No. 19. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills and 
joint resolution; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate : 

A bill (H. R. 2309) to authorize the Secretary of War to cause the 
remains of Capt. Walter Clifford, deceased, to be transported to his late 
place of residence and making appropriation therefor; 

A bill (H. R. 2555) to € the name of “The National La Fayette 
= Bank of Commerce ” to that of “‘The National La Fayette Bank;”’ 
an 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 152) for the relief of E. H. George and H. 
W. Walker. 

PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (S. 19) to provide for ascertaining and settling private land 
claims in certain States and Territories. 

Mr. BAYARD. I desire to submit a suggestion which I hope will 
meet the approval of the Senate. F@ more than a weck this bill has 
been before the Senate and has been very thoroughly gear and I 
suggest now that at the hour of 4 o’clock debate upon the bill shall 
cease and that we vote upon the bill and upon such amendments as 
may then be offered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Delaware 
that by unanimous consent the debate shall cease upon this bill at 4 
o'clock to-day. Is there objection? 

Mr. CONGER. Iam in favor of getting to a finai vote on this bill 


as much as any one, but in the order of business all amendments to the 
bill itself must be introduced and discussed before we come to a sub- 
stitute, and I should like to have the last five minutes if I say anything 
on the substitute submitted by me. I do not know any disposition 
that any one has to delay progressing as fast as possible with the bill. 

Mr. BOWEN. I have offered an amendment to the substitute of the 
Senator from Michigan, but I have no desire whatever to discuss that 
substitute at length. I desire, however, to make my own record satis- 
factory and to explain briefly the reasons for my amendment. - I amin 
favor of the judiciary settling this question, but I am not in favor of 
this bill as reported by the committee: I shall probably ask fifteen 
minutes of time to simply explain the reasons why I offered the amend- 
ment, and with the understanding that I shall have that time I am 
willing to adopt the pee. Having offered a substitute, I should 
like to explain why I offered it instead of the bill that comes before us 
from the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the two Sen- 
ators to object to the agreement suggested. 

Mr. BAYARD. I did not quite understand the statement of the 
Senator from Michigan. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He declined to assent to the under- 


Mr. BAYARD. I regret it. I merely wish to say that the pressure 
of other measures has been s to me by Senators having them 
in charge, and the intimation given that they were getting impatient 
at the length of time this bill staid before the Senate. It was there- 
fore with a due consideration to publie business and to facilitate the 
conclusion of this measure at some time that I made the ion, I 
expected of course that the Senator from Colorado would make a full 
explanation of his substitute, and I had no design to prevent it; and 
as there are two hours from this time to the period proposed I supposed 
it could well be done. 

I may say further that under our present rules it is in order to move 
at any time to lay an amendment upon the table without affecting the 
bill, and I propose du this discussion to allow the mover of any 
amendmentfully to explain it, and then to make the motion that I have 
suggested in order that there may be some limitation upon debate. 

As I have said, this bill has*been before the Senate for more than a 
week. On one or two days of the discussion I think the Senator from 
Michigan was not in the Senate at the time, although measures that he 
had suggested were referred to in discussion. 

But the matter is for the Senate to determine; it has control of its 
own business; and I made the proposition in the interest of facility, 
not with the slightest design of preventing discussion on the part of 
my friend from Colorado, but, on the contrary, welcoming it. 

Mr. CONGER. It was only because the substitute which I had offered 
would be the last thing to be acted upon, with the amendment to it 
which the Senator from Colorado has offered, that I spoke of it in this 
way. The remark that the Senate is tired of this business did inad- 
vertently cast some reproach upon the committee in bringing in a bill 
so little perfected, but I beg to say that the Senator from Massachusetts 
did not intend to make a very decided avowal of reproach upon the com- 
mittee that they had not perfected the bill when he said the Senate was 
tired of it, because, as the gentleman must know, every committee is 
liable to bring in a bill which may meet with objection and meet with 
discussion. I make this avowal in behalf of the committee, that they 
may not consider themselves under the reproach of the Senator from 
Massachusetts for having brought in such an imperfect bill. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Inasmuch as no agreement can be arrived at in 
respect to the time at which a vote shall be taken upon the bill, and 
as I agree substantially with the general plan of the bill, but am unal- 
terably opposed to some of its provisions, what few suggestions I want 
to make upon it had better be made perhaps before the consideration 
of the substitute is brought before the Senate. 

I am in favor of the plan of the bill, leaving the decision of all these 
cases where it properly belongs, to a judicial tribunal. Ihave watched 
the debate with vigilance and have listened to every argument made 
by the honorable Senators having charge of the bill to find some ob- 
jection which could be reasonably or fairly urged to the amendment I 
had the honor to introduce, and I have been unable to find one. * 

The Senate will remember, not with any degree of pride, it is true, 
the untoward action of Congress some years ago in granting great blocks 
of land, amounting to tens of millions of acres, to corporations and 
individuals. Notwithstanding the gift and the unenumerated evils 
which have followed as a t, I do not think the honorable Senator 
from Delaware would for a moment support a proposition which had 
for its object the despoiling those grantees of one acre of land which 
they had ay earned under the contract. How much stronger. 
stands the case of those claiming title underthe Mexican grants? We 
are not only bound to them under the contract of treaty which re- 
quires that we shall respect every right, but we occupy astill stronger 
position and a more responsible one. Weare bound to them as trustees 
in the fulfillment of every particle of that treaty, express and implied. 

It is true that here was a royal grant, royal ix its magnitude and in 
its munificence, exciting the admiration of mankind, until our Repub- 
liean friends undertook to distribute the national domain. Then the 
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nt-makers in Mexico, belittled and abashed, retired to the rear. 

ut I do not understand that the magnitude of agrant or the question 

of its quantity has ever been considered as influential in a judicial 
tribunal in testing the right of a man to property.” 

’ Let us ask ourselves what, in fact, the Government of the United 
States acquired under the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo? „And what 
perfect rights, if not perfect titles, existed in the territory covered by 
the treaty? 

An answer to the inquiries cannot, I think, be pns in better words 
than those of Chief-Justice Marshall, in a case under the Lousiana pur- 
chase in the case of Delassus vs. United States (9 Peters, 118): - 


The sovere' who acquires an inhabited territory acquires full dothinion 
over it; but dominion is never supposed to divest the vested rights of indi- 
viduals to property. 


And in respect to the case then before him he says: 


The inquiry then is whether this concession was legally made by the proper 
authorities and E jaa have been perfected into a complete title under and in 
aws, usages, and customs of the government under which 

the same originated, had not the sovereignty of the country been 


to 

It is evident that in that case Chief-Justice Marshall supposed that 
he was considering a title that was not complete at the time of the 
transfer of the sovereignty, It must, therefore, have been an ‘‘ineom- 
plete title.” And in respect to such title he says: 

i then d secured by the s 
principle is better asd In this country than that an inkom ttle to anda ia 
property. 

He does not intimate that an “incomplete title” is one which the 
sovereign making the acquisition may complete according to rules and 
principles of his own devising. The completion is to be, as he says, “‘in 
conformity to the laws, usages, and customs of the government under 
which the same originated.’ 

The United States, then, acquired the political dominion over the 
territory, but acquired no absolute, unencumbered title to any lands 
that theretofore were subject to or might be made subject to titles that 
were either perfect, or inchoate, or imperfect. 

We are accustomed to speak of the unoccupied lands of those Terri- 
tories as public lands; but strictly speaking they are not so, and were 
not at the time of the transfer of the dominion over them. In the lan- 

of Justice Catron, those lands were ‘‘ encumbered, under the 
nan of nations, with all the equitable rights of private property therein 
that they were subject to in the hands of Mexico at the time of their 
transfer.” (Frémont vs. United States, 17 Howard, 567.) 

Strictly, then, we have no right to speak of public lands in the ac- 
quired territory until every perfect and imperfect or inchoate title has 
been determined and its limits fixed. When that is done what may 
remain will be public lands. 

We do not stand in the position of giving anything to the parties pro- 
tected by the treaty, the original grantees, their heirs or assigns, 
Mexico gave them their rights of property. By the treaty we agree to 
protect those rights of property, whatever they were, perfect or imper- 
fect, by ‘‘ guarantees equally ample as if the same belonged to citizens 
of the United States.” ; 5 

Does this bill, does this seventh subdivision of section 12, protect them 
in their property by tees equally ample as if the same belonged 
(originally) to citizens of the United States? 

It has been supposed that a citizen of the United States having a 
perfect title to property, or if inchoate or imperfect having a perfect 
right to complete it, had some guarantee in the Constitution and laws 
that if his title or right was assailed by private individuals or by the 
Government, when brought before the courts of the country he could 
there have what it was his right to have, namely, all questions of fact 
and of law there determined by the court, not predetermined or preju- 
diced by any legislative body. i 

But theUnited States, having thus pledged its faith in the treaty, would 
now make itself the assailant in a suit in its own courts, and inform 
the parties who may there appeal to the guarantees of the treaty that 
the legislative branch of the Government has determined not very pre- 
cisely what ‘‘ imperfect titles’? may be, but that it has definitely de- 
termined that under the treaty no ‘‘ Mexicans” nor their “heirs” nor 
their “‘ grantees ’’ shall ever havea judgment ina United States court on 
any title under this bill for more than ‘‘ eleven leagues of land.” 

Whence does Congress derive the power in a case of private rights 
to direct a United States court to give a certain interpretation or limi- 
tation to the ‘‘laws, usages, and customs’? of a foreign government? 
Is that arbitrary pore derived from or can it rest upon the “ careful 
consideration ’’ of the body of the laws, usages, and customs of Mexico 
and Spain that may have been given to them by a committee of this 
body, however distinguished as experts in Spanish and Mexican laws, 
usages, and customs they may happen to be? 

I believe that lawyers say that foreign laws are to be proved in our 
courts as facts. Woulda provision like this be thought possible or tol- 
erated in any legislation in respect to a case between citizens where the 
force and effect of a foreign law might be broughtin question? Is Con- 
gress or our Government so eager, after having seized dominion over 
that vast conntry, to now seize title to its domain that we must forget 


our faith pledged in the treaty and do violence to the rights of those 
holding titles, either perfect or inchoate, by a di of the well- 
settled rules for the determination of private rights? 

As to what were the laws, usages, and customs in respect to grants at 
the time of the ratification of the treaty and what the colonization 
laws of Mexico, and whether in force and effect at any certain time, 
these are all clearly questions for the court; and the parties have aright + 
tothe judgment of the court, not of this Senate, upon those questions. 

If it is as cledr as the gentlemen of the committee, learned in the 
Spanish and Mexican law, would have us believe, that all ‘imperfect 
titles’’ must be classed under the colonization laws of Mexico and that 
those laws certainly do not permit a grant of more than eleven leagues, 
we surely may well leave that question, with the others, where it be- 
longs, to be determined by the court. 

Experience in the matter of grants in the Louisiana purchase and in 
the now State of California has surely informed us that Spanish and 
Mexican grants are various in form and style, and whether a certain 
grant may be considered perfect or imperfect, whether under the col- 
onization law or standing independently of it, may be a question. 

But the oes of this bill inform us that where a man has a 
grant, and ‘‘ possession” under it, he is safe, He does not need to 
come into court uhder this bill. 

But what is ‘‘possession?’’ How far does itextend? Have not our 
States found it necessary to define by statutes what shall constitute 
adverse possession? And may not the character and extent of a man’s 
possession of lands in many States be determined somewhat by the 
question as to whether he has a paper title—whether he has inclosed 
his cleared land, or used the unclosed woodland ? 

Now, suppose a Mexican don, in consideration of some distinguished 
service, or for moneys paid, received a grant from his government years 
previous to the ratification of the treaty—the land to be selected in 
New Mexico or Arizona, within certain designated natural boundaries, 
and to include, say, fifteen square leagues. : 

Grants somewhat of that character, with boundaries quite undefined, 
I believe have been found to be not uncommon in our acquired Spanish 
possessions. The grantee did not have the land surveyed; there were no 
surveyors in those then wild, arid regions. He did not fence his grant. 
Fences were not required. He put his rancheros there. They grazed 
his flocks and herds along a water course and over a mesa; sometimes 
within the limits of his supposed grant, sometimes outside of it. He 
or his legal representatives are there to-day in about the same condi- 
tion. What kind of a title has he, perfeet or imperfect; and how ex- 
tensive is his possession? If his title is considered by the court as im- 
perfect, he can only have judgment for eleven leagues under this clause. 
If his title is considered perfect by the court, he is to be dismissed from 
the court without any judgment as to the extent of his right under his 
declared perfect title. 

But, say the committee, if there be any cases of hardship caused by 
our determination to limit the court to decide on all the facts and law 
in the cases, the aggrieved party can come and supplicate the kindly 
consideration of Congress and Congress will doubtless relieve him. In- 
deed! And how has Congress been accustomed to relieve such suppli- 
cants? And by what right does this Congress assume to say to these 
parties having rights guaranteed by the solemn sanction of international 
treaty, rights capable of being properly and justly determined in the 
courts of the country, “You must get out of court, but you may come 
to some succeeding Congress an® doubtless it will of its grace confirm 
your right?” 

Is Congress the forum for decision indicated by the guarantees of 
the treaty? Most assuredly not. Would legislation like this be at- 
tempted in any other cases where the rights of individuals came in 
conflict with some supposed residuary rights of the Government? In 
this District we had, I believe, some time since a question as to 
whether private parties owned the water-front on the Potomac. Sup- 
pose Congress had attempted to determine that while the court might 
consider the question no judgment should be rendered in the case that 
prenion the lines of any person’s grant to come within 100 feet of 

ow-water mark. Who would propose sucha measure? And yet these 
Mexicans and their heirs and assigns in these remote Territories have 
guarantees equally ample with the citizensof this District; guarantees 
that we are bound sacredly to regard. 

A conflict in Government grants is not an unprecedented thing: Look 
at land titles in West Virginia; lapping sometimes three deep; unset- 
tled for quite a century. Did it ever occur to any old Virginia jurist 
that the speedy, easy, and just way of determining the conflicts would 
be by enacting that the courts should recognize no man’s claim to more 
than five hundred acres? (That would be about the relative scale of 
land grants by the governments of Virginia and old Spain and Mexico. ) 
And, then, all parties who might aggrieved could come to the Legis- 
lature for its sympathy and await its mercy ! 

In the acquisition of a country that had been settled for about three 
centuries perhaps the presumption might well be that all its lands had 
been granted and were subject to private rights if not in actual occu- 
pation. What right have we to start with the presumption that they 


were, or that a large proportion of them were, public lands, and upon 
that presumption proceed to throw any parties holding grants, or rights 
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of whatever nature, upon the mercy of a Congress that represents the 


other party in interest to the contest ? 

The policy of Mexico has been referred to. In to grants the 
policy of Old Spain and Mexico is well known to have been most lib- 
eral. The colonization law of Mexico was onlya part of it. Thatnever 
precluded the supreme power of the national government from making 
grants. How often that power may have been exercised we can not 
here know. If exercised by “‘ rightful authority,” it conveyed a perfect 
right—a right which we, under the treaty, are bound to protect and 
execute. If anything whatever remained to be done after the making 
of the grant it only remained as an official duty, which we, as the suc- 
cessors of Mexico, are, by our proper officers, under the guarantees of 
the treaty, bound to di y 

Why should any grantees of lands be required to come to Congress? 
That they may upon the one hand be charged with importunity and 
lobbying, or, on the other, be subjected to spoliation under the sup- 
posed popular cry of protecting the public domain ! 

Congress is no place to try land titles either great or small. It is no 
place to try them whether they be few or numerous. If in a certain 
class of cases the number be few, the courts can readily dispose of 
them; if numerous, surely Congress ought not to be hereafter troubled 
with them. If Senators wish to close this business by referring it to 
the courts, where it belongs, let us do so.justly, honorably, impar- 
tially, and let the courts decide all the cases and all the questions in- 
volved. = 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending question is upon the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Kansas Dir. PLUMB], which 
will be reported. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert at the end of the bill the 
following as additional sections: 

Sec, —. That all the right and title of the United States to the land in the Rio 
Grande Valley and elsewhere in the Territory of New Mexico occupied and pos- 
sessed persons who, or w ancestors or grantors, became citizens of the 
United States by reason of the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, be, and the same 
are hereby, relinqui to the person. or persons who have been in 
the actual bona occupancy or possession of said land, by themselves or their 
ancestors or tors, for fifty years next preceding the date of the of 
this act; and it shall be the duty of the sorreror general of New Mexicoto hear 
and determine, subject to the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, the 
rights of the parties claiming under this act; and for that purpose the register 
and the receiver shall have power to summon witnesses, administer oaths, and 
take testimony relative to such occupancy or possession: Provided, That no 
claim as aforesaid shall be of any validity under this act unless it shall have 
been duly filed with the said sey GE ara two years after the passage of this 
nct: And provided further, That this grant shall not extend to any reservation of 
the United States, nor ah esis any valid adverse right or claim, if such exist, 
to said land, or any part thereof, nor preclude a judicial examination and adjust- 
ment ees and shall not extend to any tract of land exceeding eighty acre’ 
in quantity. 
may Sept That whenever it shall have been determined by the said surveyor- 
general, or, on appeal, by the Commissioner of the General Land Office or 
retary of the Interior, that any tract has been occupied as aforesaid, it shall be 
the duty of the surveyor-general for said Territory to cause the said claims to 
be wr do in acco! ce with the lines of such occupancy, and to furnish ap- 
proved plats of the same, upon the receipt and approval of which said p! and 
field-notes thereof, by the Commissioner of the General Land Office, patents 
shall issue asin other cases. R 


and granted 


Sec. —. That any pe or parts of said imei lands that are not shown, to 
the satisfaction of the Commissioner of the eral Land Office, to have been 
so occupied for fifty years shall be held by him as open to settlement under the 
provisions of the pre-emption or homestead Jaws of the United States, and 
ents may be issued therefor for any number of acres not ear tga + iy ad t 
a complying with said 1 provisions may desire to hold: Provided, 

hat al) existing sig can that have settled on said Jands within a period of 
jess than thirty years 1l have the prior right to acquire the seme under the 
homestead laws of the United States. 


Mr. BAYARD. Ihave sent for the Senator from Kansas in order 
that he may be present.when the vote is taken. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has also sent for him. 

Mr. BAYARD. Iwill merely remark that this amendment contains 
the text of a bill introduced by the Senator from Kansas and referred 
to the Committee on Private Land Claims on the 21st of January. It 
relates to a large class of small holdings in that Territory, and the com- 
mittee have not yet had time to consider whether a bill should be 
reported for the purpose of especially protecting that class of occupants 
of small tracts of land who, according to the explanation of the Senator 
yesterday, have no muniments of title, and rely entirely upon verbal 
or traditionary licenses to possess and occupy rather than any formal 
title. But the amendment contains a doctrine in regard to which I 
hope the Senate will pause long before they agree, and that is that the 
statute of limitations shall beapplicable against theGovernment. That 
never has been the law of the United States, I do not think it has 
been the law of any country with institutions similar to our own. 
Long ago, in 1832, the Supreme Conrt of the United States laid down 
this doctrine: 

kis a well-settled prihciple that the statute of limitations does norr may mt 
a State. If a contrary rule were sanctioned, it would only be necessary for i 
truders upon the public lands to maintain their possessions until the statute of 
limitations shall run ; and then they would become invested with the eas 
the Government, and all persons claiming under it. In this way the public do- 
main would soon be appropriated by adventurers. Indeed it would be y 
impracticable, by the use of any power within the reach of the Government, to 
prevent this result. It is only necessary, therefore, to state the case in order to 


show the wisdom and propriety of the rule that the statute never ope 


rates 
ara pr Gotemment. (Lindsey and others rs. The Lessee'of Miller, 6 Pe- 
ters, 673.) 


This is not only the statement of a rule familiar to us all but it is 
statement of the reasons for the rule as applied to the public lands. 

I trust, therefore, under no show of a special mercy towards the small 
holders, for whose protection this bill has been in a large degree designed, 
will Congress consent to the adoption of a principle which all govern- 
ments have held it necessary to deny in relation to the sovereignty. 

I do not care to prolong the debate or the controversy on this meas- 
ure, Iam ready therefore that the Senate shall act upon the pending 
question. I consider while there is much in the theory of this amend- 
ment which I can understand as appealing to one’s sense of commiser- 
ation for those who have no muniments of title, mere possession of small 
holdings, yet those possessions must have been under color of law or 
title to create such an occupation as the law favors, arid which ean ripen 
into a title izable in law. A man going into possession of the 
public land not having color of title can gain no title by any lapse of 
time. Mere possession will not enable him to maintain a suit against 
one who enters under title from the Government. 

The amendment proposes (and there is an amendment suggested by 
the honorable Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] to the same effect) to 
allow their ancestors or grantors that means, when stated conversely, 
their heirs or assigns, for the grantor, whether it be by deed of gift or 
of sale, or the word *‘ ancestor,’’ which implies inheritance, and amounts 
to this that a party can by mere possession gain title to public lands as 
against the Government or its grantee. : 

Sir,,it would be the adoption of avery dangerous rule and is in vio- 
lation of the established rule of this Government and lead to the over- 
throw of the sovereign power by the mere lapse of time without color 
of law or grant. I hope the amendment will not be adopted. 

Mr. PLUMB. I want to call the attention of the Senator from Del- 
aware to chapter 34 of the acts of the Forty-third Congress, second ses- 
sion, wherein he will find that precisely this question was settled by 
the passage of a ball which came from the Private Land Claims Com- 
mittee. 

Mr. BAYARD. Is that the same reference the Senator made yester- 
day? 

Mr. PLUMB. The same one I made yesterday. 

Mr. BAYARD. In regard to titles in Arizona? 

Mr. PLUMB. In regard to titles in Arizona. 

Mr. BAYARD. I read it in the RECORD this morning and heard it 
yesterday. 

Mr. PLUMB, I think that is a complete answer to the objection 
the Senator makes about the question of acquiring title by limitation. 

In view of the fact that there seems to be a recognition generally that 
something should be done to protect these people, I think it is incum- 
bent upon the Committee on Private Land Claims either to assent to the 
amendment or to propose something else which will accomplish the 
same purpose. Manifestly the bill does not accomplish the desired end 
and was not intended so todo. If we are to legislate upon this ques- 
tion, why should we not attend to it at once? We shall not recur to 
this question again. If we do not protect these people now, they will 
not receive protection, but in the progress of the execution of the pro- 
visions of this bill they will be practically dis 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I wish to say a single word. I do not 
suppose there is any country in the world, either Spain, England, or 
any other, where an adverse possession of fifty years is not a good title. 
If there is, I have never read nor heard of it. The amendment of the 
Senator from Kansas simply proposes to affirm that fact as a proposition 
< sem I think it ought to be sustained. i hope the amendment will 

opted. ‘ 

Mr. PLUMB. At thesuggestion of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
BowEn] I will amend my amendment by inserting after the words 
t New Mexico,” in line 3 of the first proposed section, the words ‘‘ and 
in the State of Colorado; so as to read: 

That all the right and title of the United States to the land in the Rio Grande 
Valley and elsewhere in the Territory of New Mexico and in the State of Col- 
orado, oceupied and possessed by persons, X&c. 

His statement to me was that there are, and I have no doubt there 
are, a large number of people in the State of Colorado similarly situated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas moves to 
amend his amendment as will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 3 of the first section of the popoa 
amendment, after the word ‘‘ New Mexico,” insert “and in the State 
of Colorado;’’ so as to read: 


# the land in the Rio Grande 
ico and in the State of Colo- 


dalgo be, and the same are hereby, relinquished and granted to th Tso 
persons who have been in actual bona E Eia land. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Kansas to his own amendment. 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to, 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on agreeing to 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Kansas, on which the yeas 
and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. MAXEY. I would suggest to the Senator from in line 
9 of his amendment, between the words ‘‘ tors” and “for,” to in- 
sert “continuously.” That would leave it beyond all doubt. 

Mr. PLUMB. That is entirely acceptable. 

Mr. MAXEY. The object I have in view is that the possession 
spoken of shall be continuous possession. ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas moves to 
amend the amendment of the Senator from Kansas by inserting after 
*‘ grantors,” in line 9, ‘‘ continuously.’’_ 

Mr. MAXEY. I would also add it, if the same amendment is 
necessary, to maké the language harmonious in another part of the sec- 
tion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will examine that for 
himself. The Chair is hardly authorized to direct such a correction. 
The question is on the amendment proposed by the Senator from Texas 
to the amendment of the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, irrespective of the merits of this prop- 
osition, which, as I said before, has been submitted to the Senate and 
referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims as Senate bill 1209, 
which is now pending before the committee and being there duly con- 
sidered, I object to its being ingrafted upon the present bill. We are 
simply here providing legal machinery for testing the right in judicial 
tribunals of every claimant, great or small, providing for absolute equal- 
ity before the law, giving the opportunity for the first time sn the his- 
tory of this country’s legislation with regard to this class of property 
for the private claimants to intervene in all cases to protect their in- 
terests. 

I have here on my table a statement made by a party in interest be- 
fore the public land commission of the United States in which he says 
that: ‘ 

The Government should enforce the construction of the laws in conflict with 

rivate grants by allowing settlers to intervene. Thesettlersare always see 
fi regard to g testimony; but if the settlers are ruled out of court allsorts 
of perjury be committed against the Government. Settlers who cultivate 
the soil can not fight unscrupulous speculators in the courts at theirown expense, 
as they have all they can do to improve their farms to raise a scanty living for 
their ilies hardships from early settlement. Speculators always re- 


side in towns and cities, who care nothing for the settler except to sponge the 
price of the land out of him without any right or Salias title. 


This man is one of the many who have complained, and it is in re- 
sponse to what I believe to be the just demand of this class of claim- 
ants that this bill has been framed. Now comes the proposition of the 
Senator from Kansas without any regard to the framework of this bill 
and proposes to ingraft a statute of limitation to quiet what? Not to 
quiet titles under the treaty, but simply to quiet possessory titles by 
raising the bar of the statute against the Government of the United 
States itself or those claiming under it. I hope the Senate may see that 
it is inconsistent, incongruous with the measure now before the Senate 
to ingraft this provision upon it, and that the question is a very seri- 
ous one whether you will now reverse that policy of this Government 
and I say of all civilized governments heretofore pursued, and that is 
not to let the bar of the statute run against the Government. 

Mr. MAXEY. Mr. President, twenty years’ actual continuous pos- 
session even at common law raises a presumption of right, and insixty 
years raises a conclusive presumption of right. Twenty years’ posses- 
sion is good against a writ of possession, and sixty years against a writ 
of right. So far, the common law. But it has been said that no time 
runs against the king. That is perfectly true; but I ask here where 
we are making a statute and a man has been in the continuous actual 
possession of the survey on which he is, he and those under whom he 
claims for fifty years peaceably occupying it without let or hinderance 
on the part of the Government or anybody else, is it just and fair on the 
part of the Government on a mere naked legal title to turn that man 
out ? 

This bill all the way through and the entire argument all the way 
throngh refers to grants, and the treaty refers to grants and says grants 
shall be confirmed. In the case which I put the other day and in matty 
other cases where the title by long occupation and use and possession 
would be in any court regarded as a good title there is not a grant, be- 
cause the Government has not technically parted with the legal title; 
and it is to reach that class of cases that the amendment of the Senator 
from Kansas is presented, and I think properly. It will save hundreds 
and thousands of the small settlers who have taken up parts of an 
eleven-league grant, for example, where the out-boundary has been made 
and it turns out to cover more than eleven leagues. There has been no 
actual parting with the legal title by the Government; and inside of the 
exterior boundaries of the grant have grown up villages and farms, the 
holders all claiming under that eleven-league claim. They have had 
possession not only for fifty years but from that up to one hundred and 
two hundred years; and yet on the theory of the bill these honest men 
are turned out and the rest of the land goes to some speculator who is 
waiting to grab the hard earnings of those who with their ancestors 
have been on the land for two or three centuries. I do not think that 
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is right. While I am as much in favor of striking at fraudulent claims 
as any man can be and believe that fraud ought to be cut up by the 
roots, yet there is no reason for striking down the just with the unjust. 
If you can find men who are honestly entitled to have their homes and 
the roofs over their heads protected, protect them, and now and here is 
the right time and place, in my ju t, to do that. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I feel that I owe an apology for 
occupying any time on this question, but I do want to state briefly what 
seems to me to be the true aspect of the question. 

By this bill we have proposed to subject to the severest scrutiny all 
of these Mexican and Spanish grants; we have provided every means 
known to the law for testing these grants, so that none of them shall be 
confirmed except those that are bona fide grants from Mexico or Spain. 
We have provided the means for ascertaining the bounds of the grants 
so that they may not be spread over territory not originally fairly in- 
cluded within the descriptions contained in the grants, Now, when 
under this bill any grantee from Spain or Mexico has established his 
claim to a particular tract of land under the treaty, I insist we have no 
power to say as against that claimant and grantee that any occupier or 
squatter upon any p of his grant shall control or have the land he is 
residing on. We have no more right to-do it than by bill to establish 
the claim of any interloper or squatter upon the land of any Senator. 
We must leave the question between those occupiers of land which may 
be confirmed under any grant to litigation between those persons and 
the person in whose behalf the grant is confirmed. If as against the 
owner of that grant there has been such adverse possession as the courts 
would recognize, then that party will be’ secure in his holdings under 
the protection of the statute of rest; andif he has not been holding ad- 
versely, but has been holding under the grant, then the confirmation of 
the grant secures his title which is held under the grantee. So that as 
to any of these settlers who may find themselves upon grants which are 
confirmed by the court after these adverse proceedings have been insti- 
tuted and been brought to a determination, Isubmit that Congress has 
no power to change the legal relations of the grantee and that person 
occupying a portion of the land. 

But as to the public domain of the United States which is not found 
to be included in any of these grants, if there shall be upon that domain 
any bona fide settlers who under the loose laws of Mexico or Spain went 
upon this property supposing they had a right to make a home upon it 
and have dwelt there for the period mentioned in the amendment of the 
Senator from Kansas, for one I am in favor of releasing the rights of 
the Government of the United States to those persons. I am told there 
are many such men who have twenty or forty acres of land upon which 
they have a little vineyard. I think it would be unbecoming in the 
Government of the United States to set up title against these poor 
people. Therefore, as I said yesterday, if the Senator from Kansas will 
so amend his pues as that it shall be distinctly limited to the 
public lands of the United States which we have a right to dispose of, 
to give or sell 2s we may please, and shall instead of establishing pres- 
ent title in these people simply secure them against the intrusion of 
any person who attempts to come in under the laws of the United 
States and jump their claims until we can have a report from the sur- 
veyor-general as to the rights in the particular case—that sort of a 
proposition I think would meet with general approval. It protects 
everybody that we have a right to protect, every one who is upon any 
land which the Government owns; but the question is whether this 
amendment may not extend, if it is carried in the form to 
the grants which are confirmed which are decided to be private prop- 
erty and to have been private property since the original grant, afid 
certainly we can not honestly undertake to give away any pertion of 
the grants which are thus confirmed. But as to the public lands, as I 
have said we have a right to say that as to those bona fide settlers who 
have dwelt so long upon the land that no intruder shall disturb their 
possession and when we have'stcured from the surveyor-general are- 
port we shall then be in a position to pass a law which shall confirm 
to those of them who show an equitable right these little holdings 
which they have been of so lo f 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I think the Senator from Indiana could 
have no doubt about the amendment which I proposed covering just 
precisely the land he speaks of and no other, because the very first 
words are ‘‘ that all the rightand title of the United States to the land," 
&c., not purporting to grant any other title except that which the 
United States has, 

Mr. HARRISON, I would say to the Senator that this bill deals 
with some cases, or it has been said to deal with some cases, where the 
title of the claimant is an equitable one, where it might be held that 
the fee was in the United States; and, if so, certainly this language 
might be construed to pass that title of the United States. 

Mr. BAYARD. I think the Senator from Indiana will agree that a 
measure of that kind should not be ingrafted upon the tbill. It 
is perfectly competent to make a separate and a earefully drawn meas- 
ure that will meet this class of eases; but we are really now passing upon 
adifferent subject. The suggestion of the Senator from Indiana should 
be properly framed and can be properly framed in a separate measure. 
This amendment now of the Senator from Kansas in the shape of a 
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separate measure is before the Committee on Private Land Claims, and 
it only went there two weeks ago. 

Mr. HARRISON. I would say to the Senator that it does not seem 
to me that the objection of irrelevancy lies to the amendment of the 
Senator from Kansas. We are dealing here with lands derived from 
Mexico under the treaty; we are assuming to confirm lands which 
were granted under the treaty. Now, in connection with that we find 
certain Mexican citizens, who came to us with the land, in the posses- 
sion of certain small tracts of lant. It seems to me that it is germane; 
and as the fate and final, result upon a bill which is yet to be reported 
may be quite uncertain in this Congress, for one, being friendly to the 
bill as I have shown in what I have said upon it from the beginning, 
I would be willing to such an amendment as I have suggested. 

Mr. MAXEY. The amendment of the Senator from Kansas, in my 
judgment, is not only strictly germane, but is proper to go on this bill. 
Why? The bill relates to grants, and I beg Senators not to become 
tx BE about the meaning of the word “‘grants.’’ The treaty of 
Guadalupe Hidalgo refers to ‘‘grants.’’ Of course, every lawyer will 
concede that whatever title the private citizen had when Augustin 
Iturbide overturned the Spanish Government in 1821 remained in the citi- 
zen under the Iturbide government, and when that in turn was over- 
turned by the republic in 1824 the precise character of title that the 
citizen had in his land remained in him; and when, on the 2d of Feb- 
ruary, 1848, that country passed to the United States, whatever char- 
acter of title the citizen had under the Mexican laws remained in him 
under the laws of the United States. 

Now suppose that the citizen had acquired an equitable title from 
the Mexican Government—and that is the very class of cases I am try- 
ing to protect—suppose he had filed his petition, his land had been sur- 
veyed, he had been put in the actual possession of that land, but a 
grant had not passed from the government; the legal title was still in 
the government. In that condition the rights of Mexico ceased be- 
cause the country had become the property of the United Stetes; the 
equitable title of the occupant remained in him under the laws of the 
United States, but the legal title passed to the Government of the United 
States from Mexico. . £ 

The object of the Senator from Kansas, as I understand it, is that the 
United States shall be divested of any claim of title that she may have 
for the class of people who have been in the continuous, actual, peace- 
able, undisturbed occupation of their soil for fifty years under their 
claim. Is not thatright? You may talk to me about no time running 
against the king, but I say that no government on this earth would 
be just to its citizens that would avail itself of mere naked technicali- 
ties. It is not the case of a squatter; it is the case of a man who has 
an equitable claim to the land, and who is in possession under an equit- 
able claim with the legal title only remaining in the Government; and 
it would be unjust on the part of this Government to assert its naked 

_ legal title to strip him of land which he had been honestly occupying 
for fifty years under a survey and under a claim from the former gov- 
ernment, emanating under the laws of Spain or Mexico as the case may 
be. Isay it would not be just to the man to strip him of this land be- 
cause there happened to be a little surplus in the quantity included 
between the exterior boundaries of his grant. But that is the effect of 
this, because this bill says in terms that no claim shall be allowed for 
a larger amount than eleven leagues, and it is true that in many in- 
stances men were in the honest occupancy of a survey which was more 
than eleven leagues long under an eleven-league claim. They have 
been there for fifty years constantly occupying it, and no one has inter- 
fered with them. The Government of Mexico has not interfered with 
them. The Government of the United States has not interfered with 
them up to the present time. Now, what will you do? Railroads 
have made the land valuable, and you propose to strike at the just with 
the unjust, you propose to strike down the honest poor man along with 
the fraudulent thieves and scoundrels who have been moving out their 
lines and making eleven leagues cover two million acres. Sir, while 
you strike at them, let an honest and upright Government protect the 
poor man. - The amendment does it, because if a man has been in the 
actual -undisturbed ion and occupation of the soil under his 
marked bounds for fifty years he ought not to be interfered with, and 
the amendment is not only germane but in my judgment it is honest. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Fryeinthechair). The question 
is on the amendment offered by the Senator from Texas [Mr. Maxey] 
to the amendment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

The amendment te the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Kansas as amended. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If I may be excused for saying a single word 
(which I am sorry to feel it a duty to do) on this main amendment, I 
should like to call the attention of the Senate again to what my friend 
from Indiana has referred to, that this amendment as it stands will 
clearly oust the Mexican grantee or the Spanish grantee from his pos- 
session that we are bound to make good under the treaty against a 
fifty years’ occupation of somebody who may have upon his 
Jands, which is undertaking to determine by an act of Congress ques- 
tions of private rights between two citizens. - 


I hope for that reason as well as for others that I might suggest in 
regard to dangers even as to the public lands that my friend from Kan- 
sas, whose good wishes to these settlers the Committee on Private Land 
Claims sysmpathize with most earnestly, will allow this matter of the 
Mexican grants per se to be disposed of by itself, and that we immedi- 
ately proceed—tfor I am sure the committee will report in a week or two 
upon the other branch of the question about these settlers on the pub- 
lic lands or those that turn out to be public—to leave that to be care- 
fully considered by the committee with such assistance as we can get 
from my friend from Kansas and others who are acquainted with the 
matter, and not in the hasteof considering amendments that are offered 
in the Senate that have not been carefully talked over in a committee 
embarrass us and do injury where we are trying to do good. 

Certainly I am confident on the first point Ihave made that it would 
be extremely unjust as well as dangerous to agree to the amendmentin 
the form in which it now stands. . 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Georgiá [ Mr. BROWN]. 

The ro}l-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 

7, nays 28; as follows: 


YEAS—17. , 
Bowen, Hawley, Maxey, Van Wyck, 
Call, Plumb. Vest. 7 
Coke, Jonesof Nevada, Sawyer, 
Dawes, LEDRED. Sewell, 
Gearge, M n, Vance, 
NAYS—2s. 

Aldrich Colquitt, Gibson, McMillan, 
Bayard. Conger, 4 Manderson, 
Beck, Cullom, Hampton, Pendleton, 
Blair, Dolph, j Pike, 
Butler, Edm . Harrison, ca 

5 Fair, Jackson, Post, 
Cameron of Wis., Gar! Jonas, Sherman. 

ABSENT—31. 

ree Hill, Millerof N F.,  Saulobury 

y, ' o! . 5 
Brown, Hoar, Mitchell, Slater, 
Cameron of Pa., Jones of Florida, Morgan, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Kenna, Morrill, Walker, 
Farley, Lamar, Palmer, Willi 
Frye, A Ransom, Wilson. 
Groome, ne, Riddleberger. 


So the amendment as amended was rejected. 

Mr. PLUMB. I now offer an amendment to come in at the close of 
the bill as a e section. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

SEC. —, That allthe poe lands of the United Statesin the Rio Grande Valley 
and elsewhere in the tory of New Mexico and in the State of Colorado, oc- 
cupied wep gree by persons who, or whose ancestors or grantors, became 
citizens of the United States by reason of the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, and 
occupied by any person or persons who have been in the actual bona occu- 

or possession of said land, by themselyes or their ancestors or grantors, 

or fifty years next preceding the date of the passage of this act, be, and the same 

are hereby, withdrawn from entry and sale under the laws of the United States ; 
and it shall be the duty of the surveyor-general of New Mexico to hear and de- 


termine the rights of the parties claiming such parcels of land, and to report all 


the facts to the Secretary of the Interior. Said surveyor-general have 


power to summon witnesses, administer oaths, and take testimony relative to 
such occupancy or possession: Provided, That all claims under this act shall be 
filed with the said surveyor-general within two years after the pas of this 
act: And provided , That no claim shall be so heard or paai aeae) exceed- 
ing eighty acres in quantity. - 

Mr. BAYARD. Iwill merely say that that is to-day the subject of 
a separate bill now pending before the Private Land Claims Committee, 
who are di to give it early and as far as I know favorable con- 
sideration; but I am not prepared upon a measure of this kind to ac- 
cept such an amendment. I hope therefore it will not be adopted. 

Mr. HARRISON. I think the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Kansas, as well as I can understand it from the reading of it, is 
in the line of the suggestion I have been making once or twice. It 
does not undertake to confirm title in anybody. It would not make 
any difference if by its terms it extended to all the land that may be 
covered by these grants, because it simply says that the lands are re- 
served from sale—that is all—and directs the surveyor-general to in- 
quire into and report as to the equitable right of the class of persons 
described in the amendment. It parts with no title, it interferes with 
nobody’s title, but simply says that intruders shall not jump these 
little claims, and that it is reserved for the future consideration of Con- 
gress alter we have the report of the surveyor-general. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment- 
of the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. BAYARD. Let us-haye the yeas and nays. 
at ‘Ni and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 

e roll. 


Mr. CAMDEN (when Mr. KENNA’s name was called). I desire to 


announce the pair of my colleague [Mr. KENNA] with the Senator from 
Minnesota [Mr. SABIN]. 

The ro}l-call was concluded. 

Mr. CALL. - Iamrequested by my colleague [Mr. JonEs, of Florida} 
to announce that he is detained from the Senate by sickness. 
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The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 23; as follows: 


YEAS—23. 
Blair, Conger, Jones of Nevada, Sawyer, 
Bewen, Dawes, Lapham, Sherman, 
Call, George, Maxey, Vance, 
Cameron of Wis., n, Mitchell, Van Wyck, 
Hawley, Plumb, Vest. 
Coke, Ingalls, Saulsbury, 
NAYS— 23. 
ard, Dolph, M 
Boe Edmunds, Jackson, Pendleton, 
Butler, Fair, Jonas, Pike, 
Camden, Garland, Platt, 
Colquitt, Gibson, McMillm, Pugh. 
Cullom, Hampton, Manderson, 
ABSENT—%. 
Aldrich, Groome, Mahone, Sewell, 
Allison, Hale, Miller of Cal. , 
Anthony, Hill, Miller of N. ¥., Voorhees, 
Brown, Hoar, Morrill, alker, 
Cameron of Pa., Jones of Florida, Palmer, Williams, 
Farley, Kenna, Ransom, Wilson. 
, ' Riddleberger, 
Gorman, McPherson, Sabin, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment is rejected. 

Mr, LAPHAM. I offer a substitute for section 11, which I send to 
the desk. ° ; s 

The CHIEF CLERK. Itis proposed to strike out section 11 and to in- 
sert in lien thereof: 

All claims which may be prosecuted under the provisions of this act shall be 
forever barred unless a petition shall have been filed as hereinbefore provided 
within three years after notice on the part of the United States to the claimant 
requiring such claimant to institute proceedings as aforesaid: Provided, That 
minors, married women, and persons non compos mentis shall have three years 
after the removal of their respective disabilities in which to make their claims 
under the provision of this act after such notice. 

Mr. LAPHAM, Mr. President, I am in fall sympathy with the pur- 
pose of the Committee on Private Land Claims in providing some mode 
of quieting these titles, and I should be glad to see the provisions of 
this bill in such a form as to beable to support it. I cannot doit in the 
present condition of the measure. The common-law bill, the bill to 
quiet titles, as it is termed, was a remedy for the repose of titles. In 
the State of New York we have dropped all those proceedings; we have 
a statutory provision which was framed by the late John C. Spencer, 
which has been in operation in that State since the year 1830. It pro- 
vides in the main, as this bill is designed to provide, for a party in pos- 
session of real estate summoning all claimants in hostility to his title to 
come into court and have the question tried. It is denominated—the 
title of the law in that State is “A proceeding to compel the determina- 
tion of claims to real property.’’ It is a somewhat summary proceed- 
ing in the State of New York, although after the parties are all brought 
into court the provisions of the statute relating to actions of ejectment 
are made applicable to the trial and determination of the case. If this 
bill were designed, although in the form of a proceeding in equity, to 
reach the same result in a somewhat summary way, I should have much 
less difficulty with it than I have now and I should be able to give it 
my cheerful ag fae 

I have been looking at the first section of this bill to see if I could 
determine upon whom it is operative, and the best interpretation I can 
give to it is that every person in possession of land under a claim of 
title from either the Mexican or Spanish Government whose claim has 
not been confirmed by act of Congress or otherwise finally decided upon 
lawfal authority is bound to institute a legal proceeding under this act 
under the peril of losing his land. 

Now, Mr. President, we see at a glance the magnitude of the scope 
of this bill thus interpreted, and I can give it no other interpretation. 
It has been said in the course of this discussion that more than a thou- 
sand claims have been presented under the laws of Congress, and to a 
certain extent adjudicated, the boundaries ascertained; the public offi- 
cers have reached their conclusions, and reported them. But all those 
claims, as appears by the later provisions of the first section, are not 
to be regarded as in any way determining the right of individuals in 
possession of those lands, The petition is to state ‘‘ whether the said 
claim has heretofore been confirmed, considered, or acted upon by Con- 
gress.’’ Why should a person come into court under this bill on a pe- 
tition stating that his claim has been confirmed by an act of Congress 
when the preceding provision of the bill expressly stipulates that those 
whose titles have thus been confirmed are not to proceed under this act? 
The petition is to state— ` 

Whether the said claim has heretofore been confirmed, considered, or acted 
upon by Congress, or the authorities of the United States, or been heretofore sub- 
mitted to any authorities constituted by law for the adjustment of land-titles 
within the limits of the said territory so acquired, and by them reported on un- 
Semorebls or recommended for confirmation, or authorized to be surveyed or 
not. 
So it will be seen that a thousand claims, and probably five times a 
Thousand claims, will be required to be prosecuted under the provisions 
ef this act if it shall become a law. We have knowledge of the fact 
that of the thousand claims unacted on only seventy-one or seventy-two 
come within the term of having been finally decided or confirmed by 
act of Congress. Therefore all the rest of these claims are open for lit- 
igation. 


To whom does this statute address itself? To every one of the claim- 
ants to land under grants from either of the governments who were 
parties to the treaties. They are all obliged to go first into their local 
courts; from there, if it be a Territorial court, they are obliged to go to. 
the circuit court, and from the circuit court they are to come to the 
Supreme Court of the United States, and the Supreme Court of the 
United States, the United States being a party to every one of these 
proceedings, and having the right to come here by appeal, is to take 
jurisdiction of them as an original action, to retry them all upon both. 
the questions of fact and the questions of law. 

Why, Mr. President, you pass this bill in its present form with this 
right of appeal to the court of last resort, and there is no man living 
who will see the end of the Calendar in the Supreme Court of the United 
States; our grandchildren would not live tosee it. Think of bringing 
witnesses from all these Territories to the city of Washington to testify 
before the Su e Court upon these issues as to title! That is what 
this bill provides for. These questions are all to be opened as original 
questions; they are all to beretried here. Iamsurein this respect this 
bill ought not to receive the favorable consideration of the Senate. 

To whom, then, I repeat, is this hi septate addressed? It*is ad- 
dressed to that class of land-holders who have been in possession of 
grants from the Government of Spain or the Government of Mexico 
almost time out of mind, men who have been reposing upon their titles 
for centuries. They are all invited by this bill to come into court, and 
obliged to come into court at the peril of losing their titles unless they 
do so, and have them established. 

The amendment I have offered is designed to remedy the difficulties 
of this bill in ene respect. It relates to the statute of limitations that 
is proposed to-be interposed by the eleventh section. That section as 
recommended by the committee absolutely bars every claim to lands 
in these Territories and States unless petitions are filed within three 
years after the passage of this act. Here are persons who have been, 
as I have said, and their ancestors, occupying these lands for centuries, 
or for half a century or quarter of a century. They know nothing of 
the passage of this law; they may not even hear of the passage of the 
law within the three years; they are in remote sections; they are liv- 
ing in the confidence that they are safe; that their title is good, nobody 
has ever questioned it; and yet there may be an antagonism to the 
title which, after the lapse of three years, by this section as it is pro- 
posed, would cut them off forever. 

The amendment I have offered is designed to require the United States 
to be the mover in this matter and to call upon every person in posses- 
sion of the land tocome into court and commence his proceeding, and 
if after notice to do that, after being required to do that, he refuses for 
three years to do so, then his claim shall be barred. It seems to me 
this is not unreasonable. We are passing this law for the purpose of 
ascertaining what proportion of these lands are the public domain. We 
are acting to a certain extent in hostility to the land grants secured by 
the treaty, and therefore, if we desire to shut out any claimant as » 
against the United States from holding his land, we should move upon 
him and give him notice of this law and of the requirement that he 
shall institute proceedings under it. 

I may not have exactly the appropriate language to accomplish what 
I have in view, but my idea is that before this bar shall commence to 
operate the Government shall advise the occupant that his title is in 
peril or may be in peril. Let the Government say to the occupant, 

‘You must commence; we have passed a law to enable the courts to 
determine as between you and us, and as between you and anybody 
else, whether your title is valid or not; we have passed a law the de- 
sign of which is to be a statute of repose as to all these titles; now we 
call upon you to avail yourself of the provisions of the law, and unless 
you do it within three years the doors of the courts are to be barred 
forever against you.” What harm is there in requiring this much on 
the part of the Government? Why should not something of this kind 
be done before the statute of limitations begins to operate upon the 
occupants of these lands? 

I do not wish to. occupy Rae there has been so much time consumed 
in the discussion of this bill. I have thus stated briefly the difficulties 
of the bill as they occur to me and the reasons why I suggest this sub- 
stitute for the eleventh section. The latter part of my amendment is 
the clause introduced by the Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE] yesterday 
and adopted by the Senate. That is the exception of minors, married 
women, and persons non compos mentis. The Senate has passed upon 
that portion of my amendment. My amendment is designed to provide 
that the statute shall not commence to operate as a statute in bar of a 
claim until the Government has given notice to the occupant to insti- 
tute proceedings. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from New York [Mr. LAPHAM]. 

Mr. BAYARD. I will merely state that the bill already provides 
a reasonable and well-guarded statute of limitation with the usual ex- 
ceptions in favor of persons under legal disabilities. 

These claims, it seems to me the Senator has forgotten, are thirty-six 
years old under the treaty or thirty-one years old under the Gadsden 
purchase. It is not the case of a sudden interposition of the bar of the 
lapse of time upon an unconsidered class of claims, but for more than a 
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» generation these claims have been well understood, have been pursued, 
have been acquired, ahd are thoroughly well understood in the public 
mind. The land commission have expressly stated as one reason for 
the growth of difficulty on this subject the of a bar of limitation 
upon such suits. 

The committee carefully considered this point. They reported a 
reasonable and just period of delay, up to the beginning of which every 
man having a A bre could readily present it in an inartificial, simple, 
easy manner. Whatis the reason that this is notsufficient? TheSen- 
ator from Texas [Mr. COKE that persons non compos mentis, 
of nonage, under legal disability, should have the usual time after the 
expiration of the three years within which to bring their claims, and 
the Senate has adopted that amendment. 

Whaj, then, is the present idea of com g the United States to 
give anotice? A notice to whom? To these parties, who may or who 
may not beascertainable. The bill permits any man or set of men, own- 
ing or claiming much or little, to prefer their claim in their own way, 
setting it forth truly before’a court of the locality, and it then gives 
them more than usual opportunity for the expedition of the final hear- 
ing of their case. 

submit that this being thoroughly provided for, the rights of in- 
fants, married women, and persons non compos mentis having been pro- 
tected by the amendment of the Senator from Texas, there is no longer 
any necessity for further amendment in this case, and I trust the Sen- 
ate will not agree to it. 

Mr, LAPHAM. It seems to me that the honorable Senator is not 
quite right in saying that this is not a statute of limitations sprang sud- 
denly and for the first time. The occupants of these lands have never 
had any notice or any reason to suppose that action hostile to their 
rights in the nature of this statute of limitation was contemplated by 
the Government., The very fact that they have been allowed for half 
a century to occupy those lands without any effort to establish their 
title or to defeat their title leads to the very opposite results, They are 
in repose; they are quiet; they are unaware of what is going on and 
of the hazards which this bill throws in the way of their claims. 

What harm is there in requiring that this notice shall be given? 
Half of these occupants, perhaps two-thirds or three-fourths of them, 
could not read this bill if it were enacted into a law unless it should 
be translated into the language with which they are familiar. Men 
may Jose their titles under the eleventh section of the bill, as the com- 
mittee have proposed it, in utter ignorance of the opportunity furnished 
by it to come into court and to establish their titles. > 

There certainly is no harm in requiring the Government which insti- 
tutes these proceedings to give notice to a claimant that he must proceed 
if he wants tosave himself. Itisaverysimplethingtodo. Thatisall 
my amendment provides, and all that I think is necessary to make this 
proposed statute (which as I said at the outset is a statute of repose) 
operative after three years upon all those who do not come into court 
after they shall have had notice and an opportunity to do so. To cut 
them off without that is conduct on the part of the Government which 
I think is to be severely censured. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The question is on the amendment 

roposed by the Senator from New York [Mr. LAPHAM]. 

Mr. BAYARD. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let the amendment be read again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be again re- 


The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to strike out section 11 and to 
insert in lieu thereof: 

All claims which may be poroci under the provisions of this act shall be 
forever barred unless a petition shall have been filed, as hereinbefore provided, 
within three years after notice on the part of the United States to the claimant 
requiring such claimant to institute proceedings as aforesaid: Provided, That 
minors, married women, and persons non compos mentis shall have three years 
after the removal of their respective disabilities in which to make their ms 
under the provisions of this act after such notice, 


Mr. BAYARD. Iask the Secretary to read the text of the bill which 
it is proposed to strike out. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows : 


Src. 11. That all claims which are Le nag rovisions of this act authorized to 
be prosecuted shall, after three years from the taking effect of this act, if no peti- 
tion in respect to the same shall have been filed as hereinafter provided, i be 
deemed and taken, in all courts and elsewhere, to be abandoned, and shall be 
forever barred: Provided, That minors, married women, and persons non com 
mentis shall have one year after the removal of their respective disabilities within 
which to make their claims under the provisions of this act. 


Mr. LAPHAM. The Senate will see that there is only one point of 
difference between my amendment and the section as it now stands. 
The section as it now is makes this statute operative from the day we 
pass the law, while my amendment makes the statute operative frony 
the day the occupant is given notice of the existence of this law. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from New York [Mr. LapHAM], on which 
the yeas and mays have been ordered. 

The Secre proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. HAMPTON (when his name was called). 


Iam paired with the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. 


The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
17, nays 26; as follows: 


YEAS—17. 
Bowen, Ingalls, Mitchell, Vest, 
Call, Jones of Nevada, Palmer, Wilson, 
Conger, REN, Plumb, 
Cullom, x Sawyer, 
Hawley, Maxey, Van Wyck, 
NAYS—26. 
Aldri uitt, Gibson, 
Aae Dawes, Gorman, p r 
+ Dolph, Harris, Pike, 
eee Edmunds, oar Soon 
y A onas, Pug 

Camden, Garland, McMillan, 
Coke, rge, Manderson, 

ABSENT—33. 
Anthony, e, McPherson, Sherman, 

"i Hampton, Miller of Cal., Slater, 
Brown, A Miller of N. Y., Vance, 
Cameron of Pa., Hoar, Morrill, Voorhees, 
Cameron of Wis., Jackson, Ransom, ‘alker, 
krell, ; Jonesof Florida, Riddleberger, Wiliams. 

Farley, K 4 Sabin, 
Frye, Lamar, Saulsbury, 
Groome, Logan, Sewell, 


So the amendment was rejectéd. 
Mr. CALL. TF move to add as additional sections to the bill the fol- 
lowing: ' 

Sgc. —. That no confirmation under the provisions of this act shall affect an 
actual adverse on for ten years next preceding the commencement of 
proceedings under this act of any part of a grant. 

Sre. —. That on the filing of a petition, under oath, alleging an actual adverse 
ve of any grant, or part of any grant, for ten years next preceding the 

ling of said petition, in any case under this act where the title to said land so 
held in adverse ion may be affected by the decree rendered therein, the 
court shall take jurisdiction of the same, and on proof of such actual adverse 
possession shall order a survey of said land so held in actual adverse possessio) 
which survey shall be made by the surveyor-general of the United States; an 
the said land so held in actual adverse possession shall not be included in said de- 
cree and shall not be affected by it. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL]. 

Mr. CALL. I shall not detain the Senate any further than to say 
that the amendment provides an exception or saving from the opera- 
tion of the act of all persons in actual adverse possession for ten years 

ing the commencement of proceedings, and provides that not 
being parties to the decree, they are not affected by it. That would be 
the law without this amendment; but presumption rises to a title. 
These poor people are as they were in my own State, where a large and 
extensive grant was confirmed in the grantee, but there was a presump- 
tion of title, and without saving it in the inferior courts to which they 
have access in trials of possessory right they will be uniformly de- 
prived of that possession. 

The other section of the amendment provides that by petition they 
may intervene and become parties, and if they establish to the satis- 
faction of the court an actual adverse possession for ten ma preceding 
the commencement of the proceedings, their lahd may be surveyed by 
the authority of the United States and be excepted from the operation 
of the decree confirming the entire grant. 

I have nothing further to say in defense of this amendment except 
that it is manifest to me that it is one for the protection of the poor 
people who occupy these large grants. 

Mr. BAYARD. I will simply state that the amendment is directly 
in the line (except that it is more objectionable than that in my view) 
of the amendment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], which 
has been already disapproved by the Senate. I trust that the amend- 


ment will not be adopted. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Florida | Mr. CALL]. 


The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PLUMB. In section 1, lines 9 and 10, I move to strike out the 
words “such lawful incomplete Spanish or Mexican grant, concession, 
warrant, or survey as,™ and to insert ‘‘any right or title derived from 
the Spanish or Mexican Government which; ” so as to read: 

That it shall and may be lawful for any person or ns or corporation or 
their 1 representatives, claimin; lane within the limits of the territory 
derived by the United States e Republic of Mexico, and now enf raced 
within the Territories of New Mexico, Wyoming, Arizona, or Utah, or within the 
States of Nevada or Colorado, by virtue of any right or title derived from the 
Spanish or Mexican Government which the United States are bound to recognize 
and confirm by virtue of the treaties of cession of said country by Mexico to the 
United States, £e. 

The object of this amendment is that the court may be called on to 
pass upon every title and every right which the United States were 
bound to recognize and confirm by virtue of the ston fe and not put it 
within the narrow limit which the bill does of incomplete grants. Ex- 
pressing what I at least can say for myself, I have very great doubt 
as to what the meaning may be. 

The language which I propose is the language that was used in the 
law which created the commission for the settlement of similar grants 
in the State of California. It has had, therefore, a construction put 
upon it; we know whatits action is. It is mseless to pass a bill which 
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shall take up one class of rights and leave another class entirely un- 
disposed of. 

There can certainly be no objection to this amendment, I think, un- 
less it may be on the pert of some one who is especially anxious that 
the bill shall go through in the precise form in which it came from the 
committee. This court ought to take into consideration all the ques- 
tion of right and of title which the Government of the United States 
bound itself to protect and preserve by the treaty. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on ing to the 
amendment proposed by the tor from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr. BAYARD. This is but a repetition of the debate on questions 
raised a week ago in the discussion of this bill. I then explained, I 
thought satisfactorily, under question and answer, that this bill nec- 
essarily relates only to those incomplete grants and titles which it is 
the duty of the Government of the United States under treaty stipu- 
lation to consider and to perfect. 

Yesterday in the course of the debate the language of the Supreme 
Court of the United States in the case of The United States vs. Wiggins, 
in 14 Peters, was cited by me to explain the difference between the 
duty of the United States under a law like this and the result of the 
treaty itself. Said the court: 

That the perfect titles made by Spain before the 24th of January, 1818, within 
the ceded territory are intrinsically valid and exempt from the provisions of the 
‘icon from the legislative or jadioul Geparteseale of this country. "(The 
United States vs. Wiggins, 14 Peters, page 351.) 

We are in this present case not dealing with perfect titles. They 
are, as the court say, ‘‘intrinsically valid and exempt;”’ ‘‘ they need no 
sanction from the legislative or judicial departments of the country.” 
It is, therefore, but repeating the statement made in the course of this 
debate over and over again of the object for which this bill was de- 
signed, and it would be in vain I think by repetition to strengthen the 
statement. The Senate I think must understand that the bill is de- 
signed to execute what remains to be executed of our treaty stipula- 
tions with the Government of Mexico in regard to the claimants of 
these Jands. If they have a valid and intrinsic tifle, it is theirs, and, 
the Constitution being extended over that country, they have every 
legal right for its enforcement already. This law is not meant for such 
-a case; it does not express itself as being meant for that; and to extend 
it to that would simply be to create an entirely new law from that 
which the Senate has been considering now for a week. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 
Who is to determine whether the title has become complete and per- 
fect within the language of the fifteenth and sixteenth lines of the first 
section ? 

Mr. BAYARD. [suppose the court before whom the suit is brought 
are to test this. If the Senator will read further, and see what the judg- 
ment of the court is to be, he will not be in doubt upon that subject. 

Mr. LAPHAM, But suppose the occupant determines that his title 
is perfect; if he makes a mistake, then your eleventh section cuts him 
off forever. You put upon the occupant the peril of determining the 
question whether he has any defect in histitle or not. That certainly 
ought never to be the law. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to have the amendment read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 13, nays 
29; as follows: 


YEAS—13. 
Bowen, Jones of Nevada, Palmer, Wilson. 
Call, Lapham, Plumb, 
Conger, one, Sawyer, 
Hawley, Maxey, Vest, 

NAYS—29, 
Aldrich, Colquitt, Jonas, Platt, 
Allison, Dolph, Lamar, Pugh, 
Bayard Edmunds, McMBillan, Ransom, 
Beck, Fair, Manderson, 
Blair, Garland, Horgan, Sherman. 
Butler, Harris, orrill, 
Camdeh, Harrison, Pendleton, 
Coke, Jackson, Pike, 

ABSENT —H. 

Anthony, George, Jones of Florida, Sewell; 
Brown, Gibson, Kenna, Slater, 
Cameron of Pa., Gorman, Logan, Vance. 
Cameron of Wis., Groome, McPherson, Van Wyck, 
Cockrell, Hale, Millef of Cal., Voorhees, 
Cullom, , Ham; 3 Millerof N, Y., Walker, | 
Dawes, Hill, Mitchell, d illiams, 
Farley, Hoar, Riddleberger, 
Frye, Ingalls, Sabin, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BOWEN. I inquire of the Chair whether there are any further 
amendments to be offered to the text of the bill. If not, I desire to 
offer at this time my amendment as a substitute for the substitute of- 
fered by the Senator from Michigan [Mr. ConcER]. 


Mr. CONGER. The amendment which I had offered is pending. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chairis informed that the Sen- 
ator from Michigan [Mr. CONGER] gave notice of an intended amend- 
ment, as did also the Senator from Colorado [Mr. BOWEN]. 

Mr. CONGER. I have from time to time offered asubstitute, but it 
was said that the text of the bill as it was should be perfected first. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In that case the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Michigan will be first considered. The Chair, ac- 
cording to custom, therefore (the Senator from Michigan having first 
given notice of his motion to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
to insert), will submit the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Michigan. It will be reported. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike ont all after the enacting 
clause of the bill and to insert in lien: oy Ain 


That it shall and may be lawful for any person or persons, or their legal rep- 
resentatives, claiming lands within the limits of the y derived by the 

United States from the Republic of Mexico and now embra; within the Ter- 
ritories of New Mexico, Wyoming, Arizona, or Utah, or within the States of Ne- 
vada or Colorado, by virtue of such lawful Spanish or Mexican t, conces- 

sion, warrant, or survey as the United States is bound to under the 

treaties of cession of said country by Mexico to the United States, which at the 
date of the passage of this act have not been confirmed or rejected by Congress, or 
otherwise decided upon by lawful authority, to present an application in writ- 

ing to the commissioners here r provided for, setting forth fully the nature 

of their claims to the lands, and particularly stating the date, form, and nature 

of the grant or concession under which they claim, by whom and under what 

authority, and to whom or for what use or benefit the same was made, with a 
reference to the documentary or other evidence upon which the claim is founded,’ 
and a statement of the facts relative to possession by grantees and their suc- 
cessors of the lands claimed, the name or names of any person or persons in 

present possession of the same, or of any part thereof, or claiming the same, or 
any part thereof, otherwise than by lease or phe range of applicants, a deraign- 

ment of applicant's title, or proof of his authority to represent the claim, and 

also the quantity of ressed in the grant or concession, or claimed there- 
under, where situate, and the exterior boundaries thereof, with a map showing 

the same as near as may be, and whether said claim has heretofore been con- 
firmed, considered, or acted upon by Congress or other authority of the United 

States, or been heretofore submitted to any authorities constituted by law for 
the adjustment of land titles within the limits of said territory so acq „and 

by them reported on unfavorably or recommended for confirmation, and ask- 

ing in such application that the validity of such title or claim be inquired into 

and determined. 

Sec, 2. That all unsettled claims as aforesaid which have heretofore been sub- 
mitted to Congress, or transmitted by surveyors-general to the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office, or remaining on the files of the surveyors-general, shal! 
be remanded to the commissioners for examination and settlement, as provided 


in this act. 

Sec. 3. That for the purpose of i and settling private land claims 
as aforesaid in the States and Territories hereinbefore mentioned three commis- 
sioneys shall be appointed by the President, by and with the advice and consent 
of th® Senate, whose duty it shall be to thoroughly investigate and examine all 
claims brought before them as provided in this act, and toascertain the authority 
and validity thereof, under the laws of Spain and Mexico and the treaties be- 
tween the United States and Mexico, and the sufficie of such claims to con- 
stitute property rights to the lands claimed under said laws and treaties at the 
date of the cession of territory as aforesaid; and said commissioners shall have 
power to compel the attendance of witnesses, administer oaths, and take testi- 
mony, and to do all and singular the acts and things necessary to be done to 
carry the provisions of this act into effect. | 

Sec. 4. That all claims not heretofore filed with the surveyor-general of the 
State or Territory in which the land is situated shal! be presented to the com- 
mission hereby constituted within the period of two years from the date of the 
passage of this act; and all claims not presented within said period shall be 
deemed and taken in all courts and elsewhere to be abandoned, and shall be for- 
ever barred, and the lands claimed shall forthwith, upon the expiration of said 
two years, be deemed public lands of the United States, and be subject to settle- 
ment, and, when surveyed, to entry under'the S ri gare laws, without fur- 
ther action by the Commissioner of the General d Office. 

Src. 5. That the commissioners shall give due and public notice of the time 
and place for filing claims and of holding their sessions in each State and Ter- 
ritory. They shall appoint a secretary, skilled in the Spanish and English lan- 
guages, who shall keepa permanent record of their proceedings; and all books, 
records, documents, and papers of the commission shall, upon the termination 
of the commission, be deposited in the General Land O: . > 

Sec. 6. That such clerks as may be necessary, not to exceed five in number, 
including two competent stenographers, shall be appointed by the commission- 
ers, who may from time to time ok their secretary or either of their 
clerks to act asinterpreter. Such special assistance shall also be employed by 
the commissioners from time to time as the nature of the service to per- 
formed may require, and as may be authorized by the appropriation made by 
Congress forthe expenses of the commission. 

SEC. 7. That the commissioners, and all persons appointed or employed by 
them, shall, before entering upon their respective offices, take an oath to faith- 
fully discharge the duties im by or under this act, 

Src,8, That all process and subpeenas shall be issued by the commissioners, 
or a majority thereof, and shal! run in the name of the United States, and be di- 
rected to the marshal of the United States for the proper judicial district; and 
the marshal shall appoint one or more deputies, who attend the sittings of 
the commissioners and execute all process issued by them, and shall receive the 
same compensation as allowed to the marshal for his attendance upon the dis- 
trict court and the performance of like services therein. 

Sec, 9. That witnesses subpoenaed on behalf of the United States who shall tes- 
tify before the commission shall be allowed the same per diem and mileage as 
witnesses in the district court of the United States, to be paid by the marshal in 
like manner, upon the certificate of the commissioners. 

Sec. 10. That the President of the United States is authorized to appoint a law 
agent and an associate law agent, one of whom shall be skilled in the Spanish 

age, whose special duty it shall be to appear in behalf of and to resent 
the nited States before the commission, and to collect evidence in behalf of the 
United States, to attend the sessions of the commissioners, and to be present on 
all occasions at the taking of testimony by or in behalf of claimants before the 
commission. 

Src. 11. That no decision shall be rendered in any case untilal! documentary 
evidences of titie presented shall have been scrutinized, and the claim fully in- 
vestigated, and ies and adverse claimants and protestants heard. Testi- 
mony shali be taken upon or in the vicinity of the land claimed in rome of al 
facts touching matters of original and present possession and occupation of the 
land claimed and of boundaries and limits; and such testimony shall be taken 
by the commission, or by one of the commissioners duly authorized so to do by 
the commission, in which case the commissioner taking the testimony singly 
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shall be accompanied by a clerk, acting as ‘hesistant secretary, and by an inter- 
preter, and the law agent or associate law agent, and by a surveyor appointed 
and WNP by the commission. 

Sec, 12. That the commissioners shall have the power and authority, upon the 
hearing, proofs, and examination of claims, as provided in this act, to determine 
conclusively all questions of fact arising in said cases, and to finally decide upon 
the validity of the title under the grant or claim, and the stipulations of the 
eighth and ninth articles of the treaty concluded between the United States and 
the Republic of Mexico at the city of Guadalupe Hidalgo on the 2d day of Feb- 

ruary, in the year 1848, or the fifth and sixth articles of the treaty concluded 
between the same powers at the city of Mexico on the 30th day of mber, in 
the year 1853; and either party against whom a final decision shall be rendered 
as aforesaid may remove the case in the manner hereinafter provided, if in a 
Territory, to the supreme court of such Territory,and if in a State, to the circuit 
court ofthe United States; and said supreme and circuit courts may thereupon 
review andaflirm or reverse the decision of the commissioners, 

Src. 13. That any final judgment rendered in any case brought under the 
provisions of this act before the supreme court of a Territory, or before a circuit 
court of the United States, wherein the judges of such supreme court, or the 
judges sitting as a circuit court, certify, as provided by law, that their opinions 
were opposed upon any question which occurred on the hearing of said case 
may be reviewed and affirmed or reversed by the Suprente Court of the United 
States, in the con ai sir pt by law for the review of decisions of circuit courts 
on certificate of division of opinion, i 

Sec. 14. That in every case in which the commissioners shall render a final 
decision they shall file with the clerk of the supreme court of the Territory when 
the case is in a Territory, and with the clerk of the circuit court of the United 
States when the case is in a State, an authenticated EADIE of their proceed- 

ings and decision, and of the papers and evidence on which the same were 
founded, and shall at the same time transmit a similar transcript to the Attor- 
ney-General of the United States. Either party may file in the proper court a 
petition, which shall be entitled “ Petition in error,” setting forth the errors 
complained of, and poring. a reversal of the decision made by the commission- 
ers. Ifthe plaintiff in error shall be the private claimant, he shall be required 
by the clerk of the court, under the direction of a judge, to give reasonable 
security for all costs and which may accrue in prosecuting the petition 
in error to effect. Upon the filing of a petition in error as aforesaid, citation to 

- the adverse party shall be issued by the clerk of the court, and be served, or 
publication made, as in the commencement of an action. A petition in error 
under this act shall operate and have the same effect, and be prosecuted under 
the same rules and lations, as a writ of error sued out of circuit courts to 
district courts of the United States; but no decision of the commissioners shall 
be reviewed in the ey abegig court of a Territory or g circuit court of the United 
States unless the petition in error is filed within six months from the date of the 
filing in said court of the authenticated transcript of the record of the original 
case as hereinbefore provided. 

Sec. 15. That proceedings in error shall be taken and prosecuted in behalf of 
the United States by direction of the Attorney-General, whose duty it shall be to 
take care that the interests of the United States are properly protected and de- 
fended in æl cases in which the decisions of the commissioners shall be against 
the United States or in which the United States shal! be the defendant in error. 

Sec.16. That the commissioners shall cause a limited number of io rie of 
their proceedings and decisions to be printed and furnished for the use of claim- 
ants and adverse parties, the Attorney-General of the United States, the United 
States attorney for the proper Territory or district, the Commissioner of the Gen- 

eral Land Office, and the surveyor-general for the State or Territory in whiclethe 
land is situated. 

Sec, 17. That when no petition in error shall be filed by either party within the 
period of six months from the date of filing in the proper court of the transcript 
of the decision of the commissioners in any case, such decision shall become 
final and conclusive; and it shall be the duty of the clerk of the court, at the ex- 
piraan of said six months, to notify the Commissioner of the General Land Of- 

ce that no petition in error has been filed in said court within the prescribed 
period, and to transmit tọ said commissioner a duly certified copy of said de- 
cision; and upon the final decision of any case taken into the supreme court of 
a Territory or a circuit court of the United States, or brought upto the Supreme 
Oourt of the United States, as ponas in this act, it shall be the duty of the 
clerk of the court in which such decision shall become final to transmit to the 
sear ee of the General Land Office a duly certified copy of such final de- 
cision, 

Sec, 18. That upon the final rejection of any claim, and the filing in the office 
of the Commissioner of the General Land Q. „ās provided in the preceding 
section, of a certified copy of the fimal decision or decree in the case, the lands 
theretofore included in such claim shall be relieved from any and all reserva- 
‘tion on account of such claim, and shall forthwith become subject to appropri- 
ation and entry as other public lands of the United States. 

Seo. 19. That upon the decision of any claim in favor of the claimant, and 
the filing in the office of the Commissioner of the General Land Office of a cer- 

+ tified roe of the final decision or decree in the case, it shall be the duty of the 
Commissioner to direct the surveyor-general of the proper State og Territory to 
cause the quantity of land so finally confirmed to the claimant to surveyed 
and set off conformably to such final decision or decree at the expense of the 
United States. In the location of such quantity the right of segregation shall 
remain with the United States, to be exercised in accordance with the election 
of the claimant, as near as may be, without interference with adverse rights or 
claims or the equities of bona Ade inhabitants. Such location shall be made as 
nearly as practicable in one body of contiguous lands, if the quantity to be sur- 
veyed can be so found within exterior boundaries; but if intervening grants or 
other good cause render the location in one tract racticable, then each 
rate location shall be made as nearly as practi in corn paci form, and it 
shall be the duty of the Commissioner of the General Land Office to require due 
compliance with the provisions of this section. 

Sec. 20. That whenever a survey shall have been made and platted, the sur- 
veyor-zeneral shall give notice thereof, by publication once a week for four suc- 
cessive weeks in two newspapers baving a general circulation, one pu 
at the capital of the State or Territery and one nearest the land in question, and 
shall retain the survey and plat in-his office for public inspection, and the filing 


of objections thereto, for the period of ninety days from the date of the first |, 


publication of notice as aforesaid; and if no objections are made to the survey 
within said period, he shall, upon his approval of the same, transmit a plat and 
descriptive notes thereof to the Commissioner of the General Land Office for his 
examination and approval orfurther direction. If objections tothe survey shall 
be fed within said period of ninety days, the surveyor-gerieral shall transmit 
. the same, together with the plat and tield-notes, and a report upon the case, to 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office, who may, if in his opinion the 
ends of justice would be subserved thereby, order a hearing upon said objections, 
or he may, in the case of any survey, require further report from the surveyor- 
general touching the matters indicated by him, or proof to be taken thereon, or 
may direct a new survey and plat to be made, or may overrule the objections 
filed. An 1 shall lie to the Secretary of the Interior from the decision and 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office ve to such survey, 
except orders for a hearing on other matter resting in the discretion of the Com- 
missioner, Whenever the objections and a Is are of, and a plat of 
‘survey approved by the Commissioner of the eral Land Office, the President 
of the United States shall issue a patent to the claimant, subject to the provisions 


of this act; and the record of such patent in the General Land Office shall he 
deemed in law the delivery thereof to the party entitled thereto. The final ap- 

roval of the survey and plat and issue of patent thereon operate as a re- 
Vase from reservation of all lands within exterior boundaries of said claim 
not included in said survey and patent, and the excluded lands shall thereupon 
be subject to appropriation and entry as other public lands of the United States. 

Sec, 21. That the claim to any lands granted for the establishment of a city, 
town, or village shall be presented by the corporate authorities of the city, town, 
or village, if incorporated ; or if not incorporated, the claim may be presented 
by trustees for the inhabitants occupying and holding under such grant, or by 
the heirs or legal representatives of the respective grantees, according to the 
pooo delivered under the grant by the Spanish or Mexican authorities, con- 

ormably to the laws, usages, and customs of said governments, 

Sec, 22, That all the foregoing proceedings and rights shall be conducted and 
decided subject to the following provisions, as well as to the other provisions of 
this act, namely : 

First, No inten shall be allowed that shall not appear to be upon a title law- 
fully and regularly derived from the Government of Spain or Mexico, or if in- 
complete, one that at the date of the acquisition of the reece i by the United 
States the claimant would have had a lawful right to make fect had the ter- 
ritory not been acquired by the United States, and that the United States is bound 
by the provisions of the treaty of cession to respect and permit to become com- 


plete and perfect. 
Second, No claim shall be allowed that shall interfere with or overthrow any 
just and unextingui Indian title or right to any land or place. 


Third. No claim shall be allowed for any land the right to which has hitherto 
been lawfully acted upon and finally decided by Congress or under its authority. 
Fourth. No p) ing, decision, decree, or act under this act shall conclude 
or affect the private rights of persons as between each other, all which rights 
shall be reserved and saved to the same effect as if this act had not been passed; 
but the proceedings, decisions, agg heny ana acts herein provided for shall be 
conclusive of all rights as between the United States and all persons claiming 
vay interest or right in such lands. 
ifth. No decision or decree concerning any claim under this act shallin any 
manner operate or have effect against the United States otherwise than asa 
release by the United States of its right and title to the land confirmed; norshall 
it operate to make the United States in any manner liable in respect of any such 
grants, claims, or lands, or the disposal thereof, otherwise than as herein pro- 


vided. 

Sixth. No claim shall in any case be allowed or pateni issued for a greater 

uantity of land than the quantity mentioned in the grant or juridical posses- 
sion, nor for more than eleven square leagues under any shod pena or conces- 
sion, nor in any case for a greater quantity than was authori by the respect- 
ive laws of Spain or Mexico ap ileable to the claim; nor shall the exclusive 
claim of any individual or individuals under a grant for the colonization, settle- 
ment, or use of a town, village, or community be allowed or patent issued to 
such individual or individ for a greater proportion of the allotted or com- 
mon lands than the distributive share, REUE dar the possession of the re- 
spective grantees from whom such individual claim is derived. 

Sec, 23, That settlers on lands within the limits of rejected claims, or 
on lands excluded from the final survey of approved claims, l] have the ex- 
clusive right, for twelve months from date of such final decision, to enter under 
the homestead, pre-emption, timber-culture, desert-land, or town-site laws of the 
United States, as the same may be applicable thereto, in quantities authorized 
Dyana laws respectively, in the same manner as if no reservation under such 
cla xisted. 


had e 

Sx0, 24. That the commissioners appointed under this act shall be entitled to 
a of $5,000 a year each; the secretary of the commission shall be entitled 
to a salary of $3,000 a year; three of the clerks hereinbefore provided for shall - 
be entitled to a salary of $1,800 a year each, and two shall be entitled to a salary 
of $1,200 a thecal each. z 

Sec. 25, That the actual traveling expenses of the commissioners, law agents, 
secretary, and clerks, including a per diem not exceeding $ per day each, to- 
together with the general and incidental expenses of the commissioners, shall 
be allowed and paid by the Secretary of the Interior, on vouchers approved b; 
the commissioners; and the Secretary of the Interior may detail a clerk from his 
Department to act as disbursing agent for the commission, who shall be entitled, 
in addition to his official salary, to his actual traveling expenses and per diem 
as herein provided. > 

oi 


Sec. 2. That section 8 of the act of Congress approved on the 22d da: 
July, 1854, entitled “An act to establish the offices o! pradig pane io of New 
Mexico, Kansas, and Nebraska, to grant donations to actual sett! therein, and 
for other purposes,” and all acts amendatory or in extension thereof or supple- 
mentary thereto, and ec rec of law ineonsistent with this act, be, and the 
same are hereby, repealed. 


Mr. CONGER. On page 2, line 17 of the proposed section 1, the 
words *‘ or title’? should be inserted after the word ‘‘ concession,” and 
the word “‘or”’ should be stricken out before “concession; so as to 
read: 


And particularly stating the date, form, and nature of the grant, concession, 
or title under which they claim. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That modification will be made. 
The Senator from Michigan has a right to modify his amendment. 

Mr. BOWEN. I wish to offer my amendment at this time in the 
nature of a substitute for the substitute offered by the Senator from 
Michigan. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado moves 
to amend the amendment proposed by the Senator from Michigan by 
striking out the whole of the same and inserting what will now be 
read: 


The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Thatany mor ry ee who claims or may claim title to any real es- 
tate to which the United States has not issued a patent may commence in any 
court of competent jurisdiction and prosecute to final decree a cause in equity 
to quiet title to such real estate, to define and settle the extent and boundaries 
of the same, and to determine the nature of such title, as to whether the same 
includes agricultural or mineral rights or both. 

Sec, 2. That in all causes which may be commenced and prosecuted under 
the preceding section the United States may be made party respondent, and all 
proceedings shall be fag bagi as near as may be, according to the practice and 
rules of courts of equity in the States or Territories where such causes may be 
commen except that the answer of the attorney of the United States shall 
not be required to be verified by his oath. 

Sro.3. That appeals niay be taken by either party from the decree of the court 
of original jurisdiction which may determine any cause under the provisions of 
this act, and in which the United States isa party, directly to the Supreme Court 
of the United States; in all cases where such decree is adverse to the United 
States the same shall be deemed and held to stand appealed to said Supreme 
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SEC. 4. That all causes which may be commenced and prosecuted under the 
provisions of this act in which the Uni States is a shall take preced- 
ence to time of hearing over all other civil causes on the dockets of all courts 
of original jurisdiction, as well as in the Supreme Court of the United States. 

Src, 5. tany in whose favor a final decree shall be entered by the 
Supreme Court of fhe United States, under the provisions and in pursuance of 
this act, shall be entitled, upon ent of usual and lawful fees, to one or more 
copies of such decree, dul under the hand and seal of the clerk of said 
court, and may file one of such certified copies in the office of the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office; whereu: the President of the United States shall 
execute and deliver to said person, his heirs or assigns, a patent for the real estate 
described in such decree; and if for any cause such patentshall not be so exe- 
cuted and delivered, such decree shall be received as evidence in all courts of 
a title in fee-simple. 3 

Sec. 6. That no decree entered under the provisions of this act shall conclude 
or affect the private rights of persons as between each other, except such as may 
elect to and fo become peri to the record incauses where such persons bring 
themselyes in, by cross-bill or otherwise, for the p of ha their rights 
determined, but such decrees shall be conclusive as n the United States 
2 NI PEFS AO ata le ri as parties to the rec- 
© 


SEO. 7. That in all causes commenced and prosecuted under this act the com- 
patanos bill shall except all lands lying within the boundaries of his claim 

eld by private persons under the homestead, pre-emption, or mining laws of 
the United eran and shail waive all claim and right to such landsso 
held, and all final decrees in favor of complainants shall except such lands so 
held from the operation thereof, as shall likewise all patents issued in pursuance 
of such decrees; but the complainant shal! nevertheless be entitled to a mone 
decree for an amount equal to the Government price of such so excepted, 
which money decree shall be paid to the claimant, his heirs or assigns, by the 
United States, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
upon presentation to the proper officers of the Government of a certified copy 
of the decree of the Supreme Court of the United States. 

Sec, 8, That nothing in this act shall prevent claimants of real estate who 
have proceeded under existing laws of the United States, and who shall, at the 
date of the passage of this act, be applying to Congress, by bill, for confirma- 
tions of grantsof the character provi: for in the treaty concluded between the 
United States and the Republic of Mexico at the city of Guadalupe Hidalgo, on 
the 2d day of February, A. D. 1848, or the treaty concluded between the same 
powers at the city of Mexico on the 30th day of mber, A. D. 1853, from pro- 
ceeding in their efforts to procure such confirmations. Any of such claimants 
may, bowever, avail themselves of the benefits of the provisions of this act 
either before or after failure to secure such confirmations. All other of such 
claimants shall be entitled to eee under the provisions of this act. 

Src.9, That it shall be the duty ofthe Attorney-General of the United States to 
commence and prosecute, in the name of the United States, proceedings to reform 
the boundaries of any grant ofland heretofore confirmed by Congress, upon being 
satisfactorily informed that such boundaries were unlawfully or fraudulently ex- 
tended beyond the area described in the original grant before such confirmations 
were 3 

Src. 10. That section § of the act of Congress approved July 22, A. D. 1854, en- 
titled “An act to establish the offices of surveyors-general of New Mexico, Kan- 
sas, and Neb to grant donations to actual settlers therein, and for other 
purposes,” and all acts amendatory or in extension thereof or supplementary 
heen andall provisions of law inconsistent with'this act, be, and the same are 

ereby, repealed. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Colorado to the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Michi ; 

Mr. BOWEN. Mr. President—— 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada. The Senator from Colorado yields the floor 
that I may move that the Senate do now adjourn, which motion I sub- 
mit. A 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o'clock and 48 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, February 7, 1884. 


The House met at12o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. JOHN 
S. LINDSAY, D. D. - 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. STORM 
for the remainder of the week. 
UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from the 
President of the United States; which was read, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pacific Railroads, and ordered to be printed: 


To the House of Representatives: F ; 
I transmit herewith for the consideration of Co a communication, under 


date of the postman peed sonics af Da terior, and the accom 
ing last annual report of the Government rs of the Union Pacific Ratlrosd T 


Company. 


: CHESTER A, ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE Mansion, February 6, 1884. 


NEW YORK SHIPPING COMMISSIONER. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, in response to a resolution of the House of Representa- 
tives passed February 4, 1884, communicating a statement of the sum 
paid into the Treasury by the shipping commissioner of the of 
New York under the act of Congress passed June 7, 1872; which was 
referred, to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
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CLERK DETAILED FOR COMMITTEE ON INVALID PENSIONS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Interior, informing the House that in compliance with a joint 
resolution approved February 1, 1884, Mr, Alexander Vangruder, a chief 
of division in the Pension Office, has been detailed to act as assistant 
clerk to the Committee on Invalid Pensiens during the remainder of 
the present Congress; which was referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

STAR-ROUTE INVESTIGATIONS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Post- 
master: in reply to a resolution of the House of Representatives 
of January 30, 1884, directing reports made by special agents during 
the year 1881 having reference to the star-route investigations to be 
transmitted to the House of Representatives; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MONEY. I ask an order of the House at this time to print a 
communication from the Postmaster-General,; which was referred the- 
other day to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, but not 
then ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER. The substance of the communication will be read, 
so that the House may understand the request. 

The communication was a letter from the Postmaster-General, trans- 
mitting the following reports; which were referred to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads: 

1. Offers accepted and contracts awarded for carrying the mails un- 
der advertisements of October 16, 1882, January 15 and March 1, 1883;. 

2. Report showing the land and water mails established during the 
year ending June 30, 1883, other than those let by contract at the an- 
nual letting; 

3. All allowances made to contractors during the fiscal year 1883 
above the sums originally stipulated; and 

4. Report of curtailments in the service and pay of contractors. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair believes that it has been usual to direct 
the printing of these documents. When the document just read was. 
laid before the House some days since, by omission no order was made 
for its printing. If there be no objection the order will now be made. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


THE NATIONAL LA FAYETTE BANK. | 


Mr. FOLLETT. I ask consent to take from the House Calendar for 
consideration at this time House bill No. 2555, to change the name of 
‘The National La Fayette and Bank of Commerce’? to that of ‘‘The 
National La Fayette Bank.” There is no objection on the part of the 
Committee on Banking and Currency of this House or the Comptroller 
of the Currency. 

Mr.. MILLS. Has that bill been reported from a committee? - 

The SPEAKER. It has been, and is now on the House Calendar. 

Mr. WELLER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WELLER. Does that bill refer to a national banking associa- 
tion ? 

The SPEAKER. That is not a parliamentary gnguiry. 

Mr. WELLER. Then I object, on the ground that it may possibly 
refer to one. 

Mr. FOLLETT. It simply refers to the change of name. 

Mr. WELLER. I am informed that it simply refers to the change- 
of the name of a bank. 

Mr. FOLLETT. That is all. 

Mr. WELLER. Then I withdraw my objection. 2 

The SPEAKER. Objection being withdrawn, the bill is before the 
House, and will be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: i 

Be it enacted, &c., That the name of * The Natio 
Commerce,” a corporation transacting business in 


bi 
of Hamilton, and State of Ohio, shall be chan; 
Bank,” whenever the board of directors of 


The question was upon ordering the bill to be engrossed for a third. 


Mr. FOLLETT. The sole purpose of the bill is to change the name 
of a bank so as to shorten that name. The form of the bill is in exact 
accordance with forms approved by the Comptroller of the Currency, 
and has met the approval of the Committee on Banking and Currency 
of The bill wa ordered engrossed 

e bill was to be for a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time. 

The question was upon the passage of the bill; and, being taken by a. 
viva voce vote, the § er announced that the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. WELLER. I demand a division. 


CONGRESSIONAL 


The House divided; but before those in the affirmative were counted, 

Mr. WELLER said: I perceive that the majority are opposed to me, 
and I withdraw the demand for a division. 

So (no farther count being called for) the bill was passed. 

Mr. FOLLETT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


RUDOLPH JOHN MARTI. 


Mr. JOHN 8. WISE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. 4697) for the relief of Rudolph John Marti; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 


SARAH LUFTON MERCHANT. 


Mr. JOHN S. WISE also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. 4698) for the relief of Sarah Lufton Merchant; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and 
-ordered to be printed. 


REPORTING FOR COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to submit, from the Committee on Ac- 
«counts, a privileged report, which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred the following resolution, 


namely: 

“ Resolved, That Jan ae a of committees of this House be, 
-and they are hereby, declared vacant; and hereafter, upon the request of a com- 
mittee, the Speaker shall employ a reporter or reporters to report such proceed- 
dings as the committee may deem necessary, at a compensation to be fixed by the 
-Committee on Accounts, which shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the 


Na 


H 
having had the same under consideration, respectfully submit the following 


rt: 
"That on the 5th of Jan , 1865 (second session Thirty-eighth Congress), the 
House by resolution autho: the Speaker to appointa stenographic reporter, 
‘to continue in office until otherwise ordered by the House, whose duty was to 
report in shorthand, on the order of any committee of the House, such of its pro- 
ceedings as were deemed necessary. On the 25th of July, 1866, the Speaker was 
autho to oo an assistant official reporter to the committees of the 
House; and on the 6th of March, wie Tad ied that the said assistant should 
-continue in office until otherwise o1 by the House. 

Under authority of the resolution of January 5,1865, the Committee on Appro- 
priations included in the legislative, &c., act, an item appropriating $3,650 as the 
“Si inthe Balowing Congress (FONT) tho lepistaniee a appropriation act 
-and in e tolo e ve, ., appropriation a 
made peovialon for host stenographers, their a rar being necenet to $4,330 
each, (See Statutes at Large, volume 15, page $3.) 

In the Forty-second Congress the salaries of the stenographers was increased 
‘to $5,000 each per annum, which has since been their annual compensation. 

Your committee are of the opinion that the present system of stenographic 
service for committees is wrong, and that it should be so changed as to provide 
payment for service actually rendered committees, the sten: her in each 
«case to be employed, as now authorized by Rule XXXVI, by the 
the compensation to be fixed by the Committee on Accounts, and paid out of the 
contingent fund of the House. 

For these reasons your committee recommend the adoption of the resolution 
sas referred, believing that it is in the interest and direction of economy. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I have been directed by a unanimous 
vote of the Committee on Accounts to report favorably the resolution 
which has just been read at the Clerk’s desk. 
opinion that this resolution is in the direction of economy and will re- 
sult in a considerable reduction of the expenditure necéssary to report 
the proceedings of committees. Whether this expectation and desire 
of the committee shall be realized or not remains to be seen, but we 
feel safe in commending the resolution, because it proposes to pay only 
for actual service rendered to committees, not a dollar in excess of the 
work authorized and directed by the House. I hope the resolution will 
prevail. 

Mr. KASSON. I wish to inquire of the gentleman who presents 
this report whether he desires to have a vote at once upon the resolu- 
tion. I have been under the impression that the stenographers of com- 
mittees had in some way become a part of our permanent law, not 
merely a matter of arrangement by the House, inasmuch as we have 
fixed their salaries By law. As this is a rather important question and 
is suddenly presented, I should be glad if the gentleman would allow 
it to go over until to-morrow, so that we may see the report in print 
and have time to examine the law. 

Mr. DOCKERY, I will state to the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. Kas- 
sox] that I held back this matter yesterday at the request of some gen- 
tlemen. The report states what is the fact, that these stenographers 
are authorized simply by resolution of the House, not by law. 

Mr. KASSON. Has the report been printed? I was absent from the 
city yesterday. 

Mr. DOCKERY. No, sir; the report has just been submitted and 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Does it apply to the regular corps of official 
reporters at the desk here? 

Mr. DOCKERY. No, sir. 

Mr. COX, of New York. How much will this save to the Treasury? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Itis believed by the Committee on Accounts that 
it will save fully $5,000 during the present session. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I see no reason why the resolution should 
not pass. 


1884. 
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The committee are of 
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Mr. MCMILLIN. Isit the object of the resolution to abolish these 
offices or simply to provide that the compensation shall be fixed by the 
Committee on Accounts, the reporters still being appointed as they are 
now? 

Mr. DOCKERY. The answer to that question is contained in the 
resolution which has been read. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Why not let the matter go over until to-morrow, 
so that we can all read the resolution in the RECORD and know what it 
means? ~ 
è Mr. DOCKERY. Very well. : 

Mr. KASSON. I think it had better take that course. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that to-morrow will be pri- 
vate bill day, but it may be understood of course that this resolution 
shall be called up then. 

Mr. KASSON. The gentleman can call it up as a privileged ques- 
tion. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I think some action by the House or 
some one else is necessary in the matter of these committee reporters: 
and I desire to state why. During the last Congress we had a person 
sent to us in the Committee on Commerce to take down the discussion 
of a most important question, the report of which the House had author- 
ized to be printed. The person who came there could not report, and 
we had to get along as best we could until we could obtain a competent 
reporter. Again in the present Congress the committee has been en- 
gaged in a hearing upon the same important subject; and the House has 
given the committee the discretion of having the-examination printed. 
A person came before us to report, but in trying to revise the colloquial 
parts of a discussion in which I participated I was obliged to throw 
those notes aside. I could not understand the report furnished, and 
could not remember what had actually been said. And to-day I have 
received from Mr. Fink, who made an elaborate argument before us, 
a letter stating that he can not revise the report furnished, because it is 
unintelligible, and he asks permisgion to substitute the report made by 
his own reporter. 

I state these things to show that something ought to be done. There 
ought to be a power somewhere which would enable us, when we re- 
quire reporters, to obtain those who can do the duty which they are 
employed to perform. ‘ 

Mr. DOCKERY. If it be the general understanding that this matter 
shall be taken up to-morrow, I do not object to its going over. 

The SPEAKER. It isa privileged matter on which the gentleman 
is entitled to call for immediate action, or it can be understood by 
unanimous consent thatit shall be taken up to-morrow. 

Mr. BAYNE. I object, unless Saturday be fixed instead of to-mor- 
row. I think that the consideration of private bills should not be in- 
terfered with. - 

R Mr. REAGAN. Why not put it through now? Nobody wants to 
elay it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Let us dispose of it now. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr, BAYNE] 
objects to an order being made now by unanimous consent that the re- 
port shall go over and be considered to-morrow, but suggests that it 
go over until Saturday, as to-morrow is private billday. _ 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for the order of business. 

The SPEAKER. The tenir order of business is the n> anor 
of the resolution from the Committee on Accounts. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Let us dispose of it now. 

The SPEAKER. The order is called for. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I insist on action on the resolution at this time. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will again be reported to the House. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. This is a privileged question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has stated that the regular order is the 
consideration of the resolution now before the House. 


Mr. KASSON. Task for the reading of the resolution again. 
The resolution was again read. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the resolution 
just read. s) 

The resolution was adopted. f 

Mr. DOCKERY moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint reso- 
lution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


“SUPERVISORS OF TENTH CENSUS. 


Mr. PEELLE, of Indiana (by request), by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. 4699) for additional compensation to the supervi 
of the Tenth Census; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. : 


E. H. GEORGE AND H. W. WALKER. 


Mr. ERMENTROUT. I rise to submit a report from the Committee 
on Accounts. 


The SPEAKER. Is it a privileged question? 
_Mr. ERMENTROUT. I ask to presentit now for present considera- 


tion. 
TheSPEAKER. The joint resolution will be read for information. 


. Forty-secon 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
Joint resolution (H. Res, 152) for the relief of E.H. George and H, W. Walker. 
Resolved, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed, outof any money in the Kage A not othe: se appropriated, 
y to E. H- George the sum of $125 and to H. W . Walker the sum of $250 in 
falles compensation for services rendered by them in closing and opening new 
books in the office of the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House of Representatives and 
preparing mileage reports for payment. 
Mr. ERMENTROUT. On last Monday—— 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the joint resolution ? 
Mr. HOLMAN, Does it come from the Committee on Accounts? 
Mr. ERMENTROUT. It does. Last Monday I was instructed by the 
Committee on Accounts to report a resolution authorizing the payment 
of this money out of the contingent fund of the House. It was passed 
by the House without an objection; but the Comptroller of the Treasury 
says the money can not be paid out of the contingent fund, and that to 
do so will require the of a joint resolution. I therefore ask the 
passage of this joint resolution for that purpose. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. On what ee ee does A Comptroller decide 
this can not be paid out of the contingent fund 
Mr. ERMENTROUT. Ihave not seen his opinion, butas the original 
resolution was in my charge as it passed the House, I was informed by 
those who are in interest that-he has so ruled. I was also requested to 
ask that this resolution be substituted for the one passed on Monday. 
There was no objection; and the joint resolution was received, read a 
EROA Dean A Nyantabir to be and read a third time; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. ERMI NTROUT moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the tal j 
The latter Molon was agreed to. 


ADDITIONAL ASSISTANTS, HOUSE POST-OFFICE, 


Mr. BREWER, of New Jersey, from the Committee on Accounts, sub- 
mitted the following report: 

The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred the following resolution of 
Mr. 8, 8,Cox: “That the Postmaster of the House of A erpats beauthorized 
toemploy four more assistants,” fully report, that they have carefully con- 
sidered the same, and ask its adoption witht the following amendment, namely : 

‘Add to the end of the resolution the following: 

“ During the present session only, at the rate of $100 per month, to be paid out 
of the pion Mec fund ‘of the House.” 

Mr, HOLMAN. The resolution recommends the employment of four 
additional . I had supposed, owing to the increase in the num- 
ber of mem and in consequence of the additional labor performed by 
the House post-office, perhaps the addition of one or two persons would 
be all that would be required in order to make that service effective. 
An increase of two would certainly be ample. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Will my friend allow me to say a word? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Only two more are ordered by this resolu- 
tion than were in the last House, although the increase seems to give 
the Postmaster four. They are all needed by the increase of the area of 
the delivery by the increased number of members and by the increased 
work d irs, and I hope my friend from Indiana will assist his 
friend. I ask attention to the following table of the force inthe House 
post-office during the preceding Congresses: 

Forty-firat Congroas, messengers......s.scsrssssaessssssvasssnes sescseessancosenenarsreseerseeassene 
Congress, messengers.. 
Forty-third Congress, messengers. 

Tony ats a 
Porty-oixth Congress, ei ry 
Forty-seventh Congress, Messengers ..........c.css seese 
Forty-seventh Congress, messengers (by resolution)... 
eet N 
Forty-eighth Congress, laborer....,. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, Allow me to put in a word there, - 

Mr. HOLMAN. I know the efficiency and competency of the Post- 
master of the House as well as my friend from New York, but the con- 
sideration which he would seem to indicate certainly would not justify 
any increase of the force in his office beyond what is absolutely neces- 


sary. 

Mr. BELFORD. Irise to a point of order. ` 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BELFORD. It is utterly impossible to hear at this part of the 
Hall the interesting colloquy going on between the gentleman from 
Indiana and the gentleman from New York. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. HOLMAN. I trust my friend from New Jersey will modify this 
resolution to provide for an increase of only two persons in the post-office 
of the House, as I think that number will be fon und entirely sufficient. 

The increased number of the membership of this House does nn- 
doubtedly increase to a considerable degree the amount of labor devolv- 
ing upon the Postmaster and his employés. But I know very well that 
the gentleman who now occupies the position of Postmaster of the House 
would notrequire or ask the House to grant any increase of his employés 
beyond what is imperatively demanded by the needs of the service to 
be performed. I trust that the increased membership of the House will 
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not be urged therefore as a reason for increasing largely beyond the needs 
of the service the employés of the House. I would rather, in fact, see 
the officers of the House somewhat cramped and pressed in their work 
than to find that we have been creating supernumeraries and adding 
unnecessarily to our employés. If, sir, we are to urge retrenchmentin 
the expenditures of the public service of this country we had better 
agree to let it begin right here under our own eyes. 

Mr. BREWER, of New Jersey. If the gentleman from Indiana will 
permit me, I wish to say that this is a unanimous report of the Com- 
mittee on Accounts, made after careful consideration, after looking thor- 
oughly into the matter, and further that it is but an increase of two in 
this force over what we had during the last Congress. And further, as 
a reason why it is necessary to tthis increase of force, Lask to have 
read a letter from the Postmaster of the House, which will explain the 
whole matter. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

POST-OFFICE Hover OF REPRESENTA’ 
January 21, i884, 
GENTLEMEN: In asking for an increase of m for this office, I respect- 
piye submit the following reasons in favor of the resolution now before your com- 


mint The increase of membership, by the addition of -two members. 

Second, The increase of mail matter (which I am inform by the city post- 
master aoe annually to 33} per cent. 

Third. The expansion of arah t byt ie growth of the city, requiring more 
time for the dekestro of the mails. 

For this increase there has been no o poeno although the work is much 


greater than at any time in many yea: 
At this time I have one distributor at the cit ined oa when there should 
eliveries, There is butone dis- 
ble to get along with less than threo, 


be three, in order to insure accurate and aoe 
rge of matter and the sale of 


tributor in the House office; it is im: 
one of which should have exclusive 
stamps. The total increase will be four for the session. With this] am sure the 
work can be performed in a satisfactory manner, 
Very respectfully, 
- L. DALTON, 
Postmaster House of Representatives. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, it must be evident to us all that 
the increased membership of the House has imposed a large increase of 
labor upon the post-office of the House, larger in that direction, in- 
deed, than in any other branch of the service connected with the House. 
I know an instance shot 6 comes within my own knowledge where a 
man who is employed in that department is absolutely overworked, and 
who is doing now a service fully equal to that which is performed by 
two clerks in the department. He is the only one of the employés of 
our post-office who is located at the city post-office. He receives the 
entire mail for the House, His duties require him to be in attendance 
there during the whole day. I know there have been occasions when 
he has been on duty from 5 in the morning until 11 o’clock at night in 
order that he may receive the mail of members as it arrives and distri- 
bute it at the earliest possible moment. It is absolutely necessary to 
have an increase of the clerical force of our House post-office at the city 
post-office, and if it is not done our mail will be delayed in its delivery 
to us, as has been frequently the case in times past. It is a physical 
impossibility for the one man who is now employed there to discharge 
the duty which is required of him. 

During the last Congress there were two men up there, and I do not 
know why there should not be the same force employed now, when the 
work is certainly largely increased. At E. owing to the limited 
force at his disposal, the Postmaster of the House preferred to employ 
but one person, who, as I have said, has to do the work of two clerks. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I have already said that I thought an increase of 
one was necessary perhaps at the city post-office. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I anf not aware of the necessity which exists 
elsewhere. I have no doubt, however, it is urgent. But in the case 
I have mentioned I know it is absolutely demanded. 

Mr. BREWER. I demand the previous question on the adoption of 
the report. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. If in order I move to amend by in- 
serting ‘two’? instead of “four.” 

The SPEAKER. That is not in order pending the demand for the 
previous question. 

The e este question was ordered. 

PEAKER. ‘The first question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment iepated by the committee. 

Mr. MOULTON. Let the amendment be again read. 

The amendment was again read. 

The question was taken. The House divided; and there were—ayes. 
114, noes 9. 

So the amendment was to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, is this proposition subject to thesame: 
rule as a bill with reference to the motion to recommit with instruc- 
tions?” 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘Then I wish to move to recommit this rt to the 
Committee on Accounts, with instructions to reduce the number to two. 

I think it will be found that our present Postmaster, who is a very 
efficient officer, will be enabled to get along with the increase I propose. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I hope my colleague will withdraw that mo- 
tion. 
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The SPEAKER. This is not debatable. 

Mr. COX, of New York. The gentleman from Indiana has debated it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman has sub- 
mitted a motion. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I desire only to say that we now have but 
two more than last year. : 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Indiana to recommit the report to the Committee on Accounts 
with instructions. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. May I ask the gentleman, from Indiana 
a question ? 

The SPEAKER. This is not debatable. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I wish to know simply whether they are 
to be selected by competitive examination, under the direction of the 
Civil Service Commission—— 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion of the 
gentleman from Indiana. 

The motion to recommit was not agreed to. 

The question recurring upon the adoption of the resolutien as amended, 
it was to. 

Mr. BREWER, of New Jersey, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the report was adapted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

SIMON E. LEWIS. 


Mr. STRUBLE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 4700) ’ 


granting a pension to Simon E. Lewis; which was read a first and sec- 
- ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

UNITED STATES COURTS IN GEORGIA. _ 

Mr. HAMMOND (by request), by unanimous consent, introduced a 
bill (H. R. 4701) to change the times of holding the district and circuit 
courts of the United States in the northern district of Georgia; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, and ordered to be printed. 

WITHDRAWAL OF SPIRITS FROM WAREHOUSE. 


Mr. HAMMOND also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. 4702) to authorize the withdrawal from distillery warehouse with- 
out tax of alcohol and other spirits to be used in manufacturing or 
preparing medicines, and chemicals; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and or- 
dered to be printed. 
a EXPENDITURE REFUNDED TO GEORGIA. 

Mr. HAMMOND also, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. 
R. 4703) to require the payment in cash to the State of Georgia of $35- 
555.42 appropriated for said State by ‘‘an act to refund to the State of 
Georgia certain money expended by said State for the commen defense 
in 1777,” approved March 3, 1883;“which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. f 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. YORK. Iask unanimous consent to make a report from the 
Committee on Pensions. 
Mr, TURNER, of Kentucky. I object. 


Mr. SPRINGER. That can be done under the call. 


REPORT ON COCHECO RIVER, NEW HAMPSHIRE. 
Mr. HAYNES. I ask unanimous consent to offer for present consid- 
eration the resolution which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


ying the same. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution ? 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I would like to have some explanation 
of it. It is the duty of the Chief of Engineers to transmit to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors all such information without the adop- 
tion of a resolution of this kind. What is the occasion of such a reso- 
lution? 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. WHITE. I object unless some explanation is given. 

REMAINS OF CAPTAIN CLIFFORD. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. I ask unanimous consent to make a report from 
the Committee on Military Affairs for t consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objections. ‘ 


Mr. CUTCHEON. I am directed by the Committee on Military 


Affairs to report back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 2309) to 
authorize the Secretary of War to cause the remains of Walter 
Clifford, deceased, to be transported to his late place of residence, and 
making appropriation therefor. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of War 
to cause the remains of Capt. Walter Clifford, late of Company E, Seventh 
Roponen United States Infantry, to be transported from their tempo: place 
of interment at Fort Bridger, Wyo., to his late place of residence, at Charlevoix, 
in the State of Michigan: and for that purpose the sum of $300, orso much thereof 
as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated out of any money in the 
of the United States not otherwise appropriated. 

The amendment of the Committee on Military Affairs wassread, as 
follows: 

In line5, afterthe word “ Infantry,” insert the words “together with the head- 
stone erected over his grave,” 


Mr. HOLMAN. I presume there is a report accompanying the bill. 
I ask that it be read, inasmuch as I am not aware that that has been 
the practice of Congress heretofore. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I shall be glad to have the report read, the right 
of the gentleman from Indiana to object being reserved. 

The report was read, as follows: 


and he is hereby, authorized 


The Comnsittee on Mili Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2309) 
to authorize the Secretary of War to cause the remains of Capt. Walter Clifford, 
deceased, to be transferred to his late place of residence, and 


tion therefor, have had the same under consideration and report as follows $ 
Walter Clifford enlisted in service of the United States Mareh 19, 1860. 
ar 18, 1863, he was mustered Sut and promoted second lieutenant Sixteenth 
I . May 1 1864, he was promoted to first lieutenant and transferred to 
ber 21, 1866. He was promoted to be captain 
Seventh Infantry. He was brevetted a second 
lieutenant for gallant and meritorious services at the battle of rmpreonag e 
Ol the service continuously, principally upon 
frontier, until his death at Fort Bridger, Wyo., February 23, 1883, of heart dis- 
ease 


Captain Clifford left survi him a widow and three small children, 11, 9, 
and 1 years old, respectively, with no means whatever but her pension, w 
is wholly inadequate for her support, The remains of Captain Clifford were 
buried by his company and comrades at Fort c , à post about ten miles 
from the Union Pacific Railroad. The cost to the Government of transporting 
the remains to Detroit, Mich., as estimated by the pe aane ipa ston as 
shown by his rt, submitted herewith, would be ut $70. The expense of 
transporting said remains to his place of residence at Charlevoix, Mich., would 
be not far from the same, The committee are informed that after his decease 
Captain Clifford’s company erected a handsome headstone at his grave, which 
his widow is anxious to have removed with the remains. As this could be 
removed as ordinary freight it would add but a few dollars to the 
This officer devoted his whole mature lift 
ay ee in its service, leaving those dependent upon him unable e 
visit i 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I should be very glad if the gentleman reporting 
the bill would state what has been heretofore the practice of the Gov- 
ernment in the case of an officer dying absent from home. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Iam not myself personally aware what has been 
the general practice. But General MAGINNIS, of Montana, my asso- 
ciate on the committee, is prepared, I believe, to answer that question. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. The general practice heretofore running thro 
a large number of years has been to make an apprepriation in 
Army bill of about $5,000 a year, out of which fund the Secretary of 
War causes these removals and interments to be made. The commit- 
tee of last Congress denied that appropriation, and the Secretary, hav- 
ing no fund, makes this request to the House of Representatives. 

Mr. KASSON. It isa little thing. It ought to be done. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. As the gentleman from Iowa says, this is a little 
thing; and it is but an act of justice to the memory of a gallant soldier 
who served his country all his life. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I wish only further to say that I called on the 
Secretary of War, who said he would be very glad to transport the re- 


f | mains of this officer, but he had no funds at his disposal for such a pur- 


pose. 

The SPEAKER. ~The first question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment reported by the committee. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 


time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. CUTCHEON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

STAR-ROUTE FRAUDS. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I call for the regular order. . 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask the gentleman frem Ohio to withdraw for 
a moment the call for the regular order that I may ask unanimous con- 
sent to submit for present consideration the resolution which I hold in 
my hand. When the gentleman hears the resolution read I am sure 
he will withdraw the demand for the regular order. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR, Let the resolution be read. 


Mr. SPRINGER. It modifies a resolution of inquiry heretofore ad- 
dressed to the Postmaster-General. 
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The resolution was read, as follows. 

seer That the Postmaster-General, in complying with the request of the 
House of presen ives contained in the pesclution of inquiry on 
17th of January, andalso the resolution adoptedon the 30th of January, in refer- 
ence to the correspondence between the Department of Justice and the Post- 
Office Department touching the prosecution of persons with frauds in 
connection with the star-route mail service, and the reports of agents of 
the Post-Office Depertment relating thereto, is requested to wi Id such parts 
of the papers called for the publication of which in advance of the commence- 
ment of suits may be, and probably would be, detrimental to the public inter- 
ests. k 

The SPEAKER. Is the demand for the regular order withdrawn ? 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Itis. ; 

The SPEAKER, If there be no objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution the question is on its adoption. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I object. : IEM 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman withhold his objection to 
allow me to give an explanation? i 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I withhold the objection for that pur- 


Phe SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] will 
be ized to make a statement, the right to object to the consider- 
ation of the resolution being reserved. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This resolution is accompanied by a report from 
the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice. That 
report is on the Speaker’s table, and is madein reference to a letter sent 
to this House and referred by the House to that committee, in which 
the Postmaster-General advises the House that it would be against the 
public interest to publish certain parts of this correspondence and in- 
formation. With a view to respond to the suggestion of the Postmas- 
ter-General the Committee on Expendituresin the Department of Jus- 
tice have instructed me to report this resolution. 

The resolution simply asks the Postmaster-General to withhold such 
parts of that information as would, if published, be detrimental to the 
interests of the Government. There are numerous cases in the Post- 
Office ment in reference to the amounts that may be recovered 
of individuals for overcharges in the service. Those cases con- 
tain briefs of the names of witnesses, what they will testify, and where 
they reside. It was thought by the Postmaster-General that if this in- 
formation was given to the public it would greatly embarrass the offi- 
cers of the Government in their endeavors to recover the amounts which 
the Government to recover in those cases. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. AsI understand the gentleman, if these 
facts are published it will simply advise parties witnesses what is 
to be apprehended, and will give them an opportunity of getting out of 
the way of the process of the court. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is the statement of the Postmaster-General, 
and in view of that fact the Committee on ditures in the Depart- 
ment of Justice have recommended the adoption of the resolution which 
has been read. I hope the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS] 
will withdraw his objection. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I regret that I can not withdraw my 
objection. Ihave had sufficient conference this morning with the chair- 
man of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads [Mr. MONEY], 
which committee reported this resolution to the House through me, to 
know that if he were present he would antagonize this resolution for 
Teasons entirely satisfactory to him. For that reason I can not, in his 
absence, consent to the introduction of this resolution. 

` Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman consent to have the resolution 
introduced and referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the De- 
partment of Justice? 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. Ican not consent to that in the absence 
of the chairman of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

The SPEAKER. Objection being made, the resolution is not be- 
fore the House. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I now renew and insist upon my demand 
for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees for re- 
ports, and the morning hour will begin at five minutes past 1 o’clock. 
STATE NATIONAL BANK OF BOSTON. 

Mr. COLLINS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
with an amendment the bill (H. R. 2263) for the reliefof the State Na- 
tional Bank of Boston, Mass.; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole Houseon the Private Calendar, and, withthe accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS MULVIHILL. 

Mr. MAYBURY, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported, as 
a substitute for H. R. 2609, a bill (H. R. 4704) authorizing and em- 
powering the Secretary of War to reconvey to Thomas Mulvihill certain 

nds erroneously conveyed by him to the United States ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

GLOUCESTER DISTRICT, MASSACHUSETTS. 
Mr. LONG, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back with a 


j 


favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3956) to amend section 2527 of 
the Revised Statutes relating to the district of Gloucester ; which was 


the | placed upon the House Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 


to be printed. 
OLEOMARGARINE, ETC. 

Mr, BEACH, from the Committee on Agriculture, reported back 
with an amendment the following preamble and resolution: 

Whereas it is alleged that the interests of the American agriculturists and 
dairymen are greatly and unjustly injured by the manufacture, sale, and use of 
oleomargarine, butterine, suine, and imitation, artificial, and adulterated butters 
of different kinds, and of adulterated and imitation compounds and mixtures 
sold and consumed as dairy products; and 

Whereas it is alleged that ht and oils of hogs and cattle and of other animals, 
and also that vegetable oils are used in the making and compounding of suine, 
oleomargarine butter, butterine, and adulterated and imitation dairy products, 
and also that such fats and oils are used and are imported and are exported to be 
used for the making and compounding of such artificial, adulterated, and imita- 
tion dairy products, and that such adulterated imitation compounds are surrep- 
titiously sold in this country and elsewhere in competition with genuine dairy 
poanied greatly to the injury of the agriculturists and dairymen of the United 

Whereas it is alleged that the manufacture, sale, and i 
sion of maid compornds, materinie ana OOTD Aian TA oan tera 
general publicity and to prevent the obtaining of accurate or desirable statis- 
tics in relation thereto, and to mislead and deceive the consumer as to the actual 
character, composition, and ingredients thereof: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Agriculture be, and hereby is, instructed to 
inquire into and investigate the said allegations and ascertain the facts relating 
thereto, and the facts and statistics of the adulterated and imitation‘compounds 
and mixtures of dairy products, and of the materiais composing the same. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was to add to the 
resolution the following: 

And to this enc the said committee is hereby empowered to send for persons 
and papers. 

The resolution, with the amendment, was placed on the House Cal- 
endar, and ordered to be printed. 

GUANO ISLANDS. 

Mr. HITT, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, rted back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2235) bi sokinlaraig 
pend the operation of section 5574 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, title 72, in relation to guano islands; which was placed on the 
House Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM FRANKLIN GROUNDS. 

Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back 
with amendments the bill (H. R. 1672) for the relief of William Frank- 
lin Grounds; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 4 

` JUDICIAL PROCEEDINGS IN THE TERRITORIES. 

Mr. POST, of Wyoming (by Mr. LANHAM), from the Committee on the 
Territories, reported, as a substitute for several bills, viz, H. R. 1720 
and H. R. 2942, a bill (H. R. 4705) in relation to courts and judicial 
proceedings in the Territories; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

CLARISSA M’KEE. 7 

Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2399) ting 
a pension to Clarissa McKee; which was referred to the Comukittee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying re- 
port ordered to be printed. 

MRS. MARY M’LAUGHLIN. 

Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2393) granting 
a pension to Mrs. Mary McLaughlin; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompany- 
ing report ordered to be printed. 

MRS, ANN W. MULVEY. 6 

Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2398) granting 
an increase of pension to Mrs. Ann W. Mulvey; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the 
accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

MARGARET A. CASWELL. 

Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2473) for the 
relief of t A. Caswell; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 

JUDITH LAUTER. ` 

Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 2400) for the relief of Judith 
Lauter; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

GEORGE F. DRESSER. 
Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
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back with amendments the bill (H. R. 1065) granting a pension to 

F. Dresser; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. x 
CHARLOTTE DAY. 

Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported, 
as a substitute for House bill 3308, a bill (H. R. 4706) for the relief of 
Charlotte Day; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

LOUISA V. DE KILPATRICK. 


Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
a bill (H. R. 4707) granting a pension to Louisa V. de Kilpatrick, widow 
of Maj. Gen. Judson Kilpatrick; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


MARTHA M. B. M’CULLACH. 


Mr. PATTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1411) granting a 
pension to Martha M. B. McCullach, of Freeport, Pa. ; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the 
accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

CORNELIA E. SCHULTZ. 


Mr. PATTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1428) granting a 
pension to Cornelia E. Schultz; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

MARY E. MURRAY. 

Mr. PATTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 1433) granting a ion to 
Mary E. Murray; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

MARY ELIZA DICKSON. - 

Mr. PATTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 1391) granting a pension to Mary 
Eliza Dickson, widow of Dr. Thomas Dickson; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the 
accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

MRS. SARAH BRYAN LEET. 


Mr. PATTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 2608) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Sarah Bryan Leet; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. ` 

JESSE THOMAS. 

Mr. PATTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back adversely the bill (H. R. 1414) granting a pension to Jesse Thomas; 
which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to bè 
printed. 

MERRITT LEWIS. l 

Mr. WINANS, of Michigan, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 819) 
granting an increase of pension to Merritt Lewis; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the 
accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

CHANGES OF REFERENCE. 


Mr. SUMNER, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
reported back bills of the following titles; when the committee was dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the same, and they were re- 
spectively referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill i R. 2926) granting a pension to Everhard Welter; and 

A bill (H. R. 3468) granting a pension to Margaret Underwood. 

Mr. SUMNER, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
also reported back the bill (H. R. 1646) for the relief of Charles A. Stevens; 
when the committee was discharged from the further consideration of 
the same, and it was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

JOSEPH L. CALDWELL. \ 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pi reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 554) granting a 
pension to Joseph L. Caldwell; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

H. E. VAN TREES. 
Mr. MOR from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 562) granting a pension to H. E. 
an Trées; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 4 
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W.'H. BLAKE. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 591) granting a pension to W. 
H. Blake; which were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

M. H. CLEMENTS. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 570) granting a pension to M. H. 
Clements; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. ' 

j REUBEN MARSHALL, 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 569) granting 8 pension to Reuben 
Marshall; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 

rinted. 
s a MICHAEL TITLER. 

Mr. FYAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 2372) granting a pension to Michael Titler; 
which was refi to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

JULIET H. PALMER. 

Mr. YORK. Iam directed by the Committee on Pensions to report 
back the petition of Juliet H. Palmer, widow of James C. Palmer, late 
Surgeon-General United States Navy, deceased, and to move its refer- 
ence to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules of the House whenever a petition 
on examination is found by a committee to be improperly referred a 
change of reference can be made through the petition-box. 

The petition was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

MOSES FULLINGTON. 

Mr, LAIRD, from the Committee on Pensions, reported a bill (H. R. 
4708) granting a pension to Moses Fullington; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. “ 

JULIET LEEF, 

Mr. McMILLIN, from the Committee on Claims, reported back fa- 
vorably the bill (H. R. 737) for the relief of Juliet Leef, widow, and 
the heirs of Henry Leef, deceased, owner of the bark Mary Teresa, il- 
legally seized by Alexander H. Tyler, consul of the United States at 
Bahia, Brazil; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

JOHN B. DAVIS. 

Mr. ELLWOOD, from the Committeeon Claims, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 653) for the relief of John B. Davis; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

CONFIRMING ORDER OF DISTRICT COMMISSIONERS. 

Mr, FIEDLER, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
ported back adversely the bill (H. R. 1592) to confirm an order of the 
commissioners of the District of Columbia; which was laid on the table, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

LUTHER STATUE ASSOCIATION. 

Mr. McCOMAS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 4088) toincorporate the Luther 
Statue Association, to erect and maintain a monument or statue in 
memory of Martin Luther in the District of Columbia; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. ` 

JOHN ELLIS. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Accounts, moved that the 
committee be di from the further consideration of the bill (H. 
R. 333) for the relief of John and that the same be referred to the 
Committee on Claims; which motion was agreed to. 

BUREAU OF NAVIGATION. 

Mr. DINGLEY, from the Select Committee on American Ship- 
building and Ship-owning Interests, reported back favorably the bill 
(H. R. 3056) to constitute a bureau of navigation in the Treasury De- 
partment; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

SALE OF CERTAIN NAVAL HOSPITALS. 

Mr. MORSE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported back tie 
bill (H. R. 4100) providing for the sale of naval hospitals at Chelsea, 
Mass.; Brooklyn, N. Y., and Annapolis, Md. ; which was referred to the 
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ee Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 


TARIFF ON WOOL. 


Mr. CONVERSE. I ask unanimous consent to have printed in the 
RECORD resolutions of the Wool-Growers’ Association of Ohio, and also 
of the State Agricultural Society of Ohio, ther with some resolu- 
tions of county conventions and other bodies in reference to the tariff 
of 1867 on imported wool. The resolutions are brief. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Ohio? 

Mr. KASSON. What is the subject? 

Mr. CONVERSE. They refer to the tariff on wool, 

There being no objection, the resolutions were ordered to be printed 
in the RECORD, and referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

They are as follows: 


Resolutions adopted by the Ohio OON ONOR Association, at Columbas. Ohio, 
an ' 

1. Resolved, That the reduction of duties on imported wools by the last Con- 

was an act of injustice to an important agricultural industry, which will, 
f it be not modified, result in paralyzing the business of aiicentneoding al 
Woa inomin in the United States, and in transferring the same to foreign 
countries, 
2. Resolved, That the flockmasters of Ohio, numbering 46,000, hereby earnestly 
test against the injustice, and solemnly assure the wool-growers of other 
: of their readiness to unite with them in all proper and legitimate meas- 
mres calculated to restore the wool tariff of 1967. 

3. Resolved, That it is our sincere conviction that the late reduction of duties 
“on woo! was effected by means of an organized effort, having for its object the 
destruction of sheep h ndry in the United States, and the admission of wool 
from foreign nations free of duty; and this effort it is the duty of the one 
omits ees mas prod aran to protest until rer’ voice is 

eard in Congress their rights respected by appropriate on. 

4. Resolved, That it should be remembered that the United Bintes now pro- 
duce 300,000,000 pounds of wool annually, worth at least $100,000,000, and that so 
important an industry can not be seriously embarassed without injury to the 

neral welfare. We denounce as unworthy of respectful consideration the fal- 

and injustice of the manufacturers’ claim that raw material should be free, 
and we ask with emphasis why is labor required to produce wool less worthy 
of protection than labor at the spindle or loom, where the raw material is con- 
verted into manufactured goods? 

5. Resolved, That we solicit and entreat the wool-growers of other States to 
unite with usin the work of organizing the flockmasters of the Union into as- 
sociations that shall be co-operative and harmonious, in order that we may be 
better able to contend with the manufacturers in the serious struggle that is 
upon us before the country and in the halls of legislation. 

6. Resolved, That we tender our hearty thanks to such members of Congress 
and editors as have given ustheir sympathy and support in this struggle for jus- 
tice,and we hereby solemnly declare that while prosecuting this effort for the 
maintenance of whatis so manifestly right, we will at all times and in all places, 
without rd to former party predilections, do all in our power to secure a res- 
toration of the wool tariff of 1867, believing and knowing as we do that any less 
protection than this will prove ruinous to our business. 

7. Resolved, That the members of the Sixty-seventh General Assembly of Ohio 
are entitled to the thanks of the wool-growers of Ohio for the unanimity with 
which they adopted the resolution instructing our Senatorsand Representatives 
in Congress to vote for the restoration of the tariff on wool. 

DAVID HARPSTER, President, 
Pitt Post-Office, Ohio. 


W.N. rash eh 


Attest: 


uaker ity, Ohio. 


At the recent Ohio State agricultural convention, held in the city of Columbus, 
January 15 and 16, 1884, the subjoined resolutions were unanimously adopted 
and have been ordered forwarded to you: 

“1. That the reduction of duties on imported wools by the last Con was 
an act of injustice to an important agricultural industry, which will, if it be not 
modified, result in paralyzing the business of sheep-breeding and wool-growing 
in the United States and in transferring the same to oy or countries, 

“2 That the flockmasters of Ohio, numbering 46,000, by earnestly pro- 
test inst the injustice, and solemnly assure the wool-growers of other States 
of As pyp ug tad to unite with them in all proper and legitimate measures cal- 
culated to restore the wool tariff of 1867. 

“3, That it is our sincere conviction that the late reduction of duties on wool 
was effected by means of an organized effort having for its object the destruc- 
tion of sheep nyoanpr sf in the United States and the admission of wool from 
foreign nations free of duty; and against this effort it is the duty of the 1,000,000 
of flockmasters engaged in producing wool to protest until their voice is heard 
in Congress and their rights respected by ok riate legislation. 

“4. That it should be remembered that the United States now produce 300,000,- 
000 pounds of wool annually, worth at least $100,000,000, and that so important an 
industry can not be seriously embarrassed without injury to the general wel- 
fare. e denounce as unworthy of respectful consideration the fal and in- 
justice of the manufacturers’ claim that raw material should be free; and we 
ask with emphasis, why is labor a to produce wool less worthy of pro- 
tection than labor at the spindle or loom where the raw material is converted 
anaig erent cena 

uty, 
7: JAS. W. FLEMING, 
Assistant Secretary Ohio State Board A, 


The Eastern Ohio Wool-Growers and Stock-Breeders’ Association, in conven- 
Hop rion hg at Chesterfield, Ohio, on the Ist day of December, 1883, adopted 

e following: 

“ Whereas our last Congress in its action on the tariff reduced the rates of duty 
on imported woo! to its present rate, causing a loss to the wool-producer of, 
about 3 cents per pound, and making the production of the article not at all 
remunerative, and resulting in a general depression of the flock interests of the 
United States; and 

“Whereas we believe the restoration of the tariff of 1867 on foreign wool will 
restore confidence to the sheep industry of the United States and put it on a firm 


footing: Therefore, 

“ Resolved, That we urge upon our Representatives in Con; both in the 
House and Senate, that they use their best endeavors to restore the tariff on 
wools and woolens to the 1867 rates; and, therefore, 

“ Resolved, That hereafter we support those men for these offices who will take 
care of our interests in matters. 

“And be it resolved, That we indorse the recent action of the National Wool- 
Growers’ Association in their deliberations at Chicago, and call upon the shep- 


herds and farmers all overthe United States to co-operate with us in this contest 
for our rights and the good of the people. 

“ Resolved, Thats sopr ot these resolutions be sent to the Ohio Farmer, Pitts- 
burgh Stockman, and the county papers in each of the counties embraced in this 


LUN 
* UW, R. GODDARD, Secretary.” 


W. R. GODDARD, Secretary. 
The farmers composing the lecture class at the Ohio State University, num- 


I certify the above to be a true copy. 


bering one hundred members and representing forty counties of the State, 
adoj the following resolutions previous to adjournment: 
y ved, That we look upon the act of the Forty-seventh Co: reducing 


ngress 

the tariff on wool as unfair and unjust to the great agricultural interests of the 
State and as discriminating in favor of the manufacturers. 

“ Resolved, That we favor the restoration of the tariff of 1867. 

“Resolved, That we will use all honorahle means to influence our respective 
members in Congress to vote for the Converse bill. 

“Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions, signed by the president and secre- 
tary, be forwarded to Hon. GEORGE L. Converse.” 


SCOTT COOMBS, 

a Of Miami County, President. 
WM. M. MAIZE, 

Of Franklin County, Secretary. 


JANUARY 25, 1884. 
Cosnocron County, ONIO, 
Whereas the tariff act of 1867 gives to the wool-grower the only substantial 
protection which ever accrued to under any tariff law; and 
Whereas by an act of the last Congress the ad valorem duty is stricken off, 
by bringing very serious losses to us and in the end disaster and distressto 
the agriculturist: Therefore, 
Resolved by the wers of Coshocton County in convention assembled, That 
hair hereby hema and earnestly request the present Congress to restore the 1867 
on wool, 


„J. § 
J. P. DARLIN 
T. 8. SHARPLESS. 
COL, P. METHEUN. 


Resolutions adopted by the Columbiana County Sheep-Breeders and Wool- 
Growers’ Association, June 26, 1883. 


Inasmuch as we, the wool-growers of Columbiana County, Ohio, now in ses- 
sion, are fully aware of the t injustice done us by the members of the last 
Congress in the reduction of the on wool: Therefore 

Be it resolved, That we, as wool-growers of this county, do agree to associate 
together and concentrate our influences, and pledge our honor that we 
ive our influence or votes for any person for member of Congress in 
this dist regardless of party, who will not give us a proper guarantee that 
he will use his greatest influence and also vote for a proper protective tariff on 
the wool of our own country. 

Resolved, That we cordially invite all the wool-growers of the United States to 
organize and join with us in this movement of roy aginrerea and show to our 
Representatives in Con: that the people are the sovereigns, and that we 
now, as wool-growers, demand that the great wool interest of this country shall 
not be sacrificed, but receive proper protection. 

I hereby certify that the above is à true 5? as the resolutions adopted by the 
Columbiana County Wool-Growers’ Association. 

A, R. CAMPBELL, Secretary. 


Resolutions by the wool-growers of Fairfield County, adopted November 24, 


ourselves 
will not 


Whereas upon the recommendation of the Tariff Commission, the last Con- 
gress passed a bill making a reduction of all the ad valorem duty on wools, 
which is equivalent to 3 to 3} cents on competing Ohio wools; and 
i Whereas we were barely and scarcely prot under the tariff of 1867: There- 
fore, 

Resolved, That we, as wool-growers, without regard to party lines, condemn 
the said action of last Congress. 4 

Second. That we pledge ourselves to hereafter sup) 


rt only such men for 
office as we know to favor a just and ample protection 


the wool-grower. 
Third, That in our Representative in Congress, Hon. GEORGE L. CONVERSE, 
we have an able advocate, and an honest, capable exponent of the wishes and 
wants of the wool-grower. 


T. H. DILL, 
President Fairfield County Wool-Growers’ Association. 
R. P. HITE, Secretary. 


PATENT ON GRAIN-SHOVELS. 


Mr. HOBLITZELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to have 
printed in the REcorD a short resolution of the Baltimore Corn and 


Flour Exchange protesting against the extension of the patent for grain 
shovels. It is very brief. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Maryland? 

There being no objection, the resolution was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, and referred to the Committee on Patents. 

_ It is as follows: 
BALTIMORE, February 6, 1884. 
Hon, F. 8, HOBLITZELL, 
Wi D. C.: 

At special meeting board directors Baltimore Corn and Flour Exchange this 
day the following preamble and resolutions were unanimously adopted; 

Whereas it has come to the knowledge of the Baltimore Corn and Flour Ex- 
change that application has been made to Congress for an extension of the steam 

dey peren! ts granted to George Milsom, Henry Spendelow, and George 

« > an 

Whereas the said patents have been in use for a long period, and have been 
an onerous tax upon the transportation of grain over the great water ways 
of the country, and have resulted in large profits to the owners of said patents. 
Therefore, in consideration of the Pak o increasing competition that the 
Unisa Stane m experiencing with foreign countries for supplying grain to con- 

markets, 

“Be oieta: That this exchange respectfully protest against the extension of 
the above-named patents; and 

Be it ARE That a copy of these resolutions be telegraphed to the 
chairman Committee on Patents of the Senate and to our Senators and Repre- 


sentatiyes now in Congress, 
WM, F. WHEATLEY, Secretary, 
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PRINTING OF CERTAIN PETITIONS. 


Mr. WELLER. Mr. Speaker, I desire unanimous consent to have 
printed in the RECORD the following soldiers’ petition and soldiers’ 
resolution. Ido not ask to have the names printed, but simply the 
body of the petition and the body of the resolution. Both are very brief. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I object. 

Mr. WELLER. LIhope that the gentleman from Arkansas will with- 
draw his objection and let the soldiers of this country be honored by 
having a sample copy of their petitions printed in the RECORD. It 
comes from the Grand Army of the Republic, and it is only proper that 
they should have this honor while other resolutions are coming in day 
after day and being printed in the RECORD without objection. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, I have nosort of objection 
to their having the ordinary hearing that is accorded to everybody else 
on the part of Congress. Iam willing that the soldiers shall always 

_have that fair hearing and ample consideration to which all persons are 
entitled, but if we are to put all such resolutions in the RECORD, it 
will very soon destroy its usefulness. I could almost fill the RECORD 
myself with petitions every day. i 

Mr. WELLER. I desire only to have a sample petition of the thos- 
sands that come to me printed in the Recorp. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I am only urging the objection which 
was made by the gentleman from Ohio who was a general in the Union 
Army. Irefer to the chairman of the Committee on the Payment of Pen- 
sions, Bounty, and Back Pay, of which Iam a member. He made a 
similar objection a short time ago. I do not think we ought to under- 
take to printsuch matters, and I feel that I can make the same objection 
without impropriety or misconstruction. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. WELLER. I demand the regular order. 


RULES. 
Mr. BURNES. I ask unanimous consent to introduce a bill for ref- 


erence. 
The SPEAKER. The demand for the regular order is in the nature 


of an objection. 
The regular order is the report from the Committee on Rules made 
on Monday and med until to-day for consideration. 


Mr. RANDALL. Mr, 8 er, the rules of this House have much 
to do with the comfort of its members as well as to do with their 
rights and those of their constituents, and I am anxious that reasona- 
ble debate shall be had in relation to the different suggestions as to 
amendments which have been made; that is, I have a proposition to 
make to the House, which I think fair and believe meets with the ap- 
proval of the committee, that by unanimous consent there may be 
allowed five minutes for discussion on each amendment which has Ba 
proposed for information, four minutes of which time shall be under the 
control of the gentleman who may have presented such proposition and 
one minute simply reserved to the control of the committee in reply. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania will allow the 
Chair to suggest that the demand for the previous question is pending, 
and unless there be unanimous consent there can be no debate what- 
ever on this report. 

Mr. RANDALL. I am obliged to the Chair for the suggestion, be- 
cause it goes to show the fairness of the proposition I have made. 

There are ten amendments which have been introduced, and another 
I understand is to be offered by the gentleman from Colorado. We 
desire to have that come in under this proposed arrangement, making, 
I believe, in all eleven amendments, which would be fifty-five minutes 
of debate. It will thus be seen that before the previous question shall 
be ordered the House will have had the opportunity of debate on all 
these amendments, and will be better able to judge of the propriety of 
enforcing the previous question against these propositions or allowing 
them to come in and be voted upon separately. 

In addition to that, when the five minutes’ debate on each amend- 
ment shall have expired, then I suggest that the report of the Com- 
mittee on Rules and the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Maine shall be considered for thirty minutes for and thirty minutes 
against the report and the amendment, one-half of that time to be 
under the control of the gentleman from Maine, and the other within 
the control of the committee. 

Mr. BUCKNER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania propose 

that the five minutes’ debate shall only be for the mover of the amend- 
ment? 
Mr. RANDALL. The time, for the sake of good order, has to be 
allotted in some way, and I do not know a better way to allot it than 
to give four minutes of the time to the gentleman who makes the propo- 
sition and one minute to the committee. 

Mr. KASSON. I would like to say to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania that where a proposition goes to the change of the order of busi- 
ness in the House affecting the rights of committees it would hardly be 
possible in five minutes to do more than read the rule as it is. You 
can hardly in that time say a word beyond that. 

Mr. RANDALL. What does the gentleman from Iowa suggest ? 

Mr. KASSON. I should ask for ten minutes on my amendment to 
Rule XXI, and that would be a very short time. 


Mr. RANDALL. We had better in this matter treat all alike. Each 
of these amendments is of the same degree of importance to the member 
who may have offered it, and if the time is to be ten minutes on one 
proposition I think it had better be ten minuteson each and all of them. 

Mr. KASSON. Ihave no objection to that, although I only spoke 
le a to the proposition with which I am particularly con- 
cerned. 

Mr. RANDALL. I shall modify the suggestion so as to make the 
time ten minutes on each amendment, allowing seven minutes to the 
advocates of the proposition and three to such members of the com- 
mittee as may desire to oppose it. ; 

Mr. KASSON. I think the gentleman's proposition as now modified 
is a reasonable one. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think that is fair. 

Mr. BELFORD. I desire, with the consent of my friend from Penn- 
sylvania, to offer the amendment which I send to the desk as an addi- 
tional rule. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania to include that amendment in his proposition. 

Mr. RANDALL. I included that and so said in my remarks a mo- 


ment ago. 

The SPEAKER. The amendments sent up by the gentleman from 
Colorado will be read for the information of the House, as the other 

amendments have been read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
That each Re except the chairmen of standing or select commit- 
tees which have a clerk, may ae a clerk to serve d the session of Con- 
gress, who shall perform lerical work as ma 


such be eset pe Baggs ot 
sentative appointing him in aid of the discharge oi his official duties, and 
be paid out of the contingent fund of the House at the rate of $6 per day. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the arrangement suggested 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania in relation to the debate upon 
these propositions ? 

Mr. THOMPSON. I should like the Chair to state what the prop- 
osition is. 

The SPEAKER. As the Chair understands the proposition itis that 
there be allowed ten minutes for debate on each one of the amendments 
which have been read for the information of the House, seven minutes 
in advocacy of the amendment and three minutes to its opponents; and 
after that is closed there shall be allowed one hour for debate on the 
report of the Committee on Rules and the amendments of the gentle- 
man from Maine [Mr. REED], that hour being equally divided between 
the advocates and opponents of the report. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Do I understand any amendment can be offered 
beyond those already pending? 

The SPEAKER. There are none pending except those offered by the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED], and various amendments have been 
read for the information of the House, and which, under this arrange- 
ment, if it be assented to, will be discussed; after which the House, by 
the vote on the previous question, will determine whether it shall ad- 
mit them to be voted on or exclude them. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the opportunity be afforded to other mem- 
bers to offer amendments? 

The SPEAKER. Nothing has been said as to that. 

Mr. SPRINGER. They are not excluded by this understanding. 

The SPEAKER. The demand for the previous question is pending, 
which excludes all amendments except such as the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania in charge of the report may see proper to admit. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Would that exclude amendments to these amend- 
ments? 

The SPEAKER. Theamendments are not now before the House for 
the p of being voted on. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Are they to come in only by consent of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL]? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair willagain state the situation of the ques- 
tion. On Monday, when this report came in, various gentlemen asked 
leave to have read for the information of the House certain amendments 
which they designed to propose in case the previous question should not 
be ordered. Those proposed amendments were read and ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD, a demand for the previous question being then 
pending; and that is the situation to-day. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Are we to have a vote on each of those amend- 
ments ? 

The SPEAKER. Unless the demand for the previous question is 
voted down there will not be a vote on any amendments except those 
which have been offered by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED]. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I wish to know whether it is understood in this 
unanimous consent that we are going to debate propositions not pend- 
ing before the House, 

The SPEAKER. The suggestion is made that, by unanimous con- 
sent, ten minutes be allowed for debate on each proposition. 

Mr. RANDALL. In reply to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
THOMPSON], or rather to what I suppose is his object in making the 
inquiry, this ent is asked: First, that each member making a 

ition shall have an opportunity of being heard, so that the House 
may be intelligently informed whether it is desirable to order the pre- 
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vious question to exclude in the aggregate these amendments which 
have been introduced and read for information, and whether the House 
will go directly to a vote upon the report of the Committee on Rules 

the pending J gita mena of the gentleman from Maine. The House 


can, of course, if they desire to open the entire subject, vote down the 
previous question. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I want to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
whether that arrangement reserves the right to separate votes on the 
propositions. 

Mr. RANDALL. That belongs to the House. The House cangeta 
separate vote on every proposition as it is reached by voting down the 
previous question. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Then there is no reservation in the unanimous 
consent asked? 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it, 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. If the proposition of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] is agreed to, in what order will 
these amendments be considered? 

Mr. RANDALL. In the order in which they appear in the RECORD, 
and I believe theamendment proposed by the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. TURNER] is the first amendment of that class. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. I want to offer it; I want that under- 
stood. 

Mr. RANDALL. Imake this statement in reply to the gentleman. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. Very well; if the understanding is 
that the amendment I offered is to be first considered, I am perfectly 
willing. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But you can not get a vote on it. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. Why not?. 

Mr. RANDALL. The House has the power to give a vote on it. 

sn? SPRINGER. Only by voting down the demand for the previous 
question. i 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. Then let us vote down the previous 
question. 

The SPEAKER. The first amendment in order of printing, the 
Chair understands, is the amendment submitted by the gentleman from 
California [Mr. Bupp], which is in substance the same as that of the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. TURNER]. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. It is just the same. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the proposition of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [ Mr. RANDALL] asstated to the House? [After 
apause.] The Chair hears none, and it is soordered. The first propo- 
sition of amendment to be considered is the one submitted by the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. TURNER], which will be read by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to Rule XXTV additional clause as follows: 

“ When any public bill or resolution shall have been referred to a committee, 
and the committee shall fail or refuse to report said bill or resolution back to 
the House of any ey lp! either favorably or unfavorably, for thirty days, 
it shall be in order for the member who offered the bill or resolution, on any 
Monday, immediately after the morning hour, to move to d rge the com- 
mittee from the consideration of the bill or resolution, and the House shall then 


dispose of the bill or resolution by recommittal or by final action, such as a ma- 
jority of the House may determine.” i 


The SPEAKER. The Chair izes the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. TURNER] as entitled to the floor for seven minutes in sup- 
port of the amendment which has just been read. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, after the reading of the 
amendment which I had the honor to offer it would seem unnecessary 
for me to offer any argument in favor of a proposition so manifestly 
just, proper, and right,which is desired to protect not only the indi- 
vidual rights of every member but to protect the rights of a majority 
of this House. 

No member will for a moment deny that the voice of a majority of 
this House ought to control in all matters of legislation. But, sir, 
let us look for a moment at the practical tion of the rules of this 
House. As soon as a bill or resolution is offered by a member it isim- 
mediately referred to a committee, and unless the committee reports 
it back to the House the House is powerless to act upon it, although 
it may be a public bill affecting the interest of the whole American 
people, giving them some proper relief which is imperatively demanded. 

t, sir, if a majority of the committee are opposed to the bill, they 
simply pocket it and refuse to report it back, and by their action pre- 
vent a majority of this House from voting for a public bill or resolution 
that a large majority may be in favor of. 

One would hardly suppose that a committee would resort to this 
method to prevent action by this House; yet, sir, I state without fear 
of contradiction that it has often been done, and the fact is well known 
to every old member who hears my voice. None will deny it. Why, 
sir, the pending amendment is an illustration of the evil sought to be 
remedied. I have offered this amendment at the beginning of four 
sessions of Congress, and it has been referred to the Committee on 
Rules, and, sir, up to this day the committee has failed to make any 
report on this amendment, and now, when I am attempting to offer it, 
we are cut off by the previous question, which has been moved by the 
gentleman who has charge of the report of the Committee on Rules. 
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It is true I have the poor privilege of seven minutes to offer reasons in 
favor of the amendment, but whether we are even now to be allowed a 
vote on the amendment I do not know. Why, sir, have not the com- 
mittee back this amendment with a favorable or unfavorable 
opinion? Either would do, forit would give the House an opportunity 
to vote upon it. But, sir, they havé held this proposed amendment in 
their possession session after session until Congress adjourned and thus 
prevented a vote on it. 

So it has been with a great many public bills that I have seen offered 
in this House since I have been a member of Congress. Sir, is this right? 
Ought a majority of this House to be thus handicapped by seven men 
on a committee? Ought such an evil to exist without a remedy? I 
assert in the hearing of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RAN- 
DALL] and the other members of the committee that there is no remedy 
under the rules to force a committee by a majority vote to report back 
a public bill or resolution to this House. A majority sits here powerless. 
I was told the other day that a motion might be made to discharge the 
committee and consider the bill; but this requires the vote of two- 
thirds, and, as the honorable Speaker said, there is not even a time for 
such a motion provided for, and it would require unanimous consent to 
make even that motion—one member could defeat it—and of course a 
member on the committee holding back the bill would object. 

Sir, a majority of this House under the Constitution has the rightto 
control legislation in this body. The Constitution does not require a 
majority of two-thirds to a bill—a majority has the right. No 
bad result could follow from the remedy I offer for this evil, for no 
member would resort to this remedy as long as a committee was in good 
faith examining the bill, for every member desires a favorable Re ge 
and it would only be resorted to when a committee refuses or fails to 
report back a bill after full time to consider it. If the committee are 
opposed to a bill let them report it back with an adverse report. That 
puts it before the House for a vote. I have confined this amendment 
to public bills, not to pension bills or private bills of any character. 

have offered this amendment not as a partisan, but in the interest 
of every member of this House. It is to assert the right of a majority 
to control. We live in a republican government, and a majority ought 
to control. I use the word *‘republican”’ in its broad sense as appli- 
cable to our form of government. 

Mr. Speaker, I wish that we had a fair opportunity to discuss this 
amendment, that others who agree with me and who are far abler than 
myself could have an opportunity to be heard in favor of this amend- 
ment, so just, right, and proper, and in the interest of the whole peo- 
ple whom we are here to represent; as the rules now stand they enable 
a majority of a committee to exercise an unconstitutional power. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I think it is due to the Committee on 
Rules that I should explain the motives which actuated them in not 
reporting favorably the proposition of the gentleman from Kentucky 
(Mr. TURNER]. With the principle at the bottom of his resolution I 
have entire sympathy, which I have already expressed. But there are 
praesen difficulties in the way which I want the House to consider 

ore making up its mind. 

As I said the other day, this House does only 8 cent. of its busi- 
ness; and our whole legislation with relation to rules must hinge upon 
that important fact. There is no physical possibility of doing much 
more than 8 per cent. Now, the proposition of the gentleman from 
Kentucky is that when any bill is not reported by any committee 
within a specified time it shall at once upon any Monday become a 
privileged bill; in other words, it shall become entitled to stop the 
other business of the House. This would have the effect of preventing 
on Monday the presentation of bills; far it would necessarily take the 
whole day. $ ` 

Now here is a choice between evils. Thħe question is, whether in 
order to remedy the evil of the non-action of a committee chosen by 
the House, and su to represent its views, you shall give to an in- 
dividual member the right to make privileged nine-tenths of the busi- 
ness of this House, and to make such business ee not because 
a committee recommends it, but simply and solely because a commit- 
tee does not recommend it. 

I now yield tothe gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, the rules provide that every bill in- 
troduced here shall be referred to a committee, the object being to hear 
from the committee, after they have examined the bill, a recommen- 
dation. This reference does not interfere at all with the consideration 
of a bill by the House, because even if reported negatively a. single 
member can demand that it goupon the Calendar. The practical effect 
of the amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky would be to de- 
stroy the business of the firstand third Mondays of each month, which 
are already allotted to motions to suspend the rules, and to destroy also 
the second and fourth, and, when it the fifth Monday, which it 
is in view to give to the business of the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia and the Committee on the Territories. The gentleman’s amend- 
ment provides, as has been well said by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
REED], that a bill which can notsecurea recommendation from a com- 
mittee shall be presipitated upon the House for a final vote, yea or nay. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 
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The SPEAKER. Debate on this proposition is exhausted. The | his interests; or that he comes in the interest of the Western Union 


Clerk will read the next proposed amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend Rule X by inse „after the line “on Revision of the La’ 
of eleyen members,” the following, to wit: “on Political Rights of 
consist of eleven members.” 

The SPEAKER. This was proposed by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Warre], who is entitled to the floor for seven minutes. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, addressed the House. [See Appendix. ] 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, ever since the organization of this 
House I have received petitions from my constituents in regard to this 
matter of the political rights of women, but under the action of the 
House in its organization there seems to be no committee towhich they 
could properly be referred. A few years since; when this question of 
woman suffrage was submitted to the people in my State, more than 
40,000 electors were in favor of it. I believe much more than that 
number are at the present time in favor of it. It seems to me, with- 
out putting ourselves on the question of political rights of women, it is 
but respectful to a very large number of people in all our States that 
there should be a committee to receive and consider and report upon 
these petitions which come to us from time to time. ; 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, addressed the House. [See Appendix. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr, Speaker, those who are in the agita- 
tion of this question command my unbounded respect for their purity 
and high character, for the zeal and energy which they exhibit, and for 
the intellect that they possess. But I submit to the House that this is 
an adjudicated question by the House itself. On the 20th of December 
last the Committee on Rules allowed a report to be made without their 
recommendation; but, nevertheless, in order that the judgment of the 
House might be tested, a vote was taken upon that by ‘‘yeas”’ and 
“ nays,” and the record of that vote shows 85 in favor and 124 against 
this proposition. Therefore, recognizing the fact that the Committee 
on Rules is the mere voice of the House, as it should be, they have not 
felt it to be proper for them to proceed in reference to this sub- 


ject. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the next amendment, sub- 
mitted by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON]. ` 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Rule XXXIV be amended by adding the following words: 

“ Provided, That an ex-member of Congress, on and after the fifth day from his 
first admission to the floor of the House, shall only be admitted thereto during 
the remainder of that Congress an order of the Speaker; nor shall the 
Speaker issue said order until such ex-member shall have certified upon 
honor asa man that he is not , pecuniarily, or professionally inter- 
ested, either directly or indi y, in the passage or defeat of any claim, bill, or 
other measure before Congress orany of its committees; that he is not, 
either personally or professionally, in the employ, service, or interest, either 
directly or indirectly, of any railroad, telegraph, or other company, corporation, 

rson, or combination of corporations or persons having a pecuniary interest 

the or defeat of any claim, bill, or measure ding before Congress 
or its Tinna nde and pledging his word that, while House is in session, he 
will in no way communicate with a member thereof respecting any claim, bill, 
measure, or action which may affect the welfare of any railroad, telegraph, or 
other company, corporation, m, or combination of corporations or persons 
having an interest in jagtadation, DAR before Congress, The ttee on 
Rules, upon ascertainment of any violation of this proviso, shall immediately 
declare the offender forever deprived of the privilege of the r as an ex-mem- 
ber of Congress.” 


Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Speaker, the object of this proposed amend- 
ment to the rule is perfectly clear. It seeks to recognize two facts: first, 
the extension of a courtesy, proper perhaps, to an ex-member of Con- 
grens; and, second and mainly, to F pia an ex-member of Congress 
m abusing the privileges of the floor for the purpose of influencing 
legislation as a lobbyist. 
can be no honor conferred directly by the people ofthe United 
States upon any man greater, in my judgment, than the honor which 
is conferred when the voters of a Congressional district of this Union 
select a given gentleman as the one who shall be their Representative 
in this body; and by that selection, under the Constitution as well as 
under the rules of the House, they give him full and absolute right to 
the floor of this House and to all of the privileges of the floor. When 
such a one has served his term and comes to our door and, because of 
the glory which has been conferred upon him, says to the Doorkeeper, 
“I am an ex-member of Congress,” this House, recognizing the sheen 
of that glory as still adhering and inhering in him, and animated by 
that broad generosity which we all desire to exercise, extends to him 
all the hospitalities and privileges which we can possibly give. That, 
I think, may be right; and yet, gentlemen, it is not done by any par- 
liamentary body, I believe, of any other nation on the globe. And the 
fact that a constituency have not re-elected a man is the best evidence 
that they do not send him here, but do clothe his successor with the 
privileges of the floor; yet, as an act of courtesy, we welcome him to 
our hospitality. i 
But now take a wholly different case. Suppose that a gentleman 
comes to yonder door and says, ‘“‘I am an ex-member of Con and 
as such desire to avail myself of the courtesy of the floor and all its 
pea: Because of that fact he obtains admission. But he has 
sent here, we will suppose, by Mr. Huntington to do all in his 
power to prevent the forfeiture of railroad land grants; or he has been 
sent here by Mr. Jay Gould to prevent legislation injurious to some of 


toconsist 
omen, to 


Telegraph Company to prevent if possible legislation detrimental to its 
monopoly; and he comes to the door and obtains admission as an ex- 
member. That qualification of ex-membership gives him entrance and 
the privilege of the floor. But as soon as he is inside he isnot simply 
an ex-member nor chiefly an ex-member; he is chiefly a lobbyist. 

Now, this proposed amendment to the rules makes a clear and ex- 
plicit distinction between those two propositions—the extension of the 
rites of hospitality, all the courtesies of the floor, to an ex-member who 
comes in the capacity and true spirit of an ex-member, and, on the other 
hand, the same extension to the man who comes really as a lobbyist. 
But when a man undertakes to abuse that hospitality and the ttue priv- 
ileges of an ex-member, and directly or indirectly seeks to influence 
legislation by this body, not as a member of the House, but as an ex- 
member acting in behalf, we will suppose, of some of the grasping cor- 
porations of the country (and we will suppose that he does not even do 
that directly, but that he does it indirectly), then he should not be ad- 
mitted. , 

As an instance of this I might refer to a circumstance which occurred 
yesterday when the bill for the prevention of pleuro-pneumonia and 
other diseases of cattle was up, to which many gentlemen are opposed 
and for different reasons, some because of locality, some because of the 
sincere belief that the bill is wrong, and some others because it inter- 
feres with railroad interests. Now, then, suppose that some ex-mem- 
ber, in the interest of a railroad, comes on this floor and wishes to op- 
pose that bill. He would not say outright that his opposition came 
from the fact that the bill interfered with the railroads, but would 
probably put his objection on the ground that the measure would ne- 
cessitate a large increase of the employés of the Government, and for 
that reason, as was stated to me on yesterday by one Š arrsa the 
measure was objectionable. His patriotic soul was cleft and riven by 
the that threatened the Republic if a few more employés were 
added to the roll for the protection of our herds against contagious dis- 
eases, and by that t danger alone! Did he suppose for an instant 
that I did not see through that ostrich pretense, and did not go behind 
the objection assigned to the real cause of his opposition to that bill? 
He was lobbying for the railroad interest all the same, 

So this lobbying by ex-members may be done indirectly as well as di- 
rectly, and all that this amendment proposes is that where a gentleman 
comes and says, ‘‘Gentlemen, I am here as an ex-member; I greet you 
as such; I desire to be greeted as such; by signing your pledge I have 


his | assured you that I am not here for any improper purpose;’’ then upon 


that statement he shall obtain admission. If I were an ex-member— 
and I do not desire to be one—but if Ishould ever come here in that ca- 
pacity, I would a great deal rather come upon this floor, after having 
signed that statement and pledged my honor to it, than come in with 
every one of you wanting to know what I was after. 

This rule proposes an ex-member may come for five days without 
such pledge, but that afterward, and where gentlemen undertake to 
avail themselves of this privilege and, although they seek admission as 
ex-members, yet really come to us as the attorneys of somebody forsome- 
thing, then those doors shall be closed against them and that we shall 
say, ‘‘As an attorney you shall not come upon this floor; you shall be 
put precisely upon the same lovel as other claim agents.” 

It appears to me the mere statement of the proposition is all the argu- 
ment which is needed. That there have been improper practices history 
abundantly testifies. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RANDALL, The Committee on Rules have not been deaf to 
complaints like those which have just been made by the gentleman 
from Kansas. They have in fact given serious consideration to the sub- 
ject, but have reached no conclusion. 

It is one of the most difficult questions that the Committee on Rules 
have had to consider how and where to draw the line between such 
ex-members of Congress as come here in the legitimate pursuit of their 
profession, and those who come here because of the pleasure derived 
from old associations among members and those memories which at- 
tach to the place itself. I think the Committee on Rules would as 
lief have the House try to reach an intelligent rule on this subject—— 

Mr. ANDERSON. Iam willing to withdraw my amendment if the 
committee can frame a better one. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman from Kansas states he is willing 
to withdraw the amendment if the committee can frame a better one. 
I do not know that the committee can frame a more effective one. 

Mr. ANDERSON. That is the point. 3 

Mr. RANDALL. Buttheymightfind one that would not work hard- 
ship. For instance, an ex-member of Congress might come here in the 
pursuit of social pleasure and might want to stay over five days, as is 
provided for in the rule introduced by the gentleman from Kansas. I 
hardly know how to reach it myself. Ata former time we had a rule, 
or practice rather, that ex-members of Congress signed a paper in which, 
on their honor, they said they were not interested in any legislation or 
employed to promote ney but that passed out of existence be- 
cause it became a dead letter. Something no doubt should be done in 
this direction. 

I should like to have an opportunity of inserting in the RECORD the 
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history of the action of the House of Representatives in relation to this 
subject of admissions to the floor. It would be interesting reading, and 
it is not long—only about a page of the Digest. 

The SPEAKER. If there beno objection, the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania can insert in his remarks what he has indicated. 

There was no objection. í 

The portion of the Digest referred to by Mr. RANDALL is as follows: 


FLOOR, PRIVILEGE OF ADMISSION TO. 
(See Rule XXXIV.) 


The first rule for the admission within the Hall of other than members was 
adopted on the 7th January, 1802, and was confined to “Senators, officers of the 
General and State Governments, fore’ ministers, and such persons as mem- 
bers might introduce.” On the llth January, 1802, an attempt was made to 
amend so as to exclude persons “introduced by members,” which failed. On 
the 8th November, 1804, a proposition was made to confine the privilege to Sen- 
ators, which also failed.. On the 17th December, 1805, officers of State govern- 
ments were excluded, On the ist February, 1808,a proposition was made to 
admit ex-members of Congress and the judges of the Supreme Court. Aftera 
good deal of debate it was rejected. On the llth February, 1809,the rule was 
enlarged so as to admit judicial officers of the United States, as also ex-members 
of Congress. On the 2th Fervent: 1814, those who had been heads of De 
ments were admitted. On the 1 February, 1815, officers who had received 
the thanks of Congress were included; on the 12th January, 1816, the Navy 
commissioners; on the 21st February, 1816, governors of States and Territories ; 


retary, heads of Departments, President's private sander A the governor for 
the pi Ss being of any State, and judges Pine Supreme Court of the United 


January 29, 1878, the House adopted the following resolution by 
yeas 155 to nays 92, namely: * 


fine Doorkeeper is required by Rule V, clause 1, to exeeute strictly the afore- 
said rule] 

Mr. COX, of New York, addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. There is one minute remaining for debate. 

Mr. RANDALL. I yield that minute to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Cox]. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I can only say in the minute allowed me 
that some five or six years ago the Committee on Rules, of which I was 
then a member and of which the gentleman from Pennsylvania was a 
member, reported a very stringent rule on this subject. We felt then 
there was a grievance and that it should be remedied. The trouble 
was not so much with governors of States, &c., as with ex-members of 
Congress, who came here and took upourtime. They signed a paper as 
to non-interest in general claims pending before , but they 
always had specific claims to look after on this floor. I have seen ex- 
members of Congress buttonholing members at their seats, laying before 
them facts as to railroad companies and other corporations requiring 
legislation in which they were interested. 

That thing ought to be stopped somehow. I can not now indicate the 
mode of stoppingit. I know at the time I introduced that report from 
the Committee on Rules the distinguished ex-Speaker, the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, was one of the majority to report that rule to the 
House. And it only failed by a few votes because some of the gentle- 
men. of the committee who authorized it at that time, and whom I shall 
not name, failed to sustain it on the floor of the House. There isa 
mischief which needs a remedy. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Why not adopt this resolution? 

[Here the hammer fell. 

TheSPEAKER. The next amendment is that proposed by the gen- 
tleman from Montana [Mr. MAGINNIs]. 


Mr. MAGINNIS. In accordance with the suggestions of some mem- | P° 


bers of the Committee on Rules I offer a modification of the amendment 
which has been printed, and which I ask the Clerk to read. 
The Clerk read the amendment as proposed to be modified, as follows: 
That the second, fourth, and fifth Mondays in each month shall be devoted to 
the consideration of rts of committees in relation to the business of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and of the Territories of the United States, not to include prop- 
ositions for the creation of new Territories or the admission of new States. 


Mr. MAGINNIS. Mr. Speaker, the amendment is so framed as not to 
admit under this head any of the things that were deemed objectiona- 
ble by the Committee on Rules, and so framed that we can receive rec- 
ognition of the House for the transaction of our business on the same 
footing and in the same line as the District of Columbia. The Terri- 
tories are now large, rich, and powerful. There is a constant disposi- 
tion against the admission of new States. F 

Scarcely any State in the Union has come in with a greater number 
of inhabitants than possessed by some of the smallest Territories that 
now exist. In many ways those Territories are dependent upon Con- 
gress in matters relating to their courts and one thing and another. 
We would be very well satisfied to take our chances with the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia to secure a hearing of these matters. 

Mr. RANDALL. The effect ofthe proposition of the gentleman from 
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Montana [Mr. MAGrynis], if adopted, would be to give to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia and the Committee on the Terri- 
tories the second, fourth, and fifth Mondays. The judgment of the 
Committee on Rules is already concluded as to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. I think that in any event that committee will 
be given the second and fourth Mondays of each month for the con- 
sideration of its business. To add the fifth Monday would be to give 
another day in such months as have five Mondays for the considera- 
tion of business from the Committee on the District of Columbia and 
the Committee on the Territories. Perhaps there might be some un- 
derstanding between those two committees for the division of time so 
allowed, the Committee on the District of Columbia to have preference. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. That would be quite satisfactory tous. There are 
matters affecting our Territories, the “apportionment of the Territories 
for members of the Legislature and other things, which we must obtain 
action of Congress upon. Sometimes those matters go over without ac- 
tion. It certainly would be agreat, relief to the Speaker that weshould 
not be compelled to stand in thearea in front of his chair endeavoring to 
seek recognition for the pu of asking unanimous consent to have 
some matter considered which is of importance to the Territories we 
represent. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iam advised that the Committee on the District 
of Columbia prefer to have the rule so framed that they shall have two 
days in the month distinct from any othercommittee. I ought to say 


Sec. | that 


Mr. MAGINNIS. I know; but suppose they do want it in that way. 
The other Territories of the United States have almost the same claim 
upon the consideration of Congress as the District of Columbia. Of 
course the Territories are not represented here by individuals who can 
obtain the ear of the House, but they are just as much entitled to con- 
sideration as is the District of Columbia. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think the gentleman is a little too modest in that 
statement. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. I would say to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
that such an arrangement as he suggests, which would give the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia the second and fi Mondays of 
the month and give to the Committee on Territories the fifth Monday 
in those months which have five Mondays, would be acceptable to us. 

Mr. MULDROW. I desire to say to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. RANDALL] that the business before the Committee on the 
District of Columbia is now accumulating very rapidly, and in the opin- 
ion of that committee two days each month will not be more than enough 
for the consideration of business to be reported from that Committee to 
the House. 

Mr. MAGINNIS (to Mr. MuLprow). You would agree to letti 
us have the fifth Monday in each month that has five Mondays, as 
have suggested ? - 

Mr. MULDROW. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think I can give the gentleman from Montana 
[Mr. MAGINNIs] the assurance that the Committee on Rules will con- 
sider hereafter the propriety of giving a day to business fromthe Com- 
mittee on Territories, with such limitations as I suppose the gentleman 
will agree to. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. I think we had better settle the matter now while 
the subject is before the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have no objection to the House taking a vote on 
every one of these propositions by tellers, not by yeas and nays—I 
want to save time—that too much time shall not be taken up in the dis- 
position of these various propositions. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. The proposition I have submitted excludes all 
questions relating to the admission of new States and the formation of 
States from Territories. It refers only to small matters of details which 
the House will generally pass by unanimous consent if we can only 
get them before the House; but they are matters which are of great im- 
rtance to us. 

Mr. CALKINS, Fix up a rule for that eee 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Cox, of New York). Tha next 
proposition in order will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Amend section 22, Rule XI, so as to read: 


“To the improvement of the Mississippi River, its levees and tributaries, to 
the Committee on Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi River.” 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The proposition just read was submit- 
ted by the gentleman from Missouri Ra O’ NEILL], who is absent on 
account of illness. If no other member desires to speak upon it, the 
next one will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend Rule XIV by striking out, wherever they occur, in rules relating to 
time allowed for debate, the words * one hour” and inserting “thirty minutes,” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This proposition was also submitted 
by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. O'NEILL]. If any other mem- 
ber desires to speak upon it, the Chair will recognize him for that pur- 


pose. 

Mr. RANDALL. I understand that the last p ition read is one 
to abridge what is known as the hour rule, so as to make thirty min- 
utes instead of one hour the limit of debate. The history of the hour 
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rule in the United States, where I think it originated, both as applica- 
ble to parliamentary practice and to practice in the courts, is a very in- 
ing subject. I regret that the gentleman from Missouri | Mr. 

O'NEILL] is not t so that the opportunity might be presented 
for discussing this question relating to the restrictions of debate in 
courts and in legislative bodies. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: ~- 


Resolved, That the Ia iy “Oa hese XXI be amended by striking out all 
after the word “ progress,” in line 5, and ne lieu thereof the following: 


“not including propositions for increase of salai hat it shall be 


in order further to amend such bill upon the recommendation of the committee 
having jurisdiction of the subject-matter of the amendment proposed, the same 
being germane to the clause of the bill affected thereby;” so that, if amended as 
Pr A A eball be rtedin ral riation bill, or be i 

“ No appro) on repo! any general approp on or n 
order as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not previously authorized 
by law, unless in continuation Pines fab boy for such lie works and objects 
a0 a8 Sey An None not including propositions for increase of salaries: 
Provided, That it be in order further to amend such bill upon the recom- 
mendation of the committee having jurisdiction of the subject-matter of the 
acne proposed, the same being germane to the clause of the bill affected 
thereby.’ 


The SPEAKER. This amendment was proposed by the gentleman 
‘from Iowa [Mr. Kasson]. 

Mr. KASSON. Mr. Speaker, this amendment deserves the attention 
of the House, as it involvesso largely the rights of all other committees 
than the Committee on Appropriations in respect to amendments upon 
appropriation bills. By the present rule that committee may take 
charge of the business of almost any other committee by submitting a 
proposition involving a reduction of the amountappropriated by exist- 
ing law; and the Committee on Siei agate may thus proceed to 
change a system of law which may even be at the time under consider- 
ation by another committee of this House, while the latter committee, 
having an amendment prepared which does not either retrench or in- 
crease ex itures, has no power to propose that amendment, although 
germane to the subject-matter of the clause of the appropriation bill 
under consideration. Under the operation of this rule, during the last 
Congress legislation was had which was directly against the recom- 
mendation—in one case the unanimous recommendation—of one of the 
committees of this House. Irefer to the Committee on Foreign Affairs; 
and the same thing has happened frequently with regard to other com- 
mittees. In this way portions of our system of laws afe struck out or 
changed in their character without the measure having been considered 
by the committee charged by our rules with the consideration of the 
subject-matter. It is a continual evil in the administration of our 
rules that we have allowed committees other than the Committee on 
Appropriations to be divested of the right of proposing amendments of 
the laws touching matters within their jurisdiction; and we have given 
this right exclusively to the Committee on Appropriations, upon the 
single condition that the proposition submitted by them shall reduce 
to the extent of a dollar more or less the amount appropriated under 
existing law. 

I have always been opposed to thus withdrawing from the functions 
of the various committees of the House the elements of their jurisdic- 
tion. It is a question that concerns us all. The Judiciary Com- 
mittee, for example, may wish to change some part of the administra- 
tion of the Department of Justice for which appropriations are made 
without increasing expenses at all. The committee may have solemnly 
deliberated upon the proposition and may desire to submit it as an 
amendment to aclause in the appropriation bill to which it is germane. 
They can not do it. But the Appropriations Committee, under cover of 
an amendment reducing by one dollar the appropriations called for by 
existing law, may present and have passed measures which change the 
entire system of judicial administration without consulting the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary at all. A similar statement might be made 
with regard to all the committees of the House. Complaint has here- 
tofore been made in reference to this matter, and it will be made as 
long, probably, as this House continues in existence, unless the rule be 
changed. 


The proposition which I have submitted provides merely that the 
proper committee of the House may propose upon an appropriation bill 
an amendment which is germane to the clause under consideration at 
the time. The power of proposing amendments to our general system 
of laws is thus given to the committee having jurisdiction of the sub- 
ject-matter, and taken away from the Committee on Appropriations, 
which has not such jurisdiction. 

Tn consequence of the present rule and the practice under it, we are 
at every session coming into conflict with the Senate, because of gen- 
eral legislation attached to appropriation bills under the rule as it now 
stands. The function of the Committee on Appropriations at the time 
it was formed was simply the examination of all the appropriations 
required to maintain the Government under existing laws and to 
on public works in progress. Under that authority the habit grew up 
of allowing propositions not only to reduce salaries, but to increase 
them. I desire that the right to increase salaries upon appropriation bills 
shall continue to be denied; and consequently it isa part of my proposi- 


tion that the right of amendment under it shall not include any increase 
of salaries. But upon the other point, the question of jurisdiction, I 
desire distinctly to take away from the Committee on Appropriations 
the power of submitting amendments to the general law, and to confer 
that power upon the particular committee which under the rules of the 


House may be with jurisdiction of the subject-matter. 

Mr. BLOUNT. the gentleman that any committee of 
the House having jurisdiction of the subject may propose any general 
legislation upon appropriation bills? 

Mr. KASSON. Not ‘‘any general legislation,” but such as may be 

e to the clause of the appropriation bill under consideration. So 
far as the Appropriations Committee now has the right to do this, I pro- 
pose that the committee having jurisdiction of the subject-matter shall 
have the same right. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman might propose the whole consular 
and diplomatic system of the Government might be changed on an 
appropriation bill. i 

. KASSON. As in the last Congress you did change it in part. 

Mr. BLOUNT. A salary was changed here and there, but not the 
whole system. 

Mr. KASSON. And it ought not to be so that the whole system can 
be changed. Under the presentrule you strikeat the whole system by 
making an appropriation which shall cost a little less, a thousand or a 
hundred dollars, as that gives the committee jurisdiction of the whole 
matter. The difficulty is, two committees are having control of all 
the business of the House, the Committee on Appropriations and the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to ask a question. 

Mr. KASSON. Every House ought to have an opportunity to con- 
sider the business before it. If the amendment of the gentleman from 
Maine be adopted it will give them that opportunity. There is also 
no opportunity to make partial amendments in respect to appropria- 
tions where under existing laws the Committee on Appropriations has 
no jurisdiction. The committee having jurisdiction of the matter ought 
to have the right to an amendment instead of leaving it to the 
Appropriations Committee. That is the object of the rule, to restore 
to each committee its rights in that respect equally with the other com- 
mittees of the House. 

Mr. CANNON. I ask the gentleman whether or not the provision 
to Rule XXI does not give other committees more power than the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations as to amendment of appropriation bills? 

Mr. RANDALL.’ The last clause. 

Mr. CANNON. It does not give them more power. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This will enlarge the power of the Committee on ` 
Appropriations. 

Mr. RANDALL. Of the necessity for the adoption of this rule and 
its usefulness the gentleman from Indiana (Mr. HoLMAn] is abler to 

than I am, as he originated it as it now exists. He had my full 
co-operation at the time, and I have never seen a day when I wanted 
to change thatrule. I believe it to be directly in the interest of econ- 
omy, and against extravagant expenditures. j 

Mr. HOLMAN. The last clause. 

Mr. RANDALL. The last clause to which the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. CANNON] has referred gives to the committee full and ample 
power in that direction, while the proposition of the gentleman from 
Towa [Mr. Kasson], if I understand it correctly, destroys the rule in 
this particular, namely: that amendments shall not be in order even 
when we want to reduce the expenditures of the Government, and re- 
mits it back to the condition of things existing in the Forty-third Con- 
gress, when the then Speaker, resting on a decision of a former Speaker, 
decided that the rule as it then stood gave the right to the House toin- 
sert legislation in the direction of increased expenditure and denied 
the right to insert legislation showing economy on its face. The Forty- 
fourth turnea Congress right-about face on that decision, and 
the rule which has been continued ever since, and which, I think, is a 
wholesome one, and that everybody, without regard to political divis- 
ions, should want to keep in force. 

Mr. KASSON. Ifthe time of the gentleman from Pennsylvania has 
not expired I would like to say that in such bill—suth question as ap- 

ropriations for the Navy, for instance—the Appropriations Committee 
fons power which they exercised in the last Congress beyond that which 
the Naval Committee itself can exercise. And so, also, in reference to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, in regard to the employment of a 
consul. They can strike out of the bill the provision for the employ- 
ment of a consul, but they can notadd one. My object is to allow such 
committee, as the Naval Committee, forinstance, to move an amendment 
providing for the construction of an additional ship, with proper provis- 
ions limiting the cost, if in their judgment such construction be 
deemed necessary, instead of leaving that subject to the Committee 
on Appropriations. My object is to allow the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs to ask an additional consulate when in their judgment it is 
needed, without leaving that to the Committee on Appropriations. 
They have the power now of knocking one out, but they have no power 
toput onein. And I exclude all matters relating to increase of salaries 
from my amendment. 
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Mr. RANDALL. Let me read in this connection the proviso to clause 
3 of Rule XXI: 


Provided, That it shall be in order further to amend such bill ae the report 
of the committee having jurisdiction of the stone of such amendment, 
which amendment, being germane to the subject-matter of the bill, 
trench expenditures, 

Mr. KASSON. Very well. 

Mr. RANDALL. Now, the appropriation bills are in fact matters of 
legislation which relate to the expenditures of the Government, and I 
am perfectly willing to have incorporated legislation that will reduce 
expenditures, but am not willing for a moment, so far as my vote goes, 
to it anything to go on an appropriation bill changing existing law 
which shall increase expenditures. 

Mr. KASSON. However essential or important it may be? 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. CALKINS. I hope the Chair will indulge me fora moment in 
reply to the chairman of my committee. 

e SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Cox, of New York, in the chair). 
The time has expired. 

Mr. CALKINS. Then I ask unanimous consent that I may be per- 
mitted to have two minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the gentleman from 
Endiana will be allowed to proceed for two minutes. 

There was no objection, 

Mr. CALKINS. Mr. Speaker, I commenced in the Forty-sixth Con- 
gress criticising this rule. I donot believe that the time will ever come 
when I shall change my opinion with reference to this subject, and I 
think the mistake made in framing that rule.is the same mistake that 
we are now making in keeping it in force in this House. 

I think the Appropriations Committee of this House should be 
stripped of all powers of legislation, not stripped of power to reduce ex- 
penditures, because it is in the power of the committee to report just 
such ditures as it may think the Government should make-—— 

Mr. RANDALL. I beg pardon there. There may be existing laws 
which are compulsory upon the committee and which require certain 
appropriations which the judgment of the committee does not indorse. 

. KASSON. Why not have the judgment of the House upon it? 

Mr. CALKINS. I think the Committee on Appropriations should 
take a bold stand and refuse improper appropriations. But the mis- 
take, as I have intimated, is in having any legislation whatever on ap- 
propriation bills. 

[Here the hammer fell]. 

The Speaker resumed the chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment sub- 
mitted by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That a select committee to ascertain the results of the Tenth Census 
be appointed, to have the same number of members, duties, privileges, and pow- 
ers as the committee of the same name in the last Congress, and that said 
committee be authorized to employ a clerk. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I proposed that amendment 
to be sent to the Committee on Rules; but at the instance of several 
gentlemen I have also presented it here for the information of the 
House, 

I am not certain but that it would have been wiser to leave this mat- 
ter to the Committee on Rules for their consideration. But I wish to 
place upon the record the reasons for the re-establishment of the Com- 
mittee on the Census as contemplated by this amendment. 

The census act of 1879 wasa comprehensive law; not simply for polit- 
ical apportionment, not merely for the regeneration of our representa- 
tive system, but for statistical information, for scientific purposes, for 
the enlargement of our interests, for the purpose of instructing in legis- 
lation as well asin social science. I happened to be connected with the 
Committee on the Census as its chairman, and reported thé bill which is 
now the law. We limited the expenditures of that census to three 
millions of dollars. I know that we ran beyond that, but it was be- 
cause of some misdirection or lack of judgment somewhere, for instead 
of publishing these various volumes, if I may so speak, in tandem, they 
were published or endeavored to be published all abreast, and there- 

fore have been delayed in their publication. They have cost far more 
by reason of this delay. But in the law of 1879 there is one section 
which I would like to have read, and on which I would like to have a 
new committee to pass, as well as a new committee for the purpose of 
closing up the old business up to the present time. This section of the 
law, section 22, I will send to the desk and ask the Clerk to have read, 
and during its reading I ask the careful attention of the House to the 
subject. The section to which I refer was intended to provide a de- 
cennial or semi-decennial census of the States. The States were to take 
a census between the two decennial periods. They were to take a cen- 
sus the expenditure of which was to be borne by the Federal Govern- 
ment to the extent of one-half and the other by the States. It con- 
templated having the schedules of the States modeled on the plan of 
the Federal census, so as to pèrmit a proper comparison between the 
two, for the purpose of giving the States their rights and information 
in order to the proper apportionment of their legislative systems. 

Now unless something be done to carry out that twenty-second section 


re- 


it will fall as a dead letter. I desire to keep that section alive and to 
perfect it, if it be possible; and atthe request of many scientific gentle- 
men, especially from the city of Philadelphia, I have reported a bill 
whereby we might remodel many of these schedules, cut offa large part 
of them, reduce them in many ways for the purpose of assisting in our 
fast-going, and get the intelligence to be sent out abroad throughout 
the land and the world more promptly than it can now be sent out by 
our decennial census merely. 

Therefore I hope and pray this House, if they would perpetuate this 
unexampled system of census-taking, such as no other nation has ever 
had, will give us a committee for the purpose of carrying out this twenty- 
second section. I ask that it be read, that my remarks may be better 
appreciated. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec, 22, That if any State or Territory, through its duly a 
agents, shall, during the two months ha, ican on the first Monday of June of 
the year which is the mean between the decennial censuses of the United States 
is by this act directed to be taken, take and complete a census in all respects 
according to theschedules and forms of enumeration in the census of the United 
States and shall deposit with the Secre of the Interior, on or before the Ist 
of September following, a full and authentic copy of all schedules returned and 
reports made by the officers and agents with such enumeration, then 
the Secretary of the Treas shall, upon receiving a certificate from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior that such schedules and cc od have been duly deposited, 
pay on the requisition of the governor of such State or Territory, eut of any 

nds in the Treasury not oth appropriated, asum equal to fifty per cent, 
of the amount which was paid to all supervisors and actual enumerators within 
such State or Territory at the United census next preceding, increased 
by one-half bart vesdan yt of gain in population in such State or re rritory be- 
tween the two United States censuses next preceding: Provided, That the blank 
schedules used [respecte of fo of the enumeration herein provided for shall 


inted officers or 


be similar, in all of form and size of heading and ruling, to those used 
in the census of the United States. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I beg to say to the House that the Senate 
have a special committee for this very purpose. Ido not care so much 
about having a clerk to the committee. Ido not know that that is 
needed. I know that I did all the work connected with this census 
business without the aid of a clerk, which the House very ungallantly 
refused at that time; and I think I could close up the business and save 
some money by doing without a clerk. 

One word more. Thegentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL], 
or some one, suggested to me the other day in conversation that this 
might tend to perpetuate the office of the Superintendent of the Census. 
It may have that effect or it may not, according to the decision of the 
House. But heretofore in all previous decennial periods there has been 
aclerk of the census at a salary, so that he might take care of this busi- 
ness until the proper time came for the enumeration. 

I would provide to-day, if I had the power, for the continuance of this 
office of chief clerk of the census, abolishing the office of Superintend- 
ent, and simply pee in, Boy business along as they do in France, Ger- 
many, and England, where a register’s office runs all the time with a 
view to collecting, collating, and publishing proper statistical informa- 
tion. 

[Here the hammer fell]. š 

Mr. RANDALL. I think I may with frankness state the reasons 
which seem to operate on the minds of the members of the Committee 
on Rules in relation to this matter. The committee believed there was 
existing law sufficient, including that section of the law which the gen- 
tleman from New York has caused to be read, to execute everything 
that was essential in regard to the recent census; and therefore that a 
committee on the census, which was organized as a special committee 
and not as a permanent committee of this House, was unnecessary, and 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] is quite correct when he 
quotes me, and perhaps other members, as indicating that there was in 
the minds of some of the committee a belief that this would lead to the 
organization of a permanent bureau in the Government. Weall know 
the tendency in that direction, and it needs no impulse at our hands. 
Hence the Committee on Rules, when the committees came to be fixed 
at the early part of the session, omitted the committee as to the censns. 

I now yield to the gentleman from Rhode Island [Mr. CHACE], who 
desires to ask a question. 

Mr. CHACE. I would like to ask the gentleman from New York to 
explain fully what he means by the language he uses in his amend- 
ment: 

To have the same number of members, duties, privileges, and powers as the 
committee of the same name had in the last Congress. 

I suppose the gentleman does not mean to give the proposed commit- 
tee quite that scope. 

Mr. COX, of New York. With the permission of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania—— 

Mr. RANDALL. Iam afraid I have no more time to yield. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MILLS). The time for the debate 
on this amendment has expired. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Let me say that the scope of the resolution 
raising this committee was sapiy to care for the census for purposes of 
enumeration and statistics. And that would be the scope of the pow- 
ers committed to the committee that would be raised by this amend- 
ment. ` 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
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the House that the Senate had passed a bill of the following title; in 
which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 241) to repeal section 8 of an act entitled “‘An act to ac- 
cept and ratify the agreement submitted by the confederated bands of 
Ute Indians in Colorado for the sale of their reservation in said State, 
and for other purposes, and to make the necessary appropriations for 
carrying out the same,” approved June 15, 1880. 

' MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


Several messages in writing from the President of the United States 
were communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, his Secretary, who 
also announced to the House that the President had approved and 
signed a joint resolution of the following title: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 116) fixing the time when the pay of cer- 
tain clerks to committees and other employés of the House of Repre- 
sentatives shall begin. 

AMENDMENT OF RULES. ` 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The next amendment to be read is that 
proposed by the gentleman from New York [Mr. SKINNER]. 

The Clerk read as follows: Ae 
the Speaker at the beginni 

een members, eight Fes seg T ions the 
in control of the o ion and seven members from the opposition, to 
knownasthe Executive Committee of the House of Representatives. Itshall 
be the duty of said committee to consider all bills which may be reported favor- 
ably from any other of the standing committees of the House, and to determine 
which of said bills shall have preference in being brought before the House for 
consideration. In the order of such preference such bills shall be reported to 
the House without amendment, and placed upon a calendar to be known as the 
Executive Calendar. And it shall be in order at any time after the reading of 
the Journal and expiration of the morning hour for the chairman of such execu- 
tive committee, or bes § member thereof, when acting under the instruction of 
said committee, to up any pase are the said executive calendar for consid- 
eration. If his said motion be ed by a majority vote of a quorum present 
the bill shall be considered under consideration. The said executive committee 
shall fix the time to be allowed for debate upon each bill so reported, and such 
time shall not be extended except by a majority vote ore guai present, At 
the expiration of said time so fixed or extended a vote l be taken upon the 
question without debate. Nothing in this rule shall prevent the offer of 
amendments to the Liye pie —— co! pes popes or to a biel ~ ue 
<a prevent the onneldernilon of Ony of tins other calendars of the House, when- 
ever the House may so direct, 5 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. Iofferthis rule, Mr. Speaker, 
in the interest of good legislation andof a fair and proper consideration 
of the mass of bills which are presented to us each session for our action. 
I hold to the rule that majorities should be held responsible for the 
legislationenacted here. Whether that majority be Republican or Dem- 
ocratic, or whatever it may be, the majority can be trusted. Ifitshall 
make any mistake, there is a power above that majority which will cor- 
rect it. 

This proposed rule provides that any bill which shall have been con- 
sidered and reported favorably by any other of the standing commit- 
tees of the House shall be referred to an executive committee composed 
of members the majority of whom shall represent the majority con- 
trolling the organization of the House and the minority those who. rep- 
resent the opposition in the House. That committee so representing 
the majority in control here shall have it in their power to decide what 
measures of legislation shall have preference in our deliberations. 

If it is decided that the public interest requires the tariff bill to be 
ushed, then that committee, acting for the majority, can push that tariff 
ill. If it shall be decided that any other public measure shall be 

pushed to the front, it is within the power of the majority of that com- 
mittee to push it to the front and have it decided. I hold that by that 
means good legislation of a public character which the country needs 
can be separated from the great mass of legislation before us, and acted 
upon without the circumlocution so well known here. In other words, 
it puts the power in the hands of this committee to indicate what meas- 
ure shall be brought before us; whereas that power is now vested in 
many cases in individuals, 

I believe that this rule, when carefully considered in the interest of 
public policy and in the interest of the advancement of public measures, 
will commend itself to the favorable judgment of this House. 

e hepsi I yield to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAM- 
MOND]. 

Mr. HAMMOND. The proposition now presented is altogether im- 
practicable. It is impossible for any committee of fifteen men to take 
up the bills now pending and determine, with anything like ordinary 
labor, which of those bills ought to be preferred ever the others. Even 
if it were practicable I would not give any such power to any commit- 
tee. And even if I were willing to give such powers to any committee 
I would not make a committee of eight to seven, for those numbers 
stink in the nostrils of the American people. 

The next proposition, submitted by Mr. WELLER, was read, as fol- 
lows: $ 

Amendment to Rule XXI by addition of section 7: 

“SEC, 7. That no bill before the House shall be brought up for final action un- 
til a copy of such bill, with copy of the committee's re] thereon, has been 
puton the desk of each member on the day on which final action is so vid 

Mr. WELLER. I desire the attention especially of the new mem- 
bers on this floor to this pro rule. I believe myself in old-fash- 
ioned, sound, E e Jeffersonian and Jacksonian democracy. 


believe in that kind of democracy where willful harm to one is the con- 
cern of all. 

It seems to me that this proposed rule will obviate some of the diffi- 
culties to which new members are especially liable to be subject. For 
instance, only to-day a bill was called up in this House for considera- 
tion. I did not have time to look over the files and ascertain the num- 
ber and character of all the bills which have been presented. , Very 
frequently bills are called up for consideration the purport of which 
members of the House generally are wholly unacquainted with. 

It seems to me that a rule of this kind will obviate that difficulty, 
and not permit any member to go home to his constituency, and when 
the subject-matter of a bill acted upon by Congress is brought to his 
attention, and complaint is made of his vote on it by his constituency, 
allow him to say that he did not know the contents of the bill; that 
he was ignorant ofwhat it contained, and therefore he voted unadvis- 
edly for it. 

We have had a great many prominent instances of the necessity for 
the rule which I have proposed. At the time when silver was demon- 
etized some of the members of this House from the State of Iowa went 
home to their constituencies and said to the people who complained of 
their action in demonetizing silver that they did not know the scope of 
the bill—were ignorant of its purport—that it was read simply by its 
title, and they voted unadvisedly for it and regretted their action. In 
some instances they were excused, and in some notable instances they 
were not excused by the aie s 

I desire that whenever a bill shall be called up for action in this 
House a copy of that bill shall be laid on the desk of each member 
accompanied by a report of the committee thereon, so that each mem- 
ber can not plead ignorance of the provisions of the bill. The bill 
demonetizing silver wrought a complete overturn in sentiment in our 
State regarding the reliability or painstaking care of some of the mem- 
bers from that State on this floor. 


This very morning I had to go, as it were, with the speed of thought, 


to the Clerk’s desk in order to ascertain the number of a bill which 
had been called up for consideration. Very courteously the Clerk 
hunted over the files in his | pag and gave me the number of the 
bill. I sent for the bill, and when I had secured r Ker re. 
to the document-room for a copy of the report of the committee, He 
returned with the information that no report was there to be found. 

It seems to me that this is a very reasonable request, a request that 
certainly ought to be granted for the benefit of new members. We 
have officers and already engaged and prepared for this work, and 
no extra outlay will be needed to accomplish the purposes of my pro- 
posed amendment tothe rules. I am aware that men who have grown 
gray in the service of their country in this distinguished body have be- 
come so familiar with the methods of procedure here that they are sel- 
dom ata loss. But I know that frequently matters are brought up 
which I have had no reasonable opportunity to carefully consider, but 
on which I am called to cast my vote. I do not propose to undertake 
to carry in my mind the subject-matter of each bill so that when men- 
tion is made of it I can immediately determine just what I ought to do 
in casting my vote for or against it. There being already thousands 
of them introduced, I want to save the little ability I have for the other 
work of this House which is more needful. 

One of the troubles, it seems to me, which new members of this House 
continually meet with is that on the spur of the moment matters of 
great importance are brought up which they have had no reasonable 
opportunity to consider carefully, but on which they are called to cast 
their final votes. 

I submit this proposition in the interest of my constituency. They 
demand that every vote I cast on this floor shall be cast advisedly, shall 
be cast after mature thought and deliberation. They demand that I 
cast no vote in reference to which I am compelled to present to them 
the excuse that under the rules of this House with its enormous press- 
ure of business I was prevented from knowing what I was doing. 

I find, Mr. Speaker, that there is a calendar having some bills on its 

indicating that they are to come up for action, but this Calendar 
aig fe one] is the only one I have received during this entire ses- 
sion of I know that many measures have been here 
of which I no reasonable opportunity to determine by knowledge 
thereof what I should properly do by vote or otherwise. For instance, 
a case came up in regard toa national bank in the State of Texas. Now, 
Mr. , I am opposed to that infernal, undemocratic bank system. 
I do not want to be caught here casting a vote for it in any particular 
and then be called upon to plead to my constituents that I was ignorant 
in the premises òf my action. Thus I raised the objection this morn- 
ing to the Speaker of this body. I made a parliamentary inquiry, but 
the Speaker informed me that I had not struck the right line. 

There is another reason in favor of my proposition. I am not much 
more familiar with the rules of this House than the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, ex-Governor CURTIN, who informed us the 
other day that he new nothig about them and hoped he never should; 
and I am laboring under the same difficulty as that gentleman. 
lieve that this House ought to accord us this amendment. ` 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr, WEL- 


I be- 


I | LER] has expired. 
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Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, in my judgment there is no earthly 
excuse for any member of this House to plead ignorance of what goes 
on here. : 

Mr. WELLER. I would like to know from the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania whether many members of the House in a former Con- 
gess did not plead the excuse of ignorance in reference to their votes 
on the bill demonetizing silver. 

= Mr*RANDALL. I say that was a matter between themselves and 
their constituents; the rules of the House had nothing to do with it. 

Mr. HORR. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania allow me a 
moment? 

Mr. RANDALL. Directly. Now, the rules of this House provide 
that every bill introduced here shall be printed and placed upon a file 
where every member can see it. Nay, more; the rules provide that 
every bill, when reported back from a committee, shall be accompa- 
nied with a report, which shall be printed and immediately transmitted 
by mail to the individual members of the House. The gentleman from 
Towa, as well as every other member, has had it in his power to read 
over such reports upon every bill reported at the earliest practicable 
moment, and before any action on ths bill could be taken. 

Mr. WELLER. I would like to inquire again of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania whether it is not true that members of a former Congress 
did plead the excuse of ignorance for their votes on the bill demonetiz- 
ing silver? 

. RANDALL. I have nothing to do with the ignorance of any 
man. I say the rules of the House gave no excuse—— 

Mr. WELLER. ` Is it not beyond the ability of any member of the 
House to read all those reports and to ascertain which bill is to come up? 

Mr. RANDALL. I will yield a minute and a half to the gentle- 
man, so that he may put his inquiries all together, and then I can answer 
him. 

Mr. WELLER. I desire, then, again to ask the gentleman whether 
it is not beyond the ability of any member on this floor to take the 
thousands of bills and the accompanying reports as they (the bills) are 
filed in the document-room and reports are mailed to him by the Printer, 
read them over carefully, place them (the reports) with the bills to 
which they apply, bring them here, and then ascertain which bills are 
to come up and which not, and when any one of them may be brought 
up for final action? 


Mr. RANDALL. I can not tell the gentleman which bills are to’ 


come up or which are to fail; the House can do that. But I will tell 
him my practice, and it illustrates—— 

Mr. WELLER. I have not had my minute and a half. Pardon 
me, sir. [Laughter.] I would like toinquire whether it has not been 
understood throughout the country that this House has been working 
under the gag-law rule to the injury of the people and in the interests 
of the monopolies of the country, which are eating the life-blood out of 
the people. [Applause on the Republican side.] I wish to say to the 

istinguished gentleman, furthermore, that in lowa—and I am glad of 
it—the Republican side of the House was in the last Congress 
as being a party of the gag-law system, and there was a complete over- 
turning there, thank God! [Laughter on the Democratic side.] Ido 
not want this side of the House to put their foot in that same kind of 
trap, for I want to have you win in 1884 if we, the National party, can 
not win. [Applause.] Therefore I appeal to the Democratic side of 
the House to give us a rule by which we can not be putin the position 
of pleading ignorance in the matter of our votes. 

The SPEAKER. The ten minutes allowed for debate on this reso- 
lution are exhausted. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would like to have half a minute. 

Mr. ANDERSON. All right; take it. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iam glad the gentleman from Iowa has had the 
opportunity to state his position on the subjects to which he has alluded, 
and they are presented to the consideration of the country, but I wish 
to state to him an opportunity has been presented to him at all times 
such as I take advantage of myself, and that is to look at the heading 
of every report which comes to me through the mail, so I may know 
whether it relates to such a subject as interests my constituents. It is 
the same sort of diligence I commend tothe gentleman from Iowa which 
has enabled me here during my long term never to have cast a vote in 
favor of any monopoly of any sort or kind. [Applause.] 

Mr. WELLER. I do not here and now charge the distinguished 
gentleman from Pennsylvania with being very distinguished in the line 
of casting his vote for monopolies, but I do say it has gone all over the 
country that he is the special advocate of them. [Laughter and ap- 
plause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. I have lived long enough to have lived down that 
misrepresentation of me. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now report the next amendment 
proposed to the rules by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whenever the House is in the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union and a bill is reached for n, and before its consideration is 
begun, one motion may be made that the committee will lay that bill aside and 
take up another on that Calendar, which motion shall be decided by a majority 
of the committee without debate. : 
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Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, what this House is to accomplish, 
what results are to follow our deliberations here, will depend very 
largely on the rules of procedure we adopt. Two systems have been 
reported here, one by the majority and the other by the minority of the 
Committeeon Rules. They differ very radically from each other, The 
mode of proceeding agreed to in the majority report, if that be adopted, 
the regular mode, will be to take up the Calendar and consider the bills 
there in the order in which they stand. That has this advantage, that 
the House will not be called on to consider bills in which reports have 
not been printed. Every bill will be taken up then unless the House | - 
proceeds out of order; not in the order of its consequence, not accord- 
ing to its importance, but simply as it may stand upon the Calendar. 
The other system reported by the minority provides that each commit- 
tee shall be called in order, and that each as it is reached shall have the 
right to call up for consideration a bill whether it be upon the Calen- 
dar or not, a bill it may be in which no report has been printed and 
about which the House will perhaps have had no opportunity whatever 
to inform itself. 

Now, it seems to me that of these two systems that of the majority is 
preferable, because we ought to be careful in our deliberations not to 
take up bills we do not understand and in which reports have not been 
printed. But in another respect the minority and majority reports dif- 
fer essentially, and that is, according to the plan of the majority there 
will be no mode of reaching any important bill except as described. by 
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] the other day, the ridiculous 
proceeding of going in and out of committee as you reach every bill be- 
fore the House can take up the measure the majority of the House 
desires to reach. 

The minority report provides for a simple, straightforward way, by 
which a majority can take upany bill upon the Calendar. According 
to section 6 of the proposed amendment of the gentleman from Maine 
(Mr. REED] the same purpose is accomplished which I had proposed to 
effect by the amendment I sent to the Clerk’s desk to be read. If 
when this amendment of the gentleman from Maine is reached and a 
division of the question is had, and I shall call for it, and if the sixth 
clause of his proposition shall be adopted it will be unnecessary to con- 
sider my amendment. 

But, Mr. Speaker, that amendment does not go far enough and my 
amendment does not go far enough. Both simply go to this extent: 
That a majority of the House may take up out of this order any bill 
that it may select on the Calendar of the House in Committee of the 
Whole. There ought to be a provision somewhere incorporated into 
these rules providing that a majority of this House might, whenever it 
saw proper, go by a simple, straightforward, direct vote to the consid- 
eration of any bill, whether it be on the House Calendar or on the 
Calendar of the Whole House, in committee. The proposition of the 
gentleman from Maine to which I have adverted contemplates that as 
to any bill which is in the Calendar of the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. But there ought to be another pro- 
vision relating to bills upon the House Calendar. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it is a fact that the Forty-sixth Congress when 
these rules were first adopted never accomplished anything, and prac- 
tically we never went to the Calendar at all. Every bill that was re- 
ported from the committees and put upon that Calendar was allowed 
to die on that Calendar. We apologized for the working of our rules 
then by saying it had taken months to debate them. The session was 
far advanced before they were adopted, and we were told to wait and see 
whether in another when these rules shall have been adopted 
at the beginning and have fair play they will not work better and pro- 
duce more satisfactory results. We did wait; butin the Forty-seventh 
Congress the result was precisely the same—nothing whatever was ac- 
complished. We never went to the Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. HERBERT. I should like to have a short time to finish what 
I was saying. 

Mr. RANDALL. I will yield one minute of my time, if desired, to 
the tleman from Alabama. 

Mr. HERBERT. In the one minute more which has been extended 
to me by permission of the gentleman from Pı lvania I simply 
desire to say that the most important legislation to be brought before 
this House during this Congress has not yet been matured. There is 
much before the Judiciary Committee and a great deal before the Com- 
merce Committee. Matters of vital importance are before these and 
various committees of the House which are not yet acted upon. Now 
these committees are not privileged committees and have no advantages 
on this floor. The legislation to which I have referred has not yet been 
matured because it is important and difficult. 

But important as the bills before them may be, I say that if we adopt 
the report of the majority of the committee, the Judiciary Committee 
and the Committee on Commerce and all the other committees might 


just as well shut up oe See work no longer if these rules are to oper- 


ate in the Forty-eighth 
Forty-seventh. 

Mr. RANDALL. There is at first sight considerable force in the 
objection of the gentleman from Alabama. That matter was fully dis- 


mgress that operated in the Forty-sixth and 
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cussed at the time these rules were reported in the Forty-sixth Con- 
gress, and if I understand the effect of the proposition of the gentleman 
from Alabama it is that the Committee of the Whole House on the 
“state of the Union shall have the authority of the House to lay aside 
a bill out of its order in that committee, and thus reach a particular 
bill that a majority may desire to reach without going back into the 
House and having to vote upon it. 

Mr. HERBERT. More than that, to go forward and over everything 
else in order to get at a particular bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. The objection to that, however, is that there could 
be no record made in Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union as to a particular bill which may be reached. Some mem- 
bers may desire a yea-and-nay record upon laying aside such a bill. I 
can understand, as the Committee on Rules in their report during the 
Forty-sixth Congress understood, that a bill, an important bill, might 
be reached in Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and without a yea-and-nay vote, without a record or any means by 
which they can be placed upon record, to put their opinion before the 
country in relation to the propriety of passing itover—that under such 
cireumstances when it is reached it should, under the ordinary rules of 
propriety, be then and there considered. But if it is to be laid aside, 
then the rule should be made applicable to an actual vote by yeas and 
nays upon it. 

That was the reason and that is the only controversy I see involved 
in the amendment of the gentleman from Alabama—whether the House 
itself shall exercise the right to change the rule and displace bills, or 
whether that shall be done in the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, where no record is e. 

Mr. HERBERT. The proposition of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
REED] meets the objection stated by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 
It provides that a vote may be taken in the House to designate for con- 
sideration any one particular bill; and an opportunity is thus given, if 
need be, to make a record on the matter of selection. That is pro- 
vided for in the sixth amendment of the gentleman from Maine % 
REED], which I əm advocating in preference to my own. è 

Mr. JOHN S. WISE. - May J ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
a question? 

Mr. RANDALL. Certainly. 

Mr. JOHN S. WISE. I want to know the effect of this rule upon 
the bill which is laid aside. 

Mr. RANDALL. It does not displace it out of its order; but it 
allows all other bills to be successively jumped over until that bill is 
reached. The present rule says that shall be done in the House, The 
proposition of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT] says that 
may be done in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. JOHN S. WISE. That would enable members to dodge a bill 
without making a record. 

Mr. RANDALL. Exactly so. : 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the next proposition, which 
is that submitted by the gentleman from Colorado (tr BELFORD]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


resentative, except the chairmen of 


who shall perform such ical work as may be 
Sischarge of his official duties, and shall be paid out of contingent fund of 
the House at the rate of $6 per day. 


Mr. BELFORD. I have long since reached the conclusion that a 
man who had brains enough to comprehend the rules by which this 
House is governed has no brains for any other purpose. [Laughter. ] 
I think those rules may be worshiped without committing idolatry, fo’ 
they resemble nothing in the heavens above or the earth below or the 
waters underit. [Renewed laughter.] They are formulated and estab- 
lished in the interests of an oligarchy of a black-horse brigade, who 
propose to override the majority of the members of this House. 

When our fathers established this Government, when they established 
a House of Representatives and a Senate, they designed that the ma- 
jority should rule on all questions—rule not only in the determination 
as to the passage of an act, but rule upon its consideration. Such is 
not the case under the rules by which we are governed and controlled. 

We have but three forces in this House: the Brahmins of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, as I said the other day; not the brains of 
this House, but the Brahmins of this House. Then we have the white- 
button mandarins of the Appropriations Committee. And we have the 
dignified oligarchy called the Committee on Rules, the Speaker of the 
House, and the illustrious gentleman from Indiana, in whose presence 
the nation uncovers its head. [Laughter.] 

I have offered my amendment in good faith, and I say that if the 
members of this House have the courage of their convictions they will 
vote for it. But you have not got the courage of your convictions. 
You have not got the courage to do right. Whatare you sent here for 
except to transact the public business? We have a Secretary of the 

. Does he transact the public business without the employ- 
mentof clerks? We have a Secretary of the Interior? Does he trans- 
act the public business without the employment of clerks? And is not 
that equally true of the Post-Office Department? 


or select commit- 


Mr. EATON (to Mr. BELFORD, who was facing the Democratic side 
of the House), Turn your Gatling gun the other way. 


Mr. BELFORD. My time is too limited to attend to interruptions. _ 


I want to get through. I want to illuminate you Democrats for this 
reason. There was a special reason I found to-day why each member 
of the House should have a clerk; and that was in the speech made by 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WELLER]. That gentleman isa Dem- 
ocrat, and it appears he has not the-sense to comprehend a bill when 
it is reported to this House. [Laughter.] 

Now, I propose to pay for an assistant in the shape of an electrie 
clerical lamp that will illuminate the judgment of that gentleman; 
and I suppose he is an average specimen of the Democratic party, 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. WELLER rose. 

Mr. BELFORD. I have not time to yield. 

Now, let me call your attention to one or two facts. I receivein the 
neighborhood of from fifty to one hundred letters a day. I am com- 
pelled to get outof my bed every morning at 5 o’clock to work at answer- 
ing those letters. I work at those letters from 5 o'clock in the morning 
until half past 8, when I eat my breakfast. LIassort them, putsome of 
them in my pocket, and in order to answer the inquiries of those letters 


I have to go to the War Department, to the Navy Department, to the 


State Department, to the White House, to the Post-Office Department, - 


and to the Interior Department. Then I have got to come up here to 
the Committee on Public Lands, which is trying to ‘‘ despoil,” as the 
boys say, the great railroad companies of the lands they have never 
earned. I sit there until 12 0’clock. I have to be in this House from 
12 o’clock until 5 o’clock. I can not attend to my duties in the De- 
partments, my duties in the committee, and my duties in the House 
at the same time. Look over to the Senate. Look at the seventy-six 
members of that body; the magnificent paladins who reign in supreme 
power at the otherend of the Capitol. [Laughter.] I say fifty of them 
are millionaires, capable of hiring their own clerks, abundantly able 
to pay those clerks out of their own funds. There are twenty-six poor 
devils in that body flaughter] who got into the Senate on their own 
merits. And yet they had the courage to vote themselves secretaries. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] y 

Mr. RANDALL. I yield two and one-half minutes more of my time 
to the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. BELFORD]. 

Mr. BELFORD. Thanks. Now, I say if these fifty Senators, each 
of whom is worth $500,000, can draw from the public Treasury to em- 
ploy a clerk, why can not the poor members of this House do so, who 
have to lie awake to study the problem how they will make both ends 
meet at the end of the month. Gentlemen, this is a grand and magnifi- 
cent nation. 

Now, mark you, I am talking common sense, and I hope you have 
the courage on this question that I have. I receive hundreds of letters 
in relation to pension claims. It may be said that, technically speaking, 
it is not my business as a Representative to look after those claims, but 
practically speaking it is my business, and my constituents expect me 
te inquire into those matters. 

In my State there is a little post-route at one place and a little post- 
office at another place. I am compelled to go to the Post-Office De- 
partment and inquire into all those matters—to inquire into the mat- 
ter of the increase of the salary of a third-class postmaster. Then there 
is a man who wants a patent issued to him from the Land Office. He 
writes me a letter about it, and I must go to the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office and inquire about that. You all know that we 
can not ignore these demands made by our constituents. We are ex- 
pected to attend to everything, from a t for a toothpick to a for- 
eign embassadorship. [Great laughter. 

Now, in view of all these demands upon us, Iask you, in all honesty 
and candor and sincerity, how in the name of God can we obtain time 
to acquaint ourselves with the great measures pending before this House ? 
How can we acquire sufficient information to be enabled to act intelli- 
gently upon those measures? We are nothing but pack-horses and pack- 
slaves, and I say it is the duty of this House to imitate the example of 
the Senate and give to every member a clerk—— 

The SPEAKER (raising his gavel). The time of the gentleman—— 

Mr. BELFORD. Hold that gavel just a second more. [Laughter.] 

Mr. RANDALL. I yield the gentleman the other half-minute. 

Mr. BELFORD. I say it is the duty of this House to give each mem- 
ber a clerk, to the end that that clerk may aid him in the transaction 
of his official business. 

I want to call the attention of the House to one fact, and then I will 
surrender the floor. At the beginning of the last Congress I went to 
Speaker KEIFER and asked him to appoint Mr. RANDALL to the chair- 
manship of an important committee, to the end that he might have a 
clerk. And I asked him further to give him a large room in which he 
could receive and accommodate his friends. 

Now, why did I do that? I knew that Mr. RANDALL was a gentle- 
man of national reputation. I knew that he had been honest through 
his whole political career and that he was as pooras lam poor. .[Great 
laughter.] That is a fact; and Brother RANDALL knows it. [Re- 
newed laughter. ] 
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I recognize the decencies, the courtesies, and the proprieties of pub- 

_ lic life. I said that the public had no right to deluge Mr. RANDALL 
with a flood of letters, compel him to answer them by his own hand, 
and to himself pay the postage on them. And I thank God that the 
ex-Speaker of this House had the courage tomake him chairman of an 
important public committee, so as to give him a clerk. 

Now, what I implored the ex-Speaker to do I ask you gentlemen to 
have the courage todo. I am not afraid of my constituents, because 
they are great, big, broad-hearted, generous fellows. [Laughter.] 

Here the hammer fell. ] i 
` TheSPEAKER. The time for debate on the proposition has ex- 


pired. 

Mr. COSGROVE. I ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
RANDALL] to yield to me to offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Under the order of the House the time for debate 
is now exhausted upon the propositions of amendment to the rules of- 
fered by individual members of the House. -` The one-hour debate upon 
the proposition reported by the Committee on Rules and the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] will now 


Mr. COSGROVE. Do I understand the Chair to decide that I can 
not now offer an amendment? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair simply decides that there can be no đe- 
bate upon any amendment offefed or suggested hereafter except by unan- 
imous consent of the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think the Chair is quite correct, but I will rem- 
edy the matter by yielding part of my time to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. COSGROVE], say two minutes of the time to which I am 
entitled for general debate, so that he can have read his amendment, 
the nature of which I am not advised of, and say something in explana- 
tionofit. That will leave me twenty-eight minutes for general debate. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

- Strike out, in line 11 of Rule XXXIV, the word “Congress,” after the words “ ex- 
members of,” and insert the words “House of tatives;" so that it will 
read “ex-members of the House of Representatives who are not interested in 
any claim,” &e. 

Mr. COSGROVE. The object of that amendment is simply to make 
the rule of the House conform to the rule now enforced in the Senate. 
By the rule of the Senate an ex-member of this House is denied the 
privilege of going upon the floor of the Senate. If the amendment I 
have proposed to the rule shall be adopted the courtesy of this House 
will be extended only to ex-members of the House. That is all I care 
to say. - 

The SPEAKER. The question is now upon the demand for the pre- 
vious question made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RAN- 
DALL]; but there is an understanding that there shall be an hour of 
debate on the report of the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. KASSON. I wish to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
whether it is not better now, before demanding the previous question, 
to call up these various propositions in their order and let them be 
voted upon. Otherwise every one who wishes a vote on any one of the 
propositions will be obliged to vote against ordering the previous ques- 
tion. I think it will facilitate the transaction of business if the gentle- 
man will simply allow a vote to be taken on these propositions. Ordi- 
narily the question will be decided by the sound, but a division can be 
called for if desired. 

Mr. RANDALL. I am quite willing to vary the understanding so 
that the House can now determine whether it wishes to vote separately 
upon the proposed amendments or not. I recognize my position here 
as simply voicing the wish of the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. KASSON. I think members of the House would regard it as 
fair to have a vote in each case with the least possible delay. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think that the honorable Speaker, and I believe 
I may say a majority of the committee, including myself, are rather 
in favor of giving the opportunity for such a vote. 

Mr. REED. I ought to say that I have no objection except that it 
will ake a press deal of tine. 

Mr. KASSON. A division will not in all cases be called for. The 
sound will determine the result in some cases. 

Mr. RANDALL. Ifa vote is to be taken on these propositions, let 
us have it by tellers in each case. 

Mr. KASSON. If required, it may be determined by the sound in 
some cases. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think the House should have the opportunity 
of voting. 

Mr. REAGAN. I submit that these questions should be passed 
upon by the ordinary methods under the rules. Suppose it does take 
an hour or two louger, that does not matter. It will be more satis- 


factory. 

Mr KASSON. I ask consent that a vote may now be taken on all 
the propositions that were not reported either by the majority or the 
minority of the committee. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I hope the gentleman in charge of this 
subject will agree to that. 


Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I take it that the debate now going 
on is not to come out of the time allowed for general debate. 

The SPEAKER. This, as the Chair assumes, is simply an effort to 
arrive at some understanding. 

Mr. KASSON. My suggestion is that now at once we proceed to 
vote upon all the propositions except those recommended by the ma- 
jority and the minority of the committee. 

Mr. RANDALL. If that is to be done, I would suggest that the 
vote be taken by tellers, so as not to occupy too much time. 

Mr. KASSON. Let the vote be taken by tellersif tellers should be 
demanded. My opinion is that the viva voce vote would be sufficient 
in many cases. 

Mr. REED. Perhaps the suggestion might be made that the yeas 
and nays be not called, as taking up too much time. 

Mr. KASSON. I do not desire to call them. 

Mr. RANDALL. What do I understand the position of the gentle- 
man from Maine [Mr. REED] to be? 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Maine suggests—of course the 
understanding would require unanimous consent—that a vote by yeas 
and nays be not taken on any of these propositions. 

Mr. ANDERSON. The yeas and nays might possibly be desired on 
some particular amendment. ‘There will be no disposition, as I under- 
stand, to consume time unnecessarily; yet we might want that constitu- 
tional privilege. 

Mr. REED. All I have to say is that if the gentleman in charge of 
this matter is willing that a vote shall be taken, I shall interpose no 
objection whatever. 

Mr. RANDALL. I gill state frankly my position. Something has 
been said here about the Committee on Rules desiring to cut off or in- 
fringe upon the rightsof members. Ido not mean tostand in any such 
position so far as I am individually concerned, and if the arrangement 
already suggested is objected to I shall feel authorized (knowing the 
view of the Speaker and of another member of the committee, as it is 
certainly in accord with my own view) to withdraw the demand for the 
previous question and take in the whole sweep. 

Mr. KASSON and others. That is all right. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Is it not probable that in almost every instance 
there will be no disposition to have the yeas and nays on these proposi- 
tions? 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not want to infringe on the rights of any one. 
If any member wants to call the yeas and nays upon any proposition 
he ought to be allowed to do so. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. That is right. 

Mr. RANDALL. I withdraw the previous question so as to allowa 
vote on each proposition. i 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman wishes the previous question 
to operate, as the Chair understands, against the introduction of further 
amendments. 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. YORK. I rise to aquestion of order. I desire to know whether 
the time has passed for offering an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. It has, except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. RANDALL. I will give the gentleman two minutes of the time 
for general debate so that he may offer his amendment. Ido not want 
to cut him off. 

Mr. YORK. I desire to offer my amendment now. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That each member who may want a clerk sliall pay for the same out 
of his own salary. 
(Laughter. } 

The SPEAKER. This appears to be an amendment to the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. BELFORD]. 

Mr. YORK. Mr. Speaker, I will say in the outset that I desire to 
record my vote against the amendment of the gentleman from Colorado. 
I feel that it would be an outrage upon the people of this country for 
this House to adopta rule creating more than three hundred clerks for 
members of this body. I desire to be placed in such a position that I 
can record my vote upon this question. Ido not want to be cutoff by a 
few members on either side. I believethe new membersof this House 
have some rights, but it seems there is a kind of monopoly here to shut 
off every body. 

Mr. RANDALL. My action and the position I have taken in rela- 
tion to this matter show there is no disposition on the part of the 
Committee on Rules to interfere with anybody’s rights, but on the con- 
trary to respect every man’s rights. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the first proposition. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. I desire to make a parliamentary in- 
quiry. Are these amendments considered as pending? 

The SPEAKER. Under the understanding reached by the House, 
the House will proceed to vote on these proposed amendments in the 
order in which they stand, except the report of the committee and the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Maine, which will be disposed 
oflast. The first question is on the adoption of the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from California [Mr. BUDD], which will be read. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to Rule XXIV additional clause as follows: 

“When any pabio bill or resotution shall have been referred to a committee, 
and the committee rt said bill or resolution back to 
the House of SON auim ap een e a nE or unfavorably, for thirty days, 
it shall be in for the member who offered the bill or resolution, on Heed 
ase immediately after the morning hour, to move to the 

ies front the consideration of the bill or resolution, and the House shall then 
alspose of the bill or resolution by recommittal or by final action, such asa ma- 
jority of the House may determine,” 

The amendment was d 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will next read the resolution of the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. TURNER]. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. To meet the objections urged by the 
gentleman from "Maine (Mr. REED] and others, I will modify my 
amendment by saying Tuesday instead of Monday, and making it forty 
instead of thirty days. 

The amendment as modified was read, as follows: 

Add to Rule XXIV additional clause as follows: 

“ When any public bill or or pgaats shall have been referred to a committee, 
and the committee fail or refuse to report said bill or resolution back to 
the House of Representatives, either favorably or unfavorably, for forty days, 
z shall bein order for the member who offered the bill or resolution, on any 

ae after the morning hour, to move to discharge the com- 
mittee he consideration of the bill or resolution, and the House shall then 
di of the bill or resolution by recommittal 


or by final action, such as a ma- 
jority of the House may determine.” 


The House divided; and there were—ayes 56, noes 115. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky, demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

So the amendment was di to. 

The amendment of Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, was read, as follows: 
Amend Rule X rpp r after the line— 


“On Revision of the Laws, to consist of eleven members,” the following, to wit: 
“On Political Rights of Women, to consist of eleven members,” 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 67, noes 102. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, demanded the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were not o: 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, demanded tellers. 
Tellers were not ordered. 
So the amendment was di to. 
The amendment of Mr. ANDERSON was tben read by the Clerk, as 
follows: 
Resolved, That Rule XXXTV be amended by adding the follow: 
“Provided, That an ex-member of Co on a the fifth 
first admission to the floor of the Houia l onl; ly be admitted thereto during 
the remainder of that Congress by an order of the jean nor shall the 
Speaker issue said order until such ex-member shall have certified upon his 
honor as a man that he is not personally, pecuniarily, or pecteasionally inter- 
ested, either directly or indirectly, in the passage or efeat of any claim, bill, or 
other measure pen: ing before Congress or any of its committees ; that he is not, 
either personally or professionally, in the employ, service, or interest, either 
directly or indirectly, of any railroad, telegraph, or other company, corporation 
rson, or combination of corporations or persons having a pecuniary interest 
n the pangs or defeat of any claim, bill, or measure n ponang before Congress 
or its committees; and pledging his word that, while House isin ogee iT 
willin no way cOmmunicate with a member thereof f respecting any claim, bi 
measure, or action which may affect the welfare of any railroad, opine ro? 
other company, corporation, person, or combination of corporations or 
having an interest in legislation pendi: before Congress. The Comm pay oe 
Rules, upon ascertainment of any violation of this proviso, shall immediately 
declare the offender forever deprived of the privilege of the floor as an ex- 
member of Congress,” 


The House divided; and there were—ayes 87, noes 96. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Let us have the yeas and nays. [Cries of ‘‘Oh, 
no!’’] Oh, yes; let the country see how you stand. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 46, noes 72. 

So (one-fifth of those present having voted in the affirmative) the yeas 
and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
118, nays 130, not voting 72; as follows: í 


YEAS—118, 

Alexander, Foran, MeMillin, Skinner, C. R, 
Anderson, Gedd Matson, Skinner, T.G. 
Arnot, Glasodk, Millard Slocum, 
Barksdale, Graves, Miller, J. F Smith, 
Bayne, Green, Mills, Steele, 
Beach. Halsell Morse, . les 
Bennett, Hatoh. W. H. Moulton, Struble, 
Bland, Hemphill, Muldrow, Taylor, J. D. 
Blount, Henderson, D, B. Murray, Taylor, J. M. 
Boyle, Hepburn Neece, Omas, 
Brewer, F. B. Hewitt, G. W. Nutting, : 
Brumm, H k, Paige, Turner, Oscar 
Buchanan, ee Payne, Wadsworth, 
Burleigh, Hoblitzell, Pierce, ait, 
Candler, Holman, Peelle, 8. J. Warner, Richard 
Olay, Hopkins, Peters, Weaver, 
Clements, Howey, Pettibo: Wellborn, 
Cook, oe ere eens. 

ve, obnson, ‘or, emp 
pitar aariak Jones, B. W. Rankin, White, J. D. 
cox, 8. 8. ones, J. H. Ray, G. W. eee Milo 

n Q Reagan, kins, 
Davis, L.H. are Reese, illis, 
Dibble, Kean, Riggs, Wilson, W. L. 
Dibrell, Kelley, Robertson, Winans, John 
Dingley, Laird, Rogers, W. F. Wood, 
Duncan. Lanham, Ryan, W 
Evins, J.H. Tong, Scales, Yaple. 
Findlay, ly Seney, 
Finerty, Mon oò, Singleton, 


NAYS—1%0, 
Adams, G. E. Dowd, Lamb, 
Aiken, Dunn, Lawrence, Robinson, J. 8. 
Atkinson, Eaton. Lore, Rowell, 

ley, Eldredge, Lovering, Russéll, 

en Ellwood, Lyman, Seymour, 
Barbour, Ermentrout, eCoid, W 
Belford, Everhart, cComas, Shelley, 

errell, McCormick, ner, 
Boutelle, Fiedler, oKinley, Sp s 
Bowen, Follett, Maybury, ephenson. 
Brain Forney, Milliken, Stewart, J. W. 
Brewer, J. H. Fyan, Money, A 
Browne, T. M. Gof, Morey, Strait, 
Brown, wW. Greenleaf, Morgan, Sumner, ©. A. 
Buckner, Hanback, Morrill, Sumner, D. 

k Hardeman, Morrison, Thompson, 
Cannon, Hardy, Muller, Tucker, 
Carleton, H Murphy, Tully, 

Chace, Hat H. H Mutchler, Turner, H. Q. 
Clardy, Henley, Nelson, Van Alstyne, 
ee ee gp rane 
ns, olmes, an 
Converse, Holton, oO Ward, 

W.R. Horr, O'Neill, Charles Whiting, 

P, Houk, Parker, William: 
Culbertson, W. W. Ho Patton, Winans, E. B. 
Cullen, Hunt, Peel, 8. W ise, G. D. 
Curtin, Jeffords, Phelps, Wise, J. 8. 
Cutcheon, Jones, J. K. Potter, Wolford, 
Davidson, Keifer, Pusey, Wo 
Davis, G. R, King, Randall, York. 
Dockery, KI T, Ranney, 

Dorsh ’ Y, Ray, 
NOT VOTING—72. 
Adams, J. J. Davis, R. T. SEE Rockwell, 
Barr, Deuster, Jones, J. T. Rogers, J. H. 
Belmont, Dunham, Kellogg, Rosecrans, 
eee, Elliott, pega Boyden, 
lackburn, Ellis, evre, pringer, 
Blanchard, Evans, I. N. Lewis, Stevens, 
dge, George, Libbey, ‘Stone, 
Breitung, Gibson, Mayo, Storm, 
Broadhead, Guenther, Miller, S, H. Talbott, 
Budd, 4 Mi: Taylor, E. B. 
Burn: Hancock, ny, 01 
Caldwell, A O'Neill, J. J. Townshend, 
ý Payson, Valentine, 
Campbell, m roe J. Perkins, wae re 
Campbell, J. e Post, ‘arner, 
dy, Prices Washburn, 
Connolly, Hooper, Wilson, James 
Culberson, D. B. Hurd, tobias, W.E. Young. 
So the amendment was not 


On motion of Mr. NICHOLLS, b chon consent, the reading of 
the names was 

The following pairs were Scat 

Mr. CALDWELL with Mr. Jonn 8. Wise, of Virginia, on all political 
questions from to-day until the 8th instant, inclusive. 

Mr. HAMMOND with Mr. CALKANS, for this day only. 

Mr. StorM with Mr. Howey, from February 1 to February 7. 

Mr. Hartos with Mr. DUNHAM. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas, with Mr. VALENTINE, for to-day. 

Mr. YounG with Mr. Witson, of Iowa. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND with Mr. HENDERJOK, of Illinois, for the 7th of 
February. 

Mr. TALBOTT with Mr. HARMER, for this day. 

Mr, KETCHAM with Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, until further notice. 

Mr. BUDD with Mr. GEORGE, from this day until further notice. 

Mr. MILLARD with Mr. Post, of Pennsylvania, until the pair is with- 
drawn by notice from both parties. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. ROBERTSON, from February 
5 to February 12. : 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of New York, with Mr. RICE, on all political ques- 
tions from and including January 30 until February 8. 

Mr. JOHNS. WISE. I am paired with thegentleman from Tennes- 
see, Mr. CALDWELL, on political questions; but not regarding this as 
a question of that character, I have voted. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I am paired with my colleague [Mr. 
BLACKBURN] on political questions. I regard this as a question not 
coming within the terms of that pair. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now report the next amendment, 


proposed by the gentleman from Montana [Mr. MAGINNIS]. 

The Clerk as follows: 

A That the second e er gra Mondaysin each month, after the morning h 
shall be deveted to the aon consideration of re rent tak to the 


rts of committees in 
Territories of 
not to include propositions for the admission of new States.” 


The amendment was not to. 
TheSPEAKER. The Clerk will now reporttheamendment proposed 
by the Rad pa aon from Missouri [Mr. O'NEILL]. 
erk read as follows: 
nr eh reae teas soas to read: 


“To the improvement of the Mississi ise ae Snir torre tin ol to 
the Committee on Levees and j Armenae y enes ofthe Mississippi River, sr 


The amendment was not agreed to. 


relation 
the United States, 
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The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the nextamendment, which 
was also submitted by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. O'NEILL]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

wherever they occur in rela 
a eiowes pay Bal genplan Pads hour” gave aoai 7 hie eee? 

The amendment was not to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 

The Clerk read the amendment proposed by Mr. Kasson: 

Resolved, That the third of Rule XXI be amended by ow 
all after the word “ progress, e5, and inserting in lieu thereof the follow- 
ing: “not rib OR aoe Ms for increase of ies: Provided, That it shall be 
easton nrisdiction of the subject-matter opare pent ed yr R MS 
oe ty anny the clause of the bill affected thereby.” 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now report the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That ogra gn ge OOOO 1O KOOD ADA SA IS TO 
be appointed, to have the same number of manhan duties, ieena ang 
power as the committee of the same name had in the last Congress; and that 
said committee be authorized to employ a clerk. 

The question was taken upon the adoption of the amendment. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 105, noes 47. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for tellers. There is no quorum, anyway. 

Mr. RANDALL. Wemight as well have the yeas andnays. I will 
move that the House adjourn. It is now near 5 o’clock. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I hope my friend from Pennsylvania will 
not do that. 

Mr. RANDALL. If the House wants to stay and take a vote I have 
no objection. 

Mr. COX, of New York My friend from Philadelphia ought not to 
insist upon an adjournment now. Let us have this committee. 

Mr. RANDALL. Personally I should notobject, but in my relation 
asa gy ocean I feel compelled to do so. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I move that the House do now ad- 
ourn. 
3 The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 40’clock and 55 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


to 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARBOUR: Papers relating to the claim of Caroline Lewis— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARKSDALE: Papers relating to the claim of Horatio N. 
Spencer, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Petition of the Board of Trade and citizens of 
Bangor, Me., for the improvement of the Penobscot River—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, remonstrances of pensioners and other citizens against the abo- 
lition of the present system of pension agencies—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: Petition of citizens of Haralson County, Georgia, 
for a post-route—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: Petition asking that the name of Mrs. Ellen 
Conyers be placed on the pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GOFF: Petition of John A. Hess and 74 others, asking for 
the repeal of the law limiting arrears, &c.—to the Select Committee on 
Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. HITT: Memorial of soldiers of Lincoln Post, No. 1, Depart- 
mentof California, and resolution of Department of Maryland, Grand 
Army of the Republic, to so amend the civil-setvice rules as to give 
preference to soldiers—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil-Service. 

By Mr. HOLTON: Papers in the case of Thomas R. Johnson, admin- 
istrator, &c.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: Petition of 500 citizens of Pennsylvania and of 
citizens of Ohio, for a bill prohibiting the importation of laborers under 
contract made abroad—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr, HOUK: Papers relating to the claim of Millia Staples—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JAMES: Petition of General J. V. Meserole and 35 others, 
for an appropriation for educational purposes in Alaska—to the Com- 
mittee on Education. 

By Mr. KASSON: Petition of citizens of Des Moines, Iowa, relative 
to the duty on vinegar—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KLEINER: Petition of Lyon Post, No. 34, Grand Army of 
the Republic, Otwell, Ind.—to the Select Committee on Payment of Pen- 
sions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. LACEY: Memorial of E. of Quincy, Mich., 
in relation to bounties for certain soldiers—to the same committee. 

By Mr. LORE: Papers relating to the case of Lemuel B. Norton— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MAYO: Petition of Lewis and Oglesby, laborersin late House— 
to the Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. G. A. POST: Petition of Judson Holeomb—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: Papers relating to the claim of John Kennedy— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STRAIT: Papers relating to the case of William C. Dodge— 
to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. THOMAS: Petition of Mrs. Helen A. de Russy, for increase 
of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TULLY: Petition of citizens of San Bernardino County, Cali- 


$ fornia, for the passage of Sumner’s postal telegraph bill—to the Com- 


mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, Cal., 
and others, in favor of an increase of the Navy—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, 

By Mr. VANCE: Petition of J. K. Bryson and 50 others, for a mail- 
route in North Carolina—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. J. D. WHITE: Papers relating to the claim of Mrs. Esther 
P aR the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. W. L. WILSON : Petition of James Sturm, for relief—to the 
same committee. 

Also, papers in the case of James Allender—to the Committee on 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, February 8, 1884. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate.a communica- 
tion from the of War, transmi in response to resolution 
of the 8th ultimo, reports of the Chief of Engineers and Lieut. Col. D. 
C. Houston on the subject of the improvement of the Fox and Wis- 
consin Rivers, and the necessity for additional legislation to enable ex- 
isting laws relative thereto to be carried into effect; which, with the 
accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Interior, transmitting, in response to a resolution of the 11th 
ultimo, a report of the Commissioner of the General Land Office rela- 
tive to the grant of lands made by the United States to the Florida 
Railroad; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 2309) to authorize the Secretary of War to cause the 
remains of Capt. Walter Clifford, deceased, to be transported to his late 
place of residence, and making appropriation therefor, was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military ‘Affairs, 

The bill (H. R. 2555) to change the name of the uN National La Fayette 
and Bank of Commerce” to that of the ‘‘ National La Fayette Bank,” 
&c., was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

The joint resolution (H. Res, 152) for the relief of E. H. Georgeand 
H. W. Walker was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Iam requested by General Denver, a reputable 
gentleman of this city, an attorney, to present the petition of J. R. Boyd, 
addressed to the Senate and House of Representatives, praying for cer- 
tain relief, and to ask that the petition and aecompanying papers be 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and to solicit from 
that committee early action upon the case I know nothing of the 
merits of it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition, with the accompany- 
ing papers, will be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. LAPHAM presented resolutions of the annual encampment of 
the Grand Army of the Republic, held in the city of Rochester, N. Y., 
on the 30th of January, 1884, and a memorial of honorably discharged 
soldiers and sailors of the United States remonstrating against the pro- 
posed action by Congress to change the system of the payment of pen- 
sions; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PALMER presented the petition of George O. Robinson, Elisha 
H. Flinn, Francis Palms, Edmund Hall, and Sore Littlefield, of De- 
troit, Mich., praying for the passage of the bill (S. 691) confirming their 
titles as purchases of public lands within the Ontonagon and Brulé Rail- 
road grant in Northern Michigan; which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands, 

Mr. LOGAN. I present quite a number of petitions from soldiers, 
members of different posts of the Grand Army of the Republic in Maine 
and other places, praying for legislation in reference to the public lands. 
I move that the petitions be referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 


1884. 


Mr. LOGAN presented a petition of citizens of San Francisco, Cal., 
and a petition of citizens of Oakland, Cal., praying for an appropriation 
for schools in Alaska; which were referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. <i 

He also presented a petition of the Women’s Baptist Home Mission 
Society of Chisago, Ill., praying for an appropriation to educate freed- 
men and Indians; which was referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of Webster Post, No. 121, Grand Army 
of the Republic, at Cora, Mo.; a petition of Oshorn Post, No. 93, Grand 
Army of the Republic, at Osborn, Mo., and a petition of Seamon Post, 
No. 87, Grand Army of the Republic, of Colfax, Mo., praying for cer- 
tain legislation for the benefit of ex-Union soldiers; which were referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by J. F. Clark Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Missouri, remonstrating against the restora- 
tion of Fitz-John Porter, and in favor of the relief of the widow and 
children of the late General James B. Steedman; which were referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of business men of Chicago, IIL, pro- 
testing against the repeal of an act permitting vinegar-makers by a 
vaporizing process to separate the alcoholic properties of the mash pro- 
duced by them and to inject the same into water for the purpose of 
making vinegar; which was referred to the Committee.on Finance. 

Mr. LOGAN. I present a petition signed by Joseph Brown and 
others, colored persons, living in what is known as the Cherokee Nation, 
claiming under the treaty of 1866 between the Cherokees and the United 
States that they were incorporated as part of the Cherokee Nation, they 
having formerly been held in slavery by the Cherokee Nation of Indians, 
and that under the law the fund going to that nation from the United 
States was to be distributed pro rata to all persons included within the 
treaty; that in the distributing of the last appropriation of money for 
their benefit it has been withheld from the colored people under a reso- 
lution of the Cherokee Council excluding them from any participation 
in this fund. They conclude their petition as follows: 


Your petitioners therefore do hereby humbly petition the Congress of the 
United to withhold from any moneys now duethe Cherokee Indians from 
the Government of the United States the amount of which your tioners are 
thus unjustly deprived, and that the honorable Secretary of the Interior be 
authorized to distribute the same per capita among the freedmen of the Cher- 


okee Nation. Your petitioners would further pray that the Con, of the 
United States reverse this legislation of the Cherokee Council, to end that 
your petitioners shall not be ultimately defrauded of their right in the Cherokee 


public domain, And your petitioners will ever pray. 


I move the reference of the petition to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I present the petition of Mrs. Eliza F. Dillingham, of 
Massachusetts, and others of her family, praying for the passage of a 
bill to indemnify persons interested in the so-called French spoliation 
claims. I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I also present the petition of James A. Quinlan, an aged 
inmate of the soldiers’ home called the National Military Home, Mont- 
gomery County, Ohio, praying for certain relief. This petition bearsa 
printed signature; is not signed by the petitioner as the rule requires; 
but as the petitioner is evidently a very aged and feeble person, in or- 
der that his matter may come before the Committee on Pensions im- 
mediately I ask unanimons consent that this petition with the printed 
signature be received notwithstanding the rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the paper 
submitted by the Senator from Massachusetts will be received and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

AMERICAN SHIPPING. 


Mr. FRYE. I aminstructed by the Committee on Commerce toreport 
a bill to remove certain burdens on the American merchant marine, 
encourage the foreign carrying trade, and for other purposes, as a sub- 
stitute for several bills referred to that committee. I desire to ask the 
indulgence of the Senate to explain as briefly as I can the provisions of 
the bill, as itis one of very great importance. I am obliged, probably, 
to leave, very- much against my will, for Mississippi in a day or two, 
and wishing to have the bill placed upon the Calendar, I had not timeto 
prepare a written report. 

The first section of the bill touches the provision relating to officers 
of American ships. The law as it stands to-day requires that all offi- 
cers cf vessels of the United States shall be citizens of the United 
States, and provides a very heavy penalty of 50 cents a ton on a vessel 
for a violation of this law. It was a good law when it was enacted, 
when nearly all the sailors on board the ships were American sailors 
and many of them fit to be made officers; but to-day, with 95 per cent. 
of the sailors foreigners, it is not a good law and works a great injustice 
very frequently. The bill reported by me provides that.under certain 
circumstances the officers, other than the captain, may be foreign rather 
than American citizens. 

Sections 2, 3, 4,5, 6, and 7 relate to what is known as the three- 
months extra wages—a law which has stood upon our statute-books 
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for a great many years, which provides, in brief, that when sailors are 
discharged in a foreign port an exaction may be made by the United 
States consul of three months’ extra wages in addition to the wages 
that have been already earned; that two months of the wages shall be 
paid to the sailor so leaving the ship, and one month’s wages retained 
by the consul, and that becomes a fund from which the United States 
sends back those sailors so left in a foreign port. There is an addi- 
tional provision that any American vessel shall be compelled to take 
those sailors at the request of the consul and carry them to the home 
port and receive therefor a sum not exceeding $10, though the voyage 
may last six months. ‘This, perhaps, was a healthy law when it was 
enacted and when the sailors had homes in the United States, but 
to-day 95 per cent. of all the sailors in our foreign trade are as much 
at home in one port as in another, and this exaction is now one of the 
most grievous and unjust burdens upon American shipping. 

Let me illustrate. The Senator from South Carolina here at my left 
[Mr. BUTLER] sails for Australia. He has a crew on board of twenty- 
six sailors, none of whom he ever saw in his life until they were shipped. 
He arrives at the port in Australia. These sailors conclude they would 
like to stay. They go ashore against his wishes; they go before the 
American consul; they make theirstatementsasthey please. The Sena- 
tor’s ship is obliged to sail within two days, and he ean not get his papers 
of clearance until he has paid every one of those twenty-six sailors three 
months’ wages exacted by the United Statesconsul. Since I have been 
in Congress I have by a special act of Congress on two different ocea- 
sions recovered from fifteen hundred to eighteen hundred dollars ex- 
tes daz the master of a ship in this way, generally exacted nowadays 
unjustly. 

Further, if my ship is lying in Australia and is bound for the United 
States, notwithstanding there has been exacted from the Senator’s ship 
three months’ wages for each sailor beyond everything that was due 
him, the consul can compel me to take two of those sailors to each hun- 
dred tons of myship and carry them from Australia to New York, being, 
perhaps, three months on the voyage and it costing me $50 for each one 
of them; and the United States pays out of the $30 it has received for 
that very purpose $10. Thus it mulcts the Senator under the law for 
$2,000, and then it proceeds to fine me in my ship going to New York 
perhaps five or six hundred dollars more. 

Mr. BUTLER. Where does the other $20 go? 

Mr. FRYE. It goes into a fund, the whole of it, and is gradually 
used up for sick seamen, and other purposes, I suppose. : 

The committee have reported in these sections a repeal of a portion 
of the existing statutes. The bill provides that where these sailors 
leave in a foreign port without fault of the captain, without fault of 
the-owners of the ship, they shall be entitled to receive what is their 
due as wages, and no more. If they leave by fault of the captain or by 
fault of the owner or by reason of a violation of the shipping contract 
made with the captain, then on its being satisfactorily proven to the 
consul he may exact one month’s extra and that one month’s 
extra wages shall be appropriated as the one month’s extra wages have 
been appropriated heretofore. 

There is no civilized commercial nation in the world for the last 
twenty-five years that has ever exacted more than one month’s wages. 
England limits it in her law to a sum certain, and that sum certain in 
no event, however much the bad faith may have been of the master of 
the ship or the owners, is more than one month’s pay. 

The bill further provides that if the voyage is of a certain length, and 
the consul places on board my ship one of these seamen to be returned 
home, the sum of $10 shall be paid; if it is of a certain other length of 
time, being longer of course, $20 shall be paid—not enough, buta great 
advance over the old provisions of law. It also reduces the number of 
such seamen any ship may be compelled to take. 

The next provision of the bill, in section 10, is a provision touching 
the two months’ advance w: Of course there is no law which de- 
mands of any master of a ship two months’ advance wages, but there 
is a custom which is stronger than any law. I venture to say that no 
shipmaster receives any sailor to-day to whom he has not paid two 
months’ wages in advance; and I venture further to say that not one 
sailor in one thousand when he goes on board has a single cent of this 
advanced pay; it has all gone into, the hands of the sailors’ landlord 
and the land-sharks who prey upon the sailor every time he comes into 
port. The philanthropists, the Bethel ministers of the country, and 
ail those friends of the sailor from a humanitarian point of view agree 
that there should be a law which should forbid under heavy penalties 
the payment of advance wages either by our masters or the masters of 
foreign ships. 

This section provides under heavy penalties that no master of a ship 
shall pay any advance wages whatever. If he does pay them he shall 
not be permitted to charge them against the sailor, and if he does pay 
them he shall be liable to heavy penalties; and this applies to the mas- 
ter of a foreign ship as well as to that of a home ship. 

The committee report this section of the bill not feeling certain that 
it will serve its purpose. The power of sailor boarding-house keepers 
is immense, and the control which they exercise over these sailors is 
equivalent to their power. I, as one member of the committee, doubt 
seriously if this provision of the bill which we report cin be enforced; 
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but the committee believe it to be worth the trial at any rate, and con- 
sas ean report it favorably. 
ion 12 of the bill reported repeals all consular fees named in the 
tariff prescribed by the order of the President, and provides that they 
shall no longer be exacted from American vessels. They amount toabout 
$120,000 year, and thisis the only commercial country thatexacts them. 
d has a consular system which costs het annually in the neigh- 
borhood of $2,000,000. We havea consular system which pays for itselr 
and leaves in the T. a balance of over $70,000 a year, and it is 
exacted from ships. We provide that this exaction shall no longer be 
made upon American ships. That will relieve the Treasury of about 
$120,000 a year, and will leave foreign ships paying about $700,000 a 
ear. I will say right here that the United States is the only country 
in the known world that undertakes to have its consular expenses re- 
paid to the Government by charges made by consuls. 

Section 14 deals with the tonnage tax. The tonnage tax was a war 
tax of 30 centsa ton ayear. If we were dealing with a steamship 
which made ten trips into the port of New York every year 30 cents a 
ton for one year would not be onerous. The ishmen when our 
steamships go over there, for light and other duties, would exact from 
us four times as much. But when that 30 centsa ton is collected from 
a sailing vessel which can not by any possibility make more than two or 
three trips in a whole year it compels the sailing vessel to pay precisely 
the same tax that the foreign ship pays coming to New York ten times 
ina year. The mostof our sailing ships probably to-day are engaged in 
foreign trade with Australia, China, and Japan, and make but one trip 
a year, and yet pay 30 cents a ton; the steamship arrivingin New York 
ten times in the same year pays the same. The gross injustice of the 
tax thus levied is entirely apparent. 

The bill provides that vessels shall pay this tax at each entry, enter- 
ing from the West India Islands, or the Bermuda Islands, or from any 
port in the Republic of eat or port or Bpap of Mexico riora 
to and including Aspinw. Panama, or from any port or 
the Dominion of Newfoundland, or from theSandwich Islands, 
3 cents, not to exceed in any year 15 cents aton; and from all other 
foreign ports 6 cents at each entry, not to exceed 30 cents in any one 
year. Thus the tax will fall where it belongs, if it belongs anywhere. 
gee erat be borne as they ought to be borne, if any tax is 
justifiable, 


As to the limitation to 30 cents a ton on ships from the other foreign 
ports, there are about four hundred steamships carrying a foreign flag 
making trips to our country. If no limitation of 30 cents was 
placed upon those tour hundred foreign ships they would pay into the 

of the United States $360,000. What American vessels would 
it affect? Only the Philadelphia line. Not the Pacific line, because 
it can not make over five tripsa year, and it would not increase there, 
but it would affect the Philadelphia line. It would affect four Amer- 
ican steamers. It would increase their tax $3,600, and by increasing 
their tax $3,600 we should obtain from foreign ships $360,000. 

I confess the temptation was great not to put any limit of 30 cents a 
year on these ships, but the judgment of the committee was (and I 
presume the judgment of the committee to be discreet) that none of 
these vessels should be compelled by a tax created now, so long after 
the war, whén there seemed to be no pressing necessity to pay more 
than 36 cents in any one year, that in fact if steamships were compelled 
to pay for every entry, and it mightrun up to 60 cents a year (and would 
with trips between here and England), you might place an ad- 
ditional burden upon any company undertaking to start now an Amer- 
ican line. That may be so, and therefore that limitation has been 
placed upon it. : 

I come to section 15. Sections 4585, 4586, and 4587 of the Revised 
Statutes provide fora hospital tax of 40 cents a month on every Ameri- 
can sailor for the support of hospitals, all repealed by this bill. These 
sections place a tax upon every man employed on a steam-tug in the 
port of New York, every man employed on a ferry-boat, of 40 cents a 
month. There are at leasta thousand men employed in New York Har- 
bor on steam-tugs and ferry-boats who never see one of these hospitals; 
who have homes in New York, and if they are disabled or sick go to 
their homes. Yet the law exacts from each sailor (that is, from the 
crews of the ferry-boats and tugboats) 40 cents a month to support these 
hospitals. It is true ofall our ing vessels; it is true of all our ves- 
sels in the foreign trade. It is a burden amounting to about 
$470,000 a year, and it is a burden upon American shipping, and upon 
American shipping alone. In nearlyall the States these ships pay tax 
as personal property just the same as any other property, the same as 
any corporation property. It pays for the support of schools, for the 
support of the poor, for the support of the public institutions; and it 
is the only industry selected by law to impose an additional and excep- 
tional tax of 40 cents a month for each man employed. England su 
ports her hospitals out of her treasury; France rhe Sig her hospi 
out of her treasury; Germany supports her hospitals, and so does every 
other civilized nation; but our country demands that the sailors them- 
selves shall ppo soe own hospitals, or rather that the ship-owners 
shall support hospitals for the sailors, besides paying their wages and 
‘the usual taxes assessed upon all other property-owners. 

Mr. BUTLER. Marine hospitals? 


Mr. FRYE. Marine hospitals. 
i Mr. KOREAN Are the sailors of all countries admitted to those 
itals? 
. FRYE. , Yes, sir; sick sailors, But they are required to pay 75 
cents a day. 

Mr. MORGAN. There is no protection in it then. 

Mr. FRYE. No, sir; section 15 provides that those sections of the 
Revised Statutes shall be repealed and that the expense of maintaini 
oe Marine-Hospital Service shall hereafter be borne by the Uni 

tates 

I come to section 16. My recollection, from a hasty examination of 
the law, is thatevery commercial country furnishes to her ships supplies 
for the ships if taken from bonded warehouses free of duty. We have 
provided in this section that all articles of foreign production needed 
and actually withdrawn from bonded warehouses for ships’ supplies 
shall be withdrawn free of duty. 

Then comes section 17; and I call the attention of the Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. BAYARD] to it. There is a provision of statute by 
which to-day our ship-builders may build vessels for foreign account. 
If they are built wholly of foreign materials a drawback is allowed of 
90 per cent. of the duties, 10 per cent. being reserved for expenses. 

Mr. BAYARD. ‘That is the present law? 

Mr. FRYE. That isthe present law. The decisions of the Treasury 
Department are that if you use any American paint on that vessel, or 
an American spar, or an American sail, or an American plank, then the 
builder of the vessel can recover no drawback whatsoever, because the 
law says ‘‘ wholly of foreign materials.” That is a premium, as a 
matter of course, to use all foreign materials in the building of that 
vessel, because unless they do so use them no drawback can be obtained 
for any of the materials which go into the vessel. We have provided 
in the bill here that if the vessel built for foreign account is built wholly 
or partly from foreign materials the drawback, 90 per cent. of the duty, 
shall be allowed, on those portions of course which are imported. 

That is a matter of importance. We are building to-day on the 
Delaware many ships’ for foreign account. We can build every steamer 
for the South American rivers. We can build the whole of them in this 
country; they prefer that we should; and with this provision of the 
statute adopted as reported by the committeeI have no doubt we shall 
build the whole of them. 

Section 18 limits the individual liability of a ship-owner for any and 
all debts and liabilities to the proportion that his individual share of 
the vessel bears to the whole. That is not so great a change as appears 
on the face of the law. By statute to-day any shareholder in a vessel 
is liable for no more than the value of the share for any tort of the 
master or in case of collision or in any other way except by contract. 
But those provisions of the law are not generally understood. They 
follow the English and the French law almost word for word. There is 
to-day a feeling among the capitalists of this country that it is exceed- 
ingly dangerous to put capital into a ship where there may be twenty 
owners and only one of them really a man of wealth, and he respon- 
sible for the entire debt contracted. The English have the same lim- 
ited liability provided for in this section, only in another form. They 
have a general law of ‘‘ limited liability,” by which any dozen men 
desiring to build a ship or a steamer can simply incorporate themselves 
for that single purpose, and then their liability under that act of incor- 
poration shall be the owner’s share of the vessel and no more. The bill 
which we report does the same thing, only in another form. It is be- 
lieved that it will remove a difficulty under which our capitalists have 
labored, will give them courage to invest in ships, and will do a great 
deal more towards encouraging ship-building and ship-owning than 
really the law itself which we report would authorize. 

Now, Mr. President, I come to an important provision of the bill. 
Section 3976 of the Revised Statutes authorizes the Post-Office Depart- 
ment to confiscate any American vessel engaged in foreign trade. It 
may take possession of her whenever she may be in port, may detain 
her for such length of time as suits the Post-Office Department; it may 
place on her the United States mails, may compel her to deliver those 
mails to the foreign port where she is bound, and to the post-oflice itself, 
and it pays that vessel only 2 cents a letter. There are scores and 
scores of instances where American vessels have been detained by the 
Postmaster-General and compelled to receive the mails and to deliver 
them, where the pay they received for carrying those mails did not re- 
imburse them for the detention of the ship at the port to which she 
was bound and the cartage of the letters to the post-office. Your com- 
mittee can see no reason why this class of pro should be in the ' 
power of the Post-Office Department. If the Post-Office Department 
desires mails carried along our coasts where our vessels are all pro- 
tected by the navigation acts, it can not seize one and compel her to 
carry a mail. It makes a contract and pays a fair price therefor. It 
made a contract two years ago with a little steamer running from Gal- 
veston to Brashear and paid her $50,000 a year for carrying the mail 
five times as much as it paid all the American vessels for carrying all 
the United States mails to every port in South America for one year. 
Your committee can see no reason why the Post-Office Department 
should have power under law to seize a vessel and compel it to carry 
mails for 2 cents a letter when it has no power to seize a railroad train 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine reports back 
seyeral bills, which the Secretary will now read by title, and he asks 
that they be indefinitely postponed, ard in lieu of them he reports a 
new bill, which will also be read by thetitle. _ 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 456) to remove certain burdens on the American merchant 
marine, to encourage the American foreign carrying trade, and toamend 
the laws relating to the shipment and discharge of seamen; 

A bill (S. 248) to remove certain burdens on the American merchant 
marine, to encourage the American foreign carrying trade, and to amend 
the laws relating to the shipment and discharge of seamen; 

A bill (S. 203) toremové certain burdens on the American merchant 
marine, to encourage the American foreign carrying trade, and toamend 
the laws relating to the shipment and discharge of seamen; and 

A bill (S. 739) to remove certain burdens on the American merchant 


marine. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the indefinite 
postponement of these several bills? The Chair hears none, and they 
will be indefinitely postponed; and in lieu of them the Senator from 
Maine reports a bill which will now be read. 

The bill (S. 1448) to remove certain burdens on the American mer- 
chant marine and enco the American foreign carrying trade, and 
for other purposes, was twice by its title. 

Mr. VEST. On behalf of the minority of the Committee on Com- 
merce I desire to say that while we have acquiesced in the report of the 
bill just presented to the Senate by the Senator from Maine, we by no 
means agree with the statement that he has made in lieu of a written 

rt in connection with that bill. We do not believe that the bill 
which he has reported removes the great evils which have stricken 
down the merchant marine of the United States and caused our flag to 
virtually disappear from the ocean. 

The provisions of the bill which has been reported from the Commit- 
tee on Commerce in regard to advance wages to seamen, rebate on raw 
material for foreign ships, and ocean postage, so far as they go, are well 
enough, but they are insectiverous compared to the deadly blight which 
has stricken down the merchant marine of the United States. 

The Senator from Maine has said that England and France and Ger- 
many and Chili and Peru have done so and so. Sir, those countries 

it their citizens to buy ships where they can buy them cheapest 
and of the best material and the best workmanship; but it was re- 
served to the United States to go back to the relic of barbarism adopted 
in the days of Oliver Cromwell and abandoned by the English people 
soon afterward, and to say that American citizens shall not buy ships 
where they can, in the cheapest market and of the best materials and 
best workmanship; and to-day what is the result? 

Since 1858 the merchant marine of the United States has steadily 

ecreased, not commencing with the war but long before the war, and 
to-day we behold the spectacle of one single American steamship line 
on the ocean, with our immense coast and our immense exports, and 
that is what is known as the Philadelphia, Liverpool and Antwerp 
line, which is supported by the Pennsylvania Railroad Company and 
has four ships flying the American flag, while steamers flying the Brit- 
ish flag compose a majority of the line. This same company owns what 
is known as the Liverpool and New York sc ype three steamers 
under the British flag, and the president of the company told me the 
other day in connection with the Senator from New York [Mr. Mrr- 
LER] that the great evil was not the rebate on foreign materials, was 
not the ocean postage, but it was in the tariff system of the United States 
and in the fact that the American citizen who desired to build steam 
vessels or sail vessels was compelled to go to workmen in this country, 
instead of being at liberty to buy his ship in the best market. 

In order to meet the views of the minority of the committee we sub- 
mit an amendment to the bill which I send to the Chair, and I desire 
to say in regard to the bill as reported, that whilst there is much in the 
provisions of the bill as it stands to commend it, we have reserved to 
ourselves the right to act as we please in the Senate provided theamend- 
ment we now offer shall be rejected. In other words, we—and I speak 
for the minority of the committee upon that subject—were willing to 
adopt the provisions of the bill reported in regard to ocean postage 
provided we could secure an additional amendment permitting Ameri- 
can citizens to buy their vessels in foreign ports if they could buy them 
there at the lowest price and upon the most favorable terms. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Missouri will be printed. 


LADY FRANKLIN BAY EXPEDITION. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
guint resolution (H. Res. 119) making an appropriation for the relief of 

ieut, A. W. Greely and his party, composing what is known as the 
Lady Franklin Bay expedition to the Arctic regions. 

Mr. HALE. I present a privileged report, being the report of the 
committee of conference on the joint resolution appropriating money for 
the relief of the expedition under Lieutenant Greely. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to raise the question of the present considera- 


or a stage-coach or a vessel on the lakes or on the rivers or on the coast, 
and so recommend the repeal of that section. 

Then, sir, it provides that for transporting the mails between any 
port of the United States and any foreign port the Postmaster-General 
may contract for such transportation; he shall advertise for proposals; 
he shall give the contracts to the lowest bidder, but in no event shall 
the contract price exceed $1 a nautical mile out and back. That is 
what the Postmaster-General does everywhere else, only he does not 
have that limitation. It provides further that the aggregate of these 
contracts shall be limited. I do not believe that it ought to have that 
provision, but our bill as reported contains it. The aggregate of such 
contracts shall not exceed the gross revenues of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment from the foreign mail service, less the amount paid for transpor- 
tation of the mails on foreign vessels and the net amount paid foreign 
administration for intermediary territorial and sea transit of such 
mails. 

If tliat same provision extended inland in four-fifths of the States of 
the United States there would not be a mail. It costs over $600,000 
more than is received to supply Ohio, that great State, with her mails 
to-day, and there are very few States where it does not cost us a pon 
deal more than we obtain. But the committee have placed this limi- 
tation, that it shall not exceed a certain amount and that amount the 
gross revenues as I have described them. In my opinion, from an in- 
vestigation I have made, that amount will be about $1,600,000 a year. 

The Post-Office Department mip da placed in a difficult position 
if there was no further provision, use there might be a refusal to 
make a contract; there might be an impossibility to make a contract, 
An American minister abroad or a consul or a commercial agent might 
wish to send a dispatch to the United Statesand could not make a con- 
tract, and an American vessel might be lying there. So the committee 
have provided for that contingency. There is another section of the 
Revised Statutes which provides for compulsory process against an 
American vessel, and your committee have not repealed it, but have 
left it with thiscompulsory principle, with a further provision that the 
Postmaster-General or any consul or minister or commercial agent 
may take advantage of it if it is inexpedient or impracticable to make 
a contract. I submitted this section to the Postmaster-General; I 
spent some two hours with him, and some two more with the superin- 
tendent of the foreign mail service. Théy have examined it with great 
care, and they both admit that they can see no practical difficulty about 
carrying out the provision as reported. 

The other provisions of the bill extend certain privileges to sailin 
vessels which have hitherto been extended to steam vessels, and I wi 
not bother about them. 

Mr. President, I beg the pardon of the Senate for occupying the time 
I have on this bill, but I may not be here again after Tuesday for sev- 
eral weeks; the bill goes on the Calendar; itis of great importance, it is 
so regarded all over the country, it comes without any report, I having 
had no time to draft one. That is my excuse for occupying the time of 
the Senate. 

I hope when the bill is reached that it will receive the careful con- 
sideration it merits, and that we may take a step at this Congress in 
advance of any that has been taken in the last twenty years, that we 
may remove these burdens and these barnacles placed there by our own 
laws, and that we may do something to recover our supremacy upon the 
ocean. I speak for myself alone when I say that in my judgment there 
is but one way on earth to revive American commerce, and that is by 
subsidies or bounties, and so far as I am concerned I am in favor of such 
measures as will enable us to recover the supremacy we had, and at any 
time I am ready to vote for them. I prefer the French system of boun- 
ties, not forship-building but forship-sailing. We can build ships, there 
is no trouble about that, and as time rolls on what little trouble there 
may have been or may seem to be to-day will disappear, and we can 
compete with the world in this, Our difficulty comes when the ship is 
built and we start her from her port to a port abroad; our difficulty 
comes from the wages we are compelled to pay our seamen as compared 
with the wages paid elsewhere, from the expenditures we are compelled 
to make as compared with the expenditures elsewhere, and that is the 
difficulty which must be met and removed, and in my opinion it never 
can be removed until the American Co does what England does, 
what Francedoes, what Germany does, what Italy does, what Chili does. 

Mr. President, I submit this bill as a substitute for Senate bills 456, 
248, 203, and 739; and I ask that the substitute may be placed on the 
Calendar, and that these several bills may be indefinitely postponed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GARLAND in the chair). The 
Senator from Maine reports back from the Committee on Commerce—— 

Mr. BECK. I desire to have the bills sought to be indefinitely post- 
poned read, because I introduced a bill on one of these subjects. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator will allow me to say one word more. The 
bills which I have reported contain none of the provisions in which the 
Senator from Kentucky is interested. I ought to have said that the 
Committee on Commerce with practical unanimity authorized the report 
of the bill which I have reported as a substitute for these measures; 
but a minority of the committee reserve the right to offer an amend- 
ment to it in the Senate providing for free materials and that foreign- 
built ships shall be received to the American registry. 
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tion of the conference report. If it is to di 
morning business I think the whole Senate 
the Senator from Maine not to avail himself of his privilege, and in fif- 
was EEE Oa RE Aa Te Aa 


splace the ordinary routine 
agree with me in asking 


Mr. HALE. I am entirely willing to wait. I had just come in and 
thought the morning business was through. I will withhold the report 
for the present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Reports of standing and Saesson: 
mittees are in order. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SAULSBURY, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, to whom was referred the bill (S. 883) for the relief of Lysan- 
der H. Carroll, submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed 

to; and the bill was indefinitely. 

ine HAWLEY, from the Committee on Printing, reported a joint 
resolution (S. R. 59) to limit the cost of indexing the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD; which was read twice by its title. 

3 . This is a matter of detail business which I should 
like to have acted on promptly. I shall call it up in a day or two. 
ANNUAL REPORT OF THE LIBRARIAN OF CONGRESS. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I am directed by the Joint Committee on the 
Library to t the annual report of the Librarian of Congress, and 
submit with it an order, which will go to the Committee on Printing 
under the rules. 


Ordered, That the pat thet oo of the Librarian of 
—_ Veir a Pr tine A E ae and 500 additional copies be- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The rule requires that an order em- 
bracing additional copies shall be referred to the Committee on Print- 
ing. This will be so referred. 

BILLS INTRODUCED, 

Mr. CONGER introduced a bill (S. 1449) to provide for the sale of 
the military reservation on the island of Bois in the Straits of 
Mackinaw, inthe State of Michigan, and for other purposes; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Af- 


for the calendar 
ted with covers for 


Mr. HILL introduced a bill (S. 1450) for the readjustment of compen- 
sation for the rtation of the mails on railroad routes; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads, 

Mr. SLATER introduced a bill (S. 1451) to indemnify Abial Morri- 
son for property destro; od 1856 by hostile Indians in Washington Territory 
the teas serge which was read twice by its title, and, with 

o aening pers, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
aA 6 a bill (S. 1452) for the relief of B. Reinhart & 
ee which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


He also introduced a bill (S. 1453) for the relief of A. G. Turner and 
the heirs of Samuel Turner, deceased; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

. He also introduced a bill (S. 1454) for the relief of James D. Roberts; 
re was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
ms. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1455) for the relief of D. O. Adkinson; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1456) for the relief of E. Penrod; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 1457) to legalize the incorporation 
of national trades unions; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to say that I introduced the bill at the last Con- 
gress and I do so at this time at the request of numerous representative 
organizations of the labor of the country. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 1458) to prohibit the employment 
or performance of labor by convicts or persons restrained of theirli 
upon the public works or property of the United States or the expendi- 
ture of any moneys of the United States on account of such labor; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. « 

Mr. MORRILL introduced a bill (S. 1459) relating to the improve- 
ment of the coinage; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Finance, 

Mr. JONES, of Florida, introduced a bill (S. 1460) for the relief of 
the four orphan children of the late Surgeon Alfred M. Owen, United 


States Navy; which was read twice by its title. 
Mr. JONES, of Florida. I wish to say just a word in to this 
matter. These are four orphan children, quite young, left by Surgeon 


Owen, of the Navy, who volunteered his services to go to the succor 
of the yellow-fever patients last summer at the Pensacola navy-yard, 
where he performed very heroic service tothe Government. Both him- 
self and his wife died there under very trying circumstances, leaving 
these poor children. I move that the bill be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 1461) to provide for contestin 
surveys of private land grants, and for other purposes; which was 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Private Land 


He also introduced a bill (S. 1462) for the relief of William S. 
Thatcher; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. INGALLS introduced a bill (S. 1463) for the relief of David 
Compropst; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. LOGAN introduced a bill (S. 1464) creating a commission whose 
duty it shall be to inquire into and report upon the material, industrial, 
and intellectual p made by the colored -people of this country 
since 1865, and making appropriations for the same; which was read. 
esde its title, and referred to the Committee on Education and 
Mr. MILLER, of California, introduced a bill (S. 1465) making Port 
Harford, California, a port of delivery; which wasread twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. ANTHONY introduced a bill (S. 1466) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Sarah Adams; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. E introduced a bill (S. 1467) for the relief of Lincoln W. 
Tibbetts, of Portland, Me.; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CALL. [ask leave to introduce a bill for the improvement of 
the harbor at Tampa, Fla. There was an error in the print of the bill 
formerly introduced by me on the same subject which is corrected in 
the bill, so that the amount appropriated for the completion of the pres- 
ent improvement will correspond with the estimates of the Chief Engi- 
neer. 


The bill (S. 1468) for the improvement of the harbor at Tampa, Fla., 
was read twice by itstitle, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PLATT. I introduce a bill at the‘request of an attorney in this 
city. I know nothing about the merits of the claim. 

The bill (S. 1469) for the relief of Robert Cornell White was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 1470) for the relief of J. L. Whit- 
aker; which was read twice by its title, and referred tothe Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. CAMDEN introduced a bill (S. 1471) amending section 5200 of 
the Revised Statutes of the UnitedStates; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HOAR asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to in- 
troduce a bill (S. 1472) to it the owners of certain vessels and 

to sue the United States in the Court of Claims; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MAHONE introduced a bill (S. 1473) to enlarge the United States 
custom-house at Richmond, Va.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. SABIN introduced a bill (S. 1474) for the relief of George Storrs; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1475) to divide the State of Minnesota 
into two judicial districts; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HILL introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 58) filling an existing 
vacancy in the Board of Regents of the Smi onian Institution; which 
sive read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Li- 

rary. 
AMENDMENT TO A BILL. ` 

Mr. COCKRELL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 3933) to declare a forfeiture of lands granted 
to the Texas Pacific Railroad Company, and for other purposes; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
si PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

Mr. BAYARD. Under the instructions of the Committee on Private 

Land Claims I ask for the following order: 
papers relating the letter of the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting certain 
ng to the private land claim in the Territory of Arizona known ns 

El Sopori, and the accompanying papers, now on file in the office of the Secre- 
Sey O ee mene referred tothe Committee on Lana Sete eet 
pri 

The order was to. 

On motion of Mr. GROOME, it was 

Ordered, That the papers in the case of Alfred G. Hatfield be withdrawn from 
the files of the Senate,there being no adverse 
On motion of Mr. BLAIR, it was 


That the pepan. in the 
an 


Ordered, ease of Mrs, Fannie S. Beaumont be 
taken from the files 


referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
JOHN DUDLEY. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution offered by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] yesterday. 
Mr. BECK. I made an in tion into that matter yesterday 
afternoon among the officers of the te as carefully as I could, and 
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the facts I stated relative to the worth of this colored man John Dud- 
` ley are corroborated; but I find I haveno power to reinstate him in his 
lace, and I therefore withdraw the resolution. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky with- 
draws the resolution which he offered yesterday, and which went over 
under the rules. 


REMOVALS OF CONGRESSIONAL EMPLOYES. 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER submitted the following concurrent resolu- 
tion; which was read: 

by the Senate (the House of concurring), Thata joint com- 

the part of the Semate and five on the part of the House of 

Representatives be appointed to inquire intoand sepa the cause of all removals 

fficers made by the Secretary and Sergeant-at-Arms of the Sen- 

Arms, Doorkeeper, and Postmaster of the House of 


resentatives. 


committee is directed to reduce to writing the evidence which it takes in 
regard to all removals and lay the evidence, together with its report, before the 


to report how many disabled and other 
nal districts they were from. 
appointed, and the States and 
from which they come. 
instructed 


to report whether in their opinion the act 
known as the civil-service act applies to intments made by elective officers 
of the ves, and, if so, to report what legisla- 
and proper execution of that law. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. Does the Senator from Virginia ask 
for the present Sariin REEE of the resolution? | 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. It is immaterial, sir; I would just as soon 
it should lie over. I will state, however, that in preparing the reso- 
lution I had strict reference to the act known as the ‘‘civil-service act.” 
In referring to the soldiers appointed and removed I had reference only 
to the civil-service act. I simply wanted to ascertain by the resolu- 
tion whether the civil-service act applies to appointments made by offi- 
cers of the Congress of the United States, not confined to either branch 
of it. I think it well en for us to know it now. Iam entirely 
willing that the Senate should pass upon it to-day, appoint such acom- 
mittee, and let us ascertain the facts. 

I did think yesterday, when the resolution of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky (Mr. Beck] was introduced, that it was a columbiad aimed in 
some direction and at somebody. I understood that the appointee re- 
moved was from the State of Kentucky and that the man appointed 
was from the State of Virginia. I never knew him, do not know him 
now, and have never seen him; but I thought if we were to have an in- 
vestigation under a resolution of that sort we might as well determine 
the question for the whole Congress as for the Senate, forgpoth Houses 
as for one. s 

The civil-service act, as I understand it, is a law governing not only 
one branch of Congress, but the whole Congress, T am prepared to 
show this morning that under the civil-service rules the State which 
I have the honor in part to represent on this floor does not have any- 
thing like her proportion of the offices in either House of Congress or 
in any Department in this city or under this Government. I am pre- 
pared'to show, moreover, that the State of Kentucky, which has the 
same representation, has more appointments of bona fide Kentuckians 
than the Stato o Ah aross I am prepared to answer back all this ad 
captandum stuff that I have heard throughout the country about, the 

of the Federal Government being given out to certain gentle- 
men in the State of Virginia. 

Iam toshow, moreover, that the gentleman who complains s0 
severely of the removal of the poor colored man from the State of Ken- 
tacky said not a word when there was removed a disabled confederate 
soldier from his own State afew weeks ago. No investigation was sug- 
gested then; no investigation was suggested at the time when a score 
of wounded soldiers came from one side of this Capitol to take a place, 
if it could be given to them, on the other. The one-legged man who 
sits beyond that door, and ought to attract the attention of every Sen- 
ator who out of it, came from one end of this Capitol to be pro- 
vided for in the other. No investigation was suggested then; no in- 
vestigation was suggested of anything until there came to be a removal 
of one colored man from Kentucky to make place, as it may be said, 
for one from Virginia. Four can be removed in one part of this Cap- 
itol from Virginia alone and four new men put in, and no suggestion 
of investigation is made. 

Why, sir, I stood upon this floor but a few weeks ago and voted. for 
a resolution to investigate what are called the ‘‘ Virginia and Missis- 
sippi outrages.” It was one of the most reluctant votes I ever cast in 
one point of view; but I felt that due regard for the good name of my 
State required that I should cast that vote. I have read in the CON- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD, I have read in the newspapers, that a gentleman 
representing that particular district in the State of Virginia had asked 
for an investigation, and I voted for it, not alone because of his request, 
but because I felt that I wanted that large preponderance of the people 
əf Virginia who had nothing in common with such outrages to be vindi- 
cated against thechargeof committing them. I say I voted for the inves- 
tigation. I then saw all the gentlemen on the otherside, including the 
Senator from Kentucky, vote against that investigation. Then there 
stares usin the face the proclamation, or message, if you please, of the gov- 
ernor of that Commonwealth—than whom there is no gentleman of higher 
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character living, and whose official conduct has wrung from the oppo- 
sition compliments and praise, and throughout the State to-day he is 

ken of as a gentleman worthy of any public trust—in which he says 
that these murderers were not even indicted, and that no effort was ever 
made to try them.- I say, sir, that with that us in the face I 
was surprised that the Senator from Kentucky could not vote to inves- 
tigate; but when it came to the mere matter of the removal of a colored 
appointee from Kentucky he did move an epee, yeaa Iam glad 
he has withdrawn the resolution, and I hope it now be his pleas- 
ure to vote to adopt this resolutien, and let us know now and hence- 
forth whether it iscivil service executed to turn outall the office-holders 
on one side of the Capitol and civil service violated to turn out one on 


tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution. 

Mr. BECK. I did not hear the first part of the remarks of the Sen- 
ator from Virginia in reference to something I had done. When acol- 
ored laborer had been dismissed as I thought wrongfully I deemed it 
my duty to replace him if I could, but I found I could not doit, and I 
abandoned the effort. Beyond that I know nothing Ihave done. But 
I should like to see thisresolution in print. Ido not know what right 
we have to interfere with the House of Representatives. I donotthink 
it comes with.good grace to ask them to do anything they do not want. 
to do themselves; but by to-morrow morning I may ene pà my mind. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being e, the resolu-- 
tion lies over and will be printed. 

COMMITTEE CLERKS. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I offer the following resolution, and 
ask for its present consideration: 
1 er Tabia Money be and they are hereb Se eaatocmpins nore ae: 

* 4 o; , who- 

= eee a the same per incl ES ONEAN es the session committee clerks. 
o! comm: 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
mean that each committee may have a clerk? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Each a clerk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be modified ac- 
cordingly. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The resolution was prepared by the 
financial clerk of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the resolution as 
modified. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


PAY OF POSTMASTERS. 


Mr. VOORHEES. On the 29th of January I offered a resolution 
calling on the Postmaster-General to report to the Senate the cause or 
causes of delay, if-any, in the adjustment of the salaries and pay of 

ters under the act of March 3, 1883. I understand the infor- 
mation has been furnished, and I ask that the communication in re- 
sponse to that resolution be read. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana asks 
unanimous consent that Executive Document No. 87, being a letter 
from the Postmaster-General, transmitted to the Senate on the 31st of 
January, be read. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, 
The Chief Clerk reads as follows: 
Post-Orrice DEPARTMENT, 


OFFICE oF THE PosTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., January 31, 1884. 


Sir: In x ag to Senate resolution, as follows: 

“ Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be directed to report to the Senate 
the cause or causes of delay, if any, in theadjustment of the salaries and pay of 
postmasters under the act of Congress of March 3, 1883, and whether in his 
opinion any further legislation is necessary on this subject ”— 


First. That upon consideration of the act of March 3, 1883, in connection with 
the acts of July 1, 1864, and the proviso- to the act of June 12, 1866, a doubt arose 
in my mind as to the proper construction of the act referred to in the resolution. 
In order that I might be properly, advised, the matter was, on the 25th day of 
AT 1883, referred to the Attorney-General, where it is still pending. This 
is cause of delay in the adjustment referred to. 

Second, In crs Sere to that portion of the resolution asking if in my opinion 
any further legislation is necessary, I have to say that until Iam advised by the 
Attorney-General as to the perpar construction to be placed on the act under 
consideration I shall be unable to report to your honorable body what, if any, 
additional legislation is necessary. 

Very respectfully, 


Hon. GEORGE F, EDMUNDS, 

of the Senate. 
Mr. VOORHEES. In view of the fact stated in that communication 
of the Postmaster-General I offer the following resolution, and ask for 
its present consideration: 
, That the Attorney-General of the United States be directed to report 


Resolved, 
to the Senate the cause or causes of delay, if any, on the part of the Department 
the Postmaste neral as to the proper construction of 


W. Q. GRESHAM, Postmaster-General. 


question of proper co. 
master-General to the Attorney-General on the 25th of August, 1883, and no an- 
swer having yet been made thereto 


Mr. SHERMAN. It seems to me rather an unusual proceeding for 
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us to seek to enforce an answer by one head of Department to another 
head of Department. If the Senator desired any information from the 
Attorney-General himself in behalf of the Senate F would not object 
to such a resolution. 

Mr. VOORHEES. The Senator from Ohio is misapprehending the 
scope of this resolution. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think it had better lie over and be printed. Per- 
haps I am mistaken about it. s 

Mr. VOORHEES. I wish to make a statement in connection with 
it before it goes over. 

On the 3d of March last we passed a law which affects yaua 
sands of persons who have heretofore been postmasters jar Servi 
of the United States, for the purpose of adjusting their pay and Gainey. 
It. clothed the Postmaster. as we su with power to do 
what wedesired done. It seems that he difficulty on the subject, 
and on the 25th day of last At he referred the matter to the At- 
torney-General for his legal opinion. He sought the advice of the De- 
partment of Justice. That is now almost six months ago. 

Some ten days ago, my attention being called to this strange neglect, 
I offered a resolution, which has been read here and which has been 
answered by the Postmaster-General, calling upon that officer for in- 
formation why this delay had occurred, and he has answered here in 
the hearing of the Senate that it has occurred because nearly six months 
ago, giving the date as the 25th of August, he asked the legal advice of 
the Attorney-General as to the proper construction of the act of March 
3, 1883, and up to this time he has received no answer, and he states 
farther that whether additional legislation is required to carry out the 
popoe of Congress he can not say until he is advised by the Attorney- 

General. 


Now, I submit that there is not a Senator here but what wouldagree 
with me that we should have some information why a subject so sim- 
ple, in so brief a compass, should be held in the Department of Justice 
almost six months, delaying the settlement of accounts of thousands of 
people who need the relief which this act gives. I say to the Senator 
from Ohio that the resolution which I have offered does not refer the 

yper received from the Postmaster-General to the Attorney-General. 

had that read as the basis of the resolution which I offered calling 
for information from the Attorney-General. I had it read because it 
states the fact. I did not have it read in order to refér it, but to inform 
the Senate why this resolution ought to be immediately adopted and 
not laid over. Ifthe Senator from Ohio wants one day more of delay, 
of course he can haveit. The act of the 3d March, 1883, is nearly one 
year old, it will be one day older by the Senator’s objection, but I ap- 
prehend it will not be obstructed beyond that period. 

Mr. SHERMAN. — I find that Iam not mistaken in regard to the pur- 
port of this resolution. It is a resolution calling upon the Attorney- 
General to give us a reason why he has not answered another head of 
Department a legal question which the Postmaster-General had a right 
to put to the Attorney-General. Thatis an unusual process. Let the 
Executive Department stand on its own footing. If the Senator wants 
from the Attorney-General his opinion upon the legal question that is 
stated in these papers, and the Attorney-General fails to give the Sen- 
ator an answer to that question in a reasonable time, then I would vote 
for a second call a little more peremptory in its character; but this reso- 
lution is entirely based upon the correspondence between these two 
heads ef Departments, with which we have nothing todo. We have 
the right to call on any head of Department and ask him to send us 
any facts that we call for and his opinion on any question arising on 
those facts; but it is unusual for us to call him to account for neglect- 
ing or delaying his answer to one of his colleagues in the Cabinet. It 
might compel him in certain cases—not in this case, probably—to betray 
Cabinet secrets, Cabinet counsels. This is a mere matter between two 
Cabinet officers. Therefore I ask that the resolution lie over until to- 
morrow, and I hope that the Senator will modify the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the resolu- 
tion goes over. 

LADY FRANKLIN BAY EXPEDITION. 

Mr. HALE. I now desire to call up wer report received 
from the House of Representatives to which I alluded some time ago 
and which is on the desk. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing 
the amendment of the Senate to the joint resolution { eae 

ropriation cg the relief of Lieut. A. W. Greely and his party, f; Composta 
E known as the ly Franklin Bay expedition to the Arctic 
met, after full and free conference have been 


rag ook of Te Kad Houses on 
an ap- 
what 
ving 


Managers on the part of the Senate. 
SAM'L J. RAND. * 
W. H. CALKINS. 


Managers on the part of the House. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be placed on file. 
Mr. HALE. That is the only report that the conferees could make, 
because the representatives of the two Houses in the second conference 
entirely failed to agree. The House conferees insisted upon maintain- 
ing the attitude taken by the body which they represented. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maine desire 
that the conference rt be now considered under the rules? 

Mr. HALE. That is my desire. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will then put the ques- 
tion. Rule XXVII requires that question to be put without debate, 
so as to bring the matter before the Senate. Will the Senate now con- 
sider the report of the committee of conference ? 

Mr. HALE. I presume there will be no objection. 

The question was decided in the affirmative. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The re is before the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. Of course, Mr. President, if further is done the 
whole matter lies stranded, the bill in any form fails to become a law, 
and any further effort in this direction for the relief of the Greely party 
ceases. In order that something may come out of this I propose, not 
as ting the conference, for that is not a of its report, but 
as a member of the body, to make « motion which will test the sense of 
the Senate to-day upon this important and pressing subject-matter, and 
that is a motion that the Senate recede from its amendment. Of course 
I realize that in doing that I am renewing the same question that the 
Senate passed upon the other day; but time has , and it may be 
that the imperative duty of doing something press more strongly 
upon Senators now than then, and there are certain relations which the 
Department in charge of this expedition will have to it that may tend 
‘to throw some additional light upon the subject-matter. 

The Senate committed itself by one vote to the proposition that the 
naval force to be sent up into the northern waters for the relief of 
Lieutenant Greely and his party should be a volunteer force. That 
action was taken after discussion, and it involved the Senate taking 
the attitude that the Secretary of the Navy should have no power to 
force officers or men unwillingly into this dangerous service. I did 
not at the time sympathize with or agree in that view or vote upon it, 
but the Senate took its position, and in the conference I may say I sup- 
ported the view of the body and so joined in the report. 

Since then time, as it often does, has helped to loosen or cut this 
knot, and it is found on examination that so far as the crew is con- 
cerned—not the commissioned officers, but the crew that will be sent 
out on this expedition, if it ever sails—it will be gathered by a re-en- 
listing of men or a new enlisting of men in the Navy. The Secretary 
of the Navy does not deem it advisable under the conditions of enlist- 
ment of men in the Navy to order them to this service. I do not say 
that he believes he has not the power; but whatever question there 
may be about the nature of the contract he proposes to save all of that 
by callin for enlistments or for re-enlistments of men now in the serv- 
ice, and out of those who so offer he will select the best men offering, in 
his judgment, so that practically any Senator having any anxiety as to 
men being ordered into this service may dispossess his mind of that 
concern. So far as the officers are concerned the Secretary finds—for 
the subject has been much mooted in the American Navy, and atten- 
tion has been called to it in e rank—that there will be no difficulty 
in getting superior men of the highest qualifications, of the fitting age, 
of ‘enduring physical frame and life, whorare willing and glad to take 
charge of this expedition with all its responsibilities. 

Under these conditions it may be said that the House might as well 
have receded, and let the amendment go on, because it would not em- 
_barrass the passage of the bill or the fitting out of the expedition; and 
that is true. But this body has to deal with a co-ordinate branch of 
the Government, that takes its responsibility and looks at things from 
its own view, from its own standpoint, and we must accept results, I 
think, as we find them. The House has insisted upon its attitude on 
this general ground that from the beginning it was a remarkable expe- 
dition, where great ibility should rest on the Executive in fitting 
it out and conducting it, that the hearts and sympathies of the Ameri- 
can people are interested in its success and in everything that aids it to 
su and that all that ibility should be left with the Presi- 
dent of the United States, and renewed conferences failed to impress 
the conferees of the House with any other view. 

On these conditions, Mr. President, I shall ask again that the sense 
of the Senate be taken on my motion, which I will make before I take 
my seat, that the Senate recede from its amendment and let this bill go 
ént not that it has accomplished in terms and in form all that it 

ught; butas I have said light has come into this question by the proc- 
ess of time, and every danger that was found resting in any Senator’s 
mind is avoided, and as an actual matter of fact I ask the Senate under 
these circumstances not to let this thing hang suspended, because every 
day adds certainly to the danger of this expedition being another fail- 
ure. There is no time to spare. Each twenty-four hours is important, 
and it may be that the discussion and the time already spent have re- 
sulted in such a condition as practically and actually meets the objec- 
tions of Senators. 

And so, for these reasons, Mr. Presiden 


ot wishing to take up more 
of thetime of the Senate, I move that the ite recede from its amend- 
ment. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks it to be his duty 
to state’that it seems to him that this question is not regularly before 
the Senate. The Senate asked for a conference. The House of Repre- 
sentativesgrantedit. Thepapers, according to the parliamentary course, 
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by unanimous consent, as the Chair without some direction of the 
Senate has nothing to lay before the body. The Senator from Maine. 

Mr, HALE. The Secretary of War and the Secretary of the Navy, 
in view of the necessity for securing proper vessels suitable for this 
service, have, on their own part, personally taken the responsibility, 
which they do not claim in any way that the Government is bound to 
assume, of securing one of the vessels for this service, if it is ever pro- 
vided for by Congress, If it is not, they have the responsibility upon 
themselves. They have gone further as to another vessel, and have 
made such arrangements to secure her thatif this measure passes, or if 
any measure passes justifying and authorizing the expedition, they will 
accept it. But I can inform the Senator from Kansas and the body that 
the Government has not been committed. Neither the Secretary of 
War nor the Secretary of the Navy proposes to commit the Government 
without due authority. : 

I may say that the class of ships suitable for this onerous, dangerous 
service isa smallone. There are only a few in the world. The New- 
foundland and Scotch sealers or whalers furnish the only ships that by 
their structure are fitted for this dangerous work, and they are already 
getting in condition and fitting out and ready to start on their danger- 
ous business for the year. They go very early in order to be up there 
in due season, and if they are once fitted out and have left their ports, 
whether at Halifax, or Newfoundland Island, òr at Dundee, or wher- 
ever they may be found, the year is gone; they cannot be reached. On 
this condition, under these circumstances, that which I havestated has 
been done. 

As to the parliamentary condition of this measure and the report ac- 
companying it, whether the House has done what it should have done 
in not adopting a motion to insist, the bill has come here at any rate; 
and it seems to me that there ought to be a way by which the Senate 
can agree to take some action upon it, so that it may be known what 
its,attitude is. As a Senator on my right suggests to me, if Lieutenant 
Greely is to be left to perish, with his followers, I hope they may die in 
a parliamentary manner, so that it shall be satisfactory, so that no ques- 
tion may be raised as to their violating any rule. 

I ask unanimous consent that the te consider the bill which is 
upon the desk of the Secretary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair does not conceive that he 
has any authority on account of the stress of the circumstances to 
violate the rules and orders of the Senate without unanimous consent. 

Mr. HALE. That is what I am asking. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Therefore the Chair felt it to be his 
duty to state to the Senate the attitude of the bill. The Senator from 
Maine now asks unanimous consent that he may move that the Senate 
recede from its amendment. Is there objection ? 

Mr. INGALLS. For the present I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas objects. 

Mr. HALE. I will take the opinion of the Chair upon the question: 
Would it be in order for me now, wherever the bill and the report of 
the conference may be actually, to move for a new conference, with in- 
structions to recede from the Senate amendment? . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion, as has been 
often decided in this body and elsewhere, that it is impossible to make 
any motion respecting a bill or amendment pending between the two 
Houses unless the body in which the motion is made has possession of 
the bill in the regular way. Therefore, if this bill had not been sent 
here (as it has not been, as the Chair thinks) from the House of Repre- 
sentatives by its messenger, the Senator from Maine could not make his 
report from the committee of conference and ask any action upon it 
whatever, because the measure is not in the possession of the Senate. 

Mr. BUTLER. If itis in order, I move that a message be sent to the 
House of Representatives requesting that body to return the bill to the 
Senate. 


were returned on the disagreement to the House of Representatives. 

. The report of the committee of conference is not a recommendation to 
either House, but simply a statement of the fact that they were unable 
to agree. The bill was in the possession of the House of Representa- 
tives for its action on the amendment of the Senate. The House has 
taken no action on the amendment of the Senate, either insisting upon 
its disagreement or adhering to its disagreement or receding from its 
disagreement, but has sent the bill back with a message that it concurs 
in the report of the conference committee, the conference committee's 
report being that nothing has been done; but the bill is here on the 
table, and the Chair—— 

Mr. HALE. I recognized that point myself when the bill came 
over, although I have, of course, very little practice in and knowledge 
of the parliamentary rules applicable in this body. It seems to me 
that in the emergency—as the Senate has voted and has agreed to con- 
sider the bill, so that it is now before the Senate—we may very well and 
very reasonably waive any point as to the action of the House; andif 
the Senate does vote to recede, I take it that then the original bill will 
become a law. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The message of the House of Rep- 
resentatives does not inform the Senate that it returns the bill to the 
Senate, but simply informs the Senate that it has concurred in the re- 
port of the conference committee, which report is that the committee 
were unable to agree. The Clerk brought the bill with this resolution 
of the House of Representatives, so that the bill is bodily here. 

Mr. HALE. The Clerk brought the billin a f manner and 
delivered it with the message, and it was received by the Senate, So 
it seems to me that the Senate has considered, or may well fittingly 
consider, that it has waived the ee undoubtedly a good one, that has 
been suggested by the Chair. I think we may proceed in this matter, 
waiving the point. 

Mr. BUTLER. I would suggest to my friend from Maine that by 
unanimous consent we might take the bill up. 

Mr. INGALLS. That you will not get. 

Mr. HOAR. Has not the Senate voted to consider it? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The difficulty with the Chair is that 
in point of parliamentary law and regular proceeding this bill is not be- 
fore the Senate although the Clerk of the House brought it here. 
Sane BUTLER. Where is it, Mr. President, if it is not before the 

te? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It isin the parliamentary possession 
of the House of Representatives, the Chair thinks, although it is bodily 
in the Senate Chamber. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, the position taken by the Chair is un- 
doubtedly correct. The bill is not in the possession of the Senate, and 
can not, therefore, be made the subject of a motion. The bill is, as a 
parliamentary proposition, in the possession of the House of Represent- 
atives, and the fact that it was manually brought here by the Clerk 
does not place it in a position upon our Calendar where it is subject to 
action by this body. The Senator from Maine could undoubtedly ask 
an expression of the Senate upon the question whether it would recede 
or insist upon its amendment; but then the only parliamentary pro- 
cedure would be to ask for another committee of conference, when 
the conferees, considering themselves instructed, could agree with the 
House to recede from the Senate amendment. 

But there is one other observation that I desire to make in connec- 
tion with what the Senator from Maine has stated. We have heard 
repeatedly as an argument why this bill should be acted upon that 
there was an emergency; that it was imperatively necessary, in view of 
the emergency, that this unlimited discretion should be given to the 
Secretary of the Navy and the President to dispatch an expedition in 
search of the lost survivors of the Greely expedition. I saw not long 
since, within two days, in the telegraphic announcements in the pub- 
lic press, that 4 British bark had already been purchased by the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, and that the command of the expedition had been 
tendered to one or two gentlemen whose names have escaped me. If 
the Secretary of the Navy, in advance of the action of Congress, after 
the declaration of the Senate that the bill should be amended, and be- 
fore there had been any agreement between the two Houses, has taken 
the responsibility of purchasing a British bark for the purpose of en- 
gaging in this expedition, and has tendered the command of this fleet 
to any officer of the Navy or any person employed in the merchant 
marine, I think there is an emergency, one that requires very serious 
consideration. Inasmuch as these statements have been made—I do 
not know whether they are correct or incorrect—it appears to me that 
before, in the presence of this emergency, we are to vote upon the ques- 

- tion whether we shall recede or insist upon our amendment we had 
better have a little information. If the action of Congress is not nec- 
essary at all; if fleets are to be purchased and expeditions organized 
while measures are undetermined, then it is a matter for consideration 
whether there is not, as the Senator from Maine says, an emergency 
that we should take into consideration. I do not know whether these 
allegations are true or not; but I should like to know whether there | is 
is any foundation for the report. 

Mr. HALE. The Secretary of War—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This debate is proceeding of course 


Mr. HALE. Let us proceed so as not to meet with new objeetions. 
Suppose the House sends the bill in form, and its Clerk appears and 
announces that as the opa, of that body he brings here the actual 
measure; can the Senate proceed unless the House has in addition 
to its present action taken some vote indicating its position upon the 
bill and the controversy upon it? 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senate can recommit it. The Senate can pass 
the bill as it came from the House without amendment, I take it. 

Mr. HALE. Then, asI understand, the only point now to be avoided 
which has been raised by the method of the House’s action is to receive 
the bill in form from the House. y 

Mr. BUTLER. I submit that motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from South Caro- 
lina repeat his motion? 

Mr. BUTLER. I move that a message be sent to the House of Rep- 
resentatives requesting them to return to the Senate the bill now on the 
desk of the Secretary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. To transmit it? 

Mr. BUTLER. To transmit, or whatever the parlimentary language 


‘Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from Maine has repeatedly endeavored 
to enforce upon the Senate the idea that every moment was precious, 
and that lives might be periled by delay. TheSenator from Maine knows 
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better than anybody else that no expedition for the relief of this party 
in the Polar Sea can be dispatched from our coast with any possibility 
of success earlier than May next. Therefore when he endeavors to 
impress upon the body that we are trifling with human life, that there 
are great interests involved which are moved by considerations of hu- 
manity, he is saying what is not borne out by the facts. There was 
ample time and there is ample time now, instead of p ing British 
barks, to build the necessary ships here in the United States to send 
forward properly armored and equipped with everything necessary for a 
successful search after the Greely party. 

I do not understand what is the hidden motive of this continual at- 
temptto make itappear here that we must act speedily, instantaneously, 
without consideration, without any examination of the measure that is 
brought before us, or else these lives may be sacrificed. They can not 
be reached by any expedition that can leave these shores earlier than 
May next. 

There is one other matter in connection with this business, and it is 
germane to the question before the Senate as to what action should be 
taken. I donot understand that the Secretary of the Navy or any other 
executive officer, after measures have been reported by both Houses, 
has the right to appear and offer suggestions in his official capacity as 
to what action shall be taken by conference committees of either House 
of Congress. Iam told, I have seen in a publication that is authorized 
by Congress, that the Secretary of the Navy addressed a communication 
to the conferees on the part of the House of Representatives directing 
them not to agree to the amendment offered by the Senate, because it 
would imperil the success of this enterprise. I think that the Secre- 
tary of the Navy departed from his functions when he assumed to dic- 
tate to either House of Congress what action they should take after they 
had deliberately expressed their opinion. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him to set his 
mind right upon that point? 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HALE. The Secretary of the Navy sent no such message. I 
can not conceive that he, with his long knowledge of public life and of 
the relations existing between the different departments of the Gov- 
ernment, could have done it. I received adispatch from him afterthe 
passage of the Senate amendment, and a dispatch to about the same 
effect was sent to the House, saying that the passage of the Senate 
amendment, the language of which he did not know, might cause em- 
barrassment. There was no attempt in any way to either domineer or 

the action of the conference committee or of the two branches 
of Congress which that committee represented. This same thing was 
referred to the other day. I know that the report was about that the 
Secretary of the Navy had sought to influence and prevent an agree- 
ment, but there is nothing in the facts to bear that out; and I am very 
glad to correct the Senator from Kansas upon this matter. 

Mr. INGALLS. I read the proceedings in the House of Representa- 
tives as reported in the RECORD. The chairman of the House Com- 

, mittee on Appropriations, in presenting his report, submitted a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Navy bearing upon this subject 
as a reason why the House should not concur in the amendment that 
was agreed to by the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. Was not that proper? The Senator’s statement now 
is very different from what it was a few moments ago. 

Mr. INGALLS. Isay that communication was not within his legit- 
imate functions; that he had no right to appear when this matter was 
before a committee of conference and lend the weight of his official in- 
fluence to the conferees on the part of the House to prevent the accept- 
ance of an amendment agreed to by the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. Why not? 

Mr. INGALLS. It was an impertinent intrusion. 

Mr. HALE. Why? 

Mr. INGALLS. It was an invasion of the proper domain of legisla- 
tion. 

Mr. HALE, The committees of both branches in preparing the bill 
and in the consideration of it from time to time had requested the pres- 
ence of the Secretary of War and the Secretary of the Navy. Each of 
those officers had appeared and had given his views, and stood ready at 
any time to give his views. 

Mr. INGALLS. That was right. 

Mr. HALE. It is impossible to consider a subject of this kind with- 
out conference with the heads of Departments. 

Mr. INGALLS. That was undoubtedly correct. 

Mr. HALE. There was nothing further done except in the continua- 
tion of the conferences that had already taken place between the Depart- 
ment officers and the committees having this matter in charge; and there 
never was the slightest pretense or desire manifested on the part of the 
Secretary of the Navy or the Secretary of War in any way to influence 
this matter. 

Mr. INGALLS. Thechairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
in the House w. submitting the report to that body reported the 


communication of the Secretary of the Navy as a reason why the amend- 
ment of the Senate should not be to. Further than that, he in- 
sisted upon the floor of the House it should be rejected because, as 


he said, he wanted to throw the entire responsibility for the success or 


failure of this expedition upon the Presidentof the United States. That 
was the reason alleged in the House of Representatives why this amend- . 
ment should not be concurred in; and the Senator from Maine co-eper- 

ates with the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations in the House 

of Representatives in theattemptto prevent all amendment to this bill 

for the purpose of throwing the entire responsibility—and‘I use his lan- 

guage—for the success or failure of the expedition upon the President of 
the United States. 

Mr. HALE. ‘I did not even vote against this amendment, which 
was proposed by the Senator from Delaware [Mr. SAvLsBuRY]. It 
struck me when it was offered that it might be a good thing. It came 
up at the close of the discussion, and I did not call for a division or for- 
the yeas and nays upon it. There has been no attempt anywhere to do 
an unfitting or an unseemly thing. The House sent this measure here 
and gave a an almost unexampled discretion, which it thought 
wise under the exigency, to the President of the United States. I am 
attempting as fast as it is possible to get something or other through 
that shall start this ition. 

Mr. INGALLS. In May next. 

Mr. HALE. Yes; and so far as that goes, the Senator himself must 
know enough about vessels and ships and ordinary maritime employ- 
ments to know that you can not the moment one of these ships comes 
here, bare, empty, turn her head about and set her prow to the northern 
seas without weeks and weeks of delay. There is examination to be 
made, trial to be made, she is to be filled up and fitted, and it is a slow 
work. Itis not like an ordinary cruise of sixty days to some well- 
known port of the world, but there has got to be time. 

So far as the point suggested by the Senator that new ships might 
have been built here is concerned, I would have been very glad if these 
ships could have been built in this country; but with the necessity 
that the expedition should start at an early date, take the time men- 
tioned by the Senator from Kansas, neither the War nor the Navy De- 
partment dared to risk building a new ship here, because if anything 
happened in the middle of the building, if a fire broke out and it was 
destroyed, the season would have been gone. If a new ship was built 
and if on trial she proved to be faulty, there would be no time to 
her or to change her model and plan. The Newfoundland sealers and 
the Dundee whalers have been tried and found not wanting, and they 
do not need the trial trip that a newship needs. The board of inquiry 
that sat upon this subject called by the of War considered 
this very question, and decided that it was not safe under this emer- 
gency to risk the building of the ships here. All along, at every stage 
of this matter, I have found that the Departments have proceeded care- 
fully, cautiously, wisely, and the House of Representatives has said 
that under those conditions it will trust them with the responsibility. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair may be permitted to sug- 
gest in respect to the embarrassment about the consideration of the sub- 
ject, that the regular thing to do would be to return the bill to the House 
of Representatives with the statement that the Senate is unable regularly 
to consider the matter which is pending between the two Houses until 
the House shall have acted again on the amendment of the Senate. 
That would enable the House of Representatives, having the proper pos- 
session of the bill, as it has now by parliamentary law, either to again 
insist upon its disagreement to the amendment or to recede from its dis- 

ent. 

Mr. HALE. I want to do what will expedite the matter most. 
What was the motion? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. ‘The motion of the Senator from South 
Carolina was that the House of Representatives be requested to trans- 
mit the bill to the Senate, it having been actually transmitted and sup- 
posed to be here under such transmittal at this moment. Then the 
Chair thinks that the only question could be, the House not having 
acted upon the last disagreement, a motion to reconsider the insistance 
of the Senate on its amendment. The time has gone by under the 
rule, if anybody objects, to make that motion. Therefore, the Chair 
would be again embarrassed, if the point were raised, in the Senate 
reaching the question whether it ought to recede or not. So the Chair 
thinks the only regular way (and the whole difficulty has undoubt- 
edly arisen upon the fact that the bill was transmitted to the Senate 


| without any action of the House upon the amendment at all) is to re- 


turn the bill to the House with an explanation of the circumstances, and 
the House can then act upon the Senate amendment, either Saige 
from their disagreement or insisting upon it. Then the question wi 
be whether the Senate will recede. There is no difficulty in doing it _ 
in that way, the Chair thinks. 

Mr. HALE. I do not know any other way, and yet I dislike to run 
the risk of getting the measure into a condition wheré either body will 
consider that it is being followed too closely upon technicalities, and 
get a feeling up and decline to do anything. I do not know that any- 
thing better than the suggestion of the Chair can be done if we can take 
no action now except by unanimous consentand the Senator from Kan- 
sas will not give his consent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will entertain the motion 
of the Senator from South Carolina, but the Chair felt it due to suggest 
that when the bill should be thus returned another difficulty might 
present itself if any Senator then raised the question. 


1884. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


983 


Mr. BUTLER. I realize the embarrassments and complications that 
my,motion might lead to if it should prevail. I would say now that I 
based that motion somewhat upon the assumption that when the bill 
was returned to the Senate we might do justas the Chair has indicated, 
that is, get unanimous consent to reconsider the action of the Senate in 
amending it, although the two days had elapsed. Of course it would 
require unanimous consent. In that view of the question perhaps it 
would be the safest and most expeditious thing for me, as a friend of 
the-bill, to withdraw my motion, so as to carry out the suggestion of the 
Chair. I have but one purpose, and that is to try to get something done 
to relieve Lieutenant Greely and his party. I am not at all wedded to 
any particular method, and if any other can be suggested which will 
expedite the matter I am quite willing to give it my support. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is bound to suppose that 
a formal vote of the House of Representatives upon insisting on its dis- 
agreement or receding from it was had, and therefore the Chair can not 
presume to raise any issue between the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives affecting the regularity of procedure. 

Mr. BUTLER. I withdraw my motion to send a message to the 
House. . 

Mr. HALE. 'Then I move that a message be sent to the House of 
Representatives asking them to return the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thatis just thesame motion as that 
the Senator from South Carolina made, which he has withdrawn. The 
motion the Chair suggested, if he may be permitted, is that the bill, as 
it is bodily here and brought here by the Clerk of the House, be returned 
to the House with the statement that the House not appearing to have 
voted upon the amendment which was re; from the conference the 
Senateis unable toact upon it underitsrules. That leaves the measure 
in the possession of the House of Representatives, and a motion to recede 
from the di ent or to insist upon the disagreement and return 
the bill to the Senate, which is of course perfectly in order, will disen- 
tangle the difficulty. 

Mr. HALE. - Then a motion to return the joint resolution to the 
House with a message stating that the Senate cannot take action upon 
it, as the House has not indicated its position upon the pending amend- 
ment, would meet the case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Or the Chair would suggest another 
course, which would be perhaps still better, that is, an informal com- 
munication to the Speaker of this accidental omission, when undoubt- 
edly the Clerk wonld take the bill again and the House would take the 
proper action without any formal message. 

Mr. INGALLS. Does not the Chair overlook the important fact that 
the House of Representatives concurred in the report? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. But the report unhappily is only a 
report that there is no agreement. 

Mr. INGALLS. That does not change the fact that it is a report. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Itisareport that they have di 
Therefore in voting to concur in that report they have voted that the com- 
mittee of conference has = gon. That is all there is in it. 

Mr. INGALLS. That is the end of it, in a parliamentary sense. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is the end of it until the House 
again acts on the amendment of the Senate. The want of action there 
iis what makes the difficulty. 

Mr. INGALLS. Then sending for the bill will do no good so far as 
the solution of this problem is concerned. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. When the bill is once again in pos- 
‘session of the House of Representatives in fact, as it is in law now, it 
is competent, as the Chair supposes in that body as in all parliament- 
-ary bodies, for it to act upon the question of disagreement and insist 
mpon its disagreement to the Senate amendment. 

Mr. INGALLS. That is very true, but the bill is there now in law. 

Mr. HALE. The bill is already here actually, and I think the last 
suggestion of the Chair is the best way out of the difficulty, that an in- 
formal message be sent to the Speaker by the President of the Senate, 
and then the House naturally will take action upon the single matter in 


issue. 

Mr. INGALLS. That is a matter between the President of the Sen- 
ate and the Speaker, a private matter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. I thinkif the Senate will consent to 
‘have the matter laid aside for further action, undoubtedly the simplest 
Bal would be an informal communication to the presiding officer of the 

ouse. 

Mr. HALE. I think that is the better way. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Clerk will come and take the 
kr a the House will take a formal vote, which will untie the whole 
difficulty. 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly it would all have been saved if when the 
‘chairman of the Committee on Appropriations presented the reportand 
‘it was read he had moved its adoption or had moved that the House 
insist on its amendment and then adopted the report. That would have 
‘brought everything here. 

Mr. HOAR. May I inquire for information how the bill came to the 


‘Senate? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill was brought here by the 
Clerk of the House of Representativesin a message which read; ‘‘The 


House concurs in the report of the committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the joint resolution,’’ giving its 
title, and it stopped there. The report of that concurrence is on the 
back of the joint resolution, which regularly never passes from one 
House to the other but which is always made in duplicate. The report 
is simply that the conferees met and were unable to agree. 

Mr. HOAR. My difficulty is this: Suppose it be true that the House, 


as a matter of parliamentary p had also reaffirmed its action 
on the amendment or dealt with the amendment in some other way, 
still, the joint resolution having been sent by the House to the Senate 
and received by the Senate into its custody, how can the Clerk of the 
House, on a private message, take that document away on the ground 
of an informal action of the House without some vote of the Dénsia 
like that suggested by the Senator from South Carolina ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The only answer the Chair can make 
is that the resolution of the House which the Clerk brought to the 
Senate does not inform us that it has taken any action on the bill or 
that it sends the bill. 

Mr. HALE. Is there any record anywhere that the bill has been 
received or is in the custody of the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro The Chair does not know that there 
is. The Journal should only properly show of course the message of 
the House of Representatives, which is spread on the Journal. 

Mr.. HALE. So that apart from the actual material presence of the 
written bill on the Secretary’s desk there is nothing to show that it is 
not now lodged in the custody of the House? d 

The PRESIDENT pro . That is so. 

Mr. H I take it the Chair is proceeding on that supposition; I 
am at any rate in accepting the suggestion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The same question the Chair thinks 
has arisen in the last ten or fifteen years between the two bodies, and 
there was no difficulty of course when an explanation was made in 
setting the matter right. 

Mr. HALE. Then I ask that the matter be laid aside for the present. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to ask a question. Could the Senate have 
acted on the report unless the bill had been returned to the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate could not. 

Mr. CONGER. Then the bill is here as a necessary part of that re- 
port, and it was sent here by the House for the action of the Senate 


upon its ee 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. But under the constant law of con- 
ferences, the Senate conferees left the papers with the House conferees. 
The House conferees returned the bill with the amendment to the House 
of Representatives when they reported that the conference was unable to 
agree. That left the bill in the possession of the House of Representa- 
tives, exactly as if there had not been any conference at all, for its 
action. 3 

Mr. CONGER. But by some law, parliamentary or otherwise, cer- 
tainly that report without the bill would have left the Senate without 
any power to act even upon the report. By some law there was a ne- 
cessity that the measure should be here in possession of the Senate, and 
it was properly announced by the Clerk that it was sent to the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill could only come to the Sen- 
ate after the House had acted upon it like any other bill which has 
passed one House and been sent to the other and returned with or with- 
out amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. Does it not follow, if that be correct, that this whole 
matter is out of order; that the Senator from Maine had no right to 
call up the and that it is not lawfully before the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That follows. 

Mr. HALE. That is only another way of stating the same thing. ` 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. When the Senator from Maine called 
up the report the Chair was not advised what the exact state of the 
measure was, but on looking at the report the Chair felt it to be his duty 
to state the matter to the Senate. 

Mr. INGALLS. I suggest as one practical solution of the difficulty 
to the Senator from Maine, that if he will consent to the passage of a bill 
in which the amount of the appropriation shall be limited to $500,000, 
or $1,000,000, as he may suggest, and which shall provide that the ex- 
pedition shall be under the command of volunteers, we can undoubtedly 
pass it in this body in fifteen minutes and send it over to the other 
Honse and settle the matter. 

Mr. HALE. That does not relieve us from the difficulty with refer- 
ence to this particular subject-matter. We have got to deal with the 
House of Representatives. It has passed the bill and it may well take . 
its attitude that until all legal forms have been passed through both by 
that body and this and there is final action upon the measure, it will 
not consider any other. I would be willing to do that, but I can see 
the very trouble that we may reach. I think the easiest way now is to 
take the suggestion of the Chair, and let this matter be passed over for 
the present and let the informal communication be made and thedbill 
returned, and at any rate see what comes out of it. Then if the House 
of Representatives insists that it has done everything that it can or 
will do and that the Senate ought to have acted here, if the Senate is 
finical in the point raised between the two bodies, we may proceed to 
original action ourselves, But I do not want to see that done until 
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every opportunity is taken advantage of to bring the two Houses to 
some action on this measure. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair does not imagine that 
there will be any difficulty in disposing of it if the matter is laid aside. 
The point of the Senator from usetts is well taken that there 
is strictly nothing before the Senate. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the unfinished business of yesterday’s sitting. 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 
On motion of Mr. RANSOM it was 
Ordered, That when the Senate adjourns to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 
PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 19) to provide for ascertaining and settling private 
land claims in certain States and Territories, the pending question be- 
ing on the amendment of Mr. Bowen to the amendment of Mr. CONGER 
as a substitute for the bill. 

Mr. BAYARD. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. BowEn] has the 
floor and is about to submit some remarks in relation to the substitute 
offered by him. Before that is done I desire again to submit to the 
Senate the proposition that debate upon the measure, which has now 
been before the Senate for a week, shall close at4 o'clock to-day. I 
would ask that, with the und ing that ten minutes of time before 
the close of the debate be allowed to the Senator in charge of the bill, 
myself, to answer what may have been urged in favor of these new 

ropositions. I trust that arrangement will be satisfactory to all mem- 
of the Senate. ? . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harris in the chair). Will the 
Senator from Delaware restate his proposition ? 

Mr. BAYARD. I will restate the proposition, to which I ask the 
unanimous approval of the Senate. It is that debate upon this measure 
shall close at 4 o’clock, prior to which time ten minutes be allowed to 
me to reply to the arguments which may have been made in favor of 
the pending substitutes for the measure in debate. K 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the proposition 
of the Senator from Delaware, that general debate upon the bill be 
closed at 4 o’clock, allowing to that Senator ten minutes before 4 to 
answer such arguments as may have been made? 

Mr. INGALLS. If that ion had been made yesterday I think 
it would have been just, and it might probably have been agreed to. 

Mr. BAYARD. I did make it yesterday. 

Mt. INGALLS. But last evening practically two new bills were of- 
fered as substitutes for the measure, ing an entire change of the 
whole method in the bill, and the Senator from Colorado has 
the floor. It would be unjust to limit him as to the amount of time 
he may occupy, and there will then remain a little over an hour in all 
in which to debate these measures. 

Mr. BAYARD. The Senator from Kansas was not in the Senate 
possibly when I submitted the ee yesterday and it was ob- 
jected to by a Senator who has offered one of the substitutes by way of 
amendment; but to-day it was upon consultation with the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. BowEN] and also the Senator from Michigan [Mr. 
CONGER] that I submitted the proposition again. I will extend the time 
until past 4 if the Senator thinks that will be more satisfactory. 

Mr. INGALLS. It seems to me, when we are to have two entirely 
new propositions upon this matter, involving an entire change of ad- 
ministration, it would be hardly fair to the friends of those measures 
to ask that the debate should be limited to a little over an hour. 

Mr. BAYARD. The ion was made after consultation with 
both of them. I will extend the time then until half past 4, and ask 
the Senate toassent to that. I propose to make the time for closing the 
debate half past 4, with the reservation of ten minutes for myself. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Isthere objection to the proposition of 
the Senator from Delaware that debate upon the bill close at half 

4, allowing that Senator ten minutes to conclude? 

Mr. CONGER. I have reason to believe and hope that the Senate 
may close the debate at that time, but I am unwilling that there shall 
be ten minutes given with no opportunity to reply. I think perhaps 
it is as improper for that to be asked on one side as on the other. I 
think the debate had better go on without a limitation. As far as I am 
concerned myself I do not know now that I shall wish to occupy any 
time in remarks upon the substitute which I have submitted—perhaps 
not—but I think we can reach a determination of the discussion better 
by letting the debate go on without limit. Therefore I object. 

* The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposition, the Chair under- 
stands, is objected to by the Senator from Michigan. The Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. Bown ] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BOWEN. Mr. President, the remarks which I desire to submit 
will occupy but a few moments. I have submitted this amendment 
pontja SP people of the State of Colorado are vitally interested in the 
qu ; not for the purpose of antagonizing the bill before the Senate, 
but for the purpose of making my own record right upon the question. 

After the great scope which this debate has taken, and the evident 
thought and attention which Senators have given to questions involved 
in the pending legislation, I should hesitate to announce my views 
were it not for the fact that the State of Colorado, which I in part rep- 
resent here, gets its full share of the legacy bequeathed to the Govern- 


ment by the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo. These excrescences upon 
our general land system, however much they may impair the symmetry 
of that system, must nevertheless be recognized, cared for, and directed. 

I take it for granted that no Senator, especially the gentleman who 
has evidently given great attention to the questions involved—I refer to 
the author of the bill—nor the Senator who has with so much ability, 
and I must say patience, kept charge of the bill on this floor, has any 
pride of opinion in this matter, but on the other hand are seeking for 
what is the best, most adequate, and proper remedy under all the 
circumstances. 

Agreeing as I do with the plan of the bill which enables claimants 
to go into the courts in all these and kindred matters, I have ventured. 
to propose the general amendment which I have, and upon which I am 
willing to rest my own record rather than to propose amendments to. 
the several sections of the bill, which latter course would have drawn 
me into the general debate, which I did not desire. 

The theory of my amendment is— 

First. That nothing is necessary except to enlarge the scope of a bill 
in equity to quiet title, to the end that all questions necessary to be de- 
termined may be put in issue. . 

Second. That no special practice shall be created for this class of cases, 
but, on the other hand, to proceed according to the usual rules and 
practice in courts of equity. i 

Third. That the necessary legislative permission be given to enable- 
claimants to make the United States a party to the litigation. 

I admit that the amendment I have offered reaches cases not contem- 
plated by the original bill; such was my intention when I prepared it; 
and I shall now proceed to consider the bill and the amendment together, 
with the hope that whatever is done shall be done so that no unnecessary 
questions of construction are left to impair the efficacy of the measure- 
nor to impede proceedings thereunder. 

The first objection which I desire to urge against the bill is that it 
creates a new practice when no such thing is necessary. The old rules. 
and practice in courts of equity are certainly the best methods for con-- 
ducting these proceedings. By the first section of my proposed substi-- 
tute I have enlarged the scope of the ordinary bill in equity, and I 
have done so for the purpose of allowing the claimants to raise and to- 
put in issue every question which ought to be determined in the settle- 
ment of these and kindred causes. The ordinary bill to quiet titles 
does not suffice to meet the questions which are covered by my amend- 
ment; and I thought that without impairing or interfering with the- 
usual and custo practice, which I believe to be the best, I could 
enlarge the scope of the bill to the end that the extent and boundaries 
of claims could be fixed and determined and that the nature of the 
title could be ascertained in the same case. 

I believed when I prepared the amendment that this was better than 
the bill which has been under consideration, and whatever may he the 
result of this matter when the vote of the Senate is taken, will never- 
theless maintain the same position. I shall believe that the short and 
easy way to determine this matter is by a bill in equity, and I have 
enlarged the scope of such a bill by the first section of the amendment 
which I have proposed in order that all necessary questions may be put. 
in issue and determined at the hearing. 

The second section of my substitute provides that the cases shall be: 
tried according to the ordinary rules and practice in courts of equity. 
I apprehend that there is no lawyer on this floor or elsewhere who will 
say that this method can be improved upon. I am not prepared to, 
hold up the bill reported by the committee on one side and the ordi- _ 
nary rules of practice and procedure in courts of equity on the other- 
hand and point out wherein the practice laid down by the first few. 
sections of the bill introduced by the Senator from Vermont are not: 
declaratory of the practice as it now exists. I do not feel that we are 
called upon to determine that question. I do not believe that we- 
ought to be called upon to determine it. The Congress of the Unitedi 
States has no time to consider the question as to whether this is an act 
declaratory of what the practice now is or whether itis not. I do not 
believe that the necessary attention will be given to the question to en- 
able us to make an intelligent decision upon this point. Therefore, in. 
the second section of my substitute, I provide that the proceedings shall: 
go on asthey would do inother cases. There is no reason why we should, 
have a special practice provided for these cases. The old rules have 
been ample for all the purposes of litigation. I see no reason why we- 
should create new ones for the class of cases mentioned in the bill nor- 
the class of cases mentioned in my amendment. 

In the third section of the amendment the mode and manner of ap- 
peal is provided for. I was very much pleased to hear the suggestions- 
of the Senator from Vermont upon the dangers likely to arise in these- 
cases. In the bill it is provided that the district attorney of the United 
States shall appeal these cases unless otherwise ordered by the Attorney 
General, and we understand that an appeal in equity brings the law 
and the facts before the Supreme Court of the United States. 

Mr. MAHONE. So far as contained in the record. 

Mr. BOWEN. Of course there can be no facts considered on an ap- 

other than those put in issue and contained in the record. That 
is what I mean; but very danger which has been referred to upon. 
this point is possible in this litigation under the bill reported by the 
committee, when I do not believe that it ought to be even a remote pos~ 
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sibility. I do not believe thatthe opportunity should be permitted for 
adistrict attorney of the United States nor forthe Attorney-General him- 
self to determine whether an appeal should be taken or not. They are 
cases in which the Government is as vitally interested as the claimant, 
and no one man should have the power to prevent an appeal from the 
decrees of the lower courts. 

I wish to call the attention of the Senate for a moment to a decision 
of Judge Field, then a circuit judge of the United States in California 
and now a judge of the Supreme Court. In my opinion he is the ablest 
land judge not only in the United States but in the world, because he 
seems to comprehend piae Sato! in the determination of land 
titles. Here is what he says about the powers and duties of the At- 
torney-General. Mr. Justice Field says: rs os 

i trol roceedings, wh: r 
to prosecute ait appeal or to dismiss the tame, rested exclusively with the At- 
torney-General; and the propriety or legality of his action in oe di yt was not 
the subject of review by any tribunal, and it could only be rey by the ap- 
pellate court upon his own application, In coming to a determination on the 
subject he was not restricted to an examination of the transcript transmitted to 
him; he could look into the archives of the former government, the reports ot 
officers previously appointed to examine into the subject of land titles in the 
State, the records of the Land Department at Washington, and any correspond- 
ence existing between Mexico andthe United States respecting the title. 

Thus it would seem that a single officer of the Government would 
have the power to determine rights to vast estates. This is not wise. 
If we are to have resort to the courts, let us be quite sure that the cases go 
to the court of last resort in all cases where the United States is a party. 

The committee who advocate this bill are attempting to put the pro- 
ceedings upon safe grounds. Thisis right. I desire to place this thing 
upon a more safe basis than the committee has placed it. By the sec- 
tion which I am proposing it is provided that when a decree has been 
made adverse to the United States, the case shall stand appealed to the 
Supreme Court of the United States, without any further action upon it 
upon the partof the district attorney of the United States or any oneelse. 

I wish these cases to stand appealed absolutely whenever a decree has 
been rendered adverse to the United States in the court of original 
jurisdiction. No person in the world can object to the adjudication by 
that august tribunal, the most intelligent court in this country, a court 
before whose decrees and decisions we all bow with reverence, and cer- 
tainly the most learned court in this country if not in the world. To 
it we look for that unerring certainty and precision which settles be- 
yond all cavil and all disputes the rights of the citizen. 

The purpose of my amendment is to make the bill better and not to 
antagonize it. 

In the fourth section it is provided that these cases shall take prece- 
dence as to time over all other civil cases in the court. I believe this 
to be right, because these are cases which involve matters of prime im- 
portance. This idea may not be adopted at first blush, but a single 
explanation will suffice to show that the idea is right. 

These cases are important to the Government and should be entitled 
to precedence on the dockets of all the courts. They should be ad- 
vanced upon the dockets not only in the courts of original jurisdiction 
but in the Supreme Court of the United States, in order that we may 
have a speedy determination of the great questions involved and that 
we may know just how much is to be left out of the surveys of public 
lands, just how much territory belongs to the Government subject to 
the operation of its general land Jaws. 

The fifth section of my proposed substitute simply refers to the mode 
and manner by which evidence of a title may be acquired from the 
United States after the decree. 

The section provides for that, and I will not stop at this time to dis- 
cuss it, because it is a matter of detail about which there is no disa- 
greement whatever. 

The sixth section saves the rights of persons who. are not parties to 
the record, That provision has been drawn with care, because there 
are other parties who might be estopped by a decree or judgment other 
than the parties to the record. Privies to a decree are just as much 
estopped as parties. The theory of this section is to save the rights of 
all who are not parties. 

Another objection to the bill reported by the committee is to that 
portion which relates to the issuance of scrip where land has been taken 
or settled upon by private parties. The scrip section is the most objec- 
tionable section inthe bill. It isa matter of history that thescrip, called, 
I believe, Sioux scrip, was overissned, and that the parties who located 
that scrip afterward came to Congress and asked fora legalization where 
titles rested in the hands of innocent parties, True it is that these par- 
ties were required to pay a dollar and a quarter an acre, which I believe 
they did, but they got the land in large quantities and were not em- 
barrassed by the homestead or pre-emption laws. The way to avert 
such things is not to issue scrip. We do not want any more of that 
kind of business if we can help it. 

In lieu of scrip I have provided what I believe to be the fairest prop- 
osition that can be adopted, and that is where lands have been actu- 
ally taken by homestead, pre-emption, or mining settlement to pay $1.25 
per acre for their agricultural lands and the price of mining lands, $2.50 
or $5 an acre, to the claimant and give them the money by the decree 
which gives the homesteader, the pre-emptor, and the miner the land 
noe: en settled and the owner of the grant his money in lieu 
of the 


The purpose of the committee seems to be to prevent the perpetration 
of frauds in the execution of this law. I say to-day it will give the 
opportunity to perpetrate more frauds than can possibly arise out of 
any other section of the bill if you allow this scrip to be issued. Fix- 
ing the Government price as the price which these claimants shall re- 
ceive is not in consonance with my own ideas about the rights of 
parties who own land under the Mexican or Spanish titles. Strictly 
speaking, these persons would be entitled to their land. If they had 
a legal and valid grant they would be entitled to the whole of it, but 
in making this exception in favor of homestead and pre-emption and 
mining claimants I believe that the Government is only doing that 
which it does in every case where it-exercises its right of eminent do- 
main and appropriates. private property to public use. This may be 
considered a roundabout way of getting at this question, but in the end 
it amounts to the same thing. F 

If the Government of the United States has taken a quarter-section 
out of a grant belonging to a claimant who has a valid title it is no 
more than the Government does whenever it exercises its right of emi- 
nent domain in any other case. Taking and selling lands belonging 
to one of these grants is virtually taking private property for public 


use. 

Section 8 of my amendment brings us to the consideration of an- 
other question. In 1854 an act of Congress was passed which directed 
parties who had claims for lands under the treaty of Guadalupe Hi- 
dalgo to take certain p ings; it pointed out a certain mode and 
manner by which they could prove their title, by which they could 
get evidence of their title. 

A paper is a mere evidence of title. The exception made in favor of 
these claimants I think is fairand just, because they have taken steps 
under the act of Congress which was passed for the purpose of allowing 
them to proceed, and it is unfair and unjust to require them to go to a 
court, beginning de noro, unless they so desire, and to adopt an entirely 
different manner of ascertaining and determining the exact rights to 
which they are entitled under their original grant. I believe that these 
cases ought to be saved for this reason: Here nearly thirty years have 
elapsed, and the act was passed, as I recollect it now, within one year 
after the final treaty was signed and agreed to at the city of Mexico. 
The treaty was adopted in 1853; the act was passed in 1854; and from 
that time to the present hour these claimants have been attempting to 
present and perfect the evidenceof their title before Congress. I think 
that the Government of the United States is great enough to stand by 
its own acts, and not now resort to a new mode of determining these 
questions to the exclusion of the mode which was pointed out by the 
Government itself as far back as the year 1854. This is all I have to 
suy upon that section. 

I believe I have said that I am not in favor of the idea of a commis- 
sion determining the question, because an adjudication by the courts is 
safer, It is safe, especially if we take my amendment and absolutely 
appeal all cases to the Supreme Court of the United States where the 
decree is adverse to theGovernment. Nothing can be better than that. 
if the proceedings are allowed to go on according to the usual practice. 
in courts of equity, free from the embarrassments always attending the: 
construction of a new practice act. 

But there are objections to this bill beyond those which I have men- 
tioned, and which I have reserved for this time because they are objec- 
tions which are insurmountable. The question as to the practice part 
of the bill may beexplained and my objections may be overcome, The 
bill may be declaratory of what the practice would be without it, but 
upon these other questions there is something which can not be explained, 
something which can not be disposed of in a manner which will be sat- 
isfactory to my mind. 

The principal remaining objection is to that provision which attempts 
to limit the grants mentioned in the bill toa certain number of leagues. 
That question has been so fully and so ably discussed that I will only 
mention it to the extent of placing myself right on the record and tosay 
that I do not believe that the Congress of the United States should at- 
tempt to usurp judicial functions. These rights, whatever they may 
be, under the Spanish and Mexican laws must be measured by those 
laws; they can not be justly or legally curtailed or limited in any way 
whatever. We might grant more, but we can take nothing away. 

I say that this is a question for judicial determination. It is a ques- 
tion that we ought not to consider in Congress. I have been surprised 
that the opponents of this part of the bill have been drawn into the 
discussion of what I conceive to be false issues, and have allowed them- 
selves to be brought to the point of di ing whether a man had a 

ight to more than eleven leagues under the Spanish or Mexican law. 
I do not believe that is a question which belongs to this foram. It has 
been the purpose of thy amendment to open the door of the courts to 
the extent of allowing the United States to be made a party in order 
that these questions may be settled between the parties and the Gov- 
ernment, In one of the sections of my amendment I have saved all 
therights which may exist on the part of others not parties to the record, 
and I have provided thaț a privy to the record shall not be bound by 
‘the decree. This I have done, as I said before, intentionally. 

Having said this much, I believe I have covered all the ground that 
I desired. I believe that I have fully and sufficiently explained the 
objections to the bill and the reasons why I favor the amendmeyt drawn 
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by myself. Iam very clear that if the amendment had been adopted 
by the committee which had this matter in charge and had been pre- 
sented to the Senate there would have been no objection whatever to 
its passage. The wisdom of the committee pointed out another course. 
So let it be. Whatever the action of Congress may be upon this mat- 
ter, I am clear in regard to the theory of my amendment; clear that 
every case decided adversely to the Government should stand appealed 
to the Supreme Court without going through intermediate tribunals, 
believing that nothing short of a decree of that court will ever bring re- 
pose to the Government or the claimants. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. BowEN] as a substitute 
for that of the Senator from Michigan [Mr. ConcER]. 

Mr. BOWEN. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Pheer P by and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 

e TO) 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky [Mr. BECK]. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). I am paired on these 
amendments and on this bill with the Senator from Texas [Mr. 
Maxey], who has been called away from the city. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CAMDEN. I desire to announce the pair of my colleague [Mr. 
KENNA] with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SABIN]. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I desire to announce my pair with my 
colleague [Mr. FARLEY]. 

Mr. HAMPTON (after having voted in the negative). I find that I 
am paired with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON], and 
I beg to withdraw my vote. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The vote will be withdrawn. 

Mr. VEST (after having voted in the affirmative). I withdraw my 
vote. Iam paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Jonas]. I 
should vote *‘ yea ” if he were present. 

Mr. COKE. My colleague [Mr. MAXEY] is necessarily absent, and 
is paired with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT]. 

The result was announced—yeas 12, nays 28; as follows: 


YEAS—12., 
Tone Tngalls à Van Wyck 
nger, 3 one, an + 
Hawley, Jones of Nevada, Riddieberger, Wilson. 
NAYS—28. 
Allison, Gibson, McMillan, 
Bayard, Gorman, Manderson, 
Biair, iph, Harris, Pendleton, 
Camden, Edmunds, ciara e, 
Cameron of Wis., Fair, ackson. Pugh, 
Coke, Jones of Florida, Ransom, 
Colquitt, Lamar, Saulsbury. 
ABSENT—36. 
Aldrich, Frye, Maxey, 
Anthony, Groome, Miller of Cal., Sewell, 
x Hale, Miller of N. Y., S 
Brown, Hampton, tchell, later, 
Butler, Hoar, Morgan, ance, 
Call, Jonas, Morrill, est, 
— of Pa., =m, A yoo, 
Farley, j Ae Phanon, Plumb, Williams, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Mi [Mr. Concer]. 

Mr, CONGER. On this proposition I simply desire to have the yeas 
and nays. I have said all that I care tosubmit on the subject. 
Pees fae and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 

e Toll. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana [Mr. Jonas]. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
14, nays 28; as follows: 


YEAS—14. 
Bowen, Ingalls, Plumb Van Wyck, 
Conger, Jones of Nevada, Riddleberger, Wilson. 
Hawley, Lapham, Sabin, 
Hill, e, Sawyer, 
NAYS—28, 

Ba; i - Colquitt, Gibso: McMillan, 
Blair, Dawes, OARA, Manderson, 
Butler, Dolph, Mo: j 

1, Edm: Harrison, Pen m, 
Cameron of Wis., Fair, Jackson, Pike, 

rell, Garland, Jones of Florida, Ransom, 
Coke, George, Lamar, Sauisbury. 
ABSENT—H. 
Aldrich. ; 
Allison, i Milles of Oal. fone 
Anthony, Hale, Miller of N, Y., Vance, 
` Hampton, Mitchell, 
Bi Hoar, * Morrill, Voo: 
Camden, Jonas, Palmer, Walker, 
Cameron of Pa., Kenna, Platt, e Williams. : 
Farley, McPherson 
Farley, M , 
So the amendment was rej 
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Mr. LAPHAM. I have been requested this morning by persons in- 
terested in this subject to offer this amendment: After the word ‘‘case,’’ 
in line 45 of section 12, being the first line of the seventh subdivision 
of that section, insert ‘‘upon claims under the colonization laws of 
Mexico;’’ so as to read: 

Seventh. No confirmation shall in any case upon claims under the coloniza- 
tion laws of Mexico be barred, Kc. 

Limiting the bar to that classof claims. It is unobjectionable, I am 
informed, if it is thus limited; and I am also informed that its provisions 
are designed only to reach that class. To save any question about it 
the parties interested desire that this qualification shall be made. If 
I remember, the honorable Senator having charge of this bill stated —— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from New York will sus- 
pend and allow the amendment to be reported by the Secretary; and 
the Senator from New York will please give his attention, that he may 
see that the Secretary has the amendment exactly as he desires it. 

The SECRETARY. In line 45, section 12, subdivision 7, after the 
word ‘‘case,’’ it is proposed to insert the words ‘‘ upon claims under the 
colonization laws of Mexico;’’ so as to read: 

Seventh. No confirmation shall in any case upon claims under the coloniza- 
tion laws of Mexico be barred, &e. ? 

Mr. LAPHAM. Thatisright. I was about saying thatif I under- 
stood the honorable Senator having this bill in charge aright the other 
day it was stated that this bar was necessary with reference to that 
class of claims and designed only to reach that class. 

Mr. BAYARD. I hope the limitation will not be accepted. This 
objection was raised in the commencement of the debate. It was an- 
swered at some length, however imperfectly, by myself and by others, 
and I trust that the text of the bill, which has been well considered, 
will be allowed to stand without the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from New York [Mr. LAPHAM]. 

The amendment was rej 

Mr. VAN WYCK. In line 17 of section 9 I move to strike out 
‘respectively ” and insert ‘‘in the State or Territory in which the land 
grant or claim for which scrip is issued shall be located.’’ 

The object of the amendments to say what I understand tke commit- 
tee mean in this matter. No doubt this whole section should be stricken 
out; butit seems impossible to secure that, and therefore the location of 
this scrip should be limited to the State or Territory in which the land 
grant is located; and it should not be left for any misunderstanding or 
misinterpretation or jhdicial construction. Ifthe committee mean that, 
as they do, then it is far better to place it beyond the reach of any sort 
of doubt by saying plainly what is meant. 

Mr. BAYARD. Thisamendmentin substance has been once received 
and voted down. An amendment was offered not precisely in the 
words but to the same effect, I think by the Senator from New York, 
“ttin which each claim shall exist.” That has been voted upon by the 
Senate and the yeas and nays called for on it. I submit that the 
committee do understand precisely what the language they have used 
means, and they know the effect that was intended and will be produced 
by it, and we consider. that effect to be much better furthered by the 

of the committee than by the language su by the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska. I trist, therefore, that as his amendment would 
be no improvement but would rather defeat and retard than advance 
the object of the committee, it will be rejected. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The Senator did not explain how it would defeat 
or possibly retard the intention of the committee. ; 

Mr.BAYARD. The committee have already used which I 

y submit is far more pertinent to effect their object than that 
offered by the Senator. : 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I understand the purpose of the commigtee is, and 
there can be no other, that the location of this scrip, which is a danger- 
ous thing to allow to be used in any event, as the experience of the Land 
Department clearly illustrates, shall be confined to the State or Terri- 
tory in which the land grant is situated. 

Mr. BAYARD. The abuse heretofore complained of in regard to scrip 
is guarded against. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. It is impossible to guard against the complica- 
tions and frauds that will follow upon the issue of any scrip. I wouhl 
not have this amendment had I been’ aware of the fact that 
a similar amendment has been offered and voted down, but if it has 
been, I must say respectfully thatin my judgment the Senate was wrong 
in voting down such an amendment. The Senator says the language 
of the bill is clearer. The word ‘‘respectively ’’ is used, and I submit 
to the Senator that in'this section where the word “‘ respectively” is 
used no word “States” or “Territories”? appears by direction or in- 
direction, express or implied. I think there is only one section in this 
whole bill where the word ‘‘State’’ or ‘‘ Territory” is used. I would 

to my friend that under the term “‘ respectively” there will be 
a very excellent opportunity for some claimant to come in and desire a 
judicial construction upon this matter. We have judicial constructions 
asked for and lications made to the Supreme Court of the United 
States in cases which have been far plainer as to the intent of the com- 
mittee, and the Supreme Court of the United States have sought in 
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many’cases anxiously to find out what was intended by Congress when 
.& doubtful expression was used, and then with great pleasure have de- 


cided against what was the apparent intention of Congress in the prem- 
ises, asked, ‘‘If Congress meant such a thing why did they not say 
so??? Now, it will make it plain to say that this scrip shall be located in 


no other State or Territory than that in which the land grant was located. 
Nothing can be plainer. There is no room for doubt or to call upon 
ithe Supreme Court to inquire what the language means. The word 
-“ respectively ” is used in the bill, but as I say in this section of the 
bill neither “* State’’ nor ‘‘ Territory’ nor anything indicating the State 
-or Territory is used’ except the word ‘‘respectively;’’ and now I sub- 
amit to my friend why is it not better to put in language which can ad- 
mit of no doubt? 

I know, of course, the great knowledge which the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims has of the English language; I know that they have 
great facility for expressing just what they mean,’ but I know thatthis 
very same committee framed—I will not say they ‘‘ framed,” because 
some ingenious fellow is always framing this sort of a bill—they had 
in their charge a bill which they thought was perfectly right. My 
friend will recognize it when I tell him it was the bill in regard to the 
Dodge land scrip.. They intended one thing, just as they intend it 
to-day; the committee intended one thing, just as he intends to-day. 
He passed his law. Ipresume, then, he would not have listened to any 
suggestion toamend it by making it plain. Oh, no; it was beneath the 

ignity of the Private Land Claims Committee toentertain any propo- 
sition of that kind, I suppose. That act went to the Land Office, and 
they expressly decided—justified undoubtedly by the language incor- 
porated in the act—against what the committee intended and whatthe 
Congress of the United States intended. The only difficulty there was 
that some very shrewd gentleman drew that bill, and generally in these 
cases it is the man outside who draws the bill, who knows more than 
both branches of Congress inside. Such men generally know what 
they are seeking after, and, unfortunately, they generally accomplish 
it; and if it is necessary to get a hint from the recesses of the Supreme 
‘Court to do it, they are always sure to do it. . 

I want this thing distinctly understood now, because this question 
has got to be presented. The gentlemen who present this bill, the 
<ommittee who report it, and the Congress that passes it should know 
the eiye hes the scrip issued under this act. I desire it distinctly 
understood that the object of my amendment is merely in furtherance 

-of the intention of the committee, and I very much prefer that the in- 
tention of the committee should not be buried under a word which 
individuals outside interested or the Supreme Court may say means one 
thing or the other, or, what is most likely, is uncertain, because if Con- 
gress intended a certain thing they would have said so, as the court said 
in tothe detection of thefraudsonsugar. When this amendment 
:says the scrip shall be located in the State or Territory in which the 
land grant is located it places beyond peradventure the right of the 
Mexican claimant who, under the bill as it stands, instead of entering 
land that may be worthless in New Mexico, will claim the right to enter 
it in the State of California, and locate his scrip there on valuable land. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. VAN WYCK called for the yeas and nays, and they were ordered. 

Mr. INGALLS. I wish the Senator from Delaware would give me 
his attention for a moment. 

Mr. BAYARD. I will do so with great pleasure. 

Mr. INGALLS. I should like to ask him if he thinks upon a care- 
ful inspection of the phraseology here that it is absolutely distinct that 
the serip shall only be located in the States or Territories where the 
land grant exists? Let me read it. Speaking about this scrip: 

And shall be receivable, acre for acre, in payment for any public lands in either 
of said Territories or States respectively that may be subject to private entry at 
the minimum price. 

There is nowhere in the section in which that language occurs any 
reference to States or Territories. 

Mr. BAYARD. Ifthe Senator will look at the bill—— 

Mr. INGALLS. I refer to the section now, not to the whole bill. 

Mr. BAYARD. The is ‘‘in either of the said States or Ter- 
ritories respectively;’’ and I think it would be useless to substitute 
‘fin the Territories of New Mexico, Wyoming, Arizona, or Utah, or 
within the States of Nevada or Colorado,’’ because those are the only 
States and Territories and they are the States and Territories nomi- 
natim in the bill, There can be no possible extension of the right to 
locate this scrip except in the said States and Territories which are 
those very States and Territories named in the bill, and to which and 
which alone the bill applies. 

Mr. INGALLS. But even with theinterpretation which the Senator 
from Delaware this scrip issued for land taken in New Mexico 
could unquestionably be located in Arizona or Utah. 

Mr. BAYARD. Under the word ‘‘respectively ?” 

Mr. INGALLS. I think so, 

Mr. BAYARD. How can it be? 

Mr. INGALLS. Because the ]: as employed here simply ap- 
plies ihe choice to the States or Territories referred to in the first section 
of the bill 
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Mr. BAYARD. ‘‘Respectively.”’ 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes, ‘‘respectively,’’ but thereis no declaration that 
the scrip shall only be located in any particular Territory where the ex- 
cess has been taken by the United States, and I can seeno objection, in- 
asmuch as the language is susceptible of misconstruction or at least is 
not absolutely clear as to what the committee intend shall be the action 


of the Department in accepting this scheme, to using some that 
shall carry out definitely the purpose of the committee. The Senator 
knows I do not desire to embarrass the bill. 

Mr. BAYARD. We both desire evidently from this debate the same 
thing in the way of limitation as to the location of this land serip te 
eles its being floated all over the country and affecting any other 

d except that subject to private entry at the minimum price and 
within the named States and Territories. If the Senator thinks it 
will strengthen that limitation and restriction of the language to say 
“the said Territories of New Mexico, Wyoming, Arizona, or Utah,” 
and then after the word ‘States’? to say “‘ of Nevada or Colorado ’’—— 

Mr. INGALLS. No, that leaves it worse than it isnow, because that, 
groups them together, and would amount toa declaration that the scrip 
might be interchangeably located. 

Mr. BAYARD. With every desire to concur in the views and being 
always impressed by the intelligence of my friend from Kansas, I con- 
sider that we have used in the bill language which precisely accom- 
plishes the object d ; and that isto limit the location of this land 
scrip to be issued in lieu of land of which the parties have been de- 
prived, and to which the court say they would have been entitled, to 
the localities by name; that is to say, the Territories or the States re- 
spectively in which the land was said to exist. I know that there has 
been a very careful intent upon the part of the draughtsman of this 
bill to avoid the extension of this floating right. I believe that intent 
is fully accomplished by the language used, and so thinking I shall vote 
against the amendment offered by the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Mr. President, only a word more. The very fact 
that on this floor two such eminent gentlemen in the legal profession as 
the Senator from Kansas and the Senator from Delaware di upon 
the interpretation of this word “‘ respectively”? and the applicability 
of this scrip makes it almost criminal, and it will make this body 
participant in some frauds to be perpetrated hereafter, if it does not 
stop to make this section so plain and explicit that it cannot be mis- 
understood. The word ‘“‘respectively’’ is used. In the first section 
and second section are coupled together three or four Territories and 
two States. The Supreme Court would hold—probably the district 
court, but certainly the Supreme Court would hold—and take pleasure 
in holding—that the word ‘‘respectively ’’ meant that this land scrip 
could be located in either of the States and Territories named in the 
bill and not in any other State or Territory of the Union where there 
was public land. 

Now, I say to my friends in advance that if they suceeed in passing 
this bill in this shape I shall consider it a misfortune, and it will open 
the door to that question, and the gentlemen who have serip for thou- 
sands of acres in New Mexico will go to California and locate land, and 
they will claim the right under this law if they are given the right to 
locate it in the States or Territories ‘‘respectively,’’ that is, as cut off 
from the other States and Territories of the Union where there may be 
public lands, 

Surely there is doubt as to the application of this word in view of 
the experience of the past. This very committee have the experience 
of the past before them. They have weighed this bill, as they state, so 
well that not a comma must be , that not an ‘‘i’’ must be dotted 
ora “t” crossed, that nothing must be done; but I say to the gentlemen 
that they weighed the Dodge-scrip bill just as well as they weighed this, 
and that Dodge-scrip bill came in from this very exemplary committee 
and opened the door to this very thing. Whereas they intended that 
that land scrip should ‘be located on land worth $1.25 an acre, it was 
located on land which the holders sell in the market for $25 and $30an 
acre. My friend knows that fact and every member of the committee 
knows that fact. It was done in violation of the intelligence of the 
committee and of Congress. A little word inserted there would have 
saved all that; and yet if any gentleman in this body had possessed the 
hardihood to ask to interpose a word to make it clear and carry out the 
intention of the committee and of Congress I presume he would have 
been met by the samesuggestion as now: ‘‘ This committee have weighed 
every word, and therefore this bill mustbe right.” The very fact that it 
admits of discussion here places us where we dare not vote for this bill 
unless it be made so sure, so certain, so strong that there shall be no 
trouble when it gets into the Land Department, where, careful as they 
may be, there are outside gentlemen interested who always find out the 
construction of a law intended to be given by the Department and avail 
themselves of the benefits of it. 

I have a right to interpret this bill and to call attention tothe facts 
and read its meaning in the light of a bill passed a few years ago on the 
report of the same committee which has been interpreted to mean dif- 
ferent frem what they intended, because in their wisdom they did not 
stop to insert one word which should have been placed in that bill. 

Now, all I ask, and I have a right to ask it, is that this bill shall be 
made so plain that there can be no possible controversy. There is on 
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the floor of the Senate a controversy now, and that controversy wil] be 
carried to the Land Department, and if necessary to the Supreme Court 
of the United States. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. President, if the committee mean by the lan- 

used here that berate e be issued shall be located only in that 
tate or Territory in which the land grant lies, why do they object toa 
statement which makes it absolutely certain? Behind this there is 
something else, not with the committee understand me, but the same 
method and the same plan by obscurity of language which was used 
in the issuing of the Sioux scrip, the Dodge scrip, the Porterfield scrip, 
the Valentine scrip (which has been asource not only of annoyance but 
an instrument of the most obvious injustice of any law that has been 
in regard to land). My first objection to this bill arose from 
seeing this in the bill, believing that it was in, indefi- 
nite, and might be used for great wrong. For that I opposed the bill. 
For that on a former occasion I asked the Senate to consider an amend- 
ment similar to this, which would make it definite. Now, the very 
fact that this committee are unwilling to admit here in the Senate— 
dnd this is a Senate bill—a clause of any kind which shall make it cer- 
tain that the scrip shall be used for the payment of lands only in that 
State or Territory in which the grant originally lay, is the most sur- 
prising thing in legislation that I have ever seen in the Senate. The 
gentleman in charge of the bill does not assert, and I venture to say 
dare not assert, that under this lan; thescrip issued for land failing 
in any one of the States and Territories mentioned in the bill may be 
located under this very language in either of the States or Territories 
mentioned in the bill. It is plain from what has been said here that 
in the minds of many Senators this 1 is indefinite and uncer- 
tain. Now, if the committee desire to have it definite and certain, why 
not say so and avoid an evil which seems apparent to many: Senators, 
Isthere such a love for this bantling in the minds of the committee that 
present it that no hair on its head must be straightened, no change in 
its dress must be attempted, no ‘‘t’’ crossed, no “‘i” dotted, and no point 
changed? Has it become so from custom or habit or form in this Senate 
that by an adherence to some custom a bill coming from a committee 
must not be changed even at the earnest request of a third of the Sen- 
ators because the committee has made a certain choice of words? 

In voting for this amendment and in voting against the bill, if I be- 
lieved that this bill ever could pass the House in its present form; if I 
believed in its present form and language it could ever become a law, 
I would join with those who oppose its so earnestly as to wear 
it out until not only the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] 
should venture to say that the whole Senate was tired of it, but that 
the whole Senate should absolutely be tired of it, and let it die a natu- 
ral death here rather than become a law to bring with it the wrongs 
and outrages upon citizens having some imperfect titles to lands which 
other bills reported from the same committeeand other scrip authorized 
to be issued by this same committee have done until land scrips of that 
kind are obnoxious to the people of every Western Stateand Territory. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I shall make no objection to the 
amendment, for I find that it is only restating what I think is already 
in the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Nebraska ask 
unanimous consent of the Senate to withdraw his call for the yeas and 
nays? 

Mr. BAYARD. Iam willing to accept the amendment. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I withdraw the call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to hear the amendment read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The Secretary read the amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think the w ‘either of” on the ninth page, 
line 16, ought to be stricken out, so as to read: ‘* Shall be receivable, 
acre for acre, in payment for any public lands in said Territories or 
States respectively that may be subject to private entry at the mini- 
mum price.” The word “‘either’’ makes an ambiguity. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I think that would make it still better. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the amend- 
ment will be so modified. The Senator from Nebraska asks unanimous 
consent to withdraw the demand for the yeas and nays, which have 
been ordered. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from Nebraska. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to call attention to the fourth subdivision of 
section 12, on page 11, and with some misgivings I desire to ask the 
Senator from Delaware a question. 

That subdivision reads as follows: 

Fourth. No claim shall be allowed for any land the right to which has hitherto 
been lawfully acted upon and decided by or under its authority. 

The controlling word in that subdivision is the word “‘Jand;’’ itis not 
the grant. Congress has passed upon certain grants described and they 
have been located upon certain lands, but there is no prohibition in this 
bill anywhere contained, at least I can not find it on a very careful 
reading, to prevent the court from considering such grants over again. 
The limitation of the power of the court is simply that it shall not give 
land to anybody to whom 
had it by reason of the authority of its grant. 


Mr. BAYARD. Will the Senator look at the first section, at lines 12, 
13, 14, and 15, and I think he will find his mind relieved on that sub- 
ject. 
Mr. PLUMB. But that describes only one particular class of grant, 
an incomplete grant. 

Mr. BAYARD. The only kind the bill refers to. 

Mr. PLUMB. That is very true; but 
grants complete by its own action heretofore. Now, T have in mind a 
gat which I can not name, but the facts ing which I remem- 

very well, which was confirmed by Congress for a certain number of 
acres of land and no more. The people who owned that grant claimed 
that Congress did not give them land enough. The grantitself is a com- 
plete grant, perhaps. I confess I do not consider as settled the question 
of what the word ‘‘complete’’ or “‘incomplete’’ means. Iam so much 
in doubt about it that I hope the courts, when they consider this bill, 
if it eyer becomes a law, will be more certain about it than I am. But 
in that case there is still aclaim, and it is a claim, perhaps, based upon 
an incomplete grant, which these people, I think, under this bill, would 
have the right to set up for other land than the land which was cov- 
ered by the action of Congress. I would say that that clause should 
be amended so as to read: 

No claim shall be allowed based upon any grant which has hitherto been law- 
fully acted upon and decided by Congress or under its authority. 

In such a way that we could exclude entirely everything which has 
become the subjectof'action by Congress or by any other authority here- 
tofore. I move toadd, after the word ‘“‘allowed,’’ inline 28, the words 
“based upon any grant,” and tostrike out the words ‘‘for any land the 
Tight to;’’ so as to read: 

No claim shall be allowed based upon any grant which has hitherto been law- 
fally acted upon and decided by Congress or under its authority. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, as the land must be the subject of 
the grant and as the obtaining of the land is the object of the law I 
trust that the amendment will not be adopted, for I think it would de- 
feat the substantial meaning of the words. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BOWEN. I desire to ask the Senator from Delaware one ques- 
tion as to the effect of this bill. I ask whether it isthe intention of the 
bill to allow this scrip to be located on land without conforming to the 
policy of the Government, which provides that the public lands shall be 
subject to pre-emption and homestead? . 

Mr. BAYARD. I think the restriction placed upon this land-serip. 
is the proper one; it is as narrow as possible consistent with equity and. 
justice and a proper to the safety of other landholders. 

Mr. BOWEN. The question I submit is whether or not this scrip 
can be located on lands without going through the formality of pre-- 
emption? 

Mr. BAYARD. The limitations have been carefully guarded and I 
think they ought not to be enlarged. The objection was made just: 
now that they were too loose; now it is pro’ to extend them. E 
trust the Senate will let the matter stand as it is. 

Mr. BOWEN. I simply interposed the question, not desiring to- 
speak. The land laws have favored homesteaders and pre-emptors, and. 
I do not think the Congress of the United States ought to change this. 
policy. 

Mr. COKE. I offer the following amendment, to come in after the- 
word ‘‘survey,’’ in line 10 of section 1: 
by virt n or claim of title for such 
wok ee papery justify the presumption pe goee Ryo ay ia 

This bill provides for ‘‘such lawful incomplete Spanish or Mexican. 
grant, concession, warrant, or survey as the United States are bound to- 
recognize and confirm.” I desire to add to that such titles as are evi- 
denced by that sort of possession running long enough and accompanied. 
by circumstances such as would justify a court in instructing a jury to- 
presume a grant. 

Unless this amendment is put in the bill there are a + number of 
persons in the territory embraced in it who together with their ances- 
try have lived upon lands perhaps fifty or one hundred years under titles 

from Spain or Mexico, the evidences of which are to be found 
possibly, if at all, in Spain now, when there were no registration laws in 
that country under which they could be recorded, who will suffer great 
injustice. These persons have nothing now to show that they are enti- 
tled to this land but proof of this long-continued possession and enjoy- 
ment. This possession and enjoyment have in many cases been such 
that in any court in the world a jury would be instructed from the facts 
to presume that there was originally a lawful grant of the land from the 
sovereignty of the soil. Yet these are incomplete titles, there being no 
written or paper evidence of them. There are titles in Texas of this 
character, and the courts of that State, which was formerly under Span- 
ish and Mexican domination, as the territory embraced in this bill was, 
have repeatedly presumed grants upon proof of long-continued posses- 
sion and enjoyment under claim of title. Being incomplete titles, be- 


has made certain 


has heretofore given it or who has | cause of the absence of paper or written muniments, they will fall 


within the operation of this bill and require action under its provisions. 
e 
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Yet when brought before the courts under the provisions of this act 
if it becomes law, the very provisions of this bill will condemn them, 
because no written grant can be produced, unless the amendment I pro- 
pose shall be adopted. If the bill passes in its present shape many peo- 
ple whose ancestry for three or four generations may have lived and died 
upon the very land their descendants are now occupying may find 
themselves forever barred and excluded from it when in a court of com- 
petent jurisdiction they would be able to prove a perfect title; thatis, to 
prove facts upon which the court would conclusively presume the exist- 
ence of a good paper title. Many ts of land in the territory em- 
braced in this bill, being a portion of the country acquired from Mexico, 
were made by the authorities of Spain, and the original or matrix of 
such titles it may be are to be found, if at all, only in that country, of 
which the testimony, unrecorded, has long since been lost, leaving the 
interested parties with no evidence of title. The amendment I offer is 
intended simply as a measure of justice to people thus situated, and to 
give them an opportunity of establishing their claims. In my judgment 
the bill as it now stands will cut them off, because its provisions limit 
the courts to the adjudication of written grants which can be produced 
in court. 

I read from the bill : 

Sro, 11. That all claims which are ef Benny rovisions of this act authori. ed to 
be prosecuted shall, after three years from the taking effect of this act, if no pe- 
tition in zooa to the same shall have been filed as hereinbefore provided, be 

an 


Pema taken, in all courts and elsewhere, to be abandoned, and shall be 
forever 5 


The people to whom I refer will find themselves in this predicament: 
If they fail to prosecute their claims within three years will be barred 
and held to have abandoned theirclaims, If they do present them and 
undertake to prosecute them, being unable to show proper titles, will 
go out of court with the costs upon them, because the bill, unless my 
amendment or some other shall be adopted, restricts the court to the 
consideration of paper titles or regular written grants, The billshould 
be made to do full justice to all, and not be partial in itsoperation. The 
people in whose behalf I offer this amendment are simple pastoral peo- 
ple, natives of the Territory, and ought to be cared for, because little 
able to take care of themselves in a contest with speculators who will 
enter their lands if not prohibited in this bill. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. May I ask the Senator, are there many of that 
class to which he has been referring? 

Mr. COKE. Limagine that there are quite a number of them. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Do I understand the Senator to say, and is it 
conceded on the face of this bill and by the acquiescence of the com- 
mittee, that a large class of citizens occupying land in these Territories 
whose possession, or whatever their incipient claim may have been, at 
all events has ripened into a title which would be i by any 
court in Christendom, can be dispossessed without ever being heard in 
court? 

Mr. COKE. I mean to say that whatever the intent of the bill may 
be, under its provisions it is my judgment that a great many of the 
most meritorious titles in this Territory will be defeated and nullified. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE]. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, as I understand, this bill proposes 
to carry into effect and to perfect any title under the Mexican law, any 
such ‘grant, concession, warrant, or survey as the United States are 
bound to recognize and confirm by virtue of the treaties of cession,” 
What does the treaty of cession provide for? It provides for property, 
and it provides for the inviolability of property, and the courts have 
decided that a right of action to land is property, an equitable title is 
property; and very carefully the bill goes on to provide that such per- 
sons may set forth in their petition the nature of their claim to thesaid 
land, ‘‘and particularly stating the date and form of the t, conces- 
sion, warrant, or order of survey under which they claim, by whom 
made, the name or names of any person or persons in possession of or 
claiming the same or any part thereof.” 

Then it provides for the character of the decree, "and that decree shall 
‘*settle and determine the question of the validity of the title and the 
boundaries of the grant or claim presented for adjudication, according 
to the law of nations, the stipulations of the treaty concluded between 
the United States and the Republic of Mexico, at the city of Guadalupe 
Hidalgo, on the 2d day of February, in the year of our Lord 1848, or 
the treaty concluded between the same powers at the city of Mexico, 
on the 30th day of December, in the year of our Lord 1853, and the 
laws and ordinances of the government from which it is alleged to have 
been derived, and all other questions properly arising between the 
claimants or other parties in the case and the United States, which 
decree shall in all cases refer to the treaty, law, or ordinance under 
which such claim is confirmed or rejected.” 

Under that I trust the Senator will not introduce and affirm a mere 
possessory title as against the Government of the United States. If the 
partv hasa claim under the Mexican law, whether it shall be by a verbal 
concession by a license which can be proved—I think that that is within 
the meaning of the word “concession "'—he would be protected in his 
grant by the force of the law of the United States. It has been so in 
the courts of Texas, which was part of this Mexican territory. 


Mr. COKE. The Senator will permit me to say that I have consulted 
several lawyers in this body, and the universal opinion is that such a 
title would not be embraced in the of this bill; and this amend- 
ment of mine if the Senator is correct would simply make that certain 
and plain which otherwise would be ambiguous and doubtful. 

Mr. BAYARD. An amendment very much in pari materia with this 
was offered by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], which was de- 
bated and voted down. It proposes to protect these mere peer 
titles and to raise astatute of limitation against the actionof the United 
States. Against that I protested and ever will protest. I gave the 
rule, and the reason for that rule as laid down by the Supreme Court of 
the United States, why the United States as a sovereignty were not 
subject to the statute of limitations and why there was no imputa- 
tion of laches upon them as there would be upon a private individual. 
The Senate, however, has passed upon this question on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Kansas. 

I may say further that that Senator has already sent to the Private 
Land Claims Committee a bill that looks to the relief of these small 
holders holding under possessory titles, that isto say, without written 
muniments, whose title is undoubted, who have held by descent and 
long occupation for a great period of time; and I for one shall be well 
content if, taking a practical view of their condition in our midst, a 
view that shall embrace the absence of formalities in the former law, 
the condition of an agrarian population living without those metes and 
bounds which a more civilized country impresses upon the holdings of 
land—I shall be very glad, I say, if a law can be framed that will be 
just to the Government and those who claim under the Government, 
that shall afford security to the possession of these small holdings. 
But I do not wish to see in a bill of this kind language used the effect 
of which I do not think we can fully contemplate. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I then understand the Senator from Delaware to 
explain to us that this is not a bill ‘‘to provide for ascertaining and 
settling private land claims in certain States and Territories,’’ but to 
provide for settling a few of them, leaving the weak and poor men to 
fight it outor to be barred forever at the end of three years. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE]. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, this amendment goes a little further 
than the amendment which I proposed yesterday, and I think it is one 
that certainly ought to be adopted. There is no need of passing two 
bills for the purpose of enforcing the treaty which we entered into with 
the Republic of Mexico. We ought to provide for all classes of cases, 
because necessarily many of these claims may be adverse; and while it 
is provided in section 1 that adverse claimants may come in and ob- 
ject to the confirmation of title sought by the person seeking relief, at 
the same time there is no provision that the adverse claimant himself 
can finally prevail and have title vested in him unless he can set out 
in a petition the date and form of the grant, concession, warrant, or 
order of survey under which he claims and the name or names of any 
person or persons, &c. + This lan excludes by its terms the very 
class of cases which the Senator from Texas desires by his amendment 
to provide for, a class of claimants who are as meritorious with reference 
to the real equities they have as any class of people can be. 

Some of these titles were derived, I have no doubt, from the Span- 
ish authorities, The evidence of title is found in the Spanish records. 
They can not be found and translated and brought to this country by 
any reasonable process or at any reasonable expense. The people who 
would profit by them, and who are in possession under them, are notable 
to do this; they are perhaps not even cognizant of the fact that there 
was a title back of their possession. This has been going on so long 
a time that the question of a paper title has entirely l pan from 
the minds of the persons who would be entitled to claim benefit under 
it, The amendment of the Senator from Texas would cover that class 
of cases, and it isa class that ought to be covered. 

Take a person occupying a small tract of land which has been in pos- 
session of himself and his ancestors and grantors, I will say for fouror 
five generations; an illiterate class of people they are, with no knowl- 
edge of the law; a class of people to whom possession has been amply 
sufficient, never desiring to sell their lands, and consequently never 
put on inquiry as to the evidence of their title—how are they to set 
up under the requirements of this bill the date and form of the grant 
under which they claim, if they know anything about there being any 
grant at all? Mr. President, that is absolutely impossible. In order 
to prevent injustice we must provide for some presumption to arise 
from continued ion. 

The Senator from Delaware waves all this aside and says it will do 
for another bill. I suppose under that theory if we are to limit this 
bill to one particular and narrow class of subjects there must be an- 
other bill for each separate class of claims that may arise, so that we 
may have bills here ad infinitum. Either this is a bill to settle beyond 
future dispute all the claims which we have guaranteed to protect by 
our treaty, or it is a bill which ought not to become a law. The amend- 
ment which I proposed yesterday to embrace all rights and all titles 
which by the treaty we had obligated ourselves to protect and to ratify 
could have accomplished perhaps the same object with this amendment 
of the Senator from Texas; but either of them or both of them should 
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be incorporated in this bill, in order that when the courts come to con- 
sider this question they may not only consider the incomplete titles 
which may be presented with the particularity provided for in the bill 
but also to consider the adverse possession, and in case the adverse pos- 
session has been of the kind named by the amendment of the Senator 
from Texas the title of the possessors should be affirmatively ratified 
and confirmed. 


This is not a bill to quiet titles. It is a bill to disturb and to break | Bowen, 
ee It is a bill in the interest of a peculiar class | ok 
0 


ple, the larger holders against the small holders and against the 
settlers. It is a bill in the interest of wrong and injustice as it stands, 
and not in the interest of justice or the obligation which we have in- 
curred to these e by the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo. 


The PRESID. OFFICER. The question is on the amendment | Cockrell 


proposed by the Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE. 

Mr. PLUMB called for the yeas and nays; they were ordered. 

The Secretary to call the roll. 

Mr, CALL (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky {Mr. Beck]. If he were here, I should vote “‘yea”’ 
and he would vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. HAMPTON (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. If he were present, I 
should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. BAYARD (when Mr. LAMAR’s name was called). I understand 
the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. LAMAR] is paired with the Senator 
from New York . LAPHAM]. - 

Mr. COKE (when Mr. MAxEY’s name was called). My colleague 
ops MAXEY Jis paired with theSenator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT]. 

he were here, my co would vote “‘ yea.” 

The roll-call was concl 


Mr. VEST (after hering voted in the affirmative). I withdraw my 
vote, Iam paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Jonas], but 
had fo the fact when I voted. 


Mr. CAMDEN. I desire to tthe announcement that my colleague 
pat. KENNA] is paired with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SABIN]. 

make the announcement for the day. 

Mr. FRYE. I am paired with the senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. 


Brown]. 

The result was announced—yeas 16, nays 23; as follows: 

YEAS—16. . 
Bowen, Conger, Hill, Ransom, 
Cameron of Wis., Dawes, q Sawyer, 
rell, Seorka Van Wyck, 
Coke, Hawlty, Plumb, Wilson. 
i NAYS—23. 
Aldrich, Dol, Pendleton, 
Bayard, Danm, " an, Pike, 
Blair, 7 Jackson, h, 
Butler, Garland, McMillan, Saulsbury, 
Camden, Gibson, Manderson, Voorhees. 
Colquitt, , Morgan, 
ABSENT—37. 

Allison, Hale, McPherson, Sewell, 
Anthony, Hampton, Maxey, erman, 
Beck, Hoar, Miller of Cal. r, 
Brown, Jonas, Miller of N. ¥., Vance, 
Call, Jones of Florida, Mitchell, est, 
Cameron of Pa., Jonesof Nevada, Morrill, Walker, 
Cullom, Kenna, Palmer, Williams. 
Farley, Lamar, Platt, 
Frye, Lapham, Riddleberger, 
Groome, Logan, Sabin, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BOWEN. I move to strike out section 11 of the bill. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The section will be reported. 
The CHIEF CLERK. It is moved to strike out section 11, as follows: 


Sec. 11. That all claims which are by the provisions of this act authorized to 
be prosecuted shall, after three years from the taking effect of this act, if no peti- 


tion in respect to the same shall have been filed as hereinafter provided, be 
deemed and taken, in all courts and elsewhere, to be abandoned, and shall be 
forever barred: Provided, 


3 Thatminors, married women, and porsona oon eee 
mentis shall have one year after the removal of their ve disabili! 
within which to make fheir claims under the provisions of act. 


Mr. BOWEN. I do not desire to discuss the motion, but simply to 
say that one of the amendments to the Constitution of the United 
States provides that no man shall be deprived of his property without 
due process of law. ‘‘ Due process of law’ is not an act of Congress; 
it is well defined, and I will not to discuss that question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. e question ison the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Colorado | Mr. BOWEN]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HAWLEY. If it be in order, as I suppose it is, I move tostrike 
out the word ‘‘three’’ and insert ‘‘six’’ in section 11, line 2; so as to 
give people a little longer time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
se eee Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. 

e question being put, a division was called for; and the ayes were 
12. 
Mr. BAYARD. Let us have the yeas and nays on this. 


The yeas and nays were ordered and taken. 

Ma ‘ALL. I am paired with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr.. 
BECK]. 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 24; as follows: 


YEAS—19, 
Aldrich, Conger, Hoar, Plumb, 
et Dawes,” Jones oN vada, Şe Wyck, 
wes, ones of Ne an 
Cameromof Wis., Mahone, Wilson. 
e, Hawley, Morrill, 
NAYS—4, 
Bayard, Edmunds, Pendleton, 
pae Garland Jones of Fl rida, Push 
en, k ones o; 
x s George, McMillan, Ransom, 
Colquitt, Gibson, Manderson, Saulsbury, 
Dolph, Gorman, Morgan, Voorhees, 
ABSENT—33, 
Allison, Hale, ey, Sherman, 
Anthony, Hampton, Miller of Cal Slater, 
Brow Soni Minal t, Vea” 
rown. oi 
Call, ’ Keona, Palmer, Walker, 
Cameron of Pa., Lamar, Pl 
‘arley, Lapham, Rid T, 
e, H tes Sabin, 
Groome, McPherson, Sewell, 
So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. PLUMB. Imovetoamendsection 9, line 16, by inserting, before 
the word “‘acre,’’ being the first word in the line, the words ‘‘from act- 
ual settlers only;’’ so that this scrip shall not be ted upon the 
public lands as an instrument of speculation, but s be limited in 
its use to those persons who seek to acquire pre-emption rights and may 
use it in payment for their land. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Kansas will please 

his amendment. The Secretary was unable to catch it. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to insert at the beginning of line 16, on page 
9, section 9, the words ‘* from actual settlers only.” The section can 
be otherwise amended, if this be adopted, so as to make it in harmony 
with this idea, that this scrip shall not be used as a means of specula- 
tion on the public domain, but shall be used only by persons who are 
actual settlers on the public lands and will use it in payment for their 
holdings. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I am surprised at the persistency 
which is shown by certain Senators in regard to this provision for the 
issuing of scrip. Suppose the provision was for the payment of a dollar 
and a quarter an acre for all the lands which will be found upon judi- 
cial investigation to have been included in these Mexican and Spanish 
grants which have been granted away by the United States, then when- 
ever that money was paid the owner of the grant or the party who re- 
ceived the money could take that money and purchase of the United 
States an acre of land for every one dollar and a quarter which he re- 
ceived in any of the States or Territories of the United States. If any 
amount of this proposed scrip should be issued under the provisions of 
this bill, instead of bringing ten or fifteen dollars an acre or twenty-five 
dollars an acre, it would not bring twenty-five cents an acre if put upon 
the market and sold or held for sale; and why? Because it can not be 
laid upon any land except such as has heen a quarter of a century ago 
offered at public sale, and which has been in the market for a quarter 
of a century, more or less, subject to be bought at a dollar and a quar- 
ter an acre without settlement. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator from Oregon please name some 
ticular tract of land or some State or Territory covered by this pin 
where Spanie lands were offered for sale twenty-five years ago? Ishould 
be glad to beinformed on that point. It would add to my stock of in- 
formation as well as my rise, 

Mr. DOLPH. I ventured the statement a few days since that there 
was no land of this class in the Territory of Utah, and the Senator from 
Kansas rose almost immediately and repeated what I had said, and also 
said that he believed there was no land of this class, or there probably 
was no land of this class in any of the Territories mentioned in the bill. 
If so, then the provisions of the bill are inoperative. I took occasion 
to say when speaking on this question that I thought the restriction 
ought to be stricken out of the bill, and that this scrip ought to be 
allowed to be located on any of these lands wherever found in any of 
the States or Territories of the United States, because they were only 
isolated tracts of no great value, tracts that would not sell at private 
sale; and I repeat what I then said, and what the Senator must know 
is true, that any one man may purchase the whole body of the unoffered 
public lands ata dollar and a quarter an acre within twenty-four hours 
from this time. 

Why the Senator should still express the fear that there issome fraud 
in connection with the proposed issue of this scrip or that it will be laid 
on lands which are or may be needed for homesteads or pre-emptions 
I can not understand. The truth is that no man would go on any of 
this class of land and take it as a homestead claim or take it as a pre- 
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emption claim; that is, he would not so take it if he desired to obtain 
the title immediately or if he to pay one dollar and a quarter 
for it at some future time. And why? Because he can go and take it 
now for eash, pay cash down and get the title at once. There is no ne- 
cessity for him to make aclaim under the homestead or pre-emption law 
or any other law of the United States which requires settlement on the 
land. From the very fact that these lands, wherever they may be sit- 
uated, which are offered Jands and which are subject to private entry, 
will not sell; they have been in the market for a quarter of a century 
and have not been sold. If there were 100,000 acres of this class of 
scrip on the market it would not be worth 25 cents an acre; it would 
not be worth its face, because the land is of a class that is not worth a 
dollar and a quarter an acre. If it was, it would have been taken up 
long since. f 

I think it was a mistake to confine the provisions of this section to 
lands within the States and Territories where the claim was situated 
for which the indemnity is given. I think we ought to have allowed 
the location of this scrip on any of the lands subject to parae entry 
if there are any within the limits of the territory ceded by Mexico to 
the United States, and that we ought not to confine it to the artificial 
divisions of this territory which the United States alone has made in 
carving out of it States and organized Territories. 

If I am correct, if this scrip when issued can only be laid on offered 
lands, if there has been no land put up at public sale within the last 
twenty or twenty-five years, if the class of land on which this scrip is 
to be located is not so valuable as to find a purchaser, although it has 
been in the market subject to private entry for a quarter of a century, 
what harm can arise from paying these people for those lands to which 
they are entitled, which have been granted away, in this scrip? They 
would rather have a dollar and a quarter an acre, for they could take 
the dollar and aq and keep the money or enter with it land any- 
where within any of the Jand States or Territories, We are paying 
these people for this land under the provisions of this bill less than a 
dollar and a quarter an acre, as any man can see who is familiar with 
the laws relating to public lands and the provisions of the bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think I can perhaps relieve the Senator from Oregon 
of some misapprehension he seems to have, that the people who get this 
scrip will in some way be wronged, by proposing at the proper time that 
they locate it in the State of Oregon. I think they can get some good 
land up there; and theSenator is so anxious about it, so representative 
of the wishes and interests of his constituents, that I have no doubt 
they will welcome them up there to large bodies, to the millions ot 
acres they will get. That will let him out of the scrape at all events. 

Mr. President, it is not necessary that this land should have been 
heretofore offered. The President of the United States may offer any 
of the lands of the United States to-day, if he chooses, at public sale; 
and when they are not sold, as of course they rarely are, they all then 
become subject to entry, to what is called private entry, and then they 
would all be located with this scrip. I think myself that there are no 
lands now subject to private entry. Suppose that the President never 
should offer any at public sale, and then there never should be any 
land that this scrip could be located on, what then would happen? 
There would simply have been a juggle. We should have been led to 
pass this bill under the impression that we were holding eut something 
to the hope of these men and breaking it in fact, and then they would 
come and say, ‘We hold the dishonored promise of the Government 
of the United States;’’? and Congress would make haste, as has been 
done heretofore, to give them better land to locate the scrip upon and 
make it valuable, as it ought to be, if the promise is issued at all. 

I am not ially apprehensive that these people will not get some- 
thing for their scrip in the long run, and I am notspecially desirous of 
encouraging tion in the public domain, and I hope to have be- 
fore this session is through the privilege of voting for a bill whichshall 
prohibit the entry in large bodies of the public lands of the United 
Statesat private entry, either in the Southern States orelsewhere. What 
I aim at is not the question of the price of thisscrip or its value in any 
particular, but simply the location of it in large bodies on the public 
lands in such a way as to withhold them from settlement. And so I 
propose simply that this scrip may be used by the ponpon or by 
the homesteaders who commute their entry in locating their claims 
on the public domain in such a way that the issuance of this serip will 
net these bodies from the public domain and keep them 
out of the hands of settlers, but will go along with their settlement as 
money in their hands. If there is anybody who proposes to say that he 
prefers this shall be thus located as provided in the bill.as it stan 
that it shall be used as an instrument of speculation, that it is 
policy to locate one hundred thousand or five hundred thousand or a 
million acres of the public land in a body, and let that much of the 
public domain go into the hands of a single individual, there is a very 
easy way of carrying out that idea by voting to keep the bill exactly as 
itis. If, on the otherhand, somebody believes that it might not be put 
upon the public domain, but only used in payment of pre-emptions, he 
can vote to put it into the hands of the actual settlers. Most of the 
land that we shall recoup to these people is not worth 25 cents an acre 
to-day, and if the scrip which they get is worth a dollar and a quarter 


an acre they are ahead just a dollar an acre by virtue of this bill. You 
can buy to-day many of these grants at 25 cents an acre; you can buy 
particular sections of them probably for 10 cents an acre. Iam told 
that the Atlantic and Pacific Railway Company, which has several mill- 
ions of acres of land lying in New Mexico—that is claimed by it at all 
events, by reason of having built the road under the grant—offers its 
entire grant for 25 cents an acre, hill and dale, valley land, springs, 
everything complete all the way through. Under this bill it very con- 
veniently happens that by reason of the grant to the railroad company 
weshall have at first a pleasurable duty to perform, to issue in lieu of 
the lands the railroad company got an amount of indemnity scrip to 
some of these claimants covering, my friend from Nebraska says, many 
thousands of acres at all events. Certainly large quantities of land are 
covered by railroad grants in the Territory of New Mexico, and in lieu 
of which we shall issue scrip to these people. 

This bill improves in my estimation as I read it; it grows larger in its 
provisions. the Senator from Oregon, who seems to have some bow- 
els of compassion for these people, who are te lose their land by reason 
of the acts of the Government heretofore, and who are to be paid with 
scrip which they can locate on the public lands of the United States 
elsewhere, will read it very thoroughly, I think on the whole perhaps 
his sympathy will not be as active as itis now. It is a pretty good bill 
for the owners of the grants, a pretty good bill for the people who are 
entitled to take the benefit of its provisions, and they will get more out 
of it than they ever expected they would get out of any legislation on 
the part of the Government of the United States. 

Mr, DOLPH. Ido not care to notice the remarks which the Sena- 
tor from Kansas has made in regard to my compassion for the claim- 
ants under Mexican and Spanish grants. I have already expressed my 
opinion A TS EEn cline pe peda aT gy and I 
do not care to repeat that opinion. have no objection, if it meets 
with the approval of the Senate, that the gentleman shall extend the 
right to locate this scrip to land in oeps; that is to say, lands in Ore- 
gon subject to private entry. The holdersof the scrip would find when 
they reached Oregon that they had a very poor class of lands to locate 
their scrip upon, lands whick the Government would do well if it 
could receive twenty-five cents an acre for the entire body of. 

Now, that my statement may not rest on mere assertion, I desire to 
read briefly from a volume which has been before referred to, part 4 
of the Compilation of the Public Land Commission, page 206, under 
the head of ‘‘ Disposal of public lands by public offering and sale.” 

In some of the early acts of Congress providing for bringing lands into mar- 
ket dates were fixed for the sales, and the superintendence of the sales was 
paoa: vager the register of the land office or the goyernor or secretary of the 


Then again on page 207— 

The President is not empowered to proclaim lands for sale not authorized to 
be exposed to public sale by law of Congress; the Jaws authorizing such sales 
have reference to particular localities therein mentioned. There is no general 
provision of law authorizing public sales of all the vacant lands of the Govern- 
ment, and a portion of the lands in the Far West, the Territory of Utah, for in- 
stance, is not subject to be p for sale. 

I read again from page 415 of the same publication: 

Lands are sold at public sale after offering in the manner indicated in prior 
pages of this volume, but no lands can be entered at private sale unless they have 
first been offered at panie sale. The area of landsthat can beso entered issmall 
and they lie in isolated tracts in various States and Territories, except the total 
area of surveyed = publie lands in the five Southern States of Alabama, 
Arkansas, Florida, Louisiana, and oem Pe which can be purchased at any 
district land office in said States in legal subdivisions, having been duly offered 
under the act of Congress of June 22, 1876. 

That is the class of Jands in these five Southern States which were 
offered at public sale before the war, as I understand; during the war 
they were withdrawn from private sale, but By the act referred to they 
have been again restored to private entry as offered lands. So it ap- 

that there is no general law under which the President can offer 
lands at public sale, that the right of private entry is confined to those 
lands which have been heretofore offered at public sale, and which have 
ever since the time they were offered at public sale been subject to pri- 
vate entry at a dollar and a quarter an acre, and have not found a pur- 
chaser in all that time. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 16, noes 18; 
not a quorum voting. 

Mr. BAYARD called for the yeas and nays; and they were ordered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No quorum has voted, and the Chair 
will count the Senate to save time, although the rule strictly requires 
a roll-call. [Counting.] The Chair believes a quorum is present. 

The Secretary p ed to call the roll, 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky [Mr. BECK]. If he were present, I should vote 

yea.” 

with the 


Mr. INGALLS (when his name was called). Iam 


junior Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. PIKE]. If he were present, 


I should vote “yea.” 
Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sena- 
tor from Louisiana [Mr. Jonas]. 
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nays 21; as follows: 


YEAS—18, 
Bowen, Cullom, Lapham, Sawyer, 
Cameron of Wis., Dawes, Mi Van Wyck, 
Cockrell, George, Mahone, Wilson, 
Coke, Ha mn, Plumb, 
Conger, Hawley, Pugh, 
J NAYS—21. 
Bayard, Edmunds, Jackson Pendleton, 
Blair, Fair, Jones of Nevada, Saulsbury, 
Butler, Garland, Lamar, Voorhees, 
Camde Gibson, Manderson, 
Colquitt, Gorman, Morgan, 
Dolph, Harris, Morrill, 
ABSENT—37. 

Aldrich, Hale, A Sewell, 
Allison, Hampton, Miller of Cal., Sherman, 
Anthony, Hill, Miller of N. Y., Slater, 

Hoar, Mitchell, Vance, 
Brown, Ingalls, Palmer, Vest, 
Call, Jonas, Pike, Walker, 
Cameron of Pa., Jones of Florida, Platt, wW 
Farley, nna, Ransom, 
Frye, i Riddleberger, 
Groome, McPherson, Sabin, 


* So the amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first amendment agreed to in 
Committee of the Whole will be reported. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest that if no Senator desires to reserve for a 
separate vote an amendment the amendments be concurred in in gross. 

r. VEST. By request of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Mc- 

PHERSON], who is unavoidably absent from the Senate and in accord- 
ance with my own personal opinion, I wish to vote for his amendment 
to the seventh subdivision of the twelfth section. 

Mr. HARRIS. Is not that an amendment which was rejected in 
committee ? 


Mr. VEST. oe 

Mr. HARRIS. after the committee amendments are disposed 
of it can be renewed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed in com- 


mittee by the Senator from New Jersey was disagreed to, so that it is not 
now before the Senate. After the amendments made in Committee of 
the Whole shall have been disposed of it will be in order to offer the 
amendment again. Is there objection to taking the question in gross 
on the amendments agreed to in Committee of the Whole? The Chair 
hears none, 

_ The amendments made as in Committee of the Whole were concurred 


in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is still open to amendment. 

Mr. VEST. Now I renew the amendment which was offered by the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON]. In lines 46 and 47, on 
page 12, in the seventh subdivision of section 12, I move to strike out 
the words “‘for a greater quantity than eleven square leagues of land.” 
Task for the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered and taken. 

Mr. PLATT. Iam paired with the Senator from Texas [Mr. MAXEY], 
but as I think I should vote as he would vote if he were here, I vote 

ea.” . 

Mr, PLUMB (after having voted in the affirmative). Ibelieve I have 
voted as I should not have done. I am paired with the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. Beck]. I withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The vote will be withdrawn, if there 
be no objection. e 


The result was announced—yeas 10, nays 29; as follows: 
YEAS—10. 
Bowen, Hawley Platt, Vest, 
Coke, Jones of Nevada, Sabin, 
Conger, Lapham, * Sa’ : 
NAYS—29. 
Bayard, Dolph, Harrison, Pugh, 
Blair, Edmunds, Jackson, Ransom, 
Butler, Fair, Lamar, Saulsbury, 
i Garland, MeMillan, Van Wyck, 
den, George, Manderson, Voorhees, 
Cameron of Wis., Gibson, Morgan, 
Colquitt, Gorman, Morrill, 
Cullom, Pendleton, 
ABSENT—37. 

Aldrich, G McPherson, Sewell, 
Alon, erio paag, re 

nthony, Hampton, axey, ater, 
Beck, Hil, Miller of Cal., ance, 
Brown, Hoar, Miller of N. Y., Walker, 
Cameron of Pa,, Ingalls, Mitchell, ill 
Cockrell, Jonas, Palmer, Wilson. 
Dawes, Jones of Florida, Pike, 
Farley, Kenna, Piumb, 
Frye, Logan, 4 

So the amendment was rejected. 
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The roll-call was concluded, and the result announced—yeas 18, | The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Src.—. That all the Pega lands of the United States in the Rio Grande Valley 
postin prod pb in the cornet of Nadas Mexico and in the State of neoane 
an poan persons who, or whose ancestors or rs, became 

ci of United States by reason of the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, and 
occupied by any person or pereon who have been in the actual bona fide occu- 
or ion of said land, by themselves or their ancestors or grantors, 

y iai next preceding the date of the passage of this be, and the same 

are hereby, withdrawn from entry and sale under the laws of the United States; 


and it sl be the duty of the surveyor-general of New Mexico to investigate 
the rights of the shag po marge bar ga caiam tip nana ps tah ena hire began 
the the Interior. 


da sare frat nema shall have power to sum- 
mon witnesses, administer oaths, and take testimony relative to such occupancy 
ot possession; Provided, That all claims under this act shall be filed with the 
said survey neral within two years after the passage of this act: And 
vided , That no claim shall be so heard or examined exceeding eighty 
acres in quantity. 

Mr. MORGAN. I hope the Senator will say ‘‘this section ™ instead 
of ‘‘this act,” the last time where the word “‘act ” occurs: “AN claims 
under this act shall be filed,” &e. 

Mr. PLUMB. I accept the correction. It should be “‘section’? in- 
stead of ‘‘act.’’ 

Mr. BAYARD, That is the same amendment which was offered yes- 


terday. 

Mr, PLUMB. Only I have made a modification by which I have 
made the section co md to what the surveyor-general may do to de- 
termine the rights of the parties. He only investigates and reports to 
the Secretary of the Interior, This simply maintains the status of these 
people who have been under discussion here on the public lands until 
such time as Congress can legislate in their behalf. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The Senator from Kansas modifies 
the amendment in the last proviso by changing the word ‘‘act’’ to 
‘section;’’ so as to read: 

Provided, That all claims under this section shall bé filed, &c. 

The question is on agreeing to the amendment, proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Kansas. 

Mr. BAYARD. Let us have the yeas and nays on it. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 


the roll. 
Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck]. Ishould vote ‘‘yea’’ if he were here. 


Mr. INGALLS (when his name was called), Iam paired with the 


junior Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Pgxe]. 


Mr. VEST (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana [Mr. Jonas]. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 22, nays 19; as follows: 


YEAS—22, 
Blair, George, Lapham, Ransom, 
Bowen, Harrison, Saulsbury, 
Cameron of Wis., Hawley one, Stet 
Coke, Hill, Morgan, Van Wyck 
Conger, Jones of Florida, Plumb, 
Cullom, Jones of Nevada, Pugh, 
NAYS—19, 

Allison, Dolph, Gorman, Morrill, 
Bayard, Edmunds, Harris, Pendleton, 
Butler, Fair, Jackson, oorhees, 

den, Garland, Lamar, Wilson. 
Colquitt, Gibson, Manderson, 

ABSENT—3. 
Aldrich, Frye, McPherson, Sabin, 
Anthony Groome, Maxey, . Sewell, 
Beck, Hale, Miller of Cal., Sherman, 
Brown, ; Miller of N. Y., Slater, 
Call, Hoar, Mitchell, Vance, 
Cameron of Pa., Ingalls, Palmer, Vest, 
Cockrell, onas, Pike, Walker, 
Dawes, Kenna, KSR W 
Farley, McMillan, Riddleberger, 
So the amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading; and was read 
the third time. - 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. CONGER and Mr. HAWLEY called for the yeas and nays, and 
they were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. a 
I am paired with the Sen- 


Mr. CALL (when his name was called). 
ator from Kentucky [Mr. BECK ]. 
Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). I am paired with the senior 


Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. 

Mr. HAMPTON (when his name was called), AsI have announced 
already, I am paired with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHER- 
son]. Ishould vote ““yea” if he were present. 

Mr. INGALLS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
junior Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. PIKE]. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name wascalled). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Texas [Mr. MAXEY]. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana [Mr. Jonas]. I should vote ‘‘nay’’ if he were 


Mr. PLUMB. I will propose the amendment which was voted on | here. 


yesterday and failed by reason of a tie vote, modified somewhat, as an 
additional section to the bill. I ask the Secretary to read it. 


The roll-call was concluded. 
Mr. COKE. I was requested by my colleague [Mr. MAXEY] to state 
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that he is paired on this bill with fhe Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
PLATT]. If my colleague were here, he would vote ‘‘nay.’’ 
The result was announced—yeas 28, nays 15; as follows: 


YEAS—28. 
Aldrich, Cullom, Gorman, MeMillan, 
Darni, FERETI Harrieo oat 
; un n, organ 

Blair, Fair, Hill, Morrill,” 
Butler, Garland, Jackson, Pugh, 
Camden, George, Jones of Florida, Ransom, 
Colquitt, Gibson, Lamar, Saulsbury. 

© ' NAYS—1. 

Bowen, Hawley, Mahone, Van Wyck, 
Cameron of Wis., Jones of Nevada, Plumb, Voorhees, 
ke, Lapham, Sabin, Wilson. 

Conger, Logan, Sawyer, 
ABSENT—33. 
Anthony, Groome, Miller of Cal., Sherman, 
z Hale, Miller of N. Y., Slater, 
Brown, Hampton, Mitchell, Vance, 

l, Hoar, Palmer, Vest, 
Cameron of Pa., Ingalls, Pendleton, Walker, 
Cockrell, Jonas, Pike, ’ . Williams. 
Dawes, Kenna, 

Farley, McPherson, Riddleberger, 

e, Maxey, Sewell, 

So the bill was 


Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. HAWLEY. There is a little executive business that ought to 
be done. 

Mr. HARRIS. I withdraw the motion if the Senator desires an ex- 
ecutive session. 

Mr. HAWLEY. T move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business, [‘‘No!’’ ‘‘No!’’?] There is some execu- 
tive business that should be transacted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecticut moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

‘The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 9, noes 24; no 
quorum voting. : 

Mr. HARRIS. I renew the motion to adjourn. I believe that is in 
order, 

The motign was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 26 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. | i 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, February 8, 1884. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
JoHN 8. LINDSAY, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


CONSULAR OFFICERS IN ARREARS 


Mr. SHELLEY. I ask unanimous consent to introduce for preseht 
consideration a resolution of inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, after which the Chair 
will ask for objection to its present consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows : i i 
Phr saraaa Het ponda tans jaat tenni pret plpa tA bipera 
is indebted to the Government on account of fees received, trust funds, or from 
any other source, giving the name, position, the amount due the Government, 
and the length of time since such indebtedness accrued, and whether any such 
officer so in default is receiving pay for his services, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this resolution ? A 

Mr. DINGLEY. I suggest that that resolution had better go to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. SHELLEY. If objection is made and it be necessary to refer it, 
I should prefer its reference to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Treasury Department. 

Mr. HARDEMAN. I think that should go to the Committee on Ex- 
penditures in the State Department. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It should go atall events to a committee. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the reference will be made 
as indicated by the gentleman from Alabama. 

There being no objection, the resolution was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department. 

REINHARD WAGNER. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from the 
President of the United States; which was read, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith, in response to a resolution of the House of Representa- 
tives of the 15th instant, a report of the Secre of State, with accompanying 
pavers, in relation to the reported arrest at z, in Russian Poland, of Rein- 

iard Wagner, a citizen of the United States, i 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, February 7, 1884. 
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JOHN E. WHEELOCK. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States; which was read, referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the House of Representatives : 
I transmit herewith a report of the Secre of State, in response to the reso- 
lution of the House of Representatives of the 16th ultimo, respecting the arrest 


and imprisonment of John E. Wheelock, in Venezuela, in 1879, 
CH ER A. ARTHUR. 
MANSION 


Washington, February 7, 1884. 
SECTION 4434 REVISED STATUTES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting a resolution of the board of supervising 
inspectors requesting the amendment of section 4434 of the Revised 
Statutes; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


TRADE BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES AND MEXICO. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting, in reply to the resolution of the House 
of Representatives January 31, 1884, information in regard to 
the trade between the United States and Mexico and to the traffic over 
the railroads connecting the two countries; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


INSPECTION OF AMERICAN PORK. 


Mr. BELMONT. I ask unanimous consent to present to the House 
for present consideration the resolution which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be directed to inquire and re- 
pn whether or not Congress has the power to late commerce between the 
nited States and foreign nations by the imposition, in the form of Federal in- 
geaen laws, of any prohibition, hinderance, burden, or tax on American pork 
estined for exportation from any State, the said inspection laws being only in- 
tended to ascertain and attest the quality of such American pork,and not to 
enforce the inspection laws of any State of the United States or the general rev- 
enue and navigation requirements of the Federal Government, at the several 
ports of export, applicable to all merchandise to be exported, And, also, whether 
any State of the United States may not by its inspection laws, Reet ney oar 
for the pu ee poe pork intended for exportation from that State to 
be inspected and marked by officers of such State, and levy a proper tax to de- 
fray the expenses of such inspection and marking. 


Mr. CALKINS. I think that resolution had better go to a commit- 


tee. 

Mr. BELMONT. Objection being made to the present consideration 
of the resolution, I ask that it be referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

The resolution was referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

LOAN OF TENTS TO SOLDIERS’ REUNION. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I ask unanimous consent to introduce and 
have put upon its passage at this time the joint resolution which I send 
to the desk. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of War to furnish tents for the fifth 
annual reunion of the soldiers and sailors of the Northwest, to be held at 
Chicago in the month of August, 1884. r 
Resolved, &c., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized to 

supply the soldiers and sailors’ reunion at Chicago, Ill., to be held in August, 

A. D. 184, such tents as can be conveniently spared, taking a sufficient bond for 

the return thereof, after the holding of the reunion, in as good condition as when 


received, all cost of transportation and other expenses to be borne by such re- ' 


union, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution ? 

There was no objection, 

The joint resolution (H. Res, 153) was read a first and second time, and 
ordered to be en; and read a third time; and being engrossed, it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
joint resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on-the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


IMPRISONMENT OF SEÑOR CARLOS AGUERO. 


Mr. DAVIDSON. I ask unanimous consent to introduce for refer- 
ence the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be a pears to prevent the 
delivery of Señor Carlos Agüero, now in prison at Key West, Fla., and held for 
extradition on the demand of the Government of Spain under the treaty of ex- 
tradition, until it shall be ascertained that the charges against him are true and 
that he is not held for political offenses; and that the President be requested to 
direct the Attorney-General of the United States to have an investigation of the 
case made, and if it shall be found that the said Señor Carlos Agüero has been 
arrested for political offenses alleged to have been committed in the island of 
Cuba, that he cause such pbs ings to be had in conformity with law as will 
prevent the extradition of the said Señor Carlos Agüero, 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I ask that the resolution be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, together with the proceedings of a meeting of 
Cuban citizens held at Key West. I also ask that those proceedings be 
printed in the RECORD with the resolution. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. I object to printing the proceedings of 
the meeting. 

The resolution was referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. COBB. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. FINERTY. I hope the call for the regular order will be with- 
drawn until I can submit a resolution for present consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is called for; and this being 
Friday—— 

Mr. COBB. I will withdraw the call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The call for the regular order is withdrawn. 


KANSAS INDIAN SCRIP. 

Mr. PETERS, by unanimous consent, intruduced a bill (H. R. 4709) 
for the payment of Kaw or Kansas Indian scrip; which was read afirst 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

REBECCA C. PRYOR. 

Mr. PETERS, by unanimous consent, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
4710) for the relief of Rebecca C.' Pryor; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

$ LYDIA MILLS. j 

Mr. PETERS, by unanimous consent, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
4711) granting a pension to Lydia Mills; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed. 

HENRY D. GREWELL. 

Mr. PETERS, by unanimous consent, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
4712) granting a pension to Henry D. Grewell; which wasreada firstand 
second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

TERRITORIAL GOVERNORS, 

Mr. EVINS, of South Carolina, by unanimous consent, introduced a 
bill (H. R. 4713) requiring the governors of certain Territories to be 
resident of said Territories at least two years before appointment; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Ter- 
ritories, and ordered: to be printed. 

s GREELY RELIEF EXPEDITION. 

Mr. RANDALL submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the “joint resolution m Res. 119) making an ap- 
if kaos for the relief of Lieut. A. W. Greely and Acc pag So 


nown as the Lady Franklin Bay ition to the regions,” 
met, after full and free conference have unable to —. 
SAM. J. RANDALL, 


W. H. CALKINS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


JOHN SHERMAN, 
E. SAULSBURY 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The following written statement accompanying the report was then 
read: 


The managers on the part of the House on the conference upon the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the “joint resolution ec Res. 119) making anap- 
pon for the relief of Lieut. A. W. Greely and his party, composing what 

known as the Lady Franklin Bay tion to the Arctic Pa one submit 
the following written statement in exp! tion of the accompan conference 


rt: 
Phe conference on the part of the two Houses have been unable to agree, the 
effect of which disagreement is to leave the joint resolution in the same condi- 


tion as before. 
SAM. J. RANDALL, 
W. H. CALKINS. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move that the report be accepted and the fact 
communicated to the Senate; and I presume the Senate may ask for a 
further conference. 

The report was then adepted. , 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the report 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DEATH OF WENDELL PHILLIPS. 


Mr. FINERTY. I desire to submit for present consideration the res- 
olution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas the death of Wendell Phillips has d ved America of an orator 
worthy to rank with her greatest, from Patrick Henry, of Virginia, to Daniel 
‘Webster, of Massachusetts; and 

Wh his life was an incessant and unse 


ereas Ifish struggle for the liberty-of 
mankind, i ive of race, creed, country, or condition: Therefore 
Be it resolved by the House of of the United States of America, That 
. it laments the death of Wendell Phillips as a national bereavement, which at 
once deprives the American rostrum of a superb intellect and human freedom 
of an advocate and friend. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution just read? 
Mr. EATON. I object. 


Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I rise to make a privileged report from 
the Committee on Elections. 
The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Perhaps there wassome mistake in the matter 
of the objection to the resolution of my colleague [Mr. FINERTY]. 

The SPEAKER. There was no mistake; the gentleman rose in his. 
place and objected. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I hope the gentleman will withdraw the objec- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. It is too late; there is a privileged report now be- 
fore the House, . 

ELECTION CONTESI—CHALMERS VS. MANNING. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution accom ing the rt from the. 
Committee on Elections will be read. Sica Fi 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Elections be discharged from the further 
consideration of the prima facie right to the seat in the contested-election case 
of J. R. Chalmers vs. Van H. Manning. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I move that the report: be printed, and I 
ask that the minority of the committee may have leave to present their 
views in the case to be printed. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be printed and leave given to the- 
minority to present their views for printing with the report of the ma- 
jority. 

Mr. COOK. I rise to a parliamen inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The e lanat SiN OAR it. 

Mr. COOK. When this case was referred to the Committee on Elec- 
tions it embraced the question of the prima facie right of Mr. Chal- 
mers and Mr. Manning to the seat in contest. The Committee on Elec- 
tions is a unit upon the proposition that Mr. Chalmers is not entitled. 
prima facie to the seat, holding no credentials. The committee is like- 
wise a unit in the opinion that thecredentials held by Mr. Manning are- 
in due form and that he has been duly returned as the member-elect. 
The Committee on Elections are equally divided, upon a vote, upon the 
question of the prima facie right of Mr. Manning to the seat, notwith- 
standing his credentials are in due form. 

The inquiry I desire to make is whether, inasmuch as the report just. 
presented gives the views of those who believe that Mr. Manning should. 
not be permitted to occupy the seat pending the contest notwithstand- 
ing his credentials, on the other hand have those of us who believe he 
is entitled to that seat the right to present our views without obtaining 
unanimous consent for that purpose? 

The SPEAKER. ‘If the committee is equally divided, the Chair 
would suppose that both sides had the right to present their views. But 
there is no difficulty about that, because there is no objection to the 
presentation of the views on the other side. 

Mr. CURTIN. I send to the desk a resolution which I ask to have 
printed with the report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ÇURTIN] 
asks unanimous consent to have printed with the report of the majority 
and the views of the minority a resolution which will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, Thatthe Songer ofa ipene ee right toa seat on this floor involved 
in the contested-election case of James mers vs, Van H. Manning, from 
the oer Congressional district of the State of Mississippi, be recommi to 
the mittee on Elections, with instructions to ascertain and report immedi- 
ately to this House whether a certificate of election to the office of R Representa- 
tive from said district to the Forty-eighth Co) was issued by the proper 
authority, as required by the laws of the State of Mississippi and of the United 
States, to any one; and, if so, to whom. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the printing of this resolution 
with the report? ‘ 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Of course I have no desire in limine to. 
antagonize any proposition which the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
may propose to submit to the House. But I respectfully suggest to 
him that the motion to recommitat this time is premature and extraor- 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania does not move 
to recommit, but simply asks, as the Chair understands, unanimous con- 
sent to have this resolution printed with the report of the majority and 
the views of the minority. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Then I have no objection. 

Mr. KEIFER. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania state the ob- 
ject of this? It is so unusual to accompany a report of this kind with 
anything except that which comes from the committee that I think the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania ought to state the purpose. Otherwise 
I must object. ` 

Mr. CURTIN. The object is that when this question is presented 
for consideration the House may be fully informed as to the course of 
action by some members in reference to the case; and those 
who believe that General Manning has a right to the seat will have an 
opportunity to press for adoption this resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection ? 

Mr. KEIFER. Itis unusual—— 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 
~ JAMES W. COLVILLE. 

Mr. BAYNE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 4714} 
granting a pension to James W. Colville; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 


1884. 


REPEAL OF TOBACCO TAXES. 

Mr. BAYNE, by unanimous consent, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
4715) repealing all internal taxes on domestic tobacco; which was read 
afirst and second time, referred te the Commiteee on Ways and Means, 

‘and ordered to be printed. 


VIRGINIA ELECTION CONTEST—GARRISON VS. MAYO. 


Several members called for the regular order. 

Mr. LOWRY. I desire to present a report from the Committee on 
Elections. 

The SPEAKER. That is in order, notwithstanding the call for the 

ar order. 

Mr. LOWRY. The Committee on Elections, having had under con- 
sideration the legal question involved in the prima facie right to a seat 
in the case of George D. Garrison against Robert T. Mayo, from the first 
district of Virginia, have instructed me to submit the report which I 
send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution appended to the report will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That upon the} question involved in the case of Garrison vs. Mayo, 
the return of the governor, in the absence of anything appearing thereon or prop- 
erly presented in connection therewith tending to impeach it, is conclusive as 
tothe prima facie right; and that, pending the contest on the merits, the sitting 
member is therefore in this case entitled to retain the seat. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be printed and will lie over. The 

order is demanded. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I want to speak upon the proposition just pre- 
sented. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I want to state that while, as a member of the 
Committee on Elections, I agree with the conclusion reached by the 
majority of the committee as stated in the resolution just read, I wholly 
dissent from the reasoning of the report; and I desire the privilege of 
submitting my views. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, leave will be granted to 
the minority of the committee to present their views —— 

Mr. ROBERTSON. As to the law of the case; that is all. 

TheSPEAKER. To be printed with the report of the majority. The 
Chairs hears no objection. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded; and this being 
Friday—— 
i Mr. COX, of New York. My colleague [Mr. ROGERS] has a priv- 
eged 


report. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair did not so understand. There is so 
much confusion on the floor this morning that it is almost impossible 
for the Chair to hear gentlemen addressing him. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD FOR AMERICAN LEGATIONS. 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York. I am instructed by the Committee on 
i ers, bes report back with a favorable recommendation-the joint reso- 
lution (H. Res. 125) to provide each of the American legations abroad 
with one copy of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. I ask for the imme- 
diate consideration of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. This resolution is not a privileged matter-—— 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York. I call for the reading of the report. 

The SPEAKER. This is not a privileged matter; it does not relate 
to printing for the use of the House or the Senate. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. RANDALL. If the House is willing, I would like to call up the | Cabel 


report of the Committee on Rules, that we may finish its consideration 
to-day. 

The SPEAKER. That isa matterof privilege which, in the opinion 
of the Chair, comes up whenever the gentleman in charge of it thinks 
proper to call it up. 

Mr. BAYNE. I hope my colleague [Mr. RANDALL] will not insist 
on bringing up that question to-day. 

Mr. RANDALL. Why not? 

Mr. BAYNE. Because Friday is the only day of the week assigned 
for the consideration of private bills; and these bills afford many citizens 


‘of this country the only redress they can possibly get from their Gov- | Ba: 


ernment. 


Mr. RANDALL. This will take but a little while, otherwise I would | 8 


not interfere. 
Mr. BAYNE. It will in all probability take the miost of the day. 
The SPEAKER. The question before the House is one of privilege 
raised by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL]. 
Mr. BAYNE. I raise the question of consideration. 


€ 
The SPEAKER. The question then is, Will the House proceed to 


the consideration of the report from the Committee on the Rules? 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 127, noes 23. 
So the House determined to proceed with the consideration of the 
report of the Committee on the Rules. 
AMENDMENT OF RULES. 
The SPEAKER. The House resumes the consideration of the re- 
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port of the Committee on the Rules, and the pending question is on the 
amendment of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox], which will- 


be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That a select committee to ascertain the result of the Tenth Cénsus 
duties, privileges, and 


be appointed, to have the same number of mem 
power as the committee of the same name had in the 
said committee be authorized to employ a clerk. 


The SPEAKER. When the House adjourned it had divided on this 
amendment, but no quorum had voted. The proposition will again be 


submitted to the House. 
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Congress; and that. 


The House divided; and there were—ayes 93, noes 51. 


Mr. HOLMAN. 


No quorum has voted. 


The SPEAKER. There is evidently a quorum in the House. 
Mr. RANDALL. We may as well have the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 


163, nays 91, not voting 66; as follows: 


YEAS—163. 

Adams, G. E. Eaton, Lyman 
Aiken, El ) cCoid, 
Anderson, Elliott, McComas, 
Arnot, Ellis, McCormick, 
Bagley, LN. McKinley, 
Barbour, Evins, J. H. Matson, 
Bayne, Finerty, Maybury, 
Belford, Follett, ayo, 
Bingham, Gibson, Millard. 
Bisbee G ; Miller, J. F. 
Boutelle, Goff, Milliken, 
Bowen, Greenleaf, lis, 
Breckinridge, Guenther, itchell, 
Brewer, F. Hanback, Money, 
Brewer, J. H. i Morgan, 

head, Harmer, Morse, 
Browne, T. M. W Moulton, 
Brown, W.W. ynes, Muldrow, 
Brumm, Henderson, D.B, Murphy, 
Buckner, Hepburn, Mu: i: 
Burleigh, Herbert, Mutchler, 
Calkins, iseock, Neece, 
Campbell, Felix Holmes, Nelson, 
Campbell, J. M. Hopkins, Parker. 
Candler, orr, 
Cannon, Houseman, Phelps, 
Carleton, Howey, Price, 

Hunt, Pryor, 

Clardy, James, Pusey, 
Collin Johnson Rankin. 
Cox,8.8. Jones, J. H. Ray, G. W. 
Culbertson, W.W. Jones, J.T. Reese, 
Cuen, ordan, Rigs, 

n, n, Robinson, J.S. 
Davis, L. H. Kean, Robinson, W. E. 
Dibble, Kelley, Rockwell, 
Dockery, tao; Rogers, J. H. 
Dorsheimer, Lamb, Rogers, W.F. 
Dowd, . Lanham, Rosecrans, 
Duncan, Long, Ryan, 
Dann, Lovering, Seney, 

NAYS—91 
Alexander, Ellwood, Lore, 
Atkinson, Ermentrout, Lo 5 
Ballentine, Ferrell, McAdoo, 
Barksdale, Foran, MoM s 
Beach, Forney, Morey, 
Bennett, Fyan, Muller, 
Blount, Geddes, Nicholls, 
Boyle, Halsell, tes, 
Brainerd, Hardeman, Bs 
Breitung, Hardy, O'Neill, Charles 
Buchanan, Hatch, H. H. Payne, 

1, Hemphill, yson, 
Clements, Henley, lerce, 
Cobb, Hewitt, G. W. Peel, S. W. 
Converse, Hitt, Peelle, S. J. 

ve, Hoblitzell, Perkins, 
Covington, Holman, eters, 
Cox, W.R. Holton Poland. 
Crisp, Jones, B. W. Randall, 
Ontcheon, Jones, J.K. Ranney, 
Davidson. Keifer, Ray, Ossi 
Davis, G.R. wrence, È 
Dibrell, Lewis, w A 

NOT VOTING—66. 
Adams, J. J. ley, Jeffords, 
rr, Kellogg, 
Belmont, Everhart, 
Blanchard, Findlay Klein 
Y, einer, 
Bland, rge, Laird, 
Budd, Graves, Le Fevre, 
Green, Libbey, ' 
Caldwell, Hammond, Miller, À, H 
lay, Merjerson T.J. Morrison, 
Connolly, H A.S. utting, 
Culberson, D. B Hooper O'Neil IJ. 
n, D. B. s Neill, J. 
Curtin. ouk, Paige, 
Davis, R.T. Hurd, Pettibone, 
Deuster, Hutehins, Post, 
So the amendment was agreed to. 


Shelley, 
Skinner, ©. R- 
Slocum, 
Spooner, 
Springer, 
Stephenson, 
Stevens, 
Stewart, Charles. 
Stewart, J. W. 
Stockslager, 
Stone, 

Strait, 
Struble, 
Sumner, C. A. 
Sumner, D. H. 
Taylor, E. B. 


On motion of Mr. CATEOND, by unanimous consent the reading of 
wh 


the names was di 
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The following pairs were announced: 

Mr. THoMAs and Mr. BLANCHARD, on all political questions, until 
Monday next. , i, 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of New York, and Mr. RIceE, on all political ques- 
tions, from and including Wednesday, January 30, to February 8. 

Mr. BUDD and Mr. GEORGE, on political questions, till further notice. 

Mr. VAN EATON and Mr. HOUK. 

Mr. MILLARD and Mr. Post of Pennsylvania, on all political ques- 
tions, until this pair is withdrawn on notice from both parties. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania, and Mr. ROBERTSON, of Kentucky, 
on all spon questions, from February 5 to the 12th, inclusive. 

Mr. BLACKBURN and Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, on all political ques- 
tions, till further notice. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND and Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, for this day. 

Mr. KercHam and Mr. WARNER of Ohio, on all political questions, 
till further notice. 

Mr. CALDWELL and Mr. JoHNS. WISE, on political questions, for this 
day. 
Mr. HILL and Mr. DUNHAM, until further notice. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Is'it necessary to move a reconsideration of 
that vote? 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is not necessary, this being 
only an amendment. 

The Clerk will report the next amendment, offered by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. SKINNER]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


RuLE —. There shall be a cee by the Speaker at the beginning 


ing of each 


when acting under the instruction 

pa the said executive calendar for con- 
If his said motion be sustained by a majority vote of a quorum pres- 
ent the bill shall be considered under consideration. The said executive com- 
mittee shall fix the time to be allowed for debate upon each bill so reported, and 
such time shall not be extended except by a majority vote of a quorum present, 
At the expiration of said time so fixed or extended a vote shall be taken upon the 
question without further debate. Nothing in this rule shall prevent the offer of 
amendments to the bill when under consideration or to interfere with the pref- 
erence already given to the consideration of appropriation or revenue bills or 
to prevent the consideration of any of the other calendars of the House, when- 
ever the House may so di 


The amendment was not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now report the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WELLER]. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment to Rule XXI by addition of section 7: 

“Sec. 7. That no bill before the House shall be brought up for final action un- 
til a copy of such bill, with copy of the committee’s rtthereon, has been put 
on the desk of each member on the day on which action is sought.” 

The question was taken; and the Speaker decided that the amend- 
ment was lost. 

Mr. WELLER. I askadivision. I would like to have that reported 
again, for there are many gentlemen around me here inquiring, what is 


it? (Laughter. ] 
The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the amendment will be 
again re’ 


Mr. TRA B. TAYLOR. I object. 

Mr. WELLER. I demand a division. 

The House divided; and there were ayes 2. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman demand a further count? 

Mr. WELLER. I think under the circumstances it is useless to de- 
mand a further count, but I am astonished at the action of the House 
upon that. [Laughter. ] ; 

The SPEAKER. The amendmentis rejected. The Clerk will now 
report the amendment of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HER- 


BERT]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whenever the House is in Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union and a bill is reached for consideration, and before its consideration is 
begun, one motion may be made that the committee lay that bill aside and take 
up any other on that Calendar; which motion shall be decided by a majority of 
the committee without debate. 

Mr. HERBERT. I ask leave to withdraw that resolution, and shall 
favor number 6 of the proposition of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
REED], which reaches the same result, and I do not wish to come in 
eonflict with it. 7, t 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the right to withdraw the 
gmendment before a vote is taken. 

The Clerk will report the next amendment, proposed by the gentle- 
man from Colorado [ Mr. BELFORD]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That each Representative, except the chairmen of standing or select commit- 
tees which have a clerk, may appoint a clerk, to serve during the session of Con- 
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gress, who shall perform such clerical work as may be assigned to him in aid 
of the discharge of his official duties, and shall be paid out of the contingent 
fund of the House at the rate of $6 per day. 

The amendment was not agreed to., 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now report the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. COSGROVE]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out in line 11 of Rule XXXIV the word “Congress,” after the words 
“ex-members of,” and insert the words “the House of Representatives,” 


Mr. COSGROVE. I would like before the question is taken upon 
that amendment to have the rule of the Senate bearing upon this ques- 
tion read also. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that would be in the nature of 
debate, but will submit the question to the House. 

Mr. HERBERT. Let the amendment be read again and the rule as 
it will stand if amended. ; 

The SPEAKER. That had better be done. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out in line 11 of Rule XXXIV the word “Congress,” after the words 
“ex-members of,” and insert the words “the House of Representatives ;” so that 


it will read: P 
“The hereinafter named, and none other, shall be admitted tothe Halt 


persons 
ofthe House or rooms leading thereto, namely: The President and Vice-President 
of the United States and their private secretaries, judges of the Supreme Court, 
members of Con: and members-elect, contestants in election cases as 
the pendency of their cases in the House, the and t-at-Arms o! 
the Senate, of Departments, foreign paang porao of States, the 
Architect of the Capitol, the Librarian of Congress an assistant in of 
the law lib . Such ms as have by name received the thanks of Con- 
gress, ex-members of the House of Representatives who are not interested in 
any claim or directly in any bill pending before Congress, and clerks of com- 
mittees when business from their committee is under consideration; and it 

all not be in order for the Speaker to entertain a request for the suspension of 
this rule eR ie a from the chair the request of any member for unani- 
mous consent. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I would like to ask if that would ex- 
clude ex-members of the Senate ? 

Mr. COSGROVE. .Thatis the intention. They refuse that courtesy 
to ex-members of the House. : 

Mr. GIBSON. | I desire to know whether the rules of the Senate ex- 
clude ex-members of the House. 

Mr. COSGROVE. They do. 3 

The SPEAKER. This is not debatable. Is there objection to the 
request of the gentleman from Missouri to have the Senate rnle upon 
this subject read ? 

Objection was made. 

The question was taken. The House divided; and there were—ayes 
109, noes 23. 

So the amendment was agreed to, 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. RANDALL. By instructions of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions I report a bill (H. R. 4716) making appropriations for the naval 
service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes. 
I do this in behalf of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hurcurys], 
who is unavoidably absent on account of sickness. In his behalf I 
also give notice that he will call up this bill, if physically able to do so, 
for consideration on Tuesday next. f 

The bill was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
of fee Whole House on the state of the Union, and ordered to be 
printed. A 

Mr. CALKINS. I give notice that I reserve all points of order upon 
the bill. 

THE RULES. 


TheSPEAKER. All of the proposed amendments to the rules have 
now been voted upon except that offered by the gentleman from Maine, 
and upon that and the original report of the committee there remain 

-six minutes’ time for debate. 

Mr. RANDALL. Twenty-six minutes of that time will be under the 
conttol of the gentleman from Maine. R 

Mr. REED. I will suggest to the gentleman from Pennsylvania that 
he occupy a part of his time now and then yield to me. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have a very few remarks to make, and prefer to 
close the debate. 

Mr. REED. LI yield first to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS]. 

Mr. MILLS. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] 
on yesterday very well remarked that the rules of the House had much 
todo with determining the question of the comfort of its members. „He 
might have gone further and said that the rules of the House had very 
much to do with determining the business of the House. 

All parliamentary rules, as I understand, Mr. Speaker, are made to 
enable the legislative assembly to declare its will. That isthe primary 
object of all rules. I hold in my hands a volume, carefully prepared, 
of some thousand pages. ‘The celebrated author who has labored 
through the whole of this volume telling us how a legislative assem- 
bly ought to be organized, how it ought to preserve order, on what 
line it should move to transact its business, what should be privileged 
questions and what not, and all the other questions that can arise in a 


CONGRESSIONAL 


1884. 


RECORD—HOUSE. - 997 


legislative assembly, concludes the volume with this striking sentence, 
which, to emphasize, he places on a page by itself and puts in capitals: 
In concluding the foregoing work on parliamentary law and practice the au- 
thor may be allowed to suggest that THE GREAT PURPOSE OF ALL THE RULES 
AND FORMS BY WHICH THE BUSINESS OF A LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY IS CONDUCTED, 
WHETHER CONSTITUTIONAL, LEGAL, OR PARLIAMENTARY IN THEIR ORIGIN, I8 TO 
SURBSERVE THE WILL OF THE ASSEMBLY RATHER THAN TO RESTRAIN IT; TO FA- 
CILITATE, AND NOT TO OBSTRUCT THE EXPRESSION OF ITS DELIBERATE SENSE. 


Unfortunately for this Congress since I have been a member of it 
during the last ten years its rules under both parties have been the re- 
verse of the principle laid down by Mr. Cushing in his Parliamentary 
Manual. Not only are they so, but they have been claimed to be so by 
the advocates of these rules who have made them as they are. They 
have been claimed to be made chiefly for the merit that they obstruct 
the crystallization of the will of the House into law. 

There is a sort of self-asserted superiority in some members of the 
House over all the others. They seem to fear if the will of the ma- 
jority is facilitated in finding expression that some great disaster will 
befall the Republic. Now, I feel that every gentleman on this floor is 
the equal of every other; and I do not want any one gentleman on this 
floor to take upon himself more than one three-hundred-and-twenty- 
fifth portion of the responsibility that rests upon the House. Each one 
of our constituencies has selected us to come here and represent their 
interests; and it is right that this House should so make rules that the 
will of the majority should be made into law so far as this House has 
it in its power to make it. 

For that reason I like the amendment of the gentléman from Maine 
much better than the report of the Committee on Rules. Look at this 
volume [holding up a printed calendar]; this is the unfinished busi- 
ness that remained in this House at the close of the Forty-seventh Con- 
gress. It embraces nine hundred and fifty bills reported favorably. 
And that is not all. If you will look into the reports of this book of 
calendars of this House you will find there has been-report after report 
on the same case year after year, Congress after Congress; and under 
the workings of these rules, made to restrict you and prevent you from 
passing these bills into law, they died upon your calendar. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, I passed through the last House a bill that came 
into this House twenty-odd yearsago. It had never received anything 
but a unanimous approval of every committee that had considered it; 
one time in the Senate and all the other times in this House. Yet it 
never became a law till the last Congress. 

Now is that the way to treat the people of the United States who 
have claims for the consideration of the Government? Is it right for 
us to pile up all these claims and report them favorably year after year 
to Congress and yet provide a way by which they shall never become 
law? Yet that is what your rules do. 

What wrong can there be in allowing a committee to come into the 
House in the morning hour and ask to call up a certain bill on which 
they all agree and have it considered? I-.believe every committee of 
the House can be trusted. I believe every man in this House can be 
trusted as much as I canbe. Ido not arrogate to myself more political 
virtue than I am willing to concede to other members of this House. 
But I want to take one three-hundred-and-twenty-fifth part of the re- 
sponsibility for the action of this House on my shoulders, and I do not 

t any one gentleman to take the responsibility of half a dozen on 
18. i 

Whatis the object of having therulesinthisform? The greatobjectis 
to keep somebody from getting through a bill for some public building. 
Somebody is afraid that there will be some bills to build cuurt- 
houses or custom-houses or something of the kind. That is what they 
are striking at. This calendar has upon it bills for twenty-five or 
thirty of these buildings in this t Republic. And almost the only 
way to get any of them through is by unanimous consent. After you 
get beyond the boundary of tariff legislation and appropriation bills 
and great measures of that class, all the other measures before this House 
come under the head of unanimous-consent legislation. And I have 
seen gentlemen almost get on their knees in front of one man who had 
the power of withholding unanimous consent, who had the power to 
slaughter a bill unanimously reported by a committee; and that man 
sat like a czar of Russia, holding in his hands the power of stopping 
that legislation, and tears and entreaty could not avail to get him to 
give his consent that that bill should become law. That such a power 
should exist in the hands of one man is a disgrace to a legislative as- 
sembly composed of members who are the representatives of a free peo- 
ple. 

These rules are autocratic, oligarchic, plutocratic, and not democratic. 
They ought to be , and the amendment offered by my friend 
from Maine [Mr. REED] does give an opportunity occasionally for a bill 
to be reached wherever a committee who has had it under consider- 
ation comes before the House and asks to have it put upon its passage. 
To that extent it is a benefit, and I think we ought to favor it. 

Mr. REED. I now yield to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEIFER] 
for five minutes. 

Mr. KEIFER. In the last Congress I favored this amendment to the 
standing rules of the House of Representatives. The central idea of the 
proposition submitted by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] is that 
the majority of the House may do such business as it shall decide ought 


to be done in preference to other business that may happen to come 
first upon some of our calendars. We upon this side of the House who 
favor the proposition recognize the fact that in so far as there may be 
any political legislation we are not to have the benefit of the adoption 
of this proposed change in the rules. But it is our duty to look what 
is for the general interest of prompt and correct legislation. 

I do not believe and never have believed that the power which is 
given to us by the second section of the first article of the Constitution 
of the United States, to determine the rules of proceedings here, ever 
was given for the purpose of authorizing the House to make rules by 
which a majority of the House can not transactits business. The whole 
idea was to facilitate the transaction of business hy the majority of the 
House, which is the basis of all republicanism; to enable the majority 
to proceed with the consideration and transaction of such business as it 
was intended it should do. 

As has been very well and strongly said by my colleague on the Com- 
mittee on Rules, the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED], we ought to 
decide what particular things we should do in preference to the great 
mass of business which we can not and perhaps ought not to undertake 
to transact. If it were possible to get through with all the great mass 
of business which is presented for the consideration of Congress, to get 
through it at all, then we might possibly work under such rules as we 
now have. : 

We have three calendars. One is the calendar to which is referred all 
matters of revenue or of appropriation, the Calendar of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union; then we have the House 
Calendar, to which is referred those public matters which do not in- 
volve appropriations or the raising of revenue; then we have a third 
calendar, known as the Calendar of the Committee of the Whole, to 
which we send all business of a private nature. These three calendars 
soon become lumbered up with business, which is taken up now, under 
our present rules, in the order in which the bills are presented on either 
of them. ° 

Sometimes, as I have known, a disputed matter is reached, a matter 
of nu great importance, on a private calendar perhaps, and days and 
weeks are passed in its consideration before it is disposed of, when there 
may be on that calendar immediately after this disputed matter meri- 
torious measures which could be passed in five minutes without dispute 
if they could be reached. Some one may be interested in the first one 
reached, and we have gone on day after day discussing some purely pri- 
vate matter before that is di of. 

On fhe House Calendar as well as on the Committee of the Whole 
House on the stateof the Union there may be matters which are never 
reached, and, as the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS] has said, Con- 
gress adjourns with meritorious measures pending which have not been 
reached at all, although practically every member on the floor of the 
House may be in favor of such legislation. 

I myself am not afraid of legislation. I believe that that provision in 
the Constitution of the United States which gives to every American citi- 
zen the right to petition the Congress of the United States for redress of 
grievances was intended to allow such petitions to be presented to a leg- 
islative body which would be able to grant the relief asked, if upon 
consideration it should be deemed properto do so. But weare now, as - 
we have been for some years, working under a system of rules which 
renders it absolutely impossible for us to grant the redress and relief 
which we may be willing to do. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. KEIFER. I would like a little more time. 

Mr. REED. Will three minutes more be enough? 

Mr. KEIFER. That will be enough. 

Mr. REED. I yield to the gentleman three minutes more. 

Mr. KEIFER. I will occupy that time in speaking of the proposed 
amendment. It will be noticed that by that amendment committees 
making reports within the morning hour can ask the House to consider 
within that hour only such business as belongs to the House Calendar 
and as the committee itself may deem to be of suchimportance as should 
be considered at once. The system as proposed by the gentleman from 
Maine is one of harmony. 

When under that system we come to deal with business upon the 
Calendar of the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
the power is given to the majority of the House, when a motion is 
made to go into Committee of the Whole, to designate by a majority 
vote the particular bill on that calendar which shall be taken up and 
considered, provided the committee reporting that bill shall state it to 
be of such importance as to be at once considered. 

As under our present system, Friday of each week is given for the con- 
sideration of business on the Private Calendar, by this proposed amend- 
ment there will be worked out a complete system of transacting busi- 
ness. No bill reported back from a committee which under the rules 
should be referred te the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union or to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar can 
be designated for consideration during the morning hour, because pref- 
erence is given to the consideration of business on the Private Calendar 
on each Friday. 

Then also, what I consider of the highest importance, the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, which must have all its legislation com- 
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pleted during a Congress, is given two days in each month, on which 
days that committee can call up for consideration any business reported 
from it. Thus it will be seen the proposed system is one that is per- 
fectly harmonious and which looks to the properand prompt transaction 
of business. 

Mr. REED. I yield to the gentleman from Missourj [Mr. BUCKNER] 
for five minutes, 

Mr. BUCKNER. Mr. Speaker, I do not suppose, from the experi- 
ence I have had in this House, that any rules we may adopt will ena- 
dle us to transact the whole business of the House or to. investigate 
and pass upon all bills which may be mtroduced and reported. The 
difficulty is not so much on account of the rules as it is due to the fact 
that for five or six months weare engaged here in considering and making 
reports from committees, when we necessarily adjourn; and then there 
<omes the short session, the shortnessof which’ absolutely forbids us 
from taking up the business which has been prepared at the first session. 
If this difficulty could be remedied the objection of the gentleman from 
‘Texas [Mr. MILLS] would be very y removed. 

But, sir, we are called to consider how we shall do, with expedition 
and dispatch, the business that we cando ; and in this view of the ques- 
tion, with my experience here, I think the system which was in exist- 
ence before the adoption of the present rules was better than the exist- 
ing system. I believe thatthe amendment ofthegentleman from Maine 
will expedite business and diminish the great vice under which we are 
laboring of being compelled either to call up bills and pass them by 
{mnanimous consent, or as the only alternative to ask a suspension of the 
rules by a two-thirds vote inorder to pass bills. 

We havea House Calendar; but I undertake to say that during the 
‘ast two sessions of Congress that calendar has never been reached—never 
so farasI know. It is only at this session that the House Calendar has 
ever been taken up at all, according to my recollection. 

Formerly the difficulty was in making reports and getting action 
upon them; and the amendment of the gentleman from Maine cures 
that difficulty to some extent. Formerly we got locked up in the 
morning hour. A bill would sometimes occupy that hour day after 
day for weeks or months if there was much opposition to it. Under the 
proposition of the gentleman from Maine, if the House thinks fit, after 
the expiration of the morning hour, to go on with the reports of a com- 
mittee, it can do so during the remainder ofthe day. 

I think, sir, that a still better system would be that we should have 
days set apart for the consideration of the House Calendar, as we now 
assign one day in every week for the Private Calendar, days on which 
the business of the House Calendar could not be set aside except by a 
two-thirds vote. Why, sir, it seems to me an anomaly in legislation 
that we have one day in every week set apart in this House for the con- 
sideration of private business involving the interests of private individ- 
uals, but the public business has no day upon which it may not.be ex- 
<luded by privileged questions or other questions overriding it and 
setting it aside. 

According to my view the proposition of the gentleman from Maine 
will give us an outlet for the immense number of reports now made 
here and which are still to accumulate. We can dispose of some of 
them. There is much routine legislation that requires but little time 
or consideration if we once get at it; and we could do this under this 
proposed rule to some extent, whereas now our calendars are so crowded 
that they are never taken up; and the only possibility of having a bill 
passed, though it be on the calendar, is to annoy tke Speaker for recog- 
nition and to seek the passage of the bill by unanimous consent; a most 
vicious system of legislation, which ought never to be resorted to when 
it can be avoided. ' 

Mr. THOMPSON. Iwish to ask the gentleman whether the trouble 
under the old plan, which it is now proposed to revive, was not that 
measures being reported during the morning hour for present considera- 
tion, they sometimes occupied that hour day after day for two or three 
months? 

Mr. BUCKNER. That is an objection which this rule proposes to 
obviate by allowing the House to go on after the expiration of the morn- 
ing hour, not for the presentation of new reports, but for the considera- 
tion of a measure which has been reported. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Will not that require unanimous consent? 

Mr. REED. Oh, no. 

Mr. HERBERT. This proposition provides that when the considera- 
tion of a matter is begun in the morning hour it may continue during 
the whole day unless the House by an affirmative vote decides other- 
wise. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] $ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine has nine minutes re- 
maining. 

Mr. REED. I 
[Mr. BLAND]. 

Mr. BLAND. I think that any member of this House who has been 
here since the adoption of these new rules will agree with me that the 
only means necessary to break them down and show that they area farce 
ås for some gentleman to stand here and object when unanimous consent 
is desired. If that be done—and I hope some gentleman will do that 
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if these rules are continued—it will be shown that the rules we are 
operating under to-day are a farce. These rules seem to contemplate 
that all we meet here for is to raise revenue and appropriateit; that all 
other legislation is wholly unnecessary. I appeal to new members to 
mark the prediction, that if we continue the rules as they now are we 
shall find the calendars lumbered up with the same bills and the same 
reports as in the last Congress; and in the next Congress precisely the 
same bills and the same reports will appear on our calendars without 
any action being taken on anyofthem. I dare say it is within the ob- 
servation of new members here to-day that they are constantly pre- 
senting the same bills and reports which have been presented in the 
last Congress. Why? Because there is no time to consider these re- 
ports. You never reach that House Calendar except by unanimous con- 
sent. You never legislate except on privileged reports from the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, the Committee on Ways and Means, the Com- 
mittee on Rules, or some other committee which is given this preced- 
ence in reference to our legislation. Now, we are sent here by our 
constituents with the idea there is to be legislation, either affirmative 
or negative legislation, to repeal bad laws and to enact good laws, but 
we can not do either; we can not get rid of bad Jaws or enact good ones 
under these rules as theystand. The whole time of the House is taken 
up by consideration of privileged reports and the business of privileged 
committees. If there should happen to be a committee in this House 
that has this privilege and desires to interfere with our legislation for 
that punpose they have the right to take up the time of the House in 
the consideration of such measures as they deem necessary, and thus 
prevent the consideration of measures which other members desire to 
have heard here. 

Mr. Speaker, the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. REED] isin nearly all respects, or at least it is in the main, the 
rule we had before the adoption of these new rules, and which provided 
when a committee made a report that then and therethat report might 
be considered inthe morning hour, And whatwastheeffect ofit? A 
committee that had an important subject which it wished to present to 
the House would select it out from the others before that committee, 
a subject more important than all others in demanding legislation. I 
say that committee had the power to select that subject and present it 
to the House and compel its consideration. That placed the committees 
in the House not on equality, but to some extent upon an equality in 
having their measures considered. Under our present rules there is no 
committee in this House that can have a bill considered unless it has 
the power of reporting as a question of privilege, and hence it is that 
bad Jaws are continued and good laws which ought to be enacted are de- 
ferred, and the whole time of this House is taken up in considering 
privileged reports from privileged committees and such inatters as may 
come up by unanimous consent presented by those who can get that 
unanimous consent by importuning the Speaker. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. REED. How much of my time is there left? 

The SPEAKER. Four minutes. 

Mr. REED. I suggest to the gentleman from Pennsylvania that I be 
allowed to reserve those four minutes until something is said on the 
other side. ; 

Mr. RANDALL. I only want a few minutes, and I wish to wind up 
the debate, as that is my privilege. 

Mr. REED. I do not wish to close, but to take my four minutes 
after some objections have been made. 

Mr. RANDALL. I will make the concluding remarks which I in- 
tend, and then ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. REED. Very well; I will say all I have to say now. 

I can not hope, Mr. Speaker, in four minutes to add anything of im- 
portance to the suggestions I had the honor to make to the House the 
other day. I desire to say, by way of recapitulation, I do not regard 
the proposition I make to this House as anything in the nature of a 

and I do not believe it will cure all the evils and make us live 
happily ever afterward [laughter], but I do believe it will be a great 
assistance to the House on the true principle upon which every House 
ought to conduct itself, namely, that the majority thereof shall control 
its business. 

Now, the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. THOMPSON] has made a 
suggestion I desire to answer, and that is, will not the adoption of the 
morning hour lead toaclog? Ifthe morning hour wasat sixty minutes, 
as perhaps he recollects it was in the Forty-fifth Congress, or some of 
us do, then it will be a clog; but, extended as long as the House chooses, 
it can no more be a clog than special assignments can be a clog to the 
business of the House. In other words, if the House is fully prepared 
to deal with a measure the House can go on and finish it, and no measure 
can take forever, so the House need not imagine there is going to bea 

t clog. 
Fotie than that, I desire to say that my proposition does not open 
the flood-gates of legislation by any manner of means. On the contrary 
there is no physical possibility of doing the great majority of our leg- 
islation. The single object of my amendment is to make a selection, 
and I maintain the system I propose makes a selection in a better way. 
I doubt if there will be any more legislation passed, but I believe a 
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‘better class of legislation, one worthier of the House, will receive its 
attention. And I do not anticipate any great increase of legislation by 
it; but I do anticipate an enlargement of the right of the members of 
the House to such an extent that those bills which the House considers 
worthy will receive attention. 

And alloweme to say that this system ‘which I propose is a definite 
system. It is to be taken, in my judgment, as a whole, and as a whole 
it will be found to work harmoniously and produce some good results. 
It has the advantage also of having been practically tested in other Con- 
gresses prior to the Forty-sixth, and was not found to"tesult in any 
serious difficulty or produce any public injury. 

Mr. HERBERT. I wish to ask the gentleman from Maine whether 
his system does not provide that no legislation can be selected—no bill 
advanced on the calendar—except by the direction of a committee? 

Mr. REED. It does. Now I want to call theattention of the House 
to the fact that the difficulty which it is proposed to remedy by this 
amendment to the rules is not applicable alone to ourselves but lies at 
the base of every parliamentary system—— 

Mr. HERBERT. Let me say that I favor the proposition of the gen- 
tleman and believe it will produce good results. 

Mr. REED. Some members object to it; but, as I have stated, it is 
to be applied as a remedy to a difficulty which exists in all parliament- 
ary systems that can not do their whole business: and while this propo- 
sition can not accomplish all that could be desired, still it goes in that 
direction and will afford somewhat of a solution of the difficulty. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I willendeavorto be very brief. Under 
the operation of the old rule objection was made that bills were hidden 
in the committees. The Committee on Rules, then, recognizing the fact 
that every bill should have a report as far as practicable, changed that 
rule and provided for calendars, so thateach bill when introduced might 
come in its order to the consideration of the House. The difficulty 
then was that bills in the manner now proposed by this amendment 
were injected into the morning hour and were kept there to the exclu- 
sion or obstruction of any other business. I deny that under the exist- 
ing rules of the House the majority of this House can not reach any 
business it may desire to reach if the subject to which it relates has been 
reported upon by a committee. This House provided that if a bill was 
to be taken out of its order, that displacement should be done by a re- 
corded vote in the House; and that important measures could not be 
taken out of their order and displaced by bills which had secured a 
momentum, either by the extent of the appropriation embraced in them 
or by the industrious methods of people who surrounded this building 
to secure consideration of such measures, thus giving them power to 
militate against matters of legislation in the interest of people who 
were not so well able to reach the ears of members as they. 

The whole burden of the argument in the House to-day in favor of 
the amendment of the gentleman from Maine is that this House does 
not get through with its businesss. I agree with the gentleman from 
Maine that such is the case, for the reason, as he knows and as the 
House knows, that it would be a physical impossibility todo so. But 
a change in therules will not alter that. An examination of the num- 
ber of bills and joint resolutions introduced and their growth in num- 
bers for a few Congresses back will be of interest in this connection. 
We find that in the Thirty-eighth Congress there were 813 bills and 182 
joint resolutions, making a total of 995 bills, That number increased 
in the Thirty-ninth Congress to 1,539 bills and joint resolutions, and in 
subsequent Congresses the number increased as follows: 
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2,021 499 
Forty-first .... 3,093 613 
Forty-second. 4,073 276 
Forty-third.... 4,891 063 
Forty-fourth 4,708 904 
Forty-fifth. 6,549 799 
Forty-sixth 7, 2357 676 
Forty-seventh ... 7,65 2 


In the Forty-seventh Congress, therefore, if you include the bills 
which originated in the Senate, the total number was probably not 


short of 10,000. It must be apparent, therefore, to the House that no | § 


rule can remedy that condition of affairs. The only possible remedy is 
in legislation. The only remedy would be that which would take from 
this House matters relating to war-claims, that would take from its 
consideration matters relating to claims of a private character against 
the Government, and remit all such to a judicial tribunal. Another 
remedy would be with reference to the pension bills. These, if taken 
from the jurisdiction of the Honse, all of these bills which come here 
on appeal from the decision of the Department, if referred to some other 
tribunal, to a court having authority to examine and report upon them, 
would relieve the House of a vast amount of labor. 

The effect of this amendment is in my judgment to give preference 
to bills behind which there is that description of motive power of which 
I have before spoken. 
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consider bills of that character, let them come in the order in which 
they appear on the calendars. Do not let us, either by combination of 
circumstances or by sudden impulse, vote to take from the calendar at 
the instance of a mere majority of a committee of this House these 
bills and give them an advantage of consideration over those that have 
not money in them to promote their passage. $ 

The gentleman from Maine has stated that only 8 per cent. of the 
bills introduced became laws. That is because this enormous increase 
from 990 in the Thirty-eighth Congress to 10,000 in the last Congress 
makes it utterly and physically impossible to get to the consideration, 
if his figures be correct, of more than 8 per cent. of them, no matter 
how essential they may be in many instances to the public service. But 
incidentally here I want to say further that from observation I am in- 
duced to believe that 95 per cent. of all the legislation of this House 
has behind it the motive power of money, either immediately or else 
in the early future. * 

I do say that this proposition will open the doors of the Treasury 
wider than I think they ought to be opened. I do not believe that 
this proposition is in the interest of economy. I do believe that itis in 
the interest and promotive of extravagant expenditure of the publie 
money. And I recognizethe fact that one of the motives that the peo- 
ple had in filling these seats about me was that we should exhibit what 
they wanted in our acts here—reform and economy in the public ex- 
penditures of money. And I am proud to say, Mr. Speaker, that as far 
as I am able now to know, your appointments are likely to promote 
that view of the people. 

Hence it is that I say this is not a step in the right direction; that 
in fact it is a step in the wrong direction. My honorable friend here 
from Illinois [Mr. Morrison] who has under his especial care legisla- 
tion for reform and reduction of the tariff, and I who stand here with 
others in favor of the abrogation of internal taxation, or men on that side 
from my ownState who declare for a division among the States of a sur- 
plus, may give up, if this rule is permitted to have its legitimate effect 
in the direction to which it looks. For, mark you, I think it tears 
down every restraint upon extravagance, every safeguard for economy. 
The House can take the consequences. I have done my duty in calling 
attention to the danger; and with that I ask the yeas and nays on the 


proposition. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. VAN EATON. I should like to hear read the amendment on 
which the House is to vote. : 

The SPEAKER. Before the vote is taken the Clerk will again re- 
port the amendment offered by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That clause 2 of Rule XXIV be amended so as to read as follows: 

“2. On all days other than Monday, as soon as the Journal is read and ap- 
proved, and on all ressora fe (except the first and third in each month) after the 
call of States and Territories, there shall be a morning hour for reports of com- 
mittees, which shall be appropriately referred and printed and a copy thereof 
mailed by the Public Printer to each Member and Delegate: Provided, That 
during such morning hour it shall be in order to consider such bills as would 
otherwise go to or are already on the House Calendar, if the committee in charge 
when called shall so direct. The Speaker shall call each committee in regular 
order, and if the § er shall not get through the call of committees before the 
House passes to other business, he shall resume the next call where he left off, 
giving preference to the measure last under consideration; but whenever any 
committee s have occupied the morning hour on one day it not be in 
order for such committee to report further until the other committees shall have 
been called in their turn.” 

That clause 4 be so amended as to read as follows: 

“4. After the hour shall have been devoted to reports from committees, except 
on the second and fourth Mondays of each month, it shall be in order to proceed 
to business on the Speaker's table, to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, or to the House Calendar; motions therefor having priority 
in the order named. The morning hour shall continue until the House deter- 
mines to go to other business.” 

That clause 5 be so amended as to read as follows: : 

“5, When the House proceeds to the Speaker's table, the business shall be dis- 
posed of in the following order: 

“ First, Messages from the President and other executive communications. 

“Second. Messages from the Senate and amendments proposed by the Senate 
to bills of the House. 

“Third. Bills and resolutions from the Senate on their first and second read- 
ing; that they be referred to committees or put on their passage; and the mo- 
tions so to refer shall have precedence of all motions touching their disposition, 

“ Fourth. En bills and bills from the Senate on their third reading.” 

That clause 6 be amended so as to read as follows: 

“6. When a motion is made that the House resolve itself into the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, it shall be in order, pending that 
motion, if directed by a committee, to move to designate a bill to be first con- 
sidered in the committee, which motion shall not be subject to amendment or 
ebate, and only one designation shall be pending at a time. If no bill be des- 
ignated, or, being designated, is disposed of in committee, it shall then consider 

rst bills pibisgm kree hia and general appropriation bills, and then other bills 
on its calendar. 

“7. On Friday of each week, after the morning hour, it shall be in order to 
entertain a motion that the House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
House to consider business on the Private Calendar; and, if this motion fail, 
then publie business shall be in order as on other days.” 

Add to Rule XXIV the following clause: 

“8, After the morning hour, on the second and fourth Mondays of each month, 
it shall be in order to consider legislation already reported ting to the Dis- 
trict of Columbia unless d with by a two-thirds vote of the House.” 

That there be added to Rule XXIV the following clause : 

“9. Before the morning hourit shall be in order to proceed to the consideration 
of unfinished business other than that in the morning hour or on the Speaker's 
table, and the consideration of all other unfinished business shail be resumed 
whenever the class of business to which it belongs shall be in order under the 
en,” 
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The question was taken; and there were—yeas 128, nays 137, not 
voting 55; as follows: 


YEAS—128. 
Adams, G. E. Dorsheimer, Lawrence, Reagan, 
en, El " Libbey, Reel. 
n, Ellw Long, Robinson, J.S, 
Beach, Everhart, ey Rockwell, 
Belmont, Finerty, eCoid, Rogers, 
Bisbee, ne, McComas, Rowell, 
Bland, ff, MeCormick, Russell, 
Boutelle, Greenleaf, McKinley, Ryan, 
Bowen, Hanback, -Mayo, Skinner, C. R. 
, art, Millard, Spooner, 
Breitung, Hatch, H. H. Milliken, Steele, 
Brewer, F. B. Haynes, Stephenson, 
ewes oS = Heron D.B. Morey, Serui S 
wne, T. epburn, organ, wart, J. 
Brown, W. W. Muldrow, Strait, 
Brumm, Hewitt, G. W. Nelson, Struble, 
Buckner, Hiscock, * Oates, Taylor, E. B. 
Budd. Hitt, O'Hara, Taylor, J. D. 
Burleigh, Holmes, Parker, Throckmorton, 
“a Holton, Payne, Vance, 
Campbell, Felix Horr, Pa; Wadsworth, 
Chace, owey, Peelle, 8. J. Wait, 
Clardy, Hunt, Per! Wakefield, 
Collins, James, Peters, Washburn, 
Cook, Jeffords, Pettibone, Weaver, 
Cox,8. 8. Johnson, Phelps, Weller, 
Culbertson, W. W. n, Poland, White, Milo 
Cullen, Kean, Potter, Whiting, 
Devine. —_—‘eelley, Bane Winang John 
ty yY, nney, ohn 
Davis, R. T Lacey, Ray, G. W. Wise, J. 8. 
ley, Lanham, Ray, Ossian Woodward 
- NAYS—137. 
Alexander, Dowd, Kleiner, Slocum, 
Anderson, Duncan, b, Smith, 
Arn Dunn, Lewis, Spriggs, 
ey, Eaton, Lore, Springer, 
entine, Elliott, Lowry, Stevens, 
ur, Ellis, McAdoo, Stockslager, 
Bar! le, Ermentrout, MeMillin, Sumner, D. H. 
Bayne, Evins, J. Matson Talbott, 
Benneit, Ferrell, Miller, J. F. Taylor, J.M. 
Boe” oe Mitchell, ce gee 
‘ollett, o n, man, 
Breckinri $ Forney, Moulton. Tucker, 
Buchanan, 3 Muller, Tully, 
Burnes, | Geddes, Murray, Turner, H. G. 
Cabell, Gibson, Mutchler, Turner, Oscar 
Campbell, J. M, Glascock, Neece, Van i 
Candler, Graves, Nicholis, s 
Caznon, Halsell, Paige, Warner, Richard 
Carleton, Han $ Patton, Wellborn, 
Clay, Hardeman, Wemple, 
Clements, Hardy, Peel, 8. W. 
Cobb, Harmer, Pryor, Wiliams, 
Connolly, Hatch, W. H. Pusey, Willis, 
Converse, Hemphill, Randall, Wilson, W. L. 
ve, Henley, Rankin, Winans, E. B. 
ngton, Hoblitzell, A Wise, G.D. 
Cox, W.R. Holman, Riggs, . Wolford, / 
Surin Homme Bogen Worklagts 
; ouseman. rs, J. H. o; n, 
AE Y Jones, B. W. Rosecrans, Yaple, 
Da n Jones, J. H. Scales, York, 
Davi, LH. zoa; s A K Seney, Young, 
e, ones, J.T. Seymour, 
Dibrell, Jordan,; Shaw, 
Dockery, King, Skinner, T.G. 
NOT VOTING—5S. 
Adams, J. J. Foran, Le Fevre, Robertson, 
Barr, Green. Lovering, Shelley, 
Belford, Guenther, Maybury Singleton. 
Bingham, Hammond, Miller, 8. H. Snyder, 
Blackburn, Henderson, T.J. oney, Stone, 
Blanchard Hewitt, A.S. Morrill Storm, 
Broadhead, Hill, orse, Sumner, C. A 
Caldwell, Hooper, Murphy, Thomas, 
Cassidy, Houk, Nutting, Townshend, 
Culberson, D. B. Hurd, Ochiltree, Valentine, 
A Hutchins, O'Neill, Charles Van Eaton, 
Kellogg, O'Neill, J.J. Warner, A.J. 
Evans, L N. Ketcham, ‘ost, White, J. D. 
Findlay, Laird, Rice, 


So the amendment was not agreed to. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. VAN EATON with Mr. HOUK. 

Mr. DEUSTER with Mr. GUENTHER. 

Mr. SHELLEY with Mr, VALENTINE. 

Mr. PATTON. At the request of the gentleman from Wisconsin 
[Mr. Deusrer], I desire to state that he has been on the sick-list for 
the last four days. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I ask that the reading of the names of 
members voting be dispensed with. 

There was no objection. ; 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

Mr. HERBERT, I move to recommit the report to the Committee 
on Rules with the instructions which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the resolution reported by the Committee on Rules be recom- 
mitted with instructions to the committee to report an additional rule provid- 
ing that pending a motion to go into Committee of the Whole one motion may 
be made by direction of a committee, to be decided by a majority without 
amendment and without debate, to take up and consider, when in committee, any 


bill on that calendar; and also a rule providing that when a motion is made 
to take up the House Calendar, pending that motion one motion may be made, 
if directest by a committee, to be decided by a majority without amendment and 
without debate, to take up and consider any particular bill on said calendar, 


Mr. REED. The House having determined not to trust itself, let us 
see how far it will go. 

Mr. RANDALL. If onesidecan debate, the other ought to beallowed 
also. 


Mr. REED. Iam perfectly willing that the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania shall have a chance to debate. 
Mr. RANDALL. This will virtually leave us without any rule. 


Mr. HERBERT. 


I call for the yeas and nays on my proposition. 


On the question of ordering the yeas and nays there were ayes 46. 
The SPEAKER. The affirmative is not one-fifth of the last vote. 
Mr. HERBERT. Count the other side. 


The other side being counted, there were noes 74. 


So (the affirmative being more than one-fifth of the entire vote) the 
yeas and nays were ordered. 
.The question was taken; and there were—yeas 113, nays 130, not 
voting 77; as follows: 


Adams, J.J. 
Barr, 
Belford, 
Belmont, 
Bingham, 
Bisbee, 
Blackburn, 
Bianchard, 
Brewer, J.H, 
Broadh 
Browne, T. M. 
Brumm, 
Burnes, 
Caldwell, 
Cox,S.S, 
Cox, W.R. 
Cullen, 
Deuster, 
Dorsheimer, 
Dunham, 


So the motion to recommit was not agreed to. 


Hart, 
Hatch, H. H. 
Ha: 


YEAS—113. 
McCormick, 
ema 
Mil 0, 1 


ynes, 
Henderson, D.B. Nelson, 


Henderson, T.J. Oates, 
Hepburn, O Hara, 
Herbert, Parker, 
Hewitt, G. W. Payne, 
Hitt, Payson, 
Horr, Peelle, S.J. 
Hunt, Perkins, 

effords, Peters, 
Johnson, Pettibone, 
Jones, J.H. helps, 

ean, Poland, 
Keifer, Price, 
Kelley, J Ranney, 

$ Ray, G. W. 

Lanham, Ray, n 
Lawrence, $ 

Y, ' 

Long, jean 
vering, Rogers, 
Lyman, Rowell, 
NAYS—130. 
Dockery, Kleiner, 
Dowd, Lantb, 
Duncan, Lewis, 
Eaton, Lore, 
Elliott, Lowry, 
Ellis, McA 
Ermentrout, MeMillin, 
Evins, J.H. n, 
Ferrell, Maybı 
Fiedler, Miller, J. F. 
Follett, Mitchell, 
Forney, Morrison, 
Fyan, Morse, 
Geddes, Moulton, 
Glascock, Muller, 
Graves, Murray, 
Halsell, Mutchler, 
Hardeman Neece, 

y, Nicholls, 
Harmer, Paige, 
Hatch, W. H. Patton, 
Hemphill, Pierce 
Henley, Peel, S. W 
Hiscock, Potter, 
Hoblitzell, Pryor, 
Holman, Pusey, 
Hopkins, Randall, 
Houseman, Rankin, 
sones; ay. Reese, 
Jones, J. K. Riggs, 
Jones, J.T. Robinson, W. E. 
Jordan, Rogers, J. H. 
King, Scales, 

NOT VOTING—77. 

Dunn, Kellogg, 
Evans, I.N Ketcham, 
Findlay, Laird, 
Foran, Le Fevre, 
Gibson, MeCoid, 
Green, McComas, 
Guenther, Miller, S. H. 
Hammond, . Milliken, 
Hancock, Money, 
Hewitt, A.S. Morrill, 
Till, Murphy, ' 
Holmes, Nutting, 
Holton Ochiltree, 
Hooper, O'Neill, Charles 
Houk, ONeill, J.J. 
Howey, Post, 

Hurd, Rice, 
Hutchins, Robertson, 
James, Robinson, J. S. 
Kasson, Rosecrans, 


Russell, 


Ryan, 
Skinner, C. R. 
Steele, 


Taylor, E. B. 
Taylor, J.D. 
Throckmorton, 


Woodward, 
Worthington. 


Seymour, 


ns, 
Stockslager, 
Sumner, C Å. 
Sumner, DH. 
Talbott, 
Taylor, J.M. 
Thompson, 
Tillman, 
Townshend, 
Tully, 
Turner, H.G. 


Turner, Qscar 
Van Alstyne, 
Ward 


ard, 
Warner, Richard 
Wellboru, 
Wilkins, 
Williams, 
Wilson, W. L. 
Winans, E. B. 
Winans, John 


Van Eaton, 
Warner, A, J. 
Wemple, - 
White, JD. 
Willis, 
Wi 
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The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. MILLIKEN with Mr. YOUNG. 

Mr. Stocum with Mr. HANCOCK. 

Mr. GIBSON. I desire to record my vote. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman present when his name was 
called? 

Mr. GIBSON. I had stepped out of the Hall fora moment; and was 
not present when my name was called. 

The SPEAKER. The rule is very positive on that subject. The 
House sometimes has given unanimous consent to record the vote where 
the gentleman has stated that he was in the Hall at the time the roll 
was called and was listening and failed to hear his name;, that is done 
by unanimous consent ofthe House. But the gentleman states that 
he was not in the House at all during the call of the roll. 

Mr. GIBSON. I desire to state that if I had been present, I should 
have voted ‘‘no.’’ , : 

Mr. SLOCUM. Iam paired on this question with Mr. HANCOCK, 
of Texas. I desire to state that if he were present, he would vote ‘‘ay”’ 
and I should vote ‘‘ no.” 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now upon adopting the report of 
the Committee on Rules. 

The question was taken, and the report was adopted. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the report 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. FINDLAY, for five days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. BLANCHARD, for three days, on account of illness. 

To Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, for ten days, on account of illness. 

To Mr. SNYDER, for five days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. HoLmeEs, indefinitely, on account of illness in his family. 

ASSIGNMENT OF COMMITTEE-ROOMS, ETC. ty 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state to the House that ac- 
cording to an arrangement made between the Clerk of the House and 
the Chair, the Chair has taken control of the room in the basement of 
the Capitol heretofore occupied by the Superintendent of Public Build- 
ings and Grounds and will assign it to a committee of the House, that 
room being suitable for the purpose; and the Clerk will take in lieu of 
that room the one under the Hall of the House, which has been here- 
tofore occupied as a miscellaneous store-room. The Chair makes this 
announcement because the room in the basement had been assigned to 
the Clerk by order of the House, and if the House is not content with 
the actión of the Chair it is proper that it should be known. 

There was no objection. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. STEELE. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. To-day being Friday, the regular order is the call 
of committees for reports of a private nature. 

Mr. STEELE. I move to dispense with the morning hour for the 
call of committees. 

The SPEAKER. That requires a two-thirds vote. 

The motion to dispense with the morning hour was not agreed to; 
there being upon a division—ayes 76, noes 48 (two-thirds not voting 
in the affirmative). 

LIEUT. JOHN G. KYLE. 

Mr. MURRAY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2586) for the 
payment of the funeral expenses of Lieut. John G. Kyle; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


CASTLE ISLAND, BOSTON HARBOR. 

Mr. LYMAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
adversely the joint resolution (H. Res, 101) authorizing the President or 
the United States to permit the occupancy of Castle Island, in Boston 
Harbor, by the municipal authorities of Boston; which was.laid on the 
table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

‘. WILLIAM W. WEBB. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1093) for the 
relief of William W. Webb; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying re- 
port ordered to be printed. 

EDMOND G. FECHET. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3671) to 
correct the record of Capt. Edmond G. Fechét; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the 
accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


JOHN W. CUMMINS. 


Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 314) for the relief of John W. 


Cummins; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 


on oe Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 
IRENE BAKER. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 3606) granting a pension to Irene 
Baker; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


THOMAS WARD. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 4036) to increase the pension of 
Thomas Ward; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

MARY P, THOMPSON. 

Mr. PATTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1394) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary P. Thompson; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

MRS. MARY F. BARNES. 


Mr. PATTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 1406) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Mary F. Barnes; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

MRS. ELLEN M. FLAGG. 

Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3238) ting a 
pension to Mrs. Ellen M. Flagg; which was referred to the Eommittes 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 

CHRISTOPHER P. DAVIDSON. 

Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 2252) for the relief of 
age P. et ooh! referred to the Committee of the 

ole House on the Private Calendar, and the accom ing report 
ordered to be printed. ; tee 
REBECCA GOODRICH. ` 

Mr, WINANS, of Michigan, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
reported back the bill (H. R. 3253) for the relief of Rebecca Goodrich; 
when the committee was discharged from the further consideration of 
the same, and it was referred to the Select Committee on Payment of 
Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

WILLIAM BALLARD. 

Mr. SUMNER, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported back adversely the bill (H. R. 2329) for the relief of 
William Ballard; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE OVERMIRE.. k 

Mr. SUMNER, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Pensions, also 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 1756) granting a pension to 
George Overmire; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

THEODORE C. HAWKINS. 

Mr. SUMNER, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Pensions, also 
reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3838) 
granting a pension to Theodore C. Hawkins; which was referred to the 

mmittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the ac- 
companying report ordered to be printed. 

SIMPSON HARRIS. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 433) to increase the pension of Simpson Harris; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ADVERSE REPORTS, 


Mr. ELLWOOD, from the Committee on Claims, reported back ad- 


versely the following cases; which were severally laid on the table, and 
the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 808) for the relief of Patrick Casey; i 

A bill (H. R. 815) for the relief’ of Thomas Chambers; 

A bill (H. R. ino for the relief of H. C. Hooker; 

A bill (H. R. 1599) to provide for paying certain advances made to 
the United States by the States of Maryland and Virginia; and 

A bill (H. R. 667) for the relief of George D. Blakey. 
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COLLINS MORSE AND HENRY C. GRAY. 

Mr. PRICE, from the Committee on Claims, reported back adversely 
the bill (H. R. 2578) for the relief of Collins Morse and Henry C. Gray; 
which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

GEORGE L. DOUGLASS. 

Mr. PRICE, from the Committée on Claims, also reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 2683) for the relief of George L. Douglass; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ALEXANDER D. SCHENCK. 

Mr. PRICE, from the Committee on Claims, also reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 1266) for the relief of Alexander D. Schenck; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ABBIE SHARP, FORMERLY ABBIE GARDNER. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Claims, re- 
ported back adversely the bill (H. R. 2018) for the relief of Abbie 
Sharp, formerly Abbie Gardner; which was laid on the table, and the 
accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

BEAUFORT MOUNTED GUARD. 

Mr. ROWELL, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 2709) providing for the payment of the Beaufort 
Mounted Guard; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

DR. CHARLES E. TUPPER. 

Mr. ROWELL, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 1279) for the relief of Dr. Charles E. Tupper, of 
Putnam County, Ohio, late assistant surgeon of the Forty-first Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN THOMAS BROWN. 

Mr, ROWELL, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported back 
adversely the bill (H. R. 2792) for the relief of John Thomas Brown; 
which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be 

rinted. 
gi PETER AND ANSON E. NODINE. 

Mr. FERRELL, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
adversely the petition of Peter and Anson E. Nodine ; which was laid 
-on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

VALOROUS G. AUSTIN. 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York, from the Committeé on War Claims, re- 
ported back adversely the petition of Valorous G. Austin ; which was 
laid on thetable, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

SOPHIA G. MITCHELL AND ELIZA JANE MAHON. 

Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back ad- 
versely the bill (H. R. 1199) for the relief of Sophia G. Mitchell and 
Eliza Jane Mahon; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 

TITLE TO REAL ESTATE. 

Mr. MULDROW, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported back adversely the bill (H. R. 1145) to cure the title to certain 
real estate in the District of Columbia; which was laid on the table, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

BONDS OF EXECUTORS. 

Mr. MULDROW, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
also reported back adversely the bill (H. R. 2848) to amend the law 
relating to the bonds of executors in the District of Columbia; which 
was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

RUDOLPH JOHN MARTI. 
Mr. JOHN S. WISE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
‘back favorably the bill (H. R. 4697) for the relief of Rudolph John 
Marti; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 
JOHN SWEARER. 


Mr. JOHN S. WISE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also 
reported a bill (H. R. 4717) for the relief of John Swearer; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 


dered tp be printed. 
CAROLINE SHEWARD. 


Mr. JOHN S. WISE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also 
reported a bill (H. R. 4718) for the relief of Caroline Sheward; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


SUPPORT OF COMMON SCHOOLS. 

Mr. WILLIS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 4719) 
to aid temporarily in the support of common schools; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Education, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. STEELE. I demand the order. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. | I rise to a question of privilege. I offer the fol- 
lowing resolution for consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolution, after which 
the Chair will decide whether or not it presents a question of privilege. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be, and he is hereby, directed to pur- 
chase the necessary furniture and ting for the rooms of the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors and the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, subject 


to the approval of the Committee on Accounts, and pay for the same out of the 
contingent fund of the House. 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I wish to offer an amendment to that 
resolution. à 
Mr. HOLMAN. I think that had better go to the Committee on Ac- 


counts. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks as this provides for the purchase 
of furniture, and for payment out of the contingent fund, that it isper- 
haps hardly a matter of privil 

Mr. MUTCHLER. Let it go to the Committee on Accounts, then. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Will my amendment also go? 

The SPEAKER. It is not before the House for consideration. 

The resolution was referred to the Committee on Accounts. 

ADJOURNMENT OVER. 

Mr. COBB. I move that when the House adjourns to-day it be to 
meet on Monday next. 

Mr. SLOCUM. Ì was about to ask unanimous consent of the House 
to make the bill (H. R. 228) for removing certain burdens upon our 
shipping a special order for to-morrow. 1 think the House can dispose 
of that very easily to-morrow. 

Mr. MILLS. Would it not have been better to fix some rules for the 
House by which a majority of the House could reach such questions 
without asking unanimous consent? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. STEELE. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER, The regular order is the motion of the gentleman 
from Indiana that when the House adjourns to-day it be to meet on 
Monday next. ; 

The motion was agreed to. 

PRIVATE CALENDAR. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I move that the Heuse resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House for the consideration of the Private Oalendar. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House, Mr. Cons in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of the Private Calendar. 

The Clerk will report the first bill on the Calendar. ° 

MUSTER AND PAY OF CERTAIN OFFICERS, ETC. 

The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 355) to 
provide for the muster and pay of certain officers and enlisted men of 
the volunteer forces, reported from the Committee on Military Affairs 
with an amendment. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 


and directed to correct the muster-rolls,of the volunteer forces of the United 
States in the late war so that the muster of officers and enlisted men therein 


shall cover the whole period during which they were larly commissioned 
and actually performed the duties to which they were so commissioned, in all 


cases where no charges are pendis against them and there was no fault or 
neglect on their t which delayed their muster-in, and where the commis- 
sions bear date prior to the 20th day of June, 1863, or after that date when their 
commands were not below the minimum number entitling them to such oflicers 
at the date of the commission. 

Sec, 2. That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to eause to 
be paid to all officers and enlisted men mustered under the provisions of the 

receding section the amounts of pay and allowances to which they would have 

n entitled if originally so mustered, less the amount they actually received, 

out of an ease ie in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated 

org acts and parts of acts inconsistent 
pea 

The committee recommend the adoption of the following amendment; 

“Tn line 8, after the word “ commissioned,” rt: 

“ Or were prevented from 


Konui are hereby re- 


rforming said duties under their ive com- 
missions by reason of wounds received in the line ofduty, or by sickness in hos- 
pital, or by being prisoners of war.” 


Mr. McMILLIN. Let us have the report read. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred bills H. R, 350, 816, 
and 355, mgs, Kons same under consideration, do respectfully report the same 
back with bill H. R. 355 in the nature of a substitute for the several bills named. 

Your committee are of the opinion that an act of general application, such as 
is proposed in tbis bill, would bea measure of plain justice toward many merito- 
rious officers who served in the late war, and would at the same time properly 
protect the interests of the Government. There is no reason apparent to your 
committee why officers who actually served in positions to which they were 
regularly commissioned in the volunteer forces of the United States, but who 
from the exigencies of the service, and through no fault of theirs, failed of muster 
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on their commissions at the proper dates, should thereby be deprived of the pay 
and allowances to which they would otherwise have been entitled, The bill by 
which it is proposed to cover this class of cases will, we believe, provide for the 
adjustment of nearly all that are meritorious among the many nuns of a simi- 
lar character which are coming before the two Houses of Congress. 

Your committee therefore report back the bills named, and recommend that 
bill H., R. 355 do pass. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. Ihope the gentleman from Indiana or some other 

member of the committee or some one conversant with the facts will 

ive some reason why this bill ought to pass, for certainly none appears 
in the bill itself or the report which has been read. 

Mr. STEELE. Thatis what I propose to do. 

On the 3d of March, 1863, an act was approved or passed empowering 
the Secretary of War where regiments fell below the minimum number 
to reduce the number of their officers. On the 20th day of June, 1863, 
the Secretary of War issued an order prescribing regulations under the 
sid act to the effect that where a regiment was below the minimum 
number it should be deprived of its colonel, and that where companies 
were below the minimum they should be deprived of a second lieuten- 
ant. Now officers who were at the rear with commissions dated on the 
18th day of June hail only to go to a mustering officer the next day and 
be mustered on a commission of that date, or even on the 19th of June 
they could be mustered, while an officer on active duty at the front with 
-a commission in his pocket dated May 1, 1863, who was not accessible 
to a mustering officer probably for a few days subsequent to receiving 
the commission by mail, could not be then musteredin. And so he went 
on performing his duty until after the order of June 20 was issued. 
Then when he came to a mustering officer to be mustered in, he was told 
that this order excluded him, and he could not be mustered. 

Now, these officers on active duty at the front with commissions in 
their pockets, dated on the Ist of May, served to the close of the war 
as lieutenant-colonels for instance, with a colonel’s commission, while 
the ‘' band-box ™” soldiers as they were called in those days, serving in 
the cities witha commission dated forty-eight days subsequently to that, 
went up and were mustered in and served as colonels to the close of the 
war and drew their pay as such. _ 

This bill, then, Mr. irman, is simply to put the officers who were 
upon active duty at the front upon an equal footing with those who 
were serving at the rear. ‘The bill provides only for such cases, except 
subsequent to the 20th of June, 1863, where regiments were up to the 
minimum. Now, if the regiment is here, or say was in 1863 or 1864 
at the time of the issuance of this order, all that was necessary if the 
regiment, was up to the minimum was for the officer to get his commis- 
sion and ride up and be mustered. But if the regiment wasat the front 
he could not receive his commission so promptly as if the regiment had 
been here, and perhaps the regiment which was up to the minimum at 
the time the commission was issued was ordered into battle before he 
could be mustered, and by the casualties of war the number of men 
would be reduced below the minimum. Under this order, and because 
-of that very gallant act which occurred in many cases and which pre- 
vented the officer from being mustered, although he served to the close 
of the war, they were excluded from being mustered and simply because 
they went in and did their duty to their country—did what this country 
expected them to do, fight and lose men. 

It is only in those cases where they were up to the minimum and 
-actually held the commission and performed the service, or were pre- 
vented from performing the service by reason of being prisoners, by 
reason of sickness in hospital, or by reason of suffering from wounds 
which incapacitated them from performing these services, that they are 
allowed tg muster under this act. The law was a very unjust one, and 
no country on earth ever fathered such a law, saying to regiments, 
““You must be careful of your precious selves;"if you goin and be 
killed and your regiments are reduced below the minimum your regi- 
ments will have no further promotions.’’ 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Will the gentleman from Indiana permit me to 
-ask him a question? 

Mr. STEELE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Have you any information as to the number of 
-officers affected by the bill and the amount of expenditure it will take 
‘to meet it? 

Mr. STEELE, I have no accurate data as to that. Ido not know 
how many the bill would apply to. I know it is an act of simple jus- 
tice to meritorious active-duty officers. This bill passed the House last 
session unanimously. It passed the Senate unanimously with some 
-amendments, 

I desire to reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. In addition to the statement made by the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, I wish to say that some ten regiments were raised 
in Eastern Tennessee after General Burnside came to Knoxville. They 
were ordered immediately into service with full ranks, and many asol- 
dier and officer was killed or wounded and put out of the service be- 
fore being mustered in because there was no mustering officer within 
reach. ‘This bill covers the cases of those officers who entered the serv- 
ice and served many months, and many of them went to their graves 
or went out of the service by reason of sickness or wounds when there 
was not a mustering officer within hundreds of miles of them. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. Iam satisfied this bill is correct and I have 


no doubt it ought to pass. It seeks to do by general law what is done 
every day when private bills come up; and the same facts have to be 
shown before an officer or soldier is entitled to pay under it. There 
are hundreds of bills now pending before the Committee on Military 
Affairs and the Committee on War Claimsinvolving this identical ques- 
tion, and I know of no case in which the facts required by this bill to 
entitle any one to pay where the House has not passed the bill when it 
was reached on the Calendar. 

The bill reaches that class of men, as suggested by my colleague from 
Indiana, who did their duty faithfully at the front, but because of the 
fact that the commissions could not reach them because of the commu- 
nications being cut off and other casualties, or because they could not 
get a mustering officer, performed the duties of their rank but never re- 
ceived pay. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I would ask the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
STocKsLAGER] whether he can give the information his colleague was 
unable to give as to the number of persons affected by the bill. My 
colleague from Tennessee [Mr. PETTIBONE] says there are ten regi- 
ments in our State that will beaffected. Weoughtto havesome infor- 
mation on the subject, it appears to me, either approximate or remote. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER, Iwill state to my friend from Tennessee that 
I have not the data, but it is altogether probable that nearly all of 
those cases will be reached by this bill. In nearly every instance pri- 
vate bills are pending before this House to pay them. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I will say to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
MCMILLIN] that I think it does not make any difference how many 
cases will be reached by the bill. It isa matter of justice. I have 
charge of many of these claims myself, and know they are right and 
ought to be paid. And it makes no difference how many there are; 
the more there are the more important it is that we should lose no time 
in passing a bill for their benefit. 

Mr. VANCE. I think this bill ought to pass. The gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. PETTIBONE] has spoken of the regiments in his State. 
I know of my own knowledge that many officers went out from North 
Carolina—two whole regiments went out from North Carolina, and, 
besides, men went into other regiments. They went out at the risk 
of their lives, under great difficulties, all the passes of the mountains 
being guarded by the confederate soldiers. Many of these men, both 
enlisted men and officers, have up to the present time never received 
their pay. They ought to be paid. They showed their patriotism and 
their love for the old flag, and I think it is time the Congress of the 
United States should remember these men and put them on the rolls and 
let them be paid. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. SrocKsLAGER] 
said something which I did not distinctly hear about private bills be- 
ing pending. If this bill is to take the place of private bills, it seems to 
me that would be an important advantage. The bill in my judgment 
ought to pass, 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Ohio. I wish to say simply a word in favor of 
this bill. Ihave personal knowledge myself that many men who were 
promoted from the ranks to serve as commissioned officers were unable 
to be mustered in consequence of the absence of a mustering officer. 
They served long months as officers, and up tothis day have not received 
a single dime for compensation over and above the rank of sergeant. 

This is an absolute act of justice. It comes, it is true, ata late date; 
but in the face of the facts which I know from personal knowledge, i 
say that justice will be done to these men by the passage of this bill, 
and it ought to become a law. 

Mr. GIBSON. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? ; 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Ohio. Certainly. 

Mr. GIBSON. I desire to know whether there has ever been any re- 
port from the War Department or any official recommendation of any 
Department of the Government? 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Ohio. I have no knowledge of it. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I will answer my friend by saying that the 
House has uniformly passed bills of this character for the relief of in- 
dividuals., 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, I desire to ask my colleague [Mr. 
STEELE] a question if he will yield to me. 

Mr. STEELE. For a question, certainly. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I notice thatthe first section of this bill 
provides that if an officer was commissioned before the 20th day of 
June, 1863, and was not mustered but performed the duties of his rank, 
he shall be entitled to pay during that period, regardless of the unmber 
of men in hiscommand. In other words, his company or his regiment 
may have been reduced below the minimum, but if his commission bore 
date prior to that time he is nevertheless to be entitled to his pay. If 
subsequent to that date he was commissioned and performed the duties 
of his rank, but was not mustered inand could not be mustered because 
his command was below the minimum, he can not receive any pay what- 
ever. The question I want answered is, why this discrimination ? 

Mr. STEELE. The answer is this—— 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I know what the answer will be. The 
answer is this, as I understand it, that prior to that time the War De- 
partment had fixed no minimum, and the officer was entitled to his 
muster regardless of the number of his command. But about that time 
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the War Department fixed the minimum, and consequently the officer 
was not entitled to a muster and could not receive pay although per- 
forming the duties of his rank. 

Now where is the justice of that? Why is not the one as much en- 
titled to be paid as the other? Thatis the question I want to have an- 
swered. And if we may disregard the law and the rules of the War 
Department in giving pay to officers of a particular class, why may we 
not disregard the order of the War Department by which o were 

rohibited from a muster, although, as my distinguished colleague [ Mr. 
prem] says, they took their commissions, performed the duties of 
their rank, rushed into battle, put in jeopardy their lives, and perhaps 
lost them? I am in favorof paying all these men without discriminat- 
ang ono any. 

. STEELE. The principle is right, and I am in favor of it. But 
after the date of the order of the Secretary of War in obedience to the 
law of March 3, 1863, a great many States ceased to commission officers 
under such circumstances. Now you can not fix the status of those men. 
You would say to those States who commissioned in disobedience to the 
law that their officers should be paid, while those States who in obedi- 
ence to the law did not commission are not to have the benefit of this 
bill. It would be almost impossible to frame a law giving equal jus- 
tice to all, although I believe im the principle and would be heartily in 
favor of it. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I ask the gentleman to yield to me 
for a moment. ‘ 

Mr. STEELE. I move that the bill be laid aside to be reported favor- 
ably to the House. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. May I not be permitted to move an 
amendment to the first section of the bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. ' An amendment is in order. 

Mr. STEELE. My motion is that the bill as amended be laid aside 
to be reported favorably to the House. ~ 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Irise to an inquiry whether the bill is 
in such a situation now that I may offer an amendment to the first 
section. I think I have the right to do so, and, if so, I move to strike 
out all after the word ‘‘muster in,’’ in the fourteenth line, to the end 
of the section; to strike out the following: 

And where the commissions bear date prior to the 20th day of June, ras be 
after that date when their commands were not below the minimum num! 
entitling them to such officers at the date of the commission. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I rise to oppose the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE]. In doing so I 
wish to say, in order that the Committee of the Whole may act intel- 
ligently upon the amendment proposed; that after the issuing of the 
order of the date mentioned in the bill it is well known that there 
were many colonels of regiments who obeyed that order and did not 
ask the governors of their States to commission men in their regiments 
when the companies were not entitled to such commissions under the 
order. I want that to be distinctly understood. 

Now, by the adoption of the amendment proposed, you would pay 
men who were not entitled to be mustered as commissioned officers, 
under the law, simply because they were commissioned, and you would 
cut off hundreds of others equally entitled to promotion and pay who 
were not commissioned because the governors ef their States respected 
and obeyed the law. If you are going to pay men who were not enti- 


tled to be mustered in, and who never were mustered in, I think you | pay 


would have in justice to include those who were entitled to promotion 
but for the order referred to, but were not actually promoted and com- 
missioned in consequence of the order. I think you had better let the 
bill remain as it is, and confine it to the men who were lawfully enti- 
tled to and actually received commissions, and who after they were 
notified that they were to be commissioned entered upon their dutiesas 
officers, but were not mustered on account of the exigencies of the serv- 
ice. I think that is just and right, and will compensate worthy men 
who absolutely performed their duties as officers, knowing that they 
would be commissioned, buthad not received their commissions or were 
unable at the time to be mustered into the service as such officers. 

I think the bill is right as it is, and I am opposed to extending it for 
the reasons I have stated, for if you do so you will do injustice to a 
great many regiments where commissions were not issued by the gov- 
ernors of the States on account of the order of the War Department 
confining such promotions to regiments and companies having the min- 
imum number of men. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the objection 
raised by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HENDERSON] to the amend- 
ment is not sound. The class of persons of whom he speaks would 
properly be excluded from the operation of the bill, because in the first 
place they were not commissioned, and in the second place they were 
not engaged in the service in the higher grades. But there were very 
many States in which officers were commissioned who did perform the 
duties of the rank to which they were commissioned, although they were 
not permitted to be mustered. Now, because this ample justice which 
my friend from Illinois thinks should be extended to all cannot be ex- 
tended to a certain class, why should compensation be withheld from 
those who actually performed the service? I t that many men 
were not permitted (as they might have been but for the law of March 


3, 1863, and the subsequent order) to render service in the higher 
es; but these other men—notably from the State of Indiana and’ 

m the State of Iowa—were not so aff because they received. 
their commissions and performed the duty, although they were not 
mustered; and they ought to have their pay. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Ilinois. But they ought notto have been com- 
missioned, in view of the order issued by the War Department; andif 
you now pay them, you give men from certain States an advantage over 
those from other States, which I think would not be just, and especially 
as those whom you seek to compensate were commissioned in violation. 
of the law 

Mr. HEPBURN. It is truethat to a certain extent these men were 
commissioned in violation of the orders of the War Department; yet 
the War Department recognized these commissions, in spite of the diso- 
bedience of its orders, by accepting the services of these men. They 
were permitted to render the service notwithstanding the order of the 
War Department; and it seems tome that after the Government has had 
the benefit of their services, has tacitly waived the disobedience of the 
law and the order, it ought not now to say that because of thisnominal 
ee thei these men shall not have the compensation which belongs- 
tothem. 

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Chairman, I rise to oppose this amendment. 
‘While it is true that officers from Iowa and Ohio, commissioned as colo- 
nels in violation of the orders of the War Department, performed the- 
duties of colonels, it is likewise true that lieutenant-colonels of regi- 
ments from Illinois and other States that obeyed the law performed: 
exactly the same duty by virtue of military regulations. Where there 
was no colonel the lieutenant-colonel performed the duty; where there- 
was no second lieutenant the sergeant performed the duty. There were 
States whose men in consequence of the order of the War Department 
were deprived of promotions. All of us who served in Illinois regi- 
ments know that after the order of the War Department the governor: 
of our State conformed to it, and there were no promotions in Illinois 
regiments because of that order. All of us know that the governors of 
some other States did not conform to the order and commissions were: 
issued, but the Government of the United States did not recognize those 
commissions, and the officers received pay according to the commissions 
that they held before. I am in favor of this bill, but I am opposed to- 
paying officers whose governors violated the law while we deprive of” 
pay officers whose governors obeyed the law. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. The answer to my colleague [Mr. ROWELL] 
is thet if soldiers went forth from other States and performed this serv- 
ice they ought to be paid. If the governor of Illinois did not commis- 
sion the men from that State but they rendered the service, I say bring: 
in a bill to pay them for the service they rendered. But do not de- 
prive these other soldiers who have rendered service of the pay to which 
they are entitled simply because the governor commissioned them in 
violation of an order of the War Department. They rendered serv- 
ice and the Government accepted their services, they are entited to 
pay; and the Illinois soldier, if he rendered similar service, is entitled 
to the same poy, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. What evidence has my colleague 
that the Government did accept their services? I think it can not 
be justly claimed that the Government accepted the services óf these 
men when it refused to muster them in under their commissions and to- 
them. They were commissioned in violation of law. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. They rendered service; they were on the- 
rolls and performed under their commissions the service for which it is 
now proposed to pay them. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, I know very well that orderly ser- 
geants from the State of Illinois in some cases, who could not under 
the order be commissioned and mustered in as second lieutenants, com- 
manded companies, and they are as much entitled to be paid as these 
men who were commissioned in violation of law. 

Mr. MOREY. Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of this bill and in favor 
also of the proposed amendment. I am unable to see the force of the 
argument which would withhold justice from a class of officers and 
soldiers who were commissioned and performed the service of their rank, 
while other soldiers equally but no more meritorious receive the bene- 
fits of this bill, simply because the governors of some States failed to 
promote soldiers to fill the vacancies occurring in their organizations, 
and who, never being commissioned, do not come within the provisions 
of the bill and amendment. Every man who served in the war knows 
that it took but afew months after a regiment went into the field for 
it to get down to its “ fighting weight.” 

Every man knows there were in the ranks of every company and 
every regiment men who were competent to fill any office which might 
devolve upon them. We all know that one of the best incentives to 
the soldiers of our Army was the hope their gallant services would be 
rewarded by honorable promotion. I am glad the governor of my own 
State of Olio, who, as the ranks of our regiments became depleted, 
as the roster of our troops showed vacancies, issued commissions there- 
for to men who were worthy and every way fitted to discharge the- 
duties of the offices to which they were appointed. To those men who 
went forward and commanded companies, battalions, and regiments. 
we simply propose by this bill to do an act of justice, not only to pay 
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‘the pecuniary wages their office entitled them to, but to bestow upon 
them the tangible evidence of their honorable promotion. 

I am in favor not only of the bill but of the amendment. Let it ex- 
-tend to every officer who falls within its provisions, to every one who 
bore a commission and actually performed the service of his rank. If 
there were in the State of Illinois any sergeants or private soldiers per- 
forming the duties of commanding officers, I regret there is not oppor- 
tunity here now to render some sort of justice to them. 

Mr. STEELE. We want to do justice to men commissioned accord- 
ing to law. 

Mr. MOREY. I want to do justice to the men all over the country 
who rendered service [applause] and who were able to do it. 

Mr.STEELE. If you want to load this bill down soit can not pass, 
very well, and put officers on acting duty with other officers. I am 
-against loading it down. At the last session of Congress this bill was 
loaded down and sent to the Senate. If you wish to kill the bill again, 
Joad it down with these amendments. 

Mr. MOREY. I will say to the gentleman from Indiana I have not 
-consulted my fears in my advocacy of this bill. I will allow no such 
consideration to prevent me from doing what I consider but simple 

_justice to this class of men. . I believe it is the sentiment of this House 
to so pass this bill as to extend its provisions to every man coming under 
its terms, including the proposed amendment. It simply provides for 
the muster and pay of soldiers who were commissioned and who actually 
performed duty as such officers for the time they so performed such 
duty. It is true the War Department refused them muster when their 
-commands were reduced by the ravages of war. We propose by this 
bill to give to these brave men the emoluments and honors which they 
had won on the march and in the battle. 

Mr. HOUK. It seems tome, Mr. Chairman, this is not a question of 
whether men were mustered or not, but is purely a question whether 
the men who rendered the service to the Government have been paid 
for it or not. Suppose the governor of one State did commission and 
the governor of another State did not commission, why should that 
deprive the man of pay for services actually rendered? 

And suppose this bill does not do all that should be done; it is a 
-step in the right direction. It does justice as far as we can go by the 
bill and amendment. If there are parties this bill does not reach, then 
let the gentlemen who have such constituents come forward and bring 
in a bill that will do justice to them. I suppose every man on the 
floor is willing to admit the soldier should be paid according to the 
service he rendered, and if gentlemen will bring in such a measure, 
gentlemen here will as cheerfully vote for that as for the pending bill 
-and amendment. Let it not be said the House of Representatives re- 
fuses to do justice as far as it may be able to do it because it does not 

-do justice to everybody else at the same time. 

Mr. GEDDES. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Is it in order to 
offer a substitute for the bill and amendment now pending? 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair has recognized the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [ Mr. BAYNE], and for the present heis entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I have butfew words to say upon this 
bill. I concur with, and I am in favor of, the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE]. The bill that has been reported 
from the Committee on Military Affairs was intended to cover a large 
-class of cases, There is nota single individual case that has come be- 
fore the Committee on Military Affairs that would not have been favor- 
-ably reported by that committee and passed, as I believe, by unanimous 
consent, if it had been presented on its individual merits, The cases 
-embraced in this bill are such as have had gross injustice done them by 
reason of the order of the War Department, which, under the act of 
1863, permitted a large number to be mustered into the service who were 
near a mustering officer and got their commissions through the mails, 
while those who were out in the service and had not an opportunity of 
being mustered or receiving their commissions through the mail were 
-deprived of this advantage. 

But there are many other officers who served as captains of companies, 
majors, lieutenant-colonels, and colonels of regiments who actually ren- 
-dered the service and had companies or regiments that fell within the 
minimum number. These men are entitled to consideration, and I do 
not believe that there is a man on this floor who would refuse to say 
that those men who actually performed the services, who had actual 

-commissions from the governors of their States, should be relieved. I 
do not believe that there isa gentleman here who would be prepared to 
-deny to a man the pay and compensation which he earned while serving 
in a rank and having a commission for that rank because his company 
happened to he one or two men less than a given number, which was an 
arbitrary number fixed by the War Department. Therefore I hope the 
amendment of the gentleman from Indiana will prevail and that justice 
will be done to these men, who, as the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
MoREY ] has so well stated, are entitled to it as much as any men who 
served this country during the war. 

Mr. STEELE, I move that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. GIBSON. I wish to ask a question for information. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Indiana moves that the com- 


mittee do now rise. 


Mr. BAYNE. I have not yielded the floor; I will hear the question 
of the gentleman from West Virginia. 

Mr. GIBSON. So far as I am individually concerned it is my desire 
to do exact justice, but what I wish to ask is how it happens that dur- 
ing the eighteen years that this wrong has been allowed to exist there 
has not been some official action on the part of some Department in 
this Government upon the subject? If there were any such regiments 
in existence the records of the War Department will ‘show when they 
were mustered in, and will also show when they were mustered out, 
and so it seems to me that some information upon this subject could be 
received and ought to be received from the War Department. 

Mr. BAYNE. I can answer the question of the gentleman from 
West Virginia, and ina word. We have simply been doing this thing 
by piecemeal. Congress after Congress ever since the war has been grant- 
ing relief in individual cases, and the gentleman can refer to the Statutes 
at Large and will find the opinions and sentiments of one Congress after 
another upon the subject. It has been done no matter what party 
was in power or whoever was in power. He will find act after act to 
remedy this wrong in individual cases. s 

Mr. STEELE. I have made a motion that the committee rise. 
Reet BAYNE. The gentleman can not make his motion while I have 

floor. 

Mr, STEELE. Who has the floor? 

Mr. BAYNE. I have the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. Of course the gentleman from Indiana can not 
take the gentleman from Pı lvania off the floor while he is speak- 
ing. The Chair was of the opinion that the gentleman had yielded the 

oor. 

Mr. BAYNE. No, sir; I have not yielded the floor. I only yielded 
for a question. 

Mr. GIBSON. I would like to ask another question. 

èir. BAYNE. I was going to say that many of these acts of Con- 
gress giving pay to these officers who served the Union—a large number 
of these cases—refer to officers who served with companies having less 
than the minimum number, doing precisely by these special acts what 
the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana proposes to do by gen- 
eral legislation. In all you will find, I have no doubt, that as many, 
perhaps more, cases of that kind have been relieved than where the 
veer the requisite numbers in their command. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” 

‘Vote! 

Mr. GIBSON. The Secretary of War can still furnish information 
in time for this House to act understandingly upon the subject. 

Mr. BAYNE. We know all of these facts. 

Mr. STEELE. Imove that the committee now rise. 

The motion was to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee determines to rise. 

Mr. STEELE. I understand that all the debate that this bill will 
probably call for has already taken place, and therefore, if in order, I 
call for a division on the last vote, in order to have my motion voted 
“down so as to save time. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I make the point that the committee has deter- 
mined to rise and that nothing else is in order. 

Mr. STEELE. And I make the point of order that I have called for 
a division on the last vote, in order to have my motion voted down. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. In other words, Mr. Chairman, he is anxious for 
the House to hold him. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it is too late to call for a di- 
vision. The motion has been already agreed to. 

The committee aceordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. COBB reported that the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, having had under consideration the bill H. R. 
355, had come to no conclusion thereon. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. McMILLIN. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
Mr. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole House. 
The SPEAKER. The motion to adjourn has precedence. 


H. V. BOYNTON. 


The SPEAKER. Before putting the question on the motion to ad- 
journ the Chair will announce the following as the select committee to 
investigate charges against H. V. Boynton, Washington correspondent 
of the Cincinnati Commercial-Gazette: Mr. J. H. HOPKINS of Penn- 
arene Mr. T. B. Warp of Indiana, Mr. J. J. ADAMS of New York, 
Mr. L. P. POLAND of Vermont, and Mr. JAMES WILSON, of Iowa. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The question being taken on the motion to adjourn, there were— 
yeas 36. 
Mr. McMILLIN. I do not insist on further count, 
So the motion to’adjourn was not agreed to. 
MUSTER AND PAY OF CERTAIN OFFICERS, ETC. 


Mr. STEELE. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
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of the Whole House to resume consideration of the Private Calendar; 
aud pending that motion I move that all debate on the pending bill 
and amendments be limited to one minute. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not know whether general debate 
on the bill has been exhausted. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. It has not. 

The SPEAKER. That is all the House can do at this stage. 

Mr. STEELE. Is it in order to ask unanimous consent that all de- 
bate be limited to one minute? s 

The SPEAKER. On the bill and all amendments? 

Mr. STEELE. Yes, sir. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana moves that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House for the consideration 
of the Private Calendar; and pending that he asks unanimous consent 
that debate upon the pending bill and all amendments thereto may be 
limited to one minute. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The motion that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
House was agreed to. ' 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House, Mr. COBB in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee resumes the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 355) to provide for the muster and pay of certain officers 
and enlisted men of the volunteer forces. By order of the House all 
debate on the bill and amendments thereto is limited to one minute. 

Mr. STEELE. Iyield halfa minute to my colleague [Mr. BROWNE]. 

Mr, BROWNE, of Indiana. I yield back my time to my colleague. 
{Langhter. ] 

Mr. STEELE. I call for a vote on the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE] to strike out all 
after the words ‘‘ muster in,’’ in line 14 of section 1, to the end of the 
section. \ 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 91, noes 19. 

So (further count not being called for) the amendment was agreed 


to. 
Mr, STEELE. I desire to makea parliamentary$nguiry. Isit nec- 
essary to vote on the amendment which was offered subsequently to the 
time the bill was originally reported and which was printed with the 
bill? 

Mr. BAYNE. That has to be voted on. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the amend- 
ment reported by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. STEELE. I move that the bill be laid aside to be reported favor- 
ably to the House. ‘ 

Mr. HOLMAN. Was not a stbstitute offered ? 

The CHAIRMAN. No substitute has been offered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I understood a substitute was offered by the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. GEDDES]. 


Mr. GEDDES. I offer as a substitute for the bill that which I send f 


to the desk. ‘ 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill to pay certain officers ofthe Army for services actually rendered during 
the late war. 


Be it enacted, &c., That the proper accounting officers of the Treasury be, and 
they are hereby, directed to pay to officers of the Army during the late war the 
pay and allowances of the k of their commissions from the date when it 
shall appear to them that such Officers entered upon the performance of thedu- 
ties of rank of their commissions, notwithstanding they were not mus- 
tered in until a later date, eant, beg ae ps all pay and allowances already 
received for the same period: Prov , That any such officers prevented from 
entering upon actual service under their commissions by being prisoners of war 
or in hospital shall be paid from the date of their commissions. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I ask if that is a bill already pending 
in this House? 

Mr. GEDDES. It is; and it is a good deal better one thah the bill 
now pending. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, Then it can not be offered as a substi- 
tute. 

Mr. MORRISON, Ifit is a better bill, why do you not take it? 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I believe it is a better bill. 

Mr. GEDDES. The inquiry having been made as to the matter of 
fact, I will say this is the bill which was considered by the Committee 
on War Claims and by that committee reported unanimously, and it 
is now on the Calendar, but farther on. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I make the point of order that the bill 
can not be offered as an amendment or substitute. 


The CHAIRMAN. It is not in order under the admissions of the | pend 


gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GEDDES]. 

Mr. GEDDES. I believe the point of order can be made against the 
bill now pending that it is a general bill, and should not now be on the 
Private Calendar. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is made too lateythe bill hav- 

been considered. 
. GEDDES. I amin favor of the principle of these bills. I think 
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some bill should pass. I believe the substitute I have desired to offer 
is an improvement on the bill under consideration. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I want to say I am in favor of the original bill, 
but as amended I can not vote for it. 4 

Mr. STEELE. I move that the committee rise and recommend the . 
passage of the bill as amended. ` 

The motion that the committee rise was to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Ppke having resumed 
the chair, Mr. Cops reported the Committee of the Whole House, hav- 
ing had under consideration the bill (H. R. 355) to provide for the mus- 
ter and pay of certain officers and enlisted men of the volunteer forces, 
had directed him to report the same back to the House with amend- 
ments. 

ae I move the previous question on the bill and amend- 
men 

Mr. GIBSON, 
the bill? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Let the bill be read. 

The SPEAKER. The first question is on the demand for the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. GIBSON. 
the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Notat this stage; but when the question is on the 
passage of the bill the gentleman from West Virginia can make that 
motion. The Chair does not intend to decide that the gentleman could 
not make that motion even at this stage. But it is more usual to make 
it when the question is on the passage. The question is on ordering 
the previous question on the bill and amendments. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon agreeing to the amendments 
reported from the Committee of the Whole. The first amendment will 
be read by the Clerk. 

The amendment was to strike out of section 1, after the word ‘“‘ mus- 
ter-in,’’ the following: 

And where the commissions bear date prior to the 20th 


after that date when their commands were not below the min 
titling them to such officers at the date of the commission. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole was 
to insert after the word ‘‘ commissioned,” in line 8 of section 1, the fol- 
lowing: 

Or were prevented from performin, 


Would it be in order to make a motion to recommit 


If in order, I desire to make a motion to recommit 


of June, 1863, or 
um number en- 


said duties under their respective com- 
in the line of duty, or by sickness in hos- 
pitals, or by being prisoners of war, . 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was then ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and it was accordingly read the third time. 

The question was upon the of the bill. 

Mr. STEELE. On that I demand the previous question. 

Mr. GIBSON. Pending the demand for the previous question, I 
move that the bill be recommitted to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
for the reason that the Committee on War Claims have already reported 
a bill on this subject. 

Mr. GEDDES. I desire to move to recommit the bill with instruc- 
tions to report as a substitute bill that which I offered in Committee of 
the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman had better reduce his motion to 
Mr. STEELE. I demand that it be reduced to writing. 

Mr. GEDDES. Itis to report as a substitute bill that which is now 
on the Calendar as House bill No. 3935, reported from the Committee 
op War Claims. 

Mr. STEELE. If the general is sincere in his desire to benefit the 
soldiers+-— 

Mr. GEDDES. Iam not a general; I never was in the war at all; 
but I want justice done to the men who were in the war. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. this debatable? 

The SPEAKER. Itis not. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. While the motion to recommit is being re- 
duced to writing, I ask that the bill be read. 

The SPEAKER. The rules require that on the demand of a mem- 
ber every motion shall be reduced to writing. The gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. STEELE] has demanded that the motion to recommit be 
reduced to writing. 

Mr. BAYNE. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GEDDES] will, I have 
no doubt, admit that the bill which he proposes as a substitute for the 
ing bill is at present on the Calendar of this House. Will not a 
point of order lie against putting that as a matter of instruction to the 
Committee on Military Affairs? 

The SPEAKER. It has been frequently decided, and correctly de- 
cided, that an amendment which would not be in order in the House 
can not be incorporated into a bill by instructions to a committee, be- 
cause that would be doing indirectly what could not be done directly 
on the floor of the House. 
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Mr. BAYNE. Then I raise the point of order against the motion of 
the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER. If itbe the fact that the proposed substitute is the 
same as a bill now pending before the House the Chair sustains the 
point of order. The question, then, is on the motion made by the gen- 
tleman from West Virginia [Mr. GIBSON] to recommit this bill to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion to recommit was not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs upon the demand for the 
previous question upon the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was seconded; and under the operation thereof 
the bill was k 

Mr. STEELE moved to reconsider the vote just takeng and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. ` 


ORDER OF BUSLNESS. 


Mr. McMILLIN. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. GOFF. Iask the gentleman to yield to me to introduce a joint 
resolution for reference. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I have no objection to that. 


RELIEF FOR SUFFERERS BY THE OHIO OVERFLOW. 


Mr. GOFF, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint resolution (H. 
Res. 154) makingan appropriation to relieve thesufferers by the overflow 
of the Ohio River and its tributaries; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. i 

OFFICERS OF THE NAVY. 

Mr. CALKINS. The naval appropriations bill is tobe taken up next 
Tuesday, and I ask permission to submit a resolution of inquiry in or- 
der to obtain information for the use of the House. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Iam willing to yield for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, after which the Chair 
will ask for objections, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be requested to furnish to the House 
immediately the following information : 

I. The number of commissioned and warrant officers who at the date of the 
compilation of the last Naval i were employed on sea-duty, the state- 
ment to specify the number in grade and to show the number on each ship. 

II. The sea and shore service and unemployed time of the commodores dur- 
ing the last ten rs, including a full, specific statement of all sea-service. 

TI. A list giving, in order of rank, the name of every commissioned and war- 
rant officer at the date mentioned on shore-duty, with a description of the serv- 
ice on which he was employed, supplemented sifa recapitulation giving the 
numbers at each navy-yard and other locality, and a further statement 
giving the namesand number of the officers on shore-duty in Washington, with 
a memorandum of the service on which each was employed, 

IV. A statement of the number in each grade of commissioned and warrant 
officers who at the same date were not upon sea or shore duty, 

V. A statement showing the names of the sea-going officers who, having held 
their present commission more than three years, have not had more than one 
year's sea-service under such commissions, with the amount of sea-service in 
each case. 

The Secretary is also requested to inform the House whether he has complied 
with the provisions of the act of March 3, 1883, requiring him to certify in all 
orders for shore-duty that the same are required by the public interests, and to 
specify the term of service, and whether or not the number. of officers now so 
employed can be reduced without injury to the public service; and what total 
number of officers on such duty will probably besufficient during the next fiscal 
year, unless extraordinary emergencies should arise. 


The SPEAKER. [Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution which has just been read? 
Mr. COX, of North Carolina. I object. 
Mr. CALKINS, Then I ask that the resolution be referred to the 
gr tse on Naval Affairs. 
ere was no objection, and the resolution was referred accordingly. 
Several MEMBERS. order. ~ 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN], that the House adjourn. 
Mr. McMILLIN. As many gentlemen seem desirous to present 
propositions for reference, I withdraw my motion. 
Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I renew the motion. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
, The SPEAKER, The Chair, if there be no objection, will lay before 
the House several personal requests of members. 
The Clerk read as folldws: 
Mr, HEMPAILL asks leave to withdraw the rs in the of the 
election contest of James vs. Hunf, which have been placed in petition-box. 
TheSPEAKER. If there be no objection, this request will be granted. 
For what purpose does the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] rise? 
Mr. HEPBURN. Irise to interpose objection to this request for the 
withdrawal of papers. 
The SPEAKER. As objection is made, the request is not granted. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To pak CABELL, for three days from to-morrow, on account of busi- 
ness; an 

To Mr. SENEY, for ten days, on account of important business. 


- 


p 


The motion of Mr. Hatos, of Missouri, that the House adjourn was 
then agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 55 minutes p. m.) 
the House adjourned until Monday next. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BALLENTINE: Papers relating to the claim of E. M. Spad- 
den—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BELMONT: Petition of D. E. Hammond and 18 others, citi- 
zens of Long Island Sound, asking the establishment of a harbor of 
safety at Horton’s Point, N. Y.—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors. 


By Mr. BINGHAM: Extract from the journal of the proceedings of the 
Ninety-ninth Convention of the Protestant Episcopal Church in the dio- 
cese of Pennsylvania—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Pennsylvania State board of agriculture, relative 
to the passage ofan act to secure the eradication of disease among domes- 
tic cattle—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BRENTS: Petition of citizensof Washington Territory, for a 
drawbridge over Dacotah and California Rivers, in said Territory—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. + 

By Mr. COVINGTON: Petition of citizens of Maryland, that Cam- 


bridge, Dorchester County, Maryland, be made a port of entry—to the 


Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HART: Resolution of Gibson Post, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, of Greenfield, Ohio—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOBLITZELL: Petition of Phielits Sinsz, to amend section 
2505 of the Revised Statutes of the United States relating to glaziers’ 
diamonds on the free-list—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, resolution of protest of the Baltimore Corn and Flour Exchange 
against the extension of the steam grain-shovel patent—to the Commit- 
tee on Patents. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: Petition of 6,000 citizens of Massachusetts and 
of citizens of Pennsylvania, in favor of a bill to prohibit the importation 
of foreign labor under contracts made abroad—severally to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 

By Mr. LACEY: Communication of Richard Townsend, of Vermont-. 
ville, Mich., in reference to equalization of bounties—to the Select Com- 
mittee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. MCCOMAS: Papers relating to the claim of William Dadds— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Thomas N. Pindle—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. McCORMICK: Petition of soldiers of Post 287, Grand Army- 
of the Republic, Scioto County, Ohio, reckoning soldiers’ pay on a gold. 
basis—to the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and. 
Back Pay. é 

By Mr. RIGGS: Petition of L. D. Herschiemer and others, relative- 
to tobacco rebate—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: Papers relating toa bill authorizing the resto-. 
tration of William McGee to the Army—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Lois M. Buell—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPOONER: Papersrelating to the claim of John R. Treutlen— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CHARLES STEWART: Petition of citizens of Jefferson, 
County, Texas; of the members of the Legislature of Texas; of citizens . 
of Rockland, Tex.; of citizens of Jefferson and Hardin Counties, Texas; 
and joint resolution of the Legislature of Texas, relative to the im- 
provement at Sabine Pass, Texas—severally to the Committee on Rivers. 
and Harbors. 

Also, joint resolution of the Legislature of the State of Texas, urging - 
an act for the improvement of Galveston Harbor, Texas—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, the concurrent resolution of the Legislature of the State of- 
Texas, asking for a term of the Federal court in the northern portion of” 
the State of Texas, with jurisdiction of offenses committed within the 
Indian Territory—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STRAIT: Petition of certain Sioux Indians in the State of- 
Minnesota, asking that their annuities may be restored, as provided for 
in the treaty of 1857—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. TALBOTT: Petition of Juliet H. Palmer, for increase of pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. i 

By Mr. VANCE: Petition of J. B. Smith and 100 others, for a mail-- 
routein North Carolina—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


By Mr. JAMES WILSON: Petition from citizens of Cedar Rapids, on, 
the vinegar question—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. G. D. WISE: Petition of William H. Parker for removal of- 
political disabilities—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, the papers in the case of Rebecca Sears, administratrix, &c.—. 
to the Committee on War Claims. 
Tam papers in the case of William B. Sears & Co.—to:the same com;- 

ittee. 
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D, 

JAMES T. FARLEY, & Senator from the State of California, appeared 
in his seat to-day. i; 

The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and approved. 


z CREDENTIALS. 


Mr. PENDLETON presented the credentials of Henry B. Payne, 
chosen by the Legislature of Ohio a Senator from that State for the 
term beginning March 4, 1885; which were read and ordered to be filed. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in compliance with a 
resolution of the 10th ultimo, a report of the Adjutant-General, show- 
ing the number of soldiers in the late war who served one year, the 
number who served two years, the number who served three years, 
and the amount of bounty paid to each class ively; also an ap- 
proximation of the amount of money which would be required to equal- 
ize the bounties of all; which, with the accompanying papers, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on "Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Interior, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report of the surveyor- 
general of Arizona Territory, recommending the confirmation of the 
private land claim “Tres Alamos,” No. 17, George H. Howard, claim- 
ant; which was ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. MORRILL presented the petition of L. Somborn & Co., of New 
York city, praying that a duty of 1 cent per pound on glass bottles 
be substituted for the present rate; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

Mr. GARLAND presented the petition of E. C. Bunch and others, 
citizens of Apache County, Arizona, praying that certain railroad lands 
in that Territory be opened to settlement; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. DOLPH. I presenta memorial of the Board of Trade of Port- 
land, n, urgently calling the attention of Congress to the necessity 
of providing a navy which in numbers, tonnage, and armament shall 
be fully equal to those of the other great powers of the world; reciting 
that they are more immediately interested in and are bound by closer 
commercial ties to the cities and towns in the States and Territories 
lying on the Pacific Ocean and upon the Columbia River, Puget 
Sound, and in Alaska. When it is stated that the ocean shore of 
Al , and California is over 2,000 miles in extent, that the 
coast of Alaska alone, including its bays and inlets, is greater than all 
the balance of the sea-coast of the United States, something like 25,000 
miles in extent, that the shore of Puget Sound alone is from 1,800 to 
2,000 miles in length, the importance of protection to the commercial 
interests of the Pacific coast will beseen. I ask that the memorial be 


read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the reading of 
the memorial? The Chair hears no objection. It will be read. 

The memorial was read, and referred to the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, as follows: 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 
ithe Tailed States in Congress assembled : 

Your memorialist, the Board of Trade of Portland Oregon, would most urgently 
all your attention to the following facts: ,The coast-line of the United States ex- 
tends for thousands of miles along oceans, Throughout its entire extent it 
is dotted with wealthy and populous cities whose defenseless condition invites 
attack, The destruction of even one of these seaboard centers of wealth and 
population by the naval force of a hostile power would be a calamity the moral 
and physical effects of which would prove a heavy blow to our national pros- 
perity, and would inflict a lasting stain upon our national honor. We are en- 
tirely without those means of offensive and defensive naval warfaré with 
which other les, eying advan ‘of the vast improvements in the arts of 
war, have provided themselves. It therefore behooves us, in this time of pro- 
found peace and bceageess gem prosperity, to poras for ourselves a navy which 
in numbers, tonnage, and armament shall be fully equal to those of the other 

t powers of the world. Your memorialist is more immediately interested 

n and is bound by closer commercial ties to the cities lying upon the Pacific 
Ocean, the Columbia River, Puget Sound, andin Alaska, extending a distance of 
over two thousand miles, all of which are unprotected sena attack and easil: 
accessible to modern vesselsof war. Your memorialist therefore prays thatsu 
steps as to your wisdom may seem best be taken, with the view of attaining the 
general end above set forth. 

And, as in duty, &e. 4 
[sean] For THE BOARD OF TRADE OF PORTLAND, OREGON, 
DONALD MACLEAY, President. 
F. K. ARNOLD, Secretary. 
PORTLAND, OREG,, Jenuary 31, 1884. 


Mr. DOLPH. I have a communication from Charles F. Powell, cap- 
tain of engineers, in charge of the engineering department at Portland, 
Oreg., which is addressed to my colleague, Hon. J. H. SLATER, and my- 
self, and to Hon. M. C. GEORGE, Representative from Oregon, THOMAS 
H. BRENTS, Delegate from Washington Territory, and Hon. THEO- 
DORE F, SINGISER, Delegate from Idaho Territory, urging a special ap- 
propriation for prompt use upon the Caseade Canal. I ask unanimous 


consent that I may present it and that it may be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, as it relates toa public matter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from n asks unani- 
mous consent to present a paper, the nature of which ke has described, 
for reference to the Committee on Commerce. Isthere objection? The 
Chair hears none; and the paper is received and so referred. 

Mr. MORGAN presented the petition of J. J. Barkley, Joseph Wheeler, 
and other citizens of Alabama, praying that the Mobile, Alabama, and 
Cincinnati Air-Line Railroad Company and the Saint Louis, Alabama,and 
Atlantic Railroad Company "y have the privilege of purchasing pub- 
lic lands along their routes at the rate of $1.25 an acre; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands, 

Mr. PALMER presented a memorial of citizens of Holly, Mich., re- 
monstrating against any change in the present law permitting vinegar- 
makers, by a vaporizing process, to separate the alcoholic properties of 
the mash produced by them and to inject the same into water for the 
paper of making vinegar; which was referred to the Committee on 

Finance. 

Mr. SLATER presented a petition of citizens of Oregon and Wash- 
ington Territory, praying for the forfeiture of the land grant of the Ore- 
gon Central Railroad Company; which was referred to the Committee 
on Publie Lands. 

Mr. CALL. I present a petition of citizens of Monroe County, Flor- 
ida, praying for the improvement of the Caloosahatchee River. The 
petition states that this improvement is of Very great importance to the 
commerce of the country, and that the Caloosahatchee River, a stream 
flowing southwest from Lake Okeechobee to Punta Rassa, on the Gulf 
coast, is naturally the main artery of commerce through the interior of 
South Florida, connecting now with the Saint John’s River. This 
river, now making almost an entire water route from the Saint John’s 
River to the Gulf of Mexico, presents an important subject for the con- 
sideration of the committee and the Senate. The value of the land and 
water routes from the Atlantic to the Gulf of Mexico, and the impor- 
tance of the harbors of the State and its inland channels on both the 
Gulf and Atlantic coasts to the commerce both of the United States and 
of the countries on the Gulf of Mexico and to the military and naval 
defense of the country, demand the consideration of the committee and 
the Senate. I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. CALL. I present a statement of Lieut. Commander J. K. Winn, 
United States Navy, made in support of a bill which I have heretofore 
introduced providing for the sale and purchase by the United States of 
the Mallory lot, Key West, Fla. I move thatit be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. I also present a similar paper in regard to the survey 
and. construction of a railway from Key West, Fla., to the mainland. 
I move that it be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL presented a memorial of citizens of Apalachicola, Fla., 
remonstrating against the establishment of a port of entry at Carra- 
belle, in that State; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. INGALLS. I present the petition of Eliza A. Cutler Jones, of 
Monroe County, New York, accompanied by the affidavit of Abram 
Cutler in support of the same, praying for certain relief; which I move 
be referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LOGAN presented a petition of the Winfield Scott Post,-Grand 
Army of the Republic, at Holden, Mo.; a petition of the Yeager Sharps 
Post, Grand Army of the Republic, at Wellsville, Mo.; a petition of the 
Gardner Post, Grand Army of the Republic, at Utica, Mo.; a prem 
of the J. A. Mulligan Post, Grand Army of the Republic, at ing- 
ton, Mo., and a petition of the Albert Chandler Post, Grand Army of 
the Republic, at Macon City, Mo., praying for general legislation in 
behalf of ex-soldiers; which were referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Junction City Post, No. 132, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Kansas, and a petition of 
the McPherson Post, No. 12, Grand Army of the Republic, Department 
of the Tennessee, praying the ratification of a treaty with the Sioux 
Indians for opening part of the Sioux reservatfon in Dakota for settle- 
ment; which were referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Oshkosh, Wis., praying for 
an appropriation for the establishment of schools at Sitka, Alaska; 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented the petition of J. A. J. Lightburn, late brigadier- 
general United States volunteers, of Lewis County, West Virginia, 
praying to be placed on the retired-list of Army officers; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a resolution of the Barnhill Post, No 162, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Illinois, remonstrating against 
the passage of the Fitz-John Porter bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. LAPHAM presented a memorial of citizens of the United States 


